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could not be annulled. The sentences of the Greek courts, of the
Chrematists and of the ten judges were also of legal force. It seems
however that the legal procedure admitted new proceedings and
a new decision in two cases: a) a renewal of the law-suit by a third
person, by the means of an intervention (Lille I 29 Col. I), b) a re-
newal of the law-suit after a judicial suspension (intermission) of
the . proceedings (Princ. IIT 6). In the Roman period the principle
ne bis de eadem re sit actio prevails. The tendency appears in courts
to take notice of the sentence ex officio whereas in Rome this was
maintained by the means of an exception (BGU 613).

E. BERNEKER, Mogayovy (R. E. XVIII 3, 1949).

The expression known to common Greek Law has two different
meanings: a) a contractually established legal power upon a person
during of which the right of movement of the person subject to
this power is suspended (in case of debts, in case of manumission);
b) the duty not to leave a place. In connection with this are: a) the
processual obligation to appear in court b) the surety for atten-
dance of a liturgist.

E. BERNEKER, [épepor (Pauly-Wissowa R. E. XVIII 4, 1950).

The author deals in this article with the mdpedpot in Greece, in
the Ptolemaic kingdom, in Rome and in the Roman provinces
especially in Egypt.

R. TAUBENSCHLAG, The legal profession in Greco-Roman Egypt
(S. A. aus Festschrift Schultz).

It is quite certain that in the Ptolemaic period judges and asses-
sors — no matter whether members of collegiate or single courts —
possessed some knowledge of law. This knowledge may have been
acquired in gymnasiums in connection with studies in rhetorics.
The Ptolemaic period did not know mpaypatixol, jurisconsults
who assisted the $7ropec in court as experts and suggested them the
provisions to be quoted. It knew however advocates (suvfiyopot) who
were evidently under state control. They probably acquired their
knowledge like the judges also in gymnasiums. At the beginning
of the Roman period, the prefect, the supreme judge was hardly
a man with legal education. It is however probable that their as-
sessors possessed a smattering of law. But at the end of the third
century the situation seems to have changed and judges seem
chiefly to be men equipped with legal knowledge. In the II cent.



