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NOTES ON PAPYRUS TEXTS WITH THE ROMAN IMPERIAL OATH

Below are offered notes on the text, date, or provenance of several published papyri of
Roman and Byzantine date which include a form of the imperial oath. These are based on a
collection of such texts compiled for the purpose of comparison and analysis. I have not
seen the documents discussed below, nor photographs of them, except where plates have
been published, and I have therefore refrained from commenting on text presented by editors
as secure: Where emendations are suggested, these affect restorations in lacuna. Some are
trivial, others self-evident, and some would no doubt turn out to be wrong, if it were
possible to recover the original readings -- but all are based on comparisons with readings
preserved in comparable texts with the imperial oath, and on the assumption that, while the
ancient writers sometimes produced idiosyncratic readings, modern restorations should be
based as much as possible on secure parallels. Similarly, suggestions as to date or
provenance of published pieces are offered on the basis of characteristics shared with other
texts where date or provenance are assured. I have tried to avoid repeating suggestions
already available in the Berichtigungsliste, Vols. I - VII, and in K.A. Worp, "Byzantine
Imperial Titulature in the Greek Documentary Papyri: The Oath Formulas," ZPE 45 (1982)
199-223, or P.J. Sijpesteijn's series of remarks on imperial titulature (ZPE 63, 1986, pp.
281, and earlier articles there cited).

BGU XTII 2246. Inlines 9 - 11, the imperial oath is printed as follows:

[mpocepmvoduelv kol opvvouey Ty
[Avtoxpdropog K]aicapog Népova Tpoovod
[Fepuovikod] Aakikod toyny

The title Zefactob should probably be inserted before [Teppavikod] at the beginning
of line 11. ZeBacto? follows Tparavod in Trajan's titulature in the documents where this
appears in the genitive in an oath by the emperor's Toyn - P.Lond III 903; P.Mert. I 13;
P.Oxy. III 483; and P.Ryl. II 82 -- and this element should probably be added as well to the
text of SB VI 9448.10, where it is, as here, omitted in lacuna.
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CPR 1224. Inlines 1 - 3 the imperial oath is printed as follows:

OUVLO
] avtoxpatopa Beov v[1ov] S eEdevBeprov

Kaiocopa can be restored before Avtoxpdrtopa in line 2, and Zefactdv at the begin-
ning of line 3. This gives the normal formulation of Augustus' titulature in the imperial oath.
See, e.g., P.Oslo II 26 and P.Amst. I 28, lines 1-2 with note.

CPR 1225. Inline 7, the imperial oath is printed as follows:

opuvout plo v popxov [av]pnAfto]v ceovnpov areEavdplov x]aft]oapog
[Tuymv

If alpha is correctly read, the restoration should be xot]d rather than u]é. The assev-
eration beginning with pd never appears as part of the imperial oath, but rather in informal
utterances, normally in correspondence (see P.Koeln II 110.6 with note); the imperial oath is
sometimes, though only late and rarely, introduced by xota (so P.Lond. V 1724.16 and
P Muench. T 14.93, both of the sixth century). Alternatively, read ouvt]w with the great
majority of oath formulations in this period (see, e.g., P.Hamb. I 19 and C.Pap.Gr. II 1 74
bis, like this text, from AD 225).

P.Alex.Giss. 16. Lines 8 and 9 can be restored after the pattern of P.Alex.Giss. 14, 15,
18 and 22:

[t Kol OUvom Tv]
[Avtokpatopoc Katoapog]

For the same formulation in the same year, see also BGU XI 2085 and P.Oxy. XXVII
2472.

P.Amst. I 28. The provenance of this text is probably Oxyrhynchite. The phrase Al
"EAev0Oépirov appears in the formulation of the imperial oath almost exclusively in
documents from Oxyrhynchus (P.Osl. II 26; P.Rein. II 99; cf. P.Oxy. II 240 and 253,
where the phrase is used of Augustus in Tiberius' titulature). The only exception known to
me is CPR I 224, where the phrase appears in Augustus' titulature in a document from
Soknopaiou Nesos.

P.Cair.Masp. III 299. It is possible that the words kol Stopovnyv should be supplied
after tnv viknv in the lacuna in line 52. This is the normal formulation in oaths by the holy
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trinity: See Worp (above, introduction) for the reign of Justinian, p. 211, formula XXVI g,
and, for subsequent reigns, pp. 211-213, formulas XXVIII b, d, and e; XXX a, XXXI a
and b; and XXXIV a. The additional letters leave the line longer than those immediately
beside it, but by no means the longest in the document (see, e.g., lines 40 ff).

P.Fouad 22 i. In line 8, dnop[ JoueBo duvivovteg is given as the phrase introducing
the imperial oath. dmo[@oivd]ueba can be restored with certainty in line 8, after the
examples of P.Mert I 13.9 and P.Oxy. XLV 3264.27, both of the late first century AD.

P.Harr. IT 193. In lines 9 - 13, the imperial oath is printed as follows:

OLVO® T
10 TOV KVLPLOV UMY Mdprov
AvpnAiov Koppddov
"Avtwv([ivov Katoopoc]
13 oYMV

Where the titulature of Commodus in oaths by the emperor's 10N ends with Katoapoc,
however, the words 100 kvplov invariably follow (so BGU I 92; II 649; XI 2019; and
P.Harr. II 71), and there seems to be insufficient space to restore this phrase at the end of
line 12. Rather restore the alternative title Zefoctod, as in P.Tebt. 1T 293.

P.Harr. I 214. In lines 6 - 9, the imperial oath is printed as follows:

le. 71 .. L1
[tov ceBdc]utoy Oeiov & opxov
[t®V deomo ]tV MUV

[

Avtokport]opov te kol Kousapmv

At the end of line 6, the words [opoAoy® ouvvowv] should be restored to introduce the
oath, as in two other documents addressed to the same logistes: P.Oxy. XXXVI 2767 and
XLI 2969, both dated to the preceding year, AD 323.

P.Heid. III 248. The provenance of the document is probably Oxyrhynchus. Other
sixth- and early seventh-century examples of the same formulation (tov Oelov kol

oefaouiov opxov, with no further elements or references to the emperor) are almost
exclusively from Oxyrhynchus (the sole exception known to me is P.Cair.Masp. I 1, AD
514). For examples recording, as here, sureties for coloni ascripticii, dates ranging from
579 to 612, see: P.Oxy. I 135; XLIV 3204; PSI 159,61, and 62; SB XVI 12484.



94 Z.M. Packman

An additional line, above the first preserved on this papyrus, can be restored from the
documents named above:

[opoAoy® Exovoig yvoun kol ovBoipéte npoatpécet Enouviouevog)
P.Lips. 8 (=M.Chr. 210). In lines 12 - 13, the imperial oath is printed as follows:

OUVO® TV
[Mapxov "Av]teavivov Katoapo[c to]d Kvplov toynv

The name AvpnAiov should probably be inserted after Mdpxov in the lacuna at the
beginning of line 13. This produces the regular formulation of Elagabalus' name (see the
dating formulae in the same text), and brings the line to a length comparable with that of
others in the text.

P.Lond. V 1893 b. The provenance of the piece is probably Herakleopolite, like that of
other fifth-century texts recording an oath which ends with the words tfig kaAAvikov
Kopvefc: so CPR V 17; P.Rain.Cent. 106 (restored); and SB VI 9152. Where the oath
ends with the words 1fi¢ xoAAwvikov kol &Bavdtov kopvefig, the provenance is more
likely Arsinoite: So SB 1 5273 and P.Lond. I 113 i. See Worp (above, introduction), p. 215,
formula XXXV a and b.

P.Lond. V 1901, descripta. The only text given is of lines 2 and 3:

TOVTO 0D TPOPEPOUEVV ML oM Gipy[fig KTA.
| kot pprxmdéctartov Sprov GUAAEL TV Tapod[co KTA.

The oath formulation in line 3 can be restored after the pattern of P.Strasb. VIII 720, also
of the sixth century, and the only other oath formulation where the word @pix@wdéctortov is
preceded by kou:

[énmuocduny tov Belov] kol ppikmdéstotov Sprov

P.Michael. 55. The subscript, lines 14 - 15, is printed as follows:

14 £0]éuebo TordnV TV drapectv kol otoyel Muiv [tévTo Tor

Eyyeypapuévo, Kol OUOGOUEY TOV]
15 OpKOV OG TPOK/.
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The word O¢lov should be inserted at the end of the lacuna in line 14. The text is a sixth-
century contract from the Antaeopolite, and in other such documents, where subscripts are
preserved, the relevant phrase is 1ov Bglov Spxov (see, e.g., P.Cair.Masp. I 1 and P.Mich
XIII 665). The subscript reference to TOv 0pxov, tout court, appears in documents of the
first to fourth centuries, almost exclusively in the Oxyrhynchite and Hermopolite nomes --
see, for the latest examples known to me, CPR VII 14 (Hermopolite, AD 305) and P.Oxy.
XXXIII 2673 (AD 304).

P.Mich. XV 724. The editor observes (line 6, note) that the oath by tov cefacuiov
O¢lov Gprov is characteristic of Oxyrhynchus. This can be stated more strongly: There are

24 published examples of this formulation securely assigned to the Oxyrhynchite, with dates
ranging from AD 318 (P.Oxy. LIV 3746 ii and iii) to 373 (P.Oxy. XLVI 3308). PSI VIII
950, published as of uncertain provenance, is the only other document with this formulation
known to me, and it, too, should probably be assigned to the Oxyrhynchite.

The ninth indiction referred to in the text is probably that of 335/6. After 350, the oath
formula of this type regularly includes regents' names and titulature (P.Laur. IV 162; P.Oxy.
XXII 2347 and XLVI 3308), which would seem to require more space than is available in
the lacuna at the end of line 6. Before 350, the oath refers to the rulers by title only, in one
of three forms, of which two seem too short to fill the available space in this document: T@v
deonot®v MUV avikntov Bacidémv (e.g., P.Oxy. XLIII 3122) or, after 340, t®v
deomotdv Mudv Adyovotov (e.g., P.Oxy. L 3576); see Worp (above, introduction), pp.
202-204, formulas VII a, VIII a, and X c. It seems likely, then, that the editor's proposal at
the end of line 6 is correct, and can be completed on the example of P.Oxy. X 1265, of AD
336:

... TV deomot[®V NudV AVTokpaTopdc Te Kol Kaodpwv]

P.Mil. I 3. If the document is correctly assigned to the reign of Augustus, as seems very
likely on the basis of the fragment of titulature preserved (but see BL VII, p. 101, for the
suggestion that it be reassigned to the reign of Tiberius), the words Avtoxpdrtopa Beod
v1ov should be added after Kaico[po in the lacuna at the end of line 14. Augustus' titu-
lature is somewhat variably formed, particularly during the earlier years of his reign, but
where the object of the oath begins with Katoopa, it normally proceeds in this way: See,
for another example from the Arsinoite, P.Tebt. II 382.20-21.

P.Muench. III 1 72. This document is probably of Arsinoite provenance. The oath for-
mulation by the emperor's T0yn and vikn is found in ten documents, of which 7, from AD
299 to 310, are from the Arsinoite (P.Cair.Is. 3; 4; 5; and 8; P.Sakaon 1; 2; 3). The
remaining three (P.Muench. III 1 72; P.Prag. I 33; P.Wuerz. 15), published as of uncertain
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provenance, are, though rather later, most likely from the Arsinoite as well: See Worp
(above, introduction), p. 204, formula X d, and ZPE 39 (1980) 172 n. 25.

P.Oxy. IIT 638, descripta, printed without line divisions. Following éuvbw, where the
editor gives k.1.A., there presumably appears in the accusative the regular form of Trajan's
titulature: Avtoxpatopo Katooapo Néepovav Tporavov XeBaoctov Tepuovikov Ao-
K1kov (see, e.g., P.Fam.Tebt. 15.149 and P.Wisc. II 80.192). The oath by the emperor's
toyn occurs in Oxyrhynchus from as early as AD 70, but is greatly outnumbered for at least

half a century by texts with the older form of the oath, by the emperor's name (5 examples of
the former between 70 and 131; 19 examples of the latter during the same years). Reports of
property purchased or inherited show the oath by the emperor's name throughout the first
and second centuries (P.Oxy. I 75; III 482; SB VI 9317), with the oath by the emperor's
TOyn occurring first in the third century AD (P.Oxy. XLIII 3103; PSI X 1112).

P.Oxy. XII 1554. Parts of three lines can be restored above the first preserved on this

text:
a [ OUVO® TNV TOV |
b [kvplov Fotov OV1Biov Tpefwvi-]
c [ovod T'éAAov kot Totov Ov1Biov]
1 [’A]owvi[ov T'dAAov OéAdov V1oV OD
2 OvAov[oravod EvceBav Evtuydv
3 Zefootdv TO[)Nv

Third-century sureties from Oxyrhynchus invariably introduce the imperial oath with the
verb ouvom (so P.Oxy. XII 1555; XXX VI 2763; PSI XIII 1329), and the imperial titulature
partly preserved in this place can be restored with some confidence from dates recorded on
other texts in the Oxyrhynchus series: So, e.g., P.Oxy. XLII 3053. The regnal formula
given for the year-date begins in this period with Abtokpatopog Kailoopog; the formula
given in the oath, with 100 kvplov: Compare the oath and dating formulas in P.Lond. ITI
946 and C.Pap.Gr. II 1 76 (both from the reign of Severus Alexander) and P.Lips. 3 ii
(reign of Valerian).

P.Oxy. XXXVI 2756. The rest of the oath by Vespasian can be supplied at the end of the
document, from the dating formula above, and from other oaths by the same emperor: See,
e.g., C.Pap.Gr. II 1 15.

17 [Ouviouev Ad-]
18 [tox]pdropa Ka[i]oo[pa Ovecnociovoy
19 [ZefoctOv. . ..o ]
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P.Prag. 1 33. The provenance of this text is probably Arsinoite: See above on P.Muench
III 1 72. The words ko1l ovpdviov should be removed from the lacuna at the beginning of
line 9. The oath by the emperor's Toyn and vikn occurs without modification in texts from
299 to 310 (e.g., P.Corn. 20 and P.Sakaon 2), and prefaced with the single adjective Belov
in 343 (P.Muench. III 1 72).

P.Ryl. IV 703. In lines 3 - 4, the imperial oath is printed as follows:

OMOAOYOVUEV OUVD-
[ovTeg TNV TV Kuplev MUOV odTokpaTOp|wv TOXMV UN Enagivol

The provenance of this document is probably Arsinoite. The oath by the tOyn of an
unnamed emperor occurs at least a dozen times in Arsinoite documents from the third and
fourth centuries (see, e.g., P.Amh. II 138, AD 326, and P.Ryl. IV 657, AD 323-24); only
one example comes from outside that nome (SB I 2267, c. AD 300, Hermopolite).

The reference to the emperors in this class of documents never ends with the word
Avtoxpatopov: The lacuna at the beginning of line 4 should probably be expanded -- and
there is room for it, as the left margin is lost to an undetermined depth -- to either Avto-
kpotopav te kol Kawsdaplwv (so, e.g., P.Cair.Isid. 9) or Adtokpatdépov Zefaoct]dv
(e.g., P.Sakaon 5).

P.S.I. V 464. In lines 6 - 7, the imperial oath is rendered thus:

ouvo® [ty 1AV ? AdTOKPOTOP®Y KOLGAP®Y TAV |
KUPLOV TOYNV

With the ending t@v xvpilov preserved, the imperial titulature is probably that of Philip,
as the editor preferred, rather than of Aurelian and Gallienus, which he regarded as less
likely, and whose titulature in the oath formulation regularly ends with Xefactdv (so, e.g.,
P.Lips. 3 ii). The portion of the formula lost in lacuna at the end of line 6 can be restored
after that preserved in SB V 7634: [Mdapxov TovAlov ®1dinnowv Koicdpav tov].

P.S.I. VII 732. In lines 14 - 16, the imperial oath is printed as follows:

ouvom -
[0 ]tokpatopa koo po
[Tt]tov [ATA]ov "Adprovov
["Avtovivov kTA. un éyedobor sim. etc.
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The words Zefooctov Evoefti can be restored after ’Avtwvivov in the lost last line:
This is the regular formulation of the oath by the emperor Antoninus Pius (so, e.g., C.Pap.
Gr. I 1 39 and 44).

P.S.1. VIII 951. Line 10 preserves a fragment of the imperial oath:
] evo€Peray TV KOAAVIKOV deoTOTOV NUDV olo[Vimy

It is possible to restore Bedv mavtoxpdtopa kol v Belov] before evcéPerav, after
the pattern of other documents recording oaths where the word ebvcéBeilov stands
immediately before the imperial titulature: so, e.g., P.Oxy. XVI 1880 and 1881.

PSI X 1114. In lines 9-12, the imperial oath is printed as follows:

kol O[uvdw Bedv 1OV mavtokpdtopal]
Kol TV £V6€Betay TV To TEvTo [VIKOVTOV deoToTOV NUDV |
OdarevTiviowod Mopkiavod 1av oio[viov adyodcstov €nt 1)) ue un év-]
oxAelv TH) LUV Evipeyla

This document is a fifth-century petition Oxyrhynchus, and the introduction of the oath
by the simple ouvvo is a feature of the first to third or early fourth centuries. The oath
should probably be formulated like other similar documents from the same time and place
--with opoAoy® ouvig like P.S.I. VI 689 a and d, or with opoAoy@® érouvouevog like P.Oxy.
XVI 1880 and 1881.

P.S.I. X 1122. The provenance of the document is probably Oxyrhynchite: See above on
P.Heid. III 248.

P.S.I. XII 1257 (=SB V 7990). The rest of the oath can be restored in lacuna after tov
£Bwov, line 23: See, e.g., P.Oxy. XLIII 3114 and 3136.

kol Opvoopey tov E0wov [ Popoiolg
[Opkov un éyedoBot . . . . . ... ]

P.Stras. 1T 152. Lines 12 - 14 preserve fragments of the imperial oath:

[ 0]v x[vplo]v [hudv] Aok [nTiovod kod]

[Mo&iiovod ZeBooctdv kot Kmvotavtiov kot MalEiuiovod éni[gavestdtov]
[Kouodpav toxny xTA. ]
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In the lacuna at the beginning of line 12, restore [xoai €€6uvout v before 1®]v
k[vplw]v ¥1A, as in other Hermopolite property declarations of the same period with an oath
delivered to the censitor: So P.Flor. I 32 a and P.Lond. V 1647, where these words stand at
the beginning of a line. It seems very likely that the same formatting obtained in the present
text as well.

P.Strass. IV 255. The provenance of the text is probably Hermopolite. The editor (p.
113) notes points of resemblance to several Hermopolite documents: In fact, komarchs
appear as issuers of oath-bearing documents swearing tov Bglov xai cefdouiov Spxov in
several texts of the fourth century, all Hermopolite in origin: BGU I 21 i; P.Cair. Goodsp.
12 1; and P.Vind.Sijp. 5. P.Cair.Goodsp. 12 i preserves the same liability clause and sub-
script (recording tov Bglov Opkov) as on this document.

P.Stras. VII 617. This text should be marked with an asterisk in Worp (above, intro-
duction), p. 201 (formula III b), where a new reading of the oath formula is proposed,
apparently on the basis of other Arsinoite documents of the same period, so that the oath is

given by the emperors' TOynv kol viknv, this phrase preceding the imperial titulature,
rather than by their toynv alone, with this element following the titulature.

P.Vind.Sal. 3. The subscript in line 23 is printed as follows:

[Zrot]ofi(t1c) Zetafo(VTog) duduoxa t[o]v Tpoyeypau(uévov) dprov

Perhaps rather restore 7.:p01_<§.{ p_t[svov] at the end of the line. This text is from the
Arsinoite nome, AD 36, and there are 13 other Arsinoite documents from the first to early
third centuries in which preserved subscripts record tov mpokeiuevov Opkov. The only
published text known to me with a subscript acknowledging tov npoysypouuévov 6pkov

is P. Oxy. II 251, from the first century in the Oxyrhynchite.

P.Wash.Univ. [ 24. In lines 5 - 7, the imperial oath is printed as follows:

opoAoyoduey ouviovieg Bedv 1oV te mavt]okpd[t]opo kol Thv evséProy
KoL VIKNV T@V 0e6ToT@V NUdV Oc0d0ciov kai] OVoAEVTIVIOVOD TOV 0LOVIDV
AvyovoTOV

The particle te can be removed from the oath formulation restored at the beginning of line
5. The oath by almighty God is expressed either by tov 1e mavtokpdtopa Bedv or by
Oedv 10V mowvtokpdropo. (see, e.g., BGU III 936 and CPR VI 6, both, like this text,
from the reign of Theodosius).
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P.Wisc. I 16. The provenance of the piece is probably Oxyrhynchite. First- and second-
century documents formulated by the name of the emperor, and with subscripts recording
the swearing of Tov 6pkov (rather than, for example, T0v Tpokeievov Opkov) are invariably
Oxyrhynchite. Twelve examples occur, dated between AD 34 (P.Ox.Hels. 10) and AD 150
(C.Pap.Gr. I 1 39).

P.Wuerz. 15. In lines 4 - 5, the imperial oath is printed as below:

e ~ 9 4 \
[ oporoy®d ouvomv tv]
TOYNV KoL VELKNY TO[V TO TAVTO VIKOVIOV OE6TOTMV UV AVYOUGTOV ]

With the publication of P.Muench. III 1 72, on which see above, it seems likely in a
document of this date (AD 341) that the word Betav should be added before tTOynv xoil
viknv in the lacuna at the end of line 4: See above also on P.Prag. I 33.

SB 14669. Fragments of the imperial oath are printed in lines 15 - 17:

15 xol v Oetowv [ ]
16 tetpLddo kol Ty vikny to0tny () kot didpovov {onv 1od evoefectdton
[0l prAovBpdnov]
17 deondtov Thg Nyovpevng PA(aoviov) “HpakAiov 10D aimviov AdyodoTou Kol
AvTokpaTopog [ ]

The word opoovoiov should be supplied in the lacuna at the end of line 15: See, e.g.,
for the same phraseology, P.Koeln III 156.11 and P.Mich. XIII 659.257.

SB VI 9087. The provenance of the piece is probably Arsinoite. Up to the end of the
second century, all surviving sureties with the oath by the emperor's tOyn are from the
Arsinoite: BGU III 891 v (AD 144); XI 2037 (first half of the second century); XIII 2248
(AD 196).

SB VI 9448. In lines 10 - 11, the imperial oath is printed as follows:

Kol OV Ty [10d Avto]kpdropog Kaisap[og Né]pova Tpaftovod I'ep-]
HoviKod Aok[1kod . . toyxmv

The title Zefaotod should probably be added after Tpo[iovod in the lacuna at the end
of line 10: See above on BGU XIII 2246. The length of the lines in this document has not
been established, due to the loss of text on the right side.
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SB XII 11023. The first four lines (date -- well restored -- and then names and titles of
parties to the communication) are badly preserved. Here are lines 5 (end of exchange of
names and titles) and 6 -7 (the imperial oath):

5[- - -] émpelet[aic oitov Aaunpotdng "Ahe€]avdpiog

6 [O6roAoy® Ouvug Tov B0V TOV Ty [tokpdtopo kol Thy [evcéBeta]v To[D
TOL TOVTOL

7 [vik@vtog deondtov uav Oeo]dociov aimviov AbyovoTov

The first tov restored in the lacuna at the beginning of line 6 may be removed: See above
on P.Wash.Univ. I 24.

The first word preserved in line 5 should probably be read as énipeAnt[@v] -- probably
governed by a lost mapd -- rather than émueAnt[aic]. It is very rare for the addressee to
be named after the issuer in a document containing the imperial oath, and while epimeletae
are often named as recipients of oath-bearing lading receipts (see below, on SB XIV 11550),
they are invariably in that case named before the issuer of the receipt. For epimeletae as
issuers of receipts, named in both cases after the addressee, see P.Oxy. XXXVI 2766 and
P.Ryl. IV 657, both issued to the strategos; see also P.Wash.Univ. II 82, with introduction.

SB XIV 11550. This lading receipt is probably addressed to an epimeletes, like several
other oath-bearing fourth-century receipts for transport of goods: See P.Flor. I 75; P.Laur.
IV 162; P.Mich. XV 724; and P.Stras. VII 654. The émpueAntng xp1Ofc is often so
designated, without additional titulature (see, e.g., from the fourth century, P.Char. XV
2.24; and P.Sakaon 15.2 and 31; the much earlier SB XII 11133 is a document issued by
é¢mpeAntal kp1Ofic, but their names at the top of the text appear in the dative, as if from a
formula for documents submitted to them). Line 1 of this document can plausibly be re-

stored with the name of the addressee's father, and then his title:
AdpnAie ‘Aproypati[ovt -- father's name -- émueAntii kpiBfg]

VBP IV 75a. The word XeBoctod] should be supplied after “Adpiov[od at the end of
line 16. This is the normal form of Hadrian's titulature in the imperial oath: See, e.g., from
the same year, P.Oxy. XLVII 3336 and P.S.I. VII 766. This addition brings the line to a
length of 32 letters, roughly comparable to that of the line before.

C.Pap.Gr. II 120. The imperial titulature in lines 21 - 24 can be restored from P.Oxy. I
74:
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OU-
VO ADToKpATO-
pa Katoo[po Népovov]
Tparav[ov "Apiotov]
YeBafotov I'epuovikov. |

P.Oxy. I 74 dates to AD 116 -- and cf. Sijpesteijn (above, introduction) on P.Oxy. XII
1454 -- but the title "Apiotog appears earlier in Trajan's dating formula: See O.Strass. 500,

AD 100.

Pietermaritzburg Z .M. Packman



