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NOTES

Some notes on W. L. Westermann's article Slave Maintenance and Slave
Rewolts. Classical Philology XL (1945), 1ff. cf. supra p. 91.

As mentioned above, Westermann found out that there were in the
Hellenistic world two different types of sustenance, one for free persons,
another for slaves. Some remarks confirming this idea may be well in place.

In one of the oldest papyri, Eleph 1 (marriage-contract of 310/11 B.C.),
we read that the husband takes upon himself the liability (1. 4) : rapexére
8¢ ‘Hpax)eidys Anpyrplar Soa mpooijker yuvaiki éevbépar wdvra. And it is
amazing to see that a marriage-contract of the Byzantine era, CPR. 30, II,
8 = M. Chr. 290, contains a similar arrangement almost in the same words:
dAAd wdvra T4 mwpémovra é\evbépais yuvaubly mapa dvdpdor oepvols évdeifacfar
eis abryy xvA. It may be added that in SB. 4658 of the same period four
citizens of Arsinoe act as surety for a husband that the husband (l. 11):
dhwobivar 15 [ad]Tod yaperj Mapia xai Oddwey adbrp os déd[v éom]v rév
evfépov ywvaav xtA, (cf. Wenger Rechtsh. Pap. Stud. p. 54; Wilcken,
drch. f. Pap. V, 208).

We can even go a step farther. The papyri show that the standard of
maintenance among free people varied according to their legal or social
position. The standard of maintenance is different for women who are
yaperal and women who are only concubines. This is proved for instance
by Giss. 2, 18 (173 B.C.) (cf. Gen. 21, 3; Tebt. 104, 16) where we read:
[ra 8¢ 8éovra xai €]mmha kai ipariopdv kal TdAAa 8oa wpo[ovjker yvvaiki
yaperi] while in other documents no such a difference is made (cf. my
article in Studi Riccobono 1 514). In the Byzantine era the social class
to which the woman belongs is also taken into consideration. Lond. V,
1711, 27 (560-573 A.D.) (cf. Cair. Masp. 67, 310, 1. 10) provides:
Swabfpéyar ge yrolvs xai évdiddokey xal opodtyra wdvrwv Tdv [o]vvperplov.
(cf. my art, L.c. 515).

It may be finally mentioned that the adoptive-contracts show a different
standard of maintenance for legitimate and illegitimate children. In Lips.
18 = M. Chr. 363 (381 A.D.) the adoptive father promises: fpéyo xai
iparife eyevds xal yimolws ds vidv ywjowov kal puawoy ds é€ é[p]od yevdpevov
xrA and in Oxy. 1895, 9ff. (554 A.D.) the mother gives her daughter in
adoption on condition: wapa[dedwrévar admy— eis BGvyarépa vopipmy] dore
Ypds xopyyotvras ta 8éov[ra xdpav yov]éwv .€is Buyarépa dmomAnpdoar eis
a[drjv] xTA.
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