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Among the papyri found at Karanis during the excavations 
of the University of Michigan is a small document, measuring 
18.6 x 6.5 cm., broken off at the top but otherwise complete. It 
contains a monthly report of the supervisors of the oil tax, 
presented to some official whose name and title are lost, or perhaps 
were never given (see note on line 1 of the text). The text is so 

badly written and so ungrammatical that it would be difficult to 

interpret without the closely similar document, SB 7342 (A.D. 

145).1 The report is dated on the first of the month Tubi 
in the seventeenth year of Marcus Aurelius (December 27, 
A.D. 176). 

The supervisors (emnrp'r7acd) were tax officials, introduced 

during the Roman period and chiefly attested in connection with 
various money taxes.2 A s,pervisor of the oil tax occurs in 
PTebt. 2.539 (A.D. 151), which is a tax receipt for a payment made 
to the r7Tqrrpr7-q[j ........] EXa'CicK? Kac XAAwv .rp[oroSov].3 Little 
definite is known of the tax on oil, which in the Arsinoite nome 
is called either A;a'CK or E?S) E'AcaK/ca. It has been variously 

interpreted as a capitation tax, a consumer's tax, and a tax on 
trades.4 

1 Originally published by S. Moller, Grieclhische Papyri aus der Berliner Museum 

(G6teborg 1929) no. 5. 
2 On the e7nr)lp-ral see Wilcken, Griindz. 215, and Ostraka 1, pp. 599-600. S. L. 

Wallace, Taxation in Egyptfrom Augustus to Diocletian (Princeton 1938) 308-9, discusses 
the emrrtyp7rat in the Arsinoite nome specifically. BGU 4.1062 (=Wilcken, Chrest. 

276), from Oxyrhynchus and dated A.D. 236/7, is a contract by which two Er)nlp-,rTa 
dvjs 7reAo.tXLKoV engage three other persons to act as their deputies for the collection 
of the tax. It details the duties which they are to perform, including the collection of 
the tax, the preparation of receipts for the taxpayers, the payment of the sums collected 
into the treasury, and the preparation of monthly accounts in duplicate for the 

strategus and the eTerTaaTrS. 
3 This text is not published in full so that the question remains whether or not 

e7rTrT)p,-[aZs] might be read instead of dmTrlp-lr[^]. 
4 See Wilcken, Ostraka 1, p. 188, and Wallace (above, note 2) 184-7 and 433. 
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P. MICH. INV. 5340 

7TroT]pP-.ta Ja'tK[o]v [470] 
KCO)Lrs Kapavto Koo a[orE]- 

xwptaicraL a ot A6Oywv pj(vlaov) 

T7jS 7pOK(E?,LIEYVS ) '7Tm7]piq(j?rE 

5 Scl ok{v} ov8ev 7TpooTalTEE 

KM, EcXo?kEV{oV} 'r)v 'I?q[V] 
aTrox7v T-rV arOv a iEoS A 

rov 'ASpLavov IuJvos rovo 
EVeaUTWTos Lt (ETovs) AvprqAlov 

10 'AvTrwvEvov Kcataapos rov 

KVplOV. 

Blank space of 6.5 cm. 

(ETovs') t5 AvprqAtov 'AvTrwvlvov 

{Tovi} Kacaapos' TOV KVploV. 

Tv/3 a. 

Blank space of .8 cm. 
15 KaTEX(wplo0,).... 

1. [Em7Tr7-]p.rai: error for Erwnr'p7lTV. The preceding lines 

probably read 7rapa Tov 8Et&os Ktal r-iv AoLwTv as in SB 7342.1-2. 
Since in the latter document, which is complete, the name and 
title of the official to whom the report was addressed are not given, 
they may also have been omitted here. We should expect, 
however, on the analogy of other similar reports, that it would 
have been submitted to the strategus, the royal secretary, or some 
official of the fisc. 

?AaK[o]v: the final v is certain, but in view of the other errors 
in the text the form used is of little significance; probably for 
XaiKijs. 

2-3. Ka[, TE]XCwptlaE(j? for KaTEXwpLau' Ev. 

3. Aoywov for Aohyov. 
5. rTpocTaL7ree for 7rpoerereae. I owe this reading to my 

colleague, Professor Youtie. On the use of 7poorm7Trrt in this 
sense see POslo 3.92.11 and note. 

6. 'J .[v]: Professor Youtie's recognition of ! for s in the line 
above led to this reading, which was confirmed by the parallel 
passage in SB 7342.9-10: Kal e'%Xov r)rv trnv &rroXj[v]. 

15. After KaTrcX(CwpitO') we should expect either the name or 
the title, or both, of the official with whom the report was filed 
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for registration, as in PFouad 1.11 and 12. The four or five letters 
that follow, however, are badly defaced and as they stand do not 
appear to suit any known name or any of the official titles we 
should expect. It is impossible to tell whether the docket is in 
the same hand as the rest of the text. 

TRANSLATION 

From .. and the other supervisors of the oil tax of the village 
of Karanis. We have submitted to you for registration the 

monthly account of the aforesaid supervision, during which 
nothing was collected, and we have received the duplicate receipt 
for the period from the 1st to the 30th of the month Hadrianus of 
the present 17th year of Aurelius Antoninus the lord. 

17th year of Aurelius Antoninus the lord. Tubi 1. 
It has been filed ... 

As stated above this document is a close parallel to SB 7342, a 

report made by the crL7pCrar 'E rEa7TrAXrSs KaC, EXaVOSeCrUIO of the 

village of Psei in the Arsinoite nome.5 No addressee is given there, 
but the editor points out that elsewhere reports of customs house 

receipts are submitted to the strategus, to the royal secretary, and 
to the bibliophylakes. It may also be noted that the reports of 
the personnel and property of the temples in Egypt, the ypacbal 

LepEwv KcaI XELtptCIov, made annually by the priests, are directed 
to the strategus, the royal secretary, the bibliophylakes, the 

eklogistes, and the inspector (e:eraarr)s) of the idios logos.6 
The reports made by the priests were accompanied by a letter 

of transmittal closely approximating PMich. Inv. 5340 and SB 
7342. To some of these letters of transmittal has been appended 
a docket by the official addressed, certifying the submission of the 

report; and Mrs. Gilliam has accepted the suggestion of Bataille 
that this letter of transmittal endorsed by the responsible official 

5 The editor takes 'EearrvAr- to be a proper noun applied to one of the gates of 
the village, and considers that the officials were in charge of the collection of customs. 
He leaves eXavo8eaoLov unexplained. But see the article by H. Frisk, "Zu einigen 
neuedierten Berliner Papyri," Aegyptus 10 (1929) 87-95, in which the author accepts 
the suggestion of Schubart that eXavoSEactos = AEXCavoSerto's = AcaXavoBEatu's. He 

interprets this as some tax on vegetables similar to the ovoSea,/la XOdprov, and believes 
that these rvT'7pp-raL are concerned with the collection of taxes, not of customs. 

6 For a complete discussion of these reports, many of which come from the archives 
of a single temple, see Elizabeth H. Gilliam, "The Archives of the Temple of Sokno- 
braisis at Bacchias," Tale Classical Studies 10 (1947) 191-8. 
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constituted a receipt and was returned to the temple to be retained 
as evidence that the required report had been filed.7 

Two transmittal letters, however, one in the Yale collection 
(Gilliam, no. 18) and the other P7and. 34, have, in addition to the 
simple formula KcareXcPLtro cro ypacx 7v, Kcr., the further state- 
ment Ka'l crXov ,rjv aTroX?av, thus paralleling the Michigan 
document published here, as well as SB 7342. Of these four only 
PMich. Inv. 5340 has the endorsement of the official with whom 
the report was registered. 

It is clear that the procedure followed in the handling of reports 
from the temples differed little from that used in dealing with the 
reports demanded by the government from the various collectors 
of revenue. The reports of revenue, however, are for varying 
periods of time, five days, a month as here, three months, or a 
year.8 

The point of particular interest in the Michigan document, as 
in the comparable Berlin papyrus, SB 7342, is the acknowledgment 
of a duplicate receipt, -rv .?7[v] &oroxv (lines 6-7). In his 
edition of the Berlin text M6ller noted that the report was dated 
on the thirtieth of Phamenoth, although the period covered by 
it extended only from the sixth to the tenth of the month. His 
suggested explanation of the duplicate receipt is that the report 
itself was a second one, asked for perhaps because the one filed 
earlier in the month had been lost or mislaid. Mrs. Gilliam 
rightly rejects this explanation,9 and it clearly does not fit the 
Michigan document which is dated on the first day of the month 
following that covered by the report. 

There are several documents that throw some light on the 
purpose of the receipts and on the number that might be issued. 
In PLips. 121 (=Wilcken, Chrest. 173), dated A.D. 151, a man 
who had been 7rrpaK-rop cpyvptKc3v in the Oxyrhynchite nome from 
the first to the third year of Antoninus submits copies of the 

7 This interpretation was made in his edition of PFouad 1.11 (A.D. 186), published 
in 1tudes de Papyrologie 4 (1938) 198. See Gilliam (above, note 6) 194-5. 

8 On the penthemeral reports see PFouad 1.17 (A.D. 140/1), introd. POslo 3.92 
(A.D. 130) is another example of a monthly statement, sent by an E7rTTl7PT^r7rS to the 
nomarch. PAmh. 67 (=Wilcken, Chrest. 190, A.D. 154) covers a three months' period, 
while in PLips. 121 (=Wilcken, Chrest. 173) the receipts given to the TrpaKropEg 
apyvpLKcJv cover the filing of reports for the entire year. The reports on the temple 
personnel and property were also filed annually, but they are of a different character 
from the reports on revenues. 

9 See Gilliam (above, note 6) 196, note 80. 
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receipts given to him for the accounts he had submitted annually 
for registration (Ka-raOXwpt?Etw) in the prescribed way. The 
form of the receipt is as follows: . va i-4 3E . . . e . . . Xatpv. 

KarEXwoptcaarE lOt Aoyov EtaTrpdEw., followed by the period of 
time covered by the account. From this we may assume that 
the praktor submitted his report in a form similar to PMich. 
Inv. 5340, although in greater detail when there was revenue 
to report; and that the filing of the account was acknowledged 
by receipts in the form given above. 

In PFay. 35 (=Wilcken, Chrest. 264) of the same year, A.D. 

150/1, a deputy to whom the praktor has delegated his duties 

promises to turn over to him TIas T droXa&s TOV KaraX0CXptX otEVwv 

l/3CAwv. Obviously it was essential for the tax collector to keep 
his receipts carefully, so that he might be able, if necessary, at a 
later time to prove that he had presented his accounts in accor- 
dance with the governmental requirements. And since the 

praktor had to bear the responsibilities of the office even if a deputy 
performed its duties, the receipts would naturally be turned over 
to him. 

Receipts are not infrequently made out in two, three, or even 
more copies.10 PWurzb. 10, A.D. 130, is of particular interest 
here. In this document the strategus of the Hermopolite nome 
orders the sitologi of the toparchy of Koussites Ano to pay the 

donkey drivers of the village of Thallos the grain due them for 

freight charges on the embole with the specific instruction that they 
are to receive from the drivers 7as KXaOrKovUa9S 77Toxas- Tp(racas, 
and to send to the strategus cv 8Lcrras Ets Et oviaac'. Pre- 

sumably the strategus in turn will keep one copy and forward the 
other to the appropriate bureau in Alexandria. 

SB 774111 reflects the same procedure in connection with the 

registration of the accounts of the tax collectors. It is a letter 
of instructions sent by the prefect Flavius Titianus12 to Chairemon, 
strategus of the Heracleopolite nome, in which he orders him 

10 See, for example, the references in Preisigke, Wirterbuch, s.v. Srraos and 
r7Epaaars. 

11 Published by N. Hohlwein, "Papyrus inedits du Caire," in Melanges Maspero 2, 
17-31 (Inst. fr. d'arch. or. du Caire, Memoires, 67, 1934). 

12 This is probably the first of two prefects bearing the same name. The first is 
attested from March 10, A.D. 126 to March 27, A.D. 133, and the second from August, 
A.D. 164 to June 24, A.D. 167; cf. A. Stein, Die Prdfekten von Agypten in der romischen 
Kaiserzeit (Berne 1950) 67-8. 
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among other things to send in immediately 3v pv 'jv &'7 rrapexafaov 
oL 13or1qol aov t3tA(ov ro sr vvrOeis &7TroXa. The strategus, 
through his secretaries, prepares at least two receipts for the 
accounts filed with him, one to be given to the person submitting 
the account and another to be sent to the prefect in Alexandria. 

We have then in PMich. Inv. 5340 a monthly report submitted 
by the supervisors in charge of collecting the oil tax, filed with the 
proper official. This official has prepared duplicate receipts, one 
of which was given to the supervisors and acknowledged in the 
report, while the other was presumably forwarded to Alexandria 
to be incorporated among the papers of the bureau concerned. 
The papyrus provides, together with the related documents, 
another bit of evidence regarding the enormous duplication of 
records in the villages, in the metropoleis, and in Alexandria, 
which was one of the significant features of the great Roman 
bureaucratic system. 


	Article Contents
	p.132
	p.133
	p.134
	p.135
	p.136
	p.137

	Issue Table of Contents
	Transactions and Proceedings of the American Philological Association, Vol. 89 (1958), pp. i-viii+1-407+i-lix
	Front Matter [pp.i-viii]
	The Cradle of Flowers (Ecl. 4.23) [pp.1-8]
	Catullus c. 4: The World of the Poem [pp.9-13]
	The Gladiator Petraites and the Date of the Satyricon [pp.14-24]
	Exempla and Theme in Juvenal's Tenth Satire [pp.25-31]
	Some Facts about the Puteanus of Prudentius [pp.32-37]
	The Marriage Song-Odyssey 23 [pp.38-43]
	Linear B and Hesiod's Breadwinners [pp.44-65]
	Observations on Sappho's To Aphrodite [pp.66-76]
	Isocrates' Encomium of Helen: A Panhellenic Document [pp.77-83]
	The Size of the Population of Antioch [pp.84-91]
	The Myth of Palaemon [pp.92-98]
	Cicero's Pro Archia and the Periclean Epitaphios [pp.99-111]
	Vergil's Golden Age [pp.112-131]
	Report of the Supervisors of the Oil Tax [pp.132-137]
	On the Lex Sacra of Physcus [pp.138-141]
	The Art of the Third Eclogue of Vergil (55-111) [pp.142-158]
	Notes on the Social War [pp.159-184]
	Politian's Translation of the Enchiridion [pp.185-217]
	Ovid's Carmen Perpetuum [pp.218-236]
	Vergil's Linguistic Treatment of Divine Beings: Part II [pp.237-253]
	The Structure of Propertius 2.28: Dramatic Unity [pp.254-261]
	Metathesis as an Instrument in the Criticism of Poetry [pp.262-270]
	The Serpent at the Breast [pp.271-275]
	Lysias and the Law [pp.276-285]
	Cupid and Venus in Ovid's Metamorphoses [pp.286-300]
	Solon's Consciousness of Himself [pp.301-311]
	The System of Aristotle's Poetics [pp.312-335]
	Themes of Encomium and Invective in Claudian [pp.336-347]
	The Amphitruo of Plautus and Euripides' Bacchae [pp.348-373]
	Notes on Papyri and Ostraca [pp.374-407]
	Proceedings: American Philological Association Ninetieth Annual Meeting and Philological Association of the Pacific Coast Fifty-Sixth Annual Meeting [pp.i-lix]





