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Archive of the Greek notary’s office (Archeion) of Pathyris 
 

                
                Place 

Date 
Language 
Material 

Number texts 
Type 

Collections 
Find/Acquisition 

   
 Pathyris 
111 – 110 B.C. 
Greek 
Papyrus 
4 fragments 
Official archive 
Cairo, Egyptian Museum 
Excavations of 1891 
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Description The collection of the Cairo Museum contains several Greek and demotic 
fragments from Pathyris, which arrived in the Museum before 1897. They 
were probably unearthed during the excavations of 1891 in Gebelein1 and 
are part of the Dryton-group (see Vandorpe and Waebens, Reconstructing 
Pathyris’ Archives (2009), §21(1)). Thirty-three Cairo fragments, smaller 
and larger, can be joined to four larger fragments, which make up a 
chronological register of copies of Greek notarial contracts.2 

This register undoubtedly originates from the notarial office at Pathyris. 
Greek notaries or agoranomoi are found in the southern part of the 
Pathyrite nome since the mid-second century B.C., that is in Kroko-
dilopolis from 141 B.C. and in the branch in Pathyris from 136 B.C. 
onwards.3 The Greek notary’s offices of Krokodilopolis and Pathyris are 
called archeion (ajrcei'on, in demotic 3rghn). In this archeion, notarial 
contracts were written and deposited and loans were repaid. A register of 
copies of the contracts was made. The place where the register was kept 
was called the bubliotheke (bublioqhvkh) in the office of Krokodilopolis.  

The registration lists are classified by day (the day is repeated before each 
contract, even when the day is the same as in the preceding contract). Each 
contract is entirely copied, except for the full date (only the day is copied), 
the name of the agoranomos, the place of redaction and the subscription by 
the agoranomos or his deputy. These are unnecessary realia for the 
archeion archive. The preserved fragments contain 25 copies of purchase 
and loan contracts, copied on the same lists. Thus there are no separate 
registration lists for the different kinds of contracts. It is conspicuous that 
the plots sold in the purchase contracts are all located in the lower 

                                                
1 K. Vandorpe, ‘Museum Archaeology or How to Reconstruct Pathyris Archives’, in E. Bresciani (ed.), Acta Demotica. 
Acts of the Fifth International Conference for Demotists. Pisa, 4-8 September 1993 (= EVO 17 (1994)), Pisa 1994, p. 
290 and n. 9. 
2 P. Cairo I describes the numbers 10380, 10381, 10382 and 10383 as lists of abstracts of contracts for sales, loans, etc. 
The fragments are not joined. The number 10387 was not considered part of these abstracts. 
3 G. Messeri Savorelli, ‘Lista degli agoranomi di età tolemaico’, in R. Pintaudi (ed.), Miscellanea Papyrologica in 
memoria di H.C. Youtie (Pap. Flor. VII), Florence 1980, p. 186-188; P.W. Pestman, ‘Agoranomoi et actes 
agoranomiques’, in P.W. Pestman (ed.), Textes et études de papyrologie grecque, démotique et copte (Pap. Lugd. Bat. 
XXIII), Leiden 1985, p. 9-27; P. Dryton, p. 107. 
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toparchia of the Latopolite nome; the Pathyrite nome is never mentioned. 
Did people of the northern Latopolite go to Pathyris to draw up their 
contracts, because Pathyris was more nearby than Latopolis? Maybe the 
agoranomos of Pathyris kept a separate register for the inhabitants of the 
Latopolite nome.  

Wills (diaqhvkh), donations (dovsi") and cessions (paracwvrhsi"), a 
minority among the notarial contracts found in private archives, are absent. 
P.W. Pestman argues that the notary kept the original wills or donations 
and that a copy was given to the parties.4 Thus these types of documents 
may have been filed separately. 

Archive texts Fragments P. Cairo 10380a-r, 10381a-d, 10382a-e, 10383a-d and 10387a-
b.5 Some can be joined so that only four larger fragments remain: 

Fragment A = P. Cairo 10380 p + 10381 a + b + c + d + 10382 a + b + c + 
d + ?e  + 10383 d + 10387 a + b ined. 

Fragment B = P. Cairo 10380 a + b + c + d + e + f + g+ i + k + l + m+ n + 
o + q ined. 

Fragment C = P. Cairo 10383 a + b + c ined 
Fragment D = P. Cairo 10380 h ined. 

Text types Register of copies of Greek notarial contracts. 

 
 
 
 

                                                                                                                                                            
4 P.W. Pestman, ‘Agoranomoi et actes agoranomiques’, in P.W. Pestman (ed.), Textes et études de papyrologie 
grecque, démotique et copte (Pap. Lugd. Bat. XXIII), Leiden 1985,  D§8; see also P. Dryton, §1. 
5 P. Cairo I 10387 also mentions a number 10387c, but this fragment does not exist any more and has probably been 
joined to 10387a. 


