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1 See e.g. Lewis (1986), 8-36 (esp. 8-11).

‘WE TOO ARE IN GOOD HEALTH’
THE PRIVATE CORRESPONDENCE FROM THE KLEON ARCHIVE

Bart VAN BEEK

In the wake of Alexander’s conquest, many Greek and Macedonian 
immigrants settled in Egypt, a country which was to them ‘a land of 
opportunities’1. While not everyone’s high hopes were fulfilled, these 
immigrants would soon become a key factor in the success of Ptolemaic 
Egypt, the most thriving of the early Hellenistic kingdoms. Though the 
Greeks remained a minority, they were dominant in all aspects. Espe-
cially in and around Alexandria, the newly built capital, the Greek pres-
ence was unmistakably felt as a ruling elite; the king’s inner circle of 
courtiers represented the upper class of this nascent Hellenistic society. 
Beneath this ruling class, the Greeks monopolised the top of the admin-
istration, in the chora as well as in Alexandria. In addition, many ‘colo-
nists’ acquired land all over Egypt, often in the form of allotments (kle-
roi) given to army mercenaries, where they became a distinct class of 
privileged land owners by themselves. The higher up the hierarchical 
system one was, the more exclusively Greek his life no doubt would 
have been. The mass of texts from the well-known Zenon archive offers 
us a panoramic view of the life of such a Greek in the mid-third century 
B.C. Residing in the Arsinoite nome, Zenon kept close ties with the 
Alexandrian court as steward of a large estate (dorea) of the dioiketes 
Apollonios. On a smaller scale, the contemporary archive of the engi-
neers Kleon and Theodoros, responsible for the irrigation in the Arsi-
noite nome during the reign of Ptolemy II and Ptolemy III, is another 
window onto the world of a Greek elite family in Ptolemaic Egypt.

The archive of Kleon and his successor Theodoros consists of 121 Greek 
papyrus texts, discovered by W.M. Flinders Petrie in the cemetery of 
Gurob in 1889. The papyri were all reused to make mummy cartonnages, 
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148 B. VAN BEEK

2 Sayce, in Petrie (1891), 34; see also Clarysse (2000), 93. The Zenon archive was 
discovered at the beginning of the 20th century, just before World War I.

3 Published as P. Petrie2 I. The re-edition of papyri from the Kleon archive was the 
subject of my Ph.D. dissertation, which I am currently reworking for publication; this 
re-edition should appear as P. Petrie2 II, the second volume in this series.

covered with plaster and painted. This reuse of discarded papyri appears 
to have started towards the end of the reign of Ptolemy II, and most of 
the Gurob texts are dated to the second half of the third century BC, 
few to the second century B.C. This discovery was said by A.H. Sayce 
to have ‘revived the era of the Renaissance’2, a view inspired, probably, 
by the fragments of classical literary texts — including some of Plato’s 
Phaedo and the Antiope of Euripides — found among the Gurob papyri. 
More important to us here are the numerous documentary papyri, which 
were the first to shed light on the social history of Greek settlers in early 
Ptolemaic Egypt. Publication of the texts was entrusted to J.P. Mahaffy 
(Trinity College, Dublin), and already in 1891 — only eleven months 
after Petrie’s return to England — the first volume of Petrie Papyri 
(P. Petrie I) appeared, followed by volume II in 1893. These were, indeed, 
among the very first systematic editions of Greek documentary papyri. 
Most of these texts were revised afterwards by J.G. Smyly, who pub-
lished volume III of P. Petrie in 1905, together with Mahaffy; this last 
volume contained several new fragments, in addition to the numerous 
corrections of texts from the previous two volumes. After more than a 
century of papyrology and many new corrections to individual texts, 
W. Clarysse published the first part of a systematic re-edition of the 
P. Petrie texts in 1991, with a volume containing all the wills3.

In his attempt to create a meaningful order in the Petrie papyri, 
Smyly grouped all texts relating to Kleon under P. Petrie III 42 and 
those relating to Theodoros under P. Petrie III 43. The first group, the 
Kleon correspondence, counts no less than 50 texts; Theodoros was rep-
resented by a mere 8 texts, and no clear link between both groups was 
established at the time. This should come as no surprise; when the 
Petrie papyri were being published, papyrology was still very much a 
nascent discipline. Persons now well-known, such as Zenon or the dio-
iketes Apollonios — both of whom appear in the Kleon archive — were 
merely isolated names to Mahaffy and Smyly. Yet, the importance of 
the Kleon correspondence was clear from the beginning; A.H. Sayce 
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 ‘WE TOO ARE IN GOOD HEALTH’ 149

4 Sayce, in Petrie (1891), 96.
5 The private letters are texts 32-47 in the re-edition, which will appear in the series 

Collectanea Hellenistica as volume II of the P. Petrie2, and are referred to with these new 
numbers in bold throughout the article; a concordance is given at the end of this article. 
Note that text 47 is yet unpublished.

6 Clarysse (1980), 85-89; Clarysse (2000b), 40 and 44.

remarked that ‘a prominent character in the papyri is a certain Kleôn, 
who seems to have been the chief architect of the Fayoum in the middle 
of the third century B.C.’4

Most of the 121 texts attributed to the archive are letters, 66 of which 
belong to Kleon’s correspondence, 12 to that of Theodoros. The remain-
der of the texts are mostly contracts or lists. Given the fact that the 
archive of Kleon and Theodoros is, in fact, a professional archive, with 
texts coming from the architect’s offices in the Fayum, one would expect 
all correspondence to be of an official nature. Nevertheless, among the 
Kleon papyri are 16 private letters, sent to Kleon by his wife and chil-
dren5. These letters are an exceptional source of information about the 
architect’s private life and make a wonderfully detailed portrait of some 
episodes of the day-to-day life of a wealthy Alexandrian family in the 
mid-third century B.C. Due to the nature of these texts, this picture is, 
however, an anecdotic account rather than a well-structured diary. Most 
texts are fragmentary, hence some of the topics raised in these letters 
remain incomprehensible to us. Furthermore, we always have only one 
side of the argument: we never hear Kleon’s reaction or opinion, since 
we do not have letters from Kleon to his family. We can only hope to 
reconstruct the missing part of these written conversations from the one 
voice we hear.

The sample of 16 texts is not very large anyway, and only 46 has an 
exact date (28 Jan., 260 B.C.), which makes it difficult to establish the 
chronological order of the texts and the time span to which they belong. 
The one date we have, is in fact the earliest dated text in the whole 
archive; 34 can be dated to the second half of 253 B.C. since it relates to 
the royal visit to the Fayum, which took place in late summer of that 
year6. All other correspondence belonging to Kleon can only be dated 
roughly to the period between 28 January 260 B.C. and the end of his 
career as chief architekton of the Fayum late 250 or early 249 B.C. The 
archive texts tell us a story of Kleon and his family that starts in medias 
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150 B. VAN BEEK

7 To check the frequency of the names in different regions of the Greek world, we 
have used the Lexicon of Greek Personal Names by Fraser et al. (1987-2005).

8 Exceptions are Kos for the name Philonides (12 instances; no examples of the name 
Polykrates) and Laconia for Polykrates (16 instances, but none for Philonides), but regions 
where both names occur simultaneously are more significant in this particular case.

res, so to speak; in 260 B.C., Kleon is already in the Fayum as architek-
ton and his sons Philonides and Polykrates are no doubt of adult age 
already; we know nothing of Kleon’s life before 260, but since his chil-
dren were apparently young adults in this period and he already held a 
fairly high position as chief engineer of a province, he was probably in 
his late forties or early fifties. That means he would have been born 
around 300 B.C. or even some years earlier. Kleon was no doubt an 
immigrant from Greece, but the texts give no clues as to where he orig-
inally came from. A study of the names of Kleon, his wife and children 
does not lead to decisive results, though it seems to exclude Macedonia, 
Asia Minor or the Peloponnese as possibilities7. Athens was, of course, 
a metropolis for many Greeks, where virtually all names occur fre-
quently, but this does not mean the names should be considered to 
point to an Athenian origin. The name Kleon is especially frequent in 
central Greece (Attica, Aetolia, Boeotia, Phocis) and in Laconia, Thes-
saly, Macedonia and Cyprus. It is virtually absent on the Greek islands 
and in Asia Minor, though. The names of his children, Philonides and 
Polykrates, occur in central Greece too (Attica, Boeotia, Euboia, Phocis) 
and on Rhodos, to a lesser extent also in Thessaly and Thasos, but are 
rarely found in Asia Minor or on the islands8. The name Metrodora 
seems typical of northern Greece (Thrace in particular, as well as Mac-
edonia, Thessaly, Thasos), in Megaris and on the islands Chios and 
Samos. In naming their children, Kleon and his wife will probably have 
followed family traditions (e.g. the name of Kleon’s father or at least 
names popular in his family). Metrodora herself, however, may well 
have come from a different region than Kleon. Hence regions where the 
names Kleon, Philonides and Polykrates are found more frequently can 
be considered possible places of origin for Kleon, and we should not 
necessarily look for regions where the names Kleon and Metrodora are 
typically found in combination. Such an analysis points to central 
Greece (Boeotia or Phocis in particular), or perhaps Thessaly. Just how 
and when Kleon migrated to Egypt, is not known; as an architekton he 
was one of the many skilled professionals who were welcomed by the 

2331-09_StHellenistica_48_07.indd   1502331-09_StHellenistica_48_07.indd   150 19-10-2009   10:40:0619-10-2009   10:40:06



 ‘WE TOO ARE IN GOOD HEALTH’ 151

9 Pace Lewis (1986), 38: ‘(…) [Kleon] and Metrodora resided in those days in the 
‘county seat’ of the nome, a town which the first Ptolemy named Krokodilopolis in hon-
our of the Egyptian tutelary god of the region (…)’.

10 See Perpillou-Thomas (1993), 155-158. The festival of the Arsinoeia is known mainly 
through the Zenon archive, and seems to have been favoured by the circle around Apol-
lonios. We do not know when it was celebrated exactly; some papyri place it in the 
month Loios, which would mean a date somewhere in September for the years between 
260 and 250 B.C. The period when the water level of the Nile was at its lowest, the so-
called anachoresis, sets in (roughly) from late October and lasts until March or early April. 
The letters of Philonides and Polykrates could have been sent around the same period, 
therefore.

11 44, l.2: Pollákiv mèn gégrafá soi paragenésqai kaì sust±saí me, ºpwv t±v êpì toÕ 
paróntov sxol±v âpoluq¬; 44, l.4-5: ˆEàn gàr sú paragénji, pépeismai Åaidíwv me t¬i 
basile⁄ sustaqßsesqai.

Ptolemies to become a cultural elite for the newly established Hellenistic 
kingdom.

As the chief responsible for the irrigation and drainage works, Kleon 
spent most of his time in the Arsinoite nome, where his official duties 
needed him, no doubt living in the nome capital, Krokodilon Polis, for 
most of the year. His family, however, lived in Alexandria; the very fact 
that they communicated through letters is proof that Kleon was sepa-
rated from his wife and children for some time. Already an immigrant 
from Greece, Kleon thus became an ‘expat’ in his new homeland, being 
relocated to the Fayum for business reasons. Six fragmentary letters by 
his wife Metrodora testify of a compassionate relationship, but from 32 
(l.3: [p]arage[nésqa]i pròv sé) and 34 (ll.3-4: êfilotímou me parage[nésqai 
pròv sè kaì] ¥lqon ån p[á]nta paralipoÕsa) she is clearly not living with 
Kleon in the Fayum9. Philonides and Polykrates also hint at this situa-
tion in several of their letters. In 42 Philonides tries to persuade his 
father to retire from his position as architekton permanently or, if that is 
not possible, to get away from work at least for the period when the 
Nile is at its lowest level and come to visit them, leaving Theodoros in 
charge. Similarly Polykrates asks his father in 44 to come over for the 
Arsinoeia, a religious festival in honour of the deified Arsinoe II10. Both 
sons had good reasons to stay in Alexandria, as a matter of fact; as well-
educated and ambitious young upper class adults, they could aspire to a 
career in the Ptolemaic administration or the royal court. On more than 
one occasion, Philonides and Polykrates seem to be doing just that, 
e.g. in 44 when Polykrates asks his father to introduce him to the king11. 
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152 B. VAN BEEK

12 Pros. Ptol. V 14110; see Hauben (1990), 120. It is possible that the trierarchos Xan-
thippos is the dux of Ptolemy III in charge of the outer territories trans Euphraten in 
246/245 B.C.; see Hauben (1990), 136 and note 56.

13 Note, however, that text 41 does noet mention any titles for these people, hence 
their identification is not entirely certain. Given the context of this document and the 
concurrent appearance of these names, it would be highly unlikely if their identification 
would be wrong.

14 See e.g. 44, a letter from Polykrates, discussed in Schubart (1925), 26.

Philonides also mentions the king in a number of texts: in 40 he describes 
some presents for the king, to which an anonymous writer refers in 45 as 
presents for the Arsinoeia, on the occasion of which Philonides will 
receive a royal audience. Text 41 seems to be some kind of report from 
Philonides about just such an audience or meeting at the royal court, 
perhaps the same as the one announced in 40 and 45. The text is severely 
damaged, though; what is left, is merely a list of names of people who 
were present at the same event, attended, apparently, by the king him-
self. Some of these are well-known, such as Tlepolemos (Pros. Ptol. III 
5288), eponymous priest of Alexander and the Ptolemies; the edeatros 
Poseidonios (Pros. Ptol. V 14135 = *14244 = VI 146865) or Xanthippos, 
probably the trierarchos know from P. Cairo Zen. I 59036,12 all of whom 
frequented the royal court13. The latter may also be identified with the 
Xanthippos of 46. Other important officials mentioned in Kleon’s pri-
vate correspondence include the dioiketes Satyros (Pros. Ptol. I 47) in 
texts 38, 39 and 47 (ined.); Aristoboulos, priest of Alexander and the 
Ptolemies (Pros. Ptol III 5015) in 38, and Kallikrates, probably the nauar-
chos (Pros. Ptol. VI 14607) in 47 (ined.). All this suggests that Kleon was 
high enough up the hierarchy to have personal access to the king, and 
this was a major advantage for social promotion.

In their letters both sons display a high level of education, as can be 
expected from a wealthy Greek family; the letters to their father are 
beautiful examples of mid-third century B.C. documentary hands, rem-
iniscent of the literary hands of the Ptolemaic period rather than the 
cursive style of most documentary texts written by scribes14. The fre-
quent use of particles (mßn, mén…dé, ge, ãra), rarely found in other 
documentary papyri, points to influence of Attic prose not unlike Xeno-
phon or even Thucydides. An important question, of course, is whether 
they wrote their letters themselves, or merely dictated them to secretar-
ies. The classical, upright hand with virtually no ligatures is not what 
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 ‘WE TOO ARE IN GOOD HEALTH’ 153

15 As Bagnall and Cribiore (2006), 7 already argue, ‘the results of the palaeographic 
study of the letters tend to be negative or agnostic for the question of actual female hand-
writing’. Metrodora is no exception to this rule, it seems.

one would expect from a trained professional scribe; even as early as the 
mid-third century B.C., the typical cursive hands of scribes are clearly 
evolving away from the more formal hands that we find in letters like 
those from Philonides and Polykrates. Moreover, all letters from Philo-
nides are written in the same hand, which is very similar but not identi-
cal to that of the letters from Polykrates, which are also consistently in 
the same hand. This is an argument in favour of the two brothers actu-
ally writing their own letters.

The very same question can be raised concerning the letters of Metro-
dora; all six fragments are clearly in the same hand, which is again differ-
ent from that of either Philonides or Polykrates. Though less elegant, it 
is obviously a skilled hand, not the clumsy attempt of an occasional 
writer. Should we therefore assume that Metrodora too writes her own 
letters, and in doing so displays a high education? In their book on wom-
en’s letters, Bagnall and Cribiore have collected several letters from 
Graeco-Roman Egypt sent by women, in an attempt to find out whether 
these were actually written by women, and whether some discernable 
features set these papyri apart as women’s letters15. For the Metrodora 
letters, no decisive conclusion can be given, though; we cannot tell from 
the handwriting if it is a woman’s or not. If she did not write the letters 
herself, she must have had all of them written by the same secretary or 
scribe. As Cribiore admits, it are the women of wealthy households who 
were probably most capable of writing, but these same women are also 
least likely to do so since they could afford to use a secretary or scribe. As 
to the content of Metrodora’s letters, only one is well enough preserved 
to be somewhat comprehensible to us (44); in this text, she expresses a 
heartfelt concern for her husband, who apparently suffered the king’s 
wrath after the royal visit to the chora. She had planned to visit Kleon in 
the Fayum, but being told by the royal hunters what had happened to 
him, she is now frightened about what will happen next. The Greek of 
this letter is of excellent quality, even stylish, and the reference to the 
royal visit may help to date this letter to the late summer of 253 B.C. 

Royal visits to the Fayum were not frequent, and this particular visit 
is known through the Zenon archive: in PSI IV 354 (14 July, 253 B.C.), 
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154 B. VAN BEEK

16 P. Petrie III 42 G (7) recto, l.5-6: ÿna ânaxwsq±i kaì ömalisq±i pròv [t®]n toÕ 
basiléwv ãfizin.

17 Already Bouché-Leclercq (1908), esp. 146-152, and Wilamowitz-Moellendorff (1913), 
362-367; repeated in Tittel (1924); Lewis (1986), 37-45 and Ameling (1999).

Zenon is informed of the imminent arrival of the king and the passage 
of the troops. Zenon was then manager of Apollonios’ Arsinoite estate 
near Philadelpheia, and preparations for this event had to be made. As 
the architekton responsible for irrigation and drainage of the nome, 
Kleon could expect an inspection by the king and P. Petrie III 42 G (7) 
Recto proves that he was occupied with making the harbour near Ptole-
mais Hormos ready for this occasion16. This draft of an official letter 
seems to be issued by the office of the architekton, and it may perhaps be 
the very hand of Kleon himself. The exact reason why the king was not 
pleased with Kleon’s work is not known, and Metrodora’s fragmentary 
letter lacks details about this sudden turn in the architekton’s fortune. 
Previous studies of the archive have speculated about what happened to 
Kleon and his career after the royal visit. It is commonly agreed since 
Bouché-Leclercq that Kleon was dismissed as a result of the king’s wrath, 
though not immediately, and retired to spend his old day somewhere in 
the Fayum17. Bouché-Leclercq argues that unforeseen delays in the exe-
cution of the work and financial fraud led to the downfall of Kleon, but 
this is speculative, to say the least. P. Petrie III 42 D (3), e.g., is not 
necessarily an apology for financial malversations that could explain the 
king’s behaviour, though it is often cited as such. The text merely reports 
some financial misunderstandings, which we do not fully understand 
due to the concise wording and fragmentary state of the papyrus. It 
deals, moreover, with the period between years 27 and 31 of Ptolemy II’s 
reign (259/58-255/54 B.C.), which antedates the royal visit.

Whatever the immediate consequences of this may have been for 
Kleon, is not known; apart from Metrodora’s worried letter, there is also 
a letter from Philonides in which he writes about some career troubles 
of his father, probably referring to the same situation as his mother (42). 
Yet, as Bouché-Leclercq admits, Kleon was apparently not fired imme-
diately after the royal visit; in a contract dated to November of the year 
250 B.C. Kleon still figures as architekton (P. Petrie III 42 F); similar 
contracts with Theodoros in the same function are not earlier than 
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18 This text is not considered part of the archive of Kleon and Theodoros; it was writ-
ten by Theodoros and sent to Athenagoras, but strangely, it was found in Philadelpheia, 
among the papyri of the Zenon archive.

19 Bouché-Leclercq (1908), 149.
20 42, ll. 6-10: [O]û m®n oûqèn êmoì [∂stai] me⁄hon Æ soÕ prostat±sa[i tòn] êpíloipon 

bíon, âzíwv [mè]n soÕ, âzíwv dˆ êmoÕ, kaì êán ti t¬n katˆ ãnqrwpon gínjtai, tuxe⁄n se 
pántwn kal¬n. ÁO êmoì [m]égiston ∂stai kall¬v (sic) sou prostat±sai kaì h¬ntóv sou kaì 
eîv qeoùv âpelqóntov.

246/45 B.C. (P. Petrie III 43 (2)). In P. Lond. VII 207418 Theodoros 
writes to Athenagoras claiming that he has succeeded Kleon in his func-
tion as architekton in the 36th year of Ptolemy II (250/49 B.C.), which 
fits the dates of the contracts. This is confirmed by text P. Petrie III 43 
(1), an entole sent to all major officials in the Arsinoite nome, in which 
the oikonomos Aristandros announces that the hyparchitekton Theodoros 
was promoted to the office of architekton. The date of this document is 
unfortunately lost, but as Aristandros was made oikonomos in year 36, 
this entole was no doubt written between 25 October 250 and 24 Octo-
ber 249 B.C. Bouché-Leclercq assumed that Kleon stayed in the Fayum 
after his retirement, and spent his old day modestly in gardening. For 
this, he points to P. Petrie III 42 I, a letter in which a certain Kleon asks 
for a donkey to collect the harvest; already Mahaffy remarked that the 
hand was ‘very bad or age-stricken’, and Bouché-Leclercq saw in this 
text ‘écrit d’une main tremblante à un ami’ the farewell of the architek-
ton19. It is unlikely, however, that a man like Kleon would have remained 
in the Fayum, far from his family. Even though he may have been 
rebuked by the king, he was still an important and no doubt wealthy 
official; in a pleading letter, Philonides points out that he would take 
care of his father in the best possible way, both before and after his 
death20. One can simply not imagine the former architekton being left 
out and having to ask a friend for a donkey through an ill-written mes-
sage on a reused scrap of second-rate quality papyrus. The name Kleon 
is not so rare, hence there is no reason why this letter could not have 
been written by a different Kleon. As a matter of fact, we do not even 
know whether the criticism by the king did indeed result in the end of 
his career; Kleon may as well have served out his time, unaffected by 
what had happened, and retired at his due time to be succeeded by 
Theodoros. With the archive texts that we have, Kleon emerges around 
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21 The papyrus is damaged at the beginning of the line, and before the word üparx[i]
téktonov only the letters [- - -]lou can be read; if this was the name of the second hypar-
chitekton, it cannot have been Theodoros; the name Hedylos (ÊJdulov) could fit these 
traces, and an architekton by that name is known from the Zenon archive (see the intro-
duction to P. Cairo Zen. II 59247); he may also have been an hyparchitekton working for 
Kleon, though perhaps only temporarily.

22 Trinity College F130, which was mentioned briefly alongside P. Petrie III 42 C (12) 
for the word êleuqerolatómoi.

260 B.C. and can be traced through his official and private correspond-
ence for a decade or so, but disappears from our view just as sudden 
around 250 B.C. We know nothing of his background prior to the 
period of his life documented in the archive, nor do we know how this 
all ended and what happened to him afterwards.

The same is true to an even greater extent for Theodoros; he was 
already working for Kleon as a subordinate (hyparchitekton); as Philo-
nides advises Kleon to leave Theodoros in charge of the office, he was 
known even to Kleon’s sons and clearly destined to be Kleon’s successor 
(see 42). We do know at least one other hyparchitekton working for 
Kleon, though; a certain Petechonsis is mentioned in P. Petrie III 42 C 
(7), dated 28 December 256 B.C., and in P. Petrie III 42 C (6), the date 
of which is unknown but has to be between 260 and 249 B.C., during 
Kleon’s term of office. In the latter document, Petechonsis seems to 
mention a second hyparchitekton, which could mean that Kleon had 
more than one subordinate at the time21. Theodoros occurs — apart 
from the letter by Philonides (42) and the entole (P. Petrie III 43 (1)) — 
in P. Petrie II 13 (12a), P. Petrie III 42 G (5) and in an unpublished frag-
ment from Trinity College, Dublin22. In these three texts, he is never 
explicitly called hyparchitekton, but as they all seem to date to the period 
when Kleon was still architekton, we can assume that Theodoros was 
hyparchitekton at that time. Since none of these texts, however, can be 
dated exactly, we cannot know when Theodoros started working for 
Kleon. Whether Theodoros himself had subordinates once he had suc-
ceeded Kleon, is unknown; never in his correspondence does he refer to 
this. In the fifth contract of P. Petrie III 43 (2), the architekton present 
at the auctioning of the tender was not Theodoros, as in the other five 
contracts, but a certain Pathemis (P. Petrie III 43 (2), l.170). Pathemis’ 
function is lost in a lacuna, but only the architekton’s function is lacking 
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23 Peremans and Van ’t Dack (1953), 54.

in the list of titles and functions at the beginning of this contract; since 
this is the only contract in this papyrus where Theodoros is not named, 
Pathemis could have been a subordinate representing Theodoros at this 
particular occasion23. As the name Pathemis is found almost exclusively 
in Thebes, we can assume Pathemis to have been of Theban origin; 
Egyptian hyparchitektones may well have served to advize the Greek 
architektones in specific irrigation topics that were typically Egyptian. 
From the Kleon archive it is clear that the technologies used for the 
irrigation and drainage of the Arsinoite nome were thoroughly Egyp-
tian, as was the vocabulary used in the papyri. Yet, the responsibility 
would, in the end, be given to a Greek official, like Kleon or Theodoros, 
and not to the Egyptian hyparchitektones like Petechonsis or Pathemis.

In a nutshell, the private correspondence of Kleon, chief engineer of 
the immense irrigation and drainage works of the Arsinoite under 
Ptolemy II, shows us an example of a high Greek official in the early 
Ptolemaic state. Although a partial testimony, the 16 private texts cover 
interesting topics of Kleon’s life, such as his relationship with the king 
and with his family, which had remained in the capital Alexandria 
whereas Kleon himself went to live in the Arsinoite nome. The letters of 
his wife and children speak of a compassionate and loving relationship, 
offering a unique and intimate window onto the world of the early 
Greek immigrants in Egypt. Together with other contemporary archives 
such as that of Zenon or Aristarchos, the Kleon archive thus enhances 
our understanding of the Ptolemaic period, adding a personal touch to 
the mass of dry administrative documents.

Appendix:
Concordance of private letters in the Kleon archive

32 P. Petrie III 42 H (8a)

33 P. Petrie III 42 H (8e)

34 P. Petrie III 42 H (8f), ll.1-17

35 P. Petrie III 42 H (8f), ll.18-28

36 P. Petrie III 42 H (8c + 8d)
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37 P. Petrie III 42 H (8b)

38 First line of text given in commentary to P. Petrie III 42 H (7)

39 P. Petrie III 42 H (4)

40 P. Petrie III 42 H (7)

41 P. Petrie III 42 H (6)

42 P. Petrie III 42 H (5)

43 P. Petrie III 42 H (2)

44 P. Petrie III 42 H (1)

45 P. Petrie III 42 H (3)

46 P. Petrie III 146

47 Trinity College, Dublin, F97 [unpublished]
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