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TWO PETITIONS FOR RECOVERY
(P. Col. Inv. Nos 61 and 62; 318 A:D.)

The papyri which form the subject of {he present article
come from the fourth-century “Aurelius Isidorus archive.”
which is now distributed among the collections of the Bri-
tish Museum., the Cairo Museum, Columbia University,
New York Universily, the Universily of Michigan and Me.
Wilfred Merion (in London). Pieces from this archive have
previously been published by Boak in Mélanges Maspero 11.
Etudes de Papyrologie 11-V (1934-39). Harvard Studies in
Classical Philology L1 (1940), Byzantion XVII (1944-45) and
The Journal of Juristic Papyrology 1 (1945): and by Kraemer
and Lewis in Transactions of the American Philological Asso-
ciation LXVIII (1937).

Among the Columbia picces are two pelitions from Au-
rehius Isidorus for the recovery of a defaulied debt. These
petitions date from 318 A.D.' but the antecedenis of the
affair — revealed by one of the Merton papyri.* which I
am able to summarize here through the kind offices of Sir
Harold Bell — go back to the vear 314/5 A.D. In that vear
Isidorus leased from two brothers, Castor and Ammonianus,
some 25 arouras of seed land izt zowwvig fpisons pépove. Pre-
sumably, as was usual in such métayage arrangements,*®
Isidorus was to furnish the labor in exchange for hall ithe
produce. Actually. Isidorus advanced the seed. paid the
hire of oxen to brcak up the ground and of reapcrs for the
harvest. and in addition made Castor and Ammonianus
a direct loan in money and kind. This cumulative indeb-
tedness was no doubt to be deducted from Castor and Am-
monianus  half share of the produce. Afier the harvest,

1 See below, note to Inv. No. 61, line 17.

2 This papyrus appears as No. 6 of Box xvi in the inventory of the 1924
group purchase directed by Sir Harold Bell. It will, accordingly, be refer-
red to in this article as P. Merton ined. xvi. 6.

2a Cf. S. Waszynski, Die Bodenpacht, pp 153-156.

-
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however, the brothers came and carried off the entire pro-
duce of the 25 arouras. Unable {o obtamn restitution by
direct appeal to the culprits, Isidorus notified the strategus
(= exaclor cwilatis)® and the praepositus pagi, and, on
December 27, 315 A.D., petitioned the praeses Aegypti
Herculiae for redress. This petition was returned wiih the
praeses’ subscript stating that the exacfor would investigate
and see that justice was done. On January 30, 316. Isidorus
addressed another petition to the sfrategus. appending
a copv of his petition to the praeses with the latter’s sub-
script, and asking the sfrafegus to proceed accordingly.

P. Col. Inv. No. 61 now picks up the story, revealing that
the matter was settled in Phamenoth (=Feb./March) of
516 — no doubt after the intervention of the siralegus-ex-
actor, though this is not specifically stated. In the settle-
ment Castor and Ammonianus apparently discharged their
entire indebtedness to Isidorus except for 32 artabs of
wheat and 18 artabs of kidney-beans. For his remaining
debt they gave him a note secured by a hypothec upon three
oxen; and simultaneously their brother-in-law. Tomis, exe-
cuted a surety bond. guarantieeing Isidorus the possession of
‘the three oxen if Castor and Ammonianus failed to repay
their debt in Payni (= May/June. after the next harvest).

Payni came and went, but Isidorus received neither
produce nor oxen. In the course of the next two years,
during which, we must suppose. Isidorus made repcaied
attempts 1o collect, Caslor died, Ammonianus resorted to
{light (dvoydpnors). and Tomis and his brother Demetrius
(who was also the husband of Atola, sister of Castor and
Ammonianus) took possession of all of the property of Cas-
tor and Ammonianus. The new owners, however, werc no
more inclined than the old to discharge the outstanding ob-
ligation to Isidorus, and finally, on April 13, 318 A.D., Isi-
dorus petitioned the praeses Aegypti Herculiae for redress.
This petition (P. Col. Inv. No. 61) was returned to Isidorus
with the praeses’ subscript siating that the praepositus pagi
would investigaie and assist him to recover. Upon receipt
of this response Isidorus, on July 15, 318, addressed a pe-
tition (P. Col. Inv. No. 62) to the praeposifus pagi, append-

2 Cf. F. Oertel, Die Liturgie, p. 219.
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ing a-copy of his April petition with the praeses’ subscript,
and asking the praepositus to summon the accused before
him and render judgment.

Of particular legal interest in these two Columbia peti-
tions are the hypothecation of oxen and the evidence on
the judicial competence of the praepositus pagi.

In the documents from Graeco-Roman Egypt. mortgaged
objects are usally immobilia, but hypothecs of movables
are not unknown.* A hypothec of cattle has, however. not
hitherto been encountered, as far as I know. An analogous
but not identical situation is found in P. A.-M. Desrous-
seaux,” dating from 75 B.C., where a cow is the object
pledged in a fiduciary sale (zpisic izl Most or @vij év =ioter).
The two types of transactions were largely equivalent in
" practical effect, so much so, in fact, that the [iduciary sale
was frequently thought of and expressed in hypothec
terms; cf. e. g.

P. Heidelb. 1278 (= Mitteis Chrest. 233; 111 B.C.). 4-6

v dmédeto.. natd ovyypagiy @vig &v wmiotel,

P.A.-M. Desrousseaux (75 B.C.), 11-13 bz ]édecvro...7a)’

Opodotiay wpdfosmg| Bodc [V|nheiac mpoc dop[dfhetav toh Saveion,

BGU 650 (= Wilcken Chrest. 365; 46/7 A.D.). 6 ayopasp.it

1 %al Dwodny »hipov, and

P. Lond. 338 (= Mitteis, Chrest. 52; ca 150 A.D.), 1pé.-

nata 7eLpoypdpod wpdscns [xal d|modfum e na(l) ofav]sion.

From the legal point of view, however. there was this im-
portant distinction: under a hypothec the debior retained
possession of and title to his property, which was placed un-
der lien: in the other case, since the {ransaction was in the
form of a sale, title passed immediately to the “purchaser”
(= creditor). while the object “soid” remained in the actual
possession of the “seller” (==debtor).’

Another noteworthy feature of this hypothec is its inclu-
sion of a suretyship (dvafoys) to guarantee performance of

4 Cf. L. Mitteis, Grundziige, p. 132; for mortgaged slaves ¢f. F. Hamb.
. 1205
: > Published by P. Jouguet, Mélanges Desrousseaux (Paris, 1937},
pPp 229-238. }

6 Cf. Mitteis, op. cit., p. 135; R. Taubenschlag, The Lam of Greco-
Roman Egypt, pp 206-207.
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the obligation. Such an arrangement. while not unique, was
rare. Normally, a mortgage m Greco-Roman Egypt con-
tained a Bsfaiwsic or similar clause, in which the debtor-
mortgagor himself expressed the necessary guarantees on
his own liability; * sureties were generally required only for
unsecured loans. It is clear, however, that sureties were
occasionally demanded even where a debt was secured bv
a mortgage® — cf. e. g.., P. Cairo Zenon 59504 (third century
B.C.); P. Oxy. 2134 (ca 170 A.D.); P. Mon. 14 (594 A.D.):
and P. Oxy. 270 (= Mitteis, Chrest. 236 = Select Papyri
57: 94 AD.), in which a mortgagor in turn guarantees to
indemnify her surety: if he is called upon to pay her debt,
he will receive the morigaged property in exchange.

The praepositus pagi is a well-known administrative of-
ficial of fourth-century Egypt.” His police and fiscal func-
tions are aitested by a considerable body of {exts: ™ but

7 Cf. A. B. Schwarz, Hypothek und Hypallagma, p. 55; Taubenschlag,
Atti del IV Congresso internazionale di papirologia, pp 271-272 and op.
cit., pp 212, 226, 311 (.in the course of (ime [i. ¢, in the third century
B. C.] the debior became his own surety.”).

8 So, too, in a second-century-B.C. law of Samos: e¢f. Taubenschlag,
op. cit.,, p. 210 note 31.

o Cf. M. Gelzer, Studien zur byzantinischen Vermwaltung Aegypftens,
pp 57-38; Oertel, op. cil., pp 301-302.

10 These may be classified as follows:

FISCAL

a. Nominations to liturgic offices addressed to pr. p.: P. Amh. 139
(= Wilcken, Chrest. 406); P. Cairo Preis. 18, 19; P. Goth. 5, 6;
P. Lond. 1249; P. Oxy. 1425, 2124 (= Select Papyri 345, 544); PSI
1106, 1107; P. Théad. 50, SB 7757.

b. Administration and revenues of mines: P. Amh. 140; Stud. Pal.
XX, 76. ;

c. Miscellaneous: P. Amh 142 (== Chrest. 65); BGU 21; P. Cairo
Goodspeed 12; P. Cairo Preis. 6 (lines 1-5); P. Col. Inv. No.
181(19) 4-182 (published in Transactions of the American Philologi-
cal Ass’'n 68 {1934], pp 557-387); CPR 233 (= Wilcken, Chrest. 42);
P. Flor. 36 (= Mitteis, Chrest. 64); P. Gen. 54?; P. Lond. 971
(= Mitteis, Chrest. 95); P. Oslo 113; P. Oxy. 1190 ?, 1253; SB 5336.
PSI 309; P. Théad. 15, 16, 20, 52 (debt, presumably fiscal).
POLICE

a. Petitions to pr. p. (assault, theft): P. Amh. 141 (= Mitteis, Chrest.
126); P. Cairo Goodspeed 15 (lines 12-19)?; P. Théad, 21, 22.

b. Oath of surety for appearance (novy wai 2ppivewn) addressed to
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only a single document, P. Lond. 971 (= Mitteis, Chrest.95),
has hitherto indicated that he also exercised delegated ju-
dicial authority. This document is the record of a hearing
before a higher official, presumably the prefect or praeses.*
The complainant, possessor of a large holding of emphy-
teutic and other land.”” protests that one of her overseers
has been unjustly appointed to a tax-collection liturgy.
Her advocate concludes his appeal with the characteristic
plea*® that his client be not hampered in her desire to cul-
tivate her land and pay her rents to the state,* and the
following exchange ensues (lines 19-20):

Magistrate: tiva Bodhetar Surastiiv:
Advocate: tov mparzésttoy tod mhyon thv %ol drartodvea ti Smp[éctal.

Magistrate: ¢ [mp|armisitog tod mayon petalh adtdy [8|dipetart®
0 Suraion =[.

The matter, in other words, is referred for judgment to the
praepositus pagi. who (note the pointed epexegesis tiv zai
dmavtodvea to dnpésa) was the local official supervising ap-
pointments to liturgies and collection of taxes.*

pr. p.: P. Wiirz 16 (fiscal implication’ — cf. P. Oslo 115 and Mit-
teis, Chrest. 354, Inirod.).
c. Orders issued by pr. p.: P. Cairo Preis 6 (lines 6-11); P. Oxy.
15052, 1506.
d. Searches: P. Princ. 63?; P. Strassh. 129, 149.
11 On Mitteis’ conjecture (Chrest. p. 114) that this official was the
Prefect of Egypt, see below note 18.
12 Lines 16-17; cf. Mitteis, Chrest., p. 115 note 17, and note 14 below.
13 Cf. N. Lewis, JEA 23 (1937), p. 64 note 4.

14 Line 18: woi iy vy mop[al]aBe[ilv #al tobs ghponc <[ . t[eheiv seems the

obvious restoration. gigons would encompass both the rents due on the
emphyteutic land and the taxes on the land which she &[ik]wg 2zimpovipmnsey
(line 17).

15 The praeses’ subscript in P. Merton ined. xvi. 6 uses this same for-
mula; ¢f. also the similar language of the subscript in P. Col. Inv. No.
61, 18-19 (see note 16).

16 A similar procedure may be concealed in the summary wording of
P. Théad. 13, 6-7. There we read that a praeses 3&wzev Bondstay Gste 3tk o
mpatmositwy dmontvqdivar t[f]v.. diyknsy (sc. by the tax-collectors). In the
light of P. Lond. 971 this probably means, not that the praeposifi
merely executed a judgment rendered by the praeses, but rather that
the praeses, petitioned for relief from harassment by tax-collectors,
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P. Lond 971, then. proves that the praepositus pagi could
exercise judicial functions, at least in some matters per-
taining to the state revenues. This text would indicate,
further, to the praepositus pagi had no original jurisdic-
tion, but had judicial competence only in specific cases
delegated to him by a higher authority.

At this point the question naturally arises as to whether
the praepositus pagi similarly exercised judicial authority
in connection with his police functions. P. Théad. 22 makes
it clear that. in certain criminal matters at least, he did not
have judicial competence. In that document. a complaint
concerning robbery, the petitioner asks the praepositus pagi
first to take steps (the details of which are not clear) look-
ing toward the recovery of the stolen property, and then to
refer the petition to the dux, abrod v4p dom w2 toradra tohpodvies
(I. -25) z8wiv (lines 16-17). In other words, the praepositus
is here asked to take certain steps in his police capacity,
but his police powers obviously do not extend to judicial
competence in criminal matters such as theft.’”

To this picture of the judicial competence of the praepo-
situs pagi the Columbia petitions here published make two
significant additions, attesting a broader and more regular
authority than has hitherto been appareni. To be sure. these
petitions strengthen the previous evidence that the prae-
posilus pagi served as judge only in cases specifically re-
ferred to him by a higher authority.” On the other hand, his
judicial functions now appear not to have been limited to
fiscal matters: the case here referred to him for judgment
seems to be purely civil; no fiscal involvement is apparent.

referred the matter to the appropriate praepositi, who decided the case
in favor of the petitioner and ordered the coliectors to cease their mo-
lestations. C7. also the wording of the praeses’ subscript in the Co-
lumbia petition (Inv. No. 61, 18-19, No. 62, 23-24): § TPOLTOSITOS TOD Th 0D
Staypvods petald dHuav Ty mposvrovsty cov Bovdetav... mapéter.

17 Cf. also P. Théad. 23, the same petition addressed to a prae-
fectus alae.

18 Here and in P. Théad. 13 (c¢f. above, note 16) the delegating autho-
rity is the praeses. This evidence suggests that the magistrate in P.
Lond. 971 may also be the praeses, rather than, as Mitteis thought (see
above, note 11), the praefectus Aegypti. 1 have the impression that the
accumulated papyrological evidence would now repay a thorough
study of these .procedural channels in the legal administration of the
fourth century.
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and certainly noné is mentioned — although, as noted
above,” where such exist they are, for obvious reasons,
customarily stressed. It is altogether likely, therefore, that
the judicial competence here attesied derives from, or is
part of, the praepositus pagi's police powers. In other
words. though his police powers. as seen above. did not in-
clude criminal jurisdiction, they apparently did include juris-
diction in some civil matters. The other significant point lies
intp o[ &tfzastipie (Inv. No. 62, line 5), which suggests that the
praepositus pagi may have had more than a mere ad lioc
jurisdiction created by specific referrals of cases by higher
authorities; it suggests that the praepositus pagi was, in the
exercice of his normal police and fiscal functions, also the
judge of a regular and permanent court, even though not
a court of first instance.

Finally, a subsidiary question suggests itself: Why was
this Columbia petition of Isidorus referred by the praeses
to the praepositus pagi. whereas the earlier (Merion) pe-
tition had been referred to the exacfor? The answer, I sus-
pect, is to be found in the respectlive jurisdictions of these
two officials. Tomis and Demeirius, against whom the (Co-
lumbia) complaint of 318 A.D. was lodged. were residents
of the same village as Isidorus. the petitioner; thus, they
all came within the jurisdiction of the local official, the
praepositus of the fifth pagus. In the (Merton) petition of
315, on the other hand. Isidorus informed the praeses that
ihe defendants Castor and Ammonianus, though registered
inhabitants of Karanis, were then living in Bubastus. since
the petitioner and the defendants were on that occasion not
located in the same pagus.”” the matter had to be referred
to an official whose authoriiy extended over the entire
nome, namely the exacfor civitatis.**

19 Cf. note 13. d

20 On the location of Bubastus, ¢f. P. Teb. II, pp 352-3, 373-4.

21 C'f. above, note 3. In P. Amh. 142 (= Mitteis, Chrest. 65), we find
a land dispute referred to the exacfor, who then instructs the praepo-
situs pagi to accompany the horiodeikies in verifying the boundaries of
the disputed land. The exactor there does not, as Gelzer thought (op.
cit. [note 9], p. 57), in turn delegate his authority in the matter to the
praepositus pagi; he retains jurisdiction in the case, and merely calls
upon the latter as the competent local official, to supply certain in-
formation which he (the exactor) needs in order to render a decision.
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P. Col.. Inv. No. 61
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TRANSLATION

“To Valerius Ziper, vir perfeclissimus, praeses Aegypti
Herculiae, from Aurelius Isidorus son of Ptolemaeus, inha-
bitant of the village of Karanis, Arsinoite Nome.

In the month of Phamenoth in the consulship of Sabinus
and Rufinus, my lord praeses, Castor and his brother Am-
monianus, inhabitants of the same village, having fallen into
need borrowed from me thirty-two artabs of wheat and
eighteen artabs of kidney-beans, and they gave me a note
for these, mortgaging three four-footed oxen as security. On

the same day, their brother-in-law Tomis executed in my

behalf a contract-bond by which he undertook the surety of
the oxen, so that if they [i. e. Castor and Ammonianus| did
not effect the return of the produce to me within the month
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of Payni, I was clearly to acquire ownership of the oxen.
in accordance with the mortgage.

Now since Castor has departed this life and Ammonianus
happens to be in flight from his home, the aforesaid Tomis
and his brother Demetrius, who happens to be the husband
of Atola the sister of my debtors, have taken possession of
everything left behind by them — viz., eight oxen, house
(-lot)s and the rest — and. despising me, have given me no-
thing, neither the produce nor the four-footed oxen, though
so long a time has passed.

Therefore, I appeal to your nobility, begging and beseech-
ing you to instruct, if it please you, through whomever you
think best that mv opponenis be compelled either to pay
back the produce or to effect the transfer to me of the three
oxen, in accordance with the mortgage, and I shall be grateful
to you.

Farewell. Pharmouthi 18th™.

(2nd hand) “The praepositus pagi, after having decided be-
tween vou, will provide thee the appropriate assistance in
the matter of the debt owed you.” Col. 68.

1. The nomen of the praeses, Valerius, should be read also in the first
line of P. Théad. 19, which can now also be dated more precisely
on the basis of the Columbia document to ca 316--320. (P. Merton
ined. xvi. 6 shows that one Aurelius Antonius was the praeses
Aegypti Herculiae as late as December 27, 515 A.D.)

4. The locution 2v ypeig yevésdar has, I believe, not previously been en-
countered in the papyri.

On sitoc = wheat ¢f. M. Schnebel. Die Landmwirtschaft im hel-
lenistischen Agypten (Miinchener Beitrige zur FPapyrusforschung
und antiken Rechtsgeschichte VII), 94—95.

ndypnasendnsay: the passive of sdyonstéw. “I lend,” is well attested
in the sense of “I am lent = I borrow”; similarly, davei{w (active:
“I lend,” middle: “I borrow”),rugoywpéw and rataypépe (active: “I cede,
transfer,” passive: “I am ceded — I acquire”); c¢f. Liddell-Scott-
Jones and Preisigke, Wérterbuch, s. vo.

5. On the meaning of jpapporeiov in the legal terminology of the By-
zantine period, c¢f. A. B. Schwarz, Die dffentliche und private
Urkunde im romischen Agypten (Abhandlungen der séichsischen
Akademie der Wissenschaften, Phil.-Hist. Klasse, xxxi 3), 23—24.

6. The forne Tapc does not appear in Preisigke’s Namenbuch.

6—7. The expression épohoyeiag ypappateiov is, as far as I am aware, new.
It signifies, no doubt, that the surety document was in the form of
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an épokoyic; for examples of such agreements see Preisigke, IFérter-
buch s. vv &yvéw and avedéyopar 4).

int brodfzy followed by the genitive is encountered also, e. g.
in P. Oxy. 2134, 32 (cf. 14) and SB 4370, 41—42; the more usual
construction places the object hypothecated in the appositive dative.
(also 13, 15). 5smpea, which earlier designated “all sorts of pulse and
even mustard” (P. Teb. I, p. 288; cf. e. g. P. Oxy. 494 (156 A.D.), 10,
mophy 2ol dompea val yeviipota), had by the fourth century come to be used
for any mixed produce, including grains: cf. e. g. P. Lips. 21 (382
AD.). Our petition, in which %smpea = wheat and kidney-beans,
affords the earliest instance of this broader meaning.
(and 16). toic ypoppateio drohobdws: Does the plural ypoppatsioc here
refer to the two documents mentioned — namely, the mortgage bond
of Kastor and Ammonianus and the surety agreement of Tomis —
or merely to the original note, which is itself designated (hne 5) by
the plural form ypoppaceia? * The latter view seems preferable. In
line 9 the phrase woic ypappaseior drohobdwsc occurs in the statement of
the ierms of the surety agreement, which would more logically
make reference to the loan being guaranteed than to both the loan
contract and itsell. It may be objected that, since a creditor had
the choice of collection from ecither the debtor or the surety (cf. R.
Taubenschlag, The Lamw of Greco-Roman Egypt, 312). Isidorus is
strengthening his claim by basing it on both documents; the plural
tods avrrtetaypévone in line 15 (cf. Inv. No. 62, 4-5, woic altadei[at]y br’
2uod Tdp[ee »al Anpnlpio) shows, however, that Isidorus sceks
redress not solely from Tomis, who alone was the surety, but from:
both Tomis and Demetrius in their capacity as successors to the
property of the original debtors.

This is. apparently, the first occurence of the expression 2Eépyopna
wov Blov, formed perhaps on the analogy of the more familiar <oy
fiov tehely or rehevtav, The transitive use of &Eépyopar is encountercd
in the papyri at least as early as the second century B.C.: c¢f. E.
Mayser, Grammalik der griechischen Papyri aus der Ptolemiierzcit
L) 208931 13 {

The evidence on &vaydpqsic in the fourth century has been col-
lected by V. Martin, Munchener Beitrige zur Papyrusforschung
und antiken Rechtsgeschichte XIX, 161-162; for the earlier period
see ibid. 143-161, idem, Afti del TV Congresso internazionale di Pa-
pirologia 225-250, and N. Lewis. Journal of Egyptian Archaeology
XXIII (1937), 65—75.

The name Atolé does not appear in Preisigke’s Namenbuch.

razehapBove iy sfv dvipziav: The first occurence of this locution was
in P. Oxy. 67, 17, vatahapBbvovtec Ty o¥y apetyy Beopeda wrh., which
the editors translated “Knowing your goodness, I beg yon™ etc.

* The surety agreement is also designated by a plural (ypéppeza) in

this copy of the petition (line 7), but in Inv. No. 62, 12 the singular ypap-
pateioy is used.
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However, with the publication of Stud. Pal. XX, 88 it became ap-
parent that zatehapBévery in such a context must mean not “to grasp
with the mind — to know.” but “to clutch at (for help) — to resort
to, apply to. appeal to” (cf. Preisigke, Worterbuch s. v. 2). This
conciusion is now confirmed by the present petition, in which
watahapBive can hardly have any other meaning.

14-15. On 6roc with infinitive, ¢f. E. Mayser, Grammatik der griechi-
schen Papyri aus der Ptolemderzeit 11, p. 257 Anm. 10.

15. zehedoar 8¢ ob v dowpdsye iravayrasdiver occurs also in P. Amh. 83
(== Wilcken, Chrestomathie 230), 15, which is contemporary with
our petitions; cf. also P. Théad. 19, 17 8¢ ob eddonpdonge (“l v Bow-
pasgs — Jouguet, apparatus ad loc.)

16-17. The phrase yépitéc cot fpoloyiisw was frequently used in the By-
zantine period to close petitions for other instances see Preisigke,
Wérterbuch s. vo. :

17. Since the petition is dated only by the month and day, (Pharmuthi
18 = April 13), the problem arises of determining the year to which
it is to be assigned. Termini post and ante quos are provided bv
lines 7-8, where we are told that the loan to Kastor and Ammonia-
nus was due in May/June of 316 A.D., and by Inv. No. 62, which
is dated (line 7) July 15, 318 A.D. This leaves April 13, 317 or 318
A.D. as the possible dates for Inv. No. 61. It may be objected that
placing the petition 1 318 leaves unexplained why TIsidorus shouid
have waited. from June 316 to April 318 — nearly two years — io
file his petition for redress. This time lapse may, however, reason-
ably be accounted for when we recall that Kastor had died. that
Ammnonianns had fled, and that Tsidorus would presumably first
apply to their successors, Tomis and Demetrius, to honor the debt
before having recourse to legal proceedings. Assigning Inv. No. 61
to the year 317, on the other hand, is open to more serious objection.
In the first place, if the petition were being written in April of 317,
the year 316 would more likely have been referred to in line 3 as
“last year,” rather than as “the consulship of Sabinus and Rufinus”
(cf. e. g. BGU 909, 12-13 [#a]te v =épose dviantiv). In the second
place, the year 318 obviously fits better with tosobton yphvon Bea-
revopdvon in line 15 than does the year 317. Finally there is liitle
doubt that Isidorus would address his petition to the praepositus
pagi (Inv. No. 62) promptly upon the return of his original petition
with the subscript of the praeses (Inv. No. 61). Since Inv. No. 62
is dated July 15, 318, assigning Inv. No. 61 to April of 317 would
mean that Isidorus had to wait 15 months for the praeses” subscript
on his original petition. This is hard to believe, especially since
P. Merton ined. xvi. 6 shows that the petition which Isidorus sent
to the praeses on Dec. 27, 315 was returned to him with the praeses
subscript by Jan. 30, 316 — i. e., in about one month. The con-
clusion seems practically inescapable, then, that Inv. No. 61 is to
be dated April 13, 318 A.D.
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18. petabd: so also in P. Oxy. 1117 (ca 178 A.D.), 3, dtéyvwg petald fuay;
mept is usual with Sweyyvacze — cf. Mayser, Grammatik 11 2, 447;
Preisigke, Warterbuch s. o.

18-19. Following the established procedure, Isidorus submitted this
petition to the praeses in duplicate. One copy was retained in the
praeses files; the second, which is the papyrus published here, was
returned . to Isidorus with a subscript containing the reply of the
praeses and the number of the kollema under which the duplicate
was filed in the praeses’ office. In the parallel subscription of P.
Théad. (lines 21-23), the reference to tbe files is giver in the more
usual way, by voluine as well as page number.

One further difference between Inv. No. 61 and P. Théad. 19
may be noted: the former, bearing the subscript in a hand different
from that of the petition, is obviously the original which the peii-
tioner submitted and received back; in P. Théad. 19, the bdmoypagq
is in the same hand as the rest, so that that document is, as Jouguet
saw (lines 21-23, note), a copy® (¢/. below, Inv. No. 62, 23-24).

P. Col. Inv. No. 62
Cm. 26. 5 x 26. Light brown; broken at right: surface
badly rubbed and writing effaced in center. Verso blank.
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Sora. Adpihog Xepijvog :*(oaga DmEp abrod AypapdTon.

4. isov pap.; extotahrvar — first « app. corr. fr.o. 22, l. 6podoyiise

TRANSLATION

“To Aurelius Gerontius, praepositus of the fifth pagus,
from Aurelius Isidorus son of Ptolemaeus. inhabitant of the
village of Karanis.

Appending immediately below the petition which I sub-
mitted to my lord Valerius Ziper, vir perfectissimus, praeses
Aegypti Herculiae, together with the subscription vouch-
safed me by his highness. I present this to you, with the re-
quest that a duplicate be sent to those accused by me. na-
mely Tomis and Demetrius, inhabitants of the same village,
so that they may know... and may attend at your court until
the issue between us is settled. Farewell.

Consulship of our lords Licinius Augustus for the fifth
time and Crispus most noble Caesar for the first time.
Epeiph 24th. :

Copy:” (There follows a copy of Inv. No. 61).

1. This Gerontius is no doubt the same man who appears eight ycars
later, in P. Amh. 138 (= Mitteis Chrest. 342; 326 A.D.), as stpa(tg-
15) A( ). By 326, in other words, he had been promoted from
praeposifus of the fifth pagus to the next higher office in the ad-
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ministration, that of sfrategus of the nome (= exactor civitatis; cf.
Gelzer, op. cit. p. 57; QOertel, op. cit., pp 299-300; and above, p. 57
note 21). Barring the altogether unlikely assumption that his pro-
motion involved his transfer to another nome, it now becomes clear
that the abbreviation in P. Amh. 138 is to be resolved *A(gswoitov),

2-3. The same formula is found in P. Oxy. 66 (357 A.D.), 17-20.

5-6. dypt Gv... wépatoc toyy: this formula (with o in place of dypy) is
found also in P. Lips. 45, 16; 46, 13; 52, 15-16 (371-372 A.D.; cf.
also 51, 16).

Naphtali Leris
|Brooklyn College,

Brooklyn N. Y]



