
1 

 

Philosarapis son of Lysimachos alias Didymos 
 

 

 
Philosarapis son of Lysimachos alias Didymos 

ArchID 192. Version 2 (2013) 
Ruben Smolders 

Place 
Date 

Language 
Material 

Number of texts 
Type 

Collections 
 
 

Find/Acquisition 

 
Arsinoites (Fayum), meris of Polemon, Tebtynis 
AD 89-224 
Greek 
Papyrus 
51 certain, 10 uncertain 
Family archive (4 generations) 
Berlin, Ägyptisches Museum; Giessen, Universitätsbibliothek; Hamburg, Bibliothek; London, British Library; 
uncertain: Copenhagen, Institute for Greek and Latin; Florence, Bibliotheca Medicea Laurenziana; New Haven, 
Yale University, Beinecke Library 
Acquired in 1911 and 1912 

 

  
Bibliography B.A. VAN GRONINGEN, A Family-archive from Tebtunis (Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI), Leiden, 1950 

(also referred to as P. Fam. Tebt.). 

E. SEIDL, Rechtsgeschichte Ägyptens als römischer Provinz, Sankt Augustin, 1973, p. 62, no. 
1.11. 

O. MONTEVECCHI, La papirologia, Milano, 19882, p. 255 no. 50. 

The numbers in bold refer to Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI. 

Description This four-generation private family archive consists of at least 51 texts,1 ranging from AD 89 
to 224. 43 documents were purchased by the British Museum (now British Library) in 1911 
(with inventory numbers between 1877 and 2015),2 two documents by the Janda collection in 
Giessen in the same year,3 five papyri by the Berlin collection in 1912 (four of them with 
successive inventory numbers) and one by the Staats- und Universitätsbibliothek in 
Hamburg.4 These 51 texts were all edited in Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, but not all papyri in Pap. 
Lugd. Bat. VI belong to the archive. Since the inventory numbers 1877-2015 of the British 
Library contain papyri from various places,5 there is no proof about the findspot of the 
archive, though Tebtynis is the most likely.6 

                                                
1 Van Groningen's Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI contains 55 publication numbers, referring to 58 documents (24 contains two 
texts and 53 three). In my view, 50 out of these 58 documents certainly belonged to the archive and six possibly. Two 
documents were erroneously attributed to the archive by Van Groningen. Since the unpublished P. Lond. inv. 1914 B 
belongs to the archive as well (see Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 152), the archive thus consists of 51 texts. The 
uncertain, erroneous and related texts are discussed below. 
2 H.I. Bell, ‘Diplomata Antinoitica’, Aegyptus 13 (1933), p. 514. 
3 Some further documents and fragmentary papyri from the Giessen collection, which Kalbfleisch considered part of 
the archive, were never published and have been destroyed during World War II. See Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 1-
2. 
4 K. Kalbfleisch, ‘Aus dem Amtstagebuch des Strategen Apollonides’, AfP 15 (1953), p. 90. 
5 The Fayum village Philadelpheia: P. Lond. VI 1934, 1969 and Pap. Lugd. Bat. XX 46 (three papyri from the archive 
of Zenon, son of Agreophon); Soknopaiou Nesos: SB XXII 15472; Theadelpheia: SB X 10293; Antinoopolis: P. Lond. 
inv. 2000, 1955 and 1933, mentioned in Bell 1933, p. 518, 523, 527. 
6 Van Groningen (Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 3-4) already considered ‘the balance ... slightly in favour of Tebtunis’, 
as is also indicated by the title of his book. Whatever the findspot may be, that the lot purchased by the British 
Museum also contained papyri not belonging to the family does not suggest that the texts constitute a ‘discarded 
archive’ found on a rubbish-heap. Contra Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 3 and E. Seidl, Rechtsgeschichte Aegyptens als 
römischer Provinz, Sankt Augustin, 1973, p. 62-63. The archive could also have been mixed up with other papyri 
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 The archive is named after Philosarapis II, who was the last of four successive archive 
keepers. They follow the line of the first-born sons of the ancestor Maron (see App. 1 for a 
stemma): Herakleides I, Herakleides-Valerius I, Lysimachos-Didymos I and Philosarapis II.7 
These four persons apparently kept texts of other family members as well (e.g. Philantinoos-
Herodes, Lysimachos X). 

Twenty texts of the archive belong to four ‘subgroups’ consisting of texts of various types but 
relating to a single topic. Members of this family held several liturgical offices: bibliophylax 
demosion logon (keeper of the public archives, texts 14, 15, 17, 24 a, 24 b), episkeptes (land-
inspector, 18) and nyktostrategos (police-official, 41). Herakleides was a keeper of the public 
archives from July 107 to 110 (at the age of 72-75 years), but the lawsuit about who had to pay 
for the repair of lost rolls in the archives continued well after his death in 114.8 37-38 and 40 
deal with the claims of Lysimachos-Didymos I and his brother Philosarapis I on their part of 
the slave Martilla, whom they own in common with their brother Philantinoos-Neilammon. 49-
51, 53 a, 53 b and 53 c deal with the guardianship of Philosarapis II for his second cousin 
Iulius Herodes. Texts 30 and 32-34 are returns to Antinoopolite officials made by family 
members to register their sons and to acquire privileges corresponding to the Antinoopolite 
status of their sons. 

 The 31 texts which cannot be assigned to subgroups consist of 18 ‘business documents’ 
(financial matters between family members or with third persons), 8 ‘taxation documents’ 
(receipts for taxes, census returns etc.) and 5 records of legal proceedings. 

The bulk of the archive consists of texts kept by family members of the second generation (see 
App. 4). There are no chronological gaps in the distribution of the texts until AD 133. From 
AD 133 to 144, no texts are present and the archive never again reaches the high numbers of 
the past decades. This might be due to the family's move to Antinoopolis, which is documented 
by the abovementioned subgroup (30 and 32-34) and the census return 48 (see especially l. 10-
11). From AD 133 onwards, the family probably kept the larger part of their archive in their 
new home at Antinoopolis. Only from time to time did they return to the Fayum (e.g. to 
administer their estates, see 37, 7) and then added a couple of documents to their Tebtynis 
archive. In this context, it is interesting that the ‘business texts’ outnumber the other texts in 
every generation, but are lacking in the third generation (see App. 3).9 This may indicate that 
Antinoopolis was the main residence of the third generation. 

Some papyri are ‘reused’. Both the recto of the census return 44 and the verso of 12 contain an 
unpublished land survey.10 The recto of the census return 48 contains accounts. 

                                                                                                                                                            
between the moment of the find (e.g. in a private house) and the arrival in the collections. 
7 Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 5-11 gives a list of (all possible) family members. App. 1 is a succint stemma; a full 
pedigree is found in Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 174-175. I have maintained the names and numbers which Van 
Groningen assigned to the family members. 
8 See Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 97-106. 
9 The type of the texts in the subgroups is not taken into account in App. 3, but even in these subgroups there are no 
‘business texts’ in the third generation. 
10 According to the editor, 12 is written across the fibres on the recto. If the papyrus belongs to the archive (see 
above), the land-survey on the verso (see Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 38) was almost certainly written by a family 
member. 
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 Van Groningen himself (Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 3-4) considered the attribution of 2-4, 9, 
20, 36, 42, 46, 52 uncertain. In my opinion, 20 belongs to the archive;11 2-4, 42, 46, 52 are 
indeed uncertain;12 9 and 36 do not belong to the archive.13 

 In the decades following the publication of Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, texts have appeared which 
mention family members. Their attribution to the archive is uncertain because they were not 
bought by the collections of London, Berlin, Giessen or Hamburg around 1911. They are 
addressed to family members of the first-born sons of the ancestor Maron. This may fit the 
attribution to the archive, since the first-born sons kept texts of interest to other family 
members as well.14 SB XXIV 15987, a papyrus from Copenhagen,15 is a copy of a census 
return of 187/188, most probably made around 208. Didymos declares his present wife 
Sarapias II (who had a child with Philantinoos-Herodes later on), his son Didymos and seven 
slaves. The note on the verso, SB XIV 11714, states that the recto has been copied for Tyrannis 
alias Isidora, second cousin of Philosarapis II (see App. 1). SB XXIV 16013 is a declaration for 
the census of 131/132 by Herakleides-Valerius II, nephew of Herakleides-Valerius I.16 He 
reports one half of a house and another house in Tebtynis. PSI XII 1127 (AD 188) is a copy of 
a declaration for the census of 187/188 to Antinoopolite officials by Valerius-Philantinoos II, a 
cousin of Philosarapis II. He declares himself, his wife Didyme III and other persons in a 
house in Antinoopolis.17 Since it is copied on the back, it was kept by Valerius-Philantinoos II 
(and not in an official archive). This man appears among the submitters of census returns 
belonging to the archive (44 and 48). The section ‘reused texts’ above already contained 
accounts on the recto of the census returns 44 (AD 189) and 48 (AD 202/203). Since accounts 
are also found on the recto of the census return PSI XII 1227,18 Wegener and Bagnall's 
attribution of this papyrus to the archive of Philosarapis is almost inevitable.19 PSI XII 1227 

                                                
11 In this synchoresis addressed to the archidikastes, family members ask to register an inheritance agreement. 
Lysimachos VI, uncle of Herakleia I, is one of the interested parties (see 20, 10). From 29, 36-37, it is clear that 
Herakleia I was the only heir of Lysimachos VI and she will have received 20 together with the inheritance. The 
attribution to the archive is confirmed by the inventory number (13993), which follows that of the archive texts 21, 13 
and 24 B (13990-13992). 
12 The addressees of 2, 3, 4 and 6 cannot be fitted into the stemma of the family. In 42, a letter from NN (probably the 
nomarches of Antinoopolis) to XX (probably an official of the Arsinoite nome), Orsenouphis, son of Orsenouphis, 
appears, but this is not decisive (contra Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 4). 46 is a tax payment of Neilos, son of Patron, 
homonymous with the father-in-law of Philosarapis II. 52 is a declaration of unwatered land of Neilammon ‘through 
his children’. If Neilammon is identical to Philantinoos-Neilammon and if ‘children’ includes Neilammon's 
grandchild Iulius Herodes, the text could have been of interest to Philosarapis II, the tutor of Iulius Herodes, and 
consequently could have been part of the ‘Iulius-Herodes’ subgroup (see above). 
13 The creditors in 9, a repayment of a loan from the private Fletcher collection, are not family members (contra Pap. 
Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 3), but members of the family of Herakleides the Younger (for his dossier, see J.G. Keenan, 
‘Census Return of Herakleides, son of Didymos the Younger’, CdE 66 (1971), p. 120-128). The papyrus is expected 
in the archive of the debtors, who are not family members. In 36 the landlady Isidora issues a receipt of rent to 
Sokinnapis. Even if she is identical with a distant family member of the family (see 36, Introd.), the receipt is 
expected in the archive of Sokinnapis. 
14 Philosarapis II apparently kept 44, 1-12, 45, 47 for his cousins Valerius Philantinoos and Philantinoos-Herodes and 
51 for his second cousin Tyrannis-Isidora. 
15 This papyrus was probably purchased in the early twenties. See http://adam.igl.ku.dk/~bulow/PHaun.html. 
16 This papyrus was purchased in 1931 from Nahman. 
17 This papyrus proves the identity (see Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 5-6) of Didyme II and III. See the stemma in 
Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 174-175 and compare 44, 3 and 19 with PSI XII 1227, 12-13. 
18 See R.S. Bagnall / B.W. Frier, The Demography of Roman Egypt, Cambridge, 1994, p. 265. 
19 E.P. Wegener, in BL III, 1958, p. 229; Bagnall / Frier, 1994, p. 265. 
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was excavated by Bagnani in Umm el-Baragat (Tebtynis) in 1934 between February 4 and 
28,20 as it is clear from his excavation reports recently rediscovered in the Trent University at 
Peterborough, Canada. The only papyrus find between February 4 and 28 according to 
Bagnani's files is that of ‘un discreto materiale papirologico, specie tra le immondezze che si 
erano formate davanti alla porta d'ingresso’ in the south-east corner of a house of the well-
known ‘insula dei papiri’. It is possible that Bagnani discovered the remainder of the archive 
of Philosarapis in or near this house. Comparison of the unpublished accounts on the recto of 
PSI XII 1227, 44 and 48 might yield an even stronger connection of PSI XII 1227 with the 
archive of Philosarapis. If PSI XII 1227 belongs to the archive, the long-standing discussion 
about the findspot (see above) can be decided in favour of Tebtynis. 

 This archive allows us to study four generations of one of the wealthiest families in the Roman 
Arsinoites (AD 89-224). Several family members belonged to the 6475 Greek katoikoi, the 
privileged hellenized class in the Arsinoite nome. Herakleides-Valerius I, his wife Herakleia I, 
their children (29, 30) and other family members (see 31, 41) received Antinoopolite 
citizenship shortly after the city's foundation in AD 130.21 

App. 5 gives an overview of the family's landed property (mostly katoikic land) in Tebtynis 
and neighbouring villages (Kerkesis, Kerkesephis, Ibion Eikosipentarouron, Theogonis, 
Kerkesoucha Orous).22 Of the eighteen plots of land,23 eleven are owned by women, three by 
men and four are in joint possession of males and females. The family members also own 
houses in Tebtynis, Arsinoe and Antinoopolis.24 They fulfill some of the highest liturgical 
offices in the Arsinoite and Oxyrynchite nome, possess at least four slaves and are able to pay 
large penalties (1 talent and 375 drachmas). At least thirteen male members of the family are 
able to write (see App. 2 for an autograph of Herakleides-Valerius I). Illiteracy is proved in 
only five cases, all of them women. 

Archive texts Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI 1, 5-8, 10-35, 37-41, 43-45, 47-51, 53-55; P. Lond. inv. 1914 B; 
uncertain: Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI 2-4, 42, 46, 52; PSI XII 1227; SB 11714, 15987, 16013. 

Text types Business documents, contracts of sale, receipts for taxes, census returns, records of legal 
proceedings = incoming and outgoing documents. 

                                                
20 The editor of PSI XII 1227 states that the papyrus was found in 1934; Bagnani arrived in Umm el-Baragat on 
February 4. Until the beginning of the excavation campaign 1934-1935, his supervisor C. Anti agreed to give all 
papyri discovered at Umm el-Baragat to Vitelli and Norsa in Florence (to publish them in the PSI-volumes). A. 
Vogliano was present in Umm el-Baragat from February 28 until the end of the excavation campaign in early April 
and the objects which he and Bagnani discovered were all transferred to Milan (see C. Gallazzi, ‘La prima campagna 
di Vogliano in Egitto. Gli scavi a Tebtynis e gli acquisti di papiri’, in C. Gallazzi / L. Lehnus (eds.), Achille Vogliano 
cinquant' anni dopo, Milano, 2003, p. 154, 170). Therefore, texts discovered during the 1934 season and edited in PSI 
must have been found between February 4 and 28. 
21 Cf. also the archive of Aphrodisios' descendants: Aphrodisios II, a member of the 6475 Greek katoikoi, also 
received Antinoopolite citizenship. 
22 Van Groningen's list of the family's landed property (Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 12-13) is partly based on 
misreadings and misinterpretations. 
23 The reader will count 20 plots in App. 5. But the third plot in 8 and 26 might be the same and the same goes for the 
plot in 23 and 35. 
24 Add the house in the Arsinoite nome (SB XXIV 16013) and the house in Antinoopolis of Valerius-Philantinoos 
(PSI XII 1227) to the list of immovables in Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 12-13. 



5 

 

Philosarapis son of Lysimachos alias Didymos 
 

 

 

Appendices App. 1. Succinct stemma of the family 
Ph. stands for Philantinoos. A full stemma can be found in Pap. Lugd. Bat. VI, 1950, p. 174-
175. 

 
 Maron         x         Thaubarion 

                                                     († 90, before)                († probably 90) 
 
                                                 Herakleides I     x           Didyme I 
                                   (40 - 114)                    (47/8, about - 122, after) 
 
 
                    Herakleia I  x   Herakleides~Valerius I        Lysimachos 
                  (93 - 172, after)             (76 - 144, after)                              (84 - 122, after) 
 
 
Lysimachos~Didymos I                     Ph.~Neilammon  Herakleides~Valerius II 
    (125/6 - 182, after) 
 
 
      Philosarapis II  Valerius~Ph.       Sarapias II  /x/  Ph.~Herodes x Herakleia~Arsinoe 
        († 224, after)               (° 164)       (145/6 - 202/3, after)       († 206, before) 
 
 
             Tyrannis~Isidora     Iulius~Herodes 
            (° 188)              (° 204/5) 
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App. 2. Signature of Herakleides-Valerius I (PESTMAN, New Pap. Primer, p. 147) 
The signature starts with Ἡρακλείδης ὁ καὶ Οὐαλέρις Ἡρακλείδου | τοῦ Μάρωνος (l. 2 on the 
photograph)	  Note the cross-lines by means of which the creditor cancelled the loan.  
 

App. 3. Type of the 31 texts not belonging to any subgroups, arranged by generation 

 

 
‘Business’ ‘Taxation’ ‘Legal proceedings’ 

1st generation 5 1 1 
2nd generation 9 3 3 
3rd generation 0 1 1 
4th generation 5 3 0 

 

The total of texts in this table is 32, since 44 contains an application for lease (‘business’) and a 
census return (‘taxation’) on one papyrus. 
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App. 4. Distribution of the addressees of the certain texts in the archive by ten-year periods 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
32 (AD 145/146 - 161), 54 (AD 219 or 223) and P. Lond. inv. 1914 B (about AD 195-203) have 
not been included. 8 (AD 103-114) is included in the category 101-110. 
 

App. 5. Overview of minimum number of arouras owned by the family in a given year 

Date 

 

Arouras Village  Owner (see stemma) Source 

AD 98 6  Kerkesephis Hermias, father-in-law of Herakleides-
Valerius I 

5 

AD 103-
114 

1) 1 3/8 (vines growing 
up trees) 
2) 1 4/16 (reed-land) 
3) vineyard of unknown 
extent 

? Didyme 8 

AD 112 1/8  Kerkesephis Herakleides I and Didyme 11 
AD 118 2  ? Isidora 19 
AD 123 10 13/16 Ibion 

Eikosipentarouroun 
Didyme (after 123: 5 41/64 owned by 
Lysimachos VI25, uncle of Herakleia I)  

23 

AD 129 6  ? Herakleia-Ninnous, cousin of Herakleia I 25 
AD 131 2 vineyards of 1 5/16 in 

total 
Theogonis Herakleides I and Didyme 26 

AD 133 8 Ibion 
Eikosipentarouroun 

Hermes-Valerius, son of Herakleides-
Valerius I 

28 

                                                
25 Van Groningen was unable to identify Lysimachos, son of Didymos, grandson of Lysimachos, in 23 with one of the 
family members. 23 consists of a sale contract of katoikic land addressed to Lysimachos and a declaration - endorsed 
by officials - to the keepers of property records by Lysimachos. The text ended up in the hands of Lysimachos. Since 
Herakleia I was the only heir of her uncle Lysimachos VI, who has the same father's and grandfather's name as the 
Lysimachos in 23 (see 29, 36-37) and since several other texts in the archive were of interest to Herakleia (e.g. 12, 
25), I suggest that the addressee in 23 is Lysimachos VI. She must have received 23 together with the inheritance. 

0!

1!

2!

3!

4!

5!

6!

7!

8!

9!

10!

81-90! 91-100! 101-110! 111-120! 121-130! 131-140! 141-150! 151-160! 161-170! 171-180! 181-190! 191-200! 201-210! 211-220! 221-230!

Generation 1! Generation 2! Generation 3! Generation 4!
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AD 154 5 5/32 ? Herakleia I 35 
AD 170/1 3 3/32 Tebtynis Herakleia I 39 
AD 171/2 1) 3 3/32 (Herakleia) 

2) 1 3/4 (Herakleia) 
2) 3 1/8 (Ninnarous) 
3) 13/16 (Ninnarous) 

Tebtynis Herakleia I, Ninnarous (wife of 
Lysimachos-Didymos I) 

39 

AD 189 5 Kerkesoucha 
Orous 

Valerius-Philantinoos, Philantinoos-
Herodes, Philosarapis II and his sisters 
Herakleia I and Didyme 

44 

AD 195 3 Theogonis Philantinoos-Herodes and his sisters (?) 
Tanouphis and Didyme 

47 

AD 206 2 Kerkesis Isidora-Tyrannis, Iulius-Herodes  51 
 

 


