Roman Military Documentation 
in the Light of Latin Papyri from Egypt
Introduction
Any study on written records from the administration of the Roman imperial army cannot avoid quoting the well-known passage from Vegetius’ treatise, De re militari 2.19.2-4
, in which it is emphatically stated that, in each legion, a vast array of reports concerning services, military duties, and salaries were written every day. Moreover, according to the author, every item of data, like the name of soldiers performing daily guard duties, was carefully recorded, even in times of peace. 
Material evidence has undoubtedly confirmed Vegetius’ words on the mass of military paperwork. Archives of single units have been found both in Western and in Eastern frontiers of the Roman Empire, including, for instance, Dura Europos on the Middle Euphrates, Bu Njem in North Africa, and Vindolanda on Hadrian’s Wall
. Furthermore, several sites in Egypt have yielded a host of essential texts related to Roman legions and auxiliaries from the end of 1st century BC onwards. Recently, numerous new records on daily routine from auxiliary units have come to the light from the forts in the Eastern desert
.
Overall, scholars interested in the topic emphasise two important aspects of the military documentation. On one hand, the volume of records which were written down and stored at a single fort, and on the other hand, the complexity of this bureaucratic system
. These two traits were, of course, closely related. Since military texts were essential to manage the personnel and to maintain the control over them
, they had to contain detailed information about every single aspect of the status and the number of soldiers, as well as of their movements and the duties which they were performing. For this same reason, despite its life-span, each document needed to be extremely legible and easy to update and, consequently, made use of common and standard features, both in format and in content. This also means that, in their general traits, official texts were quite uniform over space and time, even if they could be affected by local habits, specific needs, and topics
.
This paper aims to explore the topic further, highlighting what the commonest features of military reports were and how these features made such reports highly legible and, thus, helpful to the exigencies of control. The evidence consists of Egyptian documents on papyrus written during the first three centuries AD. Although we are now aware that, in Egypt, the Roman army did not adopt an exclusive language and Greek was also used in official records
, only Latin papyri will be considered here. As it has been rightly argued by J.N. Adams
, Latin, being the language of Rome, assumed a special significance in some contexts and especially within the army. Moreover, some kinds of documents, as for instance yearly reports (the so-called pridiana), morning reports, and requests for furlough, are known only in Latin
. At any rate, together with Egyptian papyri, comparative evidence coming from other military forts will be considered. 
The first part will provide an updated framework of the military evidence, arranged according to typology, provenance, date, and units. In the second part, a specific kind of records, namely morning reports (acta diurna), will be used as a case study, to reconstruct the method of work and the habits of military clerks. The analysis will consider in detail their form (layout, script), as well as their content (general pattern, consistent entries, formulae). The conclusion will shed light on similarities and differences of the military documents, exploring possible connections with time, space, type of unit, and writing medium as well. 

§ 1. Military Texts in Action 
Nowadays we have a good knowledge of the different types of records which were drawn up by clerks in the Roman army. In 1964, the first collection of military records, Documenti per la storia dell’esercito romano in Egitto, was published by S. Daris
, in which, however, the materials are assembled by topics and, consequently, not all categories of texts are represented. In 1971, R.O. Fink collected and re-edited ‘records and correspondence concerned solely the internal administration of the army’
. His corpus, Roman Military Records on Papyrus, remains still now an invaluable point of reference for scholars interested in military paperwork, although the Dura papyri are decisively more numerous than the Egyptian ones
. Moreover, according to the classification given by the scholar, the evidence is organised into four main typologies – records of individual soldiers, records of units, financial documents, and correspondence – which, in turn, include specific texts
.
On one hand, this classification can be regarded as still valid, but on the other, it needs to be updated and expanded, because of the more recent and important discoveries
. In addition to the increase in the volume of typologies already known, for instance letters, lists, and accounts, the evidence especially from the Eastern desert has provided new categories of texts, though quite brief, such as daily orders, memoranda, and passes
. By way of comparison, it is worth remembering that a further kind of document, the so-called renuntium, namely a brief daily report on the status of the unit drawn up by the orderly (optio) in a very formulaic language, is only known from the Vindolanda evidence
. This increase in the amount of surviving materials has shown that specific records, combining features of different typologies, were usually drawn up by the military bureaucracy and, consequently, has led us to rethink Fink’s categories as well as many of our modern definitions, without inferring strict rules about the documentary form
.
As for the provenance of the evidence, as it has been rightly stated
, analysis of the context is essential for a better understanding both of the nature and the content of written texts and of the practices of archiving documents in the Roman world, mostly after they were out-of-date. Unfortunately, the majority of military records come from the antiquarian market and its provenance remains, thus, unknown. However, in those cases in which such a data is known or can be reconstructed with confidence, the provenance of the materials allows us to explore the circulation of documents at provincial levels. Nowadays, the forts along the caravan routes of the Eastern desert, including for instance Didymoi, Maximianon, Berenike, Krokodilô
, have provided a large quantity of texts, surpassing in numbers the evidence yielded by long-time excavated sites, such as Oxyrhynchus and Karanis
.
The chronological distribution from the 1st to the 3rd century AD of military documentation also deserves close attention. The oldest military records, discovered in Qasr Ibrim (Egyptian Nubia), are dated to the last twenty years of 1st century BC
. Overall, during the 1st century AD the number of materials is not particularly high and amounts to about thirty items. Moreover, among them the largest group consists of the new texts on ostracon discovered in the Eastern desert
. By contrast, it is surprising how the number of records noticeably increases during 2nd century AD, when it reaches its peak with about a hundred of papyri and ostraca
. Afterwards, throughout 3rd century AD, the number of military documents decreases and, with its about forty items, it becomes more similar to that of 1st century AD
. These figures give us a hint not only about the volume of surviving items, but also, and perhaps more importantly, about the large amount of the lost documents, suggesting thus a general cautious approach in analysing the available evidence
. Moreover, the material as a whole shows that our knowledge of the Roman imperial army is quite discontinuous from Augustus to Diocletian and for some epochs, such as the 1st century AD and 3rd century AD, it rests mostly on the evidence discovered in non-Egyptian forts.
Lastly, it is worth considering to which tactical units the written records belonged. In fact, many documents frustrate any attempts at a precise identification. Sometimes, on account of personal names it may be guessed at only if the unit was a legionary or auxiliary one, although this criterion based on names is quite controversial among scholars
. Mention of specific ranks or divisions, such as centuries and turmae, gives us only a clue about the internal organization and the hierarchy of units. In some cases, one or more units are explicitly mentioned in documents. However, because of the conditions of the item, we cannot always be certain of the relationship between a written text and the unit in question. Nonetheless, in some fortunate cases, the evidence clearly indicates its kinship with legionaries and, particularly, with the legions of the Augustan reign, the legio III Cyrenaica and the legio XXII Deiotariana
. A major number of surviving records were drawn up by clerks of auxiliary units, such as cohortes and alae. Among them, the cohors I Augustae praetoriae Lusitanorum equitatae is well attested to even by important documents, such as its pridianum
. 
§ 2. Morning Reports as a Case Study
In order to shed light on the main features of military records on papyrus, it is useful to focus on a specific typology, namely morning reports, the so-called acta diurna. For several good reasons, such a kind of document is very convenient for the goal of this paper: firstly, among official texts, records of people were the basis of all other records of the Roman army and, thus, were very important for the command of personnel
. Of course, the status and duties of soldiers were recorded also under other typologies, such as letters, but such written records had a different purpose, since they served to inform, not to control. Secondly, together with pridiana, morning reports were particularly formal documents of the Roman army and, consequently, made use of standard features. Thirdly, in comparison with yearly or monthly reports, acta diurna provide a larger amount of information concerning the routine of the military camp. Lists were frequently updated with similar information, and a specific system of bars and disks was employed to mark movements of soldiers. However, this system is not always clear for us, and more importantly, is particularly synthetic as it does not provide details about the task, such as time, place, and purpose
. 

To start with, one should ask what morning reports/acta diurna were. When talking of acta diurna, it must be borne in mind that we are not certain that these records were called in this way. Very often ancient sources use this sentence, together with other ones (for instance, acta publica, acta urbana, acta populi) to indicate a daily newspaper in which the most important news was collected. A well-known section of The Civils Wars of Appianus (bell.civ. 5.46) uses the formula βιβλίον ἐφήμερον to indicate the report on status and composition of the personnel that each centurion had to send to his commander. In the abovementioned passage of Vegetius, the term acta occurs, but the context makes it a very generic term, about an equivalent of records. The definition of acta diurna or cotidiana was, in fact, introduced by M. I. Rostovzev
, but the term of morning report, that is typical of modern military forces, has also spread out
. In the main, this kind of documents recorded the strength of the unit together with the ritual duties of soldiers, and, as a sort of a gazette, the most relevant events, as shown by the surviving materials. Nowadays, the Egyptian evidence consists of six items which in chronological order are as follows: PSI XIII 1307 recto (about AD 60-65; TM 25148), ChLA X 442 (1st-2nd century AD; TM 69940), ChLA XI 505 (post AD 138; TM 69991), ChLA XI 502 (2nd century AD; TM 69988), ChLA IV 270 (mid-3rd century AD; TM 69882), P.Mich. VII 450 + 455, written on both sides (3rd century AD; TM 42957)
. 
Focusing on the editorial features of such items, one can note that they are arranged in several, adjoining columns, as PSI XIII 1307 recto and P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 clearly show. Columns, with their long lines, appear particularly wide and quite squared in form. In order to improve the readability of this layout, military clerks made use of technical devices: in the oldest document, PSI XIII 1307, columns are organised in different entries, with the first line written in ekthesis. In ChLA X 442 a variant of this arrangement is visible, because a whole entry is projected to the left (ll. 8-13). Furthermore, it is worth noting the use of blank spaces (between l. 7 and l. 8), to mark out one section’s end from another’s beginning. This convention is common to almost all of the six surviving reports (but PSI XIII 1307 and ChLA XI 505), suggesting that it was a specific trait of such records.
As for the script, all documents are written in ancient Roman cursive. It is noteworthy that only the recto of P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 shows the contemporary use of capital letters for headings and cursive script for the main text. This graphical hierarchy is typical of the more formal and important documents drawn up by military clerks, like pridiana or pay records
.  In this respect, it should be noted that the oldest reports, such as PSI XIII 1307 recto and ChLA X 442, are written in a calligraphic cursive with capital features. In 2nd century AD materials, that is ChLA XI 505 and ChLA XI 502, there is the tendency to decorate vertical strokes of letters with hooks and serifs. Overall, the use of a very formal script appears to be a common feature of all extant reports and, thus, a further standard trait of the category.
As far as the content is concerned, some scholars have reconstructed the general schema of morning reports
. It reads as follows:
1. date (by day and month) 

2. grand total of the men on hand listed by rank 

3. full name of the unit by the name of its commander in genitive

4. name of the tribune in command, followed by the daily password and sometimes other material

5a. departures (missi)
5b. returns of soldiers (reversi) and other particulars of interest

(after a blank space) 

6. announcement of the orders of the day (admissa pronuntiavit), other items, 

7. oath of obedience (ad omnem … parati erimus)
8. names and ranks of the guard of honour who performed the watch of the standards (excubatio ad signa) on that day.
Preliminarily, it is essential to underline that this pattern has been reconstructed mostly on the account of the Dura evidence, whereas scarce attention has been paid to the Egyptian one, because of its more fragmentary state of preservation. However, a close analysis of the content of reports from Egypt allows us to understand further features of this typology and to evaluate, thus, their level of uniformity or variation over space and time.
Starting from PSI XIII 1307 recto, it consists of portions of two columns, but c. I has almost entirely been lost and just the very ends of the lines survive. Therefore, its content can be retraced on the basis of c. II, which contains the following formulaic elements: 1. perhaps display of various drills for the recruits (l. 3); 2. announcement of the orders of the day read out by the princeps (l. 6) and report of a letter or of a colloquy between officers (ll. 7-8); 3. duties of soldiers (ll. 11-13); 4. daily password (l. 14); 5. watch at the eagle and the standards (l. 17); 6. duties of soldiers along with the list of their names, probably part of the entry 5 (ll. 18-23). 
ChLA X 442, being just a tiny fragment, likely contains the oath of obedience (l. 2); after, one would expect the entry 8 to be related to the guarding of the standards, but the subsequent lines seem to concern a non-routine event, likely a fight, as the language suggests (ll. 8-10)
. Perhaps this portion of the column deals with movements of soldiers and other matters of interest.

ChLA XI 505 is made up of several non-joining fragments (frr. a-l), among them fr. a provides the main text
. The expected entries are: 1. announcement of the orders of the day (l. 8: pronuntiavit)
; 2. tasks of soldiers, perhaps as part of the entry 5 (ll. 9-15); 3. watch of the standards (l. 16: excub . . .). By contrast, this document, as it would seem, does not contain entry 7 about the oath and shows a different arrangement in the orders of sections 5 and 6.

In ChLA XI 502, the single surviving column carries names with ranks and the sentence ad signa (l. 4); that might correspond to the entry 5 concerning duties of soldiers. Alternatively, the sentence ad signa might point to the entry 8 about the watch of standards, but without the verb excubare. The subsequent names (ll. 5-7) would, thus, be part of the list of excubitores.
In ChLA IV 270, consisting of a small fragment, one can only recognise the entry 5 relating to the movements of soldiers; it is of some interest, however, to note that the men in question were carrying out police service during the games of Philadelphia
. 

The last item in our dossier, P.Mich. VII 450 + 455, consists of five non-joining pieces (frr. a-e) and contains on both sides two different texts whose nature has been broadly discussed by scholars. To start with the document written on the recto, it is usually interpreted as acta diurna or nocturna relating to the cohors I Numidarum
. In frr. a-c, the best preserved, it is possible to note these standard elements arranged in an order which is not clear to us at all: 1. probably the formula for giving out the password for the day (fr. a l. 6: signum)
; 2. men on guard duty (fr. a l. 10: vigili); 3. announcement of the orders of the day (fr. b l. 2: admittenda pronunt[iavit]); 4. watch of the standards (fr. b l. 3: [pa]rati excubare); 5. duties of soldiers with the mention of the available men (fr. b l. 7: reliqui praesentes); 3. further tasks performed by soldiers (fr. c ll. 2-4). 
With regards to the text written on the verso, this contains a report of some sort, connected with a non-routine event, probably a tentative of coup against the emperor by some troops, as persuasively suggested by R.W. Davies
. Particularly, the most part of fr. b bears a narrative in a letter concerning an incident which happened in the headquarters and in the chapel of the standards and involved different units, among them the ala veterana Gallica (l. 27); next, follows the breaking of an oath. At any rate, what survives indicates the presence of standard sections of the typology, such as movements of soldiers (fr. a ll. 2-4), announcement of orders with daily oath (fr. b ll. 29-30), summary of dispositions of troops (fr. c ll. 3-6)
.
The general impression that the Egyptian evidence conveys is that of a good degree of uniformity: morning reports were organised according to the same editorial and graphical features and to the same pattern. In all the surviving texts, particular attention is devoted to the number and the duties of soldiers, recording all details connected to their movements outside the camp. As far as we can see, the more conspicuous entries are: announcement of the orders (PSI XIII 1307 recto, ChLA XI 505, P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 recto and verso), watch of the standards (PSI XIII 1307 recto, probably ChLA XI 502, P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 recto), movements and duties of soldiers (PSI XIII 1307 recto, ChLA XI 505, ChLA XI 502, ChLA IV 270, P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 recto and verso). In addition, together with such common elements, special events were recorded, as shown by ChLA X 442 and P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 verso. Given the number of affinities, thus, it is not surprising that the language also was highly standard, made up of formulaic or common sentences, such as admittenda pronuntiavit (PSI XIII 1307 recto, ChLA XI 505, P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 recto and verso), paro + excubare (P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 recto), excubare ad signa (PSI XIII 1307 recto, ChLA XI 505), ad signa (ChLA XI 502, P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 recto). 
Furthermore, it is worth bearing in mind that the available records belong to different chronological and geographical contexts and are related to different units, too. That would support the assumption that morning reports of Roman army were particularly homogeneous records, implying that neither time, nor space, nor type of unit altered their general documentary form. However, this resemblance among the items might be purely coincidental, as the set of materials on which the analysis is based is particularly scant. Moreover, like yearly reports which are peculiar to Egypt, as morning ones might be peculiar to this province alone
. In order to elucidate if these types of texts were uniformly used everywhere, therefore, it is useful to consider comparative evidence, especially from Dura Europos, Bu Njem, and Vindolanda.
The archive of the cohors XX Palmyrenorum, stationed at Dura Europos from early to mid-3rd century AD, offers useful insights into the features of morning reports. Among the documents classified in this way by J. F. Gilliam, R. O. Fink and C. B. Welles, P.Dura 82 (AD 223-235; TM 44813), P.Dura 83 (AD 233; TM 44814), P.Dura 88 (AD 238-244; TM 44819), and P.Dura 89 (AD 239 May 26th-29th; TM 44820) provide the most interesting parallels
. 

As for the layout, Dura reports are arranged in several columns, as shown by P.Dura 82 and P.Dura 89, which survive in better conditions. The column of writing is made up of long lines, assuming a squared form, such as one finds in Egyptian papyri; moreover, it is divided into single blocks of information through the regular use of blank spaces to mark the presence of different sections
. In particular, P.Dura 82 and P.Dura 89 resemble PSI XIII 1307 recto and ChLA X 442: in P.Dura 82 lines acting as a sort of heading or sub-headings are projected to the left (see e.g. c. I l. 1, l. 2, l. 3), whereas in P.Dura 89, the convention of indentation occurs for chronological data (see c. II ll. 1-3, ll. 14-16).
From the graphical point of view, all Dura papyri are written in a bureaucratic form of ancient Roman cursive which is typical of 3rd century AD. Given the chronological scenario, letter-forms obviously find close similarities with that of the contemporary P.Mich. VII 450 + 455. Nevertheless, likewise from this document, Syrian texts shows the use neither of capital letters nor of ornamental features. In comparison with the Egyptian papyri, thus, the Dura reports appear to be less formally-written.
As for the content, since the abovementioned schema of morning reports has been drawn on the account of Syrian evidence, it is now sufficient to add that the pattern of the Dura reports appears highly regular, both in sequence and in content. Furthermore, together with standard entries, one can note the presence of new materials: P.Dura 82, recording the operations of four days (March 27th-30th), includes a section concerning deserters (c. II ll. 18-22); P.Dura 89 on the one hand lacks the section about the movements of soldiers, while on the other hand, presents additional items concerning the total number of men available at the fort (c. I l. 6, l. 12: summa omnes permanserunt) and the recruits assigned to the unit by the provincial governor (c. I ll. 14-15); in the single column of P.Dura 83 a copy or a summary of a letter is also reported (ll. 4-6) 
.
Daily reports of this general type also occur in materials yielded by other forts, such as O.BuNjem 1-62, pertaining to the detachment of the legio III Augusta and a numerus collatus stationed at Bu Njem from AD 201 to AD 238
. Some scholars have proposed comparisons between such materials and Egyptian ones
. Focusing on the main features of these records, however, it is conspicuous that they carry a different documentary type. As for their look, all the surviving texts are arranged in a single column which consists of very brief lines; figures concerning soldiers are set out at the end of each line; no use of blank spaces to separate single sections can be detected. Overall, this arrangement undoubtedly is more similar to that of lists than morning reports. The script also does not show particular features of interest, although it is a clear form of ancient Roman cursive
.

As for the content, the pattern of O.BuNjem 1-62 can be summarised as follows:
1. date (by day and month) and the total of the men on hand
2. breakdown of personnel: 
2a. formula in his/ex eis that lists immunes (exempts) according to their rank 
2b. soldiers who were absent or performing tasks
2c. names of sick men
3. disciplinary measures

4. formula reliqui repungetur concerning redeployment of men: 

4a. total number of munifices 

4b. task and number of single groups
. 
At first glance, it is evident that this pattern is not only briefer but also, and more importantly, very different from that of the Egyptian reports as well as the Dura ones. Important entries such as daily orders and password, oath, and watch of the standards are lacking. The focus lies exclusively on the number and the duties of soldiers. The language is also not made of formulaic sentences, but the expression reliqui repungetur. 
In this respect, the closest parallels for such documents are provided by the daily reports of the Vindolanda archive, namely T.Vindol. 155-157, as it has been rightfully noted by A.K. Bowman and J.D. Thomas
. Such documents are related to the cohors I Tungrorum, garrisoning the fort from AD 85 to AD 120, together with the cohors VIII Batavorum equitata. T.Vindol. 155-157 are organised and designed precisely as the abovementioned African items: there is a single column, made up of brief lines; blank spaces were left into the lines to set out the figures at the right. The script, albeit clear, does not have ornamental features. Lastly, further points of similarity between the African and Western evidence include their pattern: the sample text of Vindolanda reports begins with the date (by day and month) and the total of the men on hand; next the breakdown of personnel is given, followed by the formula ex eis indicating single groups performing specific functions
.

§ 3. Features of Morning Reports
On the account of the evidence it is possible to draw some general conclusions about the morning reports of the Roman army.
Egyptian materials clearly show that such documents had standard features both in form and in content. Firstly, they were written in several, wide and squared columns, with entries in ekthesis and blank spaces; thanks to both apparently simple but useful devices, the main text could be virtually divided into shorter and autonomous sub-sections and, thus, was more easily readable. The efficiency of such conventions would explain why their use already occurs in the oldest surviving materials on papyrus and remains constant over the centuries; moreover, they contributed to the official appearance of documents, conveyed immediately their credibility and authenticity. Secondly, in all Egyptian documents the cursive script resembles capital letters or shows calligraphic features; this characteristic also was essential for the highly formal nature of morning reports. Thirdly, the evidence, albeit not numerous, testifies that such documents followed the same pattern. Not significant differences can be found between a record of 1st century AD and one of 3rd century AD. Obviously, there are variations in order, number, and specific content of the entries; some sections could even be omitted and other new ones could be added. However, these differences can be easily explained with the exigencies and the internal organization of single units. The most important entries concerning orders, movements, strength of the soldiers, and watch of the standards occur in all materials. The formality and the precision with which such reports were drawn up made certain that they were essential for the control and the management of personnel: they provided not only a detailed situation of the men and their duties, but also recorded each change in the composition, as well as non-routine events and matters of particular interest.

Furthermore, comparative evidence shows that there are remarkable similarities between the Egyptian and Dura items both in form and content; this suggests that the writing of morning reports followed criteria that were precise and established from the early decades of the new imperial army until to 3rd century AD. By contrast, Bu Njem material, together with that from Vindolanda, provide a different kind of document, which was more specific and briefer and, likely, had a short life-span. One might suspect that it depends also on the writing material on which these texts are preserved: as is well-known, occasionally and in some local situations, the use of a specific medium could create a psychological effect and be taught more casually than the other
. In this respect, it has been suggested that there is a possibility that two kinds of morning reports were in use in the Roman army
. As an alternative, one may also assume that the existence of different reports is to be connected to different needs and goals of military documentation. In other words, there was one kind of official morning reports, which shows those features of formality and precision analysed here; this one was regularly drawn up to furnish the most complete and broad inventory of the related unit; it was thus addressed to the higher officials and presumably submitted to the provincial governor, too. In addition, there were further daily reports which were more specific and briefer in their content and were written just for an internal control of the unit itself; perhaps such reports acted as interim- or draft-records and were later used as a basis to compile the formal ones.
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Abstract

This paper deals with the question of the composition of documents within the Roman army during the first three centuries AD. The starting point is the papyrological evidence: a full and updated framework of Latin military records will be offered according to typology, provenance, date, and units. In the second part, a specific typology of documents, namely morning reports (acta diurna), will be used as a case study, in order to show the method of work and habits of military clerks. The analysis will consider in detail their form (layout, script), as well as their content (general pattern, consistent entries, formulae). Comparison with materials from different forts (Dura Europos, Vindolanda) will help to interpret the Egyptian evidence. The conclusion will shed light on significant and standard features of the military documents and, therefore, on skills of the bureaucracy of the Roman army.
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� Veg. mil. 2.19.2-4: totius enim legionis ratio, sive obsequiorum sive militarium munerum sive pecuniae, cottidie adscribitur actis maiore prope diligentia quam res annonaria vel civilis polyptychis adnotatur. Cottidianas etiam in pace vigilias, item excubitum sive agrarias de omnibus centuriis et contuberniis vicissim milites faciunt: ut ne quis contra iustitiam praegravetur aut alicui praestetur immunitas, nomina eorum, qui vices suas fecerunt, brevibus inseruntur. quando quis commeatum acceperit vel quot dierum, adnotatur in brevibus. On this passage see the remarks of Bowman 1998a, 35-36, with further bibliography.


� All these documents have been discovered in abandoned sites or in rubbish contexts. Overall, on the importance of the find-spot for elucidate the content of documentation see Pearce 2004, 46-51. Moreover, on the term ‘archive’ according to papyrologists to mean a deliberate collection of documentary texts or documents discovered in groups in the same archaeological context, see lastly Vandorpe 2009, 216-255.


� A useful overview of the military documentation is provided by Le Bohec 2010, 192-207. Particularly, on the evidence from Eastern desert and from the fort of Didymoi see Stauner 2016, 796-815.


� On specific features of records from the Roman army see especially Stauner 2004, 205-212. See also Watson 1974, 493-507; Austin – Rankov 1995, 155-161.  


� This specific purpose of military records is emphasised by Phang 2007, 286; Speidel 2007, 175-176; Le Bohec 2010, 206-207. See also Bowman 1998b, 119-122.


� After an optimistic view of the standardization of military documentation, expressed for instance by Gilliam 1967, 233, now scholarly discussions assume a more cautious approach, pointing out both uniformity and flexibility of written records. See Bowman 1998a, 48-49; Stauner 2004, 207-210; Phang 2007, 289-291; Speidel 2007, 193-194; Haensch 2008, 117-125; Speidel 2018, 182-183.


� See the useful overview sketched by Fournet 2003, 427-500.


� Adams 2003, 545-546 and 599-623. See also Haensch 2012, 74-75.


� On the minor and short value of the Greek documents in comparison to the Latin ones see Speidel 2018, 182.


� Daris 1964.


� Fink 1971, 1.


� Among the 134 items collected, 83 are represented by the Dura papyri.


� The categories run as follows: 1. Records of individual Personnel: complete/partial rosters, special/unclassifiable lists; 2. Records of units: morning reports, monthly summaries, pridiana; 3. Accounts, receipts: pay records, receipts, records of equipment; 4. Official Correspondence: letters concerning personnel, letters concerning finances and equipment.


� On this and further lacunae of Fink’s corpus see Speidel 2018, 182-183.


� Orders are provided by O.Max. inv. 10 (2nd century AD; still unpublished) and O.Claud. IV 788 (AD 98-117; TM 118440). O.Berenike II 213 (AD 50-99; TM 89239) features a memorandum. O.Did. 47 (AD 88-96; TM 144613) and O.Did. 49 (AD 88-96; TM 144615) carry passes. 


� All the surviving renuntia-reports are dated to the Period III of the fort, when Flavius Cerialis was in command. On their features see the remarks of Bowman-Thomas in T.Vindol. II, 73-76; T.Vindol. III, 20-22. With specific reference to T.Vindol. III 574 see also Stauner 2004, 91-93. 


� That is especially true in the case of some examples of strength reports that are provided by ChLA XI 501 (AD 48-52; TM 69987), ChLA X 454 (3rd century AD; TM 69952), and ChLA XI 479 (3rd century AD; TM 69971). In this respect see the useful remarks of Bowman-Thomas 1991, 65.


� Pearce 2004, 46-47.


� On this evidence see the bibliography quoted in n. 3.


� The Oxyrhynchus evidence consists of: P.Oxy. LXXIII 4955 (1st-2nd century AD; TM 118645), P.Oxy. VII 1022 (post AD 103 February 24th; TM 78569), PSI II 119 + P.Oxy. III 454 + P.Laur. IV 154 recto (AD 111-125; TM 69879 + 70149), P.Oxy. I 32 (2nd century AD; TM 69880), P.Oxy. IV 735 (AD 205 September 4th; TM 20435), P.Bagnall 5 recto (ante AD 213 September 28th; TM 219285), SB III 7181 (AD 220 March 4th; TM 18859), P.Oxy. XII 1511 (ante AD 247; TM 21887), P.Oxy. LV 3785 (AD 250; TM 22510), P.Oxy. XLI 2953 (AD 293-305; TM 16517), PSI inv. 2450 recto (3rd century AD; TM 128489). Papyri from Karanis are the following ones: BGU VII 1689 recto (AD 122-145; TM 63754) and verso (AD 122-145; TM 69923), P.Mich. VII 438 (AD 140 August 8th; TM 69901), P.Lond. inv. 2723 + P.Mich. VII  477 recto (AD 144-163; TM 70017), P.Fay. 105 (AD 175-184; TM 10770), P.Mich. VII 445 (AD 188; TM 69890), P.Mich. III 161 (2nd century AD; TM 69895), P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 (3rd century AD; TM 42957).


� The evidence consists of lists and letters. The lists, both in Latin and Greek, have been recently edited by Derda-Łaitar-Płóciennik 2015, 47-57. The letters have been published as ChLA XLII 1229, 1231-1238.


� See the Latin evidence collected and published in O.Did. I and O.Berenike III. Documents on papyrus are BGU IV 1083 (AD 32-38; TM 9457), P.Leid.Inst. 22 (AD 48; TM 18463), ChLA XI 501 (AD 48-52; TM 69987), PSI XIII 1307 recto (about AD 60-65; TM 25148), P.Leid.Inst. 23 (AD 68-69; TM 18464), ChLA I 7ab (AD 81-90; TM 69867), ChLA I 9 (AD 83-84; TM 69868), ChLA XI 505 (AD 85-88; TM 69991), ChLA IV 272 (AD 87; TM 69884), ChLA X 468 + XI 456 (AD 95-96; TM 69960), P.Duke inv. 642 (1st century AD; TM 132151), P.Harris inv. 183e recto (1st century AD; TM 110834).


� Apart from the evidence discovered in the Eastern desert, especially in the forts of Krokodilô and Didymoi, materials on papyrus are the following ones: ChLA X 442 (I-II AD; TM 69940), P.Wisc. II 70 (AD 103; TM 26685), P.Oxy. VII 1022 (post AD 103 February 24th; TM 78569), ChLA III 219 (AD 105 September 16th; TM 69875), ChLA X 431 (ante AD 119; TM 69986), PSI II 119 + P.Oxy. III 454 + P.Laur. IV 154 recto (AD 111-125 or 140-145; TM 69879), ChLA XLII 1212 (AD 113-117; TM 70013), BGU VII 1689 recto (AD 122-145; TM 63754) and verso (AD 122-145; TM 69923), ChLA XI 500 (ante AD 127; TM 69986), ChLA XLV 1323 (post AD 129; TM 70109), ChLA III 203 (AD 130 May; TM 78865), P.Mich. VII 438 (AD 140 August 8th; TM 69901), P.Ryl. II 79 (AD 144-151; TM 19488), P.Mich. inv. 4177p (still unpublished) + P.Lond. inv. 2723 + P.Mich. VII  477 recto (AD 144-163; TM 70017), PSI XIII 1308 (AD 152-164; TM 17244), BGU II 696 (AD 156 August 31st; TM 69913), P.Hibeh II 276 (AD 157; TM 21149), P.Fay. 105 (AD 175-184; TM 10770), P.Mich. VII 445 (AD 188; TM 69890), P.Mich. III 161 (2nd century AD; TM 69895), P.Aberd. 132 (2nd century AD; TM 63956), ChLA X 410 + IV 228 + XVIII 663 (AD 193-196; TM 63048), P.Mich. III 162 (AD 193-197; TM 21330), P.Aberd. 150 (2nd century AD; TM 28305), P.Oxy. I 32 (2nd century AD; TM 69880), SB VI 9248 (2nd century AD; TM 27293), P.Ryl. II 223 (2nd century AD; TM 27901), P.Mich. VII 448 (2nd century AD; TM 42956), ChLA XI 491 (II AD; TM 69978), ChLA XIX 686 (2nd century AD; TM 31019), P.Mich. VII 435 + 440 + inv. 511bis (2nd century AD; TM 69887), ChLA XLIV 1298 (2nd century AD; TM 70085), P.Ryl. II 273 a (2nd century AD; TM 27910), ChLA XI 502 (2nd century AD; TM 69988), P.Brookl. 100 (2nd century AD; TM 27407).


� Together with the evidence from Didymoi, see: ChLA XI 495 (AD 193-211; TM 69982), P.Oxy. IV 735 (AD 205 September 4th; TM 20435), ChLA X 458 (AD 212-232; TM 69955), P.Bagnall 5 recto (ante AD 213 September 28th; TM 219285), P.Brookl. 24 (AD 214 or 215; TM 18058), ChLA XLIV 1316 (AD 217; TM 70103), P.Ant. I 41 recto (AD 219-221; TM 30482), ChLA XLI 1198 (AD 220 March 4th; TM 18859), ChLA XI 497 (AD 222-229; TM 69983), P.Mich. III 163 (AD 222 -239; TM 78514), ChLA IX 403 (AD 235-242; TM 69910), P.Oslo III 122 (AD 238-242; TM 21553), P.Oxy. XII 1511 (ante AD 247; TM 21887), P.Oxy. LV 3785 (about AD 250; TM 22510), ChLA IX 404 (AD 276-282; TM 32180), ChLA XI 504 (AD 283-308; TM 69990), ChLA XI 499 (AD 285-302; TM 69985), P.Grenf. II 110 (AD 293; TM 69873), P.Oxy. XLI 2953 (AD 293-305; TM 16517), P.Mich. VII 454 (3rd century AD; TM 69886), ChLA XLIII 1244 (3rd century AD; TM 70036); ChLA XI 499 (3rd century AD; TM 69936), ChLA XI 499 (3rd century AD; TM 69939), ChLA XI 481 (3rd century AD; TM 69973), ChLA XI 482 (3rd century AD; TM 69974), ChLA XLV 1333 (3rd century AD; TM 70112), ChLA X 446 (3rd century AD; TM 69944), ChLA X 443 (3rd century AD; TM 69941), ChLA X 454 (3rd century AD; TM 69952), ChLA IV 270 (3rd century AD; TM 69882), perhaps PSI inv. 2450 recto (3rd century AD; TM 128489), P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 (3rd century AD; TM 42957), ChLA XII 546 (3rd century AD; TM 69997), ChLA XLIV 1299 (3rd century AD; TM 70086), SB XXIV 16042 (3rd-4th century AD; TM 79287), ChLA XXVIII 864 (3rd-4th century AD; TM 70010).


� See, for instance, the remarks of Fink 1971, p. 242 on the scant number of the extant pay records. The scholar calculates that at least 225.000.000 of individual pay records were produced from Augustus to Diocletian. More recently, see also Speidel 2018, 183-184.


� Cfr. Waebens 2012, 138-139, with previous bibliography.


� Documents generally connected with a legion are, for instance, BGU IV 1083 (AD 32-38; TM 9457), PSI XIII 1307 recto (about AD 60-65; TM 25148), ChLA I 7ab (AD 81-90; TM 69867); ChLA XLIII 1242 (AD 98-125; TM 70034), PSI II 119 + P.Oxy. III 454 + P.Laur. IV 154 recto (AD 111-125 or 140-145; TM 69879) are related to the legio III Cyrenaica; ChLA XLIII 1242 (AD 98-125; TM 70034) concerns the legio XXII Deiotariana too. On the history of these two legions see, respectively, Gatier 2000, 341-349, and Daris 2000a, 365-367.


� BGU II 696 (AD 156 August 31st; TM 69913). In addition, see P.Mich. VII 438 (AD 140 August 8th; TM 69901) and P.Brookl. 24 (AD 214 or 215; TM 18058).


� Fink 1971, 179. See also Phang 2007, 292.


� On this system of lateral signs see the useful remarks of Fink 1971, 11-12 and Marichal in ChLA VIII, 3-7, with special reference to the Dura evidence. See, more recently, Stauner 2004, 24-25, who argues that these symbols were used to indicate specific duties, rather than availability of soldiers.


� Rostovzev 1933, 313; 1934, 367. 


� As argued by Fink 1971, 2: «It seems improbable that the Romans of the first three centuries employed a very extensive or exact technical vocabulary to designate particular categories of military records».


� Apart from P.Mich. VII 450 + 455, all these papyri have been personally inspected by me. A reproduction of PSI XIII 1307 recto is available on � HYPERLINK "http://www.psi-online.it/documents/psi;13;1307" �http://www.psi-online.it/documents/psi;13;1307� (October 2019). For photographs of ChLA X 442 see � HYPERLINK "http://berlpap.smb.museum/record/?result=0&Alle=14095" �http://berlpap.smb.museum/record/?result=0&Alle=14095� (October 2019) and of P.Mich. VII 450 + 455 see � HYPERLINK "https://quod.lib.umich.edu/a/apis/x-1627" �https://quod.lib.umich.edu/a/apis/x-1627� (October 2019).


� Among pridiana see e.g. BGU II 696 (AD 156 August 31st; TM 69913), while among pay records see e.g. ChLA I 7a recto (AD 81-90; TM 69867). On this graphical feature of military papyri see Watson 1974, 507; Phang 2007, 287.


� Gilliam 1950, 209; Fink 1971, 179-180; Phang 2007, 292. See also Daris 2000b, 153; Stauner 2004, 75, 77.


� See especially periculis, ‘dangers’ at l. 8 and the sentence ut sit fuga, ‘to disperse’, at l. 10.


� The other fragments bear only insignificant traces of script.


� One should note, however, that the letter before the verb, an o, and the following word delicta seem to indicate a variation in the classical formula admissa pronuntiavit.


� See l. 2: stationem [. . .] . . . civita[t- ]; l. 8: sp]haeromachiam agonas Filadelph[i].


� See Davies 1977, 151-159, with previous bibliography.  


� This same formula admittenda pronuntiavit also occurs in fr. b l. 14.


� Davies 1974, 191-192.  


� Nothing can be inferred about the content of the other fragments (d-f), which preserve scanty traces of script. 


� Bowman – Thomas 1991, 65, who, however, admit a good number of affinities between reports from different forts, as Bu Njem and Vindolanda.


� By contrast, morning reports carried out by P.Dura 87 (AD 230; TM 44818), P.Dura 85 (AD 230; TM 44816), P.Dura 84 (AD 233; TM 44815), and P.Dura 86 (AD 240; TM 44817) are quite fragmentary and their interpretation is not certain altogether.


� P.Dura 82 c. I ll. 5-6, ll. 9-10; c. II ll. 13-14; P.Dura 83 ll. 2-3, ll. 5-6, ll. 8-9, ll. 9-10; P.Dura 88 ll. 3-4; P.Dura 89, e.g., ll. 4-5.


� For further details of all these papyri see the remarks of Gilliam in P.Dura,  270-273.


� After this date only the numerus collatus remained in the fort until to AD 259, later reinforced by a reduced vexillatio of the cohors VIII Fida equitata; see Marichal 1979, 437.


� See especially Stauner 2004, 78-81.


� The bureaucratic feature of the script is pointed out by Cavallo 2008, 161.


� See Stauner 2004, 79. On the salient features of such records see also Marichal in O.Bu Njem,  49-56.


� Bowman – Thomas in T.Vindol. II, 98. See also Bowman 1998a, 31-32. For the editions of these three texts see T.Vindol. II, 98-101.


� Only in T.Vindol. II 156 the formula for departures of soldiers (missi) occurs at l. 2, in a similar way to the Egyptian reports.


� Overall, Bagnall 2011, 118 and 131-137, points out the ephemeral value of documents written on ostracon, which usually consist of receipts, accounts, lists. More particularly, on the military documentation on ostracon from Bu Njem see Marichal 1979, 438-440, who emphasises the function of drafts of such ostraca. 


� Stauner 2004, 82-83.
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