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ABSTRACT

The present thesis consists of fourteen documentary papyri, all of
which belong to the Egypt Exploration Society and originate from Cx.-
rhynchus. They come from the Roman and Byzantine period, and, chrono-
logically, they range roughly in date between the first half of the
second and the beginning of the seventh centuries A.D. The first six
papyri are public documents: three of them (nos. 2-4) are orders to
arrest: nos. 2 (II A.D.) and 3 (early III A.D.), which is written by
an attractive chancery hand, are addressed to the archephodus, while
no. 4 (III/IV A.D.), the most interesting one, emanates from the office
Of the strategus. These texts are preceded by an introduction where
this type of document is given a full discussion. The other three texts
are of miscellaneous character: no. 1 (138 A.D.) is a rare and interesting
type of guarantee for an epiploos; the date of no. 5 (22.6.305 A.D.),
which deals with forensic medicine, is important for more than one reason
and the text in general presents some special features. The subject of
no. 6 (287 A.D.) is also unusual, for it deals with registration of
encumbered property.

Among the private documents, four are loans (nos. 8, 10-12) belonging
to different types and of diverse character: no. 10 (240 A.D.), the writing
of which presents similarities to a literary hand, is a locan of wheat,
while nos. 11 (318 A.D.), written in duplicate and 12 (322 A.D.), which
records an interesting consular formula and a late occurrence of a komastes,
deal with money. These three texts are followed by an Excursus where
expressions associated with contractual interest are discussed. No. 8 (618
A.D.) is a late loan with deferred delivery of wine which contains some
special features. No. 7 (307/8 A.D.), which gives instructions to pay,
records the rarely occurring title of logopractor. No. 9 (289 A.D.) is a
very common type of lease of land, but, exceptionally, it does not state
the crop to be sown. fhe date is missing in no. 13 (555 or 600 A.D.), a
receipt of offerings in kind made by Apion II or III to a hospital previousl
unknown, which is represented, exceptionally, by a female steward. The text

concluding the thesis (no. 14) is an interesting Christian letter from the

first half of IV century A.D.

The thesis is completed by comprehensive indexes of all the texts

edited.
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NOTE ON THE METHOD OF PUBLICATION

The method of publication and the editorial signs follow

those used in the most recent volumes of the "Oxyrhynchus Papyri":

[ ] - lacuna

( ) — resolution of an abbreviation or symbol
[ [ 1} - deletion in the original

< > - 1ncorrect omission 1n the original

{ ‘S ~ superfluous letter or letters

- insertion above the line

Dots or ca. followed by a numeral within brackets represent the
estimated number of letters lost or deleted; dots outside brackets
indicate letters mutilated or otherwise illegible letters, dots under
letters that the reading i1s doubtful. A blank within round brackets
represents indeterminable resolution of an abbreviation.

The dots indicating letters unread and the estimated number of
letters lost within sgquare brackets, are printed slightly below the
line. Dimensions are given in the order width by height.

The apparatus criticus contains the lectional signs occurring

in the original and corrections of faults of orthography, etc.
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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

For papyrological publications the standard abbreviations
have been employed as listed in Oates, J. F., Bagnall, R.S., and

worp, K. A. Checklist of Editions of Greek Papyri and Ostraca

BASP Supplements 4. 3rd ed. [Misscula] 1985. Abbreviations of

all subsequent publications, such as, for example, P.Harr.II

or P.MUnch. III, which are not included there, should cause no

difficulties, because they follow the conventional pattern. As

a rule, all corrections recorded in BL (see below) are assumed

as having been incorporated into the texts; later corrections; 1t

any, or ones that require comment are given full documentation.
With regard to non-papyrological publications which are

quoted in a few instances in P.Oxy. ined. 9 and 14, standard

abbreviations have been used, for which seeiggg_(see below). For

periodicals and serial publications the abbreviations in use in

I.'annee philologique have been employed, in some cases with small

alterations. In general, references to monographs follow for the
most part standard practice and consist of the author's last name,
preferably with initials, plus a catchword from the title; see the

Bibliography at the end of the thesis, where these abbreviated forms

are expanded.

The following are cases worth noting:

= Berichtigungsliste der griechischen

BL
Papyrusurkunden aus Agypten. vols. I-VII,
1922-1986

CPSRE = The Compulsory Public Services of

Roman Egypt, see Lewls, N.
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CSBE = The Chronological Systems of
Byzantine Egypt, see Bagnall, R. S.-
worp, K. A.

DDBDP = Duke Databank of Documentary Papyri,
see acknowledgements

L5J see Lidell, H. G.- Scott, R. A.

LSJ Suppl. see Barber, E. A.

NB = Namenbuch, see Preisigke, F.

ONOMASTICON see Foraboschi, D.

RFBE = Regnal Formulas in Byzantine Egypt.
see Bagnall, R. S.-Worp, K. A,

SEMEIA An experimental journal for biblical
criticism. Chico, 1974 ff,

SPOGLIO see Daris, S.

WB = W8rterbuch, see Preisigke, F., and

. ]

Kiessling, E.

WB Suppl. = W8rterbuch, Supplement, see Kiessling, E.
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) SURETY FOR Al. EPIPLOOS

43 5B.66/C(1-3)a

M

6.5 cm x 26.00 cm 17 December, 138 A.D.

This single sheet of papyrus which is preserved in a fairly
good condition contains a complete text on the front; the back
bears the remnants of an official account in three long lines: the
writing is recoverable at the beginning, but it is severely, if not
completely, abraded in the middle and at the right hand side (see

below) .

The outer edges of the papyrus have survived almost unharmed
at the top and the right side; a small portion of the left margin

has been broken off, without raising questions of any importance as
to the safe restoration of a small number of lost letters, since one
1s dealing with the formulaic language of the signature and names
which are previously cited, see ll., 26-28. At the bottom a strip of ca.
2.00 cm has been lost, but a small portion right at the foot is
still undetached due to a narrow vertical strip of fibre from the
back:; this is 1l.33.
There is an upper and a left margin of ca. 1.7 ¢cm and 1.4 cm
respectively, while a very wide one at the bottom between 1l1.32 and
33 measures ca. 8.00 cm; there is no free space on the right side,

however, where the lines run right to the edge of the papyrus. The
writing on both sides of the sheet runs along the fibres.

The document is preserved in two fragments, as a result of an
irregular tearing along 1l1. 26-32 which contain the signature of
approval, but both parts fit exactly. At least seven creases are

still visible on the back indicating that the sheet was once folded




several times.

Three different hands can be distinguished with certainty
on the front of the papyrus and there may also be a different
hand in 11. 23-25 (see below). With the possible exception of
the fourth hand (1.33), all scripts present a common feature:
they are very hasty, cursive, unclear and in some parts very
difficult to decipher.

The first hand, responsible for lines 1-22, is a professional
seml-cursive scrawl; the script consists of a mixture of average
and small letters with a tendency to slope slightly to the right.
The variety of forms that some letters, such as alpha, epsilon,
eta and mu present, in connection with the clumsy form of others,
such as sigma and pi - especially when joined with the previous or
following letter - constitutes a rather illegible script.

Quite surprisingly, the date in 1l1. 23-25 seems to have been
written in a hand different from that of the body. It is an
extremely cursive, almost 1llegible scribble - especially in 1.25,
see note - with minute letters tending to shrink even further at
the end of the line. The letter forms bear some resemblances with
the first hand, and yet not enough convincing ones; accordingly, 1
would tentatively suggest a second hand for the date, which, at any

rate, is not without parallel, cf. P.Oxy. XXXI 256068, 24-29 (2064 A.D.).

A similar hasty scribble 1is produced by another hand responsible
for the signature in 11, 26-32, while the remnants at the far bottom
of the sheet indicate one more hand (1l.33).

The document on the front is a guarantee by wnich Horus gives
surety and undertakes the responsibility to produce Dionysius when-

ever required. The text may be compared with a number of parallels




listed in Seidl, Der Eid I 79-80, II 72, 83, BGU XII1 p.68; see
also CPR VII 17. The most updated list of sworn declarations for

liturgic offices, however, is to be found ir N. Lewis, CPSRE 1:1

(Table 4); add now P.Harr. II 193 ta.A.D. 182-184), 195 (193 A.Dl),
204 (III A.D.), P.Oxy. XLVII 3344 (207 A.D.), P.Oxy. Hels.20, ii

(139 or 140 A.D., see end of our introduction), the very fragmentary
SB XVI/1 12512 (era of Severus Alexander) and the present text.

One of the most recent examples, and closest parallel to our text,

1s P.Oxy.Hels. 20, ii which in some parts is almost identical with
ours, especlally in the provisions pertaining to the responsibilities
undertaken by the guarantor, see 11. 16 ff. and notes.

A general discussion of documents of surety throughout the Roman
and the Byzantine periods is to be found in O. Montevecchi, La
Papirologia 192-193 (with bibliography), who, however, makes no special
reference to the functioning of this type of text within the system of
compulsory public services.

The editor of P.Vindob.Sijp. 3 distinguishes two types of surety-
ship as far as public liturgies are concerned (pp. 17-18):

(a) a declaration by which certain people (usually the presbyteroi
of the village) jointly undertake to produce a certain person nominated
for a certain liturgy. This type of guarantee 1is contained in documents
which make known to the strategus the names of the liturgists designated
by the villagers or by the comogrammateus in the name of the community.

(b) a document which includes the sworn declaration of an indivi-
dual who has been nominated to the service by the comogrammateus that
he will carry out his duties to the best of his abilities, or else that
he is liable to certain sanctions; see also K. A. Worp, CE 49 (1974) 344-5.

The present text does not belong to either of these categories,




It 1s a guarantee for performance of the duties of an eplploos
given by a third party who, in case of failure of performance by
the nominated person, is himself obliged to carry out the duties

4

allotted to this office (11. 20-22), cf. N. Lewis, CPSRE 70 and

I'. La Rosa, JJP 13 (1961) 67-74. As P.Oxy.Hels. 20 shows, this
type ©f guarantee together with the two aforementioned ones was
submitted to the strategus; one wonders accordingly whether all
three types of suretyship were required in the process of nomin-
ation for all posts in the sector of public compulsory services.

The process of nomination and appointment of the epiploos
obeyed the same rules as those valid for all the liturgical offices
held by villagers. The nominator in the wvillage in the first two
centurlies A.D. was the comogrammateus; the names were submitted to
the strategus who had the main appointive power in the nome. For a
detailed discussion, see N. Lewis, op.cit. 65-76 and £3-89, and
P.Oxy.Hels. 20 with the bibliography cited there.

The present document, being a guarantee for an epiploos, 1is
associated with the transportation of taxes in grain from the local

granaries in the chora to Alexandria. The key-figure in the whole

process of gathering and transporting the state revenues was the

stratequs of the nome who was responsible to the prefect for the

payment of the taxes assigned to the area of his administrative

competence, although his involvement is only indirect: the duties

and the charges were always laid upon the vast and complicated net-

work of the various officials of the nomes, while the primary

responsibility for the contribution remained that of the villagers.
Although transport of grain down the Nile could continue through-

out the year, it is quite clear that the real pressure came 1in May/June,




with the beginning of harvest, and afterwards, until the end of
August. The state's share in the grain, which was carefully
selected by representatives of the government to make sure that

it was of first quality, was removed from the villages' threshiné
floors by whatever possible means, mainly by using pack-animals,
to the local granaries, which were located in the centre of every
community of any importance.

The key-factor for the location of the thesauroi, which were
destined to store the state's revenue, seems to have been their
vicinity to water, that is to say the largest canals and the Nile
itself, so that the loading of the ships could be effected more
easily. The transportation of wheat to Alexandria by water was
preferred because ships could carry considerably larger quantities
than any other means of transportation and, hence, at less cost.
For a detailed discussion, see M. Rostowzew, APF 3 (19006) 201-224,
U. Wilcken, Grundz. 376-380, E. B8rner, Korntransport, esp. 22-45,

S. L. Wallace, Taxation 31-46, J. Schwartz, BIFAO 47 (1948) 179-200,

G. Rickman, The Corn Supply 120 ff., J. Fr8sen, Arctos 12 (1978)
5-17 (with further bibliography) and the recent study by A. Meyer-

Termeer, Die Haftung, esp. 3-146.

Although our text has relatively little new information on the
office of the epiploos, it 1s of some importance because:
(i) it is the earliest text to give evidence for the compulsory public

service of the epiploos, cf. N. Lewis, CPSRE sv 2, whose earliest

example is P.Oxy.Hels. 20, dated in the edition 29 December, 138 A.D.;
this date, however, is incorrect, see the concluding part of the
present introduction. Furthermore, even if 29 December A.D. 138 were

right, P.Oxy.Hels. 20 would be later than the present text.




(11) it records a month date of 21 Hadrianus (= Choiak 21), see
1.25 and note, which, along with the date of P.Oxy.Hels, 20 of

13 or 26 Tubi (see the final part of the present introduction),

4

1s the only evidence known so far for the time of nomination to

the office of epiploos. Although the evidence cannot be considered
wholly decisive, both texts point to the conclusion that the
epiplooi were nominated somewhere near the middle rather than at

the beginning of the calendar year, in good time, presumably, for

the next harvesting season.

N. Lewls has pointed out a long time ago that "a number of
liturgic offices commenced their term somewhere near the middle,
rather than at the beginning of the calendar year. Among the of-
ficials who appear to have taken office on or about Mecheir 1 were

kommogrammateis and sitologoi", see IX Int.Congr.of Pap. 242; cf.

also 234 and 239-242. It is likely, therefore, that, as the

editor of P.Oxy.Hels. 20 observes (introduction, p.55) the process
of appointment and nomination to the office of epiploos might have
taken place at more or less the same time, with the official
designation, perhaps, made some time later, in February or March.

As N. Lewis again observes, '"nominations were usually submitted some
months in advance, thus allowing time for the subsequent steps that

led to the official designation", see CPSRE 66.

The rationale of the administrative procedure 1in the case of
the epiplooi seems to lie in the increased needs and frequency of
shipment during summer; in other words all epiplooi had to be
designated in the office before harvest, when the real pressure came
and continued until the end of August, which was the deadline for

the collection of the taxes in grain in Alexandria, see Blrner, op.cit.




30-31.
(iii) it contains a number of archaic formulae, see 11, 5f¢. and

l1cff. and notes ad loc.

The office of epiploos has been discussed in detail quite

recently by J. Fr8sen, in Arctos 12 (1978) 5-17, and although his
duties and degree of responsibility are not quite clear, there are
certain points which are worthwhile mentioning here, especially as

to the nature of his office and his functions in the second

century:

(1) The epiplooi, as cargo attendants, were appointed by the state
and they are found in documents from the Ptolemaic as well as from
the Roman-Byzantine periods; at an early stage and, at any rate, up
to the beginning of the second century A.D. they are armed soldiers;
the first civilian in this office is attested in P.Oxy. XXXIII 2670
(127 A.D.), cf. Meyer-Termeer, op.cit. 40 note 144; the earliest
evidence of compulsory public service appears to be the present text
(see discussion above), and the latest P.Petaus 55 and 58 (ca. 185 A.D.),
ctf. N. Lewis, op.cit. sv 1 and 2; the office of epiploos, however,
continued to exist as late as 340 A.D. (P.Vindob.Worp 8).

(1i) His duties consisted of guarding the cargo during transportation
and being present during the transfer (napdboctc and ZUYOCTACLY ) in
case of damage or loss of part of the cargo he was responsible to the

authorities; roughly speaking, his duties were of the same nature as

those of the police.

/
(iii) Not long ago A. Swiderek argued that the epiplooi were respons-

ible for the quantity while the sitologoi of the nome were responsible

for the quality of the corn transported, see Eos 58 (1969-70) ©4; this

view has been adopted also by J. Fr8sen, see art. cit. 10 and P.Oxy.




Hels. 20 introduction (p.54), but it seems to have been questioned
by Meyer-Termeer, who, discussing the information provided by SB
XII 11082 notes that "Ob die in diesem Text zum Ausdruck gelagende
Verantwortung der €nimioot flir die Quantit¥t des bef8rderten Korns
hier einen Spezialfall betraf, oder ob diese Haftung immer bestand,
ldsst sich nicht sagen"”, see op.cit. 27 note 70.

(iv) There is no contractual relation between the epiploos and the

nauclerus; the former acts as an independent supervisor of the cargo,

publicly appointed, who, if necessary, could take drastic measures
even against the nauclerus to prevent damage of the cargo, see

Mever-Termeer, oOp.cit. 50.

For further discussion, see F. Oertel, Die Liturgie 260-1 and

384 ff., U. Wilcken, Grundz. 379, J. Schwartz, BIFAO 47 (1948) 184,

’
189, O. Gueraud, JJP 4 (1950) 107-115, A. Swiderek, EOs 58 (1969-70)
63-66,P.Petaus 55-58 introduction, P.Oxy.Hels. 20 introduction and

col. i, note to 1ll. 19-20, and Meyer-Termeer, Die Haftung 56 with

all the relevant notes.

The following texts which record an epiploos must be added to the

list given by Fr¥sen, art.cit. 12-15:

(i) P.Oxy. XLIX 3484, 28 (Freight Contract) from 27-33 A.D.; the

editor notes that "the document has the air of a private contract...

(introd.), see also note to 1l.28.

(ii) SB XIV 11398= JJp 18 (1974) 190 (Fragment of a letter) from

II/III A.D.

(iii) P. Charite 13 ii 28; 42 (Three tax-receipts) from 20.iii.327 A.D.,
where an eénimnlooc ayxuvpou is recorded, cf. Meyer-Termeer, op.cit. 50.
It is evident from a series of texts (P.Oxy.Hels. 20, P. Petaus

55 and 58 and our text) that the responsibility for the appointment of




individuals to the office of epiploos was imposed upon each
individual village, cf. N. Lewis, op.cit. 72-73. It is un-ikely,
however, that the transportation of the state-+axes directly to

Alexandria was initiated and carried out by the individual

villages, in such a way that each individual village had i1ts own
epiploos who was charged with the supervision of its own particular
cargo to Alexandria. On the contrary, as has already been mentioned
above and according to recently published texts referring specifical-
1y to Psobthis of the Lower Toparchy (see discussion below), the
villages contributed their share in the state taxes to one of the
central granaries of the nome - which for the purpose of easy

loading were close to water - whence it was transported by shipment
to Alexandria.

As a result of this administrative procedure one may readily
assume that the epiplooil appointed by the individual villages were
not asked to serve the particular village of their origin, but the
local granary to which that village contributed its own taxes. It
this was the case, the epiploos' area of responsibility was not the
village, as N. Lewis observes in op.cit. sv 4, but the community 1in
a much wider sense, that is to say the area which consisted of a
number of villages contributing their share in taxes to a particular
granary in the nome; it is not, therefore, unreasonable to assume
that all these villages had a kind of joint responsibility for the
transportation of the state revenue to Alexandria.

Unfortunately, no document related to the liturgic office of
the epiploos provides explicit and substantial evidence 1n support
of the above assumption,. Some implications, however, as to the

contradictory nature of the epiploos' office (appointed by a particular
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village, but serving a much wider community) and his extraordinary
rcle in the sector of the compulsory public services seems tc be
reflected in four texts, where the place of origin of the epiploos
1s specified in two different ways; the different formulation haa
already been observed by Oertel, who notes that "auf den Reparti-
tionsort scheint hinzudeuten die Uberschrift der Liste Amh. 123
Eanxiadoc €nlniool der Zusatz & Setva enlriouc &nd vapavidoc in

Goodsp. 28", op.cit. 261.

In my view the two different formulae can be explained rather
satisfactorily in the light of the thesis illustrated above, as to
the nature of the office and the area of responsibility of the
epiploos.

First: P.Amh., II 123, 1-3 (BanyxLadoc éninxggb followed by the
names of the officials) and P. Petaus 58, 1-7 (KeguecouUxwv ~Opouc

e [L]ndouc followed by names); in both documents the epiploos is
designated with the genitive of the name of the village, - that is
as epiploos of the village - and, also, both documents are related
to the procedure of appointment and nomination of certain incividuals
to this particular office; in the eyes of the officials responsible
for this procedure (comogrammateus - strategus) they are epiplooi of
this village, in the sense that they have been appointed or nominated

in the name of this particular communityv.

Second: P.Oxy. XXXIII 2670, 11-13 (&L  €mLTAOWY TV SeTva amo
NTawpewe) and P.Cair.Goodsp. 28, 1-2,cf. Fr8sen, art.cit. 10,(5 SeTva
EnLTAouc ano Kapavidoc) are documents strictly related to the trans-
portation of the taxes; the former 1s a VOVAWTLHN (with the epiploos

being the earliest civilian to be in charge of this office, but not




yet a liturgist) and the latter a receipt; in both texts the

epiplooi have been designated to the office and at the time the

documents were drawn up they were in charge. The formula &r& + gen.

4

reflects, in my opinion, the extraordinary nature of the epiploos'
office, in the sense that he originates from a particular village,
but he is in charge of supervising the cargo of taxes contributed
Dy a much wider community than that of his own village.

In our document, the epiploos, Dionysius, son of Eutychus,
ccmes from the city of Oxyrhynchus and resides in the village Psobthis
of the natw Tomapxla (11. 10-14), see 1.14 note. A relatively recently
published text, P.Oxy. XLIV 3170 (early III A.D.) gilves a clear picture
of the procedure by which state taxes were collected and sent to
Alexandria: this text, in 11. 1-110 and 119-125, gives a summary of
grain received for the monartabia tax for a certain number of months,
but it also distinguishes consistently between grain paid directly to
Sinary 1itself, where a central state granary seems to have been located,
and that an’ dAAwv Tdnwv, see 1.52 note. More than half of the amount
of monartabia credited to Sinary was received by giro~-transfer from
other localities, amongst them Psobthis, see P.Oxy. XLIV 3170, 1672,
32, cf. 1.16 note. The mentioned document seems to reflect the normal
procedure of collecting the state taxes in the Sinary area in the third
century A.D. If this administrative practice existed already in the
second century - our text dates from 138 A.D. - it 1s probable that
Psobthis of the Lower Toparchy, contributing its own taxes to the central
granary at Sinary, also had a kind of joint responsibility along with
other villages of the same area for the transportation of the revenue
to Alexandria. If this was indeed the situation at the time of our

document, I would be inclined to speculate further that the present
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epiploos, Dionysius, son of Eutychus, might have had to serve the
entire community contributing its own taxes to Sinary (see my general
Observation above concerning the area of responsibility of the epiploos).

Concluding the discussion on the epiploos, I would like td add
that, as there is no good reason to suppose a fixed term of one vyear
tor this office, I would be inclined to suggest that the individual
appolinted was in charge only for one trip from the local granary to
Alexandria; he was, perhaps, discharged after the napadocic of the
cargo. Consequently, 1f the term in this office was, more or less,
arranged in such a way, it is likely that all villages were not required
to appoint epiplooi every year, but at certain times in rotation.

The account on the back of the present papyrus starts with the
expression yevnu(ata) or yevnu(dtwv) 9(&€touc). The date could be
either the ninth year of Antoninus Pius, i.e. 145/146 A.D., or 169/170
A.D., which is the ninth year of Marcus Aurelius. On palaeographical

grounds both dates are suitable.

At this point i1t i1is necessary to correct the date of P.Oxy.Hels.
20 - a text which has been widely used for the edition of the present
document - since it 1s both unjustified and miscalculated; I am grate-
ful for some suggestions made by Dr. R. A. Coles who also checked the
origlnad.

First, there is no Jjustification for the restoration of the second
vear of Antoninus Pius 1n the regnal formula in the two columns of
P.Oxy.Hels. 20, see i 26-29 and ii 23-27 (col. iii is very badly damaged
in the relevant part).

Second, the date restored has not been calculated correctly,

since Tybi 13 of the second year of Antoninus Pius is not the 29th

December 138 A.D., but the 8th January 139 A.D.; the miscalculation of
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the date has been pointed out by P. J. Sijpesteijn to the editors
of BL VII, p.158 (by letter) who also corrects to 8.1.139 A.D.
Furthermore, Dr. Coles confirms the reading of the month but not the

day, which he suggests is ug rather than vy; this is the equivalent
of January 21, 139 A.D.

A restoration of the first regnal year of Antoninus Pius has
to be rejected on the ground that the strategus at that time 1s known
to us and is not Petronius Dionysius, but Apollinarius who 1is first
recorded in P.Oxy. XII 1472, 1 (after 29 June 136 A.D.) and occurs
for the last time on 28 January 138 A.D. (P.Oxy. III 484, 2).

I would like to make clear that the proposed restoration B €T10UC
in P.Oxy.Hels. 20 is quite sensible, since, as our document shows,
Petronius Dionysius was already in office on 17 December 138 A.D.;
the possibility, however, of restoring y €tovuc instead is not to be
rejected, since the next recorded strategus belongs 1in 146/7 A.D.
(P.Oxy. I 171 descr.); this is the equivalent of 9 or 22 January
140 A.D. (one day added, because 140 A.D. was a leap-year), and a

three-year term of a strategus in office 1s not unreasonable (see

further the note to line 1).
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'To Petronius Dionysius, strategus, Horus son of Horus, grandson of
Totoeus, my mother being Tetsoraepis, from the village of Psobthis of
the Lower Toparchy. I swear by Imperator Caesar Titus Aelius Hadrianus
Antoninus Augustus Pius, voluntarily to be surety for Dionysius, son of
Eutychus, his mother being Tamaous, from the city of Oxyrhynchus,
resident in the said Psobthis, who has been made epiploos, whom I shall
also produce, present, whenever he may be asked for, without any place
of asylum or shelter in any form, or I shall take the responsibility on

his account, or may I be liable to the consegquences of the oath .

(2nd hand? ) 'The:an.year of Imperator Caesar Titus Aelius Hadrianus Antonins
Augustus Pius, Hadrianus 21st.’

(3rd hand) 'I, Horus son of Horus, grandson of Totoeus, have sworn the

ocath and guarantee Dionysius as aforesaid. I, Thonis, alias Thonas,

son of Op..otos, wrote on his behalf because he cannot write.'

(4th hand) 'Hor...'
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NOTES

1 Netpwvly Avov(ucliy) ctp(atnyd):

& e ¢ & ® ®

the second name of the strategus

- especlally the letters delta and iota - is almost ccrizletely abraded;

what remains seems to be a very faint trace of the omicron foliowed,

perhaps, by a nu with a bar over; the space left is very short and

only an abbreviated form could fit. The same surprising feature is

attested for the name of the same strategqus in P.Oxy.Hels. 20 i %; ii 1;

111 1, which has been adopted for the restoration here; however, /Lo

is also a possible reading.

Petronius Dionysius was strategus of the Oxyrhynchite nome in

the years 138-140 A.D.: cur document, 17 December 138 A.D., P.Oxy. X
1279, 1'8 November 139 A.D., and P.Oxy.Hels. 20, coll. i, ii, iii, 14,
8 (9) or 21 (22) January 139 or 140 A.D., see the final part of the

above 1introduction. The previous strategus known to us 1s Apollinarius

whose latest attested date in charge of the office is in P.Oxy. III
484, 2 of 28 January 138 A.D., the next recorded strategus 1is Dioscorus
who occurs in only one document, namely in P.Oxy. I 171 descr. (= P.Oxy.
11, p.208) from 146/7 A.D., see J.E.G. Whitehorne, ZPE 29 (19/8) 1/3-4.
Apollonius, therefore, took office somehwere in the course of the months
February to December 138 A.D.

Like the overwhelming majority of texts of this type - at any rate
until the beginning of the IV century A.D. - our document is addressed
to the strategus who was the key-figure "in the government's control of
liturgies serving the villages, metropoleis and nomes" and, hence, the
main appointive power; for the appointive powers and the appointment

procedures, see N. Lewis, op.cit. 83-90 and esp. 83-t-.

2ff. So far as I know, none of the persons mentioned at this point

in the present text has occurred in any other document.
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ToVU: the article, like the name in the previous line, is abraded.

2-4 The description of the guarantor in the parallel text P.Oxy.
Hels. 20, ii, 2-4 is more detailed: besides the village of his .

Origin, it also records his age and a scar on his forehead.

Totoew(c): the writing above the epsilon does not seem to be an
abbreviation mark, but rather an omega; abbreviation by super-
position of a letter is occasionally employed in this text, see 1.12:
0gupUyx(wv) and 1.13: natayuvduevo(v). The nominative ToToelc is
recorded both in NB sv and ONOMASTICON sv; almost all texts come

from the Oxyrhynchite nome.

3 UNTpoc: the tau here, as well as in HETova@ (1.1), resembles
an upsilon; in both occasions it is joined with the following rho

in a single movement. However, the writer shows a preference for the

non-cursive tau throughout the text.

TETcoegG[nué]oc: the small script, the confusing resemblance of some
letters and the abrasion after rho creates many difficulties of
reading. The second letter is very similar both to an epsilon and a
sigma, but the latter must be abandoned as no Egyptian or Greek name
starts with four consonants. We face a similar problem with the fourth
letter, but the only recorded case of a name beginning 1€Te0- 1S 1n
P.Oxy. II 289, 3: 0 6eTva untpoc Teteo( ), cf. note ad loc., which is
not very helpful for our case. On the other hand, a sigma at this

part of the name seems to be a better reading. Very faint traces of

the first 1ota can be seen above the theta of the next line, but the
reading is very uncertain. Although the room is very short for the

restoration of three letters, this 1s just possible, if the writing was
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small and cursive.

The proposed name is recorded in two texts only, namely in

BGU IX 1891, 327 and P.Col. II 2.5.27, both from the second century

4

A.D. (see ONOMASTICON). A possible alternative would be to read
TeTcoeé[nL]oc which palaeographically is suitable, but no such name
1s recorded in the lexica. There is no doubt that whatever name was
originally written here was rare; the lexica provide very little help

and no reference to names starting with TeTeo- or TeTco- has been

found in DDRDP.

4-5 amo HWUTC Wée%egc HaTw: the name YiRYLCc occurs in various areas
in Egypt; in the Oxyrhynchite nome it is found in four toparchies,

see P. Pruneti, I Centri Abitati sv; here, the adverb xaTtw indicates
that this village was in the Lower Toparchy, see P. Pruneti, op.cit.
sv 3; for the significance of the designation see P.Oxy. XLVII 3333,

note to 1.21 and cf. 3358, note to 11. 4-5,

-9 Here, as in P.Oxy.Hels. 2C i 11-14; ii 4-12 and iii 7-11, the

ocoath 1s sworn by the Emperor himself; the editor of that document

argues that in all the other declarations as well as guaranties from

the 2nd and 3rd century A.D. concerning liturgies, the oath is sworn

by the Tuxn of the Emperor, see e.g. BGU XIII 2246, 9-11 (98-117 A.D.),
2248, 4-5 (ca. 196 A.D.), but ci. SB VI 9550 (175 A.D.), of Oxyrhynchite

provenance, where, contrary to this observation, the oath 1s sworn by

the Emperor himself; he also argues that the present type of oath may
have value in dating texts to a rather early period (P.Oxy.Hels. 20

i 11-14 note); for the formulation of the oath, see Seidl, op.cit. I

8ff.:; for the imperial titulature, see 11. 23-25 note.
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y ’ . ' .
> ouvuwL: for the incorrect addition of -u to -w, see Gignac,

Grammar I 185.

7 TCTOY: the ink is dark and the letters unusually large; all

letters before nu have been corrected, but it is uncertain what was

written at first.

9-10 éﬁ?ucﬁwc evyvdcdaL: this short formula is to my knowledge
employed only in the parallel P.Oxy.Hels. 20 ii 8, (see note) and
iii, 11; all the other texts of the same type have the longer formula exovu-
cluc nat aVdalLp€Ttwc, see e.g. BGU XIII 2247, 5-6 (175/6 A.D.), 2248,
5-6 (ca. 196 A.D.) and 2249, 8-9 (ca. 205 A.D.), the first being from
the Diopolite and the other two from the Arsinoite nome; the same
expanded type of formula is recorded in texts of Oxyrhynchite proven-
ance, see e.g. P. Kbln III 142, 5-6 (173/4 A.D.) and P.Oxy. XXXVI
2763, 10-11 (253/4 A.D.). The evidence for the Hermopolite nome 1s
not very abundant, but at the beginning of the fourth century A.D.
the established formula appears to be: éuokoym...éyyeyuﬁc%au,see e.g.
P. Vindob.Sijp. 3, 6-9 (325 A.D.)y cf.BL V, p.6l; 4, 5-8 (340 A.D.),
where the formula is followed by the expression HOVHiC xal €ueavelac,

and 5, 6-8 (340 A.D.).

15 Yevépgyov tnlinioov: cf. P.Oxy.Hels. 20 ii, 12-14: elcb[o]®€evToC
eéc 2runiwtalv] &nuolclo(v) (mupoU)]l. The striking feature of our
text at this point is the employment of the participle YEVOUEVOC

(1. yevopevoc): this, so far as I know, is never used in parallel
texts relating to the nomination and appointment to compulsory magils-
tracies, offices and services, cf. the list of words used given 1n

N. Lewis, op.cit. 57-64. Normally, Yevéuevoc means "former, having

ceased to be, ex- ", cf. K. A. Worp, ZPE 30 (1978) 239-244. 1t 1s



certain that this sense does not apply here.

One would expect a verb like elcéldwpL or &vadléu.. see N. Lewls,

“f
Oop.clt. sv, since this guarantee was presumably submitted to the

strategus before the actual appointment but after the nomination by

the comogrammateus, see P.Oxy.Hels. 20, introd. (p.55). The only

relevant entry in WB sv ylyvoual 1s WB sv 10, where Preisigke translates:
"zu einer Leistung bestimmt werden". But of the texts listed there, BGU
I 283, 3 (II A.D.) and P.Amh, II 100, 3(198-211 A.D.), so far as I can
Judge, do not refer to liturgic offices and, thus, must be excluded
from the present discussion: both texts employ the aorist participle
vyevOuevoc of the verb yLYvoual, which is used in the usual sense "to
become”. The remaining three texts can be divided into two groups:

(a) those which use the perfect tense yeyovevar, that is P. Mey. 3,

12 (148 A.D.): £€6NAWCEV YEYOVEVAL CE enet(nontnv) ured(wcewec) and

M.Chr. II 96 II, 13-14 (350 A.D.): €mneLdN HOUPATOPOC éuvnuéveucac,
AVAYVWIL, OTWC HOUPATWP YEYEVNTAL &LAGSdeApoc ALovuclovu uTA. It can be
hardly argued, however, that y(yvoualL in these two examples is used in
the sense "to nominate", since the liturgists have already taken office
and, from what I can gather, are already in service. Consequently,
YEYOVEVaL in these examples is used in the sense "has been appointed"
rather than "has been nominated"; in other words the verb ylyvopat

in both cases has nothing to do with the nomination procedure which 1is
the case 1n our text.

(b) In P.Amh. II 79, 61 (186 A.D.) there is a different use of the verb
viyvouaL; the text reads (ll. 60-61): &evtepov 66 TLc [.....Inc ‘Epuatov
énpeTpnTﬁc st&pevoc w»TA. The quotation itself is not very clear, but
the text is a petition to therprefect concerning the misconduct of the

various magistrates at Hermopolis in charge of the collection of corn
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and it gives the impression that the various liturgists - including
the expetcntfc - had been discharged when the petition was drawn up.
Again it is quite clear that yevOuevoc in this example has nothing to
do with the nomination procedure. On the contrary, YEVOMHEVCC isrused
in the sense of "ex-, former" as Worp interprets it.

16 ff. This is the most interesting part of the present document,
since it states explicitly the degree of responsibility and the duties
of the guarantor for performance, cf. N. Lewis, op.cit. 69-70.

The formula is almost identical with P.Oxy.Hels. 20, ii, 14-23,
except that after cxennc nacnc (1.18) that text adds: Ena?zev anapTlZwlVv]
Ne éue%e@c?n (11. 19-20), which is not included in our text.

The epgavnc formula is not found elsewhere in early liturgical
guarantees, but only in private declarations; in the liturgical
declarations it occurs frequently only after the administrative reform of
Septimius Severus, see e.g. P.Oxy. IX 119 (211-2 A.D., cf. BL IV, p.ol);

for this observation and kindred expressions along with the relevant

documentation, see P.Oxy.Hels. 20 1i 14ff. note.

18 enuvzntftow: cf. P.Oxy.Hels. 20 ii 16 where I suggest that the
restoration énu];nz[ﬁT]au which the editor suggests in his note, is to

be preferred to [énu]gnz[n%]ﬁ which he prints in the text; the documents
cited there by the editor date from a later period; the earliest certain
evidence supporting the editor's restoration is PSI XIII 1358 (212 A.D.)
(the date of P.Princ. III 121 is doubtful), whereas the form EMLINTTTaL
is attested in two earlier documents which are chronologically much
closer to P.Oxy.Hels. 20, namely BGU II 581 = M.Chr. 345 (133 A.D.) and
BGU III 891 (144 A.D.); other documents which read enuZntttaL are P. K8ln
11T 141, 13 (173-4 A.D.) from Oxyrhynchus and BGU XIII 2249, 13

(ca. 205 A.D.) from Karanis; no example with énbchn%ﬁ was found in LDEDP.



23

18-20 ext0c nmavide &cVrou té-ou cxénne méenc: this and P.Oxy.Hels.
are the only two occurrences of the formula of asylum in a guarantee
between the 1st century A.D. and 566 A.D., and it implies that the
Romans did not abolish the old Ptolemaic right of asylum, cf.

U. Wilcken, Chrest. 409 and id., APF 6 (1913-20) 419; for further

discussion and literature on the formula, see P.Oxy.Hels. 20 ii 17-18

note.

20-21 Ug¢eEopar: the three last letters are written very cursively

and the iota appears to be the lower part of the prolonged right stroke

of the alpha; the same feature occurs in 1.16: mapcefopacl.

21 Gnép avT0o(T): a number of fibres have been removed above these

¢

two words; there 1is no space for the upsilon and some faint traces above
the omicron seem to indicate an abbreviation mark rather than a super-
script upsilon. Unlike the construction meplL + gen in P.Oxy.Hels. 20
ii 21, here the genitive 1s governed by the preposition Unep and this is
not without parallel in the relevant documents, see e.g. PSI XIII 1329,
20-22 (212 A.D.): avtdc vocfouaL 1OV Unép avthic Adyov, N €voxoc elnual
19 Spww; P.Flor. I 34, 12-13 (342 A.D.): éyo alTOV TOV Utep aldToD Aoyov

$TOCTNCOUOL ﬁ fvoxoc e€Lnp... and PSI XIII 1358, 7-10 (212 A.D.): [eu]

¢ ¢ ' - o\ 9 Y, ~ U
5¢ un mapLctdlv] Vodfw tov [Vlnep adtldv Adyov i1 €voxolc elnvl 1§ Opny.

22 \§yov N

gvoxoc  elnv 1) Opu(w): the ink at the beginning of the
line has been abraded, but the restoration is certain, cf. P.OXxy. Hels.

20 i 25 and ii 22-3.

23-25 The script is extremely cursive, small and difficult to read;
in 11. 23-24 a number of letters seem to be missing from the titles, due,

perhaps, to the speed of the writer's hand. The script is so unclear 1in



1. 25 that it is extremely difficult to make out the two titles which
are expected here, although no part of the writing seems to be missing;
for the imperial titulature, see P. Bureth, Les Titulatures 75. The
reading of the month's name is also difficult, but the ending -vov

and the rather clear delta can fit sultably only to the Roman month

t ’ .
AdpLavoc (= Choiak), as no Egyptian month-name ends in -vou (gen.).

26 ff. A small portion of the papyrus has been cut off from the left

side, but the number of letters lost, which ranges between one and

four, 1s easily restored.

The separation of the sheet into two parts is due to a tear which
starts from between 11. 27-28 and, following a zeta-like course, ends

in 1.31.

27 opu(ov): the abbreviation is effected by superposition of the kappa,

cf. the same word in 1.22.

28-29 EHvic 0 nat Bwlv]dc OE.'éTOU:fQ¢ the second name, which 1is not
frequent, see NB sv and ONOMASTICON sv; the last name is not fully
recoverable: the letter after the omicron seems to be a pi and the one
before the tau of the ending is very similar to a cursive omega; no entry,
however, in NB or ONOMASTICON fits 1in our case; the closest name given 1s
'Ont8toc, which is recorded only in two texts, namely in BGU IV 1114, 8;
15, 29 (5 B.C.) and P.Marm. 11, 9 (190/191 A.D.?, cf. BL VII, p.102), but
it is unlikely that the letter before the ending -tov is alpha. Also no

suitable entry was found in Dornseiff-Hansen-Zgusta, Reverse-lexicon of

Greek proper-names 178, 294 (names ending in -wTnc, -wToC).

31-32 On the a&ypapuaToL and the UTOYPag¢eLC in the papyri- the latter
normally defined as "a person who has...signed a deed on behalf of
another' -, see H. C. Youtie, HSClPh 75 (1971) 161-176 = Scriptiunculae

11 611-627 and id., ZPE 1/ (1975) 201-221 = Scriptiunculae Posteriores
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I 179-199; cf. R. Calderini, Aegyptus 30 (1950) 17 ff.

33 ‘ng...: it is not clear what was written here; the remaining
letters suggest the name of the guarantor, either in the nominative
or in the genitive. Similar texts afford no help as to what might
have been written. The fact that it was written by a fourth hand

at a long distance from the rest of the text may imply some sort of

note by an official, perhaps the strategus himself.




P.Oxy. 1ned. 2-4: Orders to Arrest

INTRODUCTION

0.0 A distinguicshing characteristic of the socially and economically
advanced societies is the existence of a police force whose main
function is to keep the citizens in check and to preserve order
within certain territorial limits. For Egypt the target of
preserving "internal peace" and order had a dual lmportance, for it

was ccnnected with the maintenance of the Roman colonial rule over

the country itself and its people.

0.1 P. Jouguet in discussing municipal life in Egypt during the Roman
period notes that '"un bourg égyptien n'est pas administre pour lui,

mais dans l'interet de 1l'Etat. Tout l'effort de sa vie puclique
aboutit a enrichir le plus possible les caisses et les greniers
d'Alexandrie ou du Rome. C'est une exploitation continuelle et
réglée"l; the same scholar also notes elsewhere that "pour assurer la
regularite de cette exploitation du bourg par le prouvoir central, il
etait necessaire d'y faire régner le bon ordre”z. Both observations
point to the same direction and sum up comprehensively the role of
Egypt within the Roman Empilre as well as the nature of the public
orxder which had to be maintained: the primary duty of the police
apparatus was to safeguard the proper functioning of administration
and taxation and, hence, to assure Rome's economic interests. In this
sense it is not surprising that the links between public administration

and the police forces remain very close throughout the Roman era: 1in

fact, the chief police duties were exercised by officials who hold

. . . _ 3
important posts 1in public administration.
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0.2.1 My intention in the present introduction is not to ciscuss
the nature of the police forces in Egypt; the above pcinz, however,
1s necessary in order to clarify the various changes in the pclice
apparatus in the middle of the third century, for they took place

in a period when "Rome had more need of supply than usual", but

"Egypt was in no condition for further milking".4

0.2.2 What follows is a detailed account of the class of documents
called "orders to arrest". The discussion focuses chiefly on the
various changes that took place at a date ca. 250 A.D. and especially
the replacement of the archephodus by the comarchai and the diminution
of the strategus' powers. Accordingly, a chronological division is
drawn on the grounds of the approximate date at which the changes

were effected, 1.e. between orders to arrest before ca. 250 A.D. and
those dating after ca. 250 A.D.; also the format of the documents is
discussed, mainly those from Oxyrhynchus, especially in view of the

above mentioned changes.

0.3 This class of documents has been frequently discussed before,
most recently by G. M. Browne 1in P.Mich. X 589-591 introd., pp.47-51

and in greater detail as to the format by U. Hagedorn in BASP le (1979)

61-74. A consolidated list of orders has been compiled recently by

5
A. Bllow-Jacobsen in ZPE 66 (1986) 93-98.
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1. ISSUES OF GENERAL INTEREST
—_— e e e et e ROl

The Term

1.1 The documents under discussion have been traditionally calléd
"orders to (for) arrest", a term which has been used by the Greek
papyrologists as a conventional rather than as an accurate
designation, for it does not apply to all cases and it does not
reflect with preciseness the exact purpose and nature of this type of
document. The descriptive term "Haftbefehl", i.e. "order to arrest"”,
was first introduced by E. J. Knudzon in P.Lund. VI 2 (introd.), but

1ts strict accuracy has been variously disputed thereafter.

1.1.1 As S. Daris, perhaps rightly, observes, these documents "a
rigor di termini" are rather "mandati di comparizione di fronte all'
autorita che ha ricevuto un'istanza ed & cosi sollecitata ad agire".6
The editors of P.Yale I 62, starting with the wording of the documents,
arrive at the conclusion that, seen within the context of the judicial
and legal procedure of Roman Egypt, these documents "as a group are
better called "summonses" than "arrest orders" (Haftbefehlen)!.'7
Finally, U. Hagedorn, in her recent study on this class of documents
coins the term "Uberstellungsbefehl": the new term, without contra-
dicting the essence of the above views, seems to express more accurately
the nature of this type of document, for it can designate all orders
which deal with transfer of certain persons, 1.e. the accused, from
the village to the higher authority, that is the head of the police

. . , 8
in the nome or any other official with such authority. -

Physical Dimensions

1.2 The papyri which record this class of document present fairly



29

fixed dimensions. Although departures from the normal range of
height and, especially, of width are not uncommon, the majority
of the orders tend to be long rectangles. As the issue has been
discussed h | ’

Sed exhaustively by Browne,” I need say no more, but note

that the additional information given by A. Bllow-Jacobsen is

consonant with Browne's observations.lo

Writing

1.3 The relatively standardized physical dimensions are not the
only common feature that this class of documents presents. As

Grenfell had already observed, the writing in the orders for arrest

. 11 _ .
runs, as a rule, across the fibres. This observation has been

thereafter generally accepted12 and confirmed with statistics by

13
Browne. Indeed, the statistical information that emerges from

the consolidated list of Blilow-Jacobsen verifies this‘point:14 of
the 78 documents tabulated there 51 (65, 38%) have the writing
across the fibres and in only 13 (16, 66%) does it run parallel to

the fibres (approximate ratio 4:1). SB XVI/2 12649 is the only

ostrakon to record an order to arrest, and there i1s no information
available for the remaining 13 papyri (16, 66%), but it is hardly
possible that the given figures would change drastically 1f there was
access to that information.15 The above statistics can only 1imply
that writing the order to arrest across - and not along - the fibres
must have been a traditionally common administrative practice. It
is worth noting at tblhis point that of the 13 documents where-the
writing is parallel to the fibres seven come from the Arsinoite and
16

six from the Oxyrhynchite nome. This appears to invalidate Browne's

argument - which 1is, 1n any case, based on different figures - that
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"the fact that most of the exceptions come from the Arsinoite nome
is perhaps related to a general tendency in that large nome to be

somewhat more careless in administrative procedures, because of the

press Of business than in the less populous nomes like the Oxyrhynchite".17

Format: the basic com.ponents18

—_"—-_—'—_'——-__—_—-‘-__-—-—-“—-

1.4 All the orders to arrest normally contain the following
features in common:
Recipient(s) (in dative). 1Imperative of a verb (introducing the

order proper) + name of the accused + participial phrase + name of the

accused.

A typical example of the basic form is my text P.Oxy. 1ined. 3

1.4.1 There are occasionally slight additions during the first three
centuries, such as the date of the document, a signature, or the word
cfavTfic (added normally at the end of the order in the Arsinoite
examples), but the additions become progressively more frequent
especially after ca. 250 A.D. when also the basic pattern undergoes

19
fundamental changes throughout.

Chronology

1.5 The normal practice in the orders to arrest is to omit a
vear date. From among the 82 known documents only two bear a specific
regnal year, namely P.Med. inv. 71.39 = Aegyptus 54 (1974) 6 (= SB XIV
11264) (6 B.C.) and P.Oxy. XLII 3035 (256 A.D.). In a few cases a
month date is recorded, but even this is quite exceptional;2o very
rarely, if we are lucky enough, a number of orders to arrest may form part
of a large archive, as is the case with P.Cair.Isid. 129-131, and,

<1
therefore, a more or less precise date can be tentatively calculated.”
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In two more 1instances, P.Flor. II 228r (242-54 A.D.) puclished recently

by Pintaudi in ZPE 60 (1985) 260-61 and P.Oxy. XIX 2229 (ca. 346-50 A.D.),
an approximate date can be arrived at on the grounds of historical
evidence and other clues contained in the texts. The bulk, howevé&, of

the relevant documents have been assigned an approximate date by the

editors calculated chiefly on palaeographical grounds and on the particular
features of the formula employed; other indications and evidence, such as

the title of the sender and, especially, the title of the recipient are

decisive elements for the chronology of the orders to arrest.

1.5.1 Further assistance as to the chronology of this class of documents
comes from the discussion below, where I point out that the archephodus,
the chief of the police in the village and, therefore, the main recipient
of the orders, was replaced by the comarchai whose office was re-introduced
1n Egypt at a date lying between 245 and 247/8 A.D.22 Although the office
of the archephodus was not abolished and is still mentioned as late as

359 A.D. (BGU III 909 = W.Chr.I 382) his powers and authority were
minimized and he eventually became a minor official, subordinate, perhaps,
to the comarchai. The date of this replacement is important in many
respects, primarily because it 1s of vital chronological value i1n dating
the orders to arrest, for now we can draw a clear line between orders
addressed to the archephodus and those addressed to the comarchai?3 On
these grounds the texts can be clearly divided chronologically into two
basic group524: (a) orders to arrest before ca. 250 A.D.; this group
comprises all the orders addressed to the archephodus (sometimes along
with other officials, such as the euschemones or the demosio;, etc.),

and (b) orders to arrest after ca. 250 A.D., which principally consist

of orders addressed to the comarchai (sometimes along with the demosioi

and other officials, in the third and fourth centuries A.D.), and other
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police authorities of the village from the fourth upto the sixth or

. 5
seventh centuries A.D.2

The archephodus and his replacement by the comarchai

1.6 As already mentioned above, orders to arrest are addressed to

. . o 26
various village officials; the overwhelming majority, however, at

least up to the middle of the third century A.D., are addressed to

one or more archephodl, sometimes together with other officials.27

A detailed examination of the documents given in Btﬁlow—-Jacobsen28 as
well as the relevant entries referring to the archephodus in WB III
sv Absch. 8, WB Suppl.‘sv Absch. 8, SPOGLIO sv and the documents
banked in DDBDP suggests that:

(1) his office is attested as early as the first century B.C. in the
Arsinoite nome (P.Tebt. I 90, introd.) and, subsequently, in 29 A.D.
in Euemeria (P.Ryl. II 127) and in the reign of Claudius or Nerxro
in Caranis (P.Mich. VI 421, see BL VII, p.111), whereas in the
Heracleopolite nome he occurs for the first time 1in the later first
century (BGU IV 1060). The evidence to emerge from the Oxyrhynchite
documents suggests that this nome was late in adopting the office of

the archephodus, since his first appearance in a dated Oxyrhynchite

document is in 190 A.D. (P.Oxy. I 69), but it is likely that he existed

29 .
already in the early second century A.D. (P.Oxy. VI 909). The earliest

attested date of the office as a compulsory public service is in 158 A.D.

30
(BGU I 6, cf. P. Fay. 24).

(ii) the number of documents that mention an archephodus decreases
substantially after the middle of the third century and this cannot but
suggest the decline of his powers and importance, although as a minor

W.Chr.I 382).31

official he survives as late as 359 A.D. (BGU III 909
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The officials who assume the police powers of the archephodus as
cnief of the police in the village are undoubtedly the comarchai,
who are constantly addressed as such from the middle of the third
century A.D. onwards. Although the picture presented in BlUlow-
Jacobsen's list is somewhat confusing, since he lists the documents
according to the approximate dates given by the editors,32 it is likely
that the earliest order to arrest addressed to the comarchai as chief
Of the village police which can be dated approximately is P.Flor. II

33

228r (242-54 A.D.), while the replacement is an indisputable fact

in P.Oxy. XLII 3035 which is dated with certainty to 256 A.D.

l.6.1 With reference to the decreasing importance of the archephodus
after the middle of the third century the editor of P.Oxy. XXXI 2572
notes 1n his introduction that the last date of appearance of the
archephodus in Oxyrhynchus is in 238-44 A.D. (P.Oxy. I 80 = W.Chr.473).
U. Hagedorn is therefore correct in observing that this official "als
Dorfpolizisten im Oxyrhynchites irgendwann zwischen 244 and 255

. 34
verschwunden sein mlissen'.

1.6.2 I must note in the first place that the most valuable information
concerning the time of the replacement comes mainly from Oxyrhynchite
documents and therefore my observations here are not necessarily true
throughout Egypt. The documents from Oxyrhynchus suggest that the
archephodus was still the chief of the police in the village in P.Oxy.

I 80 (= W.Chr.473) dating from 238-44 A.D.; this document is a
declaration on oath made by the archephodus and is addressed to the
chiefs of the police at the city of Oxyrhynchus. The next dated
Oxyrhynchite order to arrest, P.Oxy. XLII 3035, is from 256 A.D. and

is addressed by the prytanis to the comarchai and the epistatail eilrenes;

in this document the comarchal are addressed as chiefs of the police
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in the village and this means that the replacement has been already
effected. It is of some importance for our discussion to mention
P.Oxy. XXXI 2577, an order addressed by the strategus to the comarchai
and the archephodus together, which is dated by the editor to thé
third/fourth centuries A.D.; this document reflects, perhaps, the
earliest stages of the succession. From among the documents of a
different provenance interesting information is provided by P.Flor.

IT 228r (Arsinoite nome) which is dated by the editor to the period
242-54 A.D.;35 the recipients of the order are the comarchai and this
also points to the suggestion that the replacement in this nome might
have taken place at a date close to that in the Oxyrhynchite. It is
also worth mentioning here the fragmentary order to arrest P.Giss.Univ.
I 15; the order is addressed by the centurio to the comarchai, and the
archephodus appears to be the accuser; no concrete information can be
derived, however, due to the fragmentary condition of the papyrus, but

the archephodus appears to be an official of secondary importance.36

l.0.3 As the above documentation suggests, the replacement of the
archephodus at least in the Oxyrhynchite nome must have taken place at

a date between 238-44 A.D. and 256 A.D. (terminus ante); the terminus

ante for the Arsinoite nome seems to be 242-54 A.D. On the other hand

as J. D. Thomas has shown, the re-introduction of the office of the

comarchai was effected at a date lying between 245 and 247/8 A.D.,
37 .
replacing the commogrammateus who ceased to exist in Egypt. In view

of this conclusion and taking into account the above discussion it

should be noted that:

(i) since the date of the re-introduction of the comarchai lies between

245 and 247/8 A.D., the comarchai cannot have replaced the archephodus

pefore this date (terminus post). Accordingly it would not be unreason-



able to speculate that the comarchai replaced both the commogram-ateus

and the archephodus and assumed the powers of both officials simultaneously,

(1i) the comarchai become in fact officials with considerable powers,

since even the typical divisions between administrative and police

competences cease to exist.

1.6.4 The office of archephodus, however, continued to exist as late
as 359 A.D. (BGU III 909 = wW.Chr. I 382), but as a minor official who
was 1n the first stage subordinate to the comarchai (P.Oxy. XXXI 2577).
As a recipient in orders to arrest after ca. 250 A.D. he is encountered
only once, namely in P.Mich. X 590 (III/IV A.D.), addressed by the
strategus to him along with the nomophylax: the fact that his title
stands second in the text is enough to show that he is of minor
importance. Similarly minor appears to be his role in P. Sakaon 93
from 314-323 A.D. The remaining documents from the fourth century

. : .. 3
concerning this official do not bear exact dates. S

The diminution of the police powers of the strategus; other officials

with similar authority.

1.7 The replacement of the archephodus in the middle of the third
century A.D. is not an isolated and unique reform in Egypt in the same
period, but represents only a small part of the package of administrative

and other reforms which took place in the years 244 to 249 A.D., 1in the

39
reign of Philippus Arabs.

1.7.1 The documents suggest that reforms on a wider scale within the
police apparatus were under way at a time close to that of the above
discussed replacement. The most significant repercussion of these

reforms at a higher level appears to be the diminution of the police



36

powers of the strategus; from ca.250 A.D. onwards other civil

and military officials whose authority is similar to that of the

. 4
Strategus are designated as senders in the orders to arrest. 0

r

1.7.2 Although the sender's title is very rarely indicated in

the orders to arrest addressed to the archephodus, that is before
ca. 250 A.D., it has been generally assumed that they emanate from
the office of the strategus who was the head of the police in the
nome.41 This assumption was first made by J. Nicole in publishing
P.Gen.inv. 103 and has become hitherto a standard argumentum ex
silentio;42 that document along with P.Tebt. II 290 are in fact
the only orders to arrest from the period before ca. 250 A.D.,
that is before the introduction of the comarchai, in which the
strategus 1s designated as sender.43 The secrecy of the sender

1s broken also in P.Med.inv. 71. 39 (= SB XIV 11264)44, SB XVI/2
120649 and, perhaps in P.Wisc. I 24, but each of the three documents
seem to bear more than one special feature: the first is the
earliest order to arrest which also contains a fixed date, 6 B.C.,
the second is an ostracon with damaged text, which is sent from a

c .. 45 . . .
decurio to a curator praesidii, and P.Wisc. I 24 begins 1in a

46
different way from any other order to arrest.

1.7.3 How, therefore, is one to explain the absence of designation
of the sender in the orders before ca. 250 A.D.? The answer 1s very
simple if we follow J. Nicole's assumption: if the strategus was the
head of the police in the nome and, accordingly, the expected sender
of the orders to arrest, there was no reason for this specification
to be included in the document. The archephodus, for his part, was
well aware that he was taking action on orders received from the

strategus. J. Nicole himself interpreted this feature on the same




grounds pointing that: "si c'etait réguliérement le stratége qui

4 ‘ '
expediait les ordres de ce genre, on s'expliquerait le scus-entendu

de sa personne et de son titre dans l'addresse"?7 Thilis must surely

4

be correct.

1.7.4 The replacement of the archephodus by the comarchai coincides
with the end of the silence surrounding the sender: the usual

practice after ca. 250 A.D. becomes the designation of the authority

which gives the order and the absence of the title is only exceptional.48

Quite surprisingly, the strategus is designated as sender in only

three documents dating after ca.250 A,D.49 and this undoubtedly

reflects the weakening importance of his role and the considerable

diminution of his police powers from the middle of the third century

50
onwards. Later, in the fourth century, the evidence for his police

powers and those for his successor, the exactor, becomes even more

51
scanty and this clearly suggests that he ceased to be the sole official

with police powers throughout the nome; the exact time of the replacement,

however, and the immediate successor in this post are questions still

to be considered.

1.7.5 After the middle of the fourth century the riparii are especially

52 . .
prominent in the police force of the nome and the existing evidence

53
suggests that they are the leading officials in this field. In the

pagus the role of the praepositus is important and he is also designated

4 _ . .
as sender in the orders to arrest.5 What happens in the meantime 1s

far from clear: J. Lallemand implying that the strategus was replaced
as head of the police by the eirenarchai of the ncme, suggests that the

epoptes eirenes might have succeeded the eirenarchai and subsequently

. .95 . .
the power was transferred to the riparii, while Oertel thinks that the

. . . . S0
riparii might have been immediate successors of the eirenarchal.




1.7.6 Judging from the preceding discussion I would tend tc think

that the strategus continued to be the head of the police 1in the

nome even after ca. 250 A.D., until he was replaced b, the eirenarchai
of the nome at a date perhaps not later than the general reform of
Egypt in the reign of Diocletian.s7 The fact that other officials also
are designated as senders in the orders to arrest in the period
1mmediately after ca. 250 A.D. does imply the diminution of the
strategu's police powers, but not necessarily his replacement. In

this sense, the various civil and military officials might have been
subordinate, acting either on behalf of the strategus or on commands
received from him. In other words, issuing orders is not to be seen

as a special area of judicial competence, but rather as a part of their

area of administrative authority and this makes them merely executive

agents.

Up to this point I have tried to show the major problems one is faced
with as far as the police force and authorities are concerned, when
discussing the orders to arrest. The following points deal chiefly
with the format of the orders to arrest on the basis of the chrono-

58
logical division drawn above and other related issues, such as, for

9
example, the recipient of the orders after ca. 250 A.D.S Since the
format of this class of documents has been exhaustively treated by

O . L.
U. Hagedorn,6 I refer only to her general conclusions on this 1issue

and I deal chiefly with the Oxyrhynchite examples, except for

comparative reasons.
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2. ORDERS TO ARREST BEFORE ca. 250 A.D.61
—————— s ee. DY ALY

Format

2.1.1 The formulaic structure of the relevant texts in this

period follows a regular pattern which presents a slight variation
in the Oxyrhynchite and the Arsinoite documents.
The Oxyrhynchite examples usually read:
Recipient (in dative)
mTEuPov TOV SeTva

’ ’ -~
EVIUXOVTIOC T0oU &eTvoc.

and the Arsinoite ones:
Recipient(s) (in dative)
dvaneudov(-téudate) TV SeTva

? ' ¢ % o~
EYHOAAOVUEVOVY UTO TOoU SeTvoc

; . b2
eELavInc.

2.1.2 Of a total of 35 orders to arrest of Oxyrhynchite provenance63

23 are to be dated before ca. 250 A.D.64 and the above-cited schema

65
is to be found in its exact form in 8 of these texts, namely:

©
P.Oxy. VI 969 as revised by U. Hagedorn, ° P.Oxy. IX 1212r, P.Oxy.

7
XXXI 2574 (as restored by Hagedorn),6 P.Harr. II 196B, P.Oxy. XLIII

3130, P.Oxy. XXXI 2575 and 2576, and P.Oxy.ined. 3; very close to the

68
pattern but with small additions is P.Mich.Michael 5 = SB XII 11107.

2.1.3 Significant departures from the basic Oxyrhynchite norm are

O . L
recorded in P.Wisc. 1 2369; P.IFAO I 36,7 P.IFAO I 4 which 1s in

72
a fragmentary condition,71 P.Oxy. XXXI 2572-2573, PSI XV 1530, and

P.Oxy. 1 17273; the first two documents are very early examples and

74
both of them are addressed to the ephodol. In the same group of

texts which diverge from the usual pattern we should, perhaps add
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three more texts, despite their fragmentary condition: P.Rv1. IV

75
681, P.NYU inv. 36776 and P.Oxy.ined. 2.77

2.1.4 The imperative néu@cv 1s sometimes replaced by other verbs,

- most frequently compounds of néunw-, such as éxnéudate in P.Wisc.

7 8 ' 4 .
I 23 ', avelde cuUv in PSI XV 153679 (which is an order to escort

rather than to arrest) and aVaTeEpdov in P.Oxy. I 16980. P.Oxy. I

7281
1 follows on the whole a completely different pattern and reads:

! ~ 4 ’ ’} »
napadoc T dnuocly Avovuciov Mavexdtou npecBbtepov © ot &veASe.

P.Oxy. VI 969 is not to be included in the group of the texts
employing a verb different from neéunw, for the reading peTanepdov

of the editor is incorrect and as U. Hagedorn suggested one should

82
read [l e a*neEudov instead. Finally, P.IFAO I 3683 and P.Ryl. IV

84
081 are damaged but the editors restore a verb different from neumy .

2.1.5 The participle évTtuxovTtoC is occasionally omitted in the texts,

namely in P.Oxy. XXXI 2572 and 2573 and P.Oxy.I 172 = SB XVI/2 12706.86

‘The alternative expression wad ' [55] EVETUXQLY is suggested by

8 .
D. Hagedorn for P.Wisc. I 23, / and, perhaps, the variant xad9(a?)

eVve [Tuxev] is correct in the very damaged text of P.NYU inv. 367 = SB

8 , ' . . .
XV1/2 12697. S Furthermore, the participle evTuxovtoc 1s missing 1n

P.IFAO I 4 and P.Oxy. XXXI 2874 as the text survives, but it has been

89
restored by U. Hagedorn in both texts and this appears to be correct.

Finally, I can add nothing more to the controversial restoration of

P.Ryl. IV 681: Youtie has omitted EVTUXOVTOoC (or evriuxouvcnc) in his

90 . . . .
own restoration, while U. Hagedorn argues that this participle might

have been included 1in the document.91

2.1.6 Among the additions 1in the texts of this period we must note

, . 92 |
the use of the adverb e&fovinc (P.IFAO I 36) and expressions such as



41
N . ’ ’
N Tov apxepobov (P.Ryl. IV 681 = Scriptiunculae I 335-7) or n cu
averfe (P.IFAO I 4 and P.Oxy. I 172 = 8B XV1I/2 12706), both of which
call the archephodus to appear before the higher authority instead

93
of the accused person; the employment of such expressions makes

The Sender

2.2.1 As I have already noted above, the omission of the sender's

title in the orders to arrest seems to have been a general administrative

practice throughout Egypt, but it is generally accepted that these orders
' . . 94

were 1ssued by the strategus who was the head of the police in the nome.

Indeed, none of the hitherto published Oxyrhynchite examples records the

sender explicitly or contains any implications as to his office.

2.2.2 In the documents from elsewhere the strategus is designated
openly only in P.Gen.inv. 102 (= APF 3 (1906), 226-31) and in P.Tebt.
II 290,95 both of which are of Arsinoite provenance. Other officials,

but with similar authority to that of the strategus are recorded 1in

three documents, namely P.Med. inv. 71. 39 = SB XIV 11264 (o B.C.),

96 . .
where the official is referred to only as Artemidoros, a decurio in
97 .
SB XVI/2 12649 and an epitropos in P.Wisc. I 24; the first and last

documents come from the Arsinoite nome and the second one which 1is a
very damaged ostracon, may come from Contrapollonopolis Major. It 1S
worth noting here that SB XVI/2 12649 is a rather exceptional document
and I, indeed, doubt whether it is an order to arrest; the surviving

text is too small and fragmentary to enable us to draw any firm

| 98
conclusions.
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The Recipient (s)

_'_'_-——_—_____—

2.3.1 With the exception of P.Wisc. I 23 and P.IFAO 1 36, which
date from the early Roman era, the Oxyrhynchite orders to arrest
from this period are addressed exclusively to the archephodus.99

In contrast, the Arsinoite examples show that, although the

archephodus is the normal recipient, the orders are sometimes - and

this is not infrequent - addressed to him along with other officials

who seem to have had similar authority. In some other cases there
| 101 L
1s more than one archephodus: the majority of these documents

come from big villages in the Fayﬁm and reflect the increased number

of police force which was required to prevent crime and keep order

in the overpopulated areas of this nome.

. . 1
2.3.2 According to Wilcken 02 and Jouguet103 the archephodus gradually

replaced the epistates of the Ptolemaic period as head of the local
police, but both coexisted for some time in the earlier Roman period.
His primary responsibility was to maintain order in the village, but

he was also involved in administrative and financial matters: among

his other duties he had an intermediary role in the collection of

taxes and the obligation to publish edicts. He was one of the demosioi
of the village who were liturgic officials and he was associated chiefly
with the presbvteroi in the administration of the village. However, he

ranked last in the administrative hierarchy and his powers were only

, 104
executive.

2.3.3 Although there is no concrete ev<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>