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PREFACGE

s indicated by the title-page, this volume contains
Athe Gregynog Lectures, dehivered, under the founda-
tioh of the Misses Davies, Gregynog, in the University
College of Wales, Aberystwyth, in November 1946. It
is one of the conditions of the foundation that lectures
should eventually be published. In preparing the present
series for publication I have turned the lectures into
chapters and have taken the opportunity not merely to
revise but somewhat to expand them, in order to make
them a less inadequate treatment of their wide theme
than was possible in lectures intended to occupy about
an hour in delivery. Otherwise they are printed as read.

The lectures were designed for an audience made up
of members of the College stafl, of students, and of the
general public, but unlikely to contamn more than one
or two, if any, possessing a specialized knowledge of
papyrology. Hence, as my evidence was drawn mainly
from the papyri, I thought it advisable tg begm with
an account of these documents and of the science of
papyrology. In the three remaining chapters it would
obviously have been out of the question to attempt a
continuous political history of Egypt during the period
of nearly a thousand years which separates Alegander’s
invasion from the Arab conquest, even had the paucity
ofevidence notmade such an undertaking impracticable.
What I have aimed at is a summary sketch, as clear and
readable as I could make it, and as free from technicali-
ties as possible, of the economic, social, and administra-
tive development, political events being referred to only
as far as their bearing on the main subject made this
necessary. The underlying theme, which gives unity to



vi Preface

the whole, is, as suggested by the sub-title, the fottunes
of Hellenism in its Egyptian environment, the inter-
action of Hellenic and Egyptian characteristics, and
the gradual weakening and decay of the Hellenic
element.

Though I have written mainly for a non-specialist
public, the volume may, I hope, interest specialists also
as at least a handy conspectus of its subject. I have
therefore added at the end notes on each chapter, citing
the evidence for various statements, qualifying some
which, m so rapid a survey, had to be expressed rather
more dogmatically than the evidence warranted, and,
for the benefit of those non-specialist readers who may
wish 1o study the theme more intimately, referring to
such books and articles as they would find useful. For the
same readers I have addcd after the notes a bibliography
to each chapter, preceded by a more general one to
books covering the whole period. These bibliographies
are severely selective, and in a work ntended primaridy
for English readers I have cited by preference works
available in English, though I have not excluded those
in foreign languages when there was no equally useful
alternative in our own tongue. The list of papyrus
publications, with the standardized methods of reference,
included in the Bibliography on Chapter I is, however,
reasonably complete, omitting only some quite minor
publications. A more comprehensive list, which includes
Demotic and Coptic papyri, will be found on pages 5-16
of Peremans’ and Vergote’s Pagyrologisch Handboek.

I'should like to express my gratitude to Principal Ifor
Evans and the authorities of the University College of
Wales for affording me the opportunity of a task which
has given me great pleasure, to the Delegates of the
Clarendon Press for undertaking the publication, to one
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of therg, Mr. C. H. Roberts, for reading the whole work
in manuscript and making some very useful suggestions,
and to Mr. T. C. Skeat of the British Museum for look-
ing up a few references in works not accessible to me at
Aberystwyth.

These days of austerity preclude dedication pages
of the old type and I have therefore inserted here a
dedication to an old friend.

WILHELM SCHUBART
IN TREUER FREUNDSCHAFT
GEWIDMET

February 1948 H.I.B.
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I

PAPYRI AND THE SCIENCE OF
PAPYROLOGY

EE}YPT has at all periods of'its history occupied a some-
what peculiar position among the countries of the
world. Readers of Herodotus will recall the passage in
the second book of his history in which, by way of estab-
lishing the truth of his assertion that the Egyptians ‘in
most of their manners and customs, exactly reverse the
common practice of mankind’,’ he recounts their many
peculiarities of usage. Some of his statements must be
taken with rather more than a pinch of salt, for though
Herodotus was not a liar, as certain critics, ancient and
modern, have accused him of being, he was not always
as critical as he should have been, and the native guides,
on whom he was doubtless dependent for much of his
information, seem to have enjoyed ‘pulling his leg’ on
occasion; but the passage illustrates vividly the sense of
strangeness, of something peculiar and unique, which
Herodotus, like other travellers, felt in Egypt.

This uniqueness is due ultimately to geographical and
climatic causes. Modern Egypt extends roughly from
the g5th to the 25th degree of longitude and from the
31st to the 22nd degree of latitude, and embraces within
its frontiers an area of 386,110 square miles, but the
greater part of this territory s unifiiabitable desert, The
real Egypt, the Egypt in which human beings can live
and till the earth, occupies but 13,578 square miles, an
area not very much larger than Belgiuni {11,750 square
miles]. This inhabited Egypt may be divided into three_
parts. There is, firstly, the Delta, a tract of alluvial soil
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2 Papyri and the Science of Papyrology

very happily called by Herodotus, as by Hecataeus
before him, ‘the gift of the river’.? It was formed in early
Palaeolithic times by the silt and mud which the swift-
flowing Nile brought down with it and deposited as it
joined the sea. Secondly, there are a number of oases,
watered, with one exception, by wells or springs which
tap subterranean waters. Thirdly, there is the "Nile
valley, which is really a gorge between the cliffs forming
the escarpment, on the one side of the Arabian, on the
other of the Libyan, desert. This valley is quite narrow;
its maximum breadth is about fourteen miles, but in
Middle Egypt the average width is more like nine miles,
and in Upper Egypt it shrinks to a mile or two, in some
places to no more than a narrow strip of cultivation on
one bank only of the river. Egypt is in shape like a tad-
pole with a large head and a very long tail. Thelength of
this tail, from Cairo to the modern frontier north of
Wadi Halfa, is about 560 miles as the crow flies, but, if
we allow for the curves of the river valley, about 760
miles; to Aswin, where for long periods, though not
always, ancient Egypt really ended, it is rather less than
550 miles.

All this area is dependent on irrigation for its existence
as a centre of human life. Rain is indeed not inlrequent
during the winter in the Delta and at Cairo; it diminishes
in frequency as we go southwards, and at Luxor falls in
any quantity only about once every three years; butinno
district is it sufficiently abundant or regular to maintain
vegetation. It may be taken as broadly true that no-
where in Egypt does a blade of wheat or grass grow which
has not been watered, either by the natural inundation
of the Nile or by artificial means; a piece of waste ground
in an Egyptian town is not grass-grown as with us but is
merely barren sand. This may be seen very strikingly as
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one travels by the branch-line from Waista in the Nile
valley to Medinet el-Fayyim. Al one pomt in the
journey there is a sudden rise in the level of a foot or so;
on the lower side of this stretch green and fertile fields, on
the upper there is nothing but a wilderness of sand and
rock,

The oases, which are depressions in the desert plateau,
are watered, as already said, only by wells or springs.
There is one exception, the largest of them and the
nearest to the Nile valley. This is the province of the
Fayy(im, which lies only a few miles from the western
edge of the valley and is irrigated by the Bahr Ysuf or
Canal of Joseph, so called because of a legend that il was
constructed by Joseph when he was ruler of Egypt under
Pharaoh. Itisinfacta natural branch of the Nile, which
leaves the main stream near AssiQit and, after irrigating
the Fayy(im, empties the residue of its waters into the
lake now called Birket el-Kartin, but in ancient times the
Lake of Moeris.3

It will be gathered from what I have said or from the
most cursory glance at a physical map that Egypt is a
very isolated country, cut ofl from the rest of the world
on both sides by formidable deserts. It 1s thus a difficult
country to invade. I remember being amused, when
Turkey declared war on us in the First World War, at the
attempt of a journalist to allay anxiety by the statement
that Egypt had never been successfully invaded from the
side of Palestine. It would have been nearer the truth to
say, though the statement would still have been inac-
curate, that it had never been successfully invaded from
any other direction. An enemy approaching from the
sea is apt, as the crusading army under St. Louis of
France discovered in 1249~50, and as the ‘Peoples of the
Sea’ had found long before it, during the reign of
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Ramecsses III, to find himself entangled in the maze of
channels which cut up the Delta. An invader [rom the
west suffers, as Rommel learned 1o his cost at El-
Alamein, from the disadvantage that he is fighting
hundreds of miles from his base and with little but desert
behind him against an opponent who can draw on all
the resources of the Nile valley. There have been, it is
true, one or two successful invasions from the west, like
the conquest of Egypt by the Fitimid Caliphate in
A.D. 96g or the expedition of Nicétas which I shall have
to mention in my last chapter; but in general the rule
holds true that successful invaders of Egypt have come
from the east, aciGss the Sinai peninsula and along the
eastern branch of the Nile to where Cairo now stands

From the south there is an access by the Nile valley, but
only rarely has there been in the Sudén a power strong
enough to threaten Egypt with more than marauding
raids; and the narrowness of the gorge above Aswan and
the difficulties of navigation caused by the First Cataract
make it easy to defend this southern gateway of the
country.

The physical peculiarities of Egypt have had an im-
portant influence on the growth and character of
Egyptian culture, On the growth, since the Nile valley
possesses two factors important in stimulating the de-
velopment of civilization: on the one hand, a soil of im-
mense fertility when properly watered, and reinforced
annually by the silt and mud deposited during the inun-
dation, on the other hand, the constant call {for effort, and
effort of a co-operative kind, to control the water, to con-
serve it during the period oflow Nile, and to survey lands
the boundaries of which are every year effaced by the
flood. This is not a country in which man can live at
ease, merely gathering the fruits which a bountiful nature
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offers hiim without effort of his own; not a country in
which the individual can pitch his dwelling, till his land,
and tend his flock without reference to anyone else; not
a country, finally, in which it requires every ounce of his
energy to maintain the bare essentials of life on an in-
fertile soil and against a rigorous climate. The call for
effort, the promise of a rich return if such effort be made,
and of some surplus on which a stable and secure social
order can be built—it is no accident that Egypt, with
Mesopotamia and the Indus valley, should have pro-|
vided the basis for the first development of civilization
out of primitive barbarism.

The nature of the country has influenced also the
character of Egyptian culture. Living in their long,
narrow valley and cut off on both sides from the outer
world by great stretches of desert, the Egyptians have
always been a somewhat isolated race, at least before
modern developments in transport. To the south, where
the Nile gorge offered a passage, were races always in-
ferior in culture to themselves; only from the sea and by
way of the Delta had they any links with equal or superior
civilizations. It was natural that their own institutions
should be so largely autonomous, so peculiar, in many
cases, to themselves, and that they should cling with such
tenacity to immemorial usages; natural, too, that they
should develop a certain isolationism of spirit, a national
self-conceit which can be traced in many Egyptian
legends and traditions.

There is a further political consequence which may be
noted. In the long, narrow valley the Nile offers indeed
an excellent highway of traffic, butits stream is swift, and
communication between Upper and Lower Egypt can
never have been very rapid before steam power was
available. The capital in historical times has usually
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been either in or close to the Delta or far south in the
Thebaid; in other words, either the northern or the
southern extremity of the country has been remote from
the seat of government. This accounts for a recurring
phenomenon in Egyptian history, the difficulty, when-
ever the central government was weak, of preserving
unity, the tendency of the extremities to break away.
Finally, there is a consequence which has proved of
importance not indeed to history itself but to the his-
torian. The dry soil of Egypt is an unsurpassed preserver
of objects buried in it. Such perishable materials as
paper, parchment, textiles, and wood are inevitably
destroyed, sooner or later, in the moist earth of European
and Asiatic countries; in the sands which everywhere
border the cultivated areas of Egypt they last practically
for ever if the conditions are favourable. Conditions are
not always favourable: the violent winds which blow up
from the desert set the loose sand rolling and flying, and
papyrus texts buried within it are ofien defaced by fric-
tion; white ants may devour papyrus or linen or wood.
These causes, however, are not always operative, and
we have won from the Egyptian soil a wealth of docu-~
ments, on papyrus or other materials, far more abundant
than is available for any other country of antiquity.
Itis primarily on the evidence of these documents that
the present series of lectures rests; but before I say any-
thing about the documents themselves I must deal with
papyrus as a material and with the history of papy-
rological discovery. The writing material, the.ancient
equivalent of our paper (to which indeed it has given its
name), was made from the stem of the papyrus, an
aquatic plant formerly common in the swamps of Lower
Egypt, though now extinct there. It seems to be sup-
posed by many that it was prepared from the bark of the
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plant, but this is an error. The triangular stem of the
papyrus contains a fibrous pith with a very sticky sap,
and the paper was made by cutting this pith into thin
strips, laying a number of these side by side, and then
placing upon them a second layer at right angles to the
firsts The two layers were stuck together by pressure, the
sap, with Nile water, being sufficiently glutinous for this
purpose; there is, so far as I am aware, no real evidence
for the idea that any artificial adhesive was employed.
The sheet thus formed, on one side of which the fibres
were vertical, on the other horizontal, was hammeyed
with a mallet to soften the tough fibres and was then
ready for use as a writing material.4 But it was not sold
separately. A number ofsheets (each of which was called
a kolléma) were stuck together with paste to form a long
roll, and it was in this shape that the papyrus left the
factory, the purchaser cutting from the roll as much ag he
required for his purpose. In making up a roll care was
takern g0 0 join the single dnilimaie that all the hori-
zontal fibres were on one side, all the vertical ones
on the other. It was the inside or recfo, on which thcy
were horizontal, which was primarily intended for yse,
but it was equally easy to write on the outside or veysy,
It was, it is true, very unusual for a text inscribed on the
recto to run over on to the verso, but the use of second-hand
papyrus, after the text written on the recto had ceased to
be needed, was quite common, whether for such pur-
poses as private letters and accounts, drafts and copieg of
official or legal documents, and memoranda, or for the
cheaper manuscripts of literary works, particularly, it
may be, for those destined to serve as school-books.
There was one exception to the rule that all the £oJlé-
mata must have the fibres running the same way. The
outside sheet, known as the prétokollon or first kolléma, was
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attached the reverse way, vertical fibres insidé, hori-
zontal outside. The reason was thatin a large roll there
is always a certain pull at the outer end. Ifat this point
the fibres on the outside were vertical there would be a
danger of their being pulled apart and of the papyrus
disintegrating. By bringing the horizontal fibres of-the
first sheet to the outside this danger was avérted. In the
Byzantine and perhaps the Roman age it was customary
to write on the inside of the prélokollon an inscription
giving the name and title of the official (in Byzantine
times the Count of the Sacred Largesses) under whose
department the papyrus monopolys fell. In course of
time the name préiokollon came to be attached to this in-
scription and still later was given to the text which fol-
lowed. Hence our use of the word grolocol; but the
original sense was simply ‘first sheet’.

Papyrus was not the only writing material employed
in Egypt, still less in the ancient world generally. Pre-
pared skins were used in several countries, including
Egypt. From skins, by improvements in the technique,
was evolved the finer parchment or vellum, which was to
become the chief writing material of the Middle Ages.
Vellum plays no part among our finds from Graeco-
Roman Fgypt before the second century of our era, but
from that time onwards it came increasingly into use,
and we have numerous specimens from the Byzantine
age, mostly literary or theological, but including some
documents.

Much commoner was the employment of potsherds.
The coarse, porous red pottery used in Egypt and else-
where took the ink readily; and since broken pots could
be picked up on any rubbish-heap there was no material
so cheap or handy. Potsherds, or ostraca, were used for
allsorts of ephemeral purposes, above all for tax-receipts,
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but alsd for private letters, memoranda, accounts, and
school exercises. In parts of Egypt where the material
was available recourse was also had to slabs of the easily
flaked limestone. In museum collections such limestone
tablets are lumped with potsherds under the generic
name of ostraca.

Yet another material was wooden tablets. These
might be used in either of two ways. The characters
might be inscribed with pen and ink on the wood, which
in that case was often whitened, the better to show up the
writing. Alternatively melted wax might be poured on
to a wooden tablet with raised edges, forming as it cooled
an even expanse on which the writing was incised with
a pointed metal implement called a stilus. One end of
this was rounded and could be employed to smooth out
the wax when the text first written had served its pur-
pose. The fact that tablets could thus be used over and
over again made them specially useful in schools. When
intended for school use a number of them were often tied
together with string, which was passed through holes in
the raised edges. The two outermost tablets then had
wax only on the inner side, and the whole, known as a
codex, looked very much like a modern book. It is
indeed from such collections of tablets that both the
form and the name of the codex, as distinguished from
the roll, were derived. The use of waxed tablets was by
no means confined to schools. They were used for
memoranda, accounts, drafts of literary compositions,
private letters, and for many kinds of legal documents, in
particular such instruments as wills, birth certificates,
assignments of a legal guardian, and the like. For legal
and official purposes employment was made of a diptych,
that is to say, of two tablets tied together. The document
was written in duplicate, on the inside in wax, on the
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outside with pen and ink on the wood. The diptyth was
then tied up and sealed by witnesses, each of whom wrote
his name against hisseal on the wood. Iftheauthenticity
of the outer writing, the seriptura exterior, should be chal-
lenged in any particular, the seals could be broken and
the wording compared with the seriptura interior.

Finally, we have, from Egypt as from all the other
countries of the Graeco-Roman world, many inscrip-
tions on stone or bronze.

I have said that the soil of Egypt preserves even the
most perishable materials buried in it. This statement
applies, however, only to certain parts of the country.
Papyrus, though a tough and durable material when
used with reasonable care, is soon destroyed by damp.
It is therefore useless to look for it on any site accessible
to the inundation. The whole Delta has thus to be ruled
out as a possible source. At Alexandria was the greatest
library of the ancient world, and the city was the site of a
famous university and the scene of much literary activity.
What treasures might we not unearth there if conditions
were favourable! But ancient Alexandria is now below
sea-level, and no fragment of papyrus has ever been re-
covered from its soil. We have, it is true, a number of
papyri written in the city, but they were all found else-
where, in places to which, for one reason or another, they
had been taken in antiquity.

There are, indeed, two exceptions to the rule that no
papyrus is found in the Delta. On the site of Tanis, near
its eastern edge, Sir Flinders Petrie found in the winter
of 1883—4, in the cellar of a house burned down in
antiquity, a mass of papyrus rolls reduced by the heat to
the appearance of blocks of charcoal. A similar dis-
covery has also been made on the site of the ancient
Thmouis, some thirty-five kilometres to the south-west
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of Tanis. The fire which destroyed the houses, in car-
bonizing the papyri, preserved them against destruction
by water, and it has been possible to unroll a number of
them. Thin as gossamers, they can still be read if seen
under faveurable conditions of light, and the Greek rolls
from Thmouis have yielded valuable information about
economic conditions in the Mendesian nome during the
second and early part ol the third centuries of our era.?

Apart from such exceptional cases finds of papyri are
not to be expected in any stratum of soil which has been
regularly irrigated. There is, of course, a level at which
only a slight degree of dampness is perceptible, and in
such strata papyri are sometimes found which have
suffered indeed but have not been destroyed by the
damp. They are darkened to a deep brown, rather like
peat, and the writing, the ink having become irridescent,
can often be read only by holding the document:
obliquely to the light.

There are three main sources of papyrus discovery.
The firstis the rubbish-heaps which, in ancient asin later
times, grew up near any inhabited place, and often rose
high above the general level. On to them were flung all
the products of human activity which had fallen out of
use, tools, utensils, crockery, and the contents of waste-
paper baskets. Literary rolls were regularly torn to
pieces before being thrown away, but the tearing was not
always very thorough, so that pieces of considerable size,
may be found, along with many smaller fragments,
which the patience and ingenuity of scholars have pieced
together. When the modern student reads on the printed
page such works as the Ichneutae of Sophocles, the
Hypsipyle of Euripides, the Paeans or the Partheneia of
Pindar, or the Aeliambi of Cercidas, he may not always
realize that, fragmentary as these works are, they were
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far more so when first discovered; that many of the
longer stretches of continuous text which he sees have
been made up from dozens of little fragments. Even tiny
scraps, containing no more than two or three letters, can
often be placed in their correct position and used to re-
construct a large piece. Such work at an unknown text
is like doing a jig-saw puzzle to which there is no key and
of which half or more than half the pieces are lost.

Documents were not so often torn up before being
thrown away. They have, however, usually suffered
from the eroding effect of wind-driven sand, the atten-
tions of white ants, or the tiresome practice to which
native finders sometimes resort of cutting a complete roll
into two or even three pieces, which are then divided
among the party and sold separately. Thus the majority
of papyri found on rubbish-heaps are imperfect; but the
number of those which have survived virtually intact is
considerable.

A second source is the ruins of ancient houses or other
buildings. Here there is a better hope of finding papyri
in a more or less perfect state. Expectations should not
be pitched too high, since it must be assumed that when
a house was abandoned any of the contents to which the
occupants attached value would be removed; but not
everybody made a complete clearance, and we have
to allow for such factors as the collapse of a building or
a sudden evacuation. Certain it is that many papyri,
some already fragmentary but others in excellent condi-
tion, have been recovered from ruins,

The third source is tombs. Here a common miscon-
ception must be corrected. When tombs are mentioned
in connexion with the discovery of papyri it séems
generally to be supposed that the papyri so found had
been buried with the dead as part of the grave furniture,
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This is in fact true of most hieroglyphic and hieratic
papyri. Chief among these is the Book of the Dead,
which was a kind of manual for the use of the soul in its
journey into the land of Amentit or Hades, containing
the necessary formulae and incantations and the correct
answers to the questions which the dead man would be
asked. Itwasnatural, therefore, that it should be placed
with him in the tomb. It was equally natural that if he
had been a reader some favourite books should go with
him. The Egyptians conceived of life in the next world
as very like life on earth, and so the dead were provided
with all that was needful, with food and drink and
utensils, jewellery and furniture, and ushabtr figures of
servants and workmen to Jabour for them in their new
surroundings. Some Greek papyri seem to have been
buried with a similar motive. The roll containing the
Persae of Timotheus, probably the earliest Greek manu-
script that survives and written in the last quarter of the
fourth century B.c., was found in a tomb, buried with a
dead Greek; so, too, the Hawira Homer, found by Sir
Flinders Petrie, had been laid under a woman’s head.
It is reported that three famous literary papyri in the
British Museum, Aristoile’s treatise on the Athenian
Constitution, the odes of Bacchylides, and the mimes
of Herédas, had a similar origin; but since they were
bought from dealers, who always do their best to con-
ceal the source of their wares, these statements cannot
be relied on.

Such cases are exceptional. When I speak of tombs as
a source of papyri I am referring to a custom which pre-
vailed at certain periods and in certain parts of Egypt of
making mummy cases out of cartonnage, that is to say,
layers of papyrus or linen glued together into a sort of
papier méché, moulded to the form of the mummy, and
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then covered with plaster, which was painted. By
breaking up the cases, separating the layers, and remov-
ing the paint and plaster it is possible to recover the
papyrus, which had generally been used as writing
material before being turned over to the case-makers.
In this way many texts of great value, both literary and
documentary, have been obtained.

The earliest discoveries of Greek papyri were due to
the activities of the sebakhin or diggers for sebakh. Sebakh
is the fine, powdery soil which covers ancient sites in
Egypt. Ii is regarded by the Egyptians as a valuable
fertilizer and is carried off in great quantities to spread
on their fields. Papyri found in the course of the digging
should by Egyptian law be reported to the authorities,
but needless to say this is practically never done; the
papyri discovered are in fact disposed of to dealers and
by them sold to foreign buyers or to the Gairo Museum.
The first recorded discovery of Greek papyri occurred in
the year 1778, when some fifty rolls were offered to a
traveller. One of them he bought; the others were
burned by the finders, disappointed, we may suppose,
by their failure to sell the whole collection. The one
survivor, known as the Charta Borgiana because it once
belonged to Cardinal Stefano Borgia, is now (or was till
the war) in the Museo Nazionale at Naples; it contains
a list of workers for the dike-corvée in the year A.D. 192.
Further finds were made in the early years of the nine-
teenth century; about 1820 a valuable collection of rolls
dating from the Ptolemaic period was discovered at
Sakkarah, on the site of the ancient Serapeum. Other
discoveries followed at irregular intervals through the
middle years of the century. They included a numbher of
magical texts, one or two rolls of Homer, several of the
lost speeches of the Athenian orator Hyperides, and a
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very interesting Parthencion or ‘maiden-song’ of the
Spartan poet Alcman,

These discoveries, though they attracted a good deal of
attention ininterested circles, were not numerous enough
to leave much impression on the world of ancient
scholarship in general, but in the later seventies great
masses of papyri began to be umnearthed in the vast
mounds which covered the ruins or formed the rubbish-
heaps of Arsinoé, capital of the Arsinoite nome, as the
Fayym was called in Graeco-Roman times. Large
numbers of these papyri were acquired by European
buyers, many of them by the Austrian Archduke Rainer.
These last became the nucleus of the famous Rainer col-
lection at Vienna; many others went to Berlin, smaller
quantities to the Louvre at Paris and the British Museum
in London. It was no longer possible for scholars to
ignore this new source of information about the ancient
world, and from that time a constant stream of papyri
began to flow into the museums and libraries of Europe
and, later, of America. The first discovery of Greek
papyri by a scientific excavator (apart from a very few
fragments found among the burnt rolls at Tanis in
1883—4) was made by the late Sir Flinders Petrie in the
winter of 188g-go, though it was not for papyri that he
was looking. Excavating an ancient cemetery at Gurob
in the FayyQm, he found many mummies enclosed in
papyrus cartonnage, which, on being broken up,
yielded the remarkable collection known as the Petrie
Papyri. It dates from the third century B.q., and besides
many documents there were found some valuable literary
papyri, among them fragments of a roll containing the
Laches, and Phaedo of Plato, written within a century of
Platd’s death, and another with over a hundred lines of
the lost Antiope of Euripides. When, in the early nineties,
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the British Museum made a sensational purghase of
papyrus rolls which included Aristotle’s lost treatisc on
the Athenian constitution, another speech of Hypecrides,
and the mimes of Herddas, and when, a few years later,
these were followed by the poems of Bacchylides, the
science of papyrology may be said to have won recogni-
tion as a special branch of classical studies, though it did
not receive its name till later, and the present editorial
technique was evolved only gradually.

In 18gs5 the Egypt Exploration Society (or Fund as it
was then called), feeling that the time had come to in-
clude Greek papyri within the range of its activities,
decided to send out three Oxford classical scholars,
B. P. Grenfell, A. S. Hunt, and D. G, Hogarth, to makea
preliminary search. They excavated in the winter of
1895~6 on two sites in the Fayytm, with results which,
though not spectacular, were so far encouraging that in
the following winter a concession was obtained to dig at
Behneseh, the ancient Oxyrhynchus, The excavators
were again Grenfell and Hunt. The finds in that first
season were not only good but sensational: large
quantities of papyri were unearthed, and the early dis-
coveries included a new poem by Sappho and a leaf of a
papyrus codex containing the so-called Logia or Sayings
of Jesus. In the summer of 1897 the Fund established a
special Graeco-Roman Branch. The next winter,
instead of returning to Oxyrhynchus, Grenfell and Hunt,
fearing that new irrigation schemes might lessen the
chances of success in the FayyGm, returned to that pro-
vince, where they worked for the next four years, with
good results. In the winter of 18gg~1900 they excavated
for the University of California at Umm el-Baragét, the
ancient Tebtunis, on the southern edge of the Fayytim,
Anxious to discover Ptolemaic papyr and remembering
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Petrie’s great find at Gurob, they searched for a Ptole-
maic cemetery, and great was the joy in the camp when
one was found. Correspondingly great, therefore, was the
disappointment when, on laying bare a large tomb, it
was seen that it contained only mummies of the sacred
crocodiles; the Fayyim was the nome of the crocodile
god Sobk. Bakshish is always given to the diggers for a
good find; and one of the workmen, angry at so poor a
result, gave onc of the crocodiles a furious blow with his
spade. It split open and proved to be wrapped in sheets
ofinscribed papyrus. AsHunt putitin one ofhislectures,
crocodile stock, previously at a discount, rose at once
to a large premium. From this source was derived a
quantity of most important documents dating from the
second and early first centuries B.c., which now fill
volumei of the Tebtums Papyri. In the other two volumes
are published papyri of the Roman period found in the
ruins of the town and those obtained from Ptolemaic
cartonnage of the more usual kind.

After digging at El-Hibeh in the Nile valley Grenfell
and Hunt returned to Oxyrhynchus in 1903 and con-
tinued excavating there until the winter of 1906-7, with
outstanding success. Oxyrhynchus has indeed been the
most productive site in Egypt, especially for literary
papyri. The Paeans and other lost poems of Pindar, new
fragments of Sappho, Alcaeus, and other lyric poets, the
Ichneutae of Sophocles, the Hypsipyle of Euripides, sub-
stantial portions of several lost plays of Aeschylus, the
Meliambi of Cercidas, considerable fragments of Calli-
machus, an imperfect but extensive roll containing an
important history of Greece in the early fourth century
B.C., two fragments of the Sayings of Jesus, portions of
several apocryphal gospels, and fragments of what was
until the discovery of the Chester Beatty papyri the

5049 a
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earliest surviving manuscript of St. John’s Gospel—
these are but a few of the treasures which the learned
world owes to Oxyrhynchus. After the site had been
abandoned Dr, John Johnson, from 1g0g to 1912, con-
tinued excavations for the Society in other places.

The British example was not long in stimulating
interest elsewhere. A German expedition dug on the site
of the ancient Heracleopolis in 1899, with good success,
but unfortunately the ship in which the finds were being
conveyed to Germany took fire in Hamburg harbouyr, |
and the whole collection was destroyed, Later other
German expeditions were successful in not only dis-
covering but safely bringing home valuable papyri, and
the French, the Italians, the Americans, a Franco-
Polish expedition, and the Egyptian Service des Anti-
quités have all taken a hand in the work, while the dig-
ging of the sebakhin, authorized or illicit, has never
ceased. By now the well-known sites are all virtually
exhausted, and unless others equalfy productive should
be discovered, which does not seem likely, it is probable
that the supply will soon dry up, except for occasional
single finds. Two such, of sensational quality, both due
not to scientific excavation but to native diggers, have
occurred in fairly recent years. Oune, made in or about
1931, was of a collection of early Biblical papyrus
codices, now largely but not wholly in the possession of
Mr. Chester Beatty,8 which must rank in importance
second only to the discovery by Tischendorf of the
Codex Sinaiticus. The other occurred in 1939 or 1940,
and since the papyri in question have not yet been pub-
lished I cannot say.more than that they are likely to
prove of exceptional interest to students of patristic
theology.

It is by no means only Greek and Latin papyri
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which have been unearthed in Egypt. Many are in the
various forms of the Egyptian language, hieroglyphic,
hieratic, Demotic, and Coptic. Numerous Arabic
papyri have also been found, besides smaller numbers of
documents it other of the various languages which have
been spoken by settlers in Egypt. The word papyrology
ought etymologically, to mean the study of any papyri,

in whatever language or script, but in fact, unless some
distinguishing adjectiveis used, like ‘Coptic papyrology’ ,
it is generally applied only to those written in Greek
or Latin. But if it is, in one direction, narrower in its
application than its etymology suggests, it has, on the
other side, a wider denotation, for it embraces all
written records, on vellum, ostraca, wooden tablets, and
the like, found in Egypt and couched in the Greek or
Latin languages. Only the inscriptions on stone or
bronze, which fall under the science of epigraphy, are
excluded. I should add that, as might be expected,
Greek being the official language, Latin papyri are very
much rarer than Greek.

The number of Greek papyri published is now large,
amounting to many thousands; those discovered, if we
reckon the smaller fragments, run into tens of thousands.
When Grenfell and Hunt began their work it was
possible without any great strain to carry all that was
essential to papyrological study in one’s head, but this
is now quite out of the question for even those best
endowed with the faculty of memory, and the literature
of the subject is very extensive. Handbooks of various
kinds, unnecessary at first, now aid the worker. Thereisa
Werterbuch or glossarial index to the papyrus documents ;2
a Namenbuch or index of personal names;® a Sammel-
buch, 1t in which are collected such isolated Greek docu-
ments of every class and on every materal (including
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inscriptions) relating to Egypt as have appeared in
periodicals or elsewhere; a list of corrections to pub-
lished texts;2 and a Konirdrindex,’s in which all words
found in papyri are printed in reverse alphabetical
order (a valuable assistance to a decipherer who sees
only the end of a word and wishes to find what supple-
ments are possible). The late Professor U. Wilcken
edited till his recent death a special papyrological
journal,¢ the Société Royale Egyptienne de Papyro-
logie issues another,’s and a third has recently been
started in America.’6 Moreover, papyrological articles
figure largely in such journals as Aegypius (Milan),
Annales du Service (Cairo), Chronique d’Egyple (Brussels),
and Fournal of Egyptian Aichaeology (London). Five
international Congresses of Papyrology have been held,
and a sixth was under discussion when war broke over
Europe in 1930.

Naturally the papyri discovered, chosen as they are
by the whim of chance and not by any deliberate selec-
tion, are of the most varied character and importance.
They range from extensive and well-preserved rolls
to quite worthless scraps; they include fragments of
literary works showing every degree of merit from the
masterpieces of classical writers to the productions of
local poetasters in Egyptian villages, and stretching in
date from Homer to writers of the sixth century A.D.
Christian papyri, whether Biblical or theological, are
numerous; pagan religion is represented by several
texts; magic is profusely illustrated. Of documents
there is every kind, public and private, from copies of
royal or imperial edicts to hasty jottings by obscure
residents in some unimportant village or the first
attempts at penmanship by schoolboys. The period
covered by these documents extends from the year
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311 B.C.,.the date of the earliest documentary papyrus
yet discovered, till after the end of the first century of
the Hegira, say, roughly, to the middle of the eighth
century A.D. Among the various classes of documents
are royal or imperial ordinances, which often contribute
valuable information on administrative or legal policy.
The evidence of these single decrees is supplemented by
the remarkable rolls edited by Grenfell under the title
Revenue Laws of Plolemy Philadelphus,'” which, among
other things, supply precious evidence as to the Ptole-
maic oil monopoly, by an equally remarkable papyrus
found at Tebtunis,’® in which a Ptolemaic Finance
Minister lays down for the benefit of a subordinate a
series of instructions on the financial administration,
and, from Roman times, by the so-called Gnomon or
rules of the financial department known as the Idios
Logos or ‘Special Account’.’® Official correspondence
and the minutes or day-books of administrative officers
give us glimpses into the daily routine of government.
Tax registers and assessments show the principles of
taxation, and innumerable tax-receipts illustrate the
system in operation. Land surveys, supplemented by
returns of unwatered or waterlogged land and returns
of property, enable us to reconstruct in large measure
the agrarian policy of successive governments. Census
lists and returns reveal the methods of registering and
recording, for purposes of administration, the popula-
tion of Egypt, and their evidence is enlarged by returns
of birth and death. Legal documents of all kinds, peti-
tions, reports of lawsuits, marriage contracts, contracts
of divorce, contracts of apprenticeship or partnership,
sales, leases, loans, mortgages, receipts, orders to
bankeis, and wills and donations have enormously
extended our knowledge of ancient legal systems, as well
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as of social life and economic conditions, which are
further illustrated by private letters and accounts, by
the petitions and reports of legal disputes (often con-
taining vivid details), by such documents as inventories
or the specifications of dowry in marriage settlements,
and by wills. Lastly, we have a large’ quantity of
evidence on education in Graeco-Roman Egypt:
school-books, scholars’ exercises, allusions in private
letters,

We have in fact, for Graeco-Roman Egypt, a wealth

. of documentary evidence such as exists for no other part

of 'the ancient world. Such evidence is particularly
valuable owing to the character of our historical sources.
With few exceptions ancient historians were interested
mainly in political events, very little in economics or
social conditions. Even Thucydides, surely the greatest
of all historians, tells us little, and that usually only by
implication, about the social and economic life of his
time. If we desire such information we must turn to
comedy, to the dialogues of Plato, to the speeches of the
Athenian orators; for later periods, and for Rome, to the
correspondence and orations of Cicero, to Horace and
Propertius, to the letters of the younger Pliny, and the
poems of Martial; but only for a few periods and for
limited areas do we find in our literary sources such
evidence as this, From every part of the ancient world
there is a constantly increasing stock of inscriptions; and
the contributions of epigraphy to historical knowledge
have been immense. Yet even inscriptions have not
quite the range and immediacy of contact which we find
in papyri. A document is not normally inscribed on
stone or bronze umless it is regarded as possessing at
least some permanent and public relevance, however
slender that may seem at times to a later generation.
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There i§ something of formality, of ‘full dress’, about an
inscription, whereas a papyrus letter or a series of jottings
may reveal to us the spontaneous and unstudied out-
pourings of a person quite obscure but, it may be, not the
less important to a modern historian because he reveals
the point of view of the common man. Itisindeed, on the
whole, the common man or woman, the undistinguished
average of all classes, from the wealthier citizens of
Egyptian nome-capitals to village artisans and humble
peasants, that we meet in the papyri, and we are thus
brought into intimate contact with circles hardly at all
represented in the narratives of the political historian or
even in such literary works as those I have mentioned,
And it is particularly valuable to historical study to be
informed about the daily life of the general mass. It is
largely the froth on the surface of human existence which
political history records; beneath it all, from generation
to generation and through all vicissitudes, goes on the
ordinary life of man, made up in the main of trivialities
not worthy of separate record, such as the papyri reveal
to us. In so doing, they help to correct the bias from
which that chronicle of exceptional and outstanding
events known as history inevitably suffers.

It must, however, be emphasized that the utility of the
papyri as a source of historical knowledge has very
definite limitations. For one thing, as I began by point-
ing out, Egypt has always been a somewhat peculiar
country, regarded by men of other lands as alien and
exceptional. We cannot always apply to the Mediter-
ranean world generally conclusions which we have
evidence enough to consider valid for Egypt. Again, the
papyri are themselves ill distributed both topographi-
cally and chronologically. For the Delta as a whole they
are almost entirely wanting; for Alexandria, which is
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better represented, they are utterly inadequate. There
was in Upper Egypt a Greek city, Ptolemais, about which
it would be of immense value to have detailed informa-
tion;2° but no papyri have been found on the site, and
only a few from other sites and an inscription or two
afford a flicker of light. Now conditions varied greatly in
different parts of the country. What holds good of the
Fayytim may be quite misleading if applied to the
Thebaid, and evidence for either may be inapplicable to
the Delta. Temporally, too, the evidence is patchy. The
fifth century A.p. is a period still not at all well docu-
mented ; so is the first century B.c. And even in a period
from which we have many documents we may find that
they apply mainly to one or two only of the areas from
which papyri or ostraca have come, while others are ill
represented in documents of that date. Thus, in portray-
ing the condition of Egypt in any period in which we
have abundant material for one district while for others,
reasonably well represented at another time, it is lack-
ing, we may be recording as the general state of the
country what is true only of a part and is due there to
merely local causes.

There is, moreover, a further caution which musi be
borne in mind. In studying documents we are often
tempted to yield to them a credence which we are more
chary of giving to the statements of an historian. Itistoo
readily assumed that though the latter may lie the former
give us the truth. There could be no greater fallacy.
Documents are often ex parfe statements; some were
written with the deliberate intention to deceive. They,
like the assertions of the historian, must be weighed and

1 tested in the light of other ev1dence ifit is available, or of
{ general probability. And even ifit is true, such evidence
may easily mislead us. Men do not write petitions or
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enter into lawsuits in order to show how contented they
are; they do so because of some dispute, some grievance,

some disturbance of their normal life. When we have
read a number of petitions or records of lawsuits from a
single place or period we are apt to draw the conclusion
that conditions were very unsatisfactory at that time,
that officials were all corrupt or incompetent, that the
economic position was critical, that litigiousness was a
prevalent vice; to forget that for every man involved in
such affairs there may have been scores or hundreds who
had no serious cause of complaint. The evidence of
papyri, in fact, must be compared if possible (unfor-
tunately it is often not possible) with such further evi-
dence as is available: that of archaeology, which may
reveal, in housing or furniture or the like, signs of a
prosperity not deducible from the papyrus evidence;
that of numismatics in its study of monetary hoards; and
so forth. When all precautions have been taken and all
reserves made the papyrologist must feel very conscious
of his own fallibility. Itisthe exception, not the rule, for
a papyrus document to be complete and undamaged.
Many of those which may be described as key documents
are seriously defective; the texts we use are dependent in
greater or less degree on conjectural restoration, nor are
difficulties of reading, due either to the rubbing of the
papyrus or to the negligence of the script, at all un-
common. The evidence is always imperfect and hap-
hazard; and if the fact that it was selected for us by the
chance of preservation and discovery, not by deliberate
choice, probably makes it more widely representative,

it has the drawback that the documents which have sur-
vived tnay well not be those which a good historian would
have chosen as the most significant. The student of
papyri is continually dealing with hypotheses, with
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inferences from evidence ofien ambiguous and rarely
more than partial; and when he puts two and two
together he cannot but be conscious that he may be
making not four but five or six.
In the course of the three next chapters I shall have to
sketch the economic and social developmerit of Egypt
over a period of nearly a thousand years. Itisimpossible,
and would be intolerably tedious, to cite the justificatory
evidence for every statement made; and I must ask my
readers to remember that my survey will of necessity be
couched in a dogmatic tone which is not in strictness
justified.
It will be apparent from what I have said that papyro-
logy is not an independent science. It is essentially, as
, the German scholar Wilcken called it, a Hilfsdisziplin,
r a branch of classical studies, and in particular of ancient
history, which has indeed its special field and employs its
individual technique but which, on the one hand, must
rely on external branches of study and, on the other,
makes to the sum total of knowledge a contribution
which it alone can supply. For the background and
setting of the documents with which it deals it is indebted
to the historian. It must make use of the inscriptions
edited and interpreted by the epigraphist, and, at various
periods, of Demotic, Coptic, or Arabic papyri translated
by the Egyptologist, the Coptic, or the Arabic scholar,
The numismatist can supply valuable assistance in
interpreting the evidence of papyri on currency prob-
lems, the archaeologist lays bare the material remains
of the society in which the papyri were written, the
,philologist and grammarian help in their linguistic
'study; above all, the collaboration of the jurist is neces-
sary if the many legal documents are to be rightly inter-
preted. On the other hand, papyrology supplies to all
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these ather branches of knowledge material of the highest
value. He would be a rash and a reprehensible historian
of the ancient world who ignored the evidence of papyri.
The modern palaeographer, thanks to them, can carry
back his study of the Greck script centuries earlier than
was possible to his predecessors of the early nineteenth
century; the grammarian and phonetician find in the
less literate documents invaluable evidence for the de-
velopment of the Greek language. For the general
classical scholar the existing stock of Greek literature has
been sensibly enlarged and not a few literary problems
have been elucidated by the discoveries in Egypt. The
study of ancient law has profited to an extent hardly to
be exaggerated by the legal documents preserved on
papyrus. And finally, if the papyrologist must often turn
for help to Demotic, Coptic, or Arabic studies, workers
in these fields are constantly indebted to the materials
which he provides.

In fact, we find in papyrology, as in so many other
fields of study, the joy and inspiration of common work
to a larger end. And this work is and always has been
international in character. On the whole papyrology
has been singularly free from those bitter feuds and
personal or national rivalries which have troubled some
branches of study, ancient or modern.



IX

THE PTOLEMAIC PERIOD

T the beginning of November 333 B.c. Alexander
the Great, who six months earlier had defeated the
forces of the Persian satraps on the Granicus, met the
army of the Great King himself at Issus, in Cilicia. The
disparity in numbers was immense, and the dispositions
of Darius were more skilful than those of his generals in
the earlier battle, but the genius of Alexander was worth
many thousands of troops; and when the day ended the
Great King was in mad flight for the interior of Asia, and
his army, except the corps of Greek mercenaries, was
a demoralized mass of fugitives.

Two courses were now open to Alexander: he could
pursue Darius and attempt at once to vindicate the
claim he bad just made to be the Lord of Asia, or he
could leave the Persians to reconstitute their army while
he himself consolidated his position in the West. He was
but twenty-three years of age, but already he had the
brain of a great statesman and a prudent commander,
and he decided on the safer though the less spectacular
policy. He knew it would take a long time to raise the
levy of Asia; on the other hand, he remembered that
behind him was the Persian fleet, which he was in no
position to challenge, and which might cut off completely
his communications with Macedonia. The wise policy
was to secure the coasts of the eastern Mediterranean,
where the hostile fleet had its bases, and without which
it could not long continue to operate. Thus he turned
southwards, occupied without difficulty the northern
cities on the Syrian coast, captured Tyre after a long



The Piolemaic Period 29

and bloody siege, and continued his march towards
Egypt.

Before the fall of Tyre he was called on to make a
fateful decision. Darius wrote to him offering him the
hand of his daughter, a treaty of alliance, and rule over
the Persian Empire west of the Euphrates. It was a
tempting offer: had it been accepted, still more had
Alexander been killed at the Granicus, where only the
sword of Cleitus saved him from death at the hands of the
satrap Spithridates, the whole history of the world would
have been different. But Alexander’s aims had ex-
panded since Issus; and when his trusted general Par-
menio declared that if he were Alexander he would
accept the offer, the reply was merely: ‘So would I, if T
were Parmenio.’

Egypt had never been a contented or a comfortable
member of the Persian Empire. Between the poly-
theistic, image-worshipping Egyptians and the Persians,
with their hatred of idolatry and their monotheistic
tendencies, there was a fundamental incompatibility of
temperament. Just as France, when at war with
England, was wont to give help to Irish malcontents, so
did the Greeks encourage and support revolts in Egypt.
For a large part of the fourth century B.c. the country
had been actually independent, and it was only ten years
before Alexander’s arrival that the Persians had over-
thrown the last native Pharaoh. The satrap Mazacés,
recognizing the hopelessness of resistance, submitted
without fighting, and Alexander entered Memphis,
where, like a true Hellene and in striking contrast to the
Persians, he paid homage to the native gods, and was
appdrently accepted without question as King of Egypt.
Like a true Hellene also he celebrated the occasion with
competitive games and a dramatic and musical festival,
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at which some of the leading artists of Greece were
present. This was in the autumn ol gg2 B.c. TFrom
Memphis he marched down the western arm of the Nile
to Canépus, where, on the strip of sandy ground be-
tween Lake Maredtis and the sea, he founded.the Greek
city of Alexandria, called after his own name. Thence
he went on to the oasis of Siwah, to consult the oracle of
Ammon, the Egyptian god whom the Greeks identified
with their own Zeus. Why he did so, what questions he
put to the oracle, what answers he received—these are
problems which historians have debated ever since and
to which we shall never know the correct answer, for
Alexander kept his own counsel. He wrote tohis mother
telling her that he would communicate his secret to her
alone after his return; but since he did not go back to
Macedonia it died with him.?

One thing, however, we do know : the priest of Ammon
greeted him as son of the god. To the Egyptian this was
the conventional greeting, due to any king of Egypt,
such as Alexander now was, but Alexander did not know
this, To him Ammon was Zeus, the supreme god of his
people, and the incident left a deep and abiding im-
pression on him. With his deeply religious and romantic
temperament, he had always felt himself to be under the
special protection of heaven; henceforth he conceived
himself as the very son of Zeus-Ammon and his cam-
paign as in some sort a divine mission. More and more
in the years that followed his ideas matured and ex-
panded. He had landed in Asia as his father’s successor,
King of Macedon, Captain-General of Hellas, and the
chosen instrument of Greek vengeance on the hereditary
Persian foe. Now he was himself King of Persia, a half-
divine ruler, and his mission was to heal ancient wounds
and bridge old gulfs of enmity. After his return to Susa
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from the victorious campaigns which had led him deep
into the Punjab, he staged a great marriage ceremony
there, in which he himself married the daughter of
Darius and eighty of the leading Macedonians took
Persian or Iranian wives. This was not a mere piece of
poliey; it was a symbolic act, almost a sacrament. It
typified his great conception of the wedding of Europe
and Asia; for, as Dr. Tarn has shown, we are probably
justified in accepting as true the statements of ancient
writers that Alexander was the fivst person to formulate
explicitly the idea of the unity of mankind: that all men
are brothers, as being all sons of God.2

Not one of Alexander’s marshals really sympathized
with, or indeed understood, his larger conceptions; and
when on the 13th June 323 B.c. he died of malarial fever
in his thirty-third year his projects were necessarily left
incomplete. But he had already accomplished enough
to change the course of history, and the mere force of
circumstances compelled a mingling of Furope and
Asia, The Persian Empire had ceased to exist. From its
northern to its southern, its western to its eastern limits,
it was now ruled by Macedonians, all of them possessing
at least some degree of Hellenic culture and forced to
rely for the consolidation and development of their
dominions on the help of Greek mercenary troops,
Greek scientists, Greek economists and administrators,
Greek technicians. Wherever he went Alexander had
founded cities on the Greek model, and the process was
continued by his successors in Asia. As in the sixteenth
century adventurous Spaniards flocked westwards to
seek their fortunes in the New World, or, in the seven-
teenth and eighteenth, men went from Britain to
make a career in the East Indies or to settle in the
North American colonies, so, during the century which
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followed Alexander’s death, a constant stream of Greek
emigrants flowed eastwards and southwards to the lands
which Alexander’s genius had opened. They took with
them their art and literature and traditional way of life,
their civic institutions, their gymnasia, their games and
festivals. Nor did the spiritual traflic set in one direstion
only. Far from their Greek homeland and living among
Asiatics or Egyptians, the settlers inevitably tended to
be assimilated to their environment; and the new rulers,
chafe though they might have done at Alexander’s policy
of treating the Persians as equals, could not but call in
their native subjects to collaborate in the work of govern-
ment and themselves submit to Oriental influences.
Into the wars that followed Alexander’s dcath I need
not enter. The issue was at first whether the nnity of the
Empire could be preserved and who should wield the
central authority; later, when the unity had been irre-
vocably lost, it was a struggle for political and economic
hegemony between the succession states. There was one
of the marshals who was apparently never tempted to bid
for supreme power. Ptolemy, son of Lagus, one of the
seven Bodyguards of Alexander, esteeming a good fat
bird in the hand worth several in the bush, managed in
the settlement after the king’s death to secure for himself
the satrapy of Egypt, and was content to consolidate his
position there, frustrating successfully more than one
attempt to overthrow him but only occasionally sallying
out from his fastness to assist—not so actively as to run
undue risks—whichever party seemed most likely to be
victorious. Alexander had expressed a desire to be
buried in the oasis of Siwah, in the temple of his father
Ammon. Ptolemy, knowing that Perdiccas, the regent,
had other plans, hastily secured the king’s body and at
once set out with it to his satrapy, burying it, however,
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not in the oasis but al Memphis, whence his son later
transferred it to the famous Séma or tomb at Alexandria,
It was a wise precaution. Eumenés, the one Greek
among the protagonists in the civil wars, being at a dis-
advantagc as compared with his Macedonian competi-
tors, found’ it useful to carry with him as a mascot
Alexander’s tent, which he could represent as still in-
habited by his great master’s spirit; how much greater
was the advantage to Ptolemy, a Macedonian born, of
having the actual body of the king!

Ptolemy at first ruled Egypt as a satrap. The earliest
dated Greek papyrus yet discovereds has the prescript
‘In the seventh year of the reign of Alexander son of
Alexander, the fourteenth year of the satrapate of
Ptolemy, in the month of Dius’; that is to say, the year
311 B.c. On Alexander’s death his weak-minded half-
brother, Philip Arrhidaeus, was elected joint king along
with Alexander’s expected son—born a [ew weeks later—
by the Bactrian princess Roxané. Philip was murdered
in g17 by Alexander’s mother, Olympias, and Olympias
was hersell executed later by Cassander, who had made
himself master of Macedonia; and in g11, the year of
the contract just quoted, Cassander murdered the young
Alexander and his mother, Roxané. There was now no
king, but the de faclo rulers continued to call themselves
merely satraps until go6. In that year Antigonus, still
upholding the principle of the unity of the Empire, took
the royal title, and his rivals, Cassander of Macedon,
Seleucus of Syria, and Ptolemy of Egypt, countered
by declaring themselves kings of their respective
dominions. Thus came into existence the three great
monarchies which were to dominate the Hellenistic world
until, one by one, they were absorbed into the Roman
Empire.

5049 D
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Ptolemy, now King of Egypt, the Pharaoh, and to his
Egyplian subjects a god, seems to have been a genial,
hearty, but shrewd soldier, a typical Macedonian of the
lesser nobility. He was a patron of Greek letters and was
not himself without culture. He was the author of a
narrative of Alexander’s campaigns, now lost byt in-
directly, since it was used by historians whose works are
preserved, one of our most valuable authorities. He
pursued in Egypt a different policy from that adopted in
Syria by Seleucus, who continued Alexander’s practice of
founding cities; Plolemy, equally dependent on Greek
assistance, preferred tosettle his mercenaries not in cities
of the Greek kind but among the Egyptian populace, on
the land or in the capitals of the nomes or provinces
into which Egypt was divided. These métropoleis, as
they were called, were often towns of fair size, but to
Greek conceptions they were really not much more
than glorified villages, since, though called by the
Greeks polis, e.g. Hermoupolis, ‘the city of Hermes’, or
Heéracleopolis, ‘the city of Heracles’, they had no self-
government, no popular assembly or senate, and were
subject to the authority of the official charged with the'
government of the nome. Only one Greek city, called
after himself Ptolemais and built on the west bank of the
Nile in Upper Egypt, did Ptolemy found; and it, with
Alexandria and the old Greek city of Naucratis in
the Delta, alone represented in Egypt the traditional
Hellenic conception of the self~governing polis or city.+

It has been assumed that Ptolemy I and his successors,
so far from following the policy projected by Alexander,
made a difference in principle between Greeks (and
a fortiori Macedonians) and Egyptians. The former were
the Herrenvolk, the latter the subject and inferior race,
excluded therefore from the army and the higher
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adminidtrative posts. It has even been argued that the
substitution, as capital of the country, of Alexandria for
Memphis, where the son of Lagus first settled, and the
removal of Alexander’s body to the Séma in the former
city marked the final abandonment of any tendency
which may originally have been shown to make the
Egyptians equal partners in the State.5 It is probable
that this view needs modification. Some differences
of legal status there certainly were. For example, the
Macedonian troops enjoyed certain privileges; the
corvée or liability for work on the irrigation canals and
embankments was perhaps (though this is not certain®)
imposed only on the rural Egyptians; and the Greek and
other settlers were organized in polileumata or racial
groups with their own laws; but there is really no evi-
dence for such a drastic racial discrimination as the
theory supposes. The early Ptolemies, steeped though
they might be in Hellenic culture, showed, in their
official policy, no interest in abstract theories, economic
or political; they were hard-headed administrators and
business men, anxious to secure lo the State which they
had created stability, wealth, and influence in the world.
Their policy was directed by purely practical considera-
tions. At no time since their days of imperial greatness
in the second millennium B.c. have the Egyptians made
first-rate soldiers; hence the Ptolemies, cut off from the
Macedonian homeland which had furnished the nucleus
of Alexander’s army, relied for their armies mainly on
mercenary troops, Greeks, Macedonians, Persians, and
Hellenized Asiatics, Ptolemy I inaugurated the policy
of settling as many of these mercenaries as possible in
Egypt; where they received allotments of land, with the
liability to render military service when required.
Again, the growing substitution of a monetary economy,
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based on a coined currency, for the older "natural
economy, based on corn, a process which had already
begun under the Persians, naturally called for the help
of Greek financiers, Greek scientists and technicians
were needed for the land-reclamation schemes of the
Ptolemies and for their experiments in scientific agricul-
ture, Greek administrators were employed to build up
the elaborate bureaucracy by which the country was
administered. The £owé or international form of Greek,
based on Attic, superseding even the Macedonian
dialect, was the tongue of the court, of the army, of the
administration; and the kings of the dynasty had their
eyes directed outwards from Egypt, to the world of the
eastern Mediterranean in which they were ambitious to
play a leading part. Egypt, to them, was no more than
the basis of their power, their granary, the source of their
wealth ; and there is no evidence that any Ptolemy before
the last Cleopatra ever learned to speak Egyptian.

The Egyptians, then, who had welcomed Alexander
as a deliverer, had some reason to feel that under the
Ptolemies they were treated, in fact if not in theory,
as an inferior and conquered race. Their sense of
inferiority was accentuated by social and economic in-
equality. Some of the superior priests and a few indi-
vidual Egyptians who received important offices in the
administration formed a kind of native aristocracy, but
in the main the Egyptians belonged to a lower class in
society than the Greek settlers. They were artisans and
tenants of royal land, or if they received allotments
(kléro) or acquired ‘private’ land their holdings were
usually less than those of the Greeks. In fact, they were
in general tenants, employees, the executive and manual
as opposed to the administrative and directing class.
That they felt their inferiority is undoubted, and many
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of themcpaid what they regarded as the contempt of the
Greeks with a sullen hostility and, by a natural reaction,
a national self-conceit and scorn for the ‘new-fangled’
ways of the settlers.” We have clear evidence, including
some fragments of a patriotic and prophetic literature,
for the existence of an active nationalist party, which
dreamed of a day when the hated foreigner would be
expelled from the country. The bulk of the Egyptians
probably accepted the new order passively enough;
many learned Greek, took Greek names, and made what
profit they could out of the changed conditions. Even
in the third century B.c. we find Egyptians, not indeed in
the very highest administrative posts, but in positions of
some authority. The priestly caste, which was the chief
repository of native traditions and more than once
furnished leaders in popular risings, found their new
rulers at least less antipathetic than the old. The
Ptolemies, though the earlier kings of the line tolerated
no challenge to their authority, confirmed the priests
in their privileges, founded new temples, and enlarged
and embellished the old. It was an Egyptian priest,
Manetho, who, apparently with royal encouragement,
compiled {from temple records and traditions a history of
Egypt in Greek, now lost except for fragments but until
the decipherment of the hieroglyphs serving, through
the use of it by surviving writers, as our chief authority
for early Egyptian history. Among the intestine wars
which in the second and first centuries B.c. sapped the
strength of the monarchy were several rebellions of a
patriotic kind, and as early as the third century we hear
of native risings; but at no period was there a general
insurrection of the native Egyptians against their Mace-
donian rulers, and in the struggles referred to there were
always Egyptians on the government as well as on the



38 The Ptolemaic Period

popular side. In 130 B.c. we even find an Egyptian,
named Pads, as governor of the Thebaid, in command
of the royal army.

As for the Greeks in Egypt, though the citizens of
Alexandria and Ptolemais might cherish their Hellenic
traditions and look down on the Egyptians as barbarjans,
those who settled in the country districts very soon lost
any such exclusiveness as they may at first have shown.
They intermarried freely with the natives, began to
admit Fgyptian names into their family nomenclature,
and were gradually assimilated in various ways to their
environment. The writer of a papyrus letter written in
the second century B.c.8 speaks of her son learning
Egyptian as a means of financial betterment. The assimi-
lation was particularly marked in the sphere of religion.
The Greeks had always shown themselves tolerant and
receptive towards alien deities. Egyptian gods and god-
desses were freely identified with those of Greece; and
when we read the names of Greek divinities in the papyri
we must always ask ourselves whether the referenceis not
to some Egyptian god or goddess. Indeed, it is probable
that the active worship of at least the Olympian gods to
alarge extent died out among the settlers, to be replaced
by a devotion to domestic cults or to Egyptian deities.
In ¢8 and g5 B.c. we find groups of ephebes, Greek
youths, educated in accordance with Hellenic traditions,
making dedications to the crocodile god of the Fayytm.

Under the first Ptolemy there appeared a new cult,
that of Sarapis, which has been regarded as designed by
the king to form a link between his Greek and Egyptian
subjects. The question whence it was derived has been
much debated. Statements in ancient authors that the
cult-statue was procured by Ptolémy I? from Sinope or
elsewhere in Asia have led to a search for an Asiatic
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origin, *and an attempt has been made to identify
Sarapis with the Babylonian Shar-apsi; but after the
thorough investigation of the question by Wilckento
there seems to be no doubt that the new god was really
a Hellenized form of the Egyptian Osorapis. The Apis
bull worshipped at Memphis, the best known of all the
sacred animals venerated in Egypt, was conceived of as
identified in a peculiar degree after death with Osiris,
the god of the Other World. He became in fact Osiris-
Apis. Osorapis, in Wilcken’s view, was not the single
Apis bull after death; he was the embodiment of all the
dead bulls, from the beginning downwards. There is
evidence of his worship in the neighbourhood of Mem-
phis, even by Greeks, before the appearance of Sarapis,
and it seems that what Ptolemy did was to raise this local
god to metropolitan rank and to represent him, in
accordance with Greek conceptions (perhaps with the
help of a siatue derived from Sinope or elsewhere), as a
man of ideal beauty in the prime of life, like the Hellenic
Zeus.

An Egyptian deity, invested with all the mysterious
glamour which in antiquity, as later, attached to Egyp-
tian religion, yet represented in a human form recalling
the supreme god of Hellas—what better meeting-place
for Greek and Egyptian could be imagined? Yet if this
was really Ptolemy’s intention (and the Greeks were
surely receptive enough of Egyptian cults to make any
such link unnecessary) he failed of complete success.
Outside Memphis and Alexandria, the chief centres of
the cult, Sarapis seems to have had little appeal for the
native Egyptians and not a very great deal more for the
majority of the Greek settlers. So local, indeed, was his
popularity in Egypt that a reference to him in a private
letter is always taken as indicating the likelihood that the
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writer was an Alexandrian or was writing frém that
city.” Outside Egypt the story was very different, and it
seems not at all improbable that Ptolemy’s intentions
have been misconceived; that, apart from the culi
centred in Alexandria, where Sarapis was at once the
common deity, the local meeting-ground, as it were, of
the motley populace, and a link between this new
Hellenic foundation and Egypt, the god was really
designed (so to say) for export rather than for internal
consumption. Sarapis was to be the patron god of the
Ptolemaic empire, and was to enhance its prestige by the
addition to the Hellenistic international pantheon of an
Egyptian deity. In this Ptolemy was successful, Already
in the third century B.c. there were symptoms of that
profoundspiritualmalaisewhich marked the last centuries
of paganism. We are, indeed, too ready to conceive of
the classical period of Greek history itsell as bathed in
perpetual sunshine. Fven there a ‘sense of sin’ was by no
means unknown; but with the fall of the city-states, the
growth of great cities like Alexandria and Antioch, and
the establishment of vast military despotisms there was
a marked extension of this feeling, and with it grew up a
craving for some redemptive religion and for the assur-
ance of a future life which should redress the imperfec-
tions of this. It was to satisfy such longings that the old
mystery-cults of Greece, those of Demeter at Eleusis, or
of Dionysus-Zagreus, had developed, but in this new age
it was rather to the Orient that men looked for salvation.
The worship of Sarapis, identified with Osiris and ac-
companied by the latter’s wife, Isis, and her son, Hérus
or Harpocrates, spread through the Mediterranean
lands and eventually, under Roman rule, reached far-
away Britain. It was under the banner of such deities as
the Phrygian Great Mother, the Persian Mithras, and
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the Egyptian Sarapis that, in the third and fourth
centuries, paganism was to fight its last battle with
Christianity.

Thus the union of Europe and Asia (including, in this
regard, Egypt) of which Alexander had dreamed pro~
ceeded automatically as a consequence of his military
conquests, but hardly along the lines or on that hasis of
equal partnership which he had planned. The relation
was rather that of conquerors and conquered; but if the
Orientals, or many of them, adopted Greek speech,
Greck dress, and a good deal of Greek culture, the Greeks
on their side borrowed much from their Oriental en-
vironment, particularly in religion. Especially was this
true in Egypt, where most of the settlers were not living
in self~contained and self-governing city-states but were
dispersed among the native Egyptians in a country re-
markably tenacious of its individuality. In this way was
formed a mixed culture, Gteek and Oriental elements
inextricably combined, which provided the seed-ground
and indeed the essential presupposition for the rise and
diffusion of Christianity.'? But the amalgam was not a
stable one. Hellenism, continually watered down by
Oriental influences, could maintain itself only so long as
it was actively supported by the government; it was little
more than an upper crust imposed upon an immemorial
culture fundamentally alien. In Egypt that crust was
nowhere thinner than in the Thebaid, the region farthest
from Alexandria and the Mediterranean world, in
which the influence of the pricsthood was strongest, and
probably (though here we can speak only conjecturally)
containing the smallest number of Greek settlers.

It is.now time to describe. (necessarily only in very
broad outline) the organization of Ptolemaic Egypt.
Our evidence on this subject is derived almost wholly
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from papyri and similar documents. Papyri dating from
the reign of Ptolemy I are extremely few and, on this
subject, not very informative, whereas for that of his
successor they are both numerous and valuable. Any
description of Egypt in the third century B.c, must there-
fore rest mainly on evidence not earlier than the reign of
Ptolemy II Philadelphus; but there is no reason to doubt
that he was following a policy initiated by his father.
Our documents come, moreover, chiefly from the Fay-
yOm, a province in many ways not typical; of the
Thebaid, in the third century, we know little, of the
Delta still less. For the later history of Ptolemaic Egypt
evidence is patchy, fairly good for certain districts and
periods, wholly inadequate for others. But we can
manage to construct a coherent though not a complete
picture of the system existing in the reign of Ptolemy 11
and to trace in part its later development.

Even if we disregard wholly those foreign possessions,
Cyrene, Cyprus, Syria, and the Greek cities in Asia
Minor or the islands, which figured so largely in Ptole-
maic policy during the third century, Egypt cannot be
described as a unified national state; it was rather a
bureaucratic absolutism composed of very diverse
elements. Alexandria, Naucratis, and Ptolemais were
in form autonomous city-states. In fact, of course, they
were effectively under the royal control, but they had
their own laws, which excluded inter-marriage with the
Egyptians, and possessed all the apparatus of self-
government. The Greek and other settlers in the
country districts were, as I have said, organized in
politeumata, with some (not fully ascertained) organiza-
tion and their own laws. Lastly there were the native
Egyptians, the upper classes increasingly Hellenized and
tending to mix with the Greek settlers but the peasantry



The Ptolemaic Period 43

retaining all their old characteristics and mode of life,
using their native language, and making legal contracts
in Demotic, the latest form of the Egyptian script. The
king’s decrees and ordinances took precedence alike over
the laws and decrees of the Greek cities, over those of the
politeymata, and over the old native law under which, for
civil purposes, the Egyptians continued to live,3
Justice was administered for the Greek settlers in the
country districts by itinerant courts of chrématistai; the
Egyptians had the courts of the laokritai (laoi being used
in a sense equivalent to our word natizes), and for civil
cases between Greeks and Egyptians there existed, in the
third century B.¢., a mixed court, koinodikion. This dis-
appeared later, and we have a royal ordinance of the
year 118 B.a.14 which provides that in lawsuits between
Greeks and Egyptians arising from Greek contracts
recourse shall be had to the chrématistai, but that cases
arising from Demotic contracts shall be referred to the
laokritai. Besides these courts jurisdiction was exercised,
particularly in certain cases, like those affecting the royal
monopolies, and for certain classes, like the royal tenants,
by various, officials of the administration,

All these diverse elements were held together by
common subjection Lo the will of the king, the sole source
of justice and of all administrative authority. Egypt was
the king's estate, the higher administrative officials
formed, in a sense, his household, a conception hinted at
even by the title of the all-important finance minister,
dioikétds, which means literally ‘manager’. Egypt had
from time immemorial been divided into nomes or pro-
vinces, each administered by a nomarch. Under the
Ptolemies the functions of the nomarch were in course of
time much restricted, till he became eventually no more
than a minor financial official, while the stratégos, at first
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always a Greek, originally appoinied in each home to
command the military forces stationed there, was soon
given civil and financial functions and eventually
became the actual governor of the nome. Below him and
acting as deputy in his absence was the royal secretary;
and there were secretarics for the subdivisions of the
nome and for single villages.

In this great estate the most valuable element was the
land, a soil of unsurpassed fertility when properly irri-
gated and annually renewed by the rich mud which the
inundation leaves behind. Intheory theking was thesole
landowner, and much of the best land was actually re-
tained under his control. This was the so-called ‘royal
land’, leased to peasants known as ‘royal tenants’. The
leases were free contracts, though in times when volun-
tary offers were hard to obtain compulsion was some-
times resorted to, and the royal tenants were free men,
not serfs, but their liberty was of a restricted kind; they
were not allowed to leave their holdings while agricul-
tural operations were going on, and we hear of pcasants
moved to other areas where new land was being de-
veloped. The State, moreover, could at any moment
cancel a lease and transfer the land to another tenant
who made a higher bid. On the other hand, the royal
tenants enjoyed certain privileges and a measure of
government protection.

Though the king, however, was theoretically the sole
owner, he was not the only possessor of land, and a
degree of private property can be discerned even in the
earlier Ptolemaic period, still more in later times. Land
not under royal control was described as ‘in relinquish-
ment’ (en apheser). Thus, the estates which the temples
had always possessed, though the actual management of
them was taken over by the Ptolemies, were administered
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for the benefit of the temples, and formed a special cate-
gory of ‘sacred land’. Other land, as already said, was
granted in allotments (£/éroi) to the military settlers, who
were known as £lérouchoi. By this institution the Ptolemies
attained two desirable ends. On the one hand, making
the grant of an allotment dependent on liability to
military service, they secured a supply of trained soldiers,
with a stake in the country and therefore less likely to
transfer their services to another master than the mer-
cenaries engaged in the open market. On the other
hand, they secured a considerable extension of the culti-
vated area. They did, it is true, assign fully cultivated
land for this purpose, and this may indeed at first have
been the regular practice,’s but more often, and with
increasing frequency as time went on, the allotments
were of inlerior or derclict land, and the grants were
conditional on its being reclaimed and put under culti-
vation, though the reclamation might not always be,
and perhaps was not often, carried out by the cleruchs
themselves. The allotments were for life only, but since
it was to the king’s interest 1o retain a supply of military
settlers it became usual for a cleruch’s eldest son to
receive the kléros on his father’s death, and we even find
allotments made in perpetuity.’® Thus the holdings
tended more and more to become hereditary and so to
acquire an appearance of ownership; but theoretically
it is not likely that, in the Ptolemaic period, they ever
became more than possession, though subterfuges were
found by which alienation became possible. Grants of
large estates, known as déreas, to high officials and royal
favourites might also involve the obligation to reclaim
derelict land. Such grants too were made for life only,
and on the holder’s death the land reverted to the
Crown. The cleruchs were often billeted on the local
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residents, their billets being known as statfimor.” Finally,
we hear of so-called ‘privately owned land’ (gé idioktétos).
This, normally at all events, consisted of vegetable gar-
dens, orchards, palm-groves, and vineyards, all of them
involving some degree of reclamation and capable of
being grown on soil not suited to the cultivation of corn,
andtheland wasprobablyconveyedinhereditary or long-
term leases. Here, too, though legal transfers occurred,
it is unlikely that actual ownership ever developed in
Ptolemaic times. In fact, as Dr. Tarn puts it,’7 private
land in the Ptolemaic period was ‘not property but user’,

In this way the early Ptolemies made extensive addi-
tions to the cultivated area of Egypt. Our evidence on
this subject relates mainly to the Fayyfim or Arsinoite
nome during the reigns of the second and third Ptolemies,
and is derived very largely from the Petric Papyri,
which include the papers of Cleén, master of the works
for the great reclamation schemes of Ptolemy Philadel-
phus, and from the archives of Z&ndn son of Agreophén,
who about the same period was the agent of the finance
minister Apollénius on his gift-estate (dérea) of 10,000
arourae at Philadelphia.’8 All the resources of Greek
engineering science were brought to bear on the work of
irrigation and land reclamation. Scientific agriculture
made it possible in some cases to obtain as many as three
crops in a year (incidentally, the remark, in a memorial
from some peasants, that ‘there are lots of blunders in
connexion with the 10,000 arourae, because there is no
agricultural expert. Call some of us and hear what we
have to say’,” may suggest that the quarrel between the
practical and the scientific farmer is no new thing).
Greater variety was given to Egyptian agriculture by
the introduction of new crops or the extension of old
ones, Viticulture had been practised in parts of Egypt



The Piolemaic Period 47

even utider the Pharaohs, but the national drink of
Egypt was barley beer. The Greeks were wine-drinkers,
and the Ptolemies actively encouraged the planting of
vineyards on the less fertile land. The vine-growers
were protected by heavy duties on imported wine.
Olive-planting was also forwarded. The olive, like the
vine, had been cultivated in Pharaonic Egypt, but
chiefly for eating. After the settlement of the Greeks, for
whom the olive was of primary importance, there was
a great extension of olive-yards, and olive-oil (which,
however, if we can believe Strabo, was of inferior
quality) was manufactured in considerable quantities
and was protected by a high tarifl’ on imported oil.
New strains of wheat were established; garlic and better
varieties of cabbage were introduced. Fruit-trees of
many kinds were planted; there was a large-scale culti-
vation of roses, and probably of other flowers, for the
garlands which the Greeks wore at banquets; new breeds
of animals, particularly of sheep producing better wool
than the native variety, were imported to improve the
existing strains; the camel was perhaps now first effec-
tively naturalized in Egypt;2® bee-keeping was ex-
tended, and pig-breeding (for the benefit of the Greek
settlers and the court, since for the Egyptians the pig was
an unclean animal) assumed a new importance. Egypt
has always been poor in timber, and the Ptolemies did
something to remedy this deficiency also. Thus Apol-
16nius writes to his agent Zé&noén: ‘Plant fir-trees, over
300 of them if possible, and at any rate not less, all over
the park and round the vineyard and the olive-groves;
for the tree has a handsome appearance and will be to
the advantage of the king.’!

The royal activity was not confined to agriculture.
A full monetary economy was established in a country
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which hitherto had depended mainly on a system of
barter. A regular coinage was established by Ptolemy I,
in gold, silver, and copper. In later times this coinage
underwent successive modifications, into which there is
no time and no need to enter, and the ratios between
gold and silver and silver and copper varied at different
periods. Banks were established, and a well- dcveloped
banking system can be traced in our records.?2 Yet the
old natural economy did not wholly cease: the rents for
the royal land and some salarics were paid in kind, nor
was barter by any means eliminated from commercial
life. The state granaries (thésauroi) which collected the
grain served also, like the banks into which money taxes
wele paid, as repositories for private accounts. In the
Roman period, though possibly not under the Ptolemies,
payments, both in money and in grain, were regularly
made by the mere transfer from one account to another
in the books of the bank or thésauros, even where different
banks were concerned ; and documents which can not
improperly be compared with the modern cheque are
found among surviving papyri of that age.

There was an extensive system of state monopolies,
which, in accordance with the severely practical and
un-theoretic policy of the Ptolemies, were variously
organized to suit varying needs. Banking was among
them, and side by side with the royal banks, which under-
took private as well as state business, there seem to have
been private banks,?3 leased by the government to indi-
viduals. The monopoly about which we know most is
that of oil, concerning which we have much information
in the papyri published by Grenfell under the title
Revenue Lows of Plolemy Philadelphus. From of old, oil-
producing plants, sesame, croton, hinseed, saflower, and
colocynth, had been grown in Egypt. Under the Ptole-
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mies the cultivation of these plants was stiictly con-
trolled, the government fixing the amount of land to be
set aside for the purpose in each nome and keeping an
eye on the sowing and gathering of the crops. The seed
was supplied by the government to the farmexs; the
produce was carefully calculated, a quarter being paid
as tax, the rest delivered by the cultivators at a fixed price
to the contractors. The oil was extracted in factories
under public control, the workers in which, though free
men, not slaves, were not permitted to leave their homes
during the season. Private mills, which had existed
before the new régime was established, were now pro-
hibited, except in the case of the temples, which were
allowed, for two months in the year only, to make their
own oil; during the rest of the year their mills, like the
royal mills when not actually working, were sealed.
The right of sale was farmed out to wholesalers and re-
tailers, who must, however, sell it to the public at a price
fixed by the government. This price was very high, and
the king made an enormous profit, which Dr. Tarn
calculates at a figure as high as ‘from %o per cent. on
sesame oil to 300 per cent. or more on colocynth’24
There was an import duty of 50 per cent. on olive oil,
which was apparently not included in the monopoly.

Another monopoly was that of textiles, alike of linen,
wool, and hemp. The temples were allowed to continue
the manufacture of the fine linen (4yssos) for which they
were famous, chiefly for their own use (priests were for-
bidden to wear woollen clothing), but they had also to
deliver a fixed quantity to the king for purposes of
export. Among other monopolies were those of salt,
natron, and beer, the traditional beverage of the
Egyptians; but the home brewing of beer was perhaps
allowed.

5049 R
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From these monopolies, and from the rents of the
domain land, the Ptolemies derived a large revenue in
money and in kind, which was augmented by numerous
taxes. There were taxes on cleruchic and other ‘relin-
quished’ lands, a succession duty on estates, licences for
the practice of various trades, taxes on sales, on many
articles of use, on house property, on the revenues from
the exercise of ecclesiastical offices, and a poll-tax of
some kind, about the nature of which, however, scholars
are not agreed. Finally, there was an elaborate system of
tolls and customs duties, some of which, like the duty on
imported oil, were definitely protective, while others
were for revenue purposes only. The method of col-
lecting taxes, except those payable in kind, for which the
government’s own officials were responsible, was that of
tax-farming, the right to collect the various taxes being
put up for auction each year and assigned to the highest
bidder., The tax-farmers were strictly controlled at
every stage, in the interests of both the Crown and the
tax-payers, and it cannot have been easy to make any
great profit on the transaction, though at first it seems
to have been easy enough to find bidders; later this
became increasingly difficult.

Foreign trade was actively stimulated by the Ptole-
mies. Rich though she is agriculturally, Egypt is poor
in many products and has to seek them abroad. Among
her imports in the Ptolemaic period were timber, metals,
wine and olive-oil, pickled fish, fruit of various kinds,
cheese, slaves, and horses. To pay for these her most
valuable export was corn, for she was the principal
granary of the eastern Mediterranean; but she also ex-
ported papyrus, of which she was the sole purveyor to the
whole ancient world, the fine byssos linen, glass, especially
the polychrome glass for which Alexandria was to be-
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come famous, alabaster, and other varieties of stone.
She had an active tiansit trade: from Somaliland and
East Africa, from Arabia and the Indies came gold,
precious stones, pearls, ivory, spices, pigments, certain
rare woods, cotton, and silk., Carried overland from the
ports,of the Red Sea by desert routes to Coptos in the
Nile valley, for which purpose, as well as for internal
transport, the Ptolemies, as already said, were probably
the first to make camels available in Egypt, these wares,
when not straightway re-exported, were made up into
more finished products by the skill of the Egyptian
craftsmen, for internal use or for later export.

The principal port and greatest commercial and
manufacturing city in Egypt was Alexandria, the most
successful of all Alexander’s foundations. Doubtless
Alexander acted on advice obtained locally, but it was
the eye of genius which saw in the wretched fishing-
village of Rhacétis the site of a great city. Designed by
the Rhodian architect Dinocratés on the latest town-
planning principles, Alexandria occupied a narrow
strip of sandy ground between Lake Marebtis and the
sea. Qut at sea was the island of Pharos, which, when
connected by a mole with the mainland, formed a safe
and spacious harbour on the eastern side and a larger but
more exposed one on the western. In the western part
of the city was incorporated the old Rhacétis, which now
formed the native Egyptian quarter; a few miles to the
east was Candépus, which became a popular pleasure
resort, with a very doubtful moral reputation. The city
was rectangularin plan. From east to westran the broad
straight Canopic street, bordered with shady colonnades
and intersected by other spacious streets. There were
five quarters, called after the first five letters of the Greek
alphabet, alpha, béta, gamma, delta, epsilon.
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From the first the population was mixed. Thé nucleus
was the full citizen body, Greek or mainly Greek in blood,
and organized like a typical Greek city-state, in tribes
and demes, with a senate, popular assembly, and the
usual magistrates. Under the Romans, till the reign of
Septimius Severus, there was no senate. Itisa matter of
dispute whether Augustus found one, which he abolished.
Personally I believe that Alexandria had no senate at
the time of the Roman conquest, but it is hardly think-
able that Alexander should have founded a city without
onc,?5 and we must conclude that a later king during one
of the many conflicts between crown and city abolished
it. The Macedonians as a whole do not seem to have
formed part of the citizen body, though the original
colonists no doubt included Macedonians; some at least
of them formed an élaze, providing the regiments of the
guard, the court, and certain of the higher officials.
There were many Greeks from other parts of the ancient
world who settled in Alexandria but did not acquire ats
citizenship; there was a large Egyptian population; and
among other foreign settlers the Jews were an important
element. They were assigned as their residence the
Delta quarter, near the royal palace, but spread later till
they came to occupy most of a second quarter; indeed
Philo tells us that in his time their synagogues were to be
found in every part of the city. They were not citizens,
but they enjoyed special privileges, with their own law-
courts, their own record office, their council of elders,
and a magistrate known as a genarch or an ethnarch,
On the quays and in the streets of the city was to be seen
a motley crowd, drawn from many races and speaking
many languages and dialects. In his Adoniazusae Theo-
critus has given us a vivid picture of this crowd. Says the
stranger as the two women talk: ‘My good woman, dostop
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that evetlasting prattle, like a couple ofdoves. Theywear
me out with their broad Doric.” To which the lively
Praxinoa replies: ‘Good gracious, where does the fellow
come from? Whatis it to you if we do prattle? You buy
your slaves before you order them about! It’s Syra-
cusans you’re giving your orders to. . . . I suppose
Dorians are allowed to speak Doric?’ Even Indians
appeared in Alexandria, especially after the discovery
(probably early in the Roman period)z26 of the monsoon,
which made it possible to sail direct from Africa to India
instead of hugging the coast; but already in the reign of
Ptolemy II Asoka, the Buddhist emperor of India, sent
to the king his missionarics with their tidings of Deliver-
ance, One wonders what response the teaching of the
gentle Gautama found in the heart of the worldly and
pleasure-loving Ptolemy.

Alexandria was soon the wonder of the world, espe-
cially when it became, at an unascertained date, the
capital in place of Memphis. On Pharos rose the famous
lighthouse which has given its name to similar structures
in several modern languages. In the so-called $éma lay
the body of Alexander the Great; in the Rhacttis
quarter—significantly, as confirming the idea that
Sarapis was an Egyptian deity-—was the not less famous
Serapeum.2?” The splendid Gymnasium, the Stadium
and the Hippodrome, the theatre, and the royal palace
were other notable buildings. The palace stood on a
small peninsula to the east of the harbour, and close to it
were the Museum and the Library. The Museum was
primarily a temple of the Muses; in actual fact it was a
combination of something like 2 modern academy and a
university. Here were established a number of scholars,
scientists, and literary men who enjoyed free board and
lodging and were exempt from taxation. For their use
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the Ptolemies collected a vast library of books, which
eventually contained something like half a million rolls.
In order to enrich the collection Ptolemy IIT issued an
order that all travellers disembarking at Alexandria must
deposit any books contained in their baggage, which, if
required, were taken by the Library, the owner receiving
in exchange an official certified copy. Itis also recorded
that he borrowed from Athens the state copies of the
works of Aeschylus, Sophocles, and Euripides in order
to have transcripts made from them, paying as a
guarantee of return the large sum of fifteen talents,?8 but
that he preferred forfeiting this sum to the return of the
originals, in place of which he sent to Athens only copies.
Inthe Library were founded the sciences of bibliography
and textual criticism; catalogues of classical Greek
literature were compiled, the texts of Homer and other
authors were cleansed of many corruptions and estab-
lished in a form transmitted with comparatively little
change to modern times, the system of accentuation so
often cursed by the modern schoolboy and under-
graduate, and the more welcome punctuation-marks
were invented. Nor were science and mathematics
neglected. It was at Alexandria that Aristarchus,?®
anticipating Copernicus, guessed the earth’s movement
round the sun, here that Eratosthenés measured (cor-
rectly to within fifty miles) the circumference of the
globe, that Euclid wrote his Elements, and that Hérén
invented, or described from another’s invention, the
steam-engine and the penny-in-the-slot machine. The
medical school of Alexandria was famous, especially in
anatomy and surgery; and it was in Alexandria that the
Grecek translation of the Old Testament known as the
Septuagint was made for the Jews of the Diaspora, and
that Philo promulgated his doctrine of the Divine Logos.
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There can be no doubt that Ptolemaic rule at first
brought Egypt a great increase in wealth and prosperity.
A strong and able administration, which kept order, an
improved irrigation system, leading to a vast increase in
the cultivable area, a wider variety of crops, making full
use of the less fertile land, encouragement to industry, a
great extension of foreign trade—these were substantial
benefits. But the maintenance of this prosperity after the
first burst of energy was spent depended on two un-
certain factors: on the one hand, a continued capacity in
the government, on the other the willing and active co-
operation of the governed. So far as the Egyptians were
concerned this last factor was probably never forth-
coming. Individual Egyptians may conceivably have
welcomed the new régime with enthusiasm, and many
undoubtedly contrived to make their profit out of it, but
the reaction of the peasantry as a whole, especially in
Upper Egypt, seems to have been one, at best of passive
acquiescence, at worst of sullen resentment. It may be
doubted whether the average Egyptian peasant was very
conscious of any marked betterment in his lot. For
centuries he had toiled and paid his dues to king, to
priesthood, to his landlord. He continued to do so under
the Macedonian dynasty, and inso far as the new govern-
ment secured internal peace and kept off famine he de-
rived some benefit from it, but he never felt himself a
partner in the State. His new masters were alien and far
away; their policy, directed outwards to the Mediter-
ranean world, pursued ends beyond his comprehension,
and the glory of Alexandria, that foreign city which was
hardly even a part of Egypt (it was officially described,
at least in later times, as ‘adjoining Egypt’) meant
nothmg to him. The abler Ptolemies naturally took
measures for the prosperity of their estate, but their care
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for it was at best enlightened self-interest; their‘aim was,
as Mlle Préaux has put it, ‘to accumulate the maximum
amount of wealth, to incur the minimum of expenditure,
to make the fewest possible changes in the existing order,
to take the fewest possible risks’. It was doubtless a
prudent if unheroic policy in the manager of an gstate,
but a nation is never just an estate; it is an assemblage of
human beings, with individual rights and needs, and
something more than economic acumen, some moral
purpose, is needed if this mass is to be bound together in
avilalunity. To quote Mlle Préaux again, ‘an cconomic
conception can never constitute a moral end’.3°

Thus, as the character of the ruling line deteriorated,
the strength and prosperity of the kingdom declined.
The first three Ptolemies were all able rulers. Ptolemy
11, magnificent, pleasure-loving, of sofier fibre than his
father, stood to him in somewhat the same relation ag
Solomon to David, but the papyri show that he possessed
both energy and marked administrative capacity. Some
of this he may have owed to his sister Arsino&, who, after
she had procured the banishment of his wife, also called
Arsinog, became his legal wife. To Greek sentiment
marriage of full brother and sister was almost as shocking
as to owrs, and it required all the art of the court poets
and propagandists to make it palatable.3T Yetthe second
Arsinot, a true prototype of the women of her house,
strong-willed, capable, and untroubled by scruples,
proved a very useful partner on the throne, and she was
quite willing to overlook her husband’s numerous in-
fidelities. She received the epithet Philadelphos,
‘Brother-loving’, and when, after her death and deifica-
tion, Ptolemy was associated with her in these divine
honours their cult-title was theoi adelphoi, the ‘Fraternal
Gods’. Ptolemy I had been deified as So6tér, ‘the
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Saviou?; and Ptolemy II’s son and successor received
the epithet Euergetés, ‘the Benefactor’. Thenceforward
all the kings of the dynasty, all of them called Ptolemy,
bore a cult-title, under which, even during their lifetime,
they were worshipped.

With the fourth Ptolemy, Philopatér, ‘the Father-
loving God’, a catastrophic decline set in. Philopatér,
described in a priestly inscription as ‘the youthful Horus,
the strong one, whom his father caused to be manifested
as King, Lord of the asp-crowns, whose strength is great,
whose heart is pious towards the gods, who is a protector
of men, superior to his foes, who maketh Egypt happy,
who giveth radiance to the temples, who firmly estab-
lisheth the laws which have been proclaimed by Thoth
the Great-Great, Lord of the Thirty Years’ Feasts, even
as Ptah the Great, a King like the Sun, King of the
Upper and Lower Countries, offspring of the Benefactor
Gods, one whom Ptah hath approved, to whom the Sun
hath given victory, the living image of Amen, King
Ptolemy, living-for-ever, beloved of Isis’,32 was in
reality a weak and contemptible debauchee, completely
in the hands of his unscrupulous minister Sosibius, his
vile mistress Agathoclea, her viler brother Agathoclés,
and their ghastly mother Oenanthe, as sordid a gang of
scoundrels as ever governed an empire until the rise of
the Nazis.33 Absorption in degrading pleasures led to
neglect of both army and navy, and when Antiochus the
Great, the ambitious and able King of Syria, attacked
the Syrian possessions of Egypt there was really no force
in the country capable of withstanding him. By skilful
diplomacy (whatever his morals Sésibius was un-
douhbtedly clever) Antiochus was held off while prepara-
tions were made. Mercenaries were hired, the military
settlers called up and put through a course of intensive
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training, the army was completely rcorganized, and the
Egyptians, hitherto used merely as militia and second-
line troops, were armed and drilled on the Greek and
Macedonian model as a phalanx. The result was that
when Sésibius, throwing off’ the mask, refused the de-
mands of Antiochus and the latter resumed his advance
the Egyptian forces won a decisive victory in the Battle
of Raphia, on the 22nd June, 217 B.C.

Raphia proved, however, a doubtful benefit. The
Egyptians, for the first time treated as the military equals
of the Greeks, had acquired a new conceit of themselves,
and thenceforth there were frequent revolts, largely,
though by no means entirely, in the Thebaid, always the
breeding-ground of Egyptian nationalism. Itwouldhave
been possible to cope with this nationalist movement
more effectively had it been the only difficulty, but for
much of the second and first centuries B.c. the Ptolemaic
dynasty was torn by internal quarrels, and Egypt was
under constant menace from outside, There had arisen
a power which overshadowed the whole Mediterranean
world and produced in all the Hellenistic monarchies a
sense of insecurity. At first this new power operated to
the benefit of Egypt. Asearly as 273 8.c. Ptolemy II had
concluded a commercial treaty with the Roman re-
public, and when, after the victorious conclusion of the
Second Punic War, Rome became involved in the affairs
of the eastern Mediterranean she found Egypt a useful
counterweight to the power of Syria. The relationship
between the two states was by no means disinterested on
either side, but it did on occasion prove very useful to
Egypt.

Danger from without and constant unrest within,
whether in the form of dynastic dissensions or in that of
native revolts, were accompanied by, and themselves
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greatly ontributed to, an economic decline which began
as early as the reign of Ptolemy IV Philopatdr. Phila-
delphus had instituted a regular copper currency, side
by side with that in gold and silver, thus establishing
a trimetallic system, the copper coinage circulating
specially among the Egyptians, that in the precious
metals mainly among the Greeks. Under Philopatér a
new copper standard was introduced, with a ratio
between silver and copper of 1: 60. Under his successor
and later we find periods of inflation, leading to a
shrinkage of the revenue and consequent pressure by the
officials on the populace, a pressure answered by dis-
content, passive resistance, and actual revolt. The kings
might attempt to check abuses, but their power over the
local officials was limited,34 and it is clear that in the
second half of the second century B.c. economic distress,
misgovernment, and unrest were widespread ; and along
with this went a decline in foreign commerce. The
growing impotence of the central government led to
local separatist movements, concessions to the power
of the priesthood, and frequent surrender to pressure
from powerful individuals or the mass resistance of
the peasantry, in fact to a state of things recalling such
periods of disintegration as the period of the nineteenth
Pharaonic dynasty and anticipating that of the early
Byzantine period.3s

In 202 Philip of Macedon and Antiochus of Syria,
taking advantage of the accession of a boy king,
Ptolemy V Epiphanés, the ‘God Manifest’, formed an
alliance to despoil Egypt of her foreign possessions. Her
Syrian territories were overrun by Antiochus, her posses-
sions in the Aegean conquered by Philip without any
protest from Rome, but it is not impossible that Roman
influence played a part in preventing Antiochus from
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attempting to attack Egypt itself. In r4o B.c., when the
ministers of the young king, Ptolemy VI Philométor,
the ‘Mother-loving God’, suffered a crushing defeat in
an attempt to recover the lost Syrian possessions,
Antiochus Epiphanés, using the occasion of Rome’s
entanglement in a conflict with Macedon, did ipvade
Egypt and, as we now know from papyrus evidence,?6
actually had himsell crowned king. His enjoyment of
the title was brief, and eventually, in 168, after the final
defeat of Maccdon, Rome sent her ambassador, Gaius
Popillius Laenas, to demand his withdrawal. When
Antiochus tried to procrastinate, the ambassador with
his staff drew round him a circle in the sand and declared
that an answer must be given before he left it. Rome’s
diplomatic methods were at times unmannerly, not to
say brutal, but her power was too formidable to be defied,
and Antiochus, swallowing his anger, submitted. From
that time onwards, especially after Syria, like Macedon,
had passed into the Roman dominions, Egypt retained
her independence only because it did not yet suit
Rome’s book to swallow her.

By the last century of Ptolemaic rule the native
Egyptians, helped by the growing weakness of the
government and the need felt by rival claimants to the
throne for popular support, had acquired a position
much nearer to equality with the Greeks than they had
enjoyed under the early Ptolemies. Wehear of Egyptians
in quite high positions, civil and military; Egyptian
veterans received allotments of land like those of the
Greeks, though regularly less in area; temple after
temple secured from the government the privilege of
asylum. This rise in status did not improve relations
between them and the Greeks; indeed, with an increased
sense of their own importance and a diminished respect
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for the skitlers, their hostility may well have grown. Itis
probably symptomatic that Ptolemy, the Macedonian
recluse whose papers form a large part of the Serapeum
papyri, in the middle years of the second century, several
times complains of attacks made on him ‘because I am a
Greek’; and we know that prophecies were currcnt
promising the expulsion of the foreigner and the de-
struction of Alexandria. The Greeks, on their side,
though by this time mixed in blood and in various ways
Egyptianized, clung, perhaps all the more for that
reason, to their Hellenic traditions, the sports of the
palaestra, their gymnasia, the institution of the ephebate;
and iftheir surviving letters betray practically no interest
in literature or art, we know, from the texts discovered
in Middle Egypt, that the Greek classics, Homer pre-
eminently but also the dramatists, the orators, the philo-
sophers, the lyric poets, continued to be studied. Yet we
must not exaggerate racial animosities; we have plenty
of evidence for friendly and even intimate relations
between Greek and Egyptian.

For long periods in the second and first centuries
Egypt was in the throes of civil war, and at times the
Thebaid seems to have been practically independent of
the government at Alexandria. In 85 B.c. an obstinate
rising ended with the virtual destruction of Thebes, the
half-legendary capital of Egypt in the days of her great-
ness; and ‘hundred-gated Thebes’, as Homer called her,
became, what she has ever since remained, little more
than a group of villages scattered among the ruins of her
former magnificence,

In thelast years of her independence Egypt once more
became a factor in Mediterranean politics, and the
dynasty produced in its latest representative a figure
whose fame is world-wide. The often-quoted remark of
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the Victorian lady after witnessing a performance of
Antony and Cleopaira, ‘How unlike ithe home life of our
own dear Queen !’ not maptly represents the view taken
of Cleopatra by the general public, but if we regard her
merely as the super-harlot whom Shakespeare, in
accordance with tradition, depicts, still more as the
kittenish adolescent of Shaw’s Caesar and Cleopatra, we
shall not only be doing her a grave injustice, we shall be
getting our historical perspective seriously out of focus.
The greatest of the successors of Alexander the Great—
so she has been characterized by our foremost living
authority on the Hellenistic period. It is a high claim,
but it was not made without reason. Cleopatra has been
too long viewed through the distorting medium of
official Roman propaganda, Whatever her moral fail-
ings, she was a woman of outstanding genius and a
worthy opponent of Rome; for, as Dr. Tarn has well
said,37 ‘Rome, who had never condescended to fear any
nation or people, did in her time fear two human beings;
one was Hannibal, and the other was a woman’.
Dr. Tarn seems very probably to be right® in referring
to Cleopatra a Sibylline oracle which foretells the over-
throw of Rome by an unnamed despoina, a queen, who
is to inaugurate a golden age:

“Tranquil peace shall foot it over all the Asian land, and
Europe then shall be happy, a fruitful clime many a long
year, strongly established, that knows nor storm nor hail,
bearing all things, both birds and beasts that go upon the
earth, .., For from the starry heaven will all fair order and
righteousness come upon men, and therewith concord with
temperance that s for mortals beyond all riches, love
and faith and friendship among strangers, and afar will
flee from men in those days poverty and constraint, law-
lessness, reproach, envy, anger, folly and murder and
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baneful *strife and bitter wranglings and nocturnal theft
and every evil.’

The Messiah who is to establish this age of gold is, it
seems, none other than the wayward strumpet of popular
tradition! What were Cleopatra’s own conceptions,
whoshall say? She may or may not have loved Antony,
as he most certainly loved her; her main preoccupation
was doubtless to preserve the independence and if
possible extend the territory of Egypt and secure the
throne for her children, and to use Antony’s infatuation
to that end ; but to many Qrientals she was the symbol of
resistance to Rome and the promise of deliverance from
her yoke. The apparent tortuousness of Roman policy
was probably due at times more to irresolution and the
varying currents of party politics than to deliberate
duplicity, but the East took a less favourable view, and
the government of the provinces by the now decadent
republic had long been marked by oppression and
spoliation. Thus all the resentment, the hatreds and
hopes of many decades found a rallying-point in Cleo-
patra. But she failed as Hannibal had failed. After
Actium Antony, abandoned by his friends and sunk in a
stupor of despair, was of no more use to her, and though
she abated no jot of her own spirit, her material resources
were now quite inadequate. There was nothing for it
but to die or to be led in triumph through the streets of
Rome, and faced by such a choice she could not hesitate.
‘Is this well done?’ asked the Roman soldier of the dying
Charmion when he found the queen dead between her
women; and Charmion’s answer, as accurately rendered
by Shakespeare, was

It is well done and fitting for a princess
Descended of so many royal kings.



64 The Ptolemaic Period

Cleopatra’s choice of the snake which was to give her
release from captivity was significant.3® It was an asp,
the Egyptian cobra, the sacred snake of Lower Egypt.
As Pharaoh, Lord of the Two Lands, Cleopatra had
worn the double crown, the vulture crown of Upper,
the cobra crown of Lower, Egypt. The cobra was the
minister of the sun-god, whose bite conferred not only
immortality but divinity. Cleopatra had taken the royal
road to death and joined the company of the gods,
and nothing remained for Octavian but to incorporate
Egypt in the dominions of the Roman people.
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THE ROMAN PERIOD

ADDED Egypt to the dominions of the Roman people’,
Isays Augustus in the famous record of his career
known as the Res Gestae. The statement has been dis-
puted by some modern writers, who have argued that
Egypt wasnever in any true sense a Roman province but
the private property of the Emperor. This view is not
really defensible. Egypt was indeed a province; but it
was a province of a peculiar kind. In form, under the
settlement of the year 27 B.q., the government of the
Roman Empire was (to use a term fashionable to-day) a
dyarchy: Augustus was not an autocratic emperor but
merely princeps civitatis, the first citizen in a free republic.
Authority over the provinces was divided between him
and the Senate. Those assigned to the latter were ad-
ministered, as of old, by proconsular or propraetorian
governors subject to the Senate, the rest by the legates of
Caesar, drawn from the senatorial class.

Such was the form of the new order; the substance was
somewhat different. Itisinexact tosay, as has often been
asserted, that the provinces which required a military
garrison were assigned to Augustus, those which did not
to the Senate, for we hear of senatorial governors in
command of armies, but broadly speaking the statement
expresses the facts; and moreover Augustus enjoyed
matus imperium, an overriding authority, over the whole
Empire, which enabled him to interfere on occasion even
in senatorial provinces. In effect he monopolized
military power. Itwas the sword which had won him his

position; it was, ultimately, the sword which maintained
5049 bl
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it. That, and the consent of the governed. Itis possible,
no doubt, to estabhsh a dictatorship against the will ofa
large majority of the citizens, but unless their opposition
can be converted into consent the government has no
chance of permanence. And whatever resentments the
Roman nobility, to whom the moribund republic had
offered opportunities of wealth and aggrandizement
now denied them, might cherish, there can be no doubt
that by the Empire as a whole, wearied and exhausted
by decades of civil war, the Augustan settlement was
hailed with relief, by many even with enthusiasm. If]
however, Caesar was to retain this goodwill he must
fulfil two conditions: internal peace and order must be
preserved, and the food-supply of Italy and the capital
must be guaranteed. The chief granaries of the Empire
were Africa and Egypt. Africa was a senatorial province,
long pacified and requiring no great military force, but
Egypt, recently conquered and with a reputation for
turbulence, needed a strong garrison. Augustus placed
there no less than three legions, with their quota of
auxiliary troops—an unmnecessarily large force, as his
successor Tiberius decided when he withdrew one of
the legions. As already said, Egypt is a highly defensible
country. An ambitious commander, maintaining him-
self there, could hold up the corn-supply of Rome and at
the same time cut one of the main commercial routes
between the Tmpire and the East. Augustus decided
that it would be unsafe to put such opportunities into
the hands of a senator, and he therefore governed the
country not through a senatorial legate but through a
prefect of equestrian rank. Only in Egypt, nowhere else
in the Empire, do we find a simple knight in command of
alegionary army. Furthermore, helaid it down as one of
those arcana impeni, those state secrets, which he con-
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fided to 'i"iberius, that no senator or eques tlustris should
be allowed to enter the country without the Emperor’s
express permission.

However, though Augustus was careful to bear himself
at Rome as merely the first citizen, in Egypt he was the
successor of the Ptolemies. To the Egyptians he was
Pharaoh, ‘Lord of the Two Lands’, represented on the
monuments with the usual divine attributes. The pre-
fect, his viceroy, was subject to the taboo which forbade
aking of Egypt to sail on the Nile during the inundation;
the domain land continued to be known as royal land,
each nome to have its royal secretary. Egypt was a
province, but a province of a character unique in the
Empire.

Though the country seems to have stood solidly behind
Cleopatra, the royal authority had certainly been weak
during much of the last century of Ptolemaic rule, and at
times the Thebaid had been virtually independent, The
first task for Rome was to establish order and a strong
government. Augustus, as already said, assigned to
Egypt a military force more than adequate, based on
Alexandria but with detachments at various points up
the Nile valley. Supreme authority was vested in the
prefect, who was at once commander-in-chief of the
army, head of the civil administration, chief financial
officer, and (apart from a limited jurisdiction granted,
in special cases, to certain of the central officials)! the
sole dispenser of justice in Egypt. The administration of
justice was indeed highly centralized: the old itinerant
courts were replaced by the convenius or assize held
periodically by the prefect, at Pelusium for the nomes of
the eastern Delta, at Alexandria for those of the western
Delta, and at Memphis for the rest of Egypt. The in-
convenience which this must have entailed for litigants
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was to some extent obviated partly by thé regular
practice of delegation to local or other officials, partly
through tours of inspection by the prefect, which made
it possible on occasion to hold the conventus for Upper and
Middle Egypt at places up the Nile valley. The business
of the conventus was not confined to the trial of lawsuits
and similar proceedings but included also a general
submission and examination of the reports and accounts
of the nome officials.

Among the greater central officials were the Juridicus,
always a Roman knight, whose functions are not wholly
clear but may possibly have included some of those
exercised by a modern Minister of Justice, the Archidi-
castés, another judicial officer who might perhaps be
compared, in virtue of his authority over the Public
Record Office, with our Master of the Rolls, and the
Idios Logos or procurator of the Special Account, re-
sponsible for all irregular or sporadic sources of revenue,
like fines, confiscations, and acquisitions of unclaimed
property.

Another important officer was the ‘High Priest of
Alexandria and all Egypt’, who, though not himself a
priest but a Roman civil official, was the supreme
authority over all the temples and controlled the details
of cult and temple organization. Through him Rome
kept a tight hold on the priesthood, always the mouth-
piece of Egyptian nationalism. The priests were re-
quired to submit to the stratégos of the nome each year
a return of personnel and property, along with the
temple accounts. The temples were periodically in-
spected, the number of priests for each temple was
fixed, and all in excess of that figure were subjected to the
poll-tax, from which, in Ptolemaic times, the priesthood
had been exempted. On the other hand, the Church, if
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we may Use the term in this connexion, was guaranteed
in the enjoyment of its restricted rights and privileges,
and it was not till long after the conquest that we hear of
any active opposition by priests to Roman rule.

In later Ptolemaic times the central government, in
order the better to control the Thebaid, had established
there an official known as an episiratégos with ample
powers, both civil and military. Augustus, taking the
hint, divided Egypt into three large districts with an
epistratépos at the head of each. The three districts were
the Thebaid, Middle Egypt (called officially ‘the Seven
Nortes and the Arsinoite nome’), and the Delta. The
episiratégor, who were always Roman citizens, had no
military power and seem to have been little concerned
in financial matters; their functions were purely ad-
ministrative and included the nomination of local
officials.

It is probable, though some scholars take a contrary
view, that Alexandria had lost the senate which it pre-
sumably possessed at its foundation before the end of the
Ptolemaic period. Augustus certainly refused a request
for the grant or restoration of a senate. If he refused itto
Alexandria he was not likely to establish anything of the
kind in the nome-capitals, which, though often towns of
considerable size, remained, from a strictly constitu-
tional point of view, no more than overgrown villages.
His policy did, however, entail a certain advance in their
status. It was based on that system of stratification into
somewhat rigid classes of which the Romans were so
fond. It was at one time universally believed that the
racial policy ascribed to the Ptolemies, relaxed in the
later days of the dynasty, was reasserted in an even
stricter form by the Romans. We have seen that this
conception requires modification as regards Ptolemaic
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Egypt; it seems equally necessary to revise it for the
Roman period. The old view was that a sharp distinc-
tion was made by the Roman government between
Greeks, including the racially mixed but Hellenized
inhabitants of the nome-capitals and Egyptians, who
were regarded as, in the Roman phraseology, deditici,
people of inferior status without any definite citizenship,
and subject, as a mark of their inferiority, to a poll-tax.
This theory has been called in question by Dr. Bicker-
mann, whose arguments, though not universally
accepted, seem to me convincing.z2 According to him,
allinhabitants of Egypt were to the Romans ‘Egyptians’,
with the exception of Roman citizens, the citizens of the
three Greek self-governing cities, and very likely, though
not certainly, the kaforkoi or descendants of the military
settlers in the Fayytim. His view is supported by the
evidence relating to the poll-tax. A tax of this kind had
certainly existed under the Ptolemies, though its exact
nature and incidence are somewhat obscure; the Roman
tax, about which we are much better informed, seems to
have been an adaptation of the older one. It was a
money tax levied at a flat rate, without regard to income,
on all those subject to it.3 The Aatoikoi of the Fayytm
were probably exempt, as were certainly Romans, the
citizens of the Greek cities, though not the Alexandrian
Jews, and a fixed number of priests in each temple;
everybody else was called on to pay the tax, A distinction
was, however, made: the country population were
assessed to the filll amount, the metropolites of the
nome-capitals paid at a reduced rate, which was perhaps
everywhere, and was certainly in the Fayyim, half the
standard rate. These metropolites, however, did not
include all the inhabitants of 2 nome-capital ; they were
a privileged class, presumably defined by Augustus in
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accordiince with the degree of wealth and social stand-
ing, and in later times claiming the privilege in virtue
of descent from the original holders. The intention is
clear: it was to emphasize the superiority of Hellenic
culture, to make a distinction between an urban and
Hellenized' élite and the mass of the peasantry. Even
within the body of metropolites, though all paid the same
reduced poll-tax, there was a distinction, an ¢/it¢ within
an dlite, a group known as kot apo gumnasiou, ‘the gymna-
sium class’. Thesc were the wealthier residents, educated
in the gymnasium, passing through the ephebate, and
alone qualified for the urban magistracies.

These magistracies were another Roman innovation.
The gymnasium was as characteristic a feature of Greek
life as the club and the cricket-field of English, and
wherever Greeks settled in organized communities a
gymnasium would be established. It was the centre of
higher education, alike physical and intellectual, and
was closely associated with the ephebate, which was for
a Greek youth the essential qualification for enrolment
in the citizen body or in the politeuma, that social-
political organization which for so many of the Greek
settlers in Egypt replaced the city-state. Under the
Ptolemies there were gymnasia, even in villages,
wherever there was a sufficient body of Greek settlers,
but these were private institutions. Augustus, who
seems to have abolished the village gymnasia, gave to
those in the nome-capitals an official status, as he did also
to the gymnasiarch, the head of the gymnasium. At his
side he established other urban magistrates, with titles
and functions borrowed from the Greek city-states, the
exégélés with various administrative functions, particu-
larly concerned with questions of status, the cosmétés, who
was responsible for all matters aflecting the ephebate,
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the high priest, controlling religious affairs, the Appom-
nématographos or Recorder, the agoranomos or Superin-
tendent of the Market, with special charge of the nota-
riate, and the eutheniarch, whose sphere was the food-
supply. At first these were individual mag1strates, each
responsible only for his own department, but in the
course of time, certainly before the end of the second
century A.D., they came to form a koinon or corporation,
and thus provided the nucleus for the senates established
by Septimius Severus. Therc was also in the nome-
capitals some kind of general assembly of the citizens.+
Thus although these towns were neither cities in the
Greek nor municipia in the Roman sense, they acquired
under the Romans the semblance of municipal govern~
ment.

There had been some kind of enrolment under the
Ptolemies. The Romans introduced a regular census,
taken every fourteen years and known as ‘the house to
house registration’. It was a census of house property as
well as of persons; in some nomes the owner, in others the
occupier, of every house was required to make under oath
a return of his house and all its occupants, of every age
and condition, to a commission appointed for the pur-
pose. On the basis of these returns census rolls were
compiled which contained a complete register of all the
inhabitants. Returns of deaths and births helped to
keep them in some degree up to date between the census
years.5 Enrolment in a privileged class was secured by
an examination, ¢pucrisis, of the applicant’s credentials,
onareturnmade, usually by his parents, when hereached
the age of fourteen (the time when liability to poll-tax
began), submitting proof of his descent from privileged
ancestors.

In addition to the central record offices at Alexandria
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the Romans also established official repositories in every
nome-capital. These institutions were later, at varying
dates in different nomes, divided into two, the biblio-
théké démosidn logén or Public Record Office, which took
charge of all official papers, such as correspondence,
tax-rolls, land registers, census lists, and the like, and the
bibliothéké enktésedn or Register of Real Property, including
slaves. The returns and other documents sent in to these
institutions were pasted together to form composite rolls,
and other rolls were prepared containing abstracts and
registers of the single documents. These rolls were often
arranged in alphabetical order by the initials of the
persons concerned, and reference to them was further
facilitated by numbering the columns,$

For the rest, the general picture remained as under the
Ptolemies. The old division of Egypt into nomes was
maintained, each administered by a strafégos, now shorn
of all his military functions, and a royal secretary. The
best land continued for the most part to form the royal
domain and to bear the name royal land. The sacred
land still figured in the land registers, though a good deal
of it was confiscated at the conquest, and the temples
were placed under stricter control than they had known
in the later Ptolemaic age. To the gift-lands of Ptolemaic
times corresponded certain great estates or ousiai
acquired during the early Principate by members of the
Imperial family and of the Roman and Alexandrian
nobility. One by one, through confiscation or in other
ways, these were absorbed into the Imperial pairi-
monium or private estate and thenceforward formed a
special class of land called usiac land, controlled by an
Imperial procurator. The cleruchic land still formed a
separate category, though the military tenure ceased,
and now at last became the full property of its owners.
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Private property in land was indeed actively fdrwarded
by the Romans, who liked to base their financial and
administrative system on a population possessed of
tangible assets which could guarantee the discharge of
their liabilitics or be drawn upon to compensate any
default, A good deal of land had been confiscated after
the conquest, and some of this was sold by auction, while
derelict or inferior land was offered on terms favourable
enough to tempt bidders to undertake its cultivation.

This, then, was the general pattern of Roman Egypt: a
strong, centralized, and well-articulated administration,
supported by a military force large enough to guarantee
internal order and give security against marauding raids
by desert nomads; an elaborate bureaucracy with an
extended system of registers and controls; a social
hierarchy based on caste and privilege; and a favoured
treatment for the Hellenized population of the towns
over the rural and native Egyptian populace.

When a strong, efficient, and reasonably honest ad-
ministration replaces a weak and corrupt one there is
bound to be an immediate increase in prosperity. What-
ever may have been the state of Egypt under Cleopatra,
the government during much of the later Ptolemaic
period had certainly been nerveless and inefficient.
Constant civil wars had devastated large areas, trade and
industry had been interrupted, and the irrigation system
had suffered from neglect. Roman rule, after the sup-
pression of a fierce revolt which broke out in the Thebaid
on the appearance there of the Roman tax-collectors,
brought internal peace and security against invasion.
Foreign trade was greatly stimulated by the incorpora-
tion of Egypt into the Roman Empire and particularly by
the abolition of piracy in the Mediterranean, which was
one of the chief benefits conferred by the Imperial
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régime, while the discovery of the monsoon, which
appears to have occurred about the beginning of the
Roman period,? led to a marked increase in the Indian
and Eastern trade. Augustus set his army to the task of
repairing and deepening the irrigation canals, with the
result that, as Strabo informs us,8 whereas before the
conquest an abundant harvest required a rise of fourteen
cubits in the level of the Nile and one of eight meant
famine, under the Romans a rise of twelve brought a
bumper harvest, and there was no scarcity even when it
was only eight.

If, however, an efficient government is based on a
vicious principle, its very efficiency may in the long run
make it more harmful than a less competent one. So it
proved now. No student of history can withhold a
tribute of admiration from the Italian city-state which
established an empire wider, more enduring, and better
administered than any the Mediterranean world had
previously known, and which for several centuries
secured throughout its dominions an ease of communi-
cation and a unity of culturc not to be seen again till
modern times. We ourselves must be for ever grateful to
the power which civilized western Europe and founded
there a tradition of public order and municipal govern-
ment destined to outlast the Empire itself and to be the
seed of our civil liberties. In the East, however, where
Rome came into contact with an older and finer civiliza-
tion, she was less successful. The story of Roman Egypt
at all events is a sad record of short-sighted exploitation
leading inevitably to economic and social decline. I
have already pointed out the fallacy of treating a nation
as a mere estate, to be exploited for the benefit of the
rulers. However incompetently some of the later
Ptolemies might manage their estate, at least much of the
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wealth which they derived from it remained in the
country itself, but Rome was an absentee landlord, and
a large part of the corn delivered as rent by the royal
tenants or as tax by landowners, as well as the numerous
money-taxes, was sent to Rome, for the benefit of the
Roman people, and represented a dead loss to Egypt.
It was not that the Roman rulers had any evil intention,
Warnings were frequently given against extortion—
Tiberius, when a prefect sent him more than the statu-
tory quota of taxes for the year, isreported to have repri-
manded him, reminding him that he was sent to shear,
not to flay, the sheep—and we have occasional evidence
in the papyri of a fairly humanitarian attitude in indi-
vidual cases;? but good intentions were useless so long as
the root conception was maintained that Egypt was a
cow to be milked for the benefit of Rome. The cow was
no doubt rich in milk, but Rome systematically over-
milked her. We need only read the so-called Gnomon
or rules of the Idios Logos preserved in a papyrus at
Berlin, or study the regulations for the leasing of
domain lands or the collection of taxes, to recognize in
them all the spirit of a rack-renting landlord or a sweat-
ing employer. Every crisis, every new difficulty, was
met not by that radical reconstruction of the system
which alone could have offered a remedy but by tem-
porary measures of relief and a further extension of
compulsion. It was always the fiscal interest that came
first: nothing must be done, no concession must be made,
which might endanger that. And the victims of the
system knew this only too well, realized to what motive
they could most safely appeal. In the last resort the
working of the machine depended on them: if the
liturgist defaulted, if the overburdened peasant left his
holding;, the fiscal interest would suffer; and so it was the
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threat of a refusal to co-operate which was their trump
card, with this threat that petitions to the authorities
regularly conclude. This note is heard as early as the
reign of Nero: “There is therefore a risk that owing
to financial disability we may have to abandon the
collectorship’ declare the poll-tax collectors of some
Fayy(im villages;'® and in a.p. 180 a2 woman wrongly
conscribed for a liturgy, using the now well-established
technique, declares that she is “in danger for this reason
of having to leave my place of residence’.!r

Even before the middle of the first century A.p. there
were ominous signs. The Jewish philosopher Philo,
writing in the reigns of Caligula and Claudius, gives a
striking picture of contemporary conditions. He speaks
of tax-collectors who would even seize the mummy of a
defaulting taxpayer in order to coerce his relatives into
payment of the arrears, of wives, children, and other
relatives imprisoned and tortured in order to discover
from them the whereabouts of a fugitive, of whole vil-
lages and even cities deserted by their inhabitants.’? So
long as we had no confirmatory evidence it was per-
missible to regard this as rhetorical exaggeration, but
records found in Egypt have brought us proof that there
is substantial truth in Philo’s statements. So early as
A.D. 20 we hear of the flight (anachdrésis) of taxpayers,’s
and in a papyrus written at some date between 55 and 6o
the collectors of poll-tax from six villages in the Arsinoite
nome report that ‘the population in the foregoing
villages, once numerous, has now shrunk to a few persons,
because some have fled, having no means, and some have
died without leaving relatives’.14 This evidence does not
stand alone. We have also the testimony of an edict
issued by Tiberius Julius Alexander, the nephew of
Philo, who, forsaking Judaism, became an officer in the
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Roman army and from 66 to 70 was Prefect of Egypt.
Itis true that this edict may, as has been suggested, have
had a propagandist purpose, in the interests of the party
opposed to Nero, and if so the prefect, who was a sup-
porter of Vespasian,’s would not minimize the existing
evils; but the abuses referred to, the representations he
speaks of as made to him, and the rcmedies promised
are so specific as to leave no doubt that the document
provides authentic evidence of grave and far-reaching
irregularities. We hear of people compelled against
their will to undertake the farming of taxes and leases of
land (the latter statement is fully confirmed by papyrus
evidence), of the activity of informers who denounced
defaulters to the Idios Logos, of peasants, throughout the
whole country, burdened with new and irregular assess-
mments.’

The measures of Tiberius Julius Alexander seem to
have borne fruit, for it is probably not owing merely to
accident that surviving records from the second half of
the first century contain fewer indications of serious
trouble. But already there had been introduced an
administrative innovation which was to prove disastrous.
The Ptolemaic bureaucracy had been mainly a profes-
sional one, recruited voluntarily. The collection of
taxes had been farmed out to tax-farmers, who made
their bids freely. The royal tenants, though restricted in
their liberty of movement, tendered voluntary applica-
tions for leases. In time of crisis the government was
indeed prepared to enrol qualified persons as officials
even against their will, to compel tax-farmers to under-
take contracts and peasants to accept leases; but these
were exceptional cases. At first the Romans continued
the Ptolemaic practice, but gradually, in the course of
the first century a.p., a new principle was introduced,
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that of the so-called liturgy, a term taken over from the
Greck city-states, where the wealthier citizens were com-
pelled to undertake such public services as the provision
of choruses in the dramatic festivals and the equipment
of warships. In Egypt thissystem, which, beginning with
the smaller local offices, was gradually applied higher
and higher up the administrative hierarchy, took the
form of compelling qualified persons to assume certain
public functions, like those of village elders, village
secretaries, guards, financial officials, and (as direct
collection replaced farming for the majority of taxes)
tax-collectors. Probably the liturgists received some
salary,'7 though our information on the point is very un-
satisfactory, but this is not likely to have been adequate
to the costs involved, and moreover they were respon-
sible with person and property for all losses and de-
ficiencies. The liturgical system, spreading like a cancer
through the whole administrative structure short of the
very highest posts, extending eventually even to the
municipal magistracies, which in theory were voluntary
and coveted distinctions (honores, as opposed to the
liturgies, munera), and administered with an uncom-
promising rigidity, ended by ruining first the better-to-
do peasantry and then the wealthier middle class.’® Nor
was compulsion confined to this sphere. So illiberal
were the terms offered to the tenants of domain lands,
so grudging the concessions made in times of economic
stringency, that it was not infrequently impossible to
find voluntary bidders. Insuch cases recourse was had to
compulsion. One method was to assign unlet land in one
village area to another village, where responsibility for
its cultivation was distributed by lot among the villagers;
another was that of the so-called epibolé, by which parcels
of domain land were attached to land in private owner-
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ship, the owners being compelled to cultivate them along
with their own holdings. By this means the domain land
eventually, in the Byzantine period, almost disappeared,
becoming merged in the private land with which it had
been associated.’ Under the first method, epimerismos,
a whole community was held responsible for the cultiva~
tion and consequently (which was the main considera-
tion) for the payment of the taxes; under the second the
liability was individual. But as Philo indicates, and
increasingly as time went on, a communal responsibility
came to be assumed: if a taxpayer fled his taxes were
charged to other members of the community, if a tenant
or landowner defaulted or disappeared the duty of
cultivating his land was assigned to others. Moreover,
those whose duty it was to nominate office-holders,
whether for munera or for honores, were regarded as
guarantors and were themselves held to account on any
default by their nominees. More and more as the years
passed the individual must have felt himself enclosed in
a net whose meshes were too fine to allow of any escape.

The full effects of the system were not apparent at first.
On the whole the evidence points to a reasonable
measure of prosperity in most of Egypt during the first
century; such signs of acute crisis as I have mentioned
were probably temporary or local. Even as regards the
second century, during which the picture gradually
darkens, there has been a tendency on the part of some
writers to exaggerate its gloom. During the earlier part
of the century a succession of able and enlightened
emperors, among whom Hadrian was specially note-
worthy for his sympathy with the provincials, secured a
reasonably high standard of efficiency and equity in the
administration. Archaeological evidence, as at Karanis
in the FayyQim, systematically excavated by the Univer-
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sity of Michigan, does not reveal any marked deteriora-
tion in the standard of building or the amenities of social
Lfe before about the end of the century. The semi-
municipal activity of the nome-capitals showed con-
siderable vigour, and the tradition of Hellenic culture
was well maintained. Discoveries at Oxyrhynchus, a
mere nome-capital, not a Greek foundation, have shown
that an astonishing range and variety of Greek classical
literature was there available for study. Homer, as the
main schoolbook in Greek education, was of course
ubiquitous, nor need we wonder at the presence of
Hesiod, but it is more surprising to find, in addition to
the works which survived the Middle Ages and such
authors as Sappho, Menander, and Callimachus, then
mostly lost but familiar to readers throughout the earlier
centuries of the Christian era, many works which some
modern writers had too hastily assumed to have passed
out of general currency by this time, among them frag-
ments of many early lyric or iambic writers, of the Paeans
and other poems of Pindar and his contemporaries, of
lost plays of Aeschylus (nearly forty of whose dramas can
be traced), besides others of Sophocles, Euripides, and
Aristophanes, and specimens of meliambic and chol-
iambic poetry. Itisclearthatthe dwellerat Oxyrhynchus,
and so presumably other places in Egypt, had access to
a vast body of literature, of which only a small partion
now survives. There must have been a fairly large
reading public and an active book-trade. An interesting
papyrus letter not long since published?® gives us a vivid
glimpse into a bookish circle at Oxyrhynchus. ‘Make
and send me copies of books 6 and 7 of Hypsicratés’
Characters in Comedy. For Harpocratibn says that they
are among Polién’s books, But it is likely that others,

too, have got them. He also has prose epitomes
5049 el
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of Thersagoras’ work on the myths of tragedy.’ So
the writer of the letter; another hand adds: ‘Accord-
ing to Harpocratién Demetrius the bookseller has got
them.’

Though illiteracy was common, especially among
women, education was by no means confined- to a
wealthy élite but was widely valued and pursued in that
middle class which Roman policy had done so much to
create. Beginning with instruction in reading and
writing, first the alphabet, then single syllables of two,
three, or more letters, then whole words, sometimes
written syllable by syllable,?* the curriculum proceeded
by stages to the study of grammar, rhetoric, literature,
mathematics (including mensuration), and philosophy.
The pupils were required to write compositions and at a
laterstage to compose speeches on set themes. They were
taught something of Greek legend and mythology, and
the frequent choice of gnomic sentences for reading
exercises shows a bias in the direction of moral instruc-
tion, though some of these gnémai are of a rather cynical
kind, like the epigrams attributed to Simonides. Homer
provided the foundation of the whole educational
system: ‘I took care to send and inquire about your
health and to learn what you were reading. He [the
teacher] said it was the 6th book’, writes a mother to her
son; it was unnecessary to specify that the book was a
book of the fliad.»> The dramatists, both tragic and
comic, the chief lyric poets, and, of course, the orators
were also studied. In at least the elementary stages,
much use was made, for educational purposes, of pot-
sherds or ostraca and of waxed tablets, which could be
employed again and again. Naturally text-hooks were
needed: ‘I beg of you to [ask?] my guardian to assign me
the necessaries for school, such as a reading book for
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Héraxdous’, writes a schoolboy of the carly second
century.2? Since Héraidous was a girl, the daughter of a
stratégos, this letter points to a practice of co-education.
It has been suggested2+ that many of the papyri in which
a literary text was written on the verso of a roll previously
used for an official document may have been school
copies. Besides the local schools and the education
imparted in the gymnasia there appear to have been
teachers of standing who took pupils from a distance,
anticipating 1 some degree the modern boarding-
school. When schooldays were passed those desirous of
higher education could get it in the University of
Alexandria. A recently published letter?s from a
student, probably in that city, illustrates vividly the
mentality of an ancient undergraduate., Unfortunately,
though understandably enough, he tells us nothing of his
course of study; and we need not take too seriously his
verdict on the teaching: ‘As for myself, if only I had
found some decent teachers, I would pray never to set
eyes on Didymus, even from a distance—what makes me
despair is that this fellow who used to be a mere pro-
vincial teacher sees fit to compare with the rest. How-
ever, knowing as I do that apart from paying useless and
excessive fees there is no good. to be had from a teacher,
I’m depending on myself.’ Instruction in special sub-
jects, like shorthand, which was in request for the law-
courts and administrative offices, seems to have been
given by way of apprenticeship.?6

This typically Greek education naturally included,
as a very important element, physical training, the sports
of the palaestra and the semi-military exercises of the
ephebes. Ephebic displays and other public celebra-
tions, on the occasion of a religious festival, the accession
of an emperor, or an Imperial birthday, provided enjoy-
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able spectacles for the inhabitants of the nome-capitals,
There were periodic games, at which athletes of various
classes competed in boxing,2? wrestling, running, and
the like. There were certainly dramatic performances.
It is reasonable to suppose that inhabitants of a metro-
polis had occasional opportunities of seeing the classical
works of Greek tragedy and the New Comedy; they
certainly could enjoy popular farces and mimes pre-
sented at the local theatre or music-hall.2® And itinerant
parties of musicians, dancers, tumblers, and the like
catered for the entertainment of villagers in the remoter
parts of the nomes, Life in second-century Egypt was
certainly not without its amenities. Nor, despite the
net of regulations and restrictions which enmeshed them,
did the workers wholly lack means of making their
grievances known: ‘All our people’, writes a woman of
the wealthy class from Hermopolis to her daughter in the
reign of Trajan, ‘have been in procession all round the
town, demanding higher wages.’3?

Notwithstanding the common custom of exposing
unwanted infants, a practice which, since it was eco-
nomic in origin, was probably confined in the main to the
poorer classes, the papy:i give us plenty of glimpses into
happy family life, birthday celebrations, dinner parties,
and other social functions, the purchase of toys and
sweetmeats for the children, and private letters warm
with family affection,

Nevertheless, as I have said, economic prosperity was
being gradually undermined. By the beginning of the
second century the liturgical principle was fully estab-
lished for all state offices or munera, as they were called in
Latin, except the highest, and was already beginning to
invade the sphere of the urban magistracies, the honores.
In ap. 115 the gymnasiarchy at Hermopolis was still
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normaily voluntary,3 but when in 130 Hadrian founded
the new Greek city of Antinoopolis in memory of his
favourite Antinous, drawing the citizens from various
nomes, he gave them, among other special privileges,
that of exemption from liability to both munera and
honores outside their own city.32 In the following reign,
that of Antoninus Pius, a decree of the Oxyrhynchites in
honour of a townsman stresses the fact that he had
voluntarily undertaken the gymnasiarchy.’3 Before the
end of the century compulsion had become the normal
and indeed invariable practice,34 and so far was the
voluntary principle disappearing from consciousness
that in the third century we find the word Ziturgy used of
both munera and honores. From the year 202 we have a
papyrus in which a wealthy Alexandrine asks Imperial
permission to found a charitable trust for the support of
liturgists in certain villages of the Oxyrhynchite nome
which, owing to ‘the burdensome demands of the annual
liturgies’, were ‘in danger of being ruined so far as the
Treasury is concerned and of leaving your land un-
cultivated’.3s It was becoming ever more difficult to
find suitable candidates for the urban magistracies.
Several papyri record infringements of the immunity
conferred by Hadrian on the Antinocopolites, and the
overburdened metropolites were even attempting to
force the inhabitants of villages into urban magistracies,
a practice which had to be forbidden by Septimius
Severns. As there were now few persons able to support
these burdensome charges for a whole year the single
magistrates were replaced by boards, each member of
which exercised the [unctions of the office in rotation.
In the later third century we find gymnasiarchs, for
example, acting for a few days only.

By this date we have to reckon with a new factor,
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Christianity. On the early diffusion of Christianity in
Egypt we are singularly ill informed.36 The tradition
that the Alexandrian Church was founded by St. Mark
may probably be dismissed as a legend, but it can be
assumed that the new faith would not belong in reaching
the chief port in the eastern Mediterranean, and once
there it was bound to spread to other parts of Egypt.
Yet it has left no trace in any of the first-century papyri
so {ar discovered, and even in documents of the second
century there is remarkably little clear evidence of its
influence. That it was already well established in
Middle and Upper Egypt may, however, be inferred
from the evidence of literary papyri. We have now frag-
ments of no less than seven Biblical papyri which can
with confidence be assigned to the second century, one
of them, a small scrap of St. John’s Gospel, dated by all
competent authorities quite early in the period.3” For
every such papyrus which accident has preserved there
must have been hundreds which have perished, for
every Christian who owned such a papyrus scores who
did not.

The rarity of references in our papyrus documents to
the Christian faith may be attributed in part to the
necessity for concealing any connexion with a persecuted
sect, but this need not be taken as the sole cause: legal
contracts and returns to officials did not call for any
mention of Christianity, and private letters, largely
couched in stereotyped and conventional phrases and
usually concerned with severely practical matters,
might be equally neutral. It is as mistaken to suppose
that persecution was unbroken as it is to think that the
persecutions of Christians carried out by the Roman
government were directed against their religious beliefs
as such, Rome was very tolerant in matters of religion;



The Roman Period 87

when she tried to suppress any cult it was primarily on
moral or political grounds. To the authorities Christians
were bad citizens and a dangerous element in the com-
munity. They stood aloof from the rites of the official
religion, they did not venerate the Imperial effigies or
take part in the cult of Rome or the Genius of the
Emperor, their solidarity and the privacy of their wor-
ship suggested a sccret society, they were accused of
monstrous practices. Incest, obscene rites, ritual
murder—such were the charges brought by pagans
against the Christians, as in later centuries they were to
be brought by Christians against the Jews. But there
were always pagans who would shelter Christian friends,
and provincial governors were often extremely reluctant
to enforce the penal laws. Only in times of public
calamity or popular excitement was persecution general;
as Tertullian says in a famous passage,’® ‘If the Tiber
reaches the walls, if the Nile fails to reach the fields, if the
heaven withholds its rain, if the earth quakes, if there is
famine, if there is pestilence, at once the cry is raised
“The Christians to the lion!*’ On such occasions there
were some whose courage was unequal to the test, but
there were also many who stood firm. Itisimpossible to
read the earlier and more obviously authentic narratives
of martyrdoms, like the Passion of St. Perpetua or the
Acts of the Scillitan Martyrs, without being profoundly
moved by the unostentatious but unflinching heroism
displayed by both men and women, in particular per-
haps, when we remember their context, by the simple
words Christianus (or Christiana) sum, ‘I am a Christian’.3?
They are words not always easily spoken even to-day, in
a nominally Christian country, but in the second and
third centuries they earned, not just a sneer or a mocking
laugh from unsympathetic companions, but the prospect
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of such a death as might shake the constancy of the
bravest: the packed amphitheatre with its crowds avid
for blood, the little group of Christians in the arena, the
mauling by lion or leopard on the blood-stained sand,
and in the end the merciful sword which brought relief
to the mangled body. From the middle of the third
century we have a group of papyri which illusirate
vividly the persecution of Decius. They are examples of
those libelli or certificates of sacrifice to the pagan deities
which the Emperor had ordered all subjects of the
Empire to submit. Those who presented none were
adjudged Christians; but some weaker members of the
flock compromised with their conscience by sending in
false certificates, 40

Egyptian Christianity seems to have had a tendency
to heretical opinions, particularly in the direction of
gnosticism, a fact which probably accounts for the popu-
larity in Egypt of St. John’s Gospel, with its doctrine of
the Logos and its strain of mysticism. It has indeed
been suggested that this Gospel was written at Alex-
andria,# which would certainly help to explain the
apparent ignorance of it shown by Polycarp.#2 Alex-
andria, which had suffered greatly from the civil wars
and disturbances which had troubled Egypt during the
later Ptolemaic period, and of which it had more than
once been the centre, enjoyed a period of increased
prosperity under Roman rule. It was the second city of
the Empire and the greatest port in the Mediterranean,
with an active trade, westwards and northwards to Italy
and the western provinces, to Greece and Asia Minor,
eastwards as far as to India. The city no longer, as in
the third century B.c., harboured poets of high poetic
rank, though it still had a school of poetry and imagina-
tive literature, but distinguished scholars and scientists,
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such as Ptolemy and Héron, gave it lustre, and the Jew-
ish community produced notable writers, like Philo.
The university attracted students not only from Egypt
but from across the sea.

Yet this prosperity did not reconcile the citizens to
Roman rule. They had given their Macedonian kings
plenty of trouble, but they resented the loss of Alex-
andria’s position as a royal residence and the capital of
an independent kingdom, and all through the Roman
period, though individual emperors, like Gaius (Cali-
gula) and Nero, had a great partiality for the city, the
citizens carried on an embittered feud with the Roman
government, Since the Jews had been confirmed by
Augustus in all their privileges, whereas he had refused
the Alexandrines the senate they asked for, this feud
often took the form of anti-Semitism: it was safer to
attack the Jews than the Romans directly. Pogroms
and faction fights were of frequent occurrence and often
led to military action by the Roman garrison, to em-
bassies sent by one or both sides to the Emperor (ike
that so vividly described by Philo in his Legatio ad
Gaium), and to trials of prominent Alexandrines in the
Imperial courts. A whole patriotic literature, called by
modern scholars, owing to its resemblance to the
Christian Acts of the Martyrs, Acta Alexandrinorum or
‘Pagan Acts of the Martyrs’, in which the courage and
independence of the Alexandrian leaders were magni-
fied, sprang up and enjoyed great popularity. These
leaders are represented as treating Caesar with extra-
ordinary boldness: ‘You are the cast-off son of Salome,
the Jewess’, declares a gymnagiarch to Claudius,* and
he refers contemptuously to the Emperor’s friend Herod
Agrippa as ‘a twopenny-halfpenny Jew’.4¢+ The Alex~
andrines carried with them on one occasion a bust of
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their patron god Sarapis, which broke, we are toid, mnto a
miraculous sweat, to the consternation of the Romans.*$
The memory of their ‘martyrs’ was long cherished
among the Alexandrines, as OChristians venerated
theirs. 46

Just as in Ptolemaic times Alexandria had seen the
translation of the Jewish scriptures into Greek for the
use of a largely Hellenized Jewish community, just as
in the first century A.p. Philo had formulated a Judaic
philosophy in the Greek language and on the model of
Greek philosophic speculation, so in the second and
third centuries the city was a centre for a certain recon-
ciliation between the best thought of paganism and the
nascent intellectual world of Christianity. It is a re-
markable fact that Anatolius, ordained Bishop of
Laodicea in A.D. 26g, should have been elected by the
Alexandrines, whose fellow-citizen he was, to be the
professor of Aristotelian philosophy at Alexandria.+?
And side by side with the Museum and its pagan learn-
ing flourished the great Christian Catechetical School
founded by Pantaenus, the chief ornaments of which
were St. Clement and Origen. A convert from pagan-
ism, the former was a man of wide erudition (which he
was perhaps rather too fond of displaying) and took an
important part in the process of wedding the religious
experience of Christianity to Greek culture, Though an
ardent and orthodox Christian and the upholder of a
strict and even austere morality, he was essentially a
humanist. He allows and indeed defends the use of
wine; he does not wholly forbid some concession to the
claims of beauty and comfort in social life; he retained
even after his conversion his love of classical literature
and his veneration for Plato; he had a real vein of
humour and a gift of pungent satirical phrase; and his
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contemptuous reference to some of the pagan priests
‘who never come near a bath and let their nails grow to
an extraordinary length, like wild beasts’48 shows a love
of personal cleanliness which would sound strangely to
those unwashed anchorites of a later day who, as a
cynic has remarked, did in literal truth exemplify the
‘odour of sanctity’.4® Origen, though he lacked
Clement’s extensive acquaintance with Greek literature,
was endowed with a profounder intellect, a better grasp
of philosophical principles, a finer sense of scholarship,
and a more original mind; indeed he ranks among the
greatest figures of the Christian Church. Finally, just
as Alexandria had produced a lasting effect on the texts
of classical authors, so at this later date it made very
important contributions to the task of establishing a
trustworthy text of the New Testament. The exact
nature and extent of these contributions are still subjects
of controversy, but they were certainly considerable;
and if it was at Caesarea, not Alexandria, that Origen
completed that imposing monument of scholarship, the
Hexapla, it was at Alexandria, of which he was a native,
that he began it, there that he had acquired the know-
ledge to carry it out.

A striking change in the status of the nome-capitals
was made in the year 202, when Septimius Severus
established senates or municipal councils. At the same
time Alexandria saw the fulfilment of a long-cherished
wish by the receipt of a similar body, though the gift
must have lost some of its attractiveness through the
knowledge that it was shared by the nome-capitals. In
the latter the new measure did not even yet denote full
municipal status. The stratégos was still the chief ad-
ministrator of the nome, and he had authority over the
senate and the metropolis, where he continued to reside.
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It was no more than a modified form of municipal self-
government which had been received; and though it
was doubtless represented, and was apparently accepted,
as a privilege, it was in fact an added burden on the
class, the wealthier townsmen, from whom the senate
was recruited. That body was now responsible for the
financial administration of the nome-capital; it had o
appoint and thercfore to warrant not only the urban
but also many of the state officials, among them the
newly introduced dekaprétor,s° whose duty it was to
superintend the collection and storage of the tax corn;
it was charged with supervision of the temple finances.
The responsibility was collective: each member of a
college of magistrates, cach senator was held liable not
only for his own shortcomings but for those of his col-
leagues and of the body to which he belonged. Since
it is likely that persons not previously on the rota of
those liable to be charged with the magistracies were
enrolled in the senate,s! the financial burden was more
widely spread, though not the less crushing for those
who shared it. To refuse a magistracy or membership
of the senate was possible only through the so-called
cessio  bonorum, the surrender of two-thirds of the
nominee’s property.52 It is no exaggeration to say that
the introduction of the senates was the decisive step in
the ruin of the Hellenized hourgeoisie.

A further change occurred ten years later, when in
212 Caracalla, by the famous measure known as the
Constitutio Antoniniana, conferred the Roman citizenship
on all the inhabitants of the Empire. For the new
citizens in Egypt the enhancement of status can have
brought little, if any, advantage. They now became
liable to the vicesima hereditatum or tax of one-twentieth
on inheritances levied on Roman citizens, but without
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obtaining exemption {rom the Egyptian poll-tax. They
were subject to the Roman civil law, but in fact the
actual legal practice, as revealed in papyrus documents,
was not so much changed as might have been expected.
The Gracco-Egyptian law had already been influenced
by Roman law; it now coloured the latter, and the
papyri written after Caracalla show in fact a legal
system by no means fully in harmony with the precepts
of Roman jurists.

As the third century advanced signs of impending
collapse multiplied,s3 despite a tendency to bombastic
titles (like ‘the illustrious and most illustrious city of the
Oxyrhynchites’) and extravagant schemes of town-
planning on the part of the nome-capitals. It was more
and more difficult to fill the urban magistracies. The
number of nominations to each office was increased, the
period of service shortened; Oxyrhynchus, as we learn
from an official letter wriltten about 28g,5¢ had for a
considerable time previously had no eutheniarch at all.
We hear frequently of flight or threats of flight by litur-
gists; compulsory leases of the domain lands were now
regular; there is evidence of rural depopulation. A
much mutilated papyrus in the British Museum pro-
vides striking testimony to the state of things in the
middle of the century. Itis a report of a trial before the
prefect Appius Sabinus, probably in the first half of the
year 250.55 Despite the prohibition by Septimius
Severus, the authorities at Arsinod, the capital of the
Fayylim, were again attempting to force villagers into
the municipal magistracies, The villagers resisted the
claim, and the case came before the prefect. Their
counsel produced the law of Severus, and the prefect
asked the opposing counsel if they could cite an ordi-
nance in the opposite sense. The reply by one of them
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was: ‘The laws are indeed to be held in reverence, but
you in trying the case must follow [the decisions?] of
prefects who have had regard to the needs of the cities;
it is the need of the city which limits the application of
the law.” At a later stage of the trial the prefect again
confronted the counsel of the metropolis with the law of
Severus, and the answer was: “To the law of Severus I
will say this: Severus ordained the law in Egypt while
the cities were still prosperous.” ‘The argument from
prosperity, or rather the decline in prosperity’ (replied
the prefect) ‘applies equally to both the villages and
the cities.” In other words, the economic crisis was
universal, It was indeed an unhappy time for the whole
Empire. There was constant civil war as one pretender
after another arose to claim the Imperial purple. Few
successful claimants maintained themselves on the
throne for as much as ten years, and the invariable end
of a reign was a death by violence. Foreign was added
to intestine war. The Teutonic barbarians broke
through the northern ramparts of the Empire, and the
Goths penetrated deep into Greece and sacked Athens,
In the East the revived Persian Empire of the Sassanids
was a constant menace, and the Emperor Valerian was
himself taken prisoner by a Persian army. Pestilence
carried off tens of thousands of victims; land was every-
where going out of cultivation; constant depreciations
of the currency led to inflation and a dizzy rise in prices.
It was the supreme crisis of the Empire, and it seemed
that the Roman power was in its death agony.

I have said that the Constitutio Anioniniana did not
abolish poll-tax. This is clear; but it is equally clear
that pollstax played little part in the economy of third-
century Egypt. After the middle of the century there
are no direct references to it whatever, and even before
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that such references are very rare in documents later
than Caracalla. Poll-tax, like others of the innumerable
taxes so prominent in papyri of the first and second
centuries, was being replaced by new sources ofrevenue.
One of these was the crown tax, originally nominally a
free-will offering to a ruler on his accession but later
becoming, like the Benevolences of Edward IV and
other English kings, a compulsory levy which was even-
tually made annual. It was a money tax, payable on
landed property, and probably, unlike the poll-tax,
which was levied at a fixed rate, it could be varied to
suit the needs of the moment.5¢ Even more effective
was the annona miliaris. This was properly a requisi-
tioning of supplies for the army, which now recerved an
increasing proportion of its pay in kind. Requisitions
could be made as and when required, and to the extent
called for by momentary exigencies, an arrangement
very burdensome to the taxpayer but convenient for the
financial authorities, who were responsible with person
and property for the full quota of taxes. Money was
losing its value; the rate of poll-tax had not been in-
creased proportionately to the reduced purchasing
power of the coinage; and overburdened taxpayers
were apt to disappear when their position became
desperate. Supplies in kind were doubtless easier to
trace and secure; moreover, the annona was a communal
levy, not an individual capitation charge like the poll-
tax, and if one taxpayer defaulted those who remained
could be more readily drawn on than in the case of a
money tax. It must be added that cash could be
accepted in lieu of supplies in kind if expedient. Re-
ceipts for annona begin to appear among our papyri in
the reign of Septimius Severus, and grow ever com-
moner throughout the third century.
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Even in a time of general economic decay there are
usually enterprising men who, if backed by sufficient
capital, can make thewr profit out of the prevailing con-
ditions by adapting their methods of exploitation to the
changed circumstances.s? So it was now. We have
from the middle of the third century an interesting col-
lection of documents known as the Héréninus papyri.s8
They were the papers of a man so named, who was the
steward or bailiff of some large estates at Theadelphia
in the Fayytim. His principal employer was a certain
Alypius, who perhaps held no official position but is
once referred to by an honorific title corresponding to
the Latin vir egregius, a man therefore of rank and
importance. Others were Appianus, a former exégétés
of Alexandria, and Héraclidés, a senator and ex-
gymnasiarch of Arsinoé. Alypius had a whole troop of
servants, secretaries, stewards, and the like, and owned
very extensive estates in various parts of the FayyQm.
It is a matter of dispute whether he and his like were
landowners or merely lessees of state lands. Personally
Iincline to the former view, but the point is not of great
importance, for even if the lands were state property
they were presumably assigned to their possessors on
hereditary leases, one of the ways in which the domain
land passed eventually into private ownership. Alypius
in fact, there seems little doubt, was the forerunner of
those great nobles, owning vast estates, whom we shall
meet in the later Byzantine period. Already we see the
beginning of a great agrarian revolution. The charac-
teristic feature of rural Egypt in the Roman period
was a rural community consisting on the one hand
of comparatively small landowners, on the other
of tenants of the domain lands. In the economy of
the sixth century we shall find that the domain lands
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figure hardly at all, and the most salient 1mpression
we receive is of a country divided between a semi-
feudal nobility and a half-servile peasantry. Probably
it was in the third century that the process began
which led to this result. The agony of the Empire
finds scant echo in these Héréninus papers, which
are occupied with more personal and immediate
affairs.

‘God willing, expect us’, writes Alypius 1o Hérdninus, ‘to
visit you on the 23rd. The moment you receive my letter,
therefore, be sure to have the bathroom heated, having logs
carried into it and collecting chaff wherever you can get it,
so that we may have a hot bath this wintry weather. For
we have decided to put up at your house, with the idea of
both inspecting the remaining estates and arranging the
work of your section. But mind you see to all our other
requirements; above all, provide a good pig for our party,
but see that it is a good one, not a lean useless thing like
the last time. Send word also to the fishermen to bring us
fish. . . . Have an ample quantity of green grass brought
in, so that my working animals also may have plenty of
food’.59

This letter and scores like it may usefully remind us
that beneath and behind all the turmoil of war and
revolution and the social and ecconomic upheavals
which the historian chronicles the rhythm of life goes
on, the average man moare concerned about his per-
sonal affairs, a business transaction, a family anniver-
sary, to-morrow’s dinner, than about distant battles or
the evolving pattern of society.

Only a man harrowing clods
In a slow silent walk

With an old horse that stumbles and nods
Half asleep as they stalk.

5049 H
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Only thin smoke without flame
From the heaps of couch-grass;

Yet this will go onward the samne
Though Dynasties pass.

In the autumn of 284 the army of the East chose as
its candidate for the throne the commander of the
household guards, Dioclés, or, as he called himself
henceforward, Diocletian, who, on the death of Carinus,
became Emperor. A Dalmatian of humble birth, he
was a sound though not brilliant soldier, and a states-
man of large views, fertile and ingenious mind, and
sanguine temperament. The task which faced him was
a formidable one, no less than to save the Empire from
dissolution, but he lacked neither the courage nor the
capacity for it. His reforms mark one of the great
turning-points of history. Already the Principate, the
overriding authority of the first citizen, had given place
to the Dominate, the autocratic rule of a divine Em-
peror, but there still lingered some tenuous shadow of
republican forms and at least the pretence of a division
of powers between Emperor and Senate. With Dio-
cletian we reach a fully developed absolutism and,
though Byzantium did not become the capital of the
Empire till the reign of Constantine the Great, we enter
the Byzantine period. We are still in the ancient world,
but already we feel some premonition of the Middle
Ages,

Impressed by the magnitude of the Imperial burden,
Diocletian decided to enlist the support of a colleague.
As finally established, his system involved the simul-
taneous rule of two emperors holding the title of
Augustus, and two coadjutors and heirs apparent with
that of Caesar. Anxious to avoid the constant danger
of disorder which arose from the ambitions of provincial
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governors possessed of both military and civil powers,
and feeling perhaps that a governor’s functions were
too manifold for full efficiency, he reorganized the
provinces. The distinction between senatorial and
Imperial provinces was abolished; the provinces were
reduced in size; and military were separated from civil
powers, The single provinces were grouped into larger
units known as dioceses (dioikésers). Egypt, hitherto one
province, became three, the Thebaid, Aegyptus Herculia,
and Aegyptus Jovia, the two former each under a
governor with the title of praeses, the latter, which
included Alexandria, under the pragfectus Aegypti or
Prefect of Egypt, who had authority superior to that
of the praesides but was himself, like them, subordinate
to the Count of the Orient, to whose diocese LEgypt
belonged. All three were purely civil officials; military
power was concentrated in the hands of the Dux degypti
or Duke of Egypt.

Diocletian further undertook a drastic reorganization
of the fiscal system. This he based on the principle of
the annona, but he regularized and stabilized what had
hitherto been special and unforeseeable levies. Every
year there was drawn up an wndictio or estimate of the
requirements for the year, fixing the quota of each
province, which was informed of the amount by means
of the delegatio. The assessment, carried out at first
every five years, later every fifteen, was founded on what
might be called units of productivity. For landed pro-
perty such a unit was called a iugum; it was the amount
of cultivable land which could be worked by one man,
and the size varied according to the quality of the land.
Thus, in Syria the fugum consisted of twenty, forty, or
sixty acres of plough-land, five acres of vineyard, or 225
(in mountainous districts 450) olive-trees. For human
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beings the unit was the caput or head, a woman being
reckoned as half a capus.6°

The result of these changes was a great simplification
of the very complex system which characterized the
Roman period, and the majority of the taxes familiar in
earlier papyri now disappear from our documents. A
papyrus happily discovered not long ago preserves for
us the edict of the prefect Aristius Optatus announcing
the reform:

‘Our most provident Emperors Diocletian and Maxi-
mian, the Augusti, and Constantius and Maximian, the
most noble Caesars, [having learned] that the assessments
of the public revenues have come o be made in such a way
that some persons are let off too lightly, while others are
overburdened, have thought it good to root out this most
evil and pernicious practice in the interests of their pro-
vincials, and to establish a salutary standard in accordance
with which the tax-payments shall be made, I have there-
fore publicly displayed the amount imposed on each aroura
in proportion to the quality of the land and on each head of
the rural population, with the minimum and maximum
ages of liability, in accordance with the divine edict which
has been published and the brief annexed thereto,’6!

Here we find both the iugatio and the capitatio, both the
territorial and the personal units of productivity, pro-
vided for. We shall see in the next chapter what were
the results of Diocletian’s innovations.
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THE BYZANTINE PERIOD

uE reforms of Diocletian, described in the last

chapter, radically altered the administrative pat-
tern of Egypt. The country now formed not one
province but three; there was a complete separation of
civil and military powers; and the taxation system and
the methods of assessment were organized on new lines.
In one respect, however, there was at first no change.
The old nome organization was retained, and the posi-
tion of the nome-capitals still fell short of full municipal
status. The final step towards municipalization was
taken after Diocletian’s abdication (1 May 305), at an
uncertain date between 307 and g10. By this measure
the nome ceased to he the unit of administration, and
with it disappeared the offices of siratégos (at least in the
old form) and royal secretary. The senate was now
charged with full responsibility for both finance and
general administration. Egypt, from being a complex
of nomes, each with its nome-capital and administered
by a stratégos, became a complex of self-governing
civitates or municipalities, each with its rural area, its
territorium or (in Greek) emoria. This territory, which
corresponded generally with the old nome (though
some rearrangements were made), was divided into
numbered pagi or cantons, equivalent to the former
subdivisions of the nome known as toparchies and com-
parable with our rural districts. Each pagus was
financially administered by a pragpositus or provost,
subordinate to the exactor, a municipal official newly
created, to whom were transferred the financial duties
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of the stratégos, while the propoliteuomenos or chairman of
the senate took over the other functions of the latter.
The partial equivalence of the exactor’s tasks to those of
the stratégos led to his being known on occasion by that
title, but this is a merely titular survival. Probably
rather later but certainly before 336 was introduced
another official, the defensor, whose primary function
was to protect the poorer inhabitants against oppression
by the richer, the humilwores against the potentiores.
The net result of these changes was a greater degree
of assimilation 1o the other provinces of the Empire than
Egypt had known previously, though geographical and
other factors still involved a certain measure of differ-
ence. It was indeed a leading characteristic of Dio-
cletian’s policy to aim at a unification and simplifica-
tion of the administrative system, and thereby to
consolidate the forces of the Empire. To this desire was
due another measure which has left its mark on our
papyrus records, the introduction of Latin as the official
language even in provinces where, as in Egypt, Greek
had hitherto held that position. But the actual change
was slight, Greek continued to be the main language
of the law courts, of the administrative departments,
and of public pronouncements. The main result of the
new order visible in our records is that the official re-
ports of law cases have now a Latin framework; that is
to say, the heading, date, and connecting narrative are
in that language, sometimes, too, the remarks of the
prefect himself, while the speeches, alike of parties,
witnesses and counsel, and often of the presiding judge,
continue to be in Greek. A further change was the
abandonment of the Emperor’s regnal year in the dating
clause of legal documents and the substitution of the
consulship, with the indiction, that is to say, the year of
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the fifteen year cycle between assessments.! This prac~
tice continued until the abolition of the consulship by
Justinian, after which regnal datings were reintroduced.
A further and welcome result of Diocletian’s policy is
the survival of numerous Latin papyri from the Byzan-
tine period, a knowledge of Latin having become a
desirable asset to those anxious to make a career for
themselves.

The desire for unification was no doubt one of the
motives for what is now the most widely known of Dio-
cletian’s measures, his persecution of the Christians.
The mortar which held together an empire embracing
many races and peoples differing in background,
speech, and culture, was the common observance of the
state religion. The Christians, refusing their participa-
tion in pagan rites, were an alien and unassimilated
element in the body politic, and it was natural therefore
that steps should be taken to absorb or eliminate them.
Yet it seems clear that the Great Persecution was not
due to Diocletian’s own initiative. It was ordered by
him only with extreme reluctance, under strong pressure
from the Caesar Galerius, and on the express condition
that there should be no bloodshed. Fires in the Im-
perial palace, which happened as conveniently and as
suspiciously as the Reichstag fire, led to a sharpening of
the measures against the Christians, and later Galerius
took advantage of a dangerous illness which attacked
Diocletian to issue a new edict imposing the death
penalty. It has even been suggested that Diocletian’s
abdication was not unconnected with his disapproval of
what was going on.2 At all events battle was now
joined, and it was to be a battle to the death. Churches
were destroyed, scriptural and religious books were
burned, there were many martyrdoms, It was by so
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much the greatest persecution yet suffered that the
Coptic Church of Egypt and Abyssinia still dates by the
Era of Diocletian or the Era of the Martyrs.

The blood of the martyrs is the seed of the Church,
Tertullian had said,? and it was true on this occasion
also. It is highly probable that in a world sick and
hungry for spiritual support every martyrdom won new
converts to a faith which could inspire such courage.
We must remember, too, that the Church celebrates not
only martyrs but confessors. A confessor is a man or
woman who, while ready to face the prospect of death,
did not actually suffer the extreme penally. Hundreds
died, but there were thousands who were merely im-
prisoned or banished to remote parts of the Empire, and
they took with them their example and their zeal for
making converts. Thus the very measure designed to
eradicate the ‘plague’ of Christianity only spread the
contagion more widely. To judge from papyri Egypt
in go00, though it contained a very large number of
Christians, was still in the main a pagan country; by
330 it seems already to have been a predominantly
Christian one. This change was no doubt due in part
not to persecution but to its discontinuance. On the
goth April g1 Galerius, stricken with a loathsome
disease, called off the persecution and appealed to the
Christians for their prayers. The prayers were given,
but in vain, and Galerius died a few days later.

There was some persecution after this, but with Con-
stantine and Maxentius in the West inclined to tolera-
tion it was sporadic and local. In g12 Constantine,
who had broken with Maxentius and was embarking
on war against him, saw the famous vision of which he
himself told the ecclesiastical historian Eusebius: a
cross against the sun with the words %oc vince, ‘By this
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prevail’. It is natural for a sceptic like Seeck to dismiss
the story as ‘of course a lie’ and to attribute the change
in Constantine’s attitude to purely political motives;
but the historian, however eminent, is a bold man who
seeks to interpret the history of the fourth century on
the lines of modern rationalism. There is no sufficient
reason for doubting that Constantine believed he had
had a revelation; and though political considerations
may have suggesied a policy of tolerance we are cer-
tainly not justified in assuming that he, who had been
a devotee of the Unconquered Sun, was uninfluenced
by religious ideas also. Certainly he was so confident of
victory that with inadequate forces, against the advice
of his generals and the forecasts of his augurs, he in-
vaded Italy and made for the almost impregnable
fortress of Rome; and it was with the cross on their
shields that his troops marched to the Battle of the
Milvian Bridge which gave him the mastery of the West. 4
In g13 he and his ally Licinius published the famous
Edict of Milan which established the principle of religious
toleration, and when in September g2g he defeated
Licinius and found himself sole Emperor the way was
clear for Christianity to become first the predominant
and then the sole official religion of the Roman
Erpire.

‘Ah Constantine! to how much ill gave birth, not thy
conversion, but that dower which the first rich Father
took from thee!” writes Dante.5 The so-called donation
of Constantine, to which he alludes, is a2 myth, but we
may well feel that the consequences of the Emperor’s
conversion were not wholly good. It was now not
merely safe but fashionable to be a Christian, and many
time-servers hastened to espouse the winning cause.
The Church, moreover, was free to indulge that ten-
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dency to theological disputation which had already
troubled it even under persecution. The squabbles of
the fourth and following centuries, with their fierce
animosities, their personal ambitions and rivalries, the
frequent unscrupulousness of their tactics, and their
absence of elementary Christian charity, are not a
pretty story. It is perhaps charitable to regard them as
the growing pains of the Church, its laborious effort to
give abstract and philosophical formulation to a reli-
gious experience based on the life and teaching of a
personal Founder. A heresy was merely an attempt at
such formulation which the considered judgement of
the Church rejected; and even those who deny the
doctrine of inspiration must at least allow the early
Church an uncommon degree of horse sense. Most of
the heresies which it condemned were either blind
alleys or forms of incipient lunacy.

It is to the former category that we must assign the
Arian heresy which figures 50 largely in the history of
Egypt and the Empire during the fourth century. Its
founder, Arius, was an Alexandrian presbyter, its chief
oppornent, St. Athanasius, a native of the city and for
many years its Bishop. It must be allowed that
Athanasius is not the most attractive of the early
Fathers. He was self-willed, authoritarian, ambitious,
and intolerant of opposition. I do not believe, with
Seeck, that he forged documents, or even that he ever
deliberately lied, but to the arts of suppressio veri and
suggestio falsi he was certainly no stranger, and he was
a master of billingsgate. Nevertheless, quite apart from
the fact that his faults were balanced by very consider-
able merits and that he mellowed and grew more toler-
ant with advancing years, an impartial historian cannot
but recognize that, on his own premisses, he was right.
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The days were past when monotheism was a living
issue between Christian and pagan. Whatever the
vulgar herd might think, educated pagans were in effect
monotheists, who talked almost as often of ‘God’ as of
‘the gods’. The gods were now notso much independent
beings as hypostases or particular manifestations of one
divine Power.6 The real issue was the relation between
God and man. As the idea of God’s transcendence
became more deeply impressed on the instructed con-
sciousness, while at the same time the sense of man’s
sinfulness and degradation increased, it became ever
more difficult to find any point of contact between
worshipper and worshipped. A whole hierarchy of
spirits was imagined by which communication could be
effected, but there still remained an unbridged gulf.
The great advantage—I had almost said the trump
card—of Christianity was its belief in the Incarnation,
in a Saviour who was at once God and man, ‘God, of
the substance of the Father’ and ‘Man, of the substance
of his Mother’, as we are informed by the Athanasian
Creed (which, by the way, Athanasius did no¢ write).
In denying the consubstantiality of the Son with the
Father Arius broke down the bridge which Christianity
had built between a transcendent Deity and the insig-
nificance of man. Hence, when Imperial rescripts
thundered against recalcitrant bishops, when Church
Councils gathered from the ends of the Empire, when
ecclesiastical dignitaries excommunicated one another
and mobs of hooligans sacked churches and broke the
heads of the opposing faction, the question at stake,
whether Christ was homoousios or homoiousios, lttle as
many of the participants in the struggle could appre-
ciate the theological subtleties involved, was far from
being, as it has been called, a mere squabble over a
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letter, and that the smallest in the Greek alphabet.
Whatever ambition, personal or for the see of Alex-
andria, may have influenced Athanasius (and who shall
disentangle the complicated motions of the human
mind?), he was fighting, and knew that he was fighting,
for a principle vital to the Christian faith. He had much
to endure, largely owing to his own intransigence,” and
three times was driven into exile, but he lived to see his
cause triumph. He had opponents, both Arians and the
Melitian schismatics, in Egypt itself, but he could
count on unswerving support from the bulk of the
Egyptian Church.

The character of that Church had now been greatly
changed by a new factor. The origins of monasticism,
Egypt’s chief contribution to Christian development,
are obscure. It is hazardous to connect it with the
interesting institution of enkatoché or katoché found in the
Sarapis cult, by which recluses in some mysterious way,
probably as a result of a divine revelation through a
dream, were held to the service of the god and to
residence within the great Serapeum at Memphis or
elsewhere,® but there may have been some enduring
tendency in the character of the Egyptians which pre-
disposed them to a withdrawal from the world.?
Dr. G. B. Welles has recently called attention to the
possibility that a pagan community recorded in an
inscription from Panopolis may furnish a certain
parallel to the later Christian monasticism.!® There
had, of course, always been an ascetic element in
Christianity, and from quite early in its history the
Egyptian Church had shown encratite tendencies. It
is perhaps significant that the first anchorite of whom
we hear, St. Paul of Thebes, was a native of Upper
Egypt. We may with some probability trace among the
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causes of the anchoretic movement the emergence of a
typically Egyptian mentality. As I have said, the
Thebaid was the chief stronghold of Egyptian national-
ism and of the priestly cults which were its characteristic
expression. Remote from the Hellenized Mediter-
rancan world and living in their narrow valley between
the rocky ramparts which fenced off the endless leagues
of desert, its inhabitants retained, longer than others,
ancient memories and secret fears and superstitions
forgotten elsewhere. Modern Protestants and sceptics
are too apt to regard monasticism as a cowardly flight
from the world and its responsibilities. It may, often
enough, have been no more than that in later times,
and Paul of Thebes, like others, first sought the desert
as a refuge from the persecution of Decius; but the early
anchorites would have been horrified at the snggestion
that they were running away; on the contrary they
were meeting the Adversary on his own ground. From
time immemorial the desert had been regarded as the
home of evil spirits, the realm of the god Seth, the
enemy of Osiris.” When an anchorite made his home
there he was venturing into the very fortress of the
enemy, to fight, all alone save for divine assistance, the
battle against the legions of Hell. There, in those
appalling solitudes, where by day the fierce sun scorches
the rocks and dances in dazzling light on the sand, and
by night the stars send down their icy radiance from a
clear sky into the vast darkness of the desert, the hermits
wrestled with all the powers of evil. A modern psycho-
logist will recognize in their battle an internal struggle,
against the lusts of the flesh and the subtler temptations
of the mind, but to them and their admirers their
adversaries were visible and tangible fiends of Hell.
We must remember that they were not endeavouring,
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in a selfish isolation, merely to save their own souls; they
prayed actively for others; they were, we might say, the
shock troops of the Church Militant, whose prayers
were an effective weapon in the long struggle against
the Powers of Darkness. We have ample evidence of
the extent to which those in need of spiritual or
physical healing appealed to these anchorites. For
example, there is in the British Museum an interesting
group of papyrus letters addressed to a certain Paph-
nutius, an anchorite of the fourth century, in which
people of various classes ask for his prayers.’2 ‘I always
know that by your holy prayers I shall be saved from
every temptation of the Devil and from every contri-
vance of men, and now I beg you to remember me in
your holy prayers; for after God you are my salvation’,
writes a certain Ammonius.’3 ‘I beg and entreat you,
most valued father, to ask for me [help?] from Christ
and that I may obtain healing; thus I trust by your
prayers to obtain healing, for by ascetics and devotees
revelations are manifested. For I am afflicted with a
great disease in the shape of a grievous shortness of
breath. For thus I have trusted and yet trust that if you
pray on my behalf I shall obtain healing’—such is the
request of a woman called Valeria;+ and another
petitioner for intercessory prayer in sickness says, ‘Now
of a truth it is affliction in which I am, where neither
from a brother nor from any other can effectual help
come save the hope which I expect by our Lord Christ
through your prayers.’’s Finally, in a well-expressed
letter from an Athanasius who may conceivably, but
improbably, be the great Bishop of Alexandria himself,
we find the words, ‘for the prayers which you offer are
taken on high owing to your holy love, and according as
you ask in your holy prayers so will our state prosper’.1¢
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The courage and austerities of the anchorites won
general admiration; thousands followed their example,
and men came from afar, from Italy and Spain and
Gaul, to see and talk with these athletes of Christ,
Round St. Anthony, the most famous of the hermits, a
little community grew up, and before the middle of the
fourth century Pachdmius established his rule and thus
became, in effect, the father of cenobitical monasticism.
This is the form most familiar in the West, though there
too hermits were common enough, but in FEastern
Christianity the solitary life long retained a highly
important place side by side with organized com-
munities.

The incredible austerities practised by many of these
hermits, like St. Simeon Stylites, may extort a tribute
of admiration even from those who have no sympathy
with their ideals, and one has only to glance through
the Apophthegmata Patrum or Sayings of the Fathers to
recognize the spiritual insight and moral wisdom at-
tained by some of them; but a humanist will probably
regard the development of monasticism in the fourth
century as at best a very mixed blessing. For one thing,
it meant the withdrawal from active life of thousands of
people, and those often men of exceptional vigour and
strength of will, at the very time when the safety of the
Empire was seriously threatened by shortage of man-
power. It meant, too, a great narrowing of the field of
men’s interest, a terrible impoverishment of cultural
life. As we study the record of Byzantine Egypt we can
trace clearly this progressive limitation of view, this
closing of the mind, this hardening of the mental
arteries, Even in the career of Athanasius we find
ominous signs of the danger inherent in the support to
be derived from droves of ignorant and fanatical monks;
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{ater this danger was only too clearly revealed. It was
the monks whom the Patriarch Cyril incited to attack
the Jews of Alexandria and expel them from the city;
they who, a few years later, in A.D. 415, murdered the
noble woman philosopher Hypatia; and their activities
are writ large in many later events.

Clement and Origen had succeeded in wedding
Greek thought to Christian experience, and the former
had shown that a sincere Christian might have a wide
and loving appreciation of Greek literature, but
Egyptian monasticism was in general hostile to Hellen-
ism and all that it represented. Christianity in fact (not
in Egypt only) released hidden nationalist impulses and
gave new life to the native idiom. The city-state, which
was the most characteristic manifestation of Hellenic
life and to which its brilliance and intensity were chiefly
due, was also its chief weakness in the process of per-
meating the Eastern world. Wherever the Greeks went
they settled in city communities. These formed little
centres of Hellenic culture, but since the Greeks stayed
mainly within the city boundaries the influence of this
culture on the surrounding country was at best limited.
In Egypt, it is true, there were hardly any Greek cities,
but even there, with the partial exception of the
Fayylm, the Greeks seem to have been concentrated
chiefly in the nome-capitals, leaving the villages in the
main to the Egyptians. As we study the Greek papyri
of the Ptolemaijc and Roman periods, with their many-
sided interest, we are rather tempted to think of Egypt
as a Greek-speaking country and to ignore the native
culture, revealed to us though it is by Demotic legal
documents, occasional Demotic tax-receipts or dockets
on Greek ones, and some fragments of a Demotic
popular literature. But all the time, underground as it
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were and little regarded, the native Egyptian life con-
tinued, secretly hostile to Hellenism and cherishing its
national pride. Christianity, when it reached this class,
acted as a liberating force, and it was helped by a
change of script. The difficult Demotic writing was
probably known to few outside the priestly caste, but in
the third century the practice began of using the Greek
alphabet, with the addition of six characters taken from
Demotic, for Egyptian texts. It was very possibly for
magical purposes, where exaciness in rendering the
magical formulae was essential, that the Greek alphabet,
with its vowel system, was first substituted for Demuotic,
which did not write the vowels, but in any case the
possibilities of the innovation were at once perceived by
Christians. First in marginal or interlinear glosses, then
in connected texts, the Scriptures began to be translated
into Coptic, as the new script and the last phase of the
Egyptian language are called; and before the fourth
century was far advanced the whole Bible was available
to Egyptian readers, Far more could read the Greek
script than the Demotic; and moreover Coptic writers
used a more modern and colloquial form of Egyptian
than the Demotic scribes. Thus an abundant Coptic
literature, Biblical, theological, and liturgical but very
rarely secular, grew up; and for the first time since the
third century sB.c. the very soul of Egypt found un-
fettered expression. Many of the monks and anchorites
were of Egyptian race; indeed, as I have suggested,
monasticism was probably in some degree a native
Egyptian product. The Egyptian Church thus acquired
a strongly nationalist character. The Egyptians, with-
out an admixture of Greek blood, have never shown
much capacity for abstract philosophical thought; the

mystical significance given to many Egyptian legends,
5049 I
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like those of Isis and Osiris, was due to Greek religious
thinkers, The monks who flocked at the tail of their
Patriarch to the Councils of the Church had certainly
little comprehension of the theological subtleties in-
volved; what they could understand was the political
opposition of Egypt to the Imperial government.
Hence it was natural that when Constantinople, the
new capital, was heretical, as under the Arian Em-
peror Constantius, Egypt should be Catholic, when
Constantinople was Catholic, Egypt should be heretical.

The schism which cut off the bulk of the Egyptian
Church from Catholic Christendom occurred in the
fifth century. Ostensibly the point at issue was one of
doctrine. Theological thought was still occupied with
the attempt to define the mystery of the Incarnation:
if Christ was both God and Man, had he two natures?
And if so, what was their exact relationship? Arius had
denied the consubstantiality of the Son with the Father,
though he had not questioned Christ’s divinity in a
certain sense. The opposite error was to ignore or
minimize the humanity. In its extreme form the monao-
physite heresy, though it allowed the existence of two
natures before their union in the Incarnation, held that
there was but one afterwards. Thus the human nature
was extinguished by the divine, it was notsubsumed into
it, and once more the bridge between God and man was
broken. That is a simplified and perhaps a not wholly
accurate statement, but the point was really one of
extreme subtlety and by no means easy to grasp. The
Catholic leaders made repeated attempts to arrive at a
compromise, until at length the dividing line was very
tenuous, but in vain. The dispute was complicated by
personal animosities and by the rivalry between the
three great sees, Rome, Constantinople, and Alexandria;
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as the late Jean Maspero said with justice, ‘in the main
monophysitism is not a heresy, it is merely a schismatic
intention’.

The occupant of the see of Alexandria from 412 to
444 was St. Cyril, whose views, though they emphasized
specially the divinity of Christ, remained within the
limits of orthodoxy. While deficient in the very con-
siderable virtues of his great predecessor, Athanasius,
he showed in an exaggerated form the same faults as he.
He was overbearing, turbulent, greedy of power, and
utterly unscrupulous in the means he employed. It was
Cyril who incited the monks and the rabble to expel the
Jews from Alexandria; he did his utmost to suppress the
philosophical school in the university, with its pagan
associations, and, if not the instigator, was at least the
passive approver of the disturbances which led to the
murder of Hypatia. At the Council of Ephesus in 431
he was mainly responsible for the condemnation and
banishment of Nestdrius, the Patriarch of Constanti-
nople, and by lavish bribery he succeeded in escaping
responsibility for the grave irregularities which marred
the council, His successor, Dioscorus, had all his faults
but lacked his political flair and finesse, and he com-
mitted himself to a monophysite position. At the so-
called ‘Robber’ Council of Ephesusin 449 he triumphed,
but by methods so outrageous that a strong combina-
tion was formed against him, and at the Council of
Chalcedon in 451, which issued the famous statement
declaring that Christ is ‘consubstantial with his Father
as regards his Godhead, and consubstantial with us as
regards his Manhood’, and that he was ‘made known
to us in two natures’, Diocscorus was condemned and
deposed. Préterius, appointed to succeed him, was torn
to pieces by a mob set on him by a monophysite rival,
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Timothy Ailouros, “Timothy the Cat’, as he was nick-
named. Henceforward the mass of Egyptian Chris-
tianity was in schism from the Gatholic Church.

Schism, though sometimes necessary, is always an
evil, for by emphasizing points of difference it tends to
narrowness even in the parent body and to provinciality
of thought in the schismatic one. So it proved here.
The Catholic or Melkite party, as it was called, de-
pendent on the support of the Imperial government and
therefore obnoxious to the majority of the people,
enjoyed but little prestige and commanded a scanty
following. The Monophysites or Jacobites, supported
by the ignorant monks, who were hostile to Hellenic
culture in all its forms, were quite incapable of making
any important contribution to the thought of the age,
Thus Egypt, whose capital, Alexandria, had been in the
second and third centuries the seat of the famous Cate-
chetical School and even in the fourth had produced in
Athanasius a major figure of ecclesiastical history,
became a provincial backwater,

Cyril had not succeeded in suppressing the philo-
sophical school of Alexandria; and as late as the second
half of the fifth century the university contained a circle
of pagan philosophers, into whose life a petition pre-
served in a papyrus gives us an attractive glimpse.17
These men, however, though their culture was doubtless
strongly tinged by Hellenism, were ardent nationalists;
one of them is the reputed author of an extant treatise
on the hieroglyphic script. Even in Alexandria Hellen-
ism was threatened; in the rest of Egypt the adverse
influences of monasticism and the nationalist reaction
were reinforced by the economic decline, which the
reforms of Diocletian had been powerless to arrest.

A leading feature of those reforms had been the sim-
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plification of the tax system, but the advantages which
this promised were illusory. In fixing the units of pro-
duction regard was had, it is true, to differences of
quality, and fractions were no doubt admitted, but
even so the method of assessment was too rough and
ready for safety in a time of economic stringency. For
example, in Syria (we have no figures for Egypt) the
iugum for olive-yards was 225 trees. Thus, supposing a
man owned 240 trees he would be assessed for one
iugum and a fraction. If, therefore, some of his trees
were old and not very productive it might pay him to
cut down fifteen of them and thereby reduce his liability
to a single jwgum. Similarly ithe owner of arable land
might find it advantageous to leave the less fertile
portions uncultivated. That this actually happened is
known, with the consequence that in many places, in
Africa and Syria no less than in Egypt, land began to
go out of cultivation. We can trace the process with
special clearness in the FayyGm, where villages, popu-
lous and flourishing in the second century and even in
the third considerable centres of population, had in the
early years of the fourth been abandoned by most of
their inhabitants, and by the end of the century had
been reduced, as they remained till modern times, to
great mounds of sand covering the ruins of deserted
dwellings, The revenue from a province in which this
process was going on tended to shrink, but the govern-
ment’s expenses showed no such diminution. The
northern frontiers, constantly invaded by the Teutonic
barbarians, called for a large military force, and the
Persians were always a threat in the East. Further-
more, the Diocletianic system needed an elaborate
bureaucracy. To prevent peculation and oppression
a network of checks and counter-checks was devised,
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one official set to supervise another. All these officials
had to be paid, and in addition to their pay they all
wanted their perquisites, their sporfula. So much a
matter of course were these sportula that they came to be
actually allowed for in the taxes, much as many modern
hotels and restaurants endeavour to replace tipping by
a charge of 10 per cent. for ‘service’. The government
could not, if it would, reduce its demands; and the
municipal senates and their organs, responsible for the
delivery of the full communal quota, were forced to
apply the screw to the peasantry. If they still failed to
raise the amount required their own property was
drawn on to supply the deficit. Thus economic stress
was a two-way traffic, and peasantry and senatorial
class found themselves faced with a common ruin, The
government, honestly anxious to prevent this, might
issue regulations and appeals against exploitation, but
nothing short of a reduction in the quota could supply
the remedy. Unable to consider that, the authorities as
usual had resort to compulsion. When so much de-
pended on the productivity of the land, its cultivator,
whether tenant or owner, must be prevented from
leaving it, must be tied to the soil he tilled. The sena-
torial class, in the last resort responsible for the quota,
must no less be maintained at strength;!® the son of a
senator must succeed to his father’s liability, and equally
the son of the shipper, charged with the transport of
corn and money taxes to Constantinople, must himself
become a shipper, the son of a donkey-driver become a
donkey-driver. Thus, by an inexorable logic, came into
being the Byzantine servile state, a vast hierarchy of
caste and calling, each hereditary and inescapable.!?
The rigidity was not, indeed, absolute. We hear of
people rising from humble origins to the highest
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eminence, chiefly by one of the three avenues, the army,
the civil service, or the Church, but these were men of
exceptional talents or initiative; the average man was
fixed for life in the station to which he was born.

In the Ptolemaic period, if a peasant found his posi-
tion intolerable, he could take sanctuary at the altar of
the King or in one of the numerous temples which
enjoyed the right of asylum, only to leave it if his
grievances were remedied. Under Roman rule this
right had been greatly restricted, and the obvious re-
source was to flee to the swamps or the desert and join
some robber band. There was, however, one other
possibility. As I said in the previous chapter, there were
men even in the third century who made a profit amid
the general decline. Initiative and energy, backed by
capital, can turn other men’s misfortunes to their own
advantage. Already at that time great private estates
were in process of formation. Their owners, balancing
the profits of one farm against the loss on another, could
bear without serious embarrassment the demands of the
lax officials; and we may be sure that in a venal age the
man with money had means of procuring preferential
treatment. Already before the end of the fourth century
the wealthier owners, the pofentiores, had secured from
the government (probably because the latter found it
difficult otherwise to collect the required quota) the
right, known as autopragia, to collect the taxes due from
their own estates and pay them direct, not through the
local collectors, to the provincial treasury. The small
owner, then, threatened with ruin, could turn for pro-
tection to some powerful neighbour, could surrender to
him his own land, which he held henceforth as a lessee,
doing service to hislandlord in exchange for the assump-
tion by the latter of the ultimate responsibility for pay-
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ment of the taxes. From being an owner he had become
a tenant, tied lo his land, which now belonged to
another, had become a colonus adscripticius, in fact a serf.

The Imperial authorities did not relish the develop-
ment of the patronate, and one constitution after
another forbade it, but in vain. Prohibitions are fruijt-
less against the irresistible pressure of economic condi-
tions. At last, in 415, the government capitulated. A
constitution of that year provided that all who before
397 held land under the title of patron should be left in
possession of it, assuming liability for all the obligations
incumbent on their colonz, but that the name of patron
should cease. This concession gave to the position of the
coloni adscripticii a legal status, but it did not, as was
intended, prevent the further development of the
patronate, though owing to the curious scarcity of
papyri dating from the fifth century we are not able to
trace the process in any detail.

When we reach the sixth century, which is well docu-
mented, we are struck by the change which has taken
place. The first novelty which we perceive is an ad-
minigtrative one. The pagi into which the nome had
been divided, each under a praepositus, have dis-
appeared. The whole rural area now forms a single
district, financially administered by an official called a
pagarch. This change certainly occurred in the fifth
century, probably during the reign of the Emperor Leo I
(457-474).2° The control of the pagarch did not, in
normal circumstances, cover the whole territory, for the
estates of the great landowners possessing the right of
autopragia paid their taxes not through him but direct to
the provincial treasurer; and the same privilege had
been granted to several monasteries and churches and
(no doubt as a make-weight to the power of the nobility)
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to some of the more important villages. The pagarch
was an Imperial official, appointed by and responsible
to the Emperor. He had no authority over the muni-
cipality, which after the creation of his office ceased to
be responsible for the finances of the rural territory.
Another momentous change in administration oc-
curred in 554, when Justinian issued his thirtecnth
edict. This has come down to us in a mutilated form,
but it is possible to reconstruct the main provisions of
what is lost from the portion which remains. There had
already been several readjustments of the provinces
established by Diocletian, and in 382 they had ceased to
form part of the diocese of the Orient and had become
a separate diocese, the Prefect of Egypt, with the title of
Augustal, having ultimate authority over the whole
country; but hitherto the Diocletianic principle of a
division between military and civil authority had been
maintained. It was now abandoned. By the new
arrangement the unity of Egypt was for the first time
dissolved ; the Augustal Prefect of Egypt ceased to have
any control over the other provinces, which were all alike
placed under the immediate authority of the Prefect
of the Praetorium of the Oricnt, and each governor
received both military and civil powers, Henceforth
Egypt (apart from Libya) fell into four co-ordinate
provinces: Aegyptus, under a Duke with the title of
Augustal; Augustamnica, under a Duke; Arcadia, under
a Count; and the Thebaid, under an Augustal Duke.
The last-named and the first two were each divided into
two sub-provinces, governed by purely civil praesides.
Economically, the chief novelty we notice in the sixth
century is the great estates of the noble families, Con-
cerning one of these families we are well informed, owing
to the fact that many of its papers are preserved among
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the papyri found at Oxyrhynchus.?? The first member
of it who can be certainly identified is Flavius Apién, a
man of consular rank; it was customary at this period to
confer this honorary dignity on prominent men who had
not actually filled the office of consul. He wasapparently
alive in 497, when his son, Flavius Stratégius, is
addressed by the court title of comes domesticorum, or
Count of the Household Troops.2? Stratégius himself
later obtained the consular dignity and the patriciate
and held the high Imperial office of Count of the
Sacred Largesses.2* His son, Flavius Apién II, was
actually consul erdinarius in 539, was a Patrician, and
from 548 to 550 was Duke of the Thebaid. His son was
Flavius Stratégius II, succeeded before 590 by a third
Apibn. The last member of the family of whom we hear
is a third Stratégius, probably the son of this Apién.
After 625 the family disappears, perhaps merely because
none of its later papers have survived.

A family of Middle Egypt which through successive
generations enjoyed the consular and patrician dignities
and not only filled the highest administrative posts in
the country itself but actually contributed a consul to
the Empire was obviously an important one, and the
papyri show that the Apién family did in fact possess
immense wealth and power. It owned estates not only
in the Oxyrhynchite but in at least two other nomes as
well, the Cynopolite nome and the FayyQim or Arsinoite
nome. In the Oxyrhynchite nome many entire villages
belonged to it. Like other great families of which we
hear, it had its private army of hired soldiers, the so-
called buccellarii, who, as we know from the estate
accounts, included men of Germanic race. Like other
families, again, it had its private prisons (a practice
forbidden, but in vain, by Imperial constitutions), its
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own postal service with regular posting stations, its
racing-stable, its public baths and hospitals, its banks
and counting-houses, its host of officials, secretaries,
accountants, tax-collectors, and the like; it possessed
its fleet of Nile boats, and even paid its taxes not to the
provincial treasurer but direct to Alexandria; it founded
and endowed, and no doubt controlled, churches and
monasteries.

A study of these great families inevitably suggests a
comparison with the feudal lordships of western Europe.
The analogyisnot, indeed, complete. The feudalsystem
of the West was essentially military, the free tenant
holding his land on condition of rendering service in
war to his feudal lord, whether direct to the king, like
the tenants-in-chief, or to a mesne lord. The tenure in
Egypt was not military, and the estates were not com-
pact blocks of territory as in France and to some,
though a lesser, extent in England and Wales, but were
scattered about the country; sometimes part of the
territory of a village belonged to such an estate while
part was held by small owners owing it no service.?5 In
the West the feudal lord lived in his castle, in the midst
of his lands; in Egypt the great landlord had his house—
a palace it must have been in the case of the Apion
family—in the town, Oxyrhynchus or Hermopolis or
even Alexandria. Yet the position of these landlords
was sufficiently like that of a feudal baron to justify us
in calling them semi-feudal; and it is interesting to
compare the two systems in their Jikeness and their
difference. In the West the feudal lordship was areplica
in little of the kingdom to which it belonged: just as the
king had his tenants-in-chief owing him fealty and
service, so each feudal lord had his own vassals, similarly
bound to him. The Egyptian estate, on the other hand,
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reproduced in little the bureaucratic empire of which
it formed a part; its organization and its hierarchy of
officials were modelled on the Imperial bureaucracy.
Indeed it is sometimes impossible, in dealing with a
papyrus document of this period, to be certain whether
the persons whose titles are mentioned in it werc Im-
perial officials or the servants of some great family.
Over against these powerful lords, with their little
courts and the splendour of their establishments, was
the mass of the rural population. It fell into two broad
classes, on the one hand the coloni of the great estates,
serfs bound to the soil and the service of their landlords,
on the other hand the free cultivators owning their own
land or renting land from thelesser proprietors. Though
nominally free, these too were bound to the soil, for-
bidden in the interests of the State Lo leave their hold-
ings; and since the pagarchs to whom, except in the
case of autopract villages, they paid their taxes, were
drawn from the ranks of the nobility (the Apién family,
for example, held the office of pagarch for long periods),
their position cannot have differed greatly from that of
the serfs on the great estates. Indeed, as it was to the
interest of a landlord tosee that his coloni were reasonably
prosperous, whereas no such consideration applied to
free peasants, and the landlords were wealthy and seem
sometimes to have been model landlords, it may well
have been worse. This presumption is borne out by the
evidence of the papyri. Autopract villages were perhaps
somewhat better off, but their position was not a happy
one, The pagarchs, alike as landlords with the right of
autopragia and in their official capacity, resented the
grant of the privilege to villages. The privilege of auto-
pragia became inoperative if tax payments fell into
arrear, and it seems in any case not to have applied to
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certain local taxes. If, therefore, a pagarch did find
occasion io intervene in the affairs of an autopract
village his hand was apt to be heavy, as we know from
the papyri discovered on the site of the village of
Aphrodite in the Thebaid. A raid by disorderly
soldiers, houses sacked and burned, water diverted,
fields laid waste, nuns raped, leading proprietors im-
prisoned and tortured—such were the results of a
quarrel with the pagarch, and this in a village which as
a precaution and to reinforce its autopract status had
placed itself under the Imperial protection.2¢ But, as
Justinian remarks in a rescript relating to a case of
oppression by a pagarch, ‘the intrigues of Theodosius
proved stronger than our commands’??” The semi-
feudal nobility were at hand, with all their buccellarii;
the Emperor, however benevolent his intentions, was
far away, in Constantinople.

How great a gulf had opened between wealthy noble
and colonus may best be judged by looking at petitions
and comparing them with similar documents of an
earlier period. Here, for example, is the beginning of
one written about the year 243 B.c.: “To King Ptolemy,
greeting, Antigonus. I am being unjustly treated by
Patrén, the superintendent of police in the lower
toparchy.’?® It is a minor official in a village of Middle
Egypt petitioning the all-powerful Ptolemy IIT Euer-
getés; yet he addresses the king without servility or
verbiage, as man to man. Now compare a petition
addressed in the sixth century by a colonus of the Apién
estate to his landlord: ‘To my good master, lover of
Christ, lover of the poor, all-esteemed and most magni-
ficent Patrician and Duke of the Thebaid, Apién, from
Anoup, your miserable slave upon your estate called
Phacra.’»® Even more striking are the opening sen-
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tences of a petition addressed to a duke by the autopract
village of Aphrodite in 567:%°

“To Flavius Triadius Marianus Michael Gabriel Con-
stantine Theodore Martyrius Julianus Athanasius, the most
renowned general and consular and most magnificent
Patrician of the Prefect Justin, Duke and Augustal of the
Thebaid for the second year, Petition and supplication
from your most pitiable slaves, the wretched small owners
and inhabitants of the all-miserable village of Aphrodite,
which is under the sacred household and your magnificent
authority. All justice and just dealing for ever illuminate
the proceedings of your pre-eminently excellent and magni-
ficent authority, which we have long expected as the dead
in Hades once awaited the coming of the Christ, the ever-
lasting God. For after him, our master God, the Saviour,
the Helper, the true and merciful Benefactor, we set all our
hopes of salvation upon your Highness, who are among all
men praised and bruited abroad . . . whence without fear
we are come to grovel in the track of your immaculate foot-
steps and inform you of the state of our affairs.’

In such a world what place could there be for Hellen-~
ism, the civilization of free men, with free minds? Tts
chief centres, outside the Greek cities, Alexandria and
Ptolemais, had been the nome-capitals. We are much
less well informed about municipal affairs in the sixth
century than at an earlier date, but the fact is probably
in itself significant, These old nome-capitals, which in
the second century had prided themselves on their
Hellenic traditions and enjoyed the ephebic festivals,
which even in the difficult days of the third century had
assumed pompous titles, like ‘the illustrious and most
illustrious city of the Oxyrhynchites’ or ‘the great,
ancient, most august, and most illustrious city of
Hermes’, and in the fourth had attained full municipal
status, were becoming less and less important and enjoy-
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ing less and less liberty. Their rural areas, so far as they
did notl possess aufopragia, were under an Imperial
official, the pagarch. The pagarch himself and the
great family from which he sprang lived in the city and
must have been in a position to influence the decisions
of the senate at every turn. In one papyrus of about the
end of the sixth century we find the defensor of Cynopolis
saying that he has expressed the gratitude he feels
towards his correspondent ‘to our common master, the
most renowned illustres, the landlord’s agent’s® (the
landlord is probably the head of the Apién family), and
in another, dated in 587, a deputy defensor appears as a
tenant on the Apidn estates.3* The office of defensor had
been created, as I have said, to protect the poor against
the rich; yet we now see its holders become the sub-
servient vassals of the great nobles. As for the intel-
lectual temper of the time it is sufficient to remark that
the monks were intolerant of Hellenism, that the bulk
of the Egyptian Church was monophysite,3 and that
to be monophysite was, almost automatically, to take
the nationalist attitude of hostility to the wider culture
of the Imperial capital.

Hellenism was manifestly dying in the sixth century,
but ity death was a long and slow process. Discoveries
at Antinoopolis and elsewhere show that Greek and
even Latin literature was still being read and that sixth-
century readers still had access to much which is now
lost. Itis particularly striking that so difficult a Roman
poet as Juvenal was at this time being studied, with an
elaborate commentary, in the Thebaid.3* The papyri
from the village of Aphrodite have brought us
acquainted with a native of that place who attained
some success as a lawyer and notary, was an assiduous
writer of Greek verse (in which he achieved the dis-
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tinction, {or what it is worth, of being the worst Greek
poet whose works have come down to us), read Homer,
the Anacreontic poems, and Nonnus, compiled a
Greek-Coptic glossary which reveals a knowledge,
perhaps acquired at second hand, of somewhat out-of-
the-way classical literature, and owned not only a
manuscript of Menander’s plays but, what is more sux-
prising, of the Demes of Eupolis, a poet of that Old
Comedy which some modern scholars had supposed to
be virtually unknown to the general reader at this
period.3s If such studies were pursued by a village
notable in the Thebaid, how much more likely is it that
Hellenic culture was still active in the more important
centres!

Nevertheless Hellenism was clearly doomed in Egypt,
and when we reach the seventh century we find clear
evidence that the Greek language, with all which it
implied, was rapidly losing ground in the country.
Coptic was increasingly used for legal and other docu-
ments, and even Church dignitaries might be ignorant
of Greek, like Abraham, Bishop of Herménthis, whose
will, contained in a British Museum papyrus, informs us
that it was dictated in Coptic, to be written for him in
Greek.3® Literary papyri surviving from this period are
few in number and drawn from a narrower range of
authors; and seventh-century Greek papyri containing
such Christian texts as hymns, liturgical prayers, and
portions of Scripture (often used as amulets) are fre-
quently so extraordinarily corrupt as to show that the
scribes had only the haziest understanding of what they
were writing.37

In the year 608 Héraclius, the governor of Africa,
revolted against Phécas, the brutal usurper who had
dethroned and murdered the Emperor Maurice. Héra-



The Byzantine Period 129

clius was himself too old to welcome the burden of
Imperial rule; it was his son, Héraclius the younger,
who was destined for the purple. A plan was formed by
which Nicétas, son of the governor’s second-in-com-
mand, should attempt the conquest of Egypt, while the
younger Héraclius made for Thessalonica. Nicétas
advanced along the north coast and after some hard
fighting had secured command of Egypt by the end of
60g. Meantime Héraclius had occupied Thessalonica
and in 610 sailed for Constantinople. His fleet appeared
before the city on the grd October. The tyranny of
Phocas had alienated the bulk of the people, and two
days later he was handed over to Héraclius and put to
death. Héraclius now became Emperor. He was a
general of outstanding capacity, a man conscientiously
resolved to do what he could for the safety of the
Empire, and capable of vigour and determination,
though apparently subject, probably from physical
reasons, to recurrent fils of inertia and depression. He
had reasons enough for discouragement. For some
years past the Imperial armies had suffered a series of
defeats. The Persian king, Chosroés, was invading the
Empire from the east; the Slavonic Avars were ever
threatening in the north. The fidelity of Priscus, the
commander-in-chief of the army, was doubtful. The
treasury was half empty, and there was a serious short-
age of man-power. Moreover, it would seem that there
was felt everywhere a sense of impending doom, a loss
of nerve and self-confidence.

At first matters went from bad to worse, despite
strenuous efforts on the part of Héraclius. Deeper and
deeper did Chosroés penetrate into the Empire. In 614
came a crowning disaster, the fall of Jerusalem. In 616
the Persians invaded and conquered Egypt. The whole

5049 K
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of Asia Minor, too, was now in their hands, and their
armies could look across the narrow waters of the
Bosphorus into the heart of the Imperial city, resplen~
dent on its hills, Itseemed the hour of doom; and had
the Persian power at sea equalled that on land East
Rome might have fallen eight centuries too soon and
left Europe without its eastern bastion. Fortunatcly the
naval assault was beaten off, and no further attempt
was made. In 622 Héraclius, after solemnly committing
Constantinople to the protection of God and the Mother
of God, crossed into Asia Minor and in a brilliant cam-
paign liberated the whole of it; in 623 he set out to
invade Persia itself and won resounding successes.
Then, in 626, a fresh danger appeared ; the Avar hordes
flooded down from the north and beleaguered Con-
stantinople by land and sea. Again disaster threatened;
panic reigned in the streets, and it seemed that only
divine intervention could save the city. From all the
churches prayers went up to the Mother of God to come
to the help of her people, and it was remarked as a token
of her power that when the churches of S8S. Cosmas
and Damian and of St. Nicholas were burned her shrine
at Blachernae escaped unharmed. The prayers were
answered; the hoats of the Avars were repulsed and
sunk, and their army retreated northwards. On the
ard April 628 a Persian embassy brought Héraclius the
news of the death of Chosroés and the succession of his
son, and with it an offer of peace. The terms required
the complete withdrawal of the Persian forces from the
Empire; and accordingly Egypt too was evacuated and
was once again brought under Byzantine rule,

Not, however, for long. In 622 had occurred an
event fraught with momentous consequences alike for
Byzantium and for Persia. In that year Mahomet,
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discouraged by the reception of his teaching among
his fellow-townsmen, fled from Mecca to Medina and
thereby, though neither he nor his followers realized it,
inaugurated a new chronological epoch, the era of the
Hegira. When he died, on the 4th June 632, the larger
part of Arabia had already accepted Islam.

Meanwhile Héraclius, anxious to consolidate the
Empire, had made great efforts 1o win back the Copts
to the Catholic Church. He compromised so far as to
accept the monothelite heresy, which held that Christ
had indeed two natures, contrary to the monophysite
doctrine, but only one will. It seemed to him that
dyophysites and monophysites might here find a
mecting-place. But the Egyptians were not prepared to
compromisc; what they wanted was to oppose Con-
stantinople. In 631 Héraclius appointed a bishop
named Cyrus who had embraced the monothelite
doctrine to be Patriarch of Alexandria and at the same
time Augustal Prefect of Egypt. It was an unfortunate
choice. Cyrus, whom our scanty evidence leaves a
baffling and rather shadowy figure, seems to have been
a man of an impatient temper, and when he found that
the Copts were not to be won over to the new docirine
he embarked on a savage campaign of persecution, thus
alienating the very people whom he had been sent to
conciliate.

There was need of whatever loyalty could be won.
After Mahomet’s death the first Caliph Abfi Bakr was
faced by a revolt of some of the tribes. This was success-
[ully crushed; before long the whole of Arabia was
subject to the Caliph’s authority, and its hardy and war-
like tribes, grown too numerous for the scanty resources
of their country and flushed with all the ardour of a new
and militant faith, were ripe for expansion. Soon their
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armies were carrying all before them in Syria. In 634
came the first clash between them and the Persians,
and before their attack the great empire of the Sas-
sanids went down in utter and final ruin.

In 639 one of the leading Arab generals, “Amr ibn
al-‘As, who had played a great part in the conquest of
Syria, won from Omar, the second Caliph, a reluctant
consent for the invasion of Egypt, though only four
thousand men could be spared for the attempt, and
the Arabs had no artillery for the siege of fortresses.
According to Arab historians, ‘Amr had arrived near
the site of the Battle of Raphia when a messenger over-
took him with a letter from the Caliph. Suspecting
what its contents might be, he did not open it till he
reached al-‘Arish. Then he broke the seal and read the
contents: ‘From the Commander of the Faithful to
‘Amr b. al-‘As. If this letter reaches you before you
have crossed the frontier of Egypt, return; but if it
arrives after you have entered Egypt, proceed, and God
be with you.” He turned to his staff: ‘Is this place in
Syria or in Egypt? he asked. ‘In Egypt’, was the
answer. ‘Amr then read the letter aloud and announced :
“The army will advance, and God be with us.’

What followed was not quite the miracle that some
have taken it to be. ‘Amr had but four thousand men
when he crossed the frontier, but before the decisive
battle of Héliopolis he was joined by reinforcements
amounting to some twelve thousand more, The numbers
of the Imperial troops have been greatly exaggerated;
they probably amounted to no more than about thirty
thousand in all, scattered about the country in various
garrisons and many of them probably not of high
quality.3® It was impossible, moreover, to concentrate
them readily at any one point. The fatal results were
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now seen of Justinian’s policy in breaking the unity of
Egypt and giving to all the governors co-ordinate
authority. Each thought only of his own sphere; we are
even informed that the Duke of the Thebaid, on the
approach of the Arabs, hastily collected the taxes and
decamped with the proceeds to Alexandria.

After defeating the Imperial army at Héliopolis "Amr
laid siege to Babylon, the great fortress at the head of
the Delta. The Fayylm was occupied, but Babylon
held out, and ‘Amr opened negotiations with Cyrus,
who agreed to the draft of a treaty of surrender.® He
went to Gonstantinople to submit it to the Emperor,
who at once repudiated it and sent him into exile. But
Héraclius was now a dying man, and with his death on
the 11th February 641 divided councils in the capital
delayed the dispatch of reinforcements. Babylon fell
in April 641, and the Arabs marched on Alexandria,
strongly opposed by the Imperial troops, who showed
more spirit than their leaders. Cyrus had by now been
reinstated, and finding Alexandria torn by [action, and
too readily despairing of success, he concluded with the
Arabs a treaty providing for the payment of a tribute by
the city, for its evacuation by the Imperial forces within
eleven months, and for the protection of Christians and
Jews. No help came from Constantinople, and on the
17th September 642 the Imperial army sailed out of the
harbour. On the 2gth of the same month the Arabs
marched into the great city, wondering at its miles of
marble colonnades and its splendid palaces.

The story of Hellenistic Egypt was at an end, and the
country, whose gaze had been turned by the victories
of Alexander from the East and the past to the West and
the future, had returned to the Oriental world of which
it had formed a part. But the world, whether Eastern
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or Western, was very different from that which Alex-
ander knew. The oracle of Ammon was silent. The
great temples of Egypt were abandoned or turned into
Coptic monasteries. In the Christian churches and
monasteries of Europe and Asia men debated subtle
points of a theology constructed by Greek thought out
of the teaching and the life and death of a Jewish
prophet, and already from the minaret of many a
mosque in Arabia and the neighbouring lands sounded
the cry of the Muezzin, Alldhu akbar; 14 ildha iila °lldh,
‘God is great; there is no god but God’. Presently
Islam, described by Mommsen as ‘the executioner of
Hellenism’, was itself to borrow largely from Greek
science and Greek philosophy, handing them on in its
turn to the thinkers of western Europe. Egyptian crafts-
men were to be cmployed on the mosques of Jerusalem
and Damascus, and many a decorative motive, acanthus-
leaf and vine-tendril, would pass from Graeco-Coptic
art into the stock-in-~trade of Islamic architects, and later
would leave its traces here and there in the Christian
buildings of southern Europe. Alexander’s work, cut
short by his premature death, misunderstood and set
aside by his successors, nevertheless lived after him.
Europe and Asia had indeed been wedded after a
fashion, though not quite in the way he designed, and
neither of them could ever be the same again.



NOTES

CHAPTER I

1. Herod 11, 35. Rawlinson’s translation.

2. Herod 1. 5.

3. Usually called ‘Lake Moens’, but Sir Alan H. Gardiner has
shown (Fourn, Eg Arch xx1x, 1943, pp. 37—46) that Herodotus’
phrase, 7 Moipios xadeopérn Mpvy (‘the so-called lake of Moeris’)
15 almost certainly correct

4. The process of making papyrus is described by Pliny, Hist.
Nat, xiil. 74, 77-82. See N. Lowis, LIndustrie du Papyrus, pp.
46 ff., where the relevant passages are quoled, translated, and
discussed.

5. In using this expression I follow the old view that the manu-
facture of papyrus was a state monopoly under the Byzantine
Empire. N. Lewis, op. citl., pp. 159-63, argues aganst this. He
may be right, though I do not find his arguments wholly con-
vineing,

6. A very interesling and cnlightening description of the make-
up of a particularly well preserved codex (of several tablets), con-
taining a Latin will, is given, wilh facsimiles and diagrams, by
0. Guéraud and P. Jouguet, ‘Un testament latin per qes et libram
de 142 apreés J.-C., in Eiudes de Papyrologie, vi, 1940, pp. t ff,
plates i-vi,

4. For Thmouis papyr: see P. Ryl. i 213-22, 426-33 (a);
V. Martin, ‘Un document administratif du nome de Mendés’, in
Studien zur Palacographie und Papyruskunde, xvii, pp. 9—48, and refer-
ences there, p. g. It may be added here that similar accidental
causes account for the few cases of the discovery of papyri else~
where than in Egypt. These are: Herculancum, where the lava
which buried the town presetrved a large collection of papyrus rolls
in a house which was the local centre of the Epicurean school of
philosophy, Dura-Eurdpos, on the Euphrates, where i the middle
of the third century A.p. the Roman garrison, in anticipation of
a Persian assault, strengthened the wall at one point by piling a
mass of earth against it, covering the buildings beneath, and thus
preserving against the effects of the climate the vellum and
papyrus documents contained in them; and Auja al-Hafir in
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southern Palestine, where a mass of papyrus rolls was similarly
preserved by being stored under the floor of a ruined church.

8. Others are in the Library of the University of Michigan, that
of Princeton University (the property of Mr. John H. Scheide),
at Vienna, and in the collection of Mr. Wilfred Merton.

9. F. Presigke and E. Kuessling, Worlerbuch der griechischen
Papyrusurkunden mut Einschluss der griechischen Inschrifien Aufschriften
Osiraka Mumenschilder usw ats Agypten, 1925, vol. 1 4-K, vol. 1
A~Q, 1927, vol. ili Besondere Worterhsts, 1931. [Referred to as WB,]:
Heft 1 of vol. iv has now appeared (1944).

10, F. Preisigke, Namenbuch enthaltend alle gricchischen, lateinzschen,
dgyptischen, hebrdischen, arabischen und sonstigen semubischen und nichi-
semubischen Menschennamen, sowett sie wn gricchischen Urkunden (Papyr,
Ostraka, Inschriften, Mumiensihuldern usw.) Agyptens swh wvorfinden,
1922, [Namenbuch.] A list of place names forms section 164 of the
special mndices in vol. i1 of the Worlerbuch.

11. Sammelbuch Griechischer Urkunden aus Agypten. Begun by
F. Prewsigke, who was responsible for vols i (nos. 1-6000), 1915,
and ii (indices}), 1922, and continued afier his death in successive
volumes by F. Bilabel, whose death during the war has caused its
(it 1s to be hoped temporary) suspension, [SB.]

12, Beruhtigungshste der Griechischen Papyrusurfunden aus A gypten:
vol. i by F. Preisigke, 1922; vol. ii (which includes ostraca) by
F. Bilabel, [1920], 1933. [BL.]

13. O. Gradenwitz, Hedelberger Kontrarindex der griechischen
Papyrusurkunden, 1931. A contrary index of personal names 1s being
prepared by a Dutch papyrologist, Dr. E. P. Wegener.

14. dArchw fir Papyrusforschung. [Archiv.] Articles in German,
English, French, Italian are admitted to this journal.

15. Etudes de Papyrologie,

16. Fournal of Papyrology.

7. P. Rev. (see below, List of papyrus publications).

18, P. Tebt. i1 703.

19. B.G U. v, Der Gnomon des Idios Logos; 1st part, text, by
W. Schubart, 1919, 2nd part, commentary, by Woldemar Graf
Uxkull-Gyllenband, 1934.

20. See the monograph, Piolemais in Oberdgypten, by G. Plan-
mann, Leipziger Historische Abhandlungen, Heft xviii, 1g7o0.
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CHAPTER II

1. A recent discussion of the question is that by P. Jouguet,
‘Alexandie & Poasis I’Ammon et le témoignage de Callisthéne’,
in Bull, de I'Inst. d’Egypte, xxv1, 1044, pp- 91-107. On p. g2,
note 1, is given a list of previous discussions

2. W. W. Tarn, ‘Alexander the Greal and the Unity of Man-
kind’ (Proc Brit. Acad. xix, 1933, pp. 123-66). See Plutarch,
Alex 2%. ‘He is reported to have said that God is the common
Father of all men, but that He counts the best men peculiarly His
own.’

3. P. Eleph. 1 = M Chrest. 283, Hunt and Edgar, Select Papyre,
i 1.

4. V Tscherikower, Mizraim, v—v, 1937, pp. 43-5, shows that
the policy of Ptolemy II in Syria was very different; he enumerates
five Greek cities known Lo have been founded in his reign. But
Philadelphus’ policy in Egypt was, hike that of his successors, the
same as his father’s.

5. See Kornemann, ‘Die Satrapenpolitik des ersten Lagiden’,
in Raccolla . . wn onore di Gracomo Lumbroso, pp. 235—45 I followed
this view 1n my article ‘Alcxandria’, in Fowrn. Eg Arch. xiii, 1927,
p. 172,

6. See M. Rostovizeff, The Social and Fconomic Fhsiory of the
Hellemstic World, i 275, where the question is left open. Greeks
were certainly subject to some ‘liturgies’ (compulsory services).

4. P, Col. Zen, 66, a tetter from a non-Greck, whom the editors
are inclined to regard as an Arab but who may perhaps have been
an Egyptian, shows, whatever the nationality of the wriler, the
sense of racial inferiority fiom which some Asiatics and Egyptians
suffered: “They look down on me because I am a barbarian So
I beg of you 1o be good enough 1o order them to let me have what
is owing to me and for ihe future to pay me regularly, so that I
shan’t starve to death because I can’t speak Greek (?).” (The
editors translate hellemzein as ‘act the Hellene’, but even if the
Greek letter was written by the man himself, which is by no means
cerlain, the word may merely be an exaggerated way of saying
‘I am not at home 1 Greek’; of Préaux, Greo en Egypte, p. 69.7)

8. P. Lond. i, p 48, no. 43.

9. Clement of Alexandria (Profrepl. iv) states that the image
was, according to some, sent to Ptolemy II Philadelphus, but there
is no doubt that 1t was Ptolemy I who introduced the cult.
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10 UPZ. i, pp. 18-37. For Sarapis sce also G E. Visser,
Gotter und Kulte 1m ptolemdrschen Alexandrien, pp. 20~3.

11. The frequency, however, of cult meals in honour of Sarapis
at Oxyrhynchus (and doubtless elsewhere) shows that the cult
was by no means confined to Alexandria.

12, An excellent appreciation of Egyptian influences on the
Hellenistic culture of Egypt is given by Mlle Claire Préaux in her
‘Les Egyptiens dans la civilisation hellénstique d'Bgypie’, in
Chronique d’Egypte, xvii. 35 (1948), pp 148-60. She emphasizes
the importance of the temples as the chief centres for the use of
the national script and as ‘les dépositaires d'une civilisation
intacte’s

13. An interesting Demotic papyrus containing part of the
Egyptian code was discovered in 1938-9 on the site of the ancient
Hermopolss, for a summary account of 1t see G. Mattha, ‘A Pre-
lizninary Rcport on the Legal Code of Hermopolis West’, in Buil,
de PInst. &'Egypte, xx1li, 1041, pp. 297-312.

14. P. Tebt. i, 5. 20720,

15. So E, Kiesshing, ‘Streiflichtcr zur Katokenfrage’, in Aetes du
Ve Congrés International de Papyrologie, 1938, 213-29 (see pp. 215 f1.),

16. K. Sethe, J. Partsch, Demotische Urkunden zum dgyptischen
Burgschaftsrecht (Abh. der Phil -Hist, Xlasse der Sachs., Akad. der
Wiss. xxxii, 1920), no. 7, p. 129, This document is dated in
202 B.C.

17. W. W Tarn, Hellenistic Civilisation, 2nd ed., 1930, p. 164.

18. For Zénén and his papers see, infer ala, M. Rostovizeff,
A Large Estate in Egypt in the Thuwd Century B.G. (University of
Wisconsin Studies, No. 6), Madison, 1922; H. I. Bell, ‘A Greek
Adventurer in Egypt’, in Edinburgh Review, cexliii, 1926, pp. 123-38
(a review of the preceding) ; G, C. Edgar’s Introduction to P. Mich.
I; V. Tscherikower, ‘Palestine under the Plolemies (A Contribu-
tion to the Study of the Zenon Papyri)’, i Muzraim, iv—v, 1937,
pp. 9-90; Claire Préawux, Les Grecs en Egypte daprés les archives de
Zénon, Brussels, 1947.

19. In an unpubhshed Zenon papyrus in the British Museum,

20. Athenaeus v. 200 f-201. '

21. P. Cairo Zen. 59157.

22. For banks in Egypt see: I, Prewigke, Girowesen im griechischen
Agypten, Strasbourg, 1g10; J. Desvernos, ‘Banques et Banquiers
dans 'Rgypte Ancienne’, in Bull. Soc. Roy. d’Arch. d’ Alexandrie,
no, 29, 1928, pp. 303 ff.
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23. Rostovizefl, Hellenistu World, p. 406, leaves the quesiion open,

24. W, W. Tarn, Hellenistic Cunlisation, ond ed., p. 167.

25, Tarn, op. cit., p. 161, thinks that Alexander did not found
‘a ““city”, a pohs’; ‘his foundations were probably of a new mixed
type’. Ii seems extremely hazardous to assume this with no real
evidence.

26. Rostovtzeff, Hellenustic World, pp. o27 ff., holds that the
monsoon was discovered not in the Roman period but during the
reign of Ptolemy Euergetés II (145-107 8.0.), but his arguments
do not seem to me to outweigh those on the other side.

27 The site seems now clearly to have been identified; see, € g.,
Journ. of Hell. Studies, 1xv, 1945, pp. 106-8. Plaques found among
the foundation deposits show that the builder was Ptolemy II1;
but hus can hardly have becn the first foundation

28. The talent contained 6,000 drachmae. At the present ratc of
sterling the silver value of a taleni may perhaps be reckoned at
about £400.

29 For a recent articlec on Aristarchus sec M. Meyerhof,
‘Aristarque de Samos’, i Bull de I'Inst. d’Egypte, xxv, 1943,
pp- 269-74.

30. In an able and inleresting article, ‘The Ptolemies and the
Welfare of Their Subjects’, in Actes du V¢ Congrés Iniernational de
Papyrologze, pPp- 56579 (see also Am. Hist, Rey. xhii, 1938, pp 270-
87), W, L. Westermann argucs, against some very severe criticisms
of Ptolemaic rule, that the Piolermes did show thought and care
for the welfare of the Egyptians and that the hostilily of the latter
towards the dynasty has been much exaggerated. He is certainly
right 1n deprecating a too absolute condemnation of the régime,
which on the whole compares favourably with Roman rule, but
he is perhaps too favourable Lo it.

g1. Thus Theocritus compares it with the brother-sister mar-
riage of Olympian deities: ‘He and that his fine noble spouse,
who maketh him a betier wife than ever clasped bridegroom under
any roof, seeing that she loveth with her whole heart brother and
hushand in one. So too in heaven was the holy wedlock accom-
plished by those whom august Rhea bare to be rulers of Olympus,
so too the myrrh-cleansed hands of the ever-maiden Iris lay but
one couch for the slumbering of Zeus and Hera’ (Id. xvii. 128-34,
transl. by J. M. Edmonds). For the naming of a series of streets
at Alexandria after Arsinog, identified in each case with some
Greek goddess, see H. L. Bell, Archiv, vii, 1924, pp. 21—4.



140 .N otes CH. 11,

g2, From E. Bevan’s translation of Spiegelberg’s German
rendering (Egypt under the Ptol. Dynasty, pp. 388-9).

33. A more favourable view of Philopatér 15 taken by Tarn
(Cambridge Ancient History, vn, p. 727) than by Bevan (Egypt under
the Ptol. Dynasty, pp. 220 ff.), but I confess I do not find his argu-
ments convincing, There may well be exaggeration in the tradi-
tion, and Polybius may have bcen prejudiced against the king
(though this 1s hardly proved), but the murders of Ptolemy’s
mother and his brother Magas are facts, and they must have becn
sanctioned, if they were not instigated, by him, and while 1t is very
possihle that the neglect of army and fleet began 1n the later days
of Prolemy III, 1t is quite clear that no attempt was made by
Philopatér or his ministers to remedy this until disaster threatened.
The shameful treatment of his sister-wife, Arsinog, is equally clear.
A king must be judged in part by the character of his favourites
and associates, and the reputation of Philopatér’s boon com-
panions is beyond repair. History has many examples to prove
that aesthetic sensibility and even a genuine religious feeling, both
of which Philopatér certainly had (for his edicl on the cult of
Dionysus see B,G.U. vi. 1211 and the references there), can coexst
with moral degeneracy. J. Tondriau, ‘Les thiases royaux de la
cour Ptolémaique’, Ghron. d'Egypte, xxi, nio. 41, Pp. 14971, argucs
that the drinking parties and other feasts recorded of Philo-
patér and other rulers of the house were not mere debauchery
but part of a deliberate policy and semi-religious 11 character,
but even if he is right, Philopatdr’s revels cannot have heen
of a very reputable kind; see, for example, the flash of scornful
indignation recorded of Arsinoé by Eralosthenés, Philopaiér’s
tutor, 1n a passage guoted by Athenaeus (vin 276b-c): ‘Arsinoe
asked the man who was carrying the branches what day he
was celebrating now, and what festival it was. He replied,
“It 15 called the Feast of Flagons; the guests recline on beds of
rushes and dine off the provisions they have cairied with them,
and every one drinks from his own flagon which he has brought
from his own house.” When he had gone she looked at us and
said, “It scems a squalid sort of party; it must be a very mixed
crowd, all of them served with stale food of the most unbecoming
kind!” ’* All we can really say on behalf of Phulopatér is that his
policy may have had a coherence which the traditional picture
of him ignores.

34. Cf. CL Préaux, ‘Un probléme de la politique des Lagides:
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la faiblesse des édits’, i Aits del IV Congresso Internazionale di
Paprrologra, 1936, pp. 183-093.

35. See Cl Préaux, ‘La Signification de Pépoque d'Evergite
1%, in Adctes du V¢ Congrés International de Papyrologie, pp. 345-54.
For penods of inflation see F. Heichelhein, Wirischaftliche
Schwankungen der eit von Alexander bis Augustus, Jena, 1930.

36 P. Tcht. ni, 698, For the date of these events see now Eric
G. Turner, Bull. of the Fohn Rylands Library, xxx1, 1048, pp. 4-6.

347, Cambridge Ancient History, x, p. 111,

38. Journ. of Rom. Stud xxii, 1932, pp. 135-60. H. Fuchs, Der
geastige Whde stand gegen Rom in der antiken Welt (Berlin, 1938), p. 36,
rejects Tarn’s view (cf. F. Oertel, Klassenhamstyf, Sozialismus und
orgamscher Staat vm alten Griechenland, Bonn, 1942, p. 63 note 133) , but
he makes no serious attempt to traverse Tain’s arguments, which,
though they do not amount to demonstration, are very cogent.

39. See,e.g, W Spregelberg, “WeshalbwahlteKleopatiadenTod
durch Schlangenbiss? i Agyplologische Mitteilungen (Sitzungsber.
der Bayerischen Akademie, 1925, Abh. 2, no. 1). Spiegelberg, by a
curious slip, identifies the asp or uraeus (naja haje) with the horned
viper (p. 5), but the naja haje is the cobra, though the south
European viper 1s called vipera aspes. Bevan (Lgypi under the Ptol.
Dynasty, p. 3822) correctly speaks of a cobra.

CHAPTLR III

1. Chiefly to the Juridicus. The Archidicastés may also have
exercised some independent judicial functions, as, in matlers
affecling their own departmenis, did the Dioikélés, a financial
official, and the Idios Logos. For the prefect see O W, Reinmuth,
“The Prefect of Egypt from Augustus to Diocletian’ (Ko, Neue
Folge, 21. Beiheft), Leipzig, 1935.

2. ‘Beitrage zur antiken Urkundengeschichte’, m Archiv, v,
pp. 216-39. Bickermann’s thesis is not so convincing as regards
the Ptolemaic period

3. On the poll-iax see my recent article, “The Constrtutio
Antomniana and the Egyptian Poll-Tax’, in Fourn. of Rom. Studies,
xxxvil, 1947, Pp- 17-23.

4. On the municipal magistrates and their method of election
sce A. H. M. Jones, ‘The Election of the Metropolitan Magis-
trates in Egypt’, in Fourn. Eg. Arch. xxav, pp. 65—72. For the
gymnasiarch see the monograph of B. A. van Groningen, Le
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gymnasiarque des métropales de 1’ Egypte romaine, Groningen, Noord-
hoff, 1924.

5. It1s disputed whether such returns were compulsory. Regis-
tration of death could safely be left to the family concerned, since
liability to poll-tax continued as long as a taxpayer’s name re-
mained on the taxing lists, but there was no such motive for making
a return of birth, at least for the unprivileged, and compulsion is
more likely there. But this is not certain.

6. There is an exiensive literature dealing with these offices,
especially the hibliothéké enkiéseon, see the bibliography to chapter x
of the Cambridge Ansient History, vol. x, pp. 92'7-8, “The Document’,
especially the works by Eger, Lewald, Preisigke, and von Woess.

7. See, however, note 26 on Chapter IL.

8. xvii. 788,

g. It is not quite fair to the Romans to write, as does Rostov-
tzeff, Cambridge Ancient History, vii, p. 154, ‘Here and there i the
edicis of certain emperors this note [of sympathy for the population
of Egypt] is heard, but apart from that we pass, with the advent
of the Roman governors, to a régime in which the voice of sym-
pathy is dumb.” Qumie apart from ‘certam emperors’ (notably
Hadnan) we do find here and there, in the ullerances of prefects
or others, iraces of humanttarian sentiment. Very striking 15 the
way i which the prefect Titianus, ‘m accordance not with the
mhumanity of the law but with the choice of the daughter’, sct
aside an old Egyptian law whach gave a father power to take away
his daughter from her husband (P. Oxy. ii. 237, vil. 34 ). The
legality of the father’s claim was indisputable; the prefect acted
on the principle of equity because he held the law to be inhumane
(apanthrépos). On the whole, however, Roman rule was marked,
financially and adminstratively, by an unimaginative exploitation,

10. SB. 7462

11, P. Tebt. il. 327 = W. Chrest 304.

12, De Spec. Leg. 1, g2 I, iil. 159 ff.

13. P. Oxy. 1. 284, 285, 393; 394.

14. SB. 7462.

15. P. Fouad 8 is an interesting, though unfortunately very im-
perfect, record of the manifestations at Alexandria in favour of
Vespasian; the prefect is mentioned 1n Il. 17, 18, probably also
in L 2.

16. See H. 1. Bell, *The Economic Crisis in Egypt under Nero’,
in Journ. of Rom. Studies, xxvii1, pp. 1-8.
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17. This is certainly suggesied, e g., by P. Harns 64, but since
the salary mentioned 1s that of a deputy the evidence of this docu-
ment 18 not conclusive. For the liturgy m general see F. Qertel,
Die Laturgie, Leipzig, 1917.

18. See note 19 to Chap. IV.

19. See, e.g, H. L. Bell, ‘An Epoch in the Agrarian History of
Egypt’, in Recuesl Champoliron, Paris, 1922, pp. 261-71.

20. P. Oxy. xviil. 2192. The translations are those of the editor.
Hypsicrates” work is unrecorded clsewhere, nor was Thersagoras
known previously. SeealsoH. I. Bell, “The “Thyestes’’ of Sophocles
and an Egyptian Scriptorium’, in Aegyplus, ii, pp. 281-8; in the
account of a book-shop from which extracts aie there published
are mentioned, bestdes the third Thyestes, the Plutus of Aristophanes
and other warks. The whole fragment, probably from Oxyrhyn-
chus, 1s published by K. Ohly, Stchometrische Untersuchungen
(Leipzig, 1928), pp 88-g. For the range of literature available at
Oxyrhynchus see Sir F. G. Kenyon, ‘The Library of a Greek of
Oxyrhynchus’, in Fourn. Eg. Arch. viii, pp. 129-38. The list given
in this article could now be extended. C. H. Oldfather, The Greek
Literary Texts from Greco-Roman Egypt, Madison, 1923, gives a list
of the literary works then available in papyri or ostraca. This list
is confinued and brought up to date by the rccent work of
L Guallani, Testi letterars greci di provemenza egiziana (1920-45),
Florence, 1946.

a1, For example a di kos & the os (adikos hé theos), &c., O, Guéraud,
P. Jouguet, Un lure d’éeolier du IIT¢ sidele quant F.-C., Cairo, 1938,
p. 14, L. 121,

22. P. Oxy. vi. ggo0 = Select Pafyri, 1, no. 130.

23. P, Giss, 85.

24. By Oldfather, op. cit., pp. 68 ff.

25. P. Oxy.xviii. 2190. The translationisagain that of the editor.

26, P. Oxy. iv. 724 (= Select Papyrz, 1, no. 15) is an apprentice-
ship to a shorthand writer for a period of two years, For Greek
shorthand see, e.g., H. J. M. Mulne, Greek Shorthand Manuals,
London, 1934; A. Mentz, ‘Beitrage zur hellenistischen Tachy-
graphie’, in drehu, xi, pp. 64—73.

27. P. Lond. iii. 1198 = W. Ghrest. 156 15 a diploma of member-
ship in ‘The Sacred Athletic Peripateiic Hadriaman Antoninian
Septimian Association of the Votaries of Heracles’, the chief
athletic club of the Empire, issued at Naples in A.D. 194 to a boxer
of Hermopolis in Egypt.
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28, P. Oxy. in. 413 contains both a farce and a mime, no doubt
performed locally, and there are several other examples.

29. On this subject see, e.g., Tceresa Grassi, ‘Musica, Mimica e
Danza’, in Studi della Scuola Papirologica, Milan, 111, 1920, pp. 117-35.

30. P. Brem 63.

31. P. Amh. 70, 2—4: ‘His excellency the prefect Rutilius Lupus
having ordered that the burden of the expenses of the gymna-
siarchy be reduced in order that those nominated should more
readily undertake the expense.’ This indicates that 1t was already
becoming ddficull to obtain suitable candidates, but that it was
still possible to refuse nommnation. The date of Lupus’ prefecture
was A.D, TI3 (or 114)-I17.

32, A papyrus published by K, 8. Gapp, Trans. Am. Phl. Ass.
Ixiv, 1933, pp. 89-97, suggesis that this privilege was alhiogated
about A.D. 254—4 ; see too E. P. Wegener, Symbolae van Oven, Leyden,
1946, p. 182, note 117, For the existence of the privilege see
P. Oxy. vuil. 1119 = W. Chrest 399, 16, and for Antinoopelis and
its status and privileges generally see H. I. Bell, “Antinoopolis.
A Hadrianic Foundation in Egypt’, in Journ. of Rom, Studies, xxx,
1940, Pp- 133—47.

33. P. Oxy. ii1. 473 = W. Chrest. 33.

34. P. Ryl il. 77 (A.n. 192) 1s an mstructive and (for the modern
reader) amusing account of the nomination of a cosmétés and the
desperate but unsuccessful attempts of the man nominated to
escape the burden.

35. P. Oxy. iv. 705 = W. Chrest. 407.

36. On this subject see H. I. Bell, ‘Evidences of Christiamty in
Egypt during the Roman Period’, m Hary. Theol. Rev. xxxvi1, 1944,
pp. 185~208.

37. P. Ryl. iili. 457. Published separately by C. H. Roberts,
An Unpublished Fragment of the Fourth Gospel, Manchester, 1935.

38. Apol. x1.

39. This, for example, i8 how St. Perpetua (to whose hand we
owe the fixst part of the narrative, continued by one of her fellow
martyrs, and completed after the martyrdom by a third writer)
tells the story of her exammnation: “We arrived at the Forum At
once the news spread through the districts adjoining the Forum,
and a huge crowd gathered. We went up to the tribunal. The
others were interrogated and confessed. My turn came, and my
father thereupon appeared with my son, and drew me from the
dock, imploring me: “Have pity on your infant child.” And
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Hilarianus, the procuraior, who had at that {ime, on the death of
the proconsul Minucius Timimanus, taken over the power of Iife
and death, said: “Spare your father’s gray hans, spare the infancy
of your boy; sacrifice for the preservation of the Emperors.” And
I replied: “I will not.” Tilarianus said: “Are you a Christian?”
and I replied: “l am a Christian.” And when my father was about
to drag me down Hilarion ordered him to be dragged down, and he
struck hum with a staff. And T was as grieved {or my father’s mis-
fortune as if I had been struck myself; so did I grieve for his un~
happy old age. Then he [the procurator] passed senience ou all
of us, and condemned us to be thrown to the beasts; and we went
down joyfully to the prison’ (J. Armitage Robinson, Texts and
Studies, vol. i, no. 2, “The Passion of S Perpetua’, Cambridge,
1891, p. 70). CF ibid., ‘Acts of the Scillitan Martyrs’, p. 114:
‘Saturmnus, the proconsul, said. “Have no part in this madness.”
Cittinus said: “We have none other to fear except the Lord our
God, who is in Heaven.”” Donata said: “Honour to Caesar as
Caesar; butfeario God.” Vestiasaid: “Iama Christian.” Secunda
said: “What I am, even that I desire to be.”” Salurninus, the pro-
consul, said to Speratus: “Do you persevere in your Christianity?*’
Speratus said: “I am a Christian.” And with him all agieed.’

40. See J. R. Knipfing, ‘“The Libelli of the Decian Persecu-
tion’, ifs Hars. Theol, Rev. xvi, 1523, pp. 345-60.

41. Sce J. N. Sanders, The Fourth Gospel in the Early Church,
Cambridge, 1943.

42. Sce P. N. Harrison, Polycarp’s Two Iipnstles to the Phalyppians,
Cambridge, 1936, pp. 257, 302 fl. I cannot agree with Hairison
m thinking that St. John was not published till about A.p. 135.

43. W. Chrest. 14 (madeup of B.G.U. ii. 511 and P. Cairo 10448).

44. H. I, Bell, ‘A New Fragment of the Acta Istdorr’, in
Archiv, %, pp. 5-16 (L. 18 of the papyrus).

45. P, Oxy. x. 1242, 52 L.

46. P. Oxy. i, 33 (= W. Ghrest. 20), 3-97. For anti-Semutism at
Alexandria see, e g.: U. Wilcken, ‘Zum alexandrmischen Anti-
semitismus’, in Abkandl. d. Kon. Sachs. Gesellsch. d. Wissensch.,
phil.-hist. K1, xxvii, pp. 783-839; A. von Premerstein, ‘Zu densoge-
nannten alexandrinischen Martyrerakten’, in Phulologus, Supple-
mentband xvi, Heft 11; H, L. Bell, Fuden und Griechen wm romuschen
Alexandrein (Beihefte zum “Alten Orient’, Heft g), Leipzig, 1926,
‘Anti-semitism at Alexandria’, in Fourn, of Rom. Studes, xxxi, 1041,
pp. 1~18.

5049 L
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44. Busebius, Hist eccles vil 32. 5. See Norman H. Baynes,
The Thought-World of East Rome, Oxford, 1947, p. 26.

48. Protrept. x.

49. “When he [Theodore of Sykeon] emerged from the cave, the
bishop of Anastasioupolis in Galatia Prima was present, and when
the bishop saw the pus cozing from the sores on Theodore’s body,
when he saw the indescribable number of worms in his matted
haii, when he experienced the intolerable stench which made
Theodore unapproachable, the bishop was so convinced of Theo-
dore’s holiness that on the spot he ordained him lector, sub-
deacon, deacon, and priest’ (Baynes, op. cit,, p. 17).

50. See B. G. Turner, ‘Egypt and the Roman Empire: The
Sedmpwrar’, in Fourn, Eg. drch. xxi1, 1936, pp 7-19, E. P. Wegener,
Symbolag van Oven, Leyden, 1946, pp. 167-72. Miss Wegener’s
article, “The Povdevral of the pyrpemdédas in Roman Egypt’ (pp.
160~90), is of the first 1mportance for the senates and municipal
magistracies.

5. See, on this subject, Wegener, op. cit., pp. 171 f. She con-
cludes, no doubt rightly, from P. Lond. Inv. no. 2565, 69—74 (see
note 55) that there was no distinction in the matter of property
qualification between the magistrates (archontes) and ordmary
senators. But that papyrus refers to the middle of the third
century. It does not necessarily follow that when the senatés were
created no persons mot previously hable to compulsion to the
honores were enrolled. In any case, wherecas a magistrate was
burdened by the expenses of his office only while he held it, a
senator was responsible as guarantor for officials nominated to
munera and perhaps for other charges even when he was not him-
self holding office.

52. See, e.g., G.P.R. 20 = W. Chrest. 402.

53. An excellent characterization of the period is given hy
Claire Préaux, ‘Sur le déclin de PEmpire au iii® sidcle de notre
ére’, in Chron. I’Egypte, xvi, no. 31, 1941, pp. 123-31.

54. P. Oxy. x. 1252 verso.

55. T. C. Skeat and E. P. Wegener, ‘A Trial hefore the Prefect
of Egypt Appms Sabinus, ¢. 250 A.D.’, in Fourn. Bg. Arch. xxi, 1935,
PP. 224—47. If, as seems probable (cf. note g2 above), the prvilege
of the Antinoopolites was abolished about 254-5, that fact is also
very significant of the position in the nome-capitals,

56. On the crown tax sec S. L. Wallace, Taxation in Egypt,
pp- 281~4; H. 1. Bell, Fourn. Rom. Studies, xxxv11, p. 20.
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547. Cf. Claire Préaux, detes du V? Congrés Intern de Papyrologie,
p. 348. ‘Dans un pays trés peuplé, lorsque P’éclosion de la pro-
priété privée est due & un accrossement du pouvoir économque
de Pindividu, & un développement intense des échanges, on voit le
terroir se diviser & Pextréme, en petites propriétés. Au contraire,
si Pépanowssement de Pindividualisme juidique ne porte ses
fruits qu'au moment ol la vie économique se réirécit, la terre,
libérée de la main du roi, va nécessarement passer aux seuls
indwvidus qui possédent quelque pwssance économique.’

58. The chief published collection of these papyr will be found
in P, Flor. u. A Belgian scholar, Dr. J. Bingen, 1s at present en-
gaged on a study of the Héroéninus papers, mcluding some un-
published documents in the British Museum and elsewhere,

59. P. Flor. i1 127 = Select Papyri, 1, no. 140.

60. The caputatio and iugatio are subjects beset with difficulties
and much disputed among historians. For Diocletian’s reforms
see W, Ensslin, “The Reforms of Diocletian’, in Cambridge Ancient
History, %3, chap. xi. Sce now, too, W. Seston, Duwclétien ¢t la
Tétrarchie, Paris, 1946.

61. A. E. R, Boak, ‘Early Byzantine Papyn fiom the Cairo
Museu?'x’, no. 1, n Etudes de Papyrologie, ii, 1034, pp. 1-8.

CHAPTER 1V

1. See ahove, p. 90,

2. See N H. Baynes, Cambridge Answent Huislory, vol. xii, p. 668
and references.

3. Apol 1, ‘Plures efficimur quoties metimur a vobis. semen cst
sanguis Christianorum’ (‘We grow in numbers, as often as we
are mown down by you: the blood of Christians is our seed’).

4. See N. H. Baynes, ‘Constantine the Great and the Christian
Church’ m Proc of Brit. Acad. xv, 19209, p. 347.

5. Inferno, xix, 115-17.

6. ‘Godhead was one; there were many telephone lines and
they ran through a number, smaller but appreciable, of different
switchboards’; A. D. Nack, Fourn. of Rom. Studies, xxxvii, 1047,

. 104.
P 7. A papyrus in the British Museum (P. Lond. 1914), a letter
from a Melitian at Alexandrna to a fellow schismatic, gives a vivid
picture of Athanasius’ proceedings against the Melitians (‘he
carried off a Bishop of the Lower Country and shut him in the
Meat Market, and a priest of the same region he shut in the lock-
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up, 2nd a deacon 1n the principal prison, and 1ill the twenty-eighth
of Pachon Heraiscus 100 [probably an Alexandrian ‘anti-pope’
set up by the Melitians as a rival to Athanasrus] has been confined
in the Camp—1I thank God our Master thai the scourgings which
he endured have ceased—and on the twenty-seventh he caused
seven Bishops to leave the country’) and his irresolution when
summoned by Constantine to the Synod of Tyre in A D. 335
(*Athanasius is very despondent. Often (?) did they come for him,
and till now he has not left the country; but he had his baggage
embarked at sea as though he would leave ihe couniry, and then
again he took his baggage off the ship, not wishing to leave the
country’). See FL. I Bell, Fews and Chnstians in Egypt, 1924, p. 62.
Yor a popular account of St, Athanasius see H, 1. Bell, ‘Athanasius:
A Chapter in Church History®, in The Congregational Quarterly, 1ii,
1925, pp  158~76.

8 See Wilcken’s discussion of this in UPZ i, pp. 52-77.

9. It is, however, to be noted that the custom was mainly found
in the Hellenic Sarapis cult, and that the majority of the Zalochos
known to us were Greeks or Macedonians. It may, on the other
hand, be pointed out that the word anachdréiés from. which our
‘anchorite’ comes recalls the anachrésss, or fight, which from
time 1mmemorial had been the last resource of the Egyptian
peasant when his position became mtolerable.

10. ‘The Garden of Ptolemagrius at Panopolis’, in Trans, Am.
Phil, Ass. Ixxvi, 1946, pp. 192—~206. Mr, Roberts points out that
the ‘Garden’ of Epicurus is perhaps a likelier imnfluence than
anything Egyptian,

11. See L. Keimer, ‘L’Horreur des Egyptxens pour les démons
du désert’, 1n Bull. de I'Inst. &' Egyple, xxvi, 1948~4, PD- 13547

12. P. Jews (= P. Lond.) 1923-9.

13. P. Jews 1923.

14. P. Jews 1926,

15. P, Jews 1g28.

16. P. Jews 1929.

17. P. Cairo Masp. iii. 64295, See i. 12-16, 18-20: ‘T may say,
if it be not reprehensible to praise oneself, that I have for long
enjoyed no small reputation among the inhabitants of the great
city of Alexander; for conducting a school in the university there
T always observed a right standard of living and, zealously practis-
ing my innate faculty for intellectual pursuits, imparted an
education in philosophy to those who desired it; this being indeed
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an interest inherited from my parents and grandparents, for I
had as my mstructor my thrice blessed father Asclépiadés, who
laboured all his life 1n the Museums, instructing the young accord-
ing to the ancient curriculum. . . . In the same city I was eager
to observe a sumlar way of life. . . . My wife, who is also my cousin,
and myself were the children of two brothers, I and she, and our
fathers lwed together, never partcd the onc from the other,
whether in his interests, in s domicile, in uprightness, or in
devotion to the muse of philosophy, so that many doubted of
which parcnts we came, whether I was the son of her father or she
the daughter of mine.” The writer 1s Hoérapollén, the author of
a work on the antiquities of Alexandria and probably of the extant
treatise on hieroglyphics mentioned in the text.

18. See E. P. Wegener, Symbolae van Oven, p, 193, for conditions
in the third century: “We may draw the conclusion that in Egypt
the function of senator was hereditary probably already m the
third century for those who belonged to the archons at least.’

19. A. E. R, Boak, “An Egyptian Farmer of the Age of Dio-
cletian and Constantine’, m Byzantina Metabyzanting, i, 1946,
pPp. 89-53, sums up his study of a collection of papyri from
Theadelphia in the FayyGm as follows: ‘From the foregoing study
of the career of Isidoros and its comparison with that of Sakaon,
two conclusions of some significance can be drawn. One, thai, as
intimated above, agiiculture in the Fayum in the early fourth
century could still be made a profitable occupation, provided that
the irrigation services could be maintained. Since these failed at
Theadelphia, agriculture was doomed and the site was abandoned
by its inhabitants. But at Karams the canals continued to function
and the community survived for another century. Secondly, that
the village landholders must reconcile themselves to halding some
six or more different liturgical offices, some for more than one
term, during their maturer years. This surely was a burden heavy
enough in times of prosperity, but when added to the load of
taxation in a period when the cost of government was draining the
resources of the provinces Lo the point of exhaustion, it is not sur-
prising that in the long run it proved an intolerable load. The
career of Isidoros lends new emphasis to the generally accepted
opinion that the hturgical system was largely responsible for the
ruin of the propertied class in the towns and villages of Egypt in the
early Byzantine period.” Of course the financial burden and the
consequent flight of those whom it ruined, by reducing available
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man-power, made it more difficult to maintain the irrigation
systen1, and its neglect in turn accentuated the financial strain,

20 This is a probable inference from the fact that the village of
Aphrodite was granted the right of autopragia by the Emperor Leo
(P. Cairo Masp. 1. 6701g, 51.) and the statement by the villagers m
a petition dating from A.D. 567 that the pagarchy ol Antaeopolis had
up till then had eight pagarchs (P Cairo Masp. i. 67002, ii, 18 ).

21. For this date, in preference to 538, hitherto usually
accepted, see Gertrude Malz, “The Date of Justiman’s Edict X111,
in Byzanhon, xvi, 1942-3, Pp. 135—41.

22. A tenlalive gencalogy of the famuily is given mn P. Oxy. xvi.
1829, 24, note (p. 6); E R. Hardy, Large Esiates, p 38.

23, P. Oxy xvi 1982,

24. See P. Oxy. xvi. 1928, mtrod,

25. This was the case, for example, at Aphrodite, a free village
possessing aufopragia but contaiing also an estate of a noble named
Ammoénius; see Fown. of Hell, Studies, Ixiv, p. 24.

26. P. Cairo Masp i 67002; P. Lond. v. 1674.

29. P. Gairo Masp. i. 64024, 151,

28. P. Hib. 34.

2g9. P. Oxy. i. 130.

go. P. Cairo Masp i. 64002,

31. P. Oxy. xvi. 1860, 6,

32, P. Oxy. xv1. 1987.

33. Even the great Apidn family was at one time monophysite;
see Hardy, Large Estates, pp. 26-7.

34. See C. H, Roberts, ‘A Latin Parchment from Antinoe’, in
Aegyptus, xv, 1935, pp. 207-302, especially p. 302 The text is
published 1n Fourn. Eg. Arch. xxi, 1935, pp. 199-2009.

35. See H. I, Bell, ‘An Egyptian Village in the Age of Justinian’,
in Journ. of Hell. Studies, Ixiv, 1944, pp. 21-36; J. Maspero, ‘Un
dernier poéte grec d’Egypte: Dioscore fils d’Apollos’, in Rev, des
études grecques, xxiv, 1911, pp 426-81, H. J. M. Milne, Cat. of the
Laterary Pafiyr in the Brutish Museum, 192y, pp. 68-8o; H., I. Bell
and W. E. Crum, ‘A Greek-Coptic Glossary’, in Aegyptus, vi, 1925,
PP, 177-226,

36. P. Lond. i. 47 (pp. 231~36) = M. Chrest. 319

37. Cf. my remarks in W, E. Crum and H. 1. Bell, Wadi Sarga,
Copenhagen, 1922, pp. 16~18.

38. See J. Maspero, Org. militaire, pp. 11418,

39. See A.J. Butler, The Treaty of Magr in Tabari, Oxford, 1913.
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* w the Non-literary Papyri of Oxyrhynchus of the Furst Four Centuries
and its Bearing on New Testament Language and Thought. London,
Allen and Unwin, 1g923.

PresiGre (Friedrich), Antikes Leben nach den agyplischen Papyri.
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Hunt (A. 8.) and Encar (C. C.), Select Papyri, 2 vols. London,
Heinemann (Loeb Classical Library), 1932, 1934. [A selection
of representative papyrus texis of all periods with English trans-
lations and occasional explanatory notes.}

CHAPTER 1

1. GenerAL WoRKS oN PAPYROLOGY

Mirress (L.) und Wireken (U.), Grundzige und Chrestomathie der
Papyruskunde. Leipzig—Beirlin, Teubner, rgr2. [The standard
and indispensable work of reference for any thorough study of
Greck papyri. In two volumes, each in two parts, respectively
Grundzilge and Chrestomathie [W. Chrest., M, Chrest. are the
standard abbreviations for textsinthelatier,] Vol. i, by Wilcken,
deals wiith papyrology as a science, wath history, racial elements
and conflicts, religion, education, finance and taxation, admini-
stration, industry and trade, agriculture, the postal and {ransport
system, military and police, and sacial life. Vol ii, by Muttess,
15 devoted 1o the legal systems and institutions of Graeco-
Roman Egypt. The texts edited in the second part of each
volume illustrate the sketch given in the first part.] .

ScuuBarT (Wilhelm), Einfuhrung in die Papyruskunde. Berlin,
Weidmann, 1918 [A valuable supplement to Mitteis=Wilcken,
dealing not only with the subjects treated by them but also with
hterary and Christian papyri; with copious references but with-
out illustrative texts.]

PreseNpanz (Karl), Papyrusfunde und Pagiyrusforschung. Leipzig,
Hiersemann, 1933.

CarperINg (Aristide), Manuale div Papirologia antica greca e 1omana ad
uso delle souole untversitarie ¢ delle persone colte. Milan, Ceschina,
1938.

PrrEMANs (W.) en VERGOTE (].), Papprologisch Handbosk. Louvain,
Beheer van Philologische Studien, 1942. [The latest compre-
hensive handbook of papyrology, written in Flemish, There are
full bibhographies to each chapter. The last two chapters, on
culture and morality and on private Ife, were not wrnitien, and
only the bibliographies are given.]

Davip (M) and van GroNmoen (B. A.), Papyrological Primer.
Second (English) edition, Leyden, Brill, 1946, [A collection of
well-chosen and well-edited papyrus texts, 85 in number,
selected to initiate students into the study of papyrology n its
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various aspects and preceded by an introduction which gives
a summary but very useful survey of the subject.]

2. PriNcipAL EpiTioNs oF GREEX PAPYRY AND OSTRACA

A. Papyri (wnth the standard methods of reference)

B.G.U. = Aegyptische Urkunden aus den Staatlichen Museen zu Berln,
Grizchische Urkunden. Berlin, 1895, &c. At present 8 vols.

B.K.T. = Berliner Klassikertexte. Berlin, 1904, &c. Literary texts
in the Berhn papyri. At present 8 vols.

C. P. Herm. = Siud. Pal. v (see below) Copus Papyrorum
Hermopolitanorum.

C.P.R. = Corpus Papyrorum Raineri, i, by C. Wessely. Vienna, 1895.

M. Chrest. = Mitteis, Chrestomathze.

P. Aberd. = Catalogue of Greek and Latin Papyrs and Osiraca in the
Possession of the Unaversity of Aberdeen, by E. G. Tuiner. Aberdeen,
1939.

P. Achmim == Les Papyrus grecs d’Achmim, by P. Collart, Cairo,
1930.

P. Adlexr = The Adler Papyri, Greck texts by E. N. Adler, J. G.
Tait, and F. M. Heichelhcim, Demotic by F. Ll. Griflith.
Oxford, 1939.

P. Amh. = The Amherst Papyrz . - . of . . . Lord Amherst of Hackngy,
by B. P. Grenfell and A. S, Hunt. London, 1goo, 1go1.

P. Amst. See P. Gron.

P. Bacchias = ‘The Archives of the Temple of Soknobraisis at
Bacchias’, by Elizabeth H Galliam. Yale Glassical Studies, x,
1947, pp- 181-281,

P. Baden = Vergffentlichungen aus den badischen Pagyrus-Sammlungen.
Heidelberg, 1923, &c. Demotic, Coptic, and Greek texts,
edited by W. Spiegelberg, F. Bilabel, and G. A. Gerhard, are
included. At present 6 parts.

P, Bas. = Papyrusurkunden der Offentlichen Bubliothek: der Umiwersitat
zu Basel, by E. Rabel and (one Coptic contract) W. Spiegelberg.
Berlin, 1914.

P. Bexl. Frisk == Bankakten aus dem Faijfim nebst anderen Berliner
Papyri, by H. Frisk. Goteborg, 1931.

P. Berl. Leihg. = Berliner Leihgabe griechischer Papyri, by T, Kalén
and the Greek Seminar of Uppsala. Uppsala, 1932.

P. Berl. Moller = Griechische Papyri aus dem Berliner Museum, by
S. Moller. Gdéteborg, 1929.

P. Bour. = Les Fapyrus Bounant, by P, Collart. Paris, 1926,
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P. Brem. = D¢ Bremer Papyri (Abhandlungen der Preussischen
Akademie der Wissenschaften), by U, Wilcken Berhn, 1936.
P, Cairo Masp. = Cutalogue général des antiquitds dgypliennes du
Musde du Carre; Papyrus gress d'épogue byzanting, by J. Maspero.

Cairo, 1911-16. 3§ vols.

P. Cairo Preis. = Gruchische Urkunden des A gyptischen Museums zu
Karo, by ¥. Prewsigke. Strassburg, 19711.

P. Cairo Zen. = Catalogue général des antiquitds égyptiennes du Musée
die Care; Zenon Papyri, by C. C. Edgar. Cairo, 1925-31. 4
vals.; the series completed posthumously by vol. v, published by
the Société Fouad I de Papyrologie and edited from Edgar’s
materials by O. Guéraud and P. Jouguet.

P. Col. Inv, 480 (P. Col. I) = Upon Slavery in Ptolemaic Egypt, by
W L. Westermann., New York, rgz2g.

P. Col. Il = Tax Lists and Transportation Recerpls from T headelpina,
by W. L. Westermann and G. W, Keyes. New York, rg32.

P. Col. Zen. = Jenan Papipri: Business Papers of the Third Gendury
B.C. dealing with Palestine and Egypt. Vol. i by W. L. Wester-
mann and E. S. Hasenoehrl, New York, 1934; vol, ii by W, L.
Westermann, C. W. Keyes, and I Liebesny, New York, 1g40.

P. Gornell = Greek Papyry wn the Library of Cornell Unwersiy, by
W. L. Westermann and G, J. Kracmer, Jr. New York, 1926,

P. Edfou = Les Papyrus et les oslraca grecs, by J. Manieuflel, being
chapter v of Foulles franco-polonarses, Rapport I, Tell Edfou 1937.
Cauo, 1937.

P. Eleph. == Elgphantine-Papyri, by O, Rubensohn. Berlin, 1907.

P. Ent. = ENTEYSEIE: Requétes et plaintes adressées au roi d’Egypte
au IIF sidcle avant 7.-C., by O. Guéraud Cairo, 1931~2.

P. Bxlangen = Die Papyri der Unwersilaisbipliothek Erlangen, by W.
Schubart, Leipzig, rgq2. [Published during the war, this
volume may not have reached this country. The whole remain-
ing stock appears to have perished in 2 hombardment. The
present writer saw a copy at Brussels.]

P. Fay. = Fayilm Towns and therr Papyri, by B. P. Grenfell, A, S.
Hunt, and D. G. Hogarth. London, 1900.

P. Flox. = Papiri greco-egizii, by D. Comparetti and G. Vitelli,
Milan, 1905-15. 3 vols.

P. Fouad = Les Papyrus Fouad I (Publ. de la Société Fouad I de
Papyrologie, Textes et Documents, iii), by A. Bataile, O.
Guéraud, P. Jouguet, and others. Cairo, 1939.

P. Frankf. = Griechische Papyri aus dem Besity des Rechiswissen-
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schaftlichen Seminars der Unwersitat Frankfurt, by H. Lewald.
Heidelberg, 1920.

P. Freib. = Miiteilungen aus der Freiburger Papyrussammlung, by
W. Aly, M. Gelzer, J. Partsch, and U, Wilcken. Heidelbeig,
1g14~27. 3 Parts; Part IIT is in a larger size than the others.

P. Gen. = Les Papyrus ds Genéve, i, by J. Nicole. Geneva, 18g96-
1900.

P. Giss, = Griechische Papyri vm Museum des oberhessischen Gesclashis-
veretns zu Giessen, by O. Eger, E. Kornemann, and P. M. Meyer.
Leipzig—Berlin, 1g10-12.

P. Giss, Univ.-Bibl. = Mtteilungen aus der Papyrussammlung der
Giessener Universitatshiblithek, by H. Khng and others. Giessen,
1924-39. 6 parts.

P.G.M. = Papyri Magiwae Grascae, by K. Preisendanz, Leipzig—
Berlin, 1928, 1931, 2 vols.

P. Got. = Papyrus grecs de la Bibliothéque Municipale de Gothembourg,
by H. Frisk. Géteborg, 1929.

P. Grenf., I = An Alexandrian Erotic Fragment and other Greek Papyri
chiefly Pivlemaic, by B. P. Grenfell. Oxford, 18g6.

P. Grenf. XI = New Classical Fragments and other Greek and Latin
Papyri, by B. P. Grenfell and A. S. Hunt. Oxford, 1897.

P. Gron. = Papyri Groninganae: Griechische Papyre der Universitals-
bibliothek zu Gromngen nebst zwei Papyrs der Universitdtsbiblwthek zu
Amsterdam, by A. G. Roos. Amsterdam, 1933.

P. Gurob = Greck Papyri from Gurob, by J. G. Smyly. Dublin,
1g21.

P. Hal. = Dikaiomata. Aduszuge aus Alexandrimschen Gesetzen und
Verordnungen in einem Papyrus des philologischen Seminars der Univer-
sitdt Halle mit ewnem Anhang weiterer Papyre derselben Sammlung, by
the Gracca Halensis. Berlin, 1g13.

P. Hamb. = Griechische Papyrusurkunden der Hamburger Staats- und
Unwersitatshibliothek, vol. i, by P. M. Meyer. Leipzig-Berlin,
191124,

P.Harris = The Rendel Harris Papyri of Woodbrooke College, Birming-
ham, by J. E. Powell, Cambridge, 1936.

P. Maun. = Papyri Graecae Haunienses, fasc. i, by T. Larsen.
Copenhagen, 1942.

P. Hib. = The Hibeh Papyrt, Part I, by B. P. Grenfell and A. S.
Hunt. London, 1go6.

P. Iand, = Papyri Iandanae, cum discipulis edidit C. Kalbfleisch.
Leipzig, 1912, &c. At present 8 parts.
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P.Jena = Fenaer Papyrus-Urkunden, by F. Zucker and F. Schneider.
Jena, 1926. '

P. Jews = Fews and Christians in Egypt The Fewnsh Troubles wn Alex-
andria and the Athanasian Controversy, by H. 1. Bell. London, 1924.

P. kL. Form. = Parts III and VIII of Siud. Pal. (see below):
Griechische Papyrusurkunden klewneren Formats, by C. Wessely.

P. Lille = Papyrus grees (Institut Papyrologique de I'Universiié de
Lille), by P. Jouguet, P. Collart, J. Lesquier, M Xoual. Pars,
1907, 1g12. 2 vals. [Vol. 1 containg the papyr: from Magdola
iu the Fayytm, later re-edited by Guéraud in P. Ent.}

P. Lips. = Grwechische Urkunden der Papyrussammiung zu Leipzig,
vol. i, by L. Mittels, Leipzig, 1906.

P. Lond. = Greek Papyr in the Brutish Museum, by F. G. Xenyon
and H. I, Bell. London, 18g3—1917. At present 5 vols, [P.
Jews continues the numerical sequence of the London papyri,
but forms a separate publication.]

P. Lugd. Bat. = Papyrr Graeq Muser Antiguarii publici Lugdum-~
Batay, by C. Leemans., Leyden, 1843, 1885.

P. Lund Univ.-Bibl. = Aus der Papyrussammlung der Universitats-
bibliothek in Lund, by A. Wiltrand, X. Hanell, and E. K,
Kunudtzon. Lund, 1935-46. Al present 4 parts.’

P. Magd. = P. Lille II. -

P. Marmarica = Il papwo Vaticano greco 11, by M. Norsa and
G. Vitelli, Citta del Vaticano, 1931.

P, Meyer = Griechische Taxie aus Agypten: I, Pafyyri des Neutestament-
lichen Semunars der Unwerside Berln, I Ostraka der Sammlung
Dygissmann, by P, M. Meyer. Berlin, 1916.

P, Mich, == Papyri in the University of Muchigan Collestion, by C. C.
Ldgar, A. E. R. Boak, J. G. Winter, and others. Ann Arbor,
1931—47. At present 7 vols, [Each volume has a sub-title of
its own. The numerical sequence of volumes as a single series
was not established till vol. ui. Vol. i, Zenon Pagyrs, by C, C.
Edgar, is often referred to as P. Mich. Zen.] [ro28.

P. Mil. = Papors Milanesi, vol. i, fase, 1, by A. Calderini. Milan,

P. Mil. R. Univ. = Papiri della R. Universitd di Malano, Vol.
Primo, by A. Vogliano. Milan, 1937. [Sometimes called P.
Primi, to distinguish this from the other Milanese series.]

P. Monac. = Vergffenthchungen aus der Papyrus-Sammlung der K. Hof-
und Staatsbibhothek zu Munchen+ Byzantinische Pappyrs, by A, Heisen-
berg and L. Wenger. Leipzig-Berlin, 1914.

P. Neutest. = P. Meyer.
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P. Osl. = Papyri Osloenses, by S, Ertiem and L. Amundsen. Oslo,
1925-36 At present g vaols

P. Oxford = Some Oxford Papyri, by I P. Wegener. Leyden,
1942. [Vol. i1 of the series “Papyrologica Lugduno-Batava’.]

P. Oxy. = The Oxprhynchus Papyri, by B, P. Grenfell, A. S. Hunt,
and others, 18q8 ff. At present 18 vols.

P. Par. = Notices et lextes des papyrus grees du Musde du Louvie et de
la Bibliothéque Impériale (Notices et Extraits des manuscrits de la
Bibl. Impériale et autres Bibl, 18. 2), by Letronne and Brunet
de Piesle. Paris, 1865.

P. Petrie = The Flinders Petrie Papyri, by J. P. Mahally and J. G.
Smyly. Dublin, 18g1~1905. 3 vols.

P.Primi = P. Mil. R, Unv.

P. Princ., = Papyri in the Princeton University Collechons, by A, C.
Johnson, H. B. Van Hoesen, E. H. Kasge, Jr., and S. P. Goodrich.
Baltimore and Princeton, 1931—42. At present § vols.

P, Rein. = Pafyrus grees et démotiques recueillis en Fgypte, by Th,
Reinach, W. Spiegelberg, and S. de Ricci. Paris, 1905, Les
Papyrus Théodore Rewach, t. i1, ed. P. Collart, &e. Cairo, 1940,

P. Rev. = Revenue Laws of Plolemy Philadelphus, by B, P. Grenfell.
Oxford, 1896.

P. Ross~Georg. = Pajiyr: russischer und georgischer Sammlungen, by
G. Zereteli, O. Xruger, and P. Jernstedt. Tiflis, 1925~35. At
present 5 vols,

P. Ryl. = Catalogue of the Greek Papyri in the John Rylands Library,
Manchester, by A. S. Hunt, J. de M. Johnson, V. Martin, and
C. H. Roberts. Manchester, 1911-48. Al present g vols.

P.S.A. Athen. = Papyri Societatis Archaeologicae Atheniensis, by G. A,
Petiopoulos. Athens, 1939. [The commentaries, &c., are in
modern Greek.]

P.S.I. = Paprri grect ¢ latini (Pubblicazioni della Societd Italiana
per la ricerca dei Papiri greci e latini in Egitto), by G. Vitelli,
M. Norsa, and others. Florence, 1g12ff. The latest issue is
fasc. 1 of vol. xii.

P. Sitol, == Sitologen-Papyri aus dem Berliner Museum, by K. Thunell,
Uppsala, 1924.

P. Strassb. = Griechwsche Papyrus der Kaiserlichen Unversitats- und
Landesbibliothek zu Strassburg, by F. Preisigke. Leipzg, 1912,
1g920. 2 vols. [The series was continued by P. Collomp (killed
by the Germans during the recent war) and his pupils in Buil.
Fye. Lettr. Strash. xiv (1g35)~—xvil (1939).]



158 Bibliography

P, Tebt. = The Tebtums Papyri, by B. P. Grenfell, A. S. Hunt,
J. G. Smyly, E. J. Goodspeed, and C. G. Edgar. London,
1go2-38. g vols, (the last mn two parts).

P. Thead. = Papyrus de Théadelphie, by P. Jouguet, Paris, 1gx1,

P.Tor. = ‘Papyrigraeci R. Musei Aegypti1 Taurinensis’,in Mem. R.
Accad. Torine, xxxi, 1826, g—188, xxxiii, 1827, 1-80, by A. Peyron.

P. Ups. 8 = Der Fluch des Christen Sabinus, Papyrus Upsaliensis 8,
by G. Bjorck. Uppsala, 1938.

P. Varxs. = Papyn Varsovienses, by G. Manteuffel. Warsaw, 1935.

P. Vat. gr. 11 = P Marmarica.

P. Vindob, Boswinkel = Eiuge Wisner Papyri (Papyrologica
Lugduno-Batava, ii), by E. Boswinkel. Leyden, 1g42.

P. Warren == The Warren Papyri (Pap. Lugd.-Bat. i), by M.
David, B. A. van Groningen, and J. C. van Oven. Leyden, 1941.

P. Wiirzh. = Mittalungen aus der Winzburger Papyrussammlung, by
U, Wilcken, Berlin, 1934.

SB. See Note 11 to Chap. L.

Stud. Pal. = C. Wessely, Studien zur Palaeographie und Papyruskunde.
[A periodical publication, issued irregularly and miscellancous
in character.]

UPZ. See Wilcken (U.), under C below.

W. Chrest. = Wilcken, Chrestomaihie. .

B. Ostraca

O. Briiss.~Berl. = Osiraka aus Briissel und Berlin, by P. Viereck,
Berlin-Leipzig, 1922.

O. Meyer. See P. Meyer, under A above.

O. Mich. = Greek Ostraca in the Unwersity of Michigan Collection, by
L Amundsen. Ann Arbor, 1935.

0. Osl. = Ostraca Osloensia, by L. Amundsen. Oslo, 1933.

O. Pr. Joachim = Die Prinz-Foachim-Ostraka, by F. Preisigke and
W. Spiegelberg. Strassburg, 1914.

O. Sirassb. = Griechwsche und griechisch-demotische Osiraka  der
Universitats- und Londesbibliothek zu Strassburg wn Elsass, by P.
Viereck. Berlin, 1923.

O. Tait = Greek Ostraca in the Bodleian Library at Oxford and various
other Collections, by J. G. Tait. London, 1930. Only vol. i pub-
lished at present.

O. Theb. = Theban Ostraca. London-Oxford, 1913. [Ostraca in
Hieratic, Demotic, Greek, and Coptic. The Greek ostraca
edited by J. G. Milne.]



Bibliography 159

©. Wilb. = Les Ostraca gress de la collection Gharles-Fdwin Wilbour
ar Musée de Brooklyn, by C. Préaux New York, 1935.

W.O. = Griechische Osiraka aus Aegyplen und Nubien, by U. Wilcken,
Leipzig-Berlin, 18gg. 2 vols.

Wadi Sarga = Wadr Sarga Coptic and Greek Texts, by W. E,
Crum and H. L. Bell. [Papyriand ostraca, in Coplic and Gieek.
The Greek texts cdited by . 1. Bell.]

C. Special Collections of Papyrus Texts

Dovrrstanr (W.), Griechtsche Papyrusprivaibriefe in gebildeter Sprache
aus den ersten wer Fahrhunderten nach Christus. Borna—Leipzig,
1934. [A doctoral dissertation at Weimar.]

GHEDINI (G ), Lettere Cristuane dai papnri greci del IIT e IV secolo.
Milan, 1923.

LimrzmanN (H.), Griechische Papyri. Bonn, 1910 (Kleine Texie fur
theologische und philologische Vorlesungen und Ubungen,
14). [A small selection of representative texts, chiefly letters ]

Mezver (P. M.), Juristische Papyri. Berln, 1g20. [A valuable
collection of texts fllustrating the law of Graeco-Roman Egypt,
with elaborate commentaries ]

O1ssoN (B.), Papyrusbrigfe aus der fiuhesten Romerzert, Uppsala,
1925.

Prewenpanz (1K), Papyri Graccae Maguae. Leipzig-Berln, 1928,
1931. 2 vols. [P.G.M.]

Wircken (U.), Urkunden der Plolemaerzeit (éltere Funde), Berlin—
Leipzig, 1927, &c [UPZ.]

Wrrkowskt (8.), Epuwsiulae privatae graecae quae wn papyris astatis
Lagrdarum servantur. Leipzig, 1906 (2nd edition, 1911),

ZispartH (B.), dus der antiken Schule. Bonn, 1913 (Kleine Texie, 65).
[A collection of texts from papyry, tablets, and ostraca illustrat-
ing school education in Egypt.]

(See also under ‘General’ above and David—van Groningen,
Papyrological Primer, under 1.)

3. Works oN PALAROGRAPHY AND DIpLoMATIC

GARDTHAUSEN (V' ), Griechische Palacographie; 2nd edition, 2 vols.
Leipzig, 1911-13. [A comprehensive work on Greek Palaeo-
graphy, but including the papyrus period.]

KenvonN (F. G ), The Palacography of Greek Papyni. Oxford, 1899.
[Now largely out of date but still useful.]



160 Bibliography

Scrusart (W), Papyri Graccae Berolinenses. Bonn, 1911. [A col-
lection of facsimiles, with transcripts, &c.]

ScuuBART (W.), Griechische Palaeographie. Munich, 1925. [General
work on Greek palacography, with special atiention to papyri.]

TuomesoN (Sir E. Maunde), An Intreduction to Greek and Latin
Palgeography, Oxford, 1912. [A general work on palaeography,
but with much information on papyr1.]

Van Hossen (H. B.), Roman Gursive Writing. Princeton, 1915,

Kenvon (Sir ¥. G ), Books and Readers wn Ancient Greece and Rome.
Oxford, 1932.

Birt (Th.), Das antike Buchwesen. Berlin, 1882.

Scmusart (W.), Das Buch bei den Griechen und Romern. Berlin—
Leipzig, 1921. [t934.

Lewis (N.), L' Industrie du Pagyrus dans I’Egypte Gréso-Romaine. Paris,

4. Grammar and Lexicography

Mavser (B.), Grammatik der griechischen Papyri aus der Plolemderzeit.
Leipzig, 1906, 19263 rev. ed., m 6 or 7% vols.; various dates.
Pawmer (L. R.), 4 Grammar of the Post-Plolemaic Papyr: London,

1946.

Karsomenakss (S. G.), Voruntersuchungen zu einer Grammaiik der
Papyri der nackchristhchen Zeit. Munich, 1938,

WB. = Preisigke-Kiessling, Worterbuch. See note g to Chap. 1.

Namenbuch. See note 10 1bid.

GrapewwrTz (O.), Kontrdrindex. See note 19 ibid.

Mourron (J. H.) and Miruiean (G.), The Vocabulary of the Greek
Testament. London, 1930. [Illustrating New Testament Greek
from the language of the papyri.]

Lopzrr (H. G.) and Scorr (R ), A Greek-English Lexicon, New
Edition, edited by H. Stuart Jones and R, McKenzie. Oxford,
completed 1940, [This latest edition of the famous work makes
constant use of the papyrus evidence.]

See also Meecham’s Light from Ancient Letters, above, ‘General’,

5. Some Works of Reference
[Monographs on various special subjects and limited periods

¥ The volumes of this edition were not issued in the order of the work
jtself, the sixth to be issued, in 1938, was Vol. I, part 2, after the author’s
death. Part 1 of this volume remained in manuscript but publication
of it, under the editorship of H. Widmann, was then promised. Whether
this has appeared I do not know.



Bibliography 161
are mentioned in the notes and bibliographies to single chapters.

Here are mentioned a few useful works which cover the whole
Gracco-Roman period. They are arranged by subjects.]

TavsenscHLAG (R.), The Law of Greco-Roman Egypt in the Light of
the Papyri. New York, 1944. (See also Mittes, Grundzuge,
above, under 1, and Meyer’s Juristische Papyri, above, under 2, C.)

SeerE (A ), Metrologia e curcolazione monetaria degh antichi. Bologna,
1928.

ScHNABEL (M ), Die Landwirtschaft im hellemstischen Agypten, vol. i
Munich, 1g925.

Otro (W), Priester und Tempel vm hellemstischen Agypten. Leipzag—
Berlin, 1905-8. [1922-5.

Horsner (Th.), Fontes Historine Religioms Aegyphiacae. Bonn,

CHAPTER II

. Bevan (B.), 4 History of Egypt under the Ptolemaic Dynasty. London,
1927.

WiLckeN (U.), Alexander the Great. Transl by G C. Richards.
London, 1932.

Joucurr (P ), L'Impérialisme macédonen st Phellémsation de 1 Orant.
Paris, 1926.

TArN (W, W.), Hellemstw Civilisation. 2nd ed. London, rggo.
Chapter V, ‘Egypt’.

Rostovrzerr (M.), The Social and Economic History of the Hellemstic
World. g vols. Oxford, 1941. Chapters on Egypt.

Rostovrzerr (M.), ‘Ptolemaic Egypt’, in Cambridge Ancent History,
Vi1, pp. 109-54-

KorTE (A ), Hellemstic Poetry. Translated by J. Hammer and
M. Hadas. New York, 1929.

Priaux (Claire), L’Economw 19vale des Lagzde: Brussels, 1939

Lzsquier (] ), Les Institutions militawres de I Egypte sous les Lagides
Paris, 1911.

See also, as with following chapters, the works cited in the notes

above.

CHAPTER III

Mune (J. G.), 4 History of Egypt under Roman Rule. London,
Methuen. grd edition, 1g24.

Brir (H. 1), ‘Egypt under the Early Principate’, Cambridge
Ancient Fistory, vol. x, chap. x; ‘Egypt’, ibid., vol. x1, ch. xvi. 1.
5040 M



162 Bibliography

Miwne (J. G ), ‘The Ruin of Egypt by Roman Mismanagement’,
in Yourn. of Rom. Studies, xvii, 1927, pp. I-13.

RosTovrzerr (M.), “The Roman Exploitation of Egypt in the First
Century a.p’, in Fourn. of Eecon. and Business Hust. i, 192g,
PP- 337—64.

Joucuer (P.), La Domination romame en Egypte aux deux premers
sitcles aprés Fésus-Ghrst. Alexandma, Soc. Roy. d’Archéal,, 1947,

Bern (H. 1), ‘Roman Egypt from Augustus to Diocletian’, in
Chyon. d’Egypte, xiii, 1938, pp. 347-63.

Rosrovrzeer (M), The Social and Eeconomic History of the Roman
Emprre. QOxford, Clarendon Press, 1926. [The work was re-
vised for the translations into German (1930) and Itahan, and
those who can read the latter would be well advised to use the
Ltahan, Storia economica e sociale dell> smpero romano, Florence, ‘La
Nuova Italia’ Editrice, 1933, which is 1n effect a third edition ]

Jomnson (A C.), Roman Egypt, being vol. i1 of An Economu
Survey of Ancient Rome, Baltimore, Johns Hopkins Press, 1936.

Jousuer (P.), La Vie mumecpale dans UEgypte romaine, Paris,
Fontemoing, 1911,

Warcace (S. L)), Taxation wn Egypt from Augustus to Diocletian.
Princeton University Press, 1938

Lesquier (), L'Aimée romaine d’Egypte d’Auguste & Dioclétien,
Cairo, Inst. francais d’arch. orientale, 1918.

CHAPTER IV

Mune (J. G.), A History of Egypt under Roman Rule. London,
Methuen. grd edition, 1924.

Grrzer (M.), Studen zur byzantmischen Verwaltung Agyptens
(Leipziger Historische Abhandlungen, Heftxii). Leipzig, 1gog.

RourLLaro (Germaine), L’ Adminisiration civile de I’Egypte byzantine.
ond edition, Paris, 1928.

MaseERrO (J.), Orgamsation mulit, de ’Egypte byzantime. Paris, 1912.

Masrero (J ), Histowe des Patriarches d’ Alevandrie. Paris, 1923,

Hawrovy {E R), The Large Estates of Byzantine Egypt. New York,
1931.

BrLy (H. 1.), ‘The Byzantine Servile State in Egypt’, in Fourn. Eg
Arch. iv, 1917, pp. 86-108; “The Decay of a Civilization’, ibid. %,
1924, pp. 207-16; ‘Egypt and the Byzantine Emp1re , in The

Legasy of Egypt, chap. xhi (pp. 332-47).
Secri (A.), “The Byzantine Colonate’, in Traditio, v, 1947,

Pp. 103-33



INDEX

(Only such names, &c , in the notes are indexed as do not occur else-
where or could not be found in that context by references to the text.
Purely ibliographical citations are not indexed.)

Abraham, bishop of Hermdnthis,

i20.

Abd Bakr, Caliph, 131,

Acta Alexandrinorum, 89.

Actium, Battle of, 63.

Aegyptus, province of, after 554,
121

Aegyptus Herculia, 99.

Aegyptus Jovia, gg.

Aeschylus, 17, 81.

Agathoclea and Agathoclés, 59.

Agoranomos, 72.

Agréculture, improvements 1,
40~7.

Alcaeus, poems of, 17.

Alcman, Parthenewon, 15

Alexander the Great, 28-32, 134.

Alexander IV, g3

Alexandria, 10, 23, 42, 50-4; 55,
64, 68, 88-9r, 112, 116, 126,
130, 142, 148; foundation of,
30; capital of Egypt, 35; Sara-
pis cult at, 39, 40, question of
the senate, 52, 69, Unwersity of,
83, 89, go, 116; see of, 86, 106,
108, 110, 114~16, 131, Cate-
chetical School of, 9o, 116, cap-
ture of, by the Arabs, 133.

Allotments of land, see Kléror

Alypius, landowner in the Fay-

yam, g6-7.

Ammon, temple and oracle of, go,
32 134

Ammémus, corrcspondent of

Paphnutws, 110,
‘Amr 1bn al-‘As, 132-3.
Anachérésis (flight), 47,93, 119, 148,
Anacreontica, 128.
Anatolius, bishop of Laodicea, go.
Anchorites, 91, 108~12.
Annona mihtaris, 95, 99
Anoup, petition of, 125.
Antaeopols, pagarchy of, 150.
Anthony, St., 111,

Antigonus, general of Alexander,
a3, minor official, petstion of, 125.

Antinoopolis, 85, 127, 146.

Antiochus IT1, the Great, 57, 59,
IV, Epiphanés, 6o.

Anti-Semitism at Alexandria, 89—
Qo, 112,

Antoninus Pius, 85.

Antony, Mark, 63.

Aphrodite, village of, 1257, 150.

Apidn-Stratégius family, of Oxy=-
rhynchus, 122~4, 127, 150.

Apis bull, g0.

Apollénius, finance minister of
Ptolemy II, 46.

Apophthegmata Pairum, 111,

Appianus, landowner m the Fay-
yilim, g6.

Appius Sabimnus, prefect of Egypt,

93

Arabic papyri, 26, 27.

Arabs, corzfc;uest of Lgypt by,
132~3.

Arcadia, province of, 121.

Archidicastés, 68

‘Arish, al-, 132,

Aristarchus, p4.

Aristius Optatus, prefect of Egypt,
100.

Aristophanes, 81, 143.

Aristotle on the Athenian Con-
stitution, 13, 16.

Arus and the Anian heresy, 106-8,

114.

Arsinoé Philadelphos, wife of
Ptolemy 1I, 56.

Arsmog, wife of Ptolemy IV, 140.

Arsinod, capital of Arsinoite nome,
15, 93, 96.

Arsinoite nome, see Fayy(im.

Asclépiadés,professor of philosophy
at Alexandria, 149.

Asoka, 53

Athanagian Creed, 107
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Athanasws, St., 106-8, 111, cor-
respondent of Paphnutius, 110,
Duke of Thebaid, 126,

Athens, loan of books by, to
Ptolemy ITI, 54, sack of, g4.

Athletic Club, 143.

ﬁugustamnicaé province of, 121
ugusius, 52, §¢, §5-7, & &8q.

Auyja al-Haflr, 135—-6.7’ % 75,99

Aulopragia, 119, 120, 1245, 150.

Avars, 12g~30

Babylon . Egypt, 133.

Bacchylides, odes of, 13, 16.

Bahr Yisuf, 3.

Banking, 48.

%ee—keesi%g, 44

ecr and beer monopol .

Behneseh, see Oxyrhync}ﬁuiz 49

‘Benevolenced’, g5.

Bevan, Edwyn, 140,

Bible, translation of] into Coptic,

113,

Bibhothéké démosion logén and biblio-
thekd enktésedn, 73

Bickermann, E., 70

Bingen, J., 147

Birketel-Karin,ses Moeris, Lake of.

Boak, A B R, 140

Book of the Dead, 13.

Book-trade, 81-2.

Buccellarii, 122, 125

Byssos linen, 49

Byzantium (%onstantinople), 98,
114, 118, 129, 130, 133.

Caesarea, gr.

Caligula, 8g

Callimachus, 17, 81

Camel, introduction of, into Egypt,
47-

Candpus, 30, 51.

Capitatio, capul, 100

Caracalla, ga—5.

Canmnus, Emperor, g8,

Cartonnage, papyrus, 13-14, 16—

17.
Cassander, 33.
Census, 72.
Gercidas, Meliambi, 11, 14,
Cessio bonorum, 92.
Chalcedon, Council of, 115
Charmion, 63.

Index

Charta Borgiana, 14.

Cheques, 48

Chester Beatly papyri, 14, 18,

Chosroes, king of Persia, 129~g0,

Chrématistaz, court of, 43.

Chréstlamty in Egypt, 868, 10—
16.

Cruzeashup, Roman, gz—3

Claudius, 89

Cleitus, 29,

Clement of Alexandna, St., 9o-1,
112, 137

Cleén, master of the works, 46,

Cleopatra VI, 61—4, 67, 74.

Cleruchic land, 50, 3.

Cleruchs (klérouchar), 45~6.

Clobra as sacred emblem of Lower
Egypt, 64.

Cadex, g

Codex Sinaiticus, 18.

Comage, Ptolemaic, 48, 59

Coloni and colonate, 120, 124

Commerce, se¢ Trade,

Confessors, 104

Conséantine the Great, 98, 1045,
148.

Constantinople, see Byzantium,

Constantivs, Caesar, 500, ©

Constitutro Anlomaniang, 92, 94.

Conventus, 67, 68

Coptic language and literature,
26, 2%, 113, 128

Coptos, trade routes to, 51.

Corn, export of, 50,

Cosmétés, 71, 144.

Crown tax, 95.

Clustorns, 50.

Cynopolis, 124

Cynopolite nome, 122

Cynil, St,, 112, 115, 116

Cyrus, Patriarch of Alexandria,
131, 133

Damascus, mosque of, 134.

Dante, 105.

Darius 111, 28-g

Dating, official method of, 109,

Decius, 88, 109

Defensor, 102, 127.

Dekapréio, ga.

Delegatio, 99.

Delta, the, 1—2, 10, 23, 42, 67, 69
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Demeter, 40.

Demetrius, booksellei, 82.

Demotic script, 26, 27, 112-13.

Depopulation, 77, 93, 117.

Dinocratés, 51.

Diocletian, g8—104, 116, 117, 121.

Dioceses, 99.

Drarkétés, 43, 141,

Dionysus, cult of, 140.

Dionysus-Zagreus, 40

Dioscorus, Patiiarch of Alexan-
dria, 115; notary, of Aphrodite,
127-8, 150,

Diptych, g~10.

Domamn land, s¢¢ Royal land.

Dérear (gitt-estates), 45, 46, 73.

Dramatic performances, 84.

Dura-Bur6pos, 135.

Dux Aegypti, 99.

Education, 82—4.

Egypt, area and physical pecu-
larities of, 1-5, 23, conquest of,
by Alexander, 2g-350, by Augus-
tus, 64, by the Persians, 129, by
the Arabs, 132~3, as a Roman
province, 65~7, subdivision of]
into provinces, g9; reorganiza-
tion? of; by Justimian, 121.

Egypt Exploration Fund (now
Society), 16-18.

Egyptian language, survival of]
112-13, law, 42-3.

Egyptians, character of, 5, posi-
tion of, m relation to the
Greeks, 34-8, 55-6, 58, 6o, 74,
meamng of the term in the
Roman period, 70

El-Hibeh, 14

Enkatoché, 108.

Ephebate and ephebes, 41, 83

Ephesus, Councils of, 115.

Epbolé, 79.

Epnenisis, 72.

Epimerismos, 8o.

Ensiratégos, 6g.

Eratosthends, 54, 140.

Euclid, 54.

Eumenés, 33

Fupolis, 128.

Eurpides, 11, 15, 17, 8I.

Fusebius, 104

Buthenarch, 72, 93.

Exactor, 101-2.

Exégétés, 1.

Exposure of children, 84.

Famuly life, 84.

Fatimud conquest of Egypt, 4.

Fayy(m (Arsinoitenome), 3, 15, 16,
42,486, 70,77, 112, 117, 122,149

Feudal analogies in Egypt, 123—4.

Flagons, Feast of, 140

Fuchs, H, 141

Galerius, 103—4

Gardiner, Alan H, 135.

Gat lie, introduction of, mnto Egypt,

Gn%Znon of the Idios Logos, 21, 76.

Goths, 1nvaston of, 94.

Granicus, Battle of the, 28, 2g.

Great Mother (Cyhele), 40

Greeks 1n Egypt, 34-8, 60-1, 4o,

Gienfell, B. P., 16, 17, 19, 21, 48.

Gurob, papyrus discovertes at, 15

Gymnasiarch and gymnasiarchy,
71, 84-5.

Gymnasium, 71,

Hadrian, 8o, 85, 142.

Harpoctatidn, 81-2.

Hariison, P. N,, 145,

Hecatacus, 2.

Hegira, 131.

Heliopolis, Battle of, 132.

Hellemzein, meanmg of, 137.

Heracleopolis, 18.

Heérachdés, landowner in the
Fayytm, g6.

Heéracls, Emperor, 12g-31, 133.

Héraclius, governor of Africa,

128-9
Héraidous, school-girl], 83.
Héraiscus, ‘anti-pope’ at Alexan-
dria, 148
Herculaneum, 135.
Heresies, 88, 106-8, 131.
Hermopols, 84, 126.
Herod Agrippa, 8g.
Herodas, mimes of, 13, 16.
Herodotus, 1, 2, 135.
Heérdn of Alexandria, 54, 89.
Heéréninus, g6, 97.
Hesiod, 81
Hexapla, g1.
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High Priest, of Egypt, 68; of
métropoless, 72.

Hilarianus, procurator, 145.

Hogarth, D. G., 16.

Homer, 13, 14, 54, 61, 81, 82, 128

Horapolldn, professor of philo-
sophy at Alexandria, 149.

Hbérus XHarpocratcs), 40.

Hunt, A. 8., 16, 17, 19.

Hypata, 112, 115.

Hyperides, papyr: of, 14, 16.

Hypomnématographos, 2.

Hypsicratés, 81.

Idios Logos, 21, 68, 76, 78, 141,

Ilhteracy, 8z.

Indians in Egypt, 53.

Indictiv, indiction, gg, 102—3.

Inflation, monetary, 59, 94-

Inscriptions, 1o, 22—3.

Isidéios, landowner at
delphua, 149.

Ts1s, 40, 11

Issus, Battle of] 28.

lugatro, {ugum, 99, 100, 117.

Jacobites, 116,

Jerusalem, capture of, by the
Persians, 12g; Mosque of, 134

Jews of Alexandria, 52, 545 70, 89~
90, 112, 133,

John, St , Gospel of, 18, 86, 88

Johnson, John, 18

Juridicus, 68, 141.

Justinian, 10g, 121, 125, 133-

Juvenal, 127.

Karanig, in the Fayyim, 8o, 140.

Katoché, 108.

Katorkor, 70.

Kléroi (allotments), 35, 36, 45, 60.

Klérouchor, see Cleruchs.

Koiné (international Greek), 36.

Kownodikwon, 43

Kollémata of papyrus, ¥

Land policy, 447, 734

Lackrim, court of, 43.

Latin, use of, in Egypt, 102-3, 127.

Law in Egypt, 42—-3, Roman, g3.

Leo I, 120.

Library of Alexandria, 53-4.

Licinius, 105,

Liturgies and liturgical system, 79,
845, 92-4, 137, 149

Thea-

Index

Logia (Sayings) of Jesus, 16, 17,
Louss, 8t., of France, 3.
Macedonians, position of, 34, 35,

52,

Magas, brother of Ptolemy IV,
140.

Magistrates and magistracies,
municipal, 712, 79, 845, 92~4.

Mahomet, 130~-1.

Manetho, 37.

Marebtis, Lake, go, 51.

Mark, St., alleged foundauion by,
of Alexandrian Church, 86.

Martyrs, Era of the, 104.

Maspero, Jean, 115,

Maurice, Emperor, 128

Maxentius, 104

Maximian, Emperor, 100.

Mazacés, satrap of Egypt, 29.

Melittans, 108.

Melkites, 116

Memphs, 29, 30, 33, 39, 67.

Menander, 81, 12

Mendesian, nome, 11.

Méiropolers, 69, 91—4, 101, 126-4.

Metropolites, privileged, 70-1

Michigan, University of, 8o-1,

Milan, Edict of, 105. =~

Milvian Bridge, Baltle of the, 105.

Minucius Timrmnianus, 145,

Mithras, 4o0.

Moeris, Lake of, 3.

Monasticism, 108-14, 127.

Monophysite heresy, 114—16, 127,

Monopolies, state, 4850, 135.

Monotheism and polytheism, 107,

Monothehle heresy, 131.

Monsoon, discovery of, 53, 75.

Municipal government, 72, 101,
126-7,

Museum, at Alexandna, 53, go.

Musical entertainments, 84.

Nationalism, Egyptian, 37, &8,
113-14,

Natron monopoly, 49.

Naucratis, 34, 42

Nero, 77, 78, 89

Nestdriuvg, 115,

Nicétas, 4, 129.

Nock, A, D., 147.

Nomarch, 43.
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Nome-capitals, see Aétropolers.

Nomes, 434, 73, 101.

Nonnus, 128

Qctavian, see Augustus.

Qenanthe, 57.

O1l monopoly, 48

Qlives and olive o1l, 447.

Qlympias, mother of Alexander the
Great, 30, 33

Omar, Caliph, 132.

Orient, Count and Prefect of the
Praetorium of the, 99, 121,

(rigen, go-1, 112.

Osiris, 40, 109, 114.

QOsorapis, 39

Qstraca, 8-g, 82.

Ouseai, 73.

QOxyrhynchus (Behneseh), 16, 17—
18, 81, 85, g3, 122, 123, 126,

Pachémius, 111,

Pagagism m  Byzantine Egypt,
116.

Pagarchs, 120-1, 127,

Page, 101, 120

Panopolis, 108.

Pantaenus, go.

Pads, 38,

Paphnutius, anchorite, 110

Papyri, discoveries of, 10-19.

Papyrology, science of, 19-27

Papyrus, method of manufactme
of, 6-8, export of, 50.

Parchment, see Vellum.

Parmemo, 29.

Patrimonmum, 73

Patronate, 119—20

Paul of Thebes, St, 108-9.

Pelustum, 67.

Perdiccas, 32.

Perpetua, St., 87, 144—5.
Persecution of Christians, 86-8,
103—4; of monophysites, 131.

Persians, g4, 117, 120-30, 132

Petrie, Sir Flinders, papyn dis-
covered by, 10, 15, 46.

Pharos, 51, 53.

Philadelphia, in the Fayytim, 46.

Philip Arrhidaeus, 33

Philip V, of Macedon, 59.

Philo Alexandrinus, 52, 54, 77, 80,
89, go.
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Phécas, Emperor, 128-g.

Pig-breeding, 4.

Pindar, Paeans, 17, 81

Plato, Laches and Phacdo, 15.

Pliny, Hist, Nat., 135

Plutarch, 13%.

P6lion, of Oxyrhynchus, 81,

Politeumata, 35, 42, 48, 71.

Poll-tax, 50, 68, 70-2, 93, 94-5.

Polycarp, St , 88

Popillius Laenas, 60

Potsherds, see Ostraca.

Praepositus pagr, 101, ¥20.

Praeses, 99, 121

Préaux, Claire, 56, 138, 147.

Prefect of Dgypt, 67

Priests, 37, 49, 59, 68-70, 91.

Priscus, 129.

Private land, 46, 74, 8o.

Propoliteomenos, 102.

Préterius, Patriarch of Alexandria,
115.

Protocol, 7-8.

Ptolemais, 24, 34, 42, 126.

Plolemy T, Solér, 32—5, 38, 42, 48,
56~7; II, Philadelphus, 21, 42,
46, 53, 56, 58, 59, 137, III,
Euergetds, 54, 57, 125, 139,
140, IV, Philopatér, 57, 5935 V,
Epiphanés, 59; VI, Philoméidr,
60, VII, Euergetés II, 139.

Ptolemy, rccluse m the Serapeum
at Memplus, 61, the astronomer,

9

Racial policy, 34-6, 69-71, 74.

Rainer, Archduke, 15

Ramesses IIT, 4

Raphia, Battle of, 58, 132.

Record Offices, 72-3. .

Res Gestae, 65.

Rhacbtis, 51, 53.

Roberts, C. H, 148

Rolls, compostte, 73

Rome, relations of, with Ptolemaic
Egypt, 58-60, 63; failure of
m Egypt, 75~7; persecution of
Christianity, 86-8

Rommel, 4.

Rostovtzeff, M , 139, 142.

Roxané, wife of Alexander the
Great, 33.
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Royal (domam) land and royal
tenants, 44, 73, 783 79-80, 93

Royal secretary, 44, 73

Rutilius Lupus, prefect of Egypt,

144

Sacred land, 45, v3

Sakatn, landowner al Theadel-
phua, 149.

Sakkirah, papyrus discoveries at,

14.

Salt monopoly, 49.

Sappho, poems of, 16, 17, 81.
Sarapis, 38-41, 53, 90, 108.
Saturninus, proconsul, 145
Sayings of Jesus (Logw), 16,

17
Scillitan Martyrs, Acts of ihe, 87,

145.

Sebzﬁ.h and sebakhin, 14, 18.
Seeck, Otto, 105, 106.

Seleucus I, 33, 34.

Séma (Tomb) of Alexander, 33, 35,

53

Sep?imius Severus, 52, 72, 85, 91,
935 |

Septuagint, 54

Serapeum at Mempbis, 14, 39,
109, at Alexandria, 53

Seth, Egyptian god, 109.

Shar-apsi, 39

Shorthand, Bs.

Simeon Stylites, St., 111.

Simonides, 82.

Sinope, 38, 39.

Siwah, oasis of, g0, 32.

Sophocles, 11, 17, 81, 143.

Sésibius, minister of Ptolemy IV,

57-8
Spregrelberg, W, 141.
Spithridates, 29.
Sporivia, 118.
Stathimm, 46
Strabo, 75.
Stratégas,

farmly
Stratzgos, 434, 68, 73, 91, 101-2.
Tablets, wooden, 9—1o, 82.
Talent, value of, 130.
Tanis, papyn discovered at, 10.
Tarn, W. W., 46, 49, 62, 130,

140.

see  Apidn-~-Stratégius
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Taxation: Ptolemaic period, 50;
Roman period, yo-1, 76-8, g2~
3, 94~5, Byzantine period, 99~
100, 11621, 123.

Tebtunts (Umm el-Baragit), 16~
17, 21,

Temples, estates of, 44, 45, 73}
inspection of, 68, manufacture
of linen by, 49; right of asylum
in, 6o, 119

Tertullian, 8y, 104

Textile monopoly, 49.

Theadelphia, 1n the Fayyim, g6,

149,

Thebad, 24, 41, 42, 58, 61, 67, 69,
74, 99, 10g, 121, 122, 125, 127,
128,

Thebes, destruction of, 61.

Theocritus, 52, 189.

Theadore of Sykeon, 146.

‘Thersagoras, 82.

Thésawor, 48. .

Thessalonica, 129

Thmouis, papyri discovered al,
10-11

Tiberius, 66, 67, 46,

Tiberius Julius Alexander, 75-8.

Tinber, caltivation of, 47. ~

Timotheus, Persae, 15

Tumothy Ailouros, 116,

Titianus, prefect of Egypt, 142

Tombs, burials in, 12-13,

Tondriay, J., 140.

Trade, foreign, 50-1, 59, 74—5-

Tscherikower, V., 137

Tyre, o8, Synod of, 148

Urom el-Baragit, see Tebtunis

Usiac land, see Ousiar.

Valeria, correspondent of Paph-
nutius, 110,

Valerian, 94.

Vellum as a writing matenal, 8.

Vespasian, 78.

Vicestma hereditatum, 92.

Vine-growing, 46-7.

Wegener, E P, 146, 149.

Welles, C. B,, 108.

Westermann, W. L., 139.

Wilcken, Ulnch, 20, 26, 39.

Zgnbn, son of Agreophdn, archives
of, 46.






