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THE LAND-REGISTER OF THE. ®EPNOY®ITOY TOPARCHY
IN THE MENDESIAN NOME

Place of discovery: Oxyrhynchus 25X 27 em 297—308 A.D.

Place of origin: Mendesian nome

The document discussed in this paper comes from the Oxyrhynchus Papyri
belonging to the Egypt Exploration Society of London. I wish to express here-
with my thanks to the Society for permission for its publication here*.

The text, written in one hand, covers both recto and verso and is a land
register. Its first part (verso col. I and col. II, recto col. ITI 57—61) is a summary
report of land of the ®epvovgpitov toparchy in the Mendesian nome; the second
(recto col. III 67—77 and col. IV) is a survey of land of a village with a name
beginning with Wev. It was drawn up before the abolition of toparchies, i.e.
before 308 A.D. (cf. J. Lallemand, L’administration civile de I’Egypte
de Uavénement de Dioclétien & la création du diocése, Bruxelles 1964, p. 98) and
after the general census of agricultural land ordered by Diocletian in 297
(ef. H.C. Youtie in the intr. to P. Cairo Isid. 2 p. 30; J. Lallemand,
o.c. p. 172—173).

As we hear nothing of censitors appointed to conduct the land census after
the lustrum 297—301, when Iulius Septimius Sabinus was officiating in the
Arsinoite, Tulius Alexander in the Hermopolite, and Chrysippus in the Pano-
polite nome (see J. Lallemand, o.c. p. 93—94; cf. also H.C. Youtie,
lLc. p. 30—32), it seems safe to suppose that the censitor Phileas mentioned
in 1.3 was directing the same census of 297 in the Mendesian nome.

From the years 298—300 we have 12 land declarations addressed to the
three censitors known so far (the newest list by J. Lallemand, o.c.
p- 174—175). As was shown by H.C. Youtie (o.c. p. 31) the later censuses
were reduced to a verification of the existing records, that is why the land
declarations from the years 302—303 (P. Cornell 20) were no longer addressed
to the censitors but to minor officials called anametretai. From the first half

* At the same time I would like to thank Professor E. G. Turner, Professor H. C. Youtie
and Doctor J. Rea for their kindness and their invaluable help in reading and publishing the
present text.
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of the fourth century there are also published several land registers, all of them
being lists of landholders (e.g. P. Flor. 71, P. Ross. Georg. V 58, P. Princ. 134,
P. Cairo Isid. 6).

The present text, compiled probably after 301 from declarations filed with
Phileas, censitor of the Mendesian nome, belongs to the category of reports
called by A. Déléage (Etudes de Papyrologie II p. 135 s.) “états d’ensemen-
cements” (surveys of sowing), only the latter part (r. col. IV) providing a to-
pographical survey (‘“états des sections” of A. D éléage) of the land of the
village Psen...Land registers of this type are well known from earlier times
(e.g. P. Bour. 42, Wilcken Chr. 341; for topographical surveys see e.g.
Brux. 1, P. Mendes Gen., P. Oxy 918), but except for P. Ryl 655 I have found
no analogy from the 4th cent. A.D.

Lines 1—61 (cols. I and II on the verso and the first five lines of col. III
on the recto) contain a land register of the ®epvougizov toparchy (see 1.60)
giving the total of all land of the toparchy (I 6—11) and then, successively,
the survey of seed land (I 13—28), of garden land (col. IT 29—43), and of cher-
sos (col. IT 45—56, col. III 57—60).

The land of the toparchy is analysed as shown on the following page (in
arourai). _

The only contemporary analogy, P. Ryl. 655, is very fragmentary and
difficult to interpret. The editors underline the interest of this text as enrich-
ing our evidence for the radical changes in land tenure in Egypt, occasioned
by Diocletian’s reforms. The new land register is of still greater importance
for this question.

The royal land (Basuhxd y7) and the private land (tdZig Suwtix) comprise
only seed land and are opposed to the garden land which enters into neither
of these two categories. Moreover, the royal land and the private land alike
are divided into the land called xtytépwv and tapioxéy wouvvduiwy (the same
classes being found also in garden land in col. II). See tables on p. 34.

The land called tapiaxdv aovvduewy appears always together with the land
of xtfropes. Its amount is strikingly small. The word aouvdixiwv (written in
full in col. I 14, usually abbreviated a«ouv3:*) may be compared with the word
ooveydi( ) which is found in P. Ryl. 655 V.II 4, written ofevdux( ) ibid. 1.14
(cf. line 1 cited in the introduction) and also with the word covevd( ) which
has now to be substituted for the Editor’s 00év3(:rov ?) in P. Oxy XIV 1660,
where it is found together with xtqtépwv designating a category of land. The
same word appears as ovevti[.]. .. wv in P. New York inv. no. XIV ¢ 50, 1.4
(published by N. Lewis, The Journal of Juristic Papyrology XV, 1965,
p- 159 ss.). The Editors of P. Ryl. 655 suggest ad locum, “that the word in-
tended is «vindicatay though what terra vindicata is, whether in privatam or
a privata, is obscure”. The amount is so small, that the Editors believe it to
be “a relatively unimportant category, perhaps land whose exact status was
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R S 1 |
col. I 6-7 Land declared as tillable —=11190% F5e
34
al land 3484
seed land e e
2 y ' e ol S
28 private land 17694 5 16 33 63
EiReki 2
col. II 29 vineyards 15 v 56
&k
40 garden land t4Zic mapadeicwy 64-% 5 16
41 yarpaeey 60,
5 oyl IAR 1R
total 117905 5 35 53
col. I 10 Land declared as chersos** ]——— 2949
1
II 45-47 seed land chersos 1012:—67 |
F 23
48 chersampelos 18585 5 &
L £18 §
52 chersoparadeisoi (i I
total ' 2949
col. I 11 Garden land chersos (chersoparadeisoi) 1194%_ f;'lé 611
|
col. IIT 57 chersampelos [ R 5 b i
58 chersoparadeisoi ca. 13-; —;— ks
59 sand- and bush-land 6665 33 04
total ca. 1194
col. I 60-61 All land of the toparchy (total 159335 = =
4 8 16 32

* In all subsequent tables the numbers resulting from calculations and not given in the papyrus are in italics.
** for the discussion of the different kinds of chersos see Commentary to col. I 10-11.
#%% the number incomplete (fraction of aroura illegible in the papyrus).

still sub judice”. The text published by N. L e wis is addressed to the magister
rei privatae and concerns the sale of estates and land parcels belonging to the
tapctov, cf. lines 4—5: ...]¢ mpdoewe odo[L]dv Topaxdy xal yweiwy odevii[.]...v
mepteAdbvrwv clg 10 lepdratoy tapiov. In his commentary ad locum N. Lewis
writes: “ovevti[.]...ov is obviously a Latin word in Greek transliteration... In
attempting restoration at least three possibilities must be considered”. These
are according to the Editor: 1) a form of vendere (e.g. odevti[B]iiiwv ““from
vendibilis”), 2) a form of vindicare, 3) an adjectival form from a Roman name
e.g. Ventidius.

The occurrence of the same word in P. Ryl. 655 and in P. Oxy XIV 1660,
taken together with oouvduriev in our text, allows to reject the last of the three

3 Journal of Jur. Papyrology
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THE LAND REGISTER 35

proposals made by N. Lewis. Itis at any rate obvious that the land called
Toplax®y covvdixiwy is the land belonging to the tauiciov (claimed by the 7a-
weetov ? ef. P. Ryl. 655 V.I1 of..]. ov[t]Jx( ) d=d idlagc and as such opposed
to the land of xt7topec (= possessores, cf. A.Se gt é, Traditio V, 1947, p. 113—
114) which has evidently passed into private hands even when it still retained
its old name of “royal” land. The titles of possession were probably conferred
during the great census of 297—301 (cf. A. C. Johnson, L. C. West,
Byzantine Egypt, p. 16).

After the big land register discussed above an analogical survey of land of
the village Psen... (see Commentary to col. III 63) is found in col. ITI 63—77,
col. IV providing a survey by xoizow of the land belonging to the xowév of the
same village.

The land of the village Psen... is analysed as follows (in arourai):

i
col. IIT 69 Royal land 4534 15
F 38 o !
74 Garden land o B o .
D ok il |
71 orchards 3, s
1
73 KVALGY G
Eram
total 8% 16 32
64-65 Land declared as tillable, total 1615 5
67, 75 Land declared as chersos 21%
| Bive
77 Total of land of the village 483;5‘

* The amount given in L74 is 85 ; -5
All land belonging to the xowov xwpns is divided into 21 xcizaw (in reality
into 20, since the 19th does not appear in the survey), as shown on p. 36.
It seems quite certain that the sown land (éomappévn) in the survey by
xolzar of col. IV corresponds to the royal land (Bucuhxd) ¥7) in the survey of
col. III, although there is a small difference in the amount given (the total

in col. IV: 4551 ar.4-the unknown area of the 16th xolty, col. IT 69:

32 64

A | . . s . 1
453 5 1z ar.). The area of chersos in col. IV is 21 - ar., i.e. only ;. ar. less

than the area of chersos given in col. III 67 and 75. The area of xvoucv (5% ar.)
is the same in col. III 73 and col. IV 99. So it is evident that both surveys,

that of col. III 63—77 and that of col. IV, concern the same land belonging
to the xowdv xwung Wev...

3*
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xoftn sown land  orchards ooy chersos
no. (domapuévn)  (mapddeioot)
ar. ar. ar. ar.
1 1
1 72 5
L1323 ) |
2 27 pn 32
11
3., 135%
i o | 1
4 i s e T
o P N | s Sl ¢
5 617 § 1632 216
1 1
. (R o) | X
7 105 1633 16
BOEN 1
8 25 43 64
: M !
LR 5 r o
10 9
1
11 485 L
12 105 A
3 P i
13 124 + 63
T
14 125 5 ?
§ stk ol |
15 285 5 5 15,
PR3
16 ? T8 16
3
117 238 &
18 3 3
1 My
20 45 3; 5
1
21 5%
1 1% Bl 1% 1 p ¥ 7
Total 455'3’2' 6 2; 33 64 53 Z1= e 16

* +the unknown area of the sown land in the 16th Moi‘r'r‘\.

*% 4 the unknown area of the orchard land in the 11th and 14th '/.oi‘rr).

It has already been observed before (cf. A. C. Johnson, L. C. West,
0. c. pp. 20, 152; U. Wilcken. Grundziige p. 314) that the abolition of
the old classification of land transferred the different categories of land to the
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corporate ownership and responsibility of the village. This observation was
mainly based on CPR 41 (305 A.D.), a request for a lease addressed to the
»owéy of the village, and on P. Princeton 134 (probably 322 A.D.), where both
private and royal land are described as xountixh) xtiow.

The land register of the toparchy

pleonasmos beltiosis epinemensis
¥ ar. ar. ar.
(g 0 T j ot B £ TR i
all land tillable 11790‘2* 8 3264 2266 2 8 16 32 97‘8— 16 32
in ar.
3l Bk
royal  [Toroxiy aowd. 85 o 257
land D ol by I W ! Ll O |
ar. |x¥T6pev M85 112065 vam |4 5% 305
private (totaxdv oowvd. 8
RN 1
land )xtqtépwy 75583 16 33 987
) I
ar. |9zo... 2034 5 25
5 154011
vineyards xtnTtéewv 4115 53555 ca. 18 ca. 47
ar.
orchards [Toptaxdyv aovvs. 2
R ¥
ar. {xmrépwv 205535 lea 1
i 1 1
KUALEY ar. 424 424
A T T4 T U |
JAPAAWY ar. 601—6‘ 2 8 16 32 64 2
|

The land register of the village Psen... (ar.)

pleonasmos
2 ;W | 11
all land tillable 461 35 Bina
royal land 453%% O VL
L ol e | ) G
orchards S SBR 't e
1 1
PALATTAN) Sy 5%
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In the survey of land of the village Psen... the royal land is the property
of the xowov xwung (col. IV 78: ai obour xowol xdurc). As sown land, it is op-
posed to the garden land (tdZi; mapadeicwy) in the survey of col. II. In the
big land register of the verso the royal and the private land are no more than
a designation for the seed land, here also opposed to the garden land (yépcog
Bacuhxy and idiwtxd in col. IT 45—47 is the seed land chersos opposed to
chersampelos and chersoparadeisoi in col. IT 48—55), almost all royal land being
in the hands of xt7topec. Thus the present text provides a striking confirma-
tion of the conclusions formulated by H. C. Youtie in his introduction
to P. Cairo Isid. 3 (p. 39), at the same time proving their validity also for land
outside Fayum: By the end of the third century the Bucilixd) v — with small
exceptions (‘“apart from properties retained as imperial estates” according to
Youtie)—had passed into private possession, a phenomenon which cer-
tainly cannot be explained only as a consequence of epibole and which now
appears too general to be limited to the royal land which had fallen out of
cultivation during the revolt of Domitius Domitianus (see U. Wilcken,
Grundziige p. 312 s.; W.L. Westermann, P.Cornellp.101s.;A. C. John-
son, Aegyptus XXII, 1952, pp. 61—72).

Epibole is not mentioned in the land register. However out of land declared
as tillable certain amounts are noted separately as land dnd micovaopol, dmod
Enwveproews or and Bedtidoews (see p. 37).

The testimonies for pleonasmos of land are listed by S. L. Wallace,
Taxation in Egypt from Augustus to Diocletian, Princeton 1938, p. 364 n. 2.
It is found also in 303 AD in P. Cornell 20 a III, see also p. 21, 1l. 50 and 54,
and probably in P. Cairo Isid 73 1. 8 (dnd mAcovaouol E[x]hndic dprafdv déxa).
S. L. Wallace thought it to be “the additions of domain land to various
classes of landholdings... similar to the émBorh xduns” (p. 21). It seems however
more probable that mhcovacpés is the new land obtained from a good inunda-
tion of the Nile (suggestion of H. C. Youtie).

In the present text pleonasmos appears in all categories of land declared as
tillable:

pleonasmos in %,

(approximately)

Category of land Verso Recto

all land tillable 19.2 2.6

royal land 34.4 2.0

private land 12.8

dew —— - 1.0

vineyards 4.4

orchards 31.8

KUY 100.0 100.0

AOLAXMDY 1.3
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One may note the high percentage of pleonasmos in the royal land in the
land register of the verso and the fact that in both land registers all land under
HVOPOY 1S GO TASOVAGLOD.

For epinemesis see P. Cairo Isid 11 intr. p. 102: “The epinemesis is an old
institution under a new name; it embraces certain administrative expedients
formerly comprehended under epibole and epimerismos... Consequently the
epinemesis on royal land consisted of tillable land of the same category, but
now ownerless or abandoned”. Here the epinemesis appears only once in col. I 20
and comprises 8.79, of the royal land of »tfzopec.

The beltiosis is found on the royal land of xtfzopec (1.29,), on the land
under vineyards (11.49,), and under yxpouxdv (3.3%). I know of no other in-
stance of the use of the word Beitiwoig as referring to land categories (but see
P. Nessana IIT 34,8—9, P. Cairo Masp. 97, 67, and also the verb Pertiéw in
Stud. Pal XX 86, 1. 19; 145,1. 3;299,1.2; Fr. Preisigke, E. Kiessl-
ing, Wirterbuch IV s.v.: “die Ertragsfihigkeit steigern, ameliorieren”). Its
meaning is however quite clear: “improvement” (Liddel-Scott s.wv.),
“amelioration of soil productivity”.

The royal land of xtfropec amounts according to col. I 16 to 3481 g

T

out of which:

1 n U
ATd TASOVUGLLOT 1200 o e At
L / Tk Y
amo PBEATLOOEWE Y ERGOU LT ar.
amd Emepnoens 305 P

Thus the land &nd Beltidozwg is probably the former royal chersos, which
was made productive and passed into private hands. Sown, it has become
Baothih) YA xtytépwy, planted — &umerog gopiun or yopaxmvy.

It is noteworthy that the beltiosis does not appear on iduwtixy Y7 which was,
as results from its name, also formerly in private possession.

The epinemesis, opposed here to beltiosis, may be interpreted as a com-
pulsory assessment of tillable but abandoned royal land (ef. H. C. Youtie,
l.c. G. Poethke, Epimerismos, Bruxelles 1969, p. 26-27).

Verso
Col. I
Mev]d76iov
tor]apyioas Pepvovpitov
Jel. .. . . .c Omd Duréov xmvoitopog
Botouta. . vl &3dpove xat &vdpa

5 & tpfe] évi xoA(Anudrev) VAL
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ouvi[y9n]oay évepyols Yiig dmoyeypap.-
HevaS T N AYq YABES

&v [alc] dmd mhcova(ouol) & BoZs 'wichB
amd PeATidoEns o ST

10 yépoon dmoyeypaupévng (c ]’3:,)p.9
yepaomapludei(cwv) & qub‘ dEs
oltwe
Baon(wxii) Y o Tond ged”
o [a]n(@v) aowdveey 7 oyl
15 [&v of]c dmd mA(covaouod) o B 1E8
xr[r6]ewy ' v Fora 753

? AR
v alg dmd m(covaopol) T Aag dyARES
amd Pertidosng

¥épc0L =i (.LS—L'{_L;
20 %ol [4r]d émwvepfoews T e
Bret(tiic) < Z,@EG A
v
TopLady oouvde(twy) %
xmy[76]pev 5 Zowy mehd
25 4n[d] TMeovaopod) T AR &
Sew.[  Jepl Juen. o oy &
4[md] mh(eovacpod) T B¢

(Yivovron) Tdéews iSrwt(ixic) = iLPE%) dmgkﬁf&

Col. IT
duméhov poptung o vty [ARES
30 ol ob(oor) xTnTébpwv
&v alg dmd mheovaopold [N |
%ol amd BedTidoewg r A |
mopadicwy Evapétwy o B d[8]
&y
35 raproaxdy aovvdix(Lwv) B

xTTépwy o »dn[8]



THE LAND REGISTER

év alg mA(covaopol) G'T A8
LVALEVOG
al ob(oon) dmd mA(covaopol) 7 1B d..
40  (yivovror) tdEewg mapadicev T &3 Yy

yopox&vog ELpUTOL T oG

&v alg and mA(sovaopod) T WiABES
%ol o Bedtidoswg T B
(ytvovran) dvepyols ab mpox(eipevar)
45 yépoov Gpolwe gmoyeypappévng

Baothx(g) Bioty
(i) G, .
YEPCAUTEAOL & Awv[n]E8
oy
50 Topraxéy aovvdi(twy) G vedy
TN TOPWV > AwB dZ3
yeecomapudicwy Z om Al
v

Topax(@y) aouwdix(twv) G Ly 'r)/
55  xmtépwy & E3d 18]
(yivovror) y(époov) al mpox(eipevar)

Recto
Col. III
yeeoa]uméron G o[ ]
seecomapadicwy ol

xépo0v dhpv[pi]doc xal Bul(indos) T x&s de1Es

60  (yivovron) g Tom(apyiog) (w)achv eidedv

& NelED Dy gnod
ov Eotiy [t6 xalra xopny
xopng Pev. .
ouviydmoay évepyols Yig dmo-
65 Yeypapuévng T vEx dAB
&v alg mA(sovaopol) @ LBT)—)\B_EB
xépcov dmoyeypoupévng G xa g’

4
oftwg

BaoA(tx¥c) Yiic T uy e

41
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70 &v alc mA(covasuol) T 97..
napadicwy dvap[élrwy G v dnehb
év alg mA(covaopol) & dicfs
xoapdvos amd mA(covaopol) G € 1)
(yivovton) tdfewe mapad(iowv) G 7 AR
75  yépoov Bacih(ixiig) Grag”
(yivovron) xdpung macdv &idedv

G uwy dig

Col. IV

ai oboar xowod xwpns Pev. ...
ITetoceiprog Iletoseiproc xal ‘Opornoifog
80 unteos Aptepitos xwpapy®y xoi Ilet]
erooetprog Gprodixton xal “Qpov IMetepoivifoc]
xal *Apdydov Iletooeiprog xal Ilete......... g
pLog petlbvey xdung xul TGV &AW
TAVTWY &0 ThHG adTHG XOWUYNG
85 @v EoTwv TO ot %olTNy
o %oi(wn) éom(apuévnc) G of 1’ mapadic(wv) & A7 B xoi(tn)
¢on(appévne) T pf dichB mapad(iowy) & A27 v xoi(tn) éom(apuévne) T vy dAB
8 xol() Som(apuévnc) T N gnEd mapadlowy T d7 & xoi(tn)
tom(apuévnc) G Ex gkl mapad(towy) T S ¢ xol(wn) don(appévac) T ub g1
90 napaSicmv T 47 C wol(tn) 2om(appévnc) T vnucES mopadicwy
G« 1 xoi(mn) Eom(apuévnc) G xy WAB mapad(iswv) & £3
¥ xoi(wn) éom(appévne) G 1Y dyig
v xol(tn) éom(apuévne) G & o xoi(tn) dom(apuévnc) G um 287 mapad(iowy) G[]7
1B %oi(wn) om(apuévrc) Grd” rapad(iswv) G vy xoi(w) éon(apwévne) g 1B ¢.
95  mapad(icwv) T mnchB 18 xol(wn) Eom(apuévne) T 18 dnic mapad(iswy) G . .

te xoi(tn) éom(appévnc) & xn WYAR yépoov & te1c” 1c xol(wn) dom(apuévns) T .
mapad(iowv) G dnc W xoi(tn) om(apuévic) & B 4y mapad(icwv) & 1
v xot(tn) Eom(oppévnc) & v y(époov) G v % xoi(tn) Eom(appévne) T S
#(époov) & v dq
xo xol(tn) nwapdvos T € 7’
100 (Yivovron) oi mpox(sipevar)

Col. I
1-5 read almost entirely by J. Rea.
2 for the ®epvouvgitov toparchy see P. Ryl. II p. 292 and No. 217 57, 59; cf. P. Oxy 1380,
57s., Stud. Pal. XVII p. 17 lines 146, 144, 455, P. Ryl. II 216, 274.
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for the censitor see the Introduction.
perhaps maytéc before £3dpouc (proposed very doubtfully by J. Rea); xat’ 8vdpa although
the text below is a report according to the classes of land and not according to the land-
holders: in this line we should probably see a reference to the sources: the land register
has been compiled from the personal declarations of landholders as was e.g. P. Cairo
Isid. 6, which is however a list of landholders and their properties (cf. P. Cairo Isid. 6
intr. p. 54).
summary report from the toparchy giving the total of all land declared as tillable (1l. 6-9,
cf. 11. 13-28, col. IT 11. 29-44), of all land declared as chersos (1. 10, cf. col. IT 45-56) and
of chersoparadeisoi (1. 11, cf. col. IT 57-59).
the land opposed to the yépooc gmoyeypapuévn and yspoomupddeicot, therefore the land
tillable, is designated here (and also in col. IT 44 and col. ITI 64) by an adjective &vepyng,
the later form of 2vepyéc used also of land productive or even simply tilled (cf. Liddell
Scott s.v. évepync and s.v. &vepydc)
the land declared as y¢pcoc had fallen permanently out of cultivation and so became
the “waste” land (cf. H. C. Youtie in the intr. to P. Cairo Isid. 6 p. 57). Apart from
the term yépooc dmoyeypappévn the present land register notes different kinds of chersos
like yepoomapddetoot, yepogumeos, xéeoog dhpvpls ol Euiitig. Xepoqunehog is according to
Schnebel (Die Landwirtschaft p. 18-19) “entweder eine Weinpflanzung, die in ihrer Er-
tragsfihigkeit herabgesetzt ist, oder eine frithere Weinpflanzung, die einmal bestockt
und in produktivem Zustand gewesen, dann aber aus irgendeinem Grund eingegangen
ist”. Xépoog drpvpic is unproductive salt land and yépooc ZuvAitic — bush land, i.e. land
covered by bushes and therefore unfitted for cultivation (see Schnebel, o.c. p. 14-15).
Xegoomapddeioo is a term unknown to Schnebel and not found by me in any documents
published till now. It is formed like yepodpmeroc and may denote also the garden land
which, formely productive, has subsequently become chersos (see also ycpodpuxog in
P. Hib. 130, yepodomopoc in Cairo Preis. 47, yépcoupoc in P. Oxy 988 and other com-
pounds with yégcoc cited by Schnebel, o.c. 15-16). The word yspcomapddeisor appears
three times in our land register. In col. I 11 it is a designation of a general land category
(opposed not only to the land declared as tillable, but also to the yégoog dmoyeypappévn),
in col. II 52 and in col. III 58 it denotes only some part of the land called as a whole
yépooc.

In analysing col. II one may observe the following correspondence:

in the productive garden land in the garden land chersos
&umelog Popiy ———————— YEPOAUTENOG
td&ig mopadelowy ————— yepoomapddetoot

It would be easy to interpret yépooc gmoyeypappévy of col. I 10 as designating only
the seed land chersos (col. II 45-47) and yepoomapddeioot of col. I 11 as comprehending
chersampelos and chersoparadeisoi registered in col. IT 48-55. Yet this conclusion is
proven to be false by the calculation of acreages (see the Introduction): yépcog dmoye-
yeappévn of col. I 10 comprises not only the seed land chersos (called in col. IT 45 also
xép00g dmoyeypauuévn), but also the chersampelos and chersoparadeisoi (col. II 45-55
cf. 1. 46), the total of land called in col. III 57-59 yspodunsioc, yepconapddetool and yépcog
dApvplg xal EuAitic being given in col. I 11 under the heading xepoonaed&zwon. I can offer
no explanation why yepodumeloc and yepoomapddeicor are once listed as yépoog dmoyypay-
uévn and once as yspcomapd detoot.

13-28 the survey of seed land tillable.

14
21

for Toptoxév aovvdixiwy see the Introduction
probably the same abbreviation as in col. IT 47: 18iw)(; it can be resolved only in i3tw-

T(1%jc).
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21-28

26

29-44
29

40

41

45-56
55

57-61
60-61

62
63-11
63

74

78

83

- A. SWIDEREK

the land registered here belongs to the t¢Zig idtwtiey (. 285 it is the seed land, contrary
to the observation formulated by Wilcken, Grundziige p. 304, cf. P. Kalén 18,10 comm.);
it is composed of the idiwtweh v4 (Il 21-25) and of land designated as 9ew. [(1. 26).

perhaps 9e@y [i]ep[at]infic, it seems to be a temple land which was listed together with

former private land in the 7dZig iSwwTuxd.

Col. IT

the survey of the productive garden land.

the exact area under vineyards (fraction of aroura) resulting from calculation, see the
table of productive land in the Introduction.

T mapadeicwy comprises mapadeisor dvgpetol (1. 33) and xuvaupdy (1. 38-39, the same in
col. ITI 71-74), the vineyards (&umehog poptun) and yxpaxdyv are not counted to the tdZig
Topadelomy.

the word yopaxcyv, disregarded by Schnebel, is found in BGU 961,1 and P. Ryl. 427
(frs. 19 and 39); the interpretation of Liddell-Scott (s.v. “perhaps vineyard contain-
ing staked vines”) seems to be impossible here: the yxpaxmv #ugurtog could be perhaps
a planation of reeds(?) out of which were made vine-props — ygpaxec.

the survey of land declared as chersos.

the exact area of ycpoomapddeisor of xthitopec resulting from calculation; see the table
of chersos in the Introduction.

Col. IIX

the end of the land register of the verso (see the Introduction).

the total of all land of the toparchy (cf. 1l. 76-77 the total of all land of the village) re-
sulting from the addition of the land declared as tillable, of the land declared as chersos
and of the chersoparadeisoi (col. I 6-7, 10, 11)

read by J. Rea.

the land register of the village Wev...

the name of the village, found also in col. IV 78, illegible; the second letter could be al-
s0 v; Weveoer proposed in 1. 78 (““very doubtfully”) by J. Rea.

for t4%ic maupadeicwv see Commentary to col. I 40.

Col. IV

for the xowdy xbunc see A. C. Johnson, L. C. West, Byzantine Egypt, p. 151-152 (cf. also
pp- 94 and 325). According to these authors “this xowév is evidently made up of the village
officials and leading citizens” (p. 152). Here the members of the xowév are two komarchs,
one 6pLodeixtng, two peiloveg xdung and “some others, all from the same village”. The
same officials appear also in the land declarations of P. Cornell 20 of 302 AD.

for peilovec xdbyunc see W. L. Westermann in the commentary to P. Cornell 20, 9 (summ-
ing up the earlier known evidence to which one may add now P. Col. inv. 181 and 182 =
= SB 8246, already much later) and C. Rouillard, L’administration civile de I’Egypte
Byzantine, Paris 1928, pp. ?9—71.

[Warszawa] Anna Swiderek



