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Description DISCOVERY AND COLLECTIONS 

In 1898, Grenfell and Hunt bought ‘nearly a hundred well-preserved second-century B.C. 
Demotic or Greek rolls concerning the priests’ of Soknopaiou Nesos (Dimeh).1 The 21 
Greek papyri went to the collection of Lord Amherst of Hackney and are now at the Pierpont 
Morgan Library in New-York; the Demotic papyri went to the Griffith Institute (Oxford), 
whence they were transferred to the Ashmolean Museum in 1985. 

The Greek Papyri were published in 1901 by GRENFELL and HUNT in P. Amh. Gr. II and 
were identified as a temple archive by Seidl (19622). Surprisingly, Seidl discarded 6 of the 
21 papyri, bought together by the papyrologists, perhaps because they were only described 
in the edition (P. Amh. 161-164), and were too fragmentary (P. Amh. 61-62). 

Of the Demotic papyri, one mathematical text was published in 1959 by Parker,2 and 75 out 
of approximately 300 were published in 1975 by E. BRESCIANI in P. Oxf. Griffith. In 2004, 
C.J. Martin published 5 oracle texts taken from a group of 10 papyri that were still rolled 
and sealed.3 Two thirds of the Demotic documents are therefore still unpublished, as are 
some Demotic texts on the back of the Greek documents. 

CONTENT 

The Demotic texts are published according to types of documents, but our typology does not 
always agree with that of Bresciani, who mixes up form and contents (some receipts are 

                                                
1 B.P. Grenfell / A.S. Hunt / D.G. Hogarth, Fayûm Towns and their Papyri, London, 1900, p. 22. 
2 R.A. Parker, ‘A Demotic Mathematical Papyrus Fragment’, JNES 18 (1959), p. 275-279. 
3 Though eleven documents were registered in the 1960's by Mrs Reymond, Martin found only ten papyri in 2004 (cf. 
Martin 2004, p. 414). 
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written in letter form, for instance). We distinguish the following types: 

- 6 contracts: 56 (work contract); 57 (hierodoulia contract); 59 (loan of a donkey); 73-74 
(loan contracts?); 75 (contract of surety) 

- 13 offers for contracts to use temple property such as chapels, altars, but also the ferry 
over lake Moiris and even the washing of clothes (42-55) 

- receipts for money (14-15, 62-63, 67?, 69, 71-72) and grain (60, 64, 66, 68), wine (70) 
and oil (61, 65). There are also some Greek receipts (P. Amh. 55, 58, 163). 

- letters (13, 16-19, 20-35). 36 is an order for payment in the form of a letter. 
- memoranda (37-41, 58) 
- oracle questions (1-12; the five Martin texts: MARTIN 2004). 

 The Greek texts, including even a fragment of a Greek tragedy (P. Amh. Gr. II 10 = LDAB 
425), and some seals, which have Greek/hellenistic motifs, point to a certain hellenisation of 
the clergy of Soknopaiou Nesos. Most Greek papyri, however, deal with transactions 
between the temple and the Greek administration or Greek individuals: petitions to the king 
or officials (P. Amh. Gr. II 33-35), receipts or payment orders from the granary (P. Amh. Gr. 
II 59-61), letters, loans or receipts for rent from Greek individuals to the priests (P. Amh. Gr. 
II 40-44; 55-58; 161-162) and a fragmentary list of Greek machairophoroi, probably 
accompanying a visiting official (P. Amh. Gr. II 62). A Greek account written over an older 
Demotic text is only described in the edition (P. Amh. Gr. II 164). 

More than half of the texts are addressed to ‘the priests of Soknopaios and Isis Nepherses’ 
(18-29, 40-45, 47-52, 54; P. Amh. Gr. II 40-41),4 sometimes accompanied or represented by 
their lesonis or by an agent.5 One could consider these incoming documents. The oracle 
questions are directed to the gods Soknopaios and/or Isis, but were in fact also written for 
priestly use. As they were found sealed they never left the temple. Usually the two possible 
replies, one negative and one positive, were written on two chits, and one of them was 
rendered to the applicant. The texts preserved in the archive represent the answers not given 
back. In one case, two versions of questions are preserved (1 and 2). The hierodoulia 
contract (57) and a few offers to lease temple property (46 and 55) are also directed to the 
gods rather than to the priesthood, but clearly these too belong to the incoming documents of 
the temple adminstration. 

Eleven outgoing texts are written in the name of the priests as a group (13-15, 17, 30, 37, 60-
63; P. Amh. Gr. II 35), five others are written by one or more representatives of the priests 
(16, 74 (explicit); 39, P. Amh. Gr. II 56-57 (implicit)). Most remaining texts present 
themselves as transactions between individuals, but most if not all of the parties may be 
priests of the temple, even if they do not make this explicit by adding a title to their name.6 

                                                
4 We listed below 58 incoming texts; to these should no doubt be added 53, 56 and 58, where addressees are not 
preserved, but which were almost certainly also directed to the priests. 
5 Texts addressed to the lesonis are 14, 32, 38 and 70; to the agent of the priests 59, 72, 75; to the scribe of the priests 
69 and 73. 
6 31, 33 (addressed to Psoiphis hierogrammateus, perhaps the same man as in P. Amh. Gr. II 57), 34 (receipt for grain 
‘for the prophet of Souchos’ written by the lesonis), 35, 36, 64, 65, 66, 67 (payment for a priestly stipend, in which 
the lesonis is involved), 68 (the second party are ‘the priests of the documents’). 
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Even these texts probably had a link to the temple. 

A central figure in the archive is Tesenouphis, son of Marres, whose name occurs in one text 
out of five. He is the addressee of 8 texts (26, 59, 64, 66, 69, 72, 73, 75) and the sender of 
another five (35, 36, 38, 39, 74). If all references are to the same person, he was ‘agent of 
the priests’ (16, 59, 72, 74, 75) and ‘scribe of the priests’ (15, 60, 61, 63, 69, 73; P. Amh. Gr. 
II 58:7 Tesenouphis, son of Marres, scribe and priest of Soknopaios). In 64 he is involved in 
temple business, though his title is not mentioned. Eleven Demotic documents are signed by 
him (14-16, 35-36, 60-63, 70, 74) but perhaps even more are written in his hand. He also 
occurs as a private person, for instance in the receipt for a loan (66) and as a party in several 
lawsuits (39; P. Amh. Gr. II 30, 33-35). He consults the oracle of Soknopaios before 
ploughing his land (1-2; perhaps it is no mere accident that here the two chits are preserved). 
This raises the problem if the archive is perhaps a mixture of Tesenouphis' personal papers 
with those he wrote for the temple administration. 

DATE 

The archive extends from 180/179 (P. Amh. Gr. II 42, 75) to 118/117 BC (43), covering the 
reigns of Ptolemy VI and of Ptolemy VIII. It is often impossible to establish which 
sovereign is referred to in the dating formula. There is one allusion to a ‘war’ in a Greek 
papyrus (P. Amh. Gr. II 30), no doubt the revolt of Dionysios alias Petosarapis of 165 BC,8 
and a Demotic document refers to the journey of Ptolemy VI to Ptolemais in Phoenicia to 
marry his daughter Kleopatra Thea to Alexandros Balas.9 In one Demotic letter the dioiketes 
Sarapion is encouraged to visit Soknopaiou Nesos (13). 

Archive texts P. Oxf. Griffith 1-75; JNES 18 (1959), p. 275-279 Ro & Vo; P. Amh. Gr. II 10, 30 Ro, 33-
34, 40-43, 55-62, 161-164. 

Text types Contracts and offers for contracts, receipts, letters, memoranda, oracle questions = 
incoming, outgoing and internal documents. 

 

                                                
7 In this text the editor's reading Τεσενούφι<ο>ς Μαρρῆς should be corrected into Τεσένουφις Μαρρῆς (read: 
Τεσενούφει Μαρρέους). The patronymic belongs to the addressee, not to the writer. 
8 Cf. A.-E. Veïsse, Les révoltes égyptiennes. Recherches sur les troubles intérieurs en Egypte du règne de Ptolémée 
III à la conquête romaine (Stud. Hell. 41), Leuven, 2004, p. 35 
9 Cf. K.-Th. Zauzich, ‘Zwei übersehene Erwähnungen historischer Ereignisse der Ptolemäerzeit in demotischen 
Urkunden’, Enchoria 7 (1977), p. 193. 


