Can the Digital Humanities Make Us Better Humanists?
A Case Study in Papyrology

R. Ast

There is a humorous scene in the 2006 film The Devil Wears Prada in which the fashion magazine
executive Miranda Priestly (Meryl Streep) verbally eviscerates her new administrative
assistant, a recent college graduate in journalism named Andy (Anne Hathaway).' What
prompts this takedown is Andy’s cynical laugh when a staff member suggests that what look to
Andy (and probably to most of us) like two very similar blue belts are in fact two completely
different blue belts. Her laughter causes Miranda to lash out and critique Andy’s own
wardrobe, in particular the blue sweater she is wearing. Miranda points out that the sweater is
not actually blue, but cerulean, and she details events in the fashion industry that saw the
color cerulean find its way into the clothing lines of large, mainstream retailers such as the
one Andy likely bought her sweater from. Miranda’s point is that Andy mocks the very
industry she ultimately and unwittingly depends on for her personal attire. The exchange
illustrates well the common disconnect between innovation and consumption, a theme that I
return to later in this article.

What I have to say here stems from recent reflections on the purpose of the Digital
Humanities for the broader humanities community, with my examples drawn from a very
specific and relatively narrow discipline, papyrology. The central question I pose is not, “What
is the point of Digital Humanities for papyrology?” but rather, “What have papyrologists
gained in scientific terms from Digital Humanities and what kind of relationship can they have

with the Digital Humanities in the future?” This kind of question is one people are increasingly

" The clip is available on various YouTube channels.



asking in some form about their own disciplines.? Whatever the reasons others have for
reflecting on the subject, my thoughts have been prompted mainly by a sense of stagnation, or
the nagging suspicion that we, the scholars-cum-consumers, to return to the opening fashion
metaphor, are not thinking enough about what we are wearing and why we “bought” it in the

first place.

What have our tools done for us?

Papyrologists have some very good tools. In fact, our digital instruments have transformed
how we conduct both scholarship and teaching, even how we conceive of our discipline. Our
field could not survive without them. At the same time, over the past several decades our
relationship to them has changed in a crucial way, so it is not always clear what role they play,
whether a secondary or primary one. Are they simply a convenient support of traditional
scholarly method, a useful Hilfsmittel, cared for in distant research centers or do they drive and
define new research and require our collective participation? This emerging and sometimes
awkward uncertainty has surfaced a need, in my view, for reappraisal of how we engage with
digital tools in the future.

In considering the question of how our tools have benefited us, I have tried to articulate
specific ways in which they have improved our discipline, not only by making some tasks
easier, such as accessing primary source material and secondary scholarship, but also by
serving the more creative process of advancing research and answering scholarly questions.

During this thought process I was assisted by a lecture given by John Unsworth at a symposium

? Burdick et al. 2012 offers interesting perspective on both the current state and the future of Digital Humanities.
A hostile view of the impact of Digital Humanities can be found in Brennan 2017, which sees DH as an existential
threat to critical thought, a central pillar of the Humanities.



on humanities computing in London over twenty years ago.’ In it, he enumerated seven so-
called “primitives,” on analogy with the Aristotelian concept of first principles (archai):
“discovering,” “annotating,” “comparing,” “referring,” “sampling,” “illustrating,” and
“representing.” They constituted, in his words, “basic functions common to scholarly activity
across disciplines, over time, and independent of theoretical orientation.” Unworth’s overall
purpose in enumerating them was to imagine a common architecture in which these functions
could be operative across networked data.

I do not mean to dwell too much on the extent to which each of the primitives is involved
in our work. Instead, I will look at how some of them, especially discovery and comparison,
factor into papyrological method and are supported by our tools. In addition to these
functions, I will adduce two further concepts relevant to this discussion. The first is that of
accountability, which is at the heart of scholarly research and a necessary prerequisite for
good exegesis. The other is that of the humanities as a forum not only for critical thought but
also for specialized data curation.

Let me begin by surveying a selection of digital tools in light of Unsworth’s basic functions.
I have divided these tools into three types: text-centric, metadata-centric, and image-centric.
They are not equally sophisticated, and none is perfect. Furthermore, my sample is not meant
to be exhaustive; on the contrary, for the sake of brevity it omits a number of very good

initiatives.*

* Unsworth 2000.

* For information on digital tools in papyrology, see Delattre and Heilporn 2014; Reggiani 2017 and 2018. Links to
many papyrological resources are available at http://www.ulb.ac.be//assoc/aip/liens.htm.



Text-Centric Tools

I will start with the text-centric tools. The most important papyrological text resource is the
Duke Databank of Documentary Papyri (DDbDP), which began in the 1980s and currently
contains over 65,000 transcriptions of mainly Greek but also Latin, Coptic, and a few Arabic
texts.’ It is the Thesaurus Linguae Graecae (TLG) of published papyrological documents, and by
“documents” I mean everyday texts, such as petitions, contracts, receipts, private letters, etc.,
anything but literary and so-called subliterary texts.’ The DDbDP is a relatively unfiltered
corpus with much to offer not only the traditional papyrologist interested in Greco-Roman
history (be it political, military, legal, religious, social, etc.), but also Greek philologists and
linguists who care about the development of the language outside literary sources preserved in
medieval manuscripts. Considered in Unsworth’s terms, the Duke Databank enables more than
anything the functions of discovery and comparison, quite often discovery through
comparison. Any given search across the databank has the potential to unite the trajectories of
two acts: the original entry of the data and the quest of the researcher. The result may be the
discovery of information not previously known to the user, but known to others, or the
acquisition of new information. Acquisition of new information can take the form of the
discovery of new evidence (a hitherto unrecognized fragment of a Roman will, for example), or

the establishment of parallels and associations that enable the unraveling of a previously

> The DDbDP is available at www.papyri.info.

® An analogous platform for Greek and Latin literary and subliterary papyri has recently been launched, called the
Digital Corpus of Literary Papyri (DCLP); it too is hosted at papyri.info. The DCLP contains metadata for nearly
15,000 published literary texts preserved on papyrus, wood, ceramic, parchment, and other supports. The
metadata has been drawn from the Leuven Database of Ancient Books (LDAB;
www.trismegistos.org/ldab/search.php). At present there are ca. 1800 transcriptions of Greek literary and
subliterary papyri. The aim eventually is to collect the entire corpus of preserved texts, both documentary and
(sub)literary.



unsolved textual problem, or even the physical joining of two pieces of the same text (not

infrequently a philological act confirmed by visual comparison of photos) (Figure 1).

Figure 1. The left part of this papyrus is housed at Columbia University in New York;

the right part is in Milan.

The discovery of previously unseen connections or patterns is part of the slow process by
which papyrologists gain control of their data. The examples I have referred to may sound
trivial, but they are what advance our scholarship, and the process has been facilitated again
and again by the Duke Databank. As a result, we have gained a more refined understanding of
the textual source material, which serves in turn as the basic foundation of later interpretive
exercises, in, for example, legal, historical, social, and economic studies.

The importance of the refining benefit of the Databank cannot be overstated, and I wish to
linger on it for a moment. The renowned papyrologist Herbert Youtie wrote in 1963 that the
papyrologist “knows that if he could guarantee the perfection of his transcriptions, he could
hope to be forgiven even the total omission of all the rest,” meaning the commentary, general

summary, etc.” What is implicit in Youtie’s statement is the fact that in a majority of cases, the

7 Youtie 1963:23.



papyrologist, no matter how good he or she is, cannot totally ensure the perfection of his or
her transcription. Papyrus documents are fragmentary and lacunose, and the script can be
highly cursive and therefore difficult to decipher. Things like orthography and syntax are
usually below classical standards, sometimes far below, so it can be hard to understand what a
text means. Throw into the mix the absence of context, poor word choice, and the occasional
hapax legomenon, and one can appreciate the difficulty that goes into deciphering a papyrus
document. Achieving full comprehension of any given witness can be a continual process
involving more than one scholar over a long period of time. And many texts are never fully

understood (Figure 2).

DDbDP transcription: p.oxy.4.744 [xml]

1BC Oxyrhynchus

‘INaxplwva(®) "ANLTL TAL GOENPR(*) TTAEloTa XOXi-
peLv kol BepoDTL TH Kupig Hov Kol ATTONW-
vapw(*). YIVWOKE WG ETL KAl VOV év ANeERV-
BpEQ(*) opEV(H)- uR &YWVLEG Edv BAWG glo-

5 TropedovTaL(*), &y é&v ANeEQVOPEQ(*) pevdd(*).
£pWTM OF KOL TI’PAKOAD T ETTLUENN -
OL(*) TG TTadiw Kol v €DBLG OYWVL-
oV A&BwHEV ATTOOTEAD OE(*) &vw. EXv
TIOAX TTOAADV TEKNG EXv AV &poe-

10 vov &pec, £&v fiv OAAEx EKBAAE.
elpnkag \d&/ APpodLot&TL(*) 8TL uf pe
ETTIAGONC: TG dUVapal ot ETTL-
AaBgiv; EpwT® O 00V (Ve R dyw-
vikonge.

15 (¥touc) k6 Kaloapog Madve Ky.

v

‘IAaxplwv "ANLTL &TTOB0G.

Apparatus

Ar.l. | MNapiwv

Ar.1.BL 1.328 : &deAfL prev. ed.
A r.2-3. |. ATToNw|vapiw

A r.3-4. . AAe€av|dpe<i>a

Ar.4. | Eopev

A r.4-5. |. elo|mopedwvTaL

A r.5. | ANe€Eavdpe<i>a

A r.5.BL 7.130 : pévw prev. ed.

A r.6-7. |. éTmpeAq|B<nT>1
Ar.8.1. ool

Ar.11.l. AppodLot&dt, BL 1.328 : A@podLol&TL prev. ed.

Figure 2. An enigmatic private letter apparently referring to a practice of exposing

newborn girls; extensive bibliography available at www.papyri.info/ddbdp/p.oxy;4;744.



The instinct to ensure the precision of the transcription has been an important part of the
papyrologist’s classical, text-critical heritage, and the Duke Databank of Documentary Papyri
has been the perfect enabler of this instinct. Easy access to parallels, which have always been a
crucial tool in the classicist’s kit, could unlock a compelling reading in a lacunose witness.
More than all other resources, the Databank has led to an explosion of editorial emendations
to Greek documents. It has made it much easier to solve textual problems, many of which were
first recognized as problems only against the background of the assembled parallels—a
meeting of the two trajectories I mentioned earlier. Dieter Hagedorn, who championed the
genre of emending Greek documents via his critical Bemerkungen zu Urkunden, has shown over
the years how careful analysis of patterns observed in large data sets, first via the original
Packard Humanities Institute CD-ROM, then with help of the Perseus instance of the Databank,
and now through papyri.info, can elucidate ambiguous readings and obscure concepts in
individual Greek papyri.® These tools helped Hagedorn assure to the extent possible the
precision of the transcription, to restate Youtie. And as precise as they are, Hagedorn’s
Bemerkungen are never tedious or pedantic. His type of scholarly method can, however, in the
hands of novices make for banal and downright wrong observations about ancient documents,
if, for example, beginners look only for parallel expressions without trying really to
understand the documents at hand.

In the 1990s, the DDbDP stopped accruing new transcriptions. The reasons for this were
both technical and financial, and the result was that the pool of sources available for the basic
functions of comparison, discovery, etc. grew static. A gap emerged between the number of

Greek texts available in print and those in electronic format, and papyrologists became

® Most of the Bemerkungen were published in the Zeitschrift fiir Papyrologie und Epigraphik, sometimes under slightly
different titles; for a list of Hagedorn’s contributions to the journal, see the complete indices available at
http://ifa.phil-fak.uni-koeln.de/32235.html.



anxious. Editors who had come to rely on the Databank for easy access to parallels found their
entire modus operandi in jeopardy. Among other things, the tool had transformed the discipline
by allowing people to ask questions of the texts that could not be asked before, due to the time
and labor needed to gather the data.” When the Databank stalled, papyrologists risked
regressing to an earlier state. Imagine if Google no longer existed—the existential threat to
papyrology was similar to this admittedly bigger threat. The Duke Databank had come to serve

some basic need.

Metadata-Centric Tools

Metadata-centric tools developed along a parallel track to the Duke Databank. The
Heidelberger Gesamtverzeichnis (HGV), which was started in the late 80s, and the more recent
Trismegistos (TM) Texts, are two important examples of this genre.'® They might be imagined

as the curricula vitae of papyrological manuscripts (Figure 3).

® Bagnall 2016:80.

'"YHGV is available at http://aquila.zaw.uni-heidelberg.de/start; TM Texts is at
https://www.trismegistos.org/tm/.



HGV: P.Lond. 6 1912 [source] [xml]

Title Letter of Claudius
Publications P.Lond. 61912  [Morein series P.Lond.] [Morein series P.Lond. v, 6
C.Pap.Jud 1153
Sel. Pap. IT 212
Support/Dimensions Papyrus
Post-Concordance BL Entries VIIT 194f, IX 148; X 109; X1 122; XIT 109f,
Translations TUAT, N'F. 3 (2006), VIII 2.1.; Johnson - Coleman-Norton - Bourne, Ancient Roman Statutes (1961), S. 138-139, Nr. 167; Braund, Augustus to Nero (1985), Nr. 571; Levick,

Government (1985), Nr. 120; White, Ancient Letters (1986), 88.; Detit, Le premier siécle de notre ére (1968), Nr. 36 (Z 28-51) und Nr. 63 (Z. 2-100); Schubert, Vivre en Egypte
(2000),S. 176-179, Nr. 60 (Z. 1-3, 73-104); Burnet, L'fgypte ancienne (2003), Nr. 20

Origin Alexandria  [Morefrom Alevandria

Provenance Alexandria

Material Papyrus

Date 10. Nov. 41 [More from the period between 41 CE and 42 CE

Commentary Vgl. REA 105, 2003, S. 435-468.

Print Illustrations Kol. 1 1-10: Kongr. XVII, §. 100; Kol V: Plate I; Bell, Juden und Griechen, Tafel ; Méleze Modrzejemwski, Juifs ¢ Egypte, . 148

Subjects Brief; Kaiser; Kaiserkult; Biirgerrecht; Juden

License (© Heidelberger Gesamtverzeichnis der griechischen Papyrusurkunden Agyptens. This work s lcensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 License.

Trismegistos: 16850 [source]
Publications P. Lond. 6 1912 Vo = CPJ 2 153 = Sel. Pap. 2 212

Inv. no. London, British Library Pap 2248 Vo

Reuse Type another text on the papyrus is: 91087

Date AD 41Nov 10

Language Greek

Provenance Egypt, Loo - Alexandria [written]; Egypt, 00a - Philadelpheia (Gharabet el-Gerza
found

Archive Nemesion

People mentioned people

Places mentioned places

Citations

44402, Marcel Simon, "A propos dela Lettre de Claude aux Alexandrins."in Recherches d'histoire judéo-chreétienne. I, 20-29,

23, Francesco Pericoli-Ridolfini, "Le origini della Chiesa di Alessandria d'Egitto e la cronologia dei vescovi alessandrine dei secoli e i.
igieuse de I'empereur Claude.," Revue historique de droit francais et étranger, 4e s., 17 (1938).

17(1962).

37629 Marcel Simon, "A propos de la Lettre de Claude aux Alexandrins," Bulletin e a Faculté des Lettres de Strashourg, 21 (1942-143)

36966. Meriwether Stuart, "How Were Imperial Portraits Distributed?," American Journal of Archaeology, 43 (1939).

6587. Clara Kraus Reggiani, "T rapporti tra I'mpero romano e il mondo ebraico al tempo di Caligola secondo la "Legatio ad Gaium" di Filone Alessandrino.

63985, Heinz HEINEN, "Papyri und Archéiologie." in Proceedings of the 20th International Congress of Papyrologists. Copenhagen, 23-29 August, 1992, 146-150.
34019, H.I. Bell, "The problem of the Alexandrian Senate.," Aegyptus, 12 (1932).

874. Henri Janne, "Tmpulsore Chresto," Annuaire de ITnstitut de Philologie et d'Histoire Orientales [Bruelles], 2 (1934).
68206. Erhard GRZYBEK, "La répression & Alexandrie en 41 apr. J.-C. et le probléme des délégations juives envoyées 4 Rome (CP Jud IT 153, 90-2)," Revue historique de droit frangais et étranger, 77 (1990).
34662, Arthur Stein, "Balbillus. Nachtrag zu Balbillus.," Aegyptus, 13 (1933).

142, Henri Janne, "Un passage controversé de la Lettre de Claude aux Alexandrins.," Revue archéologique, 34 (1932).

Figure 3. HGV and TM metadata concerning the famous “Letter of Claudius,”

https://papyri.info/ddbdp/p.lond;6;1912.

These tools perform the basic function of referring, by pointing to principal scholarship
about a given object and to related artifacts. If documents were people, the two repositories
would perhaps be a cross between the local public records office and the National Security

Agency (NSA). They identify the objects (you might call the TM id a textual artifact’s Social
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Security Number). They say when and where the documents were born, where they resided,
and which scholars had contact with them. Because this information is often in flux, it is in
constant need of curation, just as the transcriptions of the texts are. Recent discussions of the
importance of humanities disciplines have emphasized their role in the curatorial process."
Whereas, in the past, humanities researchers were thought of as critics who explained their
subjects (often in dogmatic fashion), they are increasingly seen as mediating agents who
curate their subject matter and put people in touch with it. HGV and Trismegistos play an
important part in curating metadata associated with papyrological artifacts, just as the DDdDP
does for texts. In this way they too facilitate discovery, comparison, and other basic functions

that give birth to higher order insights.

Image-Centric Tools

The third type of tool that has proved essential to our discipline is image-centric, and it has
been the least exploited. Universities and museums have over the past two decades published
thousands of photos online via a number of collection-based projects. Besides allowing
papyrologists to verify readings or confirm physical connections between texts, which used to
require significant time and cost, these projects have opened up new avenues for performing
the same functions of discovery and comparison that text initiatives such as the Duke
Databank have fostered. They have permitted researchers to start treating images like texts
that can be mined and sorted. Sorting and comparing has been the goal of PapPal, for example,

which gathers paleographical samples of dated documents (Figure 4)."

" Felski 2016:215-229; the paper on which this article is based, “Doing the Humanities (With Bruno Latour)” is

available on the author’s academia.edu page, https://virginia.academia.edu/RitaFelski.

12 .
www.pappal.info.
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One can imagine a future in which papyrologists start annotating images as well, thereby
introducing more social-based engagement with the scripts. But there is even more potential
here. Handwriting (like genealogies) is a gateway to identity. A hand has unique features,
similar to a fingerprint, even if it is more susceptible to false interpretation. This “uniqueness”
is more obvious with cursive scripts than with bookhands, although some cursive hands can
also be confused. Image banks are just waiting for processes that will allow us, with a fair
degree of certainty in many cases and on a much larger scale than by traditional methods, to
say that certain groups of texts or certain passages within multi-authored works were penned
by a single individual whose name in some instances will be known to us. This has the
potential for important insights into areas of social and cultural history, administrative
procedure, and the production of writing. It might also help establish the origin of previously
unprovenanced texts. Perhaps more importantly, however, the creation of central image
repositories will serve a long-term preservation need, which is especially urgent when the
actual artifacts are located in museums, libraries, and storage facilities that are hard to gain
access to, or when there is a chance that items might end up in private hands and no longer be
available to the public. Thus, in addition to the primary functions they serve, our initiatives
contribute in significant ways to the sustainability of our discipline by ensuring access to

evidence for future generations.

From Scholarly Aid to Curatorial Environment
Having spoken about some of the primary functions that papyrology supports via its various
digital resources, I wish to turn my attention now to the shift that occurred recently in how we

engage with these tools.”

B 1 address some of the issues in this section in Ast 2019.
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Resources such as the Duke Databank and HGV have traditionally acted as Hilfsmittel, or
reference material, and have not been subject to disciplinary standards. They have supported
our research, and for that reason could be forgiven typos, omissions, and other inaccuracies.
The information that they delivered would never have been mistaken for scholarship (god
forbid!). In fact, as students we learned always to check the printed edition when working on
our documents and not rely solely on any electronic resource.

Our attitude towards electronic tools has changed. When Josh Sosin at Duke University and
colleagues launched papyri.info in 2010 with the intention of catching up on the backlog of
printed texts that had not been digitized (see above) and of realizing a more sustainable data-
entry model, the team set up a peer-sourcing mechanism." This is not to be confused with a
crowd-sourcing model, for the simple reason that peer-sourcing requires certain skills that
most humans do not have, such as at least some knowledge of ancient Greek. Skilled volunteers
would enter texts, mainly those that had been published previously in print form, and
papyrologists would vet them. That was the idea, anyway. The reality has been slightly
different: volunteers have shown up and done an extraordinary job entering new texts that
previously appeared mainly in printed editions of papyri, but the specialists who were
supposed to vet these entries have stayed largely on the sidelines, a situation that persists to
this day.

In addition to digitizing print editions, papyri.info has also allowed papyrologists to
perform digital scholarship, such as make emendations to already digitized texts. This is not to
be confused with the simple correction of encoding errors; rather, it refers to scientific
improvements to the transcriptions of the ancient texts themselves. Here we have observed, in

a digital setting, some of the curatorial behaviors that used to take place in print, as we saw

" EpiDoc is a form of TEI XML; for more about it, see https://sourceforge.net/p/epidoc/wiki/Home/.
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with Hagedorn’s Bemerkungen. We have also witnessed the publication of a small number of
new, full-scale digital editions of texts via papyri.info.” The irony is that now students are told
to check papyri.info for the most up-to-date information about a papyrus text and not
necessarily rely on the printed edition, the opposite advice that we got as students.

I will show you what I mean by a superior digital text with the example of an ostracon from
the Red Sea harbor town of Berenike in Egypt’s Eastern Desert, which preserves a receipt for
water delivery. It was originally published in the second volume of ostraca from Berenike
(0.Berenike 2.226) under Miscellaneous, because the editors had not recognized it as a water
receipt. After members of the Berenike project found dozens of similar texts in 2009, which
Roger Bagnall and I published in the third volume of Berenike ostraca under the heading of
Water Archive (0.Berenike 3.274-455), we realized that this earlier text was of a similar type.*
Moreover, we could confirm this on the infrared photos. We were thus able to improve on the
text of O.Berenike 2.226 enough that we created a substantially better digital edition. Because of

our revisions, the text received an entirely new publication number, ddbdp;2016;2 (Figure 5)."

' see, for example, http://www.papyri.info/ddbdp/ddbdp;2015;1, http://www.papyri.info/ddbdp/ddbdp;2015;2
and http://www.papyri.info/ddbdp/ddbdp;2015;3. it should be noted, however, that technical constraints have
not allowed us to take full advantage of this publication method.

'® A joint American-Polish team has been conducting the excavations at Berenike under the direction of Steven
Sidebotham (Delaware) and Twona Zych (Warsaw).

' The URL is https://papyri.info/ddbdp/ddbdp;2016;2.
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[Reprinted from: o.berenike.2.226] O.Berenike 2 226

Introduction

During visits in 2010 and 2013 to the magazine of the Supreme Council of Antiquities in Qift, Egypt, where finds from the Berenike excavations are stored, Rodney Ast and Roger Bagnall performed infrared photography on the papyri and ostraka
discovered by Steve Sidebotham and his team between 1995 and 2013. These new images have improved the legibility of dozens of texts, including this one. From the infrared photo, it is clear, for example, that in line 3 the ostrakon has the symbol for
Sexaviag, not éxatovrapyiag. The document can therefore be classed as a water receipt similar to those published in O.Berenike 3. Additional new readings are described in the commentary below.

“lodhog(*) Avaipaxog (Ekatovrapxiag) Katitwvog
[(dexaviag)](*) ApuhBng Negolpewg 6 adTOG Kep(GuLa) AB
TAG adThg (Bekaviac)(*) Kpdviog Megotpew(c) kep(&uta) AB
o Bwg Yevarluiog kep(&pia) ¢ .
5 "HpakAfig ANaB@dvog(*)
A . [Nelteagu(iorog) [Klelpl(Gmia) L*)

Apparatus

1. 1. lot
2. R. Ast and R.S. Bagnall (via PN) : prev. ed.

3. R. Ast and R.S. Bagnall (from photo) (via PN) : (ékaTovTapxiag) prev. ed.
5.R. Ast and R.S. Bagnall (from photo) (via PN) : é\axB( ) av () prev. ed.
6. R. Ast and R.S. Bagnall (from photo) (via PN) : é\aB( ) Traces. prev. ed.

1>1> 1> 1> 1>

Notes
1

Cf. O.Ber. 3.505, which may refer to a century of Capito.
2.

6 abrog indicates that Haryothes himself was the cameldriver responsible for the delivery of 32 keramia. The expression (sometimes formulated aitog Sexavég or aitog plus the name of the dekanos, but never with the article 6) occurs in other water
receipts from Berenike; cf. 3.274.3, 282.3, 287.3, 326.2, etc. From it, we can assume that Haryothes was dekanos, and that the symbol for 8exaviag, which we would expect in this context (see O.Ber. 3, passim), was written to the left of Apud6ng, where
the ink is abraded. As a result of these considerations, (8ekaviag) is restored in the lacuna.

4.
The ¢ at line end is uncertain; y may also be possible.
5.

aMap without an abbreviation symbol now seems preferable to the original reading of é\aB( ). It is tempting to look for Herakles' patronymic here, and AAaB@vog presents itself as a reasonable possibility (for the name. see 0.Bodl. 2.1868.2 and O.Bodl.
2.1877.5). Omega is very faint and the final sigma resembles that in Karttwvog, where the horizontal top falls to the right of the bowl-shaped base. Because no amount is given at the end of this line, it is tempting to take this as the name of the dekanos
and the name in line 6 as that of the cameldriver. If this is correct, then we should perhaps restore [(8exaviag)] in the lacuna before Hpaihfig.

6.

We are inclined to read teao instead of eAaP of the ed.pr. in this line. [TTe]reaou(igroc) naturally suggests itself, which would be the patronymic of the individual whose name s no longer legible at the beginning of the line. At the end of the line, fota is
quite clear; of []e[p](au1a) there is a trace of epsilon and the expected abbreviation symbol (cf. line 2).

Figure 5. New edition of O.Berenike 2.226, www.papyri.info/ddbdp/ddbdp;2016;2.

With increased scientific activity occurring online, there has been a greater tendency in
recent years for the papyrological community to accept electronic texts uncritically,
sometimes without any reference to traditional print scholarship pertaining to them. Many
users have bestowed on online editions primary status. This has resulted in various kinds of
redundancies. For example, emendation proposals that have already been registered in print
elsewhere are being presented as new discoveries online. The reasons for this appear to be
twofold. First, people have greater access to papyri because of digital media than they have the
papyrological training to deal with them or the papyrological libraries to consult regarding
them. This is not a bad thing. It has always been a stated aim of those involved in digital
papyrology to improve access to the discipline’s core textual evidence, thereby dislodging the
field from the grip of the privileged few who have easy access to the collections. The second
reason is because people have lost a critical filter (and this is not in all cases bad, either) that

might have previously led them to exhaust all resources before making a claim: online
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scholarship is often deemed more authoritative, perhaps because it is more recent. Similarly,
because this data is perceived as current, the belief is that it must have undergone all
necessary quality controls. This attitude ignores the fact that the user community of
papyrologists is the only body capable of ensuring quality, and if it does not assume its
responsibility, it cannot expect texts and metadata to reflect current scholarly opinion. Some
data is indeed current, but much of it dates back years, even decades. The trust people put in
the resources is therefore misplaced, but we have reached this state of affairs for one simple
reason: we do not want to use electronic data only to enhance traditional scholarly method by,
for example, pointing us to printed editions that may be worth consulting; we want to conduct
papyrological research on and with our electronic data.

Now, the papyrological purist might not be happy about this, and the journal editor who
has to deal with flawed submissions that rely on sub-standard electronic texts will not be
happy, either, but it is clear we will not prevent people from viewing online texts as primary
editions. Our tools have created a practice that cannot be stopped unless we eliminate the
tools, but then we will face an even greater crisis than the one of the late 90s, which I
described above. The better approach, in my view, is for us to engage the scholarly community
more and help them become more responsible data consumers. There is no way we are going
to clean our data up systematically. The amount of labor it would take to do this on a century
worth of scholarship makes it an unrealistic and counterproductive goal. Rather, there has to
be a selective and iterative process of refinement driven by a sense of individual
accountability. As scholars, we should treat our common textual data like scientists do their
lab samples, trying to ensure its general integrity, in the hope it can then be used to draw valid

scientific conclusions.
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Many papyrologists, however, still do not relate to their digital data this way. What we get
as a result is a gap between those on the DH side of the spectrum who are pursuing innovation,
creating powerful tools but not always with much concern for the users, and those on the
traditional papyrological side who are just grabbing whatever gets outputted, often
complaining about the resource if it is cumbersome to use or the data is flawed. This is the gap
between innovation and consumption that I mentioned earlier, which both sides can play a
constructive role in bridging. As a community, papyrologists could stop waiting for the few to
show basic accountability. Established scholars could participate in the curating process by, for
instance, volunteering time to vet online submissions, in order to ensure the accuracy of the
transcriptions and metadata. On the other side, the Digital Humanities can assist not only by
creating tools to extract more data, or to arrange it in more interesting ways (we want these,
too; don’t get me wrong), but also by helping design and implement the interfaces that will
support the digital scholarship we are all migrating towards. We need platforms that better
facilitate collaborative born-digital research and publishing. And critical to this is more
attention to user experience," which heavily depends on good design. We underestimate the
degree to which design contributes to the production of knowledge."” I doubt that the
scholarly community as a whole—again, those who have been slower to engage in digital
curation—will take responsibility for their digital environments unless we give them resources
with lower barriers to entry, that is, tools that make it easier for them to participate in all
aspects of the curatorial process. If we do manage to give them more user-friendly resources,

we will put a larger constituency of the humanities more squarely behind the digital and this

'® Mueller 2016 has argued in a similar vein recently in the context of TEIs future.

1 Burdick et al. 2012:117-120.
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might make us all think more seriously about the digital sweaters we wear. We might all come

out dressing just a little better.

Bibliography

Note: Papyrological texts are cited in accordance with the Checklist of Editions at
www.papyri.info/docs/checklist

Ast, R. 2019. “New Voices and New Challenges.” In K. Vandorpe 2019:587-593.
Bagnall, R.S. 2016. “Materializing Ancient Documents.” Daedalus 145.2:79-87.

Brennan, T. 2017. “The Digital-Humanities Bust.” Chronicle of Higher Education, October 15.
https://www.chronicle.com/article/the-digital-humanities-bust/. Accessed January 21,
2022.

Burdick, A.,J. Drucker, P. Lunenfeld, T. Presner, and J. Schnapp. 2012. Digital Humanities.
Cambridge, MA.

Delattre, A., and P. Heilporn. 2014. “Electronic Resources for Graeco-Roman and Christian
Egypt: A Review of the State of the Net (March 2014).” Bibliotheca Orientalis 71:307-332.

Felski, R., ed. 2016. Recomposing the Humanities-With Bruno Latour. In New Literary History 47, nos
2&3.

———. 2016. “Introduction.” In R. Felski 2016:215-229.

Mueller, M. 2016. “Whither TEI? The Next Thirty Years,” Scalable Reading, September 20, 2016.
https://scalablereading.northwestern.edu/?p=477. Accessed January 21, 2022.

Reggiani, N., ed. 2017. Digital Papyrology I. Methods, Tools and Trends. Berlin/Boston.

———. 2018. Digital Papyrology II. Case Studies on the Digital Edition of Ancient Greek Papyri.
Berlin/Boston.

Unsworth, J. 2000. “Scholarly Primitives: what methods do humanities researchers have in
common, and how might our tools reflect this?,” lecture delivered at “Humanities
Computing: formal methods, experimental practice” sponsored by King’s College,
London, May 13, 2000. http://johnunsworth.name/Kings.5-00/primitives.html
(accessed 9.12.2017). Accessed January 21, 2022.

Vandorpe, K., ed. 2019, A Companion to Greco-Roman and Late Antique Eqypt. Hoboken.



Youtie, H. 1963. “The Papyrologist: Artificer of Fact.” Greek, Roman, and Byzantine Studies 4:19-
32.

19



