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Bibliography E. SEIDL, Rechtsgeschichte Ägyptens als römischer Provinz, Sankt Augustin, 1973, p. 67, no. 

2.2 (called the official archive of the grapheion of Tebtynis). 

O. MONTEVECCHI, La papirologia, Milano, 19882, p. 252 no. 24. 

The numbers in bold refer to P. Mich. 

Description This bilingual archive consists of 192 texts, ranging from 20 BC to AD 56. Since all texts 
relate to the activities of Apion and his son Kronion as heads of the record office 
(grapheion) of Tebtynis, the archive must have been found at Umm el-Baragat (ancient 
Tebtynis). Gallazzi rightly rejected the idea that the grapheion was one of the buildings in 
the ‘insula dei papiri’.1 The Michigan texts, purchased in 1921-1923 from M. Nahman in 
three separate lots,2 were published mainly in P. Mich. II and V. The Cairo texts, purchased 
shortly before 1926,3 were published as PSI VIII 901-918 and the Leipzig texts, purchased 
in the winter of 1931/1932,4 as P. Lips. II 127-131. Forty-three papyri in the Michigan 
collection are still unpublished.5 

Here the texts of this archive are divided in two groups: 6 texts of private interest to Kronion 
and 186 texts dealing with the the grapheion managed by Kronion and his father Apion. 

TEXTS OF PRIVATE INTEREST TO KRONION 

The first group consists of six documents. Five are letters addressed to Kronion. 232 is an 
official letter from a municipal magistrate, the exegetes, whereas 338, 353-354 and 621 were 

                                                
1 G. Bagnani, ‘Gli scavi di Tebtunis’, Bollettino d'Arte 28 (1935), p. 384 identified the north-eastern building of the 
'insula dei papiri' with the grapheion of Tebtynis: the building was carefully constructed and workers told Bagnani 
that in 1928 or 1929 a large amount of papyri were illegally excavated. C. Gallazzi, Achille Vogliano cinquant' anni 
dopo, Milano, 2003, p. 163, however, has shown that the grapheion papyri arrived in the papyrus collections before 
1921. According to Gallazzi the building is a private house and not a public office. Though this observation is correct, 
it cannot be used as a counterargument, as the grapheion was actually located in a private house (see E.M. 
Husselman, ‘Two New Documents from the Tebtunis Archive’, TAPhA 81 (1950), p. 77 and infra). 
2 See Boak, P.Mich. II, 1933, p. 1 and Husselman 1950, p. 69. At least the first two lots were purchased by F.W. 
Kelsey on behalf of the British Museum and a consortium of American universities. 
3 See PSI VIII, 1927, p. IX and p. 47-48. PSI VIII, 1927, p. 47 shows that the texts were published very soon after 
their acquisition. 
4 Duttenhöfer, P.Lips. II, 2002, p. 54. 
5 E.M. Husselman, ‘Procedures of the Record Office of Tebtunis in the First Century A.D.’, in Pap. Congr. XII (Ann 
Arbor 1968), Toronto, 1970, p. 223 counts 55 unpublished texts. Of these, twelve have been published since (P. Mich. 
X 586-7; XI 621; XII 632, 633, 633 b, 634; SB XVI 12539, XX 14313-14315, P. Zauzich 59). 
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sent by customers. 338 is an acknowledgement that Kronion has legally issued a contract of 
sale to Ptolemaios. 353-354 guarantee Kronion's immunity from prosecution for having 
illegally issued contracts of sale.6 The fragmentary 621 is probably a request to Kronion for 
issuing the contract of sale mentioned in 353. 127 is a private account of Kronion. 

 Kronion himself seems to have made a distinction between his ‘private’ documents and the 
texts concerning the grapheion, since he explicitly notes ἐµοὶ ἴδιον ‘for me personally’ on 
top of 354 and λόγο(ς) δα̣π̣[άνη]ς̣ εἰδίας ‘account of private expenses’ on top of 127.7 

TEXTS OF INTEREST TO THE MANAGEMENT OF THE GRAPHEION 

The 186 texts concerning the grapheion consist of 160 contracts and documents drawn up at 
the grapheion and 26 reports to superiors and accounts listing receipts and expenditures of 
the grapheion.8 

Texts and contracts drawn up at the grapheion 

Of the 141 contracts between individuals in this archive, a copy had to be sent to the central 
archives at Alexandria. For 19 texts (e.g. petitions), the grapheion merely acted as a writing 
office. 

(a) The grapheion as a record office 

This group contains 141 contracts ‘in various degrees of completion’. Our knowledge of the 
standard form of contracts in the Roman period derives from contracts issued to individuals 
and kept in private archives. Thus a complete contract issued to a customer always consisted 
of three or four parts: the body of the contract (date, place and contents), subscriptions of the 
parties whose obligations are listed in the contract, subscriptions of the parties who do not 
assume obligations in the contract (these were optional), and the registration note of the 
grapheion.9 This archive shows the contracts from the viewpoint of the grapheion. The 
contracts often lack some of the parts listed above. 37 have a body and subscriptions of 
contracting parties, 82 only contain subscriptions (with a large blank space left on top of the 
first subscription) and 22 are anomalous or fragmentary.10 Only 11 contracts contain a 
registration note by the head of the grapheion. 

                                                
6 I.e. without the permission (epistalma) of the bureau of katoikic registry. 
7 He might even have grouped them apart physically, since the inventory numbers of 338 (655), 353 (659), 354 (663) 
and 621 (648) are close to each other. 
8 The reports and the accounts have been grouped together, since the two types of texts, which are sometimes found 
on one and the same papyrus, are not always clearly distinguished (see below). Drafts have been added to the group of 
texts for which they were drafted. Thus 122, a draft of a report to an authority, has been added to the second group. 
9 See P.M. Meyer, Juristische Papyri: Erklärung von Urkunden zur Einführung in die juristische Papyruskunde, 
Berlin, 1920, p. 88-89; P. Mich. V, 1944, p. 4; H.J. Wolff, Das Recht der griechischen Papyri Ägyptens in der Zeit 
der Ptolemaër und des Prinzipats. II. Organisation und Kontrolle des Privaten Rechtsverkehrs (Handbuch der 
Altertumswissenschaft 10.5.2), München, 1978, p. 41-42. 
10 The "anomalous" contracts were kept at the grapheion for varied and often unclear purposes. They contain the body 
of the contract only (326-327, 337), copies or drafts of parts of a contract (251, 287, 315, 340 Ro, 340 Vo, 346 a, b 
and c, 356), an anomalous body without date and place and without subscriptions (262) or bodies breaking off after a 
few lines or leaving spaces blank in the middle of lines (263, 313, 321, 343, 344, 632, 634, SB XX 14315). The 
purpose of the fragmentary 317 is unclear. 
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Contracts seem to have been drawn up in multiple stages: contracting parties first wrote their 
subscriptions and later returned to the grapheion to collect the full copy.11 Clerks of the 
grapheion often wrote memoranda on the papyri containing subscriptions: short dating 
formulas (always on top) and/or descriptions of contracting parties (no fixed place). These 
were aids for drawing up the body of the contract from the elaborate subscriptions. One line 
summaries (always on the verso) probably served to store the contracts temporarily. 
Sometimes the word ἐκδόσιµον or τόµος is added by the clerk on top of the recto, indicating 
that the document was a copy to be issued to one of the contracting parties or to be added to 
a ‘pasted roll’ or tomos synkollesimos. In a few cases more elaborate notes were written by 
the clerks, but few of these have been deciphered and the lack of context makes them 
difficult to interpret. 

 It remains unclear why on some occasions the space on top of the subscriptions remained 
blank and why these subscriptions remained in the archive. That this archive of the heads of 
the grapheion contains any original contracts at all, is a priori odd, since the original 
contracts drawn up in the grapheia were normally pasted into a tomos synkollesimos and 
forwarded to Alexandria.12 

Husselman thinks that the subscriptions are either copies never collected by the customers, 
contracts who had for some reason become invalid or contracts for which the writer's fee 
was not (yet) paid.13 Other valuable suggestions were made by Welles and Depauw.14 Some 
of the contracts remained at the grapheion because they were drafts. In a time span of more 
than fifty years, three out of the total of twelve contracts of lease date from the years AD 26 
or 27. Three others are from around AD 30.15 Moreover, SB XVI 12539 (AD 26) is full of 
syntactical errors. Since Kronion took over the grapheion from his father Apion between 25 
September AD 13 and November AD 26,16 these leases may be the result of Kronion's 
training as head of the grapheion. Some of the leases grouped under the ‘anomalous 
contracts’ (see n. 11) confirm this suggestion: the leases 634, 632 and SB XX 14314 date 
from AD 25-26 and 632 and 634 break off in the middle. A similar explanation may explain 
the high amount of reports to higher authorities and grapheion accounts in the year 45-46: 
Husselman attributed them to the training of Eutychides alias Eutychas, who was Kronion's 
assistant in this period.17 

Most of the contracts in the archive are preserved in duplicate. It has been suggested that 

                                                
11 That the subscriptions were written first, can also be deduced from the images of papyri of this archive with body 
and subscriptions on the APIS site: in 322 a (inv. 967) the last lines of the body are crammed because too little space 
was left for the Greek contract above the subscriptions, whereas in 323 (inv. 1264), the spaces between the last lines 
of the body are very wide, in order to make the end of the body coincide with the beginning of the subscription. 
12 Most recently F. Burkhalter, ‘Archives locales et archives centrales en Égypte romaine’, in Chiron 20 (1990), p. 
191-215, esp. p. 202-208, 213. See also R.H. Pierce, ‘Grapheion, Catalogue, and Library in Roman Egypt’, Symb. 
Osl. 43 (1968), p. 68-83, esp. p. 82-83. 
13 See P. Mich. V, 1944, p. 8-10. The view that the subscriptions were copies never collected by the customers was 
accepted by H.I. Bell, CR 59 (1945), p. 75 and H.I. Bell, JRS 35 (1945), p. 137. 
14 C.B. Welles, AJP 67 (1946), p. 86-88; M. Depauw, ‘Autograph Confirmation in Demotic Private Contracts’, CdE 
78 (2003), p. 105 with n. 239. It would take us too far to discuss the complicated matter in detail here. 
15 SB VI 9110, XVI 12539, 310 (AD 26-27); 586, 633 and 633 b (AD 30, about). 
16 For Apion's date of decease, see Husselman 1950, p. 77. 
17 Husselman 1970, p. 237-238. 
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they are copies for each of the contracting parties, which were never collected by the 
customers.18 In my opinion, one of them was intended for the tomos synkollesimos of 
contracts and another for the party who does not make any promissory statements in the 
contract (the ‘non-committing party’). 

(b) The grapheion as a writing office 

The archive also contains some texts of which the central records in Alexandria did not need 
a copy: eight petitions, four receipts, three self-written documents or cheirographa, two 
oaths, one application for lease and an account of a beershop. Either they were never 
collected by the customers or they were drafts. In view of 236, which can hardly be a valid 
tax-receipt,19 I suggest that at least some of the texts are drafts. For others, e.g. 226, where 
the body of the petition is carefully written and signed by the petitioners, the first 
explanation is perhaps more appropriate. 

 Reports to higher authorities and grapheion accounts of receipts and expenditures 

Chrest. Mitt. 183, the well-known application to sublease the grapheion of Soknopaiou 
Nesos, shows that heads of grapheia had to draw up an anagraphe, an eiromenon and a 
tomos synkollesimos. An anagraphe is a list of contracts, in which every contract is given a 
one-line summary. An eiromenon is a chronological list of extensive abstracts of the 
contracts. In the tomos synkollesimos, all full original contracts (with subscriptions of the 
interested parties) were pasted together. It is still unclear where the anagraphai, eiromena 
and tomoi synkollesimoi were kept.20 I am inclined to Burkhalter’s view, that the tomoi 
synkollesimoi were kept in Alexandria and the eiromena and anagraphai at the βιβλιοθήκη 
δηµοσίων λόγων in the nome capital.21 At first sight, the presence of several anagraphai and 
eiromena suggest that these remained at the grapheion. A closer look at these anagraphai 
and eiromena, however, shows that there is little in this archive to contradict Burkhalter's 
view. There are in fact three types of anagraphai: lists of all contracts drawn up in four 
months (121 Vo); lists of all contracts with fee paid for their preparation (237, 238 and P. 
Mich. inv. 3501); lists of all documents drawn up at the grapheion with fees paid for their 
preparation and with periodic summaries of the fees (123 Ro). Boak showed that 124-126 
and 239-240 are preliminary lists later to be incorporated into the final copy of an 
anagraphe of the third type.22 On the same sheet as the anagraphai of the third type, the 
heads of the grapheion sometimes wrote accounts of expenditures. This suggests that at least 
some of the so-called anagraphai are financial documents, i.e. accounts of receipts of the 
grapheion arranged by contract, combined with expenditures.23 That one entry of an account 

                                                
18 Meyer 1920, p. 89; Husselman, P. Mich. V, 1944, p. 5; Bell 1945a, p. 75 and 1945b, p. 137; R.H. Pierce, 
‘Grapheion, Catalogue and Library in Roman Egypt’, Symb. Osl. 43 (1968), p. 70; Wolff 1978, p. 41; W.E.H. Cockle, 
‘State Archives in Graeco-Roman Egypt from 30 BC to the Reign of Septimius Severus’, JEA 70 (1984), p. 112. 
19 One would expect the name of the person(s) issuing the receipt at the beginning of the text and also a dating 
formula. The undated 236 starts with παρά v + the name of the taxpayer. 
20 For references, see Burkhalter 1990, p. 191 n. 1. 
21 Burkhalter 1990, p. 202-208 and p. 213. She also thinks that the nome capital received a copy of all contracts 
concluded by the grapheion (see p. 202), though there is no clear evidence for this. 
22 Boak, P. Mich. V, 1944, p. 54-57, esp. p. 57. 
23 See P. Mich. II, 1933, p. 89; T.C. Skeat, JRS 24 (1934), p. 64. 
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is regularly duplicated in one, two or even three other accounts suggests that some accounts 
are drafts or that several persons were making accounts simultaneously,24 which were later 
combined in one final account.25 

The eiromena are not financial, but administrative documents sent to the βιβλιοθήκη 
δηµοσίων λόγων in the nome capital. Apart from 121 Ro, they are always checked off by a 
single or double slanting line to the left of the first line. The eiromena P. Mich. inv. 939 and 
950 are cancelled by cross-hatching and combined with preliminary drafts and notes.26 This 
suggests that at least some of the eiromena are drafts. The final versions of the eiromena 
were sent to the nome capital and are therefore not present in this archive. 

THE NAME OF THIS ARCHIVE 

The term grapheion of Tebtynis does not refer to a large public building. Since the heads of 
the grapheion forwarded an eiromenon and an anagraphe to the record-offices in the nome 
capital and a tomos synkollesimos of all contracts to the central archives in Alexandreia, 
there was no need for large storage rooms. A room in the house of the head of the grapheion 
was sufficient and this is the place to which the term grapheion refers. When a new head of 
the grapheion was appointed, the location of the grapheion could change as well. This view 
also explains the presence of Kronion's private texts in this archive. If the grapheion would 
have been a public building, Kronion would have kept his guarantees of immunities in his 
own house. Therefore, the usual term ‘archive of the grapheion of Tebtynis’ wrongly gives 
the impression of a public archive.27 The archive belonged to two successive heads of the 
grapheion: Apion, who directed the grapheion from at least AD 7 onwards and his son 
Kronion, who took over the direction after his father's death around AD 26 until at least AD 
56.28 Since Kronion is the last archive keeper, it seems best to call the archive after him. 

 THE GRAPHEION OF TEBTYNIS 

As seen above, the duties of Apion and Kronion were twofold. They were directors of a 
writing office, in which all kinds of documents were prepared for private individuals. But 
they were also responsible for the preservation of contracts between individuals in a tomos 
synkollesimos (sent to Alexandria) and for compiling an eiromenon and an anagraphe (sent 
to the nome capital). 

The grapheion was operated by Apion and Kronion as a concession under lease, since an 
office operated by two members of the same family for a period of almost fifty years is 
clearly not liturgical.29 

                                                
24 See the overview of this duplication in Husselman 1970, p. 232-235. 
25 See also Husselman 1970, p. 237-238. I here disagree with Burkhalter 1990, p. 202 n. 42, who thinks that the heads 
of the grapheion kept duplicates of anagraphai sent to the nome capital. 
26 Husselman 1970, p. 228. 
27 See also Husselman 1950, p. 77: ‘Since during all this period the administration of the office was in the hands of 
one family, it is a sound conclusion that the grapheion was actually in Kronion’s house, and that, when the village 
nomographos was assumed by another incumbent, the place of business was also moved. This is the logical 
explanation of the survival of an official archive which embraces only documents to be attributed to the period of 
office of these two men’. 
28 See 345 (AD 7), 335 (AD 56) and also Husselman 1950, p. 69 and 77. 
29 See Boak, P. Mich. V, 1944, p. 2; Husselman 1950, p. 69; Husselman 1970, p. 223-224. This is confirmed for 
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Grapheia existed in many major villages and frequently served several smaller communities 
in their immediate neighbourhood. The grapheion of Tebtynis also served the community of 
nearby Kerkesoucha Orous, since the grapheion is called γραφεῖον Τεβτύνεως καὶ 
Κερκεσούχων Ὄρους in SB VI 9109. Some grapheia in smaller villages were associated or 
perhaps even subordinated to grapheia in more important villages, to which the smaller 
grapheion submitted copies of the contracts it had prepared. This hypothesis could explain 
the presence in this archive of 251, 311-312 (drawn up in the ‘grapheion of Talei and other 
villages’), 287 (drawn up in the ‘grapheion of Talei and Theogonis’), P. Lips. II 128 
(registered through Ammonios and Herodes, ‘nomographoi of Talei’) and P. Lips. II 129 
(drawn up in the ‘grapheion of Kerkeesis’)30. It is interesting that 251, 311-312 and P. Lips. 
II 128-12931 do contain registration marks, which are absent in nearly all contracts from the 
grapheion of Tebtynis itself. The documents from other villages were apparently complete 
contracts, of which the grapheion of Tebtynis seems to have kept one copy, perhaps because 
the contracts from these villages were pasted into the same tomos synkollesimos as the 
Tebtynis contracts. 

 THE DEMOTIC AND BILINGUAL TEXTS OF THE ARCHIVE 

The Demotic and bilingual texts in the archive show the struggle for survival of Demotic 
script in the early Roman period. 

There are six bilingual contracts (PSI VIII 909, 249, 250, 253, 308, 347), one Demotic 
receipt (P. Zauzich 59) and one petition with Demotic subscriptions of four petitioners 
(226). The bilingual contracts contain a Demotic body and Greek subscriptions. 249, 250, 
253, 308, 347 do not contain a registration note by the heads of the grapheion. In PSI VIII 
909, Kronion’s registration note is preceded by an extensive Greek abstract of the contract, 
which is a regular feature of registered bilingual contracts in this period. That there are no 
exclusively Demotic contracts in this archive, does not come as a surprise: Greek 
subscriptions to contracts had become obligatory very early in the Roman period.32 

Muhs thinks that both Apion and Kronion wrote the Demotic contracts themselves and that 
the grapheion was run by hellenized Egyptians. This would follow from their subscriptions 
below the Demotic body in 308, l. 11: sẖ ˹Q˺rnyn sȝ Hpȝ pȝ sẖ qnbt Tȝ-tȝ-nb-tn (‘Has written 
Kronion, son of Apion, the document scribe of Tebtynis’) and sẖ Hpȝ (sȝ) Hpȝ (‘Has written 
Apion, son of Apion’).33 No doubt these persons are identical with the heads of the 
grapheion, but I do not think that the clauses necessarily mean that the Demotic bodies of 
the contracts were written by Kronion and Apion themselves. 

In 308, l. 11, the subscription of Kronion is immediately followed by another subscription: 

                                                                                                                                                            
Soknopaiou Nesos by Chrest. Mitt. 183 (AD 46) mentioned above. Moreover, the accounts of the grapheion show 
that Kronion paid a monthly sum for the concession under lease. For a quick reference list to the payments for the 
lease in the archive, see P. Mich. II, 1933, p. 122-123. 
30 Husselman 1970, p. 224-226. 
31 It is unclear whether the fragmentary 287, which is not in the usual form of the contracts, was registered or not. 
32 Depauw 2003, p. 102-103; B. Muhs, ‘The Grapheion and the Disappearance of Demotic Contracts’, in S.L. Lippert 
/ M. Schentuleit (eds.), Tebtynis und Soknopaiou Nesos – Leben im römerzeitlichen Fajum. Akten des internationalen 
Symposions vom 11.-13. Dezember 2003 in Sommerhausen, Wiesbaden, 2005, p. 96-97. 
33 Muhs 2005, p. 100-104. 
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sẖ Mȝʿ-Rʿ-ḫm Mȝʿ-Rʿ-ḫm nty ḏd n=f ˹Q˺lsms sẖ ‘Has written Marepsemis, son of 
Marepsemis, who is called Chresimos. Written.’ Before arguing that Kronion alone wrote 
the contract, it should be explained why two people state that they wrote one and the same 
contract.34 Zauzich noticed that in many Ptolemaic contracts from Tebtynis the elaborate 
dating clause was written by another person than the rest of the contract (starting from dḏ X 
n Y). In some of these cases two scribes sign below the contract (sẖ X and sẖ Y).35 Zauzich 
assumed that the first signature was written by the person who wrote the dating clause and 
that the second signature identifies the writer of the body of the contract. The notary thus 
saved a considerable amount of time. But in 308 the dating clause is reduced to less than half 
of one line on the papyrus and Zauzich's explanation cannot be retained for the contracts 
from the Roman period, which have much shorter dating clauses. In my view, it cannot be 
excluded that Marepsemis, the writer of the second signature in 308, wrote the contract on 
behalf of Kronion36. 

Secondly, the accounts detailing the everyday management of the grapheion published in P. 
Mich. II prove that scribes were hired by Kronion to ‘write Egyptian’.37 I do not think that 
there is any other reason to hire persons ‘writing Egyptian’ than for the drawing up of the 
bilingual contracts. Therefore, at least some Demotic texts were not written by Kronion and 
Apion themselves. 

Archive texts P. Mich. II 121-128, V 226-259, 262-331, 333-341, 345-356, X 586-587, XI 621, XII 632-
634; P. Mich. inv. 738, 939, 940, 947, 949, 9503501; P. Bingen 57, 59; P. Kron. 48; P. Lips. 
II 127-131; P. Zauzich 59; PSI VIII 901-903, 905-918; SB 9109-9110, 12539, 14313-14315. 

Text types Private: letters; account; official: contracts, reports, accounts = incoming and internal 
documents. 

 

                                                
34 An experienced demotist should study by how many different hands 308 and 347 are written. 
35 E.g. P. Cairo II 31079. 
36 M. Depauw, The Archive of Teos and Thabis from Early Ptolemaic Thebes (Monographies Reine Elisabeth 8), 
Turnhout, 2000, p. 117-119 made a similar suggestion concerning P. Brux. Dem. 2 2, a contract signed by Thotortais, 
but not written in the latter's hand. 
37 123 Vo col. 2, 25 (p. 160): Πανήσι Αἰγυπτίω γράφο(ντι) (ὀβολὸς) α; 123 Vo col. 9, 28 (p. 173): Ὀννόφρι 
πτεραφόρῳ γράφοντι τὰ Αἰγύπτια (ὀβολοὶ) ζ; 128 I (a), 23 (p. 201): Ὀ[ννόφρι] Αἰγύπτια̣ γράφο̣(ντι) (ὀβολοὶ) ζ. 


