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Marcus Aurelius is unammeusly apprecnated and

highly praised as the philosopher emperor . (1) He
sincerely adopted the Stoic philosophy and applied its

main doctrines of austerity , patient and long-suffering

endurance, responsible behavior , decency and co-
operation with the fellow-travellers of the brief i journey
of men upon this earth . This is clearly illustrated in his
philosophical work known as "Meditationes" ; in

practice also , he carried out his duties with unyleldmg,

deiermmatmn Q)

Unfortunately for the wise empemr . he spent SO
much of his reign at war with the Parthians on the
eastern frontier , and then with the Germamc tribes on
the Danube frontxer In the Orient , the Parthian king
Vologeses TII (148-192) invaded Armenia ( 161 ) and
defeated two imperial armies successively . In 162
Marcus Aurelius entrusted Lucius Verus , his joint-
emperor ( 161-169 ) , with the supreme command in a
major war against the Parthians . Verus was an indolent
and pleasure-loving commander and assumed only the
titular leadership of the campaign.  Gaius Avidius
Cassius , the governor of Roman Syria, dlsplayed great
energy in invading and destroying Armema by the
former general in 162 - 163 , and then in penetrating
into Mesopotamia and subduing many cities there , and
finally in capturing the two great cities of Seleucia on
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the Tigris and Ctesiphon - the capital of the Parthians -
itself by Avidius Cassius in 165 - 66 . (3) :

Although the Parthian campaign was militarily and
politically successful , it had its serious disadvantages .It
must have exhausted the imperial financial reserves to
such an intolerable strain that Marcus Aurelius -
immediately after the Parthian wars and while
preparing to push back the formidable Germanic tribes
across the Danube and even around Aquiliea on the
Adriatic - resorted to emergency auctions of imperial
property and debased the imperial silver coinage . (4)

The second disadvantage of the Parthian compaign

" was that the Roman troops brought back with them

~ from the East a serious epidemic or plague which was
said to have first infected them at Seleucia. Itwasa
great plague which spred , with devastating results , into
Asia Minor , Greece , Italy and even as far as the Rhine,
It recurred at intervals down to the third quarter of the
third century . This plague caused an almost total
depopulation of many districte of the Empire and
weakened it considerably . (5)

Immediately after these catastrophies , Marcus
Aurelius had to wage war with the barbarian tribes of
the Marcomanni , Quadi , and the Saramatiani to expel
them beyond the Danube and Rhine . He advanced in
a prolonged series of confrontations with them 167- 175
and was about to re-establish control over this area
when alarming news reached him that Cassius declared
himself emperor in the East upon learning false news of
the Emperor's death .

P
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Marcus  Aurelius interrupted his successful
b campaign against these German tribes and sel oul tg
- the East to suppress this coup d'etat , but he found that
~ the troops there killed Cassius on discovering that he
- was still alive . As a result of the interruption of
operations , the Romans lost their overwhelming
hegemony on the Danube frortier , and the tribes of the
- Quadi and Iazges broke their word with the Romans
and invaded again the Roman territory . Aurcliug
returned to that front agsin in 177 and was about (o
- gain victery , but in 18Q he died , perhaps of plague , in
- the camp of the troops in deabana (chrma) onthe
' Danube (6) . -

| Smce the mlcr in the Stoic teachmgs was not the
 master , but  the servant s of mankind and should
- therefore work for the wellare of all his subjects (7) ,
and since Marcus Aurelius was a staunch stoic , he must
- have  put in mind to care for the pmspenty of the
inhabitants of the Roman Empire . The troubled
situation , however s on the eastern and , later , the
northern fmnt;ier of the Empire all through his reign
was a grave impediment which hindered him from
- carrying out his benevalent stoic principles . Moreaver ,
. he must have resgried to additional taxation in order {o
| mecet the extravagant expenses of the Parthian and the
Danube campaigns . So, despite the goodwill of the
wise empercr , the Empire must have under'gone Irard
tlmc durmg lris reign . , :

o As for the conditions of the daﬁv life in Egypt under
+ ~ the rule of Marcus Aurelius s they became worse than
| bpfore Since the middle of the second century A.D,
!
|
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the Egyptiant could me longer endurc the exor-bitant
taxation system of the Romans with its various taxes, |
- compulsery public services , and in particular , the
"mean liturgies " or " munera sordida " of manual
- lahor assigned to the Egyptians , and negligence of the
maintenance and upkeep of canals , dykes and drainage
- system , espicially after the Jewish revolt under Trajan
 which sericusly menaced the Egyptian agricullure
Al these circumstances led to the depopulation of many
~ villages and districts , the deterioration of the economy ,
~ and finally Ied {0 a serious revolt against the Remans in
the northern part of the Delta in the reign of Marcus -
 Aurelius . The Egyptian peasants in the nortlr eastern
part of the Delta who were called the Bucalici * Ied by
- an Egyptian priest called Isodorus, tool advantage of
the absence of the Roman legio II Trajana on the
Danube frontier and sericusly attacked the remaining
troops i what looked like a guerilla war . This
dangerous rebellion , the first of i(s kind since the revalt
of the Thebians against the Roman tax-collectors under |
Augustus which was ruthlessly quelled by Cornellius |
Gallus , was a real threat to the Roman rule in Egypt,
and Alexandria was on the verge of falling in the hands
of the Egyptian rebels . Thie revolt erupted in 171/72 &
and was finally suppressed by Avidius Cassius ; the
governor of Reman Syria and congueror- of the
Parthians wha bhad been granted special powers in all
- the easternt provinces ( particularly Syria and Egypt ) in
that samec year of the Egyptian revolt . Cassius managed
to defeal the rebels ; not in one decisive battle , but
through dividing them into separate groups through




61

inducing some and chasing the others until he couid
finally put an end {0 the revolt . (8)

1t is noteworthy that the attempted usurpation of the
imperial throne by Avidius Cassius tock - place
imniediately after suppressing the peasants® revolt, and
that he was supported in this attempt by the eastern
provinces of Syriz and Egypt , particularly in
Alexandria . : S ERT

This was the généraf atmosphere of the Enipife asa
whole and of Egypt in particular under the reign of

Marcus Aurelius . Now , it's our turnto pay a closer -
~attention and cast an illuminating light on one of the
-nomes of eastern Delta , the Mandesian Nome , under

gfuazmcz Aurclius as ﬂlustrated by the papy mlcxfrzcal
o 'dakumenﬁ

It is important first to try to locate the site of that
nome 25 described in the writings of the ancient
geographers from Herodotus in the fifth century B.C. (o
Claudius Ptolemy of Alexandria in the second century
A.D. (helived from ¢. 90 to ¢. 168 A.D., i.e. , he lived the
last seven years of his life under M’az cus Aureliug'
reign). To define its site more precisely , one ought t¢
know firet the topography of the Delta through the seven
branches or mouths of the Nile which divided the Delta.
According to Herodetus ( H 17 ) , there were threc

- main branches that ran out from the head of the Delta |
-namely , the Pelusian in the east, the Schenytic in the
- middle , and the Canagbic in the wcst of the Delta . Gut of

the Sc:l}ennytic thiere ran two minor branches : the Szitic
and the WMendesian . This is in addition to two artificial

pranches called the Buceolic and the Bolbitine .
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According (o this description of Herodotus , John Ball »
suggested that the Bucolic ran out of the Scbennytic like '
the Saitic and Mendesian , while the Bolbitine branch
ran out of Canopic opposite Bamanhour (Hermoplis
Parva) to the north east .

Thus, the seven mouths of the Nile in the north of the -
Delta from east to west, as described by Herodotus and
suggested by Ball , were as follows : the Pelusian , Saitic,

Mendesian , Sebennytic , Bucolic , Bolbitine and ;
Canopic . (9) o
| y

This description of the seven principal mouths of the R

Nile by Berodotus in the fifth century B.C. remained -
more or less the same by Diodorus of Sicily in the first
century B.C. with few alterations in the their names
(Tanitic for the Saitic of Herodotus , and Phatnitic for .
the Bueolic) . (10) This remained to be the casein the
writings of strabo ( XVIL18 ) and Pliny the Elder in his
Historia Naturalis in the first century AD. (V.X1. 64}
(11) ; A

As for the location of the Mendesian nome , it was
apparently situated on the Mendesian branch which
took ils name from Mendes , the chief town of that nome .

( Tell el-Rub )} . Ball points out that " the Mendesian i
branch probably left the Sebennytic a little to the north
of Mit Ghamr and fellowed approximately the coursc of
the Buhiya Canal as far as the village of El-Hasaina ,
then turned northward passing close west of Timai EI- "
Amdid ( Thmuis ) and Tell El-Rub ( Mendes ), and 7y
after making a bend fo the cast past the village of Mit -

Fares , rcached the village of Ashmun El-Rumman,
from which place it followed approximately the cowrse of
El Bahr El-Saghir to the village of El-Gamaliya , and




c o
O s

* Away “ﬁ 0} Surp1daoy *

i

. e
N G A I e TP

1dA3g 1omoq jo depy

vubvjf 51706

syoduoihonig)
STI0IUY

Toniseved

vany

A

syodoapovialy

syodonposydyy O noyzuvay
syyodoyaps © swyduzyg I
u0jfigue
T e m——
w9z 2 ' ¢
PUE O smioog
i 9%
sny3994 2
o / 8 ~ W—Q&Sté&
£ hivg, syodowiayy ?
psnovyg QS &hwamd.w.o

iU

o

| gy ?HL




- »fiw,u.mﬂwc wegp b} *Eerww .mmmm.—)ﬂ

SNI0PGISH 0} wmwwﬁcuum, ‘%E‘mmb. 2N 9y} Jo ﬁmm,m Iamo] pue ey a sy jo ng

o swydjuapg

SMoguiyiieyg o)
TR i snipspais)

syyodoyars OAN v

/ \ f......tm%uuv\

© stydunuopg




| ‘ ﬂiﬁ Tnammﬁhmy Wu tu ﬂlL noﬁh t,; stof -
the Aihnb.tm br:mch ) wzth Hs Sebennytm mmxth 'TD:

63

Herodotus was

division (14), Strabo {1.3) and Pliny the Elder {16) only
h-_ "m m@nfmnv -{3*‘ mp o
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L /:
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g o _ ,.':FY‘I)‘L east fo west there ran the following
b amhef the Bubastic river (with its Pelusinc mouth
'”’zm the 933) fmm ;L&: Fuinﬁzic rmwhﬁd Dﬁ the thrm_
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then tumpd the sea at Hah} Ll-Wahi ,g{}mp 1}31;@33&1, ,; ,f
kﬂometws to ;h& smﬁ;z«-ﬁast ef Rm F.J an_r 1% (13) R

e the first and zm}v Cmszm} h;stmxan &
g ami gwgraphe** to- state zh.ai at ihat site there were two

ﬁmme% thf' "*viamitmﬁn *md the fhmmsm (1 k;) ,i
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was a horizontal branch called (e Butic river which ran = =
across the Delia from west (o cast from the river Taly |
and connected the Thermuthiac , Athribitic , Busiric |
and Bubastic branches . (18) ‘ ]

From that river branched off to the north cast of the
Delta a short branch ending with the Tanitic mouth ; |
and from the Busiric branch to the north of the
Mendesian nonie there was as extension {o the north
cast ending with the Mgedesian mouth . Thus , the
principal mouth of the Nile on the Mediterrancan {from
east to west - according to Ptolemy - were the Pelusiac
"(Tell EX-Farma) , Tanitic ( El - Gamil ), Mendesian -
(Halq El-Wakl } , Pathmitic ( Damietta mouth ) ,
Sebennytic ( near El - Bourg ) , Bolbitine ( Rosctta
mouth } , and Heracleotic ( El - Tabia Bl - Hamra , 10 |
Kms. south east of Abu Qir) . (19) ’

Ptgiciny stated that Thmouis was the capital of the
Mendesian nome and specified its latitude and longitude
as 30 5¢ and 31 45 respectively. (20} According to
Plolemy's description , the Mendesian Nome with its
capital Thmouis was sttuated around the crossroad of
the Butic and Busiric branches of the Nile , with = &
Thmeuis roughly on this cressroad: . Thus , the
Mendesian Nome was near the divergence of {he Busiric
river into its extension with the Pathmitic mouth and its
branch to thie cast with the Mendesian mouth , just
below this divergence . (21} As Ptolemy lived his last
years under the reign of Marcus Aurclius , his
description of the Delta and the Mendesian Nome , in
particular , attains considerable importance for our
topic. '

#
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The nomes nexghbonng the Mendesian weiss the
" Tanitic Nome on the east , the Sehennytzc on the west
the Leontopolite on the sout‘n the Dmspahte Infemor on o
~ the nm'th west . (22.) , ’

Under the Pmlezmes Mendes ‘was a celebrated ' |
~ religious centre of the bﬂ{y-goat cult and the nome-
‘L ~ capital of the Mendesian Nome , but tmder the Reman_ :
| rule Mendes lost its administrative importance and was

| 1rep!aced by Thmoms - to the south WhiCh became the‘ o
new capltal (23) S e

- Thmoms was as large in ltS extem as Mendes and -
- ';accardmg to papymlaglcal dacuments 'was dwxded m

the second century A.D. into quarters «;wi- jm of

,’wh:ch the houses bare numbers (24) L

In the above - mentmned deeuments the hxgheei ,
. available number of an Axtezoy - in Thmouis is

, ;number 20 and the maximbim number available of a
 house is 178 . Thmagh nultlpivmg these maximum
| numbers of quarters and houses |, Wilcken calcuiated
L% e the number of hauses at Thmgms as 356(} (25)

; Thr average number af lmuses Gf Thmouzs remams
e hypothetmal as it is uncertain whether these numbers
 actually represented the maximum numbers of quarters
‘of Thmeuis and the maximum number of houses within
- a certain quarter . Nevertheless , it seems that Thmouis
'-was a snmewhat Eng city since it was amang the most -
« important cities of Egypt in the time of Ammxanus -
Marcellmus in the Fgurth centurv A, D (26) S |
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The bhad econditions of
25 2 result of the com itars olitic
. - oy s AR P S ¥ b4 7 B werenk
atmosphiere of the FRmpire at the time were well
o‘

rﬁp;escm‘ﬁd in th Mm@sﬁ ian Nome as is evident form a

In the light of such documents let's try to find out
and investigate the reasons and symptoms of the
deterioration in the Mendesian Nome .

First among these reasons and symptoms is the
heavy taxation. Some taxing - lists from that nome
illustrate in full detail the various taxes and imposts
throughout its villages and toparchies . Such taxes are
divided in tables in the mtroduci'mn of P. Ryhmds 213
inte three main Categ(mes as follows : (a) ;no/mg/; |

(b} /eﬂﬁmw __ and () e lsn
The first catcga*y or :ﬂom’q 6;5 is sub - divided into
four sub - headings : (1) o Jwss in is narrow

or restricted sense { which includes impost on private

amf certain  pu E}Exa, lands , om machinery

(Teres e,%mau,@ymw ep‘ww) , on the profits of , for
exan‘ple, bathes 2nd dove - cotes {Tp;m Bayveiuy, fi@;ﬁ;mfmm
imposts for the maintenance of ‘%’?E.Y’i(}H;S Gﬁiwﬂs called umﬂ‘

, and impost on axmrgies afTan]fﬁﬁ (2) ﬂ/ﬂ’/m’@ Various ~ =

taxes imposed on the T‘if AI[{W?'I' or lake - land ) which was
a category of the land in the Delta . (3) and (4) A«e/y/aayélh
which were assessed upon a capitation basis . K“/“"

The second category of taxes , jepaTiké  had its
own quota of taxes allocated in the 'pricsﬂv financial
department dedicated fer the temp!es . This category
included taxes like a«ﬂmm, elkeeTs _or 5% taxes on
goats and calfs {A:}T/msvs q;fyw m&'{;még‘m; Teq66) and
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.‘\‘

Tp1 Tp4 ?’Hw . As for the third ca’iegory or deparmm“ S
calidd”_elyy it comprised apparenﬁy certain
taxes which/w were dxrectiy or indirectly cannected Wrth

,] 2 farm stoek, /li{e the young ammals ( uz.bs, Tekageld ) | |
E the pxg -tax /

nd the pasture-tax ewa/um“ e

These: taxes ‘were Gf’ ccurse money mxes imposcd

on the various acthties in the Mendesian vﬂlages . As

7/
for the arabie land ,vanous money - - taxes 74 x a/; A TeAE(

were xmpased on ihem, apart from the rent in- kind

T8 €iTIKA K& Bﬂkam requu‘ed from the corn - Iand whether

' pubhc or prxvate . Of the money taxes on the arable P

iand some were regulax taxes evmr/ac e namely the

W’ém‘ mgether WIth the zag«mw and AA/\A;{'Z i
 which were usually combmed Among thc other land-
taves was the f/’«pnwnw xmpoee(it 1e 'f;f AAVITIAG

and on the pareels of public land assxgﬁed to hiolderd of
private land , such parcels were known as ﬁfﬁ*’«é‘/ﬁ‘
Vme::}arés were sa?&geci to - many taxes such ag 5526{;

@ﬁs:pa ezmgrehﬁﬁqupwj ValBio , Xe /{«Wév &gl

%W_Mi@fﬁg Mmgw .

To most of the above mentioned were added surtaxes
like the feafrfs rate is unkaown and the 7 ;?agm;xmé /"’ﬁ’f
the rate af 6 % of the original tax.(27)

This is just a brief sketch of the Mendesian taxes in
money . Aﬁtimugh most of them are common in the
dsmments from other places in Egypt , this does not
mean that ali these taxes were something normal , but |
rather pamts out to the fact that Roman taxation systen
in Egypt as a whole was a heavy and unbearable one .
Moreover , some of the {axes mentioned in the ahove
documents from Mendes were exclusive {o the
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Mendesian Nome such as the emww, ﬁrgw/f

V4 X
Mrmm M“fwif Taps yvayley s _ToKe Fela 5
and %em ijf'{ﬁff/iﬁir' . (28)

Wﬁwi s striking , moreover | is thal excesses were
deliberately levied sometimes on certain (axes to make
up for deficiencies in other taxes thereafter . Such
excesses above the normal assessment of {aves were
gathered and added to other departments to compensate
the deficits of tax - collection in general (29) and of
ceriam such taxes as the tax on linen . (3&}

Tms pmcedure reveals that deficits wexc gmetlmes
expected by the financial administration on certain taxes
in certain inappropriate conditions . To solve the
problem of deficits the administration aggravated the
burden of taxation more and more bv reserting to the

xcesses mentioned above . Such measures are unlikely
tc be put into practice unless in emergency cases when
the cmperial govermment in Rome was in dire need of
money . This situation fits well the strained military and
fiscal crisis of the Empire under Marcus Aurelius as

explained aurﬁxer in this papw .

Even the well -to-do mé‘iabﬁmm of the toparchies of
the Mendesian Nome ( or at least those who were
supposed to be so by the administration - ) were
sometimes unable to pay the taxes due from them in full.
In a taxing list from the Mendesian Nome which was
arranged geographically according t the tﬂparchxcs(fﬂ)
and dated probably from the reign of Marcus Aur elius, .
many ex-officials (32) from among the inhabitants of

these toparchies recur . Some of the names compiled in

the list were reported to have paid all their dues , such
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as , for example , an ex-inspector from the Hermopolite
toparchy who paid his taxes of 21 dr. (33) Others were
reported to have paid part of their dues and were still
indebted to the public treasury with the remainder : an
ex-strategos , for example , of the Bubastite Nome whoe
was an inhabitant of Thmouis was to pay 871 dr. 1;,";‘
‘gbols as taxes, of which he paid at that time 428 dr. 4--
| bols. with a remainder of 442 dr. 3cbols. (34) Tweo
‘J,,‘ ‘other persons mentioned together who should have been
of considerable wealth - judging from their properties in
- various toparchies and from the taxes in mocy and in
kind imposed on them - paid only 80 dr . 450bols (on
their property in the Eermopahte toparchy) out ofa -
total of 426 dr 4- obais and 97 3 keramra of Wme (35}

In thzs taxmg kst the meﬂmd used to deneﬁe the fu}’i
payment. of a certain total was first to mention the total
of drachmac due from ﬂiﬁ tax payer followed bythe
cxpreesmn af (sc. FpaxKal) Mé’ﬁﬂf‘%:‘é‘ﬁl) Sia

| Aam £ ) }'M’ voy_ éiss (/{47‘!65)—‘-—— (’éms) s
while for éhe z}ama, paymem the fGEEGth.ﬁv expresemn
used to follow the total drachmae required : ;2 Sy

| elenpipfneny s Asye ( Jpyov, oittaf 3p. (36).

‘L Where neither of the two expresmms is added to the

: sum. mentioned , i is natural to suppose that the sum
was still unpaid . What supports this supposition is that
in some such entrics a marginal note was appended in
another hand to denote that the sum mentmned was |
later received ekr/s(,m;s#7.;<9(3’7) N : |

According ¢ this interpretation, many of the tax - |
| payers were mentioned in the document with the sums ‘
= owing from them without either of the two expressions of |

i tptal or partial paymeént or the mar gmai note jU’it |
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mentioned , thus representing thoge who did not pay any
of (heir dues .« (38)

The latfer persons constituted the majority of cases
in the documtent , while the cases of {ull or partial 0
payment represented the minority among the entries . |
Mact of the cases of non payment arc found all over the
varicus toparchics of (e KMendesian Ramc witl the |
exception of the Hermapalite toparchy in which maost of T
the cascs of full or partial paymwent arc atlested . It is |
hard to tell the rcasom of this peculiarity of the
Hermopolite toparchy and whether it was owing te the
firm tar - collectors there or that its local conditions
were better titan those of the other toparchics .

'That -non - payment of the tazes at that time (of
Marcus Aurelius) ofien constituted the majority among
tax-payers in the Mendesian Nomg i attested and |
confirmed through the evidence of other documents of |
the same period . One of these decuments is & taring list

. apparcntly of the taxes on garden land in IS wider sense
( garden culture , oliveyards, vine-yards , erehards ..
etc } in the villages of the Mendesian Nomic. Suclifases |

wifh their surtaxes or ffecfiaypectikeva of 6§ % were - g
‘assessed By the administration at = different rates in
accordance , it seems , with status of the proprietars as

follows ¢ - } : | L
1- The Alexandrians at the privileged rate of 2 —;é:

- draclimac per aroura . | ‘
2- The meiropolites at the rate of 3dr. per aroura.
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3- Those who were otherwise Jic. the na‘mc Egyptians
as understood,at the rate of 8 or 16 dr. per aroura.

Most probably these rates are the rates of the reduced -
taxation period Keude réhers  which was granted to
~ garden cultivators for 3 vcarg (6 for the Aiexun&uam)“
after the expiry of the exemption period f‘féZ_Ef&’ which
used to enjoy for § years , a Ptolemaic institution w nich

was maintained during the Roman period . (39) I this
was rea113 the case , it means that after the expiry of the
Awqﬁcm\e/ﬂ the tams and their addmcmal impests

~would rise to higher propaﬂmnak rates on the
Alcmndnans , the Hellenic or hellenized metmpohtcs,
- and the naﬁve Egypﬂans respectwely

o The arrangemmi of the dacumcnt ehows tis dzvxsz{m
inte tepar chies under which the villages are grouped

without aiphabetma{ order . In front of the name of eacl

vzﬂage the total area of this sort of cultivation, -ic.,

_gardﬂnniand , is written down . This total is subdivided |
inte an area of which the pmpmetau did not pay the

taxes due ,. m' Y Fo Tedpayreys and ﬂxmcmamng of

the total area of the village on which the duc taxes were

paid, , Jeiral  7e)ebea » together with the caleulation of

‘their taxes and additional imposts (6 ?}% } according (o

their rate of taxation . As 2 rule in the entries of thig
document , the number of arourae on which no {axes
were paid excceds the number of those on whicl: taxes
were paid . (46} This situation accerds most probably
with the detenor»ahm conditions of the peried with its

‘depopulation ( to be treated later ) and cconomic

depression , and implies that those who did not pay their
ducs were largely Egyptians who could not endure the
heavy taxation and nghﬁ have ﬂed leavmg thmx plots as
waste Iand e : -
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ﬂ% w contradicts the hvputhesns of the publisher U
of the uu;amem who supposes that the non- p.; ‘ment of |
the tax-payers in this list was perhag& iy due to

their still enjoying a complete exemption of tho ATEAE I

period . This hypothesis can hardly be accepted on the

following grounds :
(a) The supposition is altogether hypothetical since there
is nﬂt any mention in the text of the document of
iré\ein . Moreover, if the AT/ was meant
or implied in our text the expression used to denote i
it should have been different . It would be 7 Tededé (s¢: Apoy
since the exemption was granted to the holders on | ‘
account of the peculiarity of the land;one would have
understood then that there is a standard terminology
which alludes to rarceis still enjoying exemption of
raxation )m TeA0 64! in contrast with taxed parcels

Aozl TeAodal Eut to speak of owners who did -
not pay wv 7y ,m; Tetodvrov alludes more likely to
delinquent individuals who did not pay their dues
for some reason or another .

(b) As the metropolites , the Alexandrians , and even
the Romans occuy in other decuments as tax -payers
at the rzce of 8 drachma per aroura ( B G U §72-74;
P.Oxy . 916 ) which seems to ha‘w been the normal
rate for them ( after the Ko ilgéw réjesx _period ) , it is
clear that our document is concerned with that
category of garden-land which enjoyed a reduced
taxation period . This is obvious from the fact that
most of the emtries of those who paid belong to the
metropolites at the rate of 3 drachmae per aroura
(42) , in two cases tgAlexandrians at the rate of 2--
dr.(43) , in addition to a few caes of others , mostly &

Egyptians as they are unidentified , at the rates of 8
(44) and - in one case - 10 dr.(45) What might
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I support this supposition is that plots of land were
' added in a second hand in this register , their rate of
taxation being 3dr. per aroura (46). These parcels
must have previously been among the lands
enjoying the exemption period of 5 years which
expired at the time of compiling this register , and
- were consequently transfered to this register of
: reduced taxation after the expiry of the exemption |
¥ poriod .

4 {¢) The supposition of the publisher of the document
that the large scale non-payment of taxes might have ,
represented a period of tax exemption owing to a :

- supposed recent reclamation of garden land does not

~accord with , but even contradicts , the general
atmosphere of the time of economic crisis .
deterioration and dryness of land, and depopulation
of Mendesian villages as we are going to observe .
The evidence provided by the publisher to support
his above hypothesis-the description of the pilgrim
Silvia Aquitana (47) of her journey along the
Pelusiac branch of the Nile - is dated the fourth
century A.D., which is a long time after the permd of

- our documem

(d) As the land on which ftaxes were paid in thls docum-
ent belong in most cases to the privileged mmarﬁ:y of
Alexandrian (48) and metorpolite land owners, there
can be no doubt that the majority of the land on
which no taxes were paid belonged to the vast
majority of non-privileged Egyptians who must have A

- suffered unbearable conditions, and were

-consequently unable to pay their dues .




Thaﬂe who did not pay the taxes duc on ﬂimr par cels
of laud in the above document " Sv rdy ﬁw 74 DY TV S
must have constituted a big pmpaman of those "'
debtors of Fisc (Treasury) Yseders 7ui 1ep o e iner'”

who recur in many of the columns of P.Thmouis I (49)

and -other documents (80) of the same period ( the {irst
ten or eleven years of Marcus Aurcliug } from the
M emie ian Nome . Inm most of the above cases, such
debmrs of the fisc are associated with land belonging to
them which Eest its productivity gradually until it
became dry ¢ e,&é‘c' ‘and was officially recognized as

sueh hy the admlmstratmn after an official inspection or |

eniekeWis . Hence their taxes in kind were putina

~ separate accmmi while their money-taxes (for which

this account of the royal - scribe of the Mendessian -

7

Nome = P.Thmouis I, is dedicated) were suspended for a
certain period acem‘dmg to their ¢ rcm*ﬁmnws(ﬁ)

‘Thenr , in each case followed a detailed Hist of the

suspended taxes due on the several parcels of each I
specified area’ “together with the relevant information ¢ -

the fiscal category of the parcel , its locality , proprietor |

and the person actually responsible for the taxes ( {enant
or sub-tenant or alike ), and the size of each parcel .

In the above examples the two phenomena of the
"debtors of the pubhc t:camry” a,nd the “land whh,h;

‘was proved dry R Y A’emJ e;’es}(c;‘,ﬁ;

are often associated , xe., one of ther must have often
fed (¢ the other . Besxdes, therc must have been otlier
reasons which might have resulted either of the two
phenomena . Let's try to find out the reasons which Ied
to the phmamenan of the '"debtors of the public
treasury™ : : ' ‘
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Scz'n(, of the land owﬁers became debitors {ﬂ"ihc
public treasury in their capacity as delinquent taz-

callcetars. (.J..u) or as guaranfors (83) of perseng who

fai L‘.’(s {0 1 their dues  During that troub Jed period
under '7’\{‘ ¢ Aurelius and the end of the second and .
carly (hird century in general it was necessary for thase
willing (o0 becama leseees of ]}ubh(‘ land-even if the mnd 3
wae of low productivity umke@gm -to pumdea surcty. -
“Thie is cle: {r from a list dated from that time in which
jthcrc are varmuﬁ pemons offcring to lease parcels of
’ umr/\f fes ;/;7_ in thc Mcndc«uan nome whcther that land -
was _Brodudy s lefanigdy  ov ApvITIk ey irdhoyey_and- -
‘cach one of thcm pmvxdmg a sur’cﬁs or guarzr'uto '
* from amon ‘m rclmveg xf s*cems* s | '

, In c ; 1.(* Ecs‘:cg could nat pay Ins ﬁsca{ ducg
sumv was ie:x pav them to¢ the local au(homxc 4
behalf . The dr‘ﬁcxts on the part of the tax colloc:tm-«‘,
! guarantors reveal in fact the delinquency of thic actu
. tappa%rs , the majority of “Imm xmglu h'z“c hca
1. tenants of }mbhc land . » T S

In movt of the cases of :hc dcl}mrs of the pul i
{reasury wlic were associated with the dry land (;*(,
in the columns of the Thitotds Pam rus |, {he reason
b(‘hmd such dchtq arc not mentioned. One might mfer i
such cases thal the debtors came to be as suchin their
capaci(y. as Eand -oWners ﬁh(}sc\lands mlgm havc."

dctcrm__(jcdv m pmducm ity fer same reaqon m ano‘(h(r

xccn;_rnmcd .u 2{6{5@5 dnd thelr prevmus debt“ W
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vguspended " or ' granted a moratorivin V' . Inour
document of P.Thmouis - a register of the arrears in
money of the metropolis and certain villages of the
Mendesian Nome drawn up by the royal scribe of the ;
nome in the eleventh year of Marcus Aureclius - there
are many parcels of land which became dry during the
pericd from the 22nd year of Antoninus Pius (158/39}) to
thie pinth year of Marcus Aurelius (168/69).(55)

Most of these parcels remained ¢ pges ever since the
official recognition of them as such - and perhaps
before- until the compilation of this register of arrears
by the royal scribe in 170/71 A.D. This means that some
of these parcels remained "dry" for more than ten (56)
years , and that it was quite difficult to pring the land
again (¢ its normal productivity . '

This dryness of the land remained in spite of the
efforts of the local administration, to sell or lease such
dry plots of the defaulters which turned to be under the

£50 o L0

|
|
|
BE o e g BE 4T o e e nlad adretriiatEatinm 0 . v :
disposition of the financial aduministration ¢ nEW oWIers
LI 2B 0 fee meeeS e v BerzERl ¢ £ T :
from their price or rent to settie their |
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s debis (57} Such efforts of the
administration were often {ruitless and the lands ofiered
for ‘sale could not find 2 purchaser and were "drawn up

T Fa o 4
among the unsold lands év &Mpdrus Erayngay " (58)
., . o . 4
in the registers of the administration . In the general
atmosphere of the time that was not unusual ; some,
moreover , "ceded" their land to the public tearsury
3 7 - ¢ 4 / . 2 /
s beay 10 Tpecidor gis 18 Tppesroy (S9) il _éxyupedd
‘% % 7 Fhpedit 2o {( )i _exjupee) }
was tallen t¢ mecan /}ﬁfﬁ}’(c.!pgu as the editor of the |

° ¥ A . ‘

document tends to think (60} -or "abandoned" if one

clings to the orgininal meaning of the verb . Perhaps the - 5
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fand in these cases was '"ceded" {o ﬂze treasury or g
"abandoned™ to avoid the mﬂm&mbit umﬂ@n

There is mnszderablﬂ evidence which pmveﬁ' beymd

reasonable doubt the miserable conditions of the land-

- owners and tenants of the Mendesian Nome . Fxrsi the
dry lands were not (}‘gﬁm&ii} remgmzed as such and

~ their arrears of taxes suspened or granted mordtormm
unicss the fiscal administration was quite sure that ng

revenue can be obtained at all from the land (61) and
from the other property (62) of the debtor, s1.e., uniess e
| they ascertained that the land owner or tenant in -
questmn had not any means whatever to pay the arrears

| B "due on him . Second : as an cxceptxon to the rule that the

E’ X CFW land under the disposal of the administration
- did not ﬁnd a purchaser , we encounter just ence in this
Iengthy register ( 93 columns ). a person described as

- evmsgaf (wealthy (rr' well - t¢ - do) just because he
managed to buy aroura and pay its price. (63)In

- ordinary cxrcumstances a person like this can never
‘have been classified in an official register as e 0{/75‘5#‘ ,
and moreover to occur just once . This i in itself can be
regarded as a clear proof of the extent of poverty among

-.L‘ ~ the Mendcsian population under Marcus Aurelius , and

justifies the delinquency of the debtors and the lack of

: .new purchasers or tenan‘ts to thc abandoned dr3 Iand

Thls sxtuatmn Ieﬂ the local and neme authormcs at a
Toss. cancemmg the large areas of dry lands under their
disposal . Hence the stalemate is expressed by a formula B
~ of the myal scribe often repeated in the columns of
«  P.Thmouis , whichk is " Ng “clear demsmn was
1 communicated te me concemmg them ".(64) Such an
awaited decnsmn was pending for more than ten years in
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some cases as is shown eartier . The decision referred to
here is no doubt mm of the prefect in his annual
"eonventus or a’/«,Aay/&;fas " in the nome capitals .
This is cbvious from the anzalogy with other similar
issues such as the capitation taxes on the depopulated
villages which were suspended "until the decision of his

exceliency the prefect".(65) It is cie&r from the above |

evidence that the problem of the g&gm, land was not an
easy one to tackle as is shown by the long suspension of
their dues, their remaining unsold and the absence of 2
decision about them for a long time in spite of the
‘annual convemus' of the prefect

But thexe stﬂl ‘remains the quesuon about the
reasons behind the dryness p(e’pm £/s of the land
in many Mendesian villages . In the long register of
P.Thmouis I ,thic question was asked only once despite
the very many cases of fXéM@MH , and in
Wg;%@m@ to this unique and divect qu

gqmggmm of some ome . An inspection
£l muf}s was accordingly done a year Eai@t and

’*"%
b m

the investigation of the village scribe concerned proved
that the vineyard in question turned dry for the first
time two years before (i.e.,159/60) owing to its " old age
Tarale) €15 , a reason which had already been
writlen {iw n by the inspectors of that same year.(66)
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From the circumstances {;i’ th;s case one . can

conclude that the reasons behind the dryness of various
parcels were declared m the h;gh Gﬁiuais of finance in
the rome such as the  24) cwe‘m ¢ s but this time
- the reason mentioned did not sdem cam’mcrng to the
cazef account&m of the nome . If the matier was in fact
- s0 , why was the _éXdoyi¢mys  in doubt about the
reason men‘ﬂened for the drynese of the vmey ard ,
, whzch ‘was itg oid age or _ fioc,\maJm T M(}st 1
X probably thrs reason ‘was net among the other

g common reasons whlch he usualh, used to recezve m: S
~ the szmxlar cases , and 5o he was perhaps in doubt that

some one mlght have caused the ’Xe}’(a)é’/s’ . “ of me :
',-__Vmeyard €l ﬂxﬁ’a/?‘/xv TIveS e{;\’ﬁpguﬁﬁ _ ‘_Qn
,purpoee to avmd paying the taxes AR

The most comman reason whsch mxgh‘t have of*ccn "
’reached the high financial Qf‘ficm}s of the nome - as
-attested in the documents - ‘was the lack of 'vatex for
~ irrigation (to be dealt with below ) and IS ccnscqumces '

of the mabzlny of the land-owners or tenants to pay their

| full dues , the accumimmn @f the debts and cmﬁscaﬁmn '
of the land 1!7 «YaM;ﬂf?’cs _(67) or ceding it
- em/’\’upﬁffm (68) v to tm, public treasury (}rm'_

k ~ the depmment of the dioslogos ( Private Account ) .

- Owing to the lack of purchasers or tenants for such

e "’,parcels 5, they were included ‘among the unsold lands :

: ey «ﬂpa‘ro/s B (note 58 above) . and must have tumed
s .mto _Aépsos 'M _ soon  after their cession or
g _-gconf scatmn as there waa ne one to care for them

= Let us now retum to cast more hghi on the main

- reason of the dryness ofland , i.c., the lack of waterto

’thc extent that some pamels' of land became
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uninundated « ,9,0f X0 , others irrigated through

artificial means eﬂnyTA7¢/g;y7 .

The dryness of such parcels as a result of the lack of
water did not , of course , happen suddenly or overnight,
but gradually.

When , ina certam year, a parcci of land could not
be totally irrigated A',Bﬁo ){' s 74 __ orwas irrigated
through artificial Means  efnyrinu v , it was the
custom of their owners ‘or ’ {enatnts to present
declarations of such cases to the officials concerned in

order to get an exemption or reduction of the dues on

the land according to the custom as decreed by the

cmperor I{adriane(@) Such declarations or
aﬁoyp«¢au were sent-in two copies : one to the

str&feges or royal-scribe of the nome , the other to the

village-scribe . Those sent to the village-scribe were

progressively glued with one another immediately on
receiving them thus wnstituﬁng a "glued roll or
volume Toyes gw,('g,emg/,m . Such "mﬂ" or '‘volume"
contained’ then'thesé ' Z7p4pm .ﬁwi glued together ,
each declaration @eamﬂ@y a number and called
Kﬁ;\ﬁéﬁa . From the information included in the
declarations of this _Tdxos , the village-scribe used to
compile a list of the parcels of land in his village
declared by their temants or propietors as
"uninundated"” or "artificially irrigated”. We havea
very illuminating list of this sort-dated more or less
about the reign of Marcus Aurelius-and drawn up by a
village - scribe of one of the Mendesian villages.(70)
This list inciuded an abridged survey of the parcels
declared in the individual declarations as
aBpexes ___ or EmgyTAY péY?) together with the
results of the inspeeﬁ'{m commtittee entitied to verify the

&)
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rimth of the declarations or e;,fxa",fgw/; . This list

contained the necessary mim’matmn about cach
 declared parcel , thus covering aﬂ such parcch in thn
1 Vﬂlaﬂfc maﬁgpagmpimaz grﬁez S » T

TEns mf‘ammtmn mcmﬁed (3} ﬁm ﬁscai eatﬂgers Gf 4

the parcd (b) the name of the person zespanczb!e for the
- cultivation of me parcel and for the payment of the dues
o the fisc (c) the motive of pr‘esentmg the dwiaratmzf |

whether "uninundation” or "artificial Irngatmn" iy

i (d) the size of the land declared (together, in some caees; 1
with the ptxbhc land of poor quality imposed-in few: o

sizes-to  some pmfate land - ‘holdings ; such public lands

| imposed are called in our document i« e ) *

(e} the number of thie original d clamimn fr om which

| these mfarmaémn ‘were ‘derived in the serial of the
volume _7dxes of éﬁslamtmns (71) (efé?ﬂf/@"ékémj- |
(e a/fecfﬁm ) m} ( f (s

‘,'V }!__ P e )e~‘

Aﬁez each eﬁmrv (amxcated é@ ‘afcertam pareex

 declared as m?;fifx‘as _or ef'wmf;f{we? ), an empty

space was usuaﬁy left for the m&ﬁnbe%s of’ the inspection
commitice to add other mf@rma‘émn to the wntents ot

- the list of the vxllaﬁsasanbe . ’Ehe main additions by

members of this committee were : (1) the name of the

~ownér or- éenam sf the parcel if it was hired or sublet to

another person ( who was usually mentiond first in the =

“enttries as  the person responsible to the fisc far the dues
1 of the ;ﬁeﬁ) If the person czzEEtwmmg the land was

himself the owner or the original lessee (@f ;mbgm Eam’i |

from the local. autmmzas) the phrase ym 7o

g(lnl) or. The A(U‘Tf?) ) (72) by himself erhergfﬂ“
was written hy the mmzmﬁeeg or nothing at all was
written in this place dedicated for the name . (2) Since

——
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the arable land of the villages were divided into
numhbered circumscriptions "wﬂe(i in this document
_ Feimer s i PBruxelles I ﬁw'}'fz'.c’; ), the
commitiee members used (o ﬁdé t the contents of the
entrics of the list the number of the circumscription in
the village to which the parcel in question bcmmed
The phrase used to express this was ___edf (vierpias )

Kol (7ac ) followed by a certain number "' ";e{ongmw

ta the measurment of the circumscription no. ... " (73) 5

a phmq& wi m recurs ihmughoui the list.

E\ cry civ _"IUV‘,(‘ ngm(m contained , of course , many

of m(‘h dec lared parcels , and the cu*cumsmptmm or

Kelte)  were investigated successively and their

A TR

mmm e: were written down in order , the onc after thc;%
- otler Ae: some - land-owners had had many parcels in

carious - eircumscriptions  which they hired or-let to
~~yarigue tenants , the name of ihe land- gwner togetlier

with the number of his declaration in the "olued
- volame™ memmue(i abave - the declaration calied in
thege cases K )h;t & and followed by its mumber-
recurred in various circumscriptions and s(}mcume
inside the samce cn'chmsgriptmn_, This means that the
decla ratiens for the aﬁ,ﬂeﬁ’gf or ewwm/fem
j:z__ were  presented {c the aémxmsiraimn bs the
owners or original lessees of the Eand , whether
cultivated Er\' them or by others. Some of these large
propriciors - who constituted an cxcephon 16 the rule of
pocr cumvatms , and who were mostly of Greck or
Roman namcs ‘such as Philoxenos , Callimachos , and
Septimius - p‘csmtcd declartions of 13 ,16 and 19 of
their pdr('cis in mrmus HAelTar (74)
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~ What s . most important , however , I8 that the

results of the inspection committee , whether in this

document or others ., did not often approve but a small

propertien of the land declared by their owners or |

| ~lessees as _#Bpoxos  to be as such , and came to state

that ‘the rest of th.e land declared as "unmundated".

(usually the greater preportion) was , in fact

y"“inundated by the Nile-flood"(75). Thus , the reports cf .
«  the inspection’ committees came out to tell that land-
- owners or tenants ofien exaggerated the amount of their

- land declared by them as _ zxﬁmms _, and that the real
amount proved as such after ‘the inspection was much
- less than thexr claxms in the declaratzons e o

Thks state of thmgs as :mphed in the results of the'

mspeetmn committees are highly mxprobable since it is
| hard to believe that the exaggeratmn of the Iand-owners
~ or tenants concerning the area of their #Bpoxes  -if we

| admit that they mnght have some*umes exggerated - can
" reach thns extent as shown in- the reports of the

- eemmmees y espcxally that they knew for sure in

. advance that the truth of thelr claims would be venﬁcd o
_&v_gThus R “the exaggeraﬂon - one would suppose -came
 from the suie of the surveyors of . the mspeetxon team

y who  might - have ‘had mstructlons from the

% admxmstratmn to - ‘lessen - the. area deeiared as - -
. ABpexss  to the lowest pessxble estimation . The aim
~of this supposed pmcedure was to obtain the hxghest o
1 possxble rents and other dues on the land by "'claiming"
~ that most of the land was inundated and subject to the

norm__a! ‘taxatmn without exemption or reduction . This
- exaggeration on the part of the administration would

increase in times when the central government in Rome
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Was dire need of mao as‘a-f which

g
g% 1e case under Mw Aurelivng .

W
W
If this interpretation of the maite:

i means that the owners and tenants @f Eas& Wem
required t¢ pay to the pul stic treasury dues on land
which was not irrigated and - as a result - improductive
in a certain year , a matter which they could not do and
hence became "deltors of the fisc” . The recurrence of
such  process year after a year would lead to the

“accumlation of their debts and deterioration of the land
until & time would come whm this or that parcel was
officially proclaimed as p.C ga‘os and its arrears werce
susperced until it would be sold or hired by the
administration to a new owner or lessee, a matﬁe: which
mz‘dg ;m;lspeﬁed as we have seen above .

~But ﬂmt’e is sml' a 'quegtzem \} hzch imposes itself |
about this specific point of the « 74 inthe ?
Mendesian nome : how could all sudi parcels be
”uninundated" in spite of the location of the nome
which was sxma'ted around the crossroad of the Butic
and Busiric branches of the Nile , and in spite of the
phrase which recurs several times in the decument and
states that such zﬂpok’oi or eﬂqyrthem |
arourae "Were in most cases (situated) haifway between
embankment and canals"(76) ,i.e., within an easy reach -
of water 7 Their being "uninudated" in spite of such |
‘naturai facilities of irrigation should partly have been
~attributed to the low flood in certain years , and partly
te the neghgence of upkeep and maintenance of the
water-canals . which conveyed the water from the 7
branches of the Nile to the fields. This would fit well the |
circumstances of economic crisis in Egypt under Marcus




85

Aurelius with its symptoms of land - deterioration and
dryness , heavy taxation and the flight of large numbers
of villagers , espicially from the Mendesian villages (as
will be dealt with below ) . What might supperﬁ the idea
of negligence of upkeep of canals is the fact thatin
considerable number of entries in P. T‘eﬁiendes Geneve t‘ze
| »parce!s were dcciamd not as completely Efu}w | but
as éﬂmmwmm (77 or “artificially xrmgated"
through pumpmg iEza water over by artificial means .
This means that water mu?d not easily run in the canals
which were blocked or hindered and had to be raised in
- this expensive and tiresome means , in which case the
dues owing {rom the owner or tenant would be reduced
if the land was recognized as such by the mspeetmn
mmmxtfee . , SRR

Now , let us try to cast a watchful eye on the climax
of the economic crisis , or rather disaster , of that
agesie., the flight of the villagers and complete or almost
complete depopulation of many of the Mendesian
villages ‘during the span of about ten years from the end
of Antoninus Pius' reign and under Marcus Aurelius .
The phemmemn of ﬁsgm and depapuiaﬁmn is to¢ be
~ studied on two aspects : the size of the phexwmemﬁ and
how- far 11 ‘was serious , and the motives which led to it.
The two aspects are clearly revealed bv a ot of
documents from the period in quesimn (78)

That th@ phenomenon was serious is quite obvious
from many reports written down by various village-
scribes from the Mendesian nome in which about twenty
(79) villages were reported as ”@@mg letely deserted

ré)eoy  éfdedoiméva , OF cz,%é 4’*;{@5 _"'(80),
or whose population who were pmvmﬁsiv many
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decreased by now to become quite %ew” o QHOHE the
vzﬂagﬁ -scribes  as zap@r*mg ;
Tﬁrﬂ mms [1dAal _redU=-]&[v3 ]pwﬁ M@; VOV gls
: s ﬂe;f’ié’é‘rouiﬁw (81}

- Certainly the numerais cxted from the abaove
- documents clarify the picture even more . In one of these

examples {rom the village of Nemeo the number of men

- (taz-payers) was previously (not stated when) 150 which
~ fell to 45 , of whom 34 fled leaving only 11 men in the

 village in 168/69 (col.70,1.14-21) . In another village

" called Psenathre the total of the registered men in the

- 16th year of Hadrian (132/33) was 319 which fell to just -

10 under Marcus Aurelius , of whom 8 fled leaving only
2 men in the village in 168/6% (77, 16-15) . In four
villages belonging to the Chiastites toparchy , the

population who were many (without speicfication in the

doc siment) decreased gradually to become 14 at the time

of the report in 166/67 A.D., of whom 10 took to flight

leaving only f@m (col. 124, 9 21). In other cases the
number of men in the villages went on falling until , at a

~ time in this tmubled period , not a smgle man was left in -

‘them, hence they became -deserted or

wholly deserted _ cAeMﬂos __(82) (both words might

- have meant the same sxgnﬁcance with pcrhaps more
. stress in the latter, or dxd the latter expressmn mean. i
that the whele pcpulatmn of the vnllage,g and not {mlv the N

i tax-payers of men among them ﬂcd ‘P)

i A for the motxves or reasons b&hmd th;s '
s phenomenon , no doubt the heavy taxation and
| - deterioration and dryness of the land was mainly |
, responsmle for thc depopulatzon . Since these reasone. ‘

L were well~know ~and  clear enough to the




administration-as is obvious from the evidence cited and
discussed above in this paper - they were only ImDhCIﬂY
‘ mentwned in the course of such repoﬁs Thus, for
- ‘emmple > when "the debtors of the fisc

'XPécJﬁ‘M To0 ¢/Jkr¢/ _ " - or, atleast partof

'them, fled owmg ta their inability to pay dues required

from them , the mmemy of the village pepulatmﬂ w}m_
remamed must have been everbm dened hv excessive

taxation to make up for the deerease of tax-payers .
‘Because of this- excessive burden , these few people eeuEd
not fulfil it {83) and beeame ”eecnemwaﬂy exhausted

étagfeyicayres " and were led to take to flight
}AVﬂKé?'fJ (MK&M/ ). (84) The purpose of

presemmfr such’ reports about the depopulation of the
villages by the concerned vﬂiagensenbek was to notify
the nome autherities that the perception of taxes
(espzcmﬂy - those 5 capztaﬁen taxes  called

wmﬁemew Kal aAAs E dediemed to ﬁw

' mamtenanee of the village and toparchy ofiicials) was

- quite dzfﬁeuit or impossible . Consequently , it was
necessary to reduee such xmposis by putting aside and
1 .suspendmg the dues on the fugitlves until the questmn is

'-"deusded by the prefeet » and to exact the dues on those_:' L

5 | who were sml resxdmg if any , | m the vzllages (8‘§)

Such decxsxons of the prefeet in =ihs coneem were e
5 awaxted and expected in zmalegy with ])iCVlOUS deerees !
| issued by former prefects in similar cases and attested
oas ev1dence cned to support the view of the concerned
vﬂlage - scribes . In 159/60 A.D. , for emmple most of |
| the pupulatmn of a group of vﬂldges took to flight
 leaving behmd (miy two men . Accordingly , the prefect -

~ Annius Synacus , in his conventus in the Mendesian
nome in 162/63 A.D. , decreed that the dues on the




fugitives be suspended until their return (to their home -
villages) while the remaining persons should pay their
dues .(86) This decree of the prefect Syriacus was quoted
twice by other village - scribes in simlar Iater cases in
166/67 and 168/69 A.D. (cols. 125 , 1-7;71 J1-8)

This same prefect issued a total remxttame of debts in
favour of some villages which became wholly

depopulated and his decision in this concern was quoted

later in 166/67 by village - scribes whose villages became
quite depopulated .(87) A .similar decree of total
- remittance of many depopulated villages was issued by
“the p: efect Bassacus Rufus (88) in 168/69 A.D.

As for the other reasons of the depnpulatan of
Mendesian villages apart from the fiscal and economic
ones mentioned above , we encounter reasons of
imsecurity , troubles and plague. Insome passages of
the Thmouis Papyrus some villages were attacked and
burnt by a group of peapie called in these passages ""the
wicked Nikechitae 5 fvdgior  NewXelra) "

in the year 167/68 and 168/69 A.D. Large numbers of
~villagers were killed in these attacks and the matter was
serious enough (o notify the prefect , at that time
Blassxanus s of their threal.(89) Given that

Nixu%': was a place-name which was cited by

‘Achxllcus Tatius (4,12,7-8) as the shelter of the Egyptian

Beukdder ~ who revolted against the Roman

authority and embarassed it senously y it is almost

certam that such [Neke XelTm or people of .
NMU’)(/: were the first to lead a mutiny against

~ the Roman administr ation in the marshes of the eastern
Delta , perhaps as a result of the miserable conditions of
theu feliow ngpuans ‘
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But if so , how comes that Egypfian rebels against
the "Roman" authority would attack and burn
Egyptian villages and kill Egyptian fellows ? and how

- could they be described in the reports* of the village-

scribes as "impious or wicked _ Avigor "7, Agan
answer te the second question, it is normal that, such
officials who represent the Roman administration would

~ describe the Né/xuyéfm as "wicked" . But , in

trying to find a reply to the first questien , one might
tend to think that the Nikochitae might have begun the
mutiny against the Romans and wanted to gain
followers and supporters in the neighbouring areas in

eastern Delta near the Bucolica districts which/not far -

from the Mendesian nome ( The Bucolic branch of the
Nile in Herodotus was situated to the west of the

Mendesian branch); It seems that some villages in the

area were opposed to the attempt of the mutiny of the

Nikochitae and did not join them , hence they ‘Wé‘i‘e :

attacked and bumt by the latter as aﬁested above .

On the other side , it seems that those who aband@nd
their villages - or at least part of them - might have
joined the Bucolic rebels . Dio Cassius - in his account of
this revolt - informs us that the Bucoloi , under the
lcadership of a priest called Isidorus , began their
disturbance in Lower Egypt and caused the rest of the

Egyptians to revolt .(90) From the evidence of our
lengthy document (P.Thmouis I) some Mendesian

villages seem to have joined the Bucohc rebels and

became a source of "disorder TRPAXM "in167/68;
“which led to the interference of the (Roman) tr oops that

effected a big slaughter among their population and a

total depopulation. . ensued. (91). . .. Perhaps these

mcndents, Whether against the opponents of the Bucolox




——w

or against their followers , were the begininings of the
well-known revoll against the Romans in the Eelm
| whmh Lrupied in 1’71 and 172 (92) ‘

s }f, seems that by ﬂiﬁ foﬁ(m mg year 172/73 the reveh B
- of ihngypmm villagers in the Delta was suppcessed or
 began , at least ,to be quelled by Avidius Cassius who
| f"mntrwed to dcstmy thezr mmua! accord and separate |
~ them from one another .......... ,and thus , when they
! feKE to quareﬂm hc sabdued thcm "(93) - - o

Wha‘i m&ghﬁ, supp@m ﬁxe queiimg nf the vevolt at that 2
time in the papyrological evidence is that by the year - |
172/73 the prefect of Egypt C.Calvisius Statianus |
decided that part of the sums due on the villages which
caused troubles (those mentioned in note 91 above) and
which. (ﬁw dues) weie granied moraiorium since 167/68
should be recovered and added by the eclogistes to the
taxation - lists . (94) This implies that after the
intervention of ﬁm Roman tmops in these vaiiagcs in

 167/68 and killing most of their mhabitams who "stayed

| ,‘behmd" and gathercdnxt seems - in one of the villages

| '*'Called - Petitei : Tods MAeleTaus Tdy 'ms ...u/:m.u m/m-,

Sy T’i? TTererel /cocm/révoyms «wma‘é’m RS (’..47'5:) g

. and after the quellmg of the revolt i in 172/73/ some of the |

f"fugxtwes" from  these ‘villages who - mnght have

L ”'pxevnouslv“ jomcd the Bucolic rebels seem to have

‘returned to their home vxllages hence the pendmg dues L

required fmm them - began , at that time , to be =~

Trecovered. Lol i Ri o e e

The Buw%m revolt *gamsa‘ the Romans and nﬁs :
queilmg by Cassius was treated in considerable detail in ks
an article by J.Schwartz about Egypt under Marcus '
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Aurelius (95), in which he expressed some views *é.hat'dq
nol  seem quite convincing or contradict the
papyrological evidence especially  the recently
published lengthy document P.Thmouis I . 78 Weare
‘going to mention below |

| Among the other reasons which contributed in the
depopulation of the Mendesian villages was a ""plague"
“once referred 16 in one of the passages of the Thmouis
Papyrus as follows , "others died through the (96) state
of the plague oKl Reus T S
KETH 6 ToipaTe 7 reA/gumxg’yq‘f) In this passage , most of the
village” population 'were Lilled in the attacks of the
Nikochitae , others died of the plague and the least (who
remained) fled . To speak of "the plage" with the
definite articlc means that it was 2 well-known plague -
a matter asserted by the phrase "the state of plague" -
which suggests that this plague might have referred ta
the great plague which spread all over the Roman
Empire since 165 A.D. and witich the Roman troops
- brought back with them after the Parthian
campaigns.(97) This contradicts the view of J.Schwartz
in this concern that this "brutal epidemic passes soon
and Egypt could after a short time dress her -
Wounds','.(SiS)t o R i CLER T

Among the inadmissible views of Jssidlwa_rtzin his -

article mentioned above are the following:

&2 (a) that the beginnings of inflation at the time of Marcus

ass of (Egyptian)

. peasants accustomed to barter.(99) This might be
~ true to some extent , but one ought not ignore that
“the peasants ,wefre in need of not a few money to pay
~ the taxes due from them . The inflation must have

Aurelius did not trouble the m




caused the rise of the rate of taxation, and
conscquenily must have disturbed the peasants as
o

@’
¥

%
attested all through the evidence of this paper. The
barter system of exchange common among the
villagers made the problem o rayment even

e )
W
g
el
Yoxusy

more tense for them since money was few and
uncomumon among them.
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g EE @m?e wmmm“mw to the ’i{;{ﬁzzcez of %‘fm
ery significant and lengthy documents (

oo

o,

v
I and P.Afendes Geneva) which were ‘éhﬂmag?‘ffg’ .
S

dis mg&m &Enﬁ commented all thr

(¢} that the way with which Avidius Cassius managed
the affair of the Bucolof ac him symipathy and

@

Egypt - especially in Alexandria - when he
proclaimed himself emperor in 175; he was
recognized  Emperor by the authorities of
Alexandria. From this assumption , he came to the
conclusion that not all of Egypt was }beg nd Isicoros
and the "brigands’ of Or ] 01) Thisis a
biased judgment which Fir m m f;gEE

3 v < 4E
it 1§ agair %‘f 1110
P "
¢

q |
made it easy for him to gain a warm welcome in
A
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claimant to the emperial throne , and (e "Egyptia
neople” who did not usuaily play a role |
political disputes . Even if they could
role , they would not have supporte @ a2 man fike this
who had suppressed their revoli which aimed 2
geﬁmg rid @f the Roman hegemony . |

From all the above- mmﬁ&md information and
discussions in this paper it is clear beyond doubt that
the Mendesian Nome , and Egypt as a whole , suffered a
lot under the reign of Marcus Aurelius as a result of
accumlations of a burdensome taxation system which
became even more excessive to face the exigencies of
wars which were imposed on the Emperor . The first
decinnium of the reign of Marcus Aurelius marked the
point of no return of the degradation and deterioration
of the economic conditions of Egypt under the Roman
rule.
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¢)) E Glbbon, Tﬁe Hxsiory of the Decline and Fall of the Romzm Fmpzm, 6
: vo‘ls (1776—88) voLL516; 1L354. . "

(2) M Grant,’f‘iw Rorman Emperors, Ncw York, 1985 pp.91-92; Cheilik,

M Ancwn{ Hwtory, 2nd edmon, Harper Collins (New York), 1991,pp. 210-
"‘w‘zn._a L
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_ ,(3) M Gmm, Op Cm PpP- 93—94 Che:hk, M., Loc Cit. .
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M ',Grant, Op.Cit., p.94 AHLM. Joues,The Decline of the Ancient World,
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(6) M. Gram, Op.Cit., PP. 89«91 Chelhk, M., Op. Cit., p- 211 Rostovtzeff M.,
ROME (‘ Tmnslatsu from Russmn by ID. Duﬂ), Oxford 1960,p 213

(7) lbxd. p.205.

) * Undoubtedly named aftcr the Bucohc branch of the Nﬂc an amﬁcxal and ex-
o cavatcd onc whxch scpamted from thc Scbennyuo bmnch probably appmm—
‘ .mately nea.r thc village of Shubra el—Yaman and foﬂowed the course of the

: ‘modem Damlctta branch. This branch was called Bucolic by Herodotus, Phan.-
o ‘:'.fmtxc by Diodorus of Sicily, Phatmitic by Strabo and Phny the Elder, and
n Pathmnc by Claudms P&elemy Although this branch had different names m
| the wmmas of ﬂm classical authors as above, it seems that ﬁ;he area Qf its
~ course still mxamed under Marcuas Auﬂdms the old name gwen by Hemdoms

to that branch, i.e. Bucolica.
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For mare details about the branches of Nile in the Delte, sce below.
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‘For the sources which dealt with that revol( see:

Dio Cassius 71,4,1-2; Hist. Aug., Marc. Aur.21: Achillcus T&ﬁ(is,é 12
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H

(9) 1. Ball, Fg}pr in the Clessical (‘rograpiacm Cazm 1942,pp 2528, 3‘_’5 }j

4

 (10) Tbid., p.4s. o SRR SoAe
(L1) See also Ball, Ibid, pp. 58-59, 74-75. S |
(12) Thid., p.27.

(13) Herodotus, IL166. | | |

(14) E{.Gauthier, Les Nomes d'Egypte depuis Hers ..u’r‘fé Jasge’ & Lo Congué
Arabe, Le Caire,1935,pp.16-18,

@ “) Strabo XVII.1.19. where hc mentioned the fsnﬁecrﬁ nome _Wfl‘,ff‘ Pan and '
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\

|

|

sayw that "ln the Egyptwn Langucge both the Itr-gaa{ amf Pa:r are celled
Mmd’a"
f,,\ﬂ Cixr 3¢ 0 Te’ T/ﬂa]e" /w o Tav AJ[{/FT/( r M Yalgs -

(16) Phny‘ Kistaria Naturalis, V. 11 64 .

B an pmlemv Geograpkic, V.5 . 39-43, | o
(18) Ibid. V5.4 | | ‘ | |

(19) Ibid.l\’.'s' 10 ;J.Bail, Op. Cit. pp.105,107- 108 .

(20} Pmksmy » IV. 5,515, B:dl , Op.Cit. p. 109,



, Fig . 18 bfap of Lewer Egypl , showing the true positions of places

(21) Ibid

mentioned by Plotemy, P.120.

(22) Tvid . ; H . Geuthicr , Op.Cit ., map at the end of the book ; J . de Rougé, Ge-

4 .

ogrephic ancienne de !f Hasse - Egvpte, Paris, 1897 (reprinied in Amcster-
dam 1872 ) pp. 108 £1.

(23) S. Kambitsis, Lc Papyrus Thmeuis § (155‘»’473 A.p), Paris, 1985, Inwo-
duction, p. 48.

(3.24) P.S1. TIL 230, 11. 6,8 :

«re] @/uwuus AVA)’/D%(qbo/(E?’) én!
fi /«f&o’f“dj t“//»\im\’ /’35‘37’ *[’ /JO éq'
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(25) U. Wilcken, Archiv & (1920), p. 381

»
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(39) P. Rylands 11 . 216 , Mendesian nome , ate 2 nd century A.D ., In-
- troduction . - g
(40) Ibid ., introduction , the tabio in p.328 .

@id..p.329. T
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