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Ptolemaic Egypt, based on the archive of the phrourarchos | Available online: 30/06/2024
Dioskourides (154-145 B.C.) as a primary source. Despite the
military role of the phrourarchiai, the archive documents reveal
that the phrourarchor also had civil functions alongside their
military responsibilities.
The article aims to answer the following questions: Why were
these military units established? When were the phrourarchia
established in Herakleopolis and why? What were the ethnicities
that formed the principal components of these military units?
The article reveals the role of external threats — primarily
represented by Ptolemaic-Selucid hostility — as well as internal
threats — represented by Egyptian rebellions following the victory
at the Battle of Rafia — in the establishment of phrourarchiai by
the Ptolemaic kings in strategically significant locations within
their kingdom, including the region of Herakleopolis. The article
further discloses that Greeks, Jews, and Egyptians served as
soldiers in these phrourarchiai, based on both direct and indirect
evidence. The primary objective of the present paper is to
comprehend the role and responsibilities of the phrourarchos and
the position of the phrourarchia in the military structure of the
Ptolemies, based on the documentation of Dioskourides, the

phrourarchos.
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The lexicon of ancient Greek fortresses and garrisons is extensive. For example, terms as dkpa,
which was often situated on the acropolis of a polis, and mepitdiiov could serve as a fundamental element
of a garrison and can be found in both literary and epigraphic sources'. Additionally, ppovpapyia and
@povplov are two terms that are closely associated with the subject of fortresses. While phrourarchia
signifies the entire fortress, including the physical citadel, the office of the phrourarchos, and the soldiers,
phrourion refers solely to the physical fortress. The commander of a phrourarchia was referred to as a
phrourarchos, and the men serving under his authority were designated as phrouroi.

The primary objective of the present paper is to comprehend the role and responsibilities of the
phrourarchos and the position of the phrourarchia in the military structure of the Ptolemies, based on the

documentation of Dioskourides, the phrourarchos’.

1. PHROURARCHIA AND PHROURARCHOS BEFORE THE PTOLEMIES:

The verbs gpovpém (to guard) and @povpapyéw (to command a garrison), along with their derivatives
(ppovpd; @povpdpync; epovpapyia; epovpapyoc, and others), were employed from the Classical
through the Byzantine periods. The term @povpapyog first emerged in our epigraphic sources in SEG
33:34 (Attica, 460/459 B.C.). Literary sources began adopting the verb around the same time. In the

second book of his Histories, Herodotus provides us with the following information:

‘1188 & £ped xai Iepoéov Koo TadTd ol puiokal Exovot O kol mi Pappmtixov Hoav: kai yap &v
"Exeavtivn TTépoon ppovpéovet kol &v Adevnot. Todc dv 3 Alyvrtiovg tpla Etea ppovpricavtoag
anélve ovdelg THG epovpfic: 01de Povlevoduevol kol kKowv® Ady® xpnoduevor Tdvieg Amd ToD
Poupntiyxov drnootdvieg fiioav &g Aiboniny.’*

‘And still in my time the Persians hold these posts as they were held in the days of Psammitic; there
are Persian guards at Elephantine and at Daphnae. Now the Egyptians had been on guard for three
years, and no one came to relieve them; so, organising and making common cause, they revolted from

Psammitic and went to Ethiopia’.

Herodotus employed the words ‘ppovpéovot’, ‘ppovpricavtog’, and ‘TAc epovpfic’ to describe the
garrison and their acts of guarding at Elephantine and Daphnae.
Around the same time, the term @povpiov appeared in Aeschylus’. Such terms continued to be used
in the Classical period as in Thucydides®, Plato’” and Xenophon®.
We encounter the term @poOpapyog at the time of Alexander the Great in the course of events of

his settlement of the affairs in Egypt. While the great conqueror was in Memphis, ‘he appointed two of

-YVY -



Exploring the Functions of Phrourarchiai and Phrourarchoi in Ptolemaic
Egypt: An Analysis of the Archive of the Phrourarchos Dioskourides (154- Haytham A. Qandeil
145 B.C.)

his fellows to be commanders of garrisons (ppovpapyot): Pantaleon the Pydnaean in Memphis, and
Polemo, son of Megacles, a Pellaean, in Pelusium®. A similar description of the settlement of the affairs
in Susa was also related by Arrian: ‘He (scil Alexander) left behind as satrap of the district of Susa
Abulites a Persian, and as garrison commander in the citadel of Susa (ppovpapyog), Mazarus one of the

Companions, and, as general, Archelaus son of Theodorus’!°.

2. PHROURARCHIAI AND PHROURARCHOI IN PTOLEMAIC EGYPT:

During the Hellenistic period, the newly formed kingdoms utilised phrourarchiai to safeguard and
regulate their external territories'!, and Ptolemaic Egypt was not an exception. The first documented
phrourarchia outside Egypt was established in the city of Amyzon in Caria'?. In a third-century
inscription from the city, an Akrananian who was appointed as a phrourarchos by the king was praised'>.
Amyzon was not the only overseas possession of the Ptolemies that was overseen by a phrourarchos. A
decree from Xanthos, the largest city in Lycia as described by Strabo (Strab. 14.3.6), in 260/259 B.C.,

honoured the phrourarchos Pandaros'*,

2.1. THE IMPORTANCE OF THE PHROURARCHIAI IN HERAKLEOPOLIS:

Within Egypt, the Ptolemies employed phrourarchiai to combat both external and internal threats. The
most well-documented phrourarchos and phrourarchia in Ptolemaic Egypt is Dioskourides, the Aegemon
of the phrourarchia at Herakleopolis'®.

The Ptolemies’ construction of phrourarchiai at Herakleopolis was the result of two interrelated
factors. The first was the strategic location of the city, which had been recognised by Egyptian rulers
since the dynastic period'¢. The second factor was a series of political events or dangers that threatened
the stability of the Ptolemaic kingdom, including Egyptian uprisings after the Battle of Raphia and the
invasion of Antiochus IV of Egypt. These threats made it necessary for the Ptolemies to strengthen their
control over the country and ensure the safety of their borders, which they accomplished through the
establishment of phrourarchiai at Herakleopolis and other strategic locations.

As is well-known, Polybius noted that the Ptolemaic army underwent reforms before the Battle of
Raphia, which included the recruitment of twenty thousand Egyptians to form an Egyptian phalanx. This
phalanx played a crucial role in the Ptolemaic victory in the battle!”. However, Polybius also noted that
Philopator’s decision to recruit and arm the Egyptians ultimately proved disastrous'®, as the Egyptians,

‘elated by their victory at Raphia, were no longer disposed to obey orders, but were on the look-out for
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a leader and a figurehead, thinking themselves well able to maintain themselves as an independent power,
an attempt in which they finally succeeded not long afterwards’!®. That was the Great Revolt of 206—
186 B.C., which signalled a momentous uprising against Ptolemaic dominion in Upper Egypt, leading
to the loss of Ptolemaic suzerainty over the region, which was subsequently governed by indigenous
Egyptian pharaohs who rose to power during the rebellion till 186 B.C.?°

Diodorus recounts that a resurgence of nationalistic fervour, as well as the dispute between the two
sibling kings Ptolemy VI Philometor and Ptolemy VIII Euergetes II, fuelled the emergence of a new
uprising, spearheaded by an Egyptian named Dionysius Petosarapis, approximately twenty years after
the Great Revolt?!. After the reconciliation of the two kings, Dionysius Petosarapis failed in his attempt
to instigate a civil war between the siblings. However, he managed to persuade soldiers who were
inclined towards rebellion to join him, amassing a force of four thousand rebels. Ptolemy VI Philometor
marched out against them and emerged victorious, killing some and putting others to flight. Dionysius
was forced to swim across the river in the nude and retreated into Upper Egypt, where he attempted to
incite the populace to revolt once again. However, his efforts were ultimately fruitless, and the revolt
was suppressed??.

The significant role played by Upper Egypt in both revolutions is evident from the sequence of
events. As a result, it would have been prudent for the Ptolemies to have constructed fortresses with the
following objectives: first, to impede any advance of the rebels towards the north; second, to obstruct
the rebels from obtaining any aid from the north; and third, to prevent them from seizing the highly
fertile rural lands of the Arsinoite nome. Given its strategic location on the Bahr Yusef, Herakleopolis
was the most suitable site for the construction of such fortresses?*. It is likely that these fortresses were
built after the Battle of Raphia and continued to serve these purposes throughout the second and first
centuries B.C.%*

While we do not have direct evidence, it is plausible that the phrourarchiai at Herakleopolis played
a role in resisting the invasion of Antiochus IV during the Six Syrian War. Antiochus IV invaded Egypt
twice?, first in 170 B.C. when he seized Mempbhis, but he was forced to retreat due to internal issues in
his kingdom. His second invasion occurred in 168 B.C. when he was once again forced to abandon his
ambitions in Egypt, this time due to the intervention of the Romans, notably Popilius Laenas and his
famous vine stick. During his second attack, Antiochus was able to capture the Delta and the Fayum
without facing any resistance?. It is possible that the phrourarchiai at Herakleopolis, among other

reasons, impeded the progress of his troops towards Upper Egypt?’.
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2.2. THE RECONSTRUCTION DATE OF THE PHROURARCHIA LINKED TO THE ARCHIVE OF
DIOSKOURIDES:
The reconstruction of the Phrourarchia at Herakleopolis, where Dioskourides served as the first

Phrourarchos post-reconstruction, was completed shortly after the 26" regnal year of Ptolemy VI
Philometor (156/155 B.C.)?®. Evidence from P. Berl. Zill. 1-2 (156 and 155 B.C.) indicates that repair
work was being carried out on the existing phrourion in Herakleopolis, and a new phrourion was under
construction at the harbour, supervised by the strategos Ptolemaios?’. Although the strategos’ duties were
primarily civil by the end of the 3™ century B.C.*°, Ptolemaios was assigned military responsibilities to
oversee the reconstruction of the phrourarchia. This assignment is evident from his aulic title, t@v
apyioopotopuidkov’!, highlighting the strategic significance of Herakleopolis and its Phrourarchia
during this tumultuous period, as noted by Mooren and cited by the editors of the Dioskourides archive.
The subsequent strategos, Teres, held a less significant aulic title, t@®v @ilov*, indicating that the

military responsibilities were transferred to the phrourarchos.

3. THE ARCHIVE OF DIOSKOURIDES THE PHROURARCHOS:

As previously stated, the archive of Dioskourides the phrourarchos provides the most comprehensive
documentation on the phrourarchia’s organisation. In light of this archive, we can discern the
multifaceted functions of the phrourarchos, which encompass both military and civil responsibilities.
The archive of Dioskourides the phrourarchos is comprised of eighteen documents that are dispersed
across the papyrus collections of Heidelberg, Cologne, Vienna, and Munich. The documents in the

archive were published by J. Cowey, K. Maresch, and C. Barnes®*.

3.1. THE DOCUMENTS OF THE ARCHIVE:

The first eleven documents of the archive are petitions addressed to Dioskourides in his capacity as
commander of the fortress. The five documents from thirteen to seventeen consist of letters, while the
eighteenth document provides insight into Dioskourides’ personal life as a guarantor for a lease held by
his sister, for whom he acted as a legal guardian. In addition to the documents addressed to Dioskourides,
the archive also includes a twelfth document that was directed to Hieron®’, who was also identified as a

phrourarchos.

Document Date Origin
1. P. Phrur. Diosk. 1 16 Oct. 154 B.C.? Herakleopolis
2. P. Phrur. Diosk. 2 Before 20 Nov. 154 B.C.?  Herakleopolis
3. P. Phrur. Diosk. 3 Before 23 Jan. 153 B.C.? Herakleopolis
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4. P. Phrur. Diosk. 4 Before 12 May 153 B.C.?  Herakleopolis

5. P. Phrur. Diosk. 5 17 Jan. 146 B.C.? Herakleopolis

6. P. Phrur. Diosk. 6 3 Nov. 146 B.C. Herakleopolis

7. P. Phrur. Diosk. 7 ca. 153 B.C.? Herakleopolis

8. P.Phrur. Diosk. 8=  Mid 2" cent. B.C. Herakleopolis

P.Miinch. III 52

9. P. Phrur. Diosk. 9 Mid 2™ cent. B.C. Herakleopolis

10. P.Phrur. Diosk. 10  Mid 2™ cent. B.C. Herakleopolis

11. P. Phrur. Diosk. 11 Mid 2™ cent. B.C. Herakleopolis?

12. P.Phrur. Diosk. 12~ Mid 2™ cent. B.C. Herakleopolis?

13. P. Phrur. Diosk. 13 18 Sept. 152 B.C.? Unknown

14. P.Phrur. Diosk. 14 ~ Mid 2™ cent. B.C. Herakleopolis

15. P. Phrur. Diosk. 15 31 Aug. 158 B.C. or 30 Unknown
Aug. 155 B.C.?

16. P. Phrur. Diosk. 16 14 Feb. 151 B.C.? Unknown

17. P. Phrur. Diosk. 17 3 Nov. 151 B.C. or 31 Oct. Herakleopolis
140 B.C.?

18. P. Phrur. Diosk. 18 14 Nov. 145 B.C. Herakleopolis

Table 1.1: Documents of the Archive of Dioskourides the Phrourarchos

To gain a better understanding of the phrourarchos’s duties, the content of the first twelve
documents in the archive, which comprise petitions addressed to the phrourarchos, has been succinctly
summarised and analysed*®.

P. Phrur. Diosk. 1 (henceforth see 7able 1.1 for the dates of the documents of the archive) recounts
a petition submitted to Dioskourides by Theon son of Theon t®v ‘Epportipov | kai Mekedypov ne(dv (of
the infantry of Hermotimos and Meleagros, 1. 4-5), regarding an assault committed against him by a
fellow soldier named lason®’ son of lason who belonged to the same unit. The incident occurred when
lason entered Theon’s home while he was dining with a friend. lason attacked Theon’s slave in the
backyard as she was pouring a pot, before forcibly entering the house, and attacking Theon and his friend,
who were both pulled down from the couch. An agent of Dioskourides was swiftly called to the scene,
where he found Iason attacking Theon’s friend. Theon indicates in his petition that he also sought
assistance from other local authorities.

P. Phrur. Diosk. 2 is a petition submitted by Ammonius son of Nikias t®v 00 6€ TeToypévoV |
o[t]patiwtdv (of the soldiers assigned under your, sci/ Dioskourides, command, 1. 2-4) who was
deprived of part of his dydviov kai crtdviov (rations and provisions)*®. Ammonius subsequently lodged
a complaint with his commander, the phrourarchos Dioskourides, regarding the responsibility of the

‘vrnpétng (paymaster)*® Ptolemaios. Ammonius requested that the arrears be paid to him.
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P. Phrur. Diosk. 3 is heavily damaged. However, it appears to be a petition submitted by
Dioskourides, the son of Pakemis t®v Gm0 tiig] N[ucd]da1 ved[c] (from the ship of Nikadas, 1. 3-4)%.
Dioskourides had a private debt with a person named Petophoias, and he requested the phrourarchos to
arrest the debtor until he repaid the money with interest.

P. Phrur. Diosk. 4 is a correspondence from Herakleides son of Hestiodoros, the grammateus of the
aforementioned trireme vessel of Nikadas (ypoppotéog thg Nikdda tp(inuoriog), 1. 3), to the
phrourarchos. The letter pertains to two officials in the fleet, Antipatros and Heliodoros. It is alleged by
Herakleides that Antipatros had transgressed by requesting an excess amount of remuneration for the
ship’s crew, a violation that had been uncovered by the competent authority in Alexandria. The dioiketes
had ordered Antipatros to appear before him, but this summons was met with repeated evasion by
Antipatros. However, both Antipatros and his successor Heliodoros had recently resurfaced. Thus,
Herakleides implored the phurarchos Dioskourides to detain both officials so that Dionysius, the
epistates of the phylakitai*', could present them to the dioiketes for retribution. While it is not expressed
with absolute clarity that Heliodoros was indeed culpable, the fact that he was also summoned to appear
before the dioiketes lends credence to the notion of his complicity.

P. Phrur. Diosk. 5 pertains to skin monopoly*?, and recounts an event involving Iason and Petalos,
two individuals who held the position of wpayuatevdpevor v deppotnpay 100 ‘Hpoakieonoritov (in
charge of the tax on hides in the Herakleopolite nome, 1. 4-6) during the thirty-fifth year (147/146 B.C.).
These two individuals presented a certain Didymos to the phrourarchos Dioskourides and two of his
agents, after discovering that he had attempted to smuggle nine donkey skins (gvpdvi[e]g fopooag dvéag
| évwéa mapeddkapey | Anoloviot kol ‘Empdymt | tolg n[a]pa cod kal | ool 8¢ Aidvpov | tov
kekohnertevkdta (1. kexkolmitevkota) | avtd, 1. 8-14). Didymos was to be detained, while the donkey
skins were to be secured until a verdict was reached in his case®.

P. Phrur. Diosk. 6 is the lengthiest document within the archive and comprises a copy of a petition
originally addressed to the strategos by Artemidoros and Protarchos, the sons of Artermidoros, who were
of Dorian origin. The two brothers, accompanied by others, were ambushed by a wagon driver while
walking along the road from Herakleopolis to the phrourarchia. Upon entering the fortress gate, they
were then set upon by Koson, Thymoleon, and others who were inebriated and violently attacked them
using bricks, rocks, hands, feet, and even biting them. Faced with imminent danger, the siblings cried
out for help, which drew a crowd to the scene. Koson and his accomplices were subsequently
apprehended and taken into custody in the phrourarchia. Shortly thereafter, a woman named Ammonia

appeared and proceeded to assault the siblings, tearing at their cloaks, and ultimately absconding with
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Andronikos’ cloak amidst the chaos. This was followed by the appearance of Nikodemos, Asklepiades,
and numerous others who intended to murder the brothers, prompting them to seek refuge in a nearby
house. The siblings suspected that the orchestrated attacks were instigated by Apollonios son of
Herakleides, an Ammonian by origin, as Protarchos was bringing an adultery case** against his wife,
whom Apollonios was reportedly involved with.

P. Phrur. Diosk. 7 details a peculiar incident involving Dioskourides, previously mentioned in
document no. 3, who accused his own brother Horos of assaulting him on his way back home. In light
of this accusation, Dioskourides appealed to the phrourarchos to summon his brother and investigate the
matter at hand.

P. Phrur. Diosk. 8 = P. Miinch. III 52 is a document that consists of a petition addressed to
Dioskourides from Petechon évdpov t@®v ano tod dppov (a merchant from the Harbour, 1. 3). Petechon
claims to have been wronged by Stotoetis, a wine-retailer (oivokdnniog) from Herakleopolis who owed
him 4 talents and 4470 bronze drachmas for a purchase of wine. Despite Petechon’s repeated attempts
to collect the debt, Stotoetis had been avoiding him. As a result, Petechon implored the phrourarchos to
order the confinement of Stotoetis until he repays the debt (€av paivntat, | covtdéa [d]opoiicacho |
adTOV péyxpt Tod ™V amd|docty [n]ot adTov Toncacha, 1. 14-17)%.

P. Phrur. Diosk. 9 recounts the tale of Kleo, a woman hailing from Krokodilon Polis, who was
visiting Herakleopolis (KAgobg 1hi¢ | [Z]wilov tdv €k Kopkodilov | mdremg tod Apctvoitov vouod |
nopemdnpovone & évtadba, 1. 1-5) when her slave (rmoidiockn) — Thermuthis/Aphrodisia — was captured
while attempting to flee (drodidpdokovoa). In response to this occurrence, Kleo sought the intervention
of the phrourarchos, requesting that the slave be placed in the @ulaxn and kept secure until Kleo’s
husband Peleus arrived to retrieve her.

Unfortunately, the contents of P. Phrur. Diosk. 10 cannot be ascertained, as the document has been
significantly damaged. The only remaining information pertains to the intended recipient and the
petitioner’s name: ‘Atockovpidel Nyepdv[t &n’ av]dpdv kal epovpdpywt nlapa] Tpbdewvog- - -* (to
Dioskourides, leader of men (hegemon) and phrourarchos, from Tryphon, 1. 1-3).

P. Phrur. Diosk. 11 is a very fragmentary papyrus, with only the lower part still legible. From what
remains, it appears that the petitioner implored the phrourarchos to apprehend an individual, with the
intention of both recovering his own possessions from the accused and ensuring that the latter faced
appropriate punishment.

P. Phrur. Diosk. 12 stands apart from the other documents in the archive, as it is directed towards

Hieron the phrourarchos™. 1t pertains to a situation where Euphranta pledged a cloak, and the petitioner
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— whose name has not survived — corresponded with the phrourarchos, possibly due to Euphranta’s
unjustifiable desire to reclaim the cloak or to forestall any future claims. Unfortunately, the precise

circumstances surrounding this matter remain unclear, leaving much to conjecture.

3.2. THE FUNCTIONS OF THE PHROURARCHOS IN THE LIGHT OF THE ARCHIVE:

Despite the unquestionable military nature of the phrourarchos’ functions, as evidenced by the
construction of phrourarchiai primarily for military purposes, the archive provides limited insight into
his military activities. Instead, the documents suggest that the phrourarchos was highly engaged in the
civilian sphere.

The phrourarchos held the power to mediate in private conflicts that arose among his soldiers. As
seen in P. Phrur. Diosk. 1, the petitioner turned to the phrourarchos, even though he had already
petitioned the normal authorities — probably the police (mdedwkdc 0DV TEPL TAV ADTAY Kol T0lc FANOIG
101 €l0opévorg, 1. 32-33). Similarly, in P. Phrur. Diosk. 7, when a disagreement erupted between a
member of the phrourarchia and his sibling, the petitioner sought the intervention of the phrourarchos,
requesting that the aggressor be summoned. These instances demonstrate the phrourarchos’ ability to
serve as an arbiter in disputes among military personnel under his command.

The phrourarchos’ involvement in private disputes was not limited to conflicts involving military
personnel. The archive’s documents reveal that he was frequently petitioned for assistance in disputes
between civilians. This is most evident in P. Phrur. Diosk. 6, where a group of individuals — none of
whom were soldiers — were embroiled in a dispute stemming from an adultery case, which had no
connection to military affairs. Additionally, in P. Phrur. Diosk. 9, when a slave belonging to a woman
from the Arsinoites escaped, the phrourarchos was called upon to detain her, even though the woman
was not from Herakleopolis. P. Phrur. Diosk. 11 may have also involved a private dispute, but due to the
fragmentary nature of the document, little else can be surmised. These examples suggest that the
phrourarchos was regarded as a prominent figure in the resolution of private conflicts, regardless of
whether military personnel were involved or not.

The phrourarchos’ responsibility for the financial administration of the phrourarchia is evidenced
by two documents. In P. Phrur. Diosk. 4, the phrourarchos was tasked with apprehending a defaulter
grammateus and sending him to Alexandria. The second example can be found in P. Phrur. Diosk. 2,
where a petitioner raised concerns with the phrourarchos about the delay in receiving his salary. It is
possible that the phrourarchos’ financial responsibilities were simply due to his superior position over

all officials of the phrourarchia, including financial officials, as the head of the military fortress.

-Yva.o



Annals of the Faculty of Arts Volume 52 (April-June 2024)

Nonetheless, these documents indicate that the phrourarchos played a significant role in the financial
management of the phrourarchia.

The phrourarchos’involvement in private financial disputes is well-documented in the archive. For
instance, in P. Phrur. Diosk. 3, the petitioner requested that the phrourarchos apprehend and imprison an
individual over an outstanding debt, with the stipulation that the debtor be held until the debt was paid
in full, including interest. Similarly, in P. Phrur. Diosk. 12, the phArourarchos was called upon to mediate
a conflict between two women concerning a particular pledge. These examples demonstrate the
phrourarchos’ involvement in a broad range of financial disputes, both within and beyond the military
context.

P. Phrur. Diosk. 5 provides evidence that the phrourarchos had a role in regulating the royal
monopolies, with a particular example concerning the skin monopoly. The document records the
apprehension of a smuggler of donkey skin, who was handed over to the phrourarchos along with the
smuggled goods. This suggests that the phrourarchos had a responsibility in controlling the royal
monopolies, which were a significant source of revenue for the Ptolemaic kingdom.

The documents contained within the archive indicate that the phrourarchos held the authority to
conduct investigations, as seen in P. Phrur. Diosk. 7, and to bring individuals to trial, as evidenced in P.
Phrur. Diosk. 6. These documents suggest that the phrourarchos possessed legal powers, enabling him
to play a role in the administration of justice within his jurisdiction. The archive’s documents provide
explicit evidence that the phrourarchia maintained its own prison, as many of the petitions conclude with

a request for the phrourarchos to arrest and detain the accused individuals.

3.3. THE SPATIAL SCOPE OF THE PHROURARCHOS DIOSKOURIDES:

The precise spatial scope of the phrourarchos’ authority remains a subject of debate, as it is unclear
whether his jurisdiction extended solely to matters affecting the good order within the confines of his
military fortress or encompassed the broader Herakleopolite nome. The two siblings’ petition in P.
Phrur. Diosk. 6 provides evidence that the dispute occurred within or near the borders of the
phrourarchia, while other petitions within the archive were recorded by soldiers directly under the
phrourarchos’ command. These factors suggest that the phrourarchos had a level of responsibility over
matters occurring within the borders of his military fortress, including disputes among civilians*’.
However, in the cases of the skin smuggler*®, the escaping slave®, the wine retailer™’, and the cloak
case’!, there appears to have been no direct impact on the order within the phrourarchia. It is possible

that the skin smuggler’s activities took place on the borders of the Herakleopolite nome, and there is no
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clear evidence to suggest that these incidents posed a threat to the phrourarchia’s overall security. As a
result, it is plausible to suggest that the phrourarchos’ sphere of action extended beyond the confines of
his military fortress and encompassed the broader Herakleopolite nome. This interpretation is supported
by the phrourarchos’ duties and responsibilities as outlined in the archive, which suggest that he held a

position of authority over matters concerning public order and security within his jurisdiction®.

3.4. THE DEPUTIES UNDER THE PHROURARCHOS AND THE ETHNIC COMPOSITION OF THE
PHROURARCHIA:
The phrourarchos exercised his authority through a network of agents who, while performing police

functions similar to those of the epistatai, archiphylakitai, and phylakitai, were not strictly policemen but
rather military officers. These agents likely included soldiers and other military personnel who were
stationed within the phrourarchia and who assisted the phArourarchos in maintaining order and enforcing
the law within their jurisdiction®®.This is evidenced in the archive in the following instances: P. Phrur.
Diosk. 1 (‘HpaxAgidov 10D mapa od, 1. 23-24); P. Phrur. Diosk. 5 (nopedokapev | AmoAloviomt kol
"Empdymt | toig wfa]pa 6od, 1. 9-11); P. Phrur. Diosk. 6 CEmudywt tdt Topa 1o ppovpdpyov, 1. 28).

Upon initial review, one might assume that the majority of soldiers within the phrourarchia were
Greek, given the prevalence of Greek names in the records®. However, it is widely understood that
names during the second century B.C. did not necessarily denote ethnic or national identity®>. R. Bagnall
conducted a statistical analysis on the ratio of Greek cleruchsto other cleruchsin Ptolemaic Egypt across
three distinct periods: from the onset of Ptolemaic rule until 242 B.C., from 242 B.C. to 205 B.C., and
from 205 B.C. to 145 B.C. Bagnall noted a rise in the proportion of Greek cleruchs from 23.6% to 62.6%
between the first two periods, followed by a decline to 13.8% in the latter period>®. Therefore, if this
trend applies to the phrourarchia at Herakleopolis, which operated within the broader Ptolemaic military
framework, conclusions drawn solely from the frequency of Greek names of military personnel in the
archive could be misleading. Greeks may not have constituted as significant a portion as initially
presumed, particularly considering the decline in immigration during the second century®’, when the
phrourarchia underwent re-establishment.

It is widely acknowledged that Jews served in the Ptolemaic army, both as cleruchs and as

39 existed within the Ptolemaic

mercenary soldiers®®. Jewish communities, known as ‘politeumata
kingdom, with the politeuma of Herakleopolis being one of the largest®®. Within the archive, the name
Iason, a Jewish name, appears twice®!, suggesting that there were Jewish individuals present within or

nearby the phrourarchia at Herakleopolis. Given the presence of a sizable Jewish community in the area,
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it is plausible that Jewish soldiers were among those who served within the phrourarchia at
Herakleopolis.

Direct evidence for the presence of Egyptian soldiers among the troops of the phrourarchia at
Herakleopolis is lacking. In P. Phrur. Diosk. 3 and 7, we uncover semi-direct evidence of an Egyptian
serving in the phrourarchia. The petitioner, Dioskourides, bears a Greek name, yet his father’s name,
Pakemis, is distinctly Egyptian. Additionally, in P. Phrur. Diosk. 7, his brother is identified as Horos,
another Egyptian name. This suggests that Dioskourides, likely of Egyptian origin, adopted a Greek
name upon enlisting on the ship Nikadas. This aligns with Clarysse’s conclusion (see note 55) that the
function, rather than the origin of the bearer, determined the choice of name.

However, indirect evidence suggests that the Egyptian warriors have been present. Egyptians
accompanied Ptolemy I Soter as part of his army in the battle of Gaza in 312 B.C.®* Furthermore,
according to Polybius, Egyptians were the decisive factor in the victory of Raphia in 217 B.C. (see
above). Additionally, the priests’ decree of 196 B.C. (the Rosetta Stone) informs us that the king granted
forgiveness to the machimoi, native Egyptian warriors, who participated in the revolt against the throne®.
After Raphia, this group (machimoi) flourished, and its members were granted up to ten-aroura
allotments®. It is now widely agreed that since Raphia, Egyptian warriors had become an effective
element in the Ptolemaic army. Therefore, it is plausible that they may have served as soldiers in the
phrourarchia of Herakleopolis, particularly given the decline in Greek numbers within the Ptolemaic
army in the second century B.C., as noted above. Furthermore, Fisher-Bovet has documented the
existence of forty phrourarchiai throughout Ptolemaic Egypt®. After the victory at Raphia, newly
recruited soldiers were extensively utilised in these phrourarchial®®. The archive of Peteharsemtheus son
of Panechounis (TM Arch 183), from the phrourarchia at Pathyris, sheds light on the story of an Egyptian
family across five generations. The earliest known member of the family, Horos, may have been the first
to enlist in the army in the late third century B.C.%” Given that Egyptian soldiers were known to have
served in the Ptolemaic army in general, and other Ptolemaic phrourarchiai in particular, it is plausible
to suggest that Egyptian warriors were also members of the phrourarchia at Herakleopolis.

Based on the so far available evidence, we can conclude that the phrourarchia at Herakleopolis
played an essential role in the Ptolemaic military system. It was established as part of a broader effort to
defend against external threats and internal rebellions, as the Ptolemies sought to maintain their control
over Egypt. The phrourarchia was manned by a diverse range of soldiers, including Greeks, Egyptians,

Jews, and likely others. The duties of the phrourarchos, with Dioskourides being the most well-known
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occupant of this position during the mid-second century B.C. thanks to his archive, were both military

and civil, and his authority extended over the entire Herakleopolite nome.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

PRIMARY SOURCES:

Papyri, ostraca, papyrological corpora, and instrumenta are cited according to the ‘Checklist of Editions
of Greek, Latin, Demotic, and Coptic Papyri, Ostraca, and Tablets’ which is available at
https://papyri.info/docs/checklist.

And can also be checked at

https://library.duke.edu/rubenstein/scriptorium/papyrus/texts/clist_papyri.html.

Inscriptions are cited according to abbreviations found in the Packard Humanities Institute project (PHI)
which is available at https://epigraphy.packhum.org/biblio#b172.

Literary sources and works of ancient authors are cited according to abbreviations found in the Perseus
Digital Library Project which is available at http://www.perseus.tufts.edu/hopper/.

SECONDRY SOURCES:

Armoni, Ch. (2012). Studien zur Verwaltung des ptoleméischen Agypten: Das Amt des Basilikos
Grammateus (Papyrologica Coloniensia 36), Paderborn.

Austin, M. (2006). The Hellenistic World from Alexander to the Roman Conquest, A selection of ancient

sources In translation, Cambridge.

Bagnall, R. (1976). The Administration of the Pfolemaic Possessions outside Egypt, Leiden.

Bagnall, R. (1984). ‘The Origins of Ptolemaic Cleruchs’, BASP21, 7-20.

Bagnall, R. and Derow, P. (2004) The Hellenistic Period: Historical Sources in Translation, Malden—
Oxford.

Bauschatz, J. (2013). Law and Enforcement in Ptolemaic Egypt, Cambridge.

Bingen, J. (1978). Le Papyrus Revenue Laws. Tradition grecque et adaptation hellénistique, Opladen.
Bingen, J. (2007, edited by Bagnall, R.). Hellenistic Egypt: Monarchy, Society, Economy, Culture,
Berkeley.

Clarysse, W. (1985). ‘Greeks and Egyptians in the Ptolemaic Army and Administration’, Aegyptus 65,
57-66.

Clarysse, W. (1994). ‘Jews in Trikomia’, in: Biilow-Jacobsen, A. (ed.), Proceedings of the 20th
International Congress of Papyrology, Copenhagen, 139-203.

Clarysse, W. (2004). ‘The Great Revolt of the Egyptians (205-186 BC)’, website of the Tebtynis Center
at http://tebtunis.berkeley.edu/lecture/revolt. html#9367, Berkeley.

Cowey, J. 2003 ‘Zur ptoleméischen Dermatera’, in: Cowey, J. ef al, Das Archiv des Phrurarchen
Dioskurides (154-145 v.Chr.?) (P. Phrur. Diosk.). Papyri aus den Sammlungen von Heidelberg, Koln—
Miinchen—Wien.

Cowey, J. et. al. (2003). Das Archiv des Phrurarchen Dioskurides (154-145 v. Chr.?) (P. Phrur. Diosk.):
Papyri aus den Sammlungen von Heidelberg, Kéln Miinchen—Wien (Papyrologica Coloniensia 30),
Paderborn.

- YAY -



Annals of the Faculty of Arts Volume 52 (April-June 2024)

De Crom, D. (2021). ‘The Letter of Aristeas’, in: Salvesen, A. and Law, T. M. (eds.), The Oxford Handbook
of The Septuagint, Oxford, 121-134.

Depauw, M. (2009). ‘Controlling the Perfume Monopoly. A Demotic letter in Macquarie referring to a
proxy in Duke’, ZPE 171, 201-208.

Dogaer, N. (2019). ‘State Monopolies’, in: Vandorpe, K. (ed.), A Companion to Greco-Roman and Late
Antique Egypt, Hoboken, Box. 10. 1, 151-152.

Falivene, M-R. (1998). The Herakleopolite Nome. A Catalogue of the Toponyms, with Introduction and
Commentary (American Studies in Papyrology 37), Atalanta.

Fischer-Bovet, C. (2014a). ‘Est-il facile de conquérir ’Egypte? L’invasion d’Antiochus IV et ses
conséquences’, in Feyel, C. and Graslin, L. (eds.), Le projet politiqgue d’Antiochos 1V, Paris, 209—-259.
Fischer-Bovet, C. (2014b). Army and Society in Ptolemaic Egypt, Cambridge.

Gorre, G. (2009). Les Relations Du Clerge Egyptien Et Des Lagides d'Apres Les Sources Privees (Studia
Hellenistica 45), Leuven.

Heichelheim, F. (1933). “‘Monopole’, Paulys Realencyclopidie der classischen Altertumswissenschatien
(RE) 16 (1), 147-199.

Honigman, S. (2003). ‘Politeumata and Ethnicity in Ptolemaic Egypt’, Ancient Society 33, 61-102.

Horne, R. (2015). Imperial Power and Local Autonomy in Greek Garrison Communities, The
Phrourarchia and the Polis, PhD Diss., University of North Carolina.

Jordens, A. (2010). ‘Ehebruch und Sonstiges. Zum Archiv des Phrurarchen Dioskurides und anderen
ptolemédischen Petitionen’, in: Knuf, H. et al (eds.), Honi soit qui mal y pense. Studien zum
pharaonischen, griechisch-romischen und spitantiken Agypten zu Ehren von Heinz-Josef Thissen
(Orientalia Lovaniensia Analecta 194), Leuven—Paris—Walpole, 245-256.

Kupiszewski, H. and Méléze Modrzejewski, J. (1957-1958). ‘Hyperetai. Etude sur les fonctions et le role
des hyperétes dans 1'administration civile et judiciaire de 'Egypte gréco-romaine’, JJP 11-12, 141-166.
Lanciers, E. (2020). ‘The Evolution of the Court Titles of the Ptolemaic Dioiketes in the Second
Century’, Ancient Society 50, 99—128.

Lewis, N. (1934). L Industrie du Papyrus dans I'Egypte Gréco Romaine, Paris.

Lewis, N. (1974). Papyrus in Classical Antiquity, Oxford.

Lewis, N. (1986). Greeks in Ptolemaic Egypt. Case Studies in the Social History of the Hellenistic World,
Oxford.

Maresch, K. and Cowey, J. (2001). Urkunden des Politeuma der Juden von Herakleopolis (144/3-133/2
v. Chr) (P. Polit. Jud.). Papyri aus den Sammlungen von Heidelberg, Kdéln, Miinchen, und Wien
(Papyrologica Coloniensia 29), Wiesbaden.

McGing, B. (1997). ‘Revolt Egyptian Style: Internal Opposition to Ptolemaic Rule’, APF43,273-314.
Mokhtar, M. (1983). [lhndsya El-Medina (Herakleopolis Magna): Its Importance and Its Role in
Pharaonic History, Cairo.

Monson, A. (2019). ‘Taxation and Fiscal Reforms’, in: Vandorpe, K. (ed.), A Companion to Greco-
Roman and Late Antique Egypt, Hoboken, 147-162.

Mooren, L. (1975). The Aulic Titulature in Pftolemaic Egypt. Introduction and Prosopography, Brussel.
Mooren, L. (1984). ‘On the Jurisdiction of the Nome Strategoi in Ptolemaic Egypt’, in A#i del XVII
Congressolnternazionale di Papirologia IIl, Napoli, 1217-1225.

-YAE L



Exploring the Functions of Phrourarchiai and Phrourarchoi in Ptolemaic
Egypt: An Analysis of the Archive of the Phrourarchos Dioskourides (154- Haytham A. Qandeil
145 B.C.)

Pestman, P. W. (1995). ‘Harronophris and Chaonnophris. Two indigenous pharaohs in Ptolemaic Egypt
(205-186 B.C.)’, in: Vleeming, S. P. (ed.), Hundred— gated Thebes, Acts of a colloquium on Thebes and
the Theban area in the Graeco—Roman period (Papyrologica Lugduno—Batava 27), Leiden, 101-137.
Préaux, C. (1939). L'économie royale des Lagides, Bruxelles.

Qandeil, H. (2024). The Office of the Epimeletes: Studies in the Administration of Ptolemaic Egypt
(Papyrologica Coloniensia 49), Opladen.

Qandeil, H. (forthcoming a). ‘The Hypodioiketes and his Functions in the Ptolemaic Administration’,
in: The Proceedings of the 30" International Congress of Papyrology, Paris.

Qandeil, H. (forthcoming b). ‘A measuring Order of Grain for Ships’ Crews’, ZPE 230.

Rostovtzeff, M. (1941). Social and Economic History of the Hellenistic World, Oxford.

Salmenkivi E. (2008). ‘Herakleopolis Magna under Philadelphus’, in: McKechnie P. and Guillaume P.
(eds.), Ptolemy II Philadelphus and his World, Leiden—Boston, 183—190.

Sandy, D. (1989). The Production and Use of Vegetable Oils in Pfolemaic Egypt, BASP Supp. 6, Atlanta.
Sanger, P. (2014). ‘The Politeuma in the Hellenistic World (Third to First Century B.C.): A Form of
Organisation to Integrate Minorities’, in: Dahlvik, J. et al (eds.), Migration und Integration —
wissenschafiliche Perspektiven aus Osterreich. Jahrbuch 2/2013, Géttingen, 51-68.

Scheuble-Reiter, S. (2010). ‘Loyalitdtsbekundungen ptoleméischer Phrurarchen im Spiegel
epigraphischer Quellen’, in: Coskun, A., Heinen, H., and Pfeiffer, S. (eds.), Identitit und Zugehorigkeit
1m Osten der griechischromischen Welt. Aspekte ihrer Représentation in Stidten, Provinzen und Reichen
= Inklusion / Exklusion. Studien zu Fremdheit und Armut von der Antike bis zur Gegenwart, Frankfurt
am Main, 35-53.

Strassi, S. (1997). Le fiunzionidegli vanpérat nell Egitto greco e romano, Heidelberg.

SzantdS. (2016). The Jews of Ptolemaic Egypt in the Light of the Papyri, PhD diss., Budapest.
Tcherikover, V. (1957). Corpus PapyrorumJudaicarum I: The Pftolemaic Period, Cambridge.

Veisse, A. (2004). Les «révoltes égyptiennesy: Recherches sur les troubles intérieurs en Egypte du régne
de Pfolémée Il 4 la conguéte romaine (Studia Hellenistica 41), Leuven.

Wilcken, U. (1899). Griechische Ostraka aus Aegypten und Nubien: ein Beitrag zur antiken
Wirtschafisgeschichte I, Leipzig—Berlin.

Wilcken, U. (1912). Grundziige und Chrestomathie der Papyruskunde. Erster Band. Historischer Teil.
Erste Halfte. Grundziige, Leipzig—Berlin.

Yiftach, U. (2003). Marriage and Marital Arrangements: A History of the Greek Marriage Documents
in Egypt, 4th Century BCE - 4th Century CE, Miinchen.

-YAo



Annals of the Faculty of Arts Volume 52 (April-June 2024)

JXTCI

Ot sSagad u g AN Ciad Y st dgalhd)l paa (B (s i) gl LA ) AN g
(‘a .3 \io-\oi)

S ) pha

Ay pall 4y Sl Clalally sl s aly dagie il Al ) GlaSial ) JWa) 13 e
2B VE0 S V0t Ly usa Gasd g il il e laie) dlldg ¢ albll jeasll (G jeae 3 a5l
a5 Al IS 4l el Cand 1 G35 0 W) el )l (g Sumall 53l o 1 lab ] remaS
A Sl el cails 4

L) dlh cndsl e 0 Sl clualaldl oda condil 3l AU ALY e Ay ) Qe xy
a1 s al oda 3 siad i ) o oSl il ) 31 ,e N1 o Le S5l 5 Gl 53 21S) ua

Alaall HUad ¥ IS g oo 8 bl allad) elandl o GulaL caliad il - s jladl Had¥) ) 50 e Jlaall Cads)
pany b AUl ol slall Jid (e LA )y 5 8l Gl A - by dad g (B JLaliV) day (g eaaall ) 58 8 el ) -
Ol sl o Jliad) (ol LS Lghan (o il 50 50 adlil IS )5 agiSlan & dpa) iV Bpaa ) ld SLY)
Bl e 55 bl AV e 1alaie ] @l 5 L )y o pdll Gl 8 13 gia 1 9SGyl 5 3 5gall

REFERENCES

*Lecturer in Greek and Roman History, Faculty of Arts, Ain Shams University.

!See Horne 2015, 17f. with the corresponding notes for the terminology of fortresses in Ancient Greek
world. Also, for dkpa, see for ex. Xen. Anab. 7.1.20; Luc. Bis Acc. 13; SEG 25:155 (Attica, 236/235
B.C.). For mepuméiiov, see for ex. Thuc. 3.99; 6. 45; 7.48; 1G XII,1 1033 (Brykous, unknown).

>The scope of this paper does not include an analysis of additional evidence pertaining to the
approximately forty other phrourarchiai that were dispersed throughout the entire country.

3There is also the inscription IG I* 1147 (Attica, 460 B.C.?), however, the date is uncertain. The term
persisted in use throughout the Classical period, appearing in various epigraphic sources such as IG I?
1032 (Attica, ca. 413? or 4117 or 406? or after 408?); IG I* 1191 (Attica, 409 B.C.); Agora XVII 23
(Attica, 409 B.C.); IG I1? 1951 (Attica, beginning of the 4™ cent. B.C.); SEG 41:166 (Attica, before 350
B.C.); SEG 23:125 (Attica, 4™ cent. B.C.).

*The passage cited above is situated in the context of Herodotus’ explanation of why Ethiopia was known
as ‘the land of deserters’. These deserters, known as ‘Asmakh’, are explained by Herodotus as
individuals who stood on the left-hand side of the king. They consisted of two hundred and forty thousand
Egyptians (?) of fighting age who had previously rebelled and allied themselves with the Ethiopians.
Herodotus notes that these Egyptians had been stationed at Elephantine and Daphnae on guard duty for
three years, and no one had come to relieve them. Consequently, they organised and joined forces,
initiating a rebellion against Psammitic (664-610 B.C) and fled to Ethiopia. See Hdt. 2.30.1-5.

SAesch. Fum. 949-950: % 148 diovete, TOAewc ppodpiov, ot Emtkpaivet;
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5Thuc. 1.115: mhedoavtec odv ABnvaiot & Tdpov vavet tesoapdrovta dnpokpatiov Kotéotnoay, Kol
ounpovg Erafov TV Taplnv TEVINKOVTO UEV Taldog, 160V¢ d& Avdpag, Kol katédevto £ ARqpvov, Kai
QPOVPAY £YKATAMITOVIES AVEXDPNOAYV.

"Plat. Laws 6.760b-c: tv 8¢ AANV xOpav GLUAATTIEY TACOV KATO TASE. dmdeka PEV MUV N xOpa TEGO
gic ddvapuy Toa pdpio vevéuntat, uAN 3¢ pio @ pople £KAoTe EMKANP®OEIcH KAT EVIOVTOV TOPEXETM
TéVTE 0lOV GypovOLOVG TE Kol PPovpdpxove, TOVTOlC & Eotm KoToAéEachat THS adTAV QARG EkdoTm
dhdeka TOV TEVTE €K TOV VEDV, un EAatToV ) TEVTE Kal €1KOGtV TN yeyovdtog, un mAglov 8¢ i Tpldkovra.
See also Plat. Laws 6.760d and e.

8Xen. Anab. 1.1.6: v 8¢ EXAnvikny ddvopv f0polev o¢ pdiota £80varto émikporntduevog, Snme 8t
drapackevdtotov Adpot Pacthéo. @de odv &moteito TV GuALOYRV. OTdGag elxe PLAAKAS &V Taic TOAES
TopNyysile 10l @povpdpyol; £kdotolc AapPdverv dvdpac Ilelomovvnoiovg Oti mAeiotovg Kkai
Beltiotovg, m¢ EmPoviedovioc Tiooapépvove Toilc mOkeot. kol yap noov oif lovicol moAelg
Twoapépvoug 10 apyoiov €k Paciléme dedouéval, 10te d¢ dpelotnkesav npog Kdpov macar mAny
Mutov.

It is noteworthy that these terms were utilised by later authors of the Hellenistic period to describe events
that took place in the Classical period as for ex. Diod. 12.65.9, describing events that date back to the
time of the Peloponnesian War: kai ®upéag pev keipévag &v 1oic pebopiolg T Aakovikic kol The
Apyetog ékmolopknoag £Envdpomodicato Kol KOTESKAWE, TOVG & &V anTh Katotkodvtag Alytvntog Kol
10V @povpapyov Tdvtolov Zmaptidtny (oypioag amiyayev €ig tag AMvac. ol 8¢ Abnvaiol TOV pEV
Tévtaiov dMoavteg EPOAATTOV UETO TAOV AAA®V aiYUOADTOV Kol TOVG AlyvATOoG.

SArr. An. 3.5.3: gpovpdpyovg 6 TdV Etaipov v Mépeet pv Havraiéovra xatéomoe tov [uvdvaiov, &v
IIniovoio ¢ IToAéuwva Tov Meyakiéovg ITelaiov.

OArr. An. 3.16.9: xatoMmov catpdrny pév Thc Zovotavic ABovAtny dvépa Iéponv, epobpapyov o5&
v T dxpa 1@V Zovownv Mdalapov Tdv Etaipov Kol oTpatnyov Apyxéiaov Tov O@coddpov.

"For the Antigonids see for ex. Plut. Arat. 12.3, where a phrourarchos was set up in Adria, one of the
possessions of Antigonus Gonatas. For the Seleucids see for ex. Plb. 21.42.1.

2For Amyzon, see Bgnall 1976, 101f.

3Horne 2015, 121.

“Bagnall 1976, 108; Horne 2015, 122.

During the First Intermediate Period (21812055 B.C.), Herakleopolis, now known as Ihnasya EI-
Medina, served as the capital of the ninth and tenth dynasties. Additionally, during the Third Intermediate
Period (1069—664 B.C.), the area around Herakleopolis was strategically significant as a fortress for the
rulers of the twenty-second dynasty (see Salmenkivi 2008, 183). The city’s name, Herakleopolis, is
derived from the Greeks identification of the Ram-God Harasphes, the Egyptian god of the city, with
Herakles. During the Graeco-Roman period, Herakleopolis served as the capital of the 20™ Upper
Egyptian nome (TM Geo 801), with neighbouring nomes including the Arsinoites to the northwest, the
Memphites to the north, the Aphroditopolites to the northeast, and the Kynopolites to the southeast on
the east bank of the Nile. The Oxyrhynchites was located to the south of the nome. The northern border
of the nome ran near Abu Sir al-Malaq (TM Geo 471) (Salmenkivi 2008, 183, n. 4), where the city’s
cemetery had been situated. For more information about Herakleopolis during the dynastic period, see
Mokhtar 1983, and for the Graeco-Roman period, see Falivene 1998.
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1The Ptolemies implemented a strategic policy of establishing phrourarchiai at key locations across the
country. This is vividly illustrated through epigraphic and papyrological evidence, showcasing instances
of phrourarchiai at critical sites such as Philae: IThSy 314 (187 B.C.); 1. Philae 11 (175 or 145 B.C.); L.
Philae I 15 (137 B.C.); L. Philae I 13=SB I 632 (131-124 B.C.); IThSy 318 (124-116 B.C.); I. Philae I
20=SB 1 3448 (118 B.C.); IThSy 320 (116 B.C.); IThSy 322 (after 115 B.C.), Diospolis Magna: BGU
111 992= W. Chr. 162 (186-182 B.C.); SB V1 9424=CPJ 1 27 (186-182 B.C.); P. Tor. Choach. 8A and B
(127 B.C.), Elephantine: IThSy 242 (152-149 B.C.); IThSy 302 (152-149 B.C.); IThSy 243 (141-131 OR
124-116 B.C.), Dodekaschoinos: SB I 1918 (before 143-142 B.C.), Pathyrites: P. Grenf. I 11 (181 B.C.),
and Memphis: APF 2 (1903), p. 549, no. 29 (180-145 B.C.). For more examples see Scheuble-Reiter
2010, 47-50.

17P1b.5.65.9. 10 8¢ Tdv Alyvrtiov TAifog fv pév eic dopwplove patayyitac, dmetdrreto 8¢ TmoPio
(The Egyptians themselves supplied twenty thousand soldiers to the phalanx and were under the
command of Sosibius). Cf. also P1b.5.85.1-13.

18P1b.5.107.2. 6 yap mpoeipnuévog Pociredg kabomiicag tovg Alyvmriovg &mi OV mpdg Avtioyov
TOAELLOV TTPOG UEV TO TOPOV EVIEXOUEVMC EBovAevsato, ToD 8¢ pédhovtoc notoynoe (For in arming them
for his campaign against Antiochus he had taken a step which, while it served his immediate purpose
sufficiently well, proved eventually disastrous).

19P1b.5.107.3. ppovnuatiodéviec yop &k 10d mept Paglav mpotepriporoc, 0dkéTt 10 TposTaTtdpevov otof
T Noav Ymopévety, GAN Elitouv fiyepdva kal mpdoomov, O¢ ikavol Pondeiv Svrec avtols. O kai TéAog
gnoincav o0 PETA TOAVV XpdVov.

20See Clarysse 2004, 1-13. During the twenty-year duration of the Great Revolt, two Egyptian pharaohs,
Harronophris and Chaonnophris, were named as rulers of Upper Egypt. For additional details on these
two indigenous pharaohs and the events of the revolt, see Pestman 1995, 101-137; McGing 1997, 273—
314; Veise 2004.

21Diod. 31.15; Austin 2006, 498.

22Diod. 31.15. For more information about the revolt of Dionysius Petosarapis, see Veise 2004, 99f.
ZDrawing a comparison between the role of the phrourarchiai in Herakleopolis and the Acrocorinthos
in mainland Greece during the mid-third century B.C., it is worth noting that Antigonus Gonatas utilised
the citadel of Corinthos to disrupt connections between the north and south of Greece, which proved to
be an effective strategy. However, when he lost control of the city, his control over Greece also slipped
away. Given the similarity between the roles of these fortresses, it may not be an overstatement to suggest
that the phrourarchiai of Herakleopolis served as the shackles of Egypt, much like Acrocorinthos served
as the shackles of Greece. See Plut. Arat. 16.

24There is evidence for the presence of other phrourarchiai in the Herakleopolite nome, as attested in P.
Strasb. I 103 and P. Strasb. II 104 (Herakleopolis, both Jan. 210 B.C.). In these documents, a certain
Dion, a grammateus of the soldiers, contacted Agathokles, the epimeletes of the nome, to issue orders
for the payment of soldiers serving in the phrourion of Techtho in the Herakleopolites (TM Geo 2288)
for the month Hythor of the 12 year (=Jan. 210 B.C.); for more information about such payments, see
Qandeil 2024. We have also some other few instances such as P. Med. 90.15; 90.16, 90.23 (2™ cent.
B.C.); BGU VIII 1844 (50-49 B.C.). It is important to emphasise that our knowledge of other
phrourarchiai in the Herakleopolites is limited. However, we have a more comprehensive understanding

- YAA -



Exploring the Functions of Phrourarchiai and Phrourarchoi in Ptolemaic
Egypt: An Analysis of the Archive of the Phrourarchos Dioskourides (154- Haytham A. Qandeil
145 B.C.)

of the phrourarchiai in Upper Egypt; for more information about these latter phArourarchiai see Scheuble-
Reiter, 2010, 35-53.
25For the invasions of Antiochus IV on Egypt, see Fischer-Bovet 2014a, 209-259.
26 Fischer-Bovet 2014b, 99.
2’The reconstruction of the phrourarchia — under study in this paper — at the harbour of Herakleopolis,
which occurred a few years after the invasion of Antiochus IV (see section 2.2), may indicate that the
phrourarchia had suffered damage during the invasion.
BCowey et al. 2003, 2-3.
2Cf. Cowey et al. 2003, 2-3; Fischer-Bovet 2014b, 269. It deserves mentioning that a person named
Dioskourides (TM Per 34956; PP I 27; PP II+VIII 4293) appears in P. Berl. Zill. 1 (156 B.C.) who is
different from our Dioskourides the phrourarchos. The former was a dioiketes (being a central or a
regional dioiketes is problematic; for the question of regional and central dioiketai, see Qandeil
forthcoming a) who carried first the title t@dv @ihwv [UPZ I 14 (157 B.C.); P. Heid. IX 437 (161-156
B.C.); P. Gen. III 128 (163-156 B.C.)], then the title apyoouatopvraé (P. Berl. Zill. 1). See Mooren
1975, 136, n. 0162; Gorre 2009, 249f.; Lanciers 2020, 105-109.
3%Qandeil 2024, 156.
3P, Berl. Zill. 1, col. 3, 1. 58; col. 4, 1. 65; col. 5, 1. 81. In Ptolemaic Egypt, aulic titles were prestigious
honours bestowed upon selected high-ranking officials by the Ptolemaic king. These titles underscored
the degree of proximity and allegiance the holders had to the king. Around 197-194 B.C., Ptolemy V
Epiphanes introduced six such titles: 0 cuyyevig (the kinsman), t@v tpdtov @idov (of the first friends),
0 apyioopoato@Orat (the chief bodyguard), Tév @ikmv (of the friends), tdv 1080y wv (of the successors),
and t®v couatopuidkmv (of the bodyguards). Later, Ptolemy VII Euergetes II added two new titles:
1MV OpoTinmV To1c ovyyevéoty (of equal honour with the kinsmen) and t@v icotipmv toig pwtolg (of
equal honour with the first friends). During the reign of his predecessor, Ptolemy VI Philometor, there
was a notable change regarding the title 0 dpyicouatoeVAas, with the plural form 1@V
apyroopato@vAidkmv (of the bodyguards) being used alongside the singular title; see Mooren, 1975, 1—
2.
32Mooren 1975, 108, n. 096 and 097; Mooren 1984, 1224; Cowey et al. 2003, 2-3.
3P, Berl. Zill. 1, 1. 4.
3Cowey et al 2003.
33Unfortunately, the papyrus does not provide any information about Hieron’s specific sphere of action.
However, it appears that he was active in the Herakleopolites, given that the petitioner Artemidoros, who
is described as t®v ano [t0]D Sppov (from the harbour area, 1. 3), addresses him. This Hieron, in contrast
to Dioskourides, held the court title of ‘“T@®v S1wddywv’ (see note 31), indicating that he held a higher
rank. However, due to the partial survival of the papyrus and the absence of a date, it is difficult to
determine the exact period of his tenure.
3%As previously noted, documents P. Phrur. Diosk. 13-17 comprise letters, with P. Phrur. Diosk. 13
potentially being an official letter. Additionally, P. Phrur. Diosk. 18 is a private matter and does not
provide any insight into the functions of the phrourarchos. Therefore, these six documents have been
excluded from the summary of their content as they are not pertinent to determining the range of
responsibilities held by the phrourarchos.
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37This name was commonly used among the Jews in Egypt. For more information about the name and
its origin, see CPJ I, p.28, comm. 69; Clarysse 1994, 199; P. Polit. Tud. 19, p. 150, comm. 8.

38The Ptolemies employed two forms of remuneration for their soldiers: professional or mercenary
soldiers received a combination of cash (opsonion or misthos) and food (sifonion), while cleruchs were
granted plots of land (cleroi) as a form of payment (Fischer-Bovet, 2014b, 118.). P. Kdln XI 448 (ca.
April 13 and May 12, 210 B.C.), along with P. Strasb. II 103 and 104 (both from January 210 B.C.),
provide us with detailed information about the procedures and officials involved in the remuneration of
soldiers during the third century B.C. UPZ I 14 (after 23 Feb.157 B.C.) and BGU XX 2840 (200 or 176
B.C., for the date see Qandeil 2024, 80, n. 2 and 188—190) are examples showing soldiers’ remuneration
in the second century B.C. Besides these routine payments, our documents also show irregular
disbursements that required distinct handling due to their deviation from the prearranged annual payment
structures. For this latter kind of payment, see Qandeil forthcoming b.

39After the wages were received from the civil officials, the distribution of the wages was the
responsibility of the dpyvnnpérng (chief paymaster) and his vanpérau (assistants of the paymaster). The
apyvnnpétng was responsible for overseeing the payment process and ensuring that the soldiers received
their wages in a timely and fair manner. The vanpéton likely assisted the dapyvrnpétng in this process,
possibly by managing the distribution of wages to individual soldiers or units. For Ayperetai, see
Kupiszewski and Modrzejewski 1957/1958,141-166, Strassi 1997.

40The ship of Nikadas is also mentioned in other documents (see P. Diosk. Phrour 4, comm. 2-3, p.37),
and in all of them, it is associated with the port of Herakleopolis. Therefore, it is likely that this port was
the home port of the ship.

“1For this office, see Bauschatz 2013, 79f.

#The topic of Ptolemaic monopolies is vast, and, to the best of my knowledge, a comprehensive study
of this subject has not been published since the early 20" century. See Dogaer 2019, 151; Monson 2019,
150. The studies of the early 20" century referred to are Wilcken 1912; Heichelheim 1933, 147-199;
Préaux 1939; Rostovtzeff 1941. The topic was also treated in other studies which dealt with different
aspects, or one commodity only, either fully or partially monopolised, such as oil: Sandy 1989; papyrus:
Lewis 1934 and Lewis 1974; incense: Depau 2009, 201-208; beer: P. Lille I 59, intr. p. 243f. See also
Bingen 1978; Bingen 2007, 157-188; Armoni 2012, 139-145. Recently, a PhD project on the
‘monopolies in Ptolemaic Egypt’ was undertaken by Nico Dogaer at KU Leuven, but the results of this
study have yet to be published.

The extent to which the trade of hides constituted a royal monopoly in Ptolemaic Egypt remains an
open question and has generated considerable debate among scholars. For more information about
different scholarly views on the topic, see Wilcken 1899, 294, n. 1; 354; Wilcken 1912, 250; Heichelheim
1933, col. 164-165; P. Tebt. II1 1, 801, intr. p. 255; Préaux 1939, 230-233; Rostovtzeff 1941, 310; Cowey
2003 130-134; Armoni 2012, 140-142. And for the most recent discussion of the topic, see Qandeil
2024, 129-133.

#The accusation of adultery carried severe consequences for the accused woman, as it would result in
the forfeiture of her dowry. As such, Apollonios and his associates resorted to all available means to
prevent the two brothers from bringing their case to court. Marriage contracts of the time commonly
included clauses stipulating that the wife must not commit the crime of adultery, as doing so would result
in the forfeiture of her legal rights, including her dowry. The most renowned marriage contract from
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Ptolemaic Egypt, P. Eleph. 1 (311/310 B.C.), is considered the earliest discovered Ptolemaic Greek
document, and states that ‘ciov (1. éav) 8¢ T1 kaxkoteyvodsa aliokntol [arickntal] €mi aiocydvnt Tod
avdpodg Hparxhetdov Anpntpia, otepéodm dp (1. dv) Tpoonvéykato mdvtov’ (1. 6-7) (If she (Demetris)
is caught doing anything shameful to the disgrace of her husband Herakleides, let her be deprived of all
that she brought). For further insight into marriage contracts in Greco-Roman Egypt, see Yiftach 2003,
and for adultery in the archive of Diskourides, see Jordens 2010, 245-256.
45 The documents, particularly P. Phrur. Diosk. 3 and P. Phrur. Diosk. 8, provide clear evidence that in
Ptolemaic Egypt, individuals could be apprehended and detained over private debts. Petitioners, such as
the one in P. Phrur. Diosk. 11, also sought the intervention of the phrourarchos, albeit without explicitly
requesting imprisonment of the debtor. A similar grievance regarding unpaid wine is documented in P.
Polit. Tud. 11 (133/132 B.C.); cf. P. Phrur. Diosk. 7, intr. p. 8. It is worth noting that P. Phrur. Diosk. 8
is a reissue of P. Miinch. III 52 and is included as no. 134 in Bagnall and Derow 2004, 227.
#See note 35 above.
47P. Phrur. Diosk. 1; 2; 3; 4; 7. For the dates of these documents and the following Diskourides’
documents, see Table 1.1.
4P, Phrur. Diosk. 5.
4P, Phrur. Diosk. 9.
9P, Phrur. Diosk. 8.
1P, Phrur. Diosk. 12.
521t is notable that in other instances of phrourarchiai, we find evidence that the phrourarchos engaged in
duties purely civilian in nature, as indicated by his presence at land auction proceedings, as seen in BGU
I11 992=W. Chr. 162 (Pathyris, 186 B.C.) and BGU VI 1219, col. 3 (Hermopolites, 2" century B.C.).
33See Bauschatz 2013, 129.
4P. Phrur. Diosk. 1: Herakleides (agent of the phrourarchos); P. Phrur. Diosk. 2: Ammonios son of
Nikias (soldier); Ptolemaios (bnpétnc); P. Phrur. Diosk. 3: Dioskourides son of Pakemis (soldier on the
ship of Nikadas); P. Phrur. Diosk. 4: Herakleides son of Hestiodoros (grammateus of the ship Nikadas);
Antipatros (former grammateus of the ship Nikadas); Heliodoros (former grammateus of the ship
Nikadas); P. Phrur. Diosk. 5: Apollonios (agent of the phrourarchos); Epimachos (agent of the
phrourarchos); P. Phrur. Diosk. 6: Epimachos (agent of the phrourarchos); Dioskourides son of Pakemis
(soldier on the ship of Nikadas).
>Clarysse 1985, 57. Clarysse argued in this important article that during the second century, ‘names
seem not to indicate the ethnic origin of the bearer, but rather to relate to the function an individual held
in the administration or in the army’. And in p. 64 he concluded ‘when a function was felt to be Greek,
its occupants had a tendency, whatever their origin, to use a Greek name and vice versa’.
*Bagnall 1984, 7-20
>7See Lewis 1986, 8-35.
8Szantd 2016, 119. See also Tcherikover 1957, 12f.; 147—178. We have 27 instances of Jewish soldiers
serving in the Ptolemaic army; see table 6 in Szant6 2016, 109. It is crucial to understand that the Letter
of Aristeas’ claims — asserting that Ptolemy captured 100,000 Jewish prisoners and selected 30000 of
them for military service in fortresses — are widely recognised as exaggeration. For the Letter of Aristeas,
see De Crom 2021, 121-134.
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S%For the term politeuma, see Honigman 2003, 61-102; Sénger 2014, 51-68; Szant6 2016, 205f.

80For the Jewish politeuma in Herakleopolis, see Maresch and Cowey 2001; Honigman 2003, 61-102;
Kruse 2015, 271-276; Szant6 2016, 205f.

8P, Phrur. Diosk. 1, 1. 7 and 5, 1. 2. Iason in P. Phrur. Diosk. 5 is not a soldier but rather ‘the official in
charge of the tax on hides in the Herakleopolite nome".

62Diod. 19.80.4. The Egyptians primarily served as auxiliary troops in this battle: cvvayoydv odv
novtayofev tag duvduelg avélevéev and AleEavdpeiog eig IIndovstov, £xmv melovg ugv popiovg
dxtakioyihovg, inmeic 8¢ tetpakioyiMione, GV Roav oi puév Makeddvec, ol 8¢ woboedpot, Atyvrtiov 8¢
TAR00¢, TO pev kouilov PEAN Kol TNV AAANY TopacKeVNY, TO 08 KOOWTAIGHEVOV Kol TPOC Ldyny YPNGLLOV
(He, scil. Ptolemy I, therefore gathered together his forces from all sides and marched from Alexandria
to Pelusium with eighteen thousand foot and four thousand horses. Of his army some were Macedonians
and some were mercenaries, but a great number were Egyptians, of whom some carried the missiles and
the other baggage but some were armed and serviceable for battle).

0GIS 90 (196 B.C.).

%4See Fischer-Bovet 2014b, 161f.

%Fischer-Bovet 2014b, 270.

%Fischer-Bovet, 2014b, 271.

®’Fischer-Bovet, 2014b, 274.
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