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THE PARAMONE AS GENERAL SERVICE CONTRACT

There are more than a thousand slave manumissions from
the sacred precinct of Delphi now available for use. FFor the
most part the editing is trustworthy. They cover. roughly.
the two and three quarter centuries from 200 B.C. to about
75 A.D.* The method followed of liberating the slaves in
these manumissions was that of an entrustment sale of them
by their owners to the god Apollo. Subject to confirmation
through further study of the Delphic documents it is my
present view that the Greek gods. as distinguished from the
Greek temple organizations were not slave holders. There-
fore, when a slave was accepted in a sale by the god he
became a free man. He had, in the manumissions recorded at
Delphi. entrusted his savings to the god with the confident
reliance that Apollo would carry out. in its civil aspects, the
trust of which had been placed in him. This confidence was
not misplaced. When he received the slave’s money Apollo
perfected the act of civil emancipation by turning oyer.

1 The largest single group is represerted by over 600 manumissions.
This group appeared almost a half century ago. edited by johaunes
Baunack, in Collitz-Bechtel-Baunack. Sammlung der griechischen Dia-
lekt-Inschriften I (Gittingen, 1899), Nos 1684—2342. For this the custo-
mary citation is GDI. The next largest group. presenting some 400 docu-
ments, is 10 be found in the Fouilles de Delphes, Epigraphie, Ecole I'ran-
caise d'Athénes I11 1; 111 2; IIT 3; IIT 3, 2; III 6 (Paris 1929—1943). In
these volumes the greater number of the documents published by
G. Colin in BCH XXII (1898) have been re-edited with bettered readings.
F. Amandry has published some new examples in BCH LXVIT (1943).
pp 68—83, and Georges Daux has presented. in BCH LXVII—LXIX
(1944—1945), pp 109—-120 others hitherto not accessible. Professor Daux,
out of his comprehensive knowledge of the Delphic inscriptions has
informed me that numerous minor changes of readings are still to be
made in the anagraphai presenied in GDI 11

2 For the difficulty of arriving. at absolute datings of thesarchon-
ships at Delphi after 138 B.C.. except in rare instances. see Georges
Daux’s list of the archons in Chronologic Delphique (Paris, 1934). pp
58—8. and cf. his Delphes au Iltme et [er Siccle, pp 91—92.

9
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through his priests.” the redemption money to the former
owner of the slave.

Approximately three fourths of these Delphic grants of
manumission are of a type in which the slave by virtue of
the sale to the god. became immediately and unequivocably
a free man, being unencumbered in his new status by any
kind of restrictive commitment to his former owner. He might
do as he listed and go where he listed. Most of the freedom
grants of this larger group as reported on the walls at Delphi
are expressed throughout in the indicative mode. as a certi-
fication that the transaction of sale to the god had been
realized.* The remaining grants of liberty. about one quarter
of the total. make up the paramone manumissions. These
differ from the straight manumissions in that they have iwo
distinct parts. The first is the statement ol the sale, couched.
as in the first group. in the indicative mode (2z¢30t0). The
second part presents an obligation assumed by the new freed-
man, or freedwoman, to remain available in person (para-
menein) and to render services to his, or her. manumiitor, as
the manumittor may demand such services. This second sec-
tion of the paramone type shows a shift in grammatical
structure which entirely differentiates it from the preceding
part. Where the future indicative or épohoyst with the fol-
lowing infinitive might have been used to express these con-
tractual obligations * which were to be performed in the
future, the imperative appears in a very large majority of
the cases. This may. in fact, be accepted as standard formula
in this part of the paramone manumissions, throughout the
entire period of the use of the trust sale in freeing slaves at"

3 Certainly in the first fifteen years of these manumissions at Delphi
ithe freeing of the slave followed a fixed ceremonial procedurec which
iook place outside the iemple. In GDI 1955 of 186—185 B.C. it is slated
that the manumittor received the money upon the road leading to the
great door of the temple. See, also, GDI 2049, 17—18; 2072, 16; 2010, 13;
2011, 6; 2041, 15—14; and Paul Foucart. Mémoire sur l'affranchissement
des esclaves, (Paris, 1867), p. 9:

¢ For Paul Koschaker’s analysis of the structure of the outright ma-
numissions see Abhandl. sichs. Akad., ph.-hist. Klasse, vol. 42, (1954),
p- 39. See also G. Daux, Delphes, 50--58.

5 For the jussive use of the future indicative in official documents in
the papyri see Mayser, Grammatik der griechischen Papyri aus der
Ptolemaéerzeit, 11 p. 212, 2.
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Delphi.” In a single document. one of the three earliest of the
manumissions.” both the manumittor and the new freedman
took an oath by Apollo. in the presence of his priests, that,
upon both sides, they would carry out the agreements of the
paramone, which they had undertaken. If oaths of this kind
had appeared as a constant form of expression in the para-
mone liberations, one would be tempted to explain the use of
the imperative in these quasi-sacral manumissions as a mode
of divine command deriving from the sacral law. But the
instance of the oath is an isolated one, so far as I have ob-
served: and the idea that the imperative was used as divine
command is invalidated because it is expressly stated in this
single case that the oath taken was the nomimos horkos,* the
customary oath prescribed legally by the city-state of Delphi.

The abrupt shift in the modal structure of the two parts
of the Delphic reports of paramone manumissions has only
the significance that it differentiates the coniinuing service
agreement of the freedman, the paramone portion. from the
statement of the sale of the same person. while he was still
enslaved. to the god. The grammatical structure is. therefore.
that given to the two diverse documents by the priestly
functionaries who established the formulas for the two parts
of the transaction.” The observation may be made at this

6 A hasty survey of 271 cases showed that the aorist imperative, mapa-
pewdtw or mapapswivtwy appeared in 249 cases, the present imperative of
that verb in 13 examples and drepqeely in one case, with the negative for-
mula, p9) olwnsdrw v 2ydapiy in one example. This gives a total of 264 cases
of the imperative usage as against five appearances of dste mapapcivar and
two examples of the participle of paramenein dependent upon the main
verb of selling.

" GDI 2072, 1725, from the archonship of Hybrias, which is placed
by Daux, Chronologie Delphlque, p- 45 (K 18) in 199—198 B.C. or in
201—200 B.C., ¢f. p. 49.

8 Ibid., line 17: v vép.euoy prov mapi toy "Améhhw. Erich Ziebarth in Pauly-
Wissowa, RE V 2083 and Erwin Seidi, Der Eid im rémisch-igyptischen
Provinzialrecht (Munich, 1933), (Miinchener Beitrige, Heft 17), pp 1—2.

The nomimos horkos could be used in any kind of legal transaction be-
tween private persons.

? Professor-Raphael Taubenschlag, my friend and colleague in research
at Columbia University during the years of the war, has pointed out
to me the constant influence exerted by the notaries upon the stylistic
formulation of legal documents. For the astonishing similarity of the
substance and the succession of ideas in contract formulas throughout
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point that the paramone contracts in Roman Egypt found
quite a different stylization at the hands of the FEgyptian
notaries who framed them. The grammatical form there used
in the paramonai, or service contracts of free workmen, was
that of dpokoyet or avyyepst with following infinitives ' or the
future indicative expressing the will to [ulfill an obligation."
In the Egyptian paramone contracts the imperaiive appears
constantly in the penal clauses. but only there.

As the investigation of the Delphic paramone manumis-
sions now stands. there still remains some confusion regarding
the degree of the legal freedom gained in such grants of libe-
ration by the person who. under the paramone, obligated
himself (herself. if a woman) to a continuation of his (or her)
services to the former owner. The present study is directed
toward the end of finding out what kind of work it was to
which the freedman in the Delphic manumissions and the
workmen in the paramone coniracts of free laborers in the
Egyptian contracts bound themselves. In other words, it is
my hope to defline precisely the nature of the paramone as
labor contract. It is my conviction that the paramone agree-
ment is one obligating the work taker to perform general, or
undefined, services in contrast to specialized or fixed tasks.
In pursuing the investigation | shall assume. for the present.
that the paramone clause of the Delphic manumissions with
continuing services, were based upon a contractual agree-
ment eniered inio by the new [rcedman or [reedwoman with
his, or her, former owner which was called a paramone. I am
still uncerfain whether this agreement was. or was not, in
its original form. which was a separate document, comple-
tely, from the bill of sale to the god which was called the oné.
These assumptions that the paramone was a contractual ar-
rangement appears to be an obvious consequence of the fact
that the former slave of the Delphic continuing-service manu-
mission could not obligate himself legally to anything or be-

antiquity, see the discussion of Ernst Rabel, Die Haftung des Verkiiufers
(Leipzig. 1902), 34—41.

10 Guohoyel with infinitive appears in Pap.Milanesi 7, 5 and 11: P.Mich.
IT 121, recto 111 iii; P. Fuad 37; PSI VIII 902, soyzapst with the infinitive
is used in BGU IV 1155, 21—22 and IV 1126, 5.

11 Brugmann-Thumb, Griechische Grammatik (Munich, 1913) Iwan
Miiller, Handbuch, p. 569.
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come a party to an agreement, had he not already become
a free man. Nevertheless, for several reasons, the statement
made above needs the substantiation which I hope soon to
give to it in another study. It is by reason of the fact that
the character of the work undertaken under the paramone
labor contract was general and undefined that the tasks
assumed under it. in the Delphic documents. are sometimes
referred to in the paramone clauses as “servant”.’ or as
“slave”," duties.

When the paramone contracts of free workers firsi began
to appear in the papyri found m Egypt. B. P. Grenfell and
A. S. Hunt correctly referred to them as “service” contracts .
In 1906 the eminent papyrologist. Girolamo Vitelli. stated
that the verb paramenein, used in these labor agreements
was a euphemism commonly employed to express the estab-
lishment of a service relation.”” This original understan-

12 GDI 2156, 15 last decade of the first century B.C., (brrpetéovrec)
and 1952 (bmnpeteizo). g

13 GDI 2092, 10, of 137—121 B.C. Fouilles de Delphes III 2, 127, 7,
falling in the years 93--81 B.C.; III 3, 2, 294, 9, of 53—38 B.C.; 1II 3, 2,
529, 5. The words used are Sovkehovzzc or G dodhoc.

14 P. Oxy, I 140, published in 1898. It is a contract of 350 A.D. of
a horse trainer in which lines 24—26 read: p¥ 2Eeiv[ai] por Evehe tod abrod
Ivtawtod dravaywpisor Grh ThC dudyv ypetagc wal moapepovic. The trainer was to
pay double in the event of his retiring frem service before the year was
out. as stated in the introduction.

15 [n P. Flor. I 44, note to line 19, Vitelli quoted from the will of
Gregory of Nazianzus (Migne, Pafrologia Graeca 57, p. 392 B) that he was
turning over to a woman relative two girls who obviously were his slaves
They were to serve (paramenein) the woman for the rest of theiv hives
even if they should attain their freedom.

Stanislao Cugia, in his penetrating study of apprenticeship, Profili
del Tirocinio Indusltriale (Naples, 1922) approached closely to the nnder-
standing of the paramone in his interpretation of it (pp 43—44) as the
assumption of the person of a debtor by the creditor, or the debtor’s”
consignement of himself as thing, with his goods and dependents, as 1
understand Cugia, to the creditor. Cugia’s view is based t0o narrowly
upon the debtor-creditor relationship; but he did see clearly (p. 40) that
the essence of the apprentice contracts with paramone lay in the work
of the apprentice, and that the paramone was a contract of its own kind,
not confined to the apprentice system (p. 43). Although he used the
Roman law of apprenticeship widely he did not. unfortunately, take
advantage of the basic materials on the paramone to be found in the
Delphic manumissions. In this respect Koschaker's study in Abh. séichs.
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ding of the term is the correct one. Since ihat time confusion
has arisen regarding it through a misunderstanding, it would
seem, of a distinction made by Ulrich Wilcken which was
in itself perfectly sound, when he asserted that ihe iype of
apprentice contract represented by P. Teb. IT 385 should be
distinguished from the paramone (“service”) contraci, P.
Teb. 11 384. Wilcken's brief staiement was that P. Teb. II 354
was a service agreement in the form of a confract of loan.’
It is through accepiance of the loan suggestion that Miss
E..P. Wegener, in her intelligent and informed discussion of
P. Oxford 10, presents that document under the heading of
A Contract of Service (ITAPAMONH)”, but refers to it in
her analyvsis as one of a class of “antichretic loans known
under the name of =apapovi-contracts”.'™ A similar con-
fusion of two separate things appears in the treatment of
the paramone contracts presented in the long register from
Tebtunis published by A. E. R. Boak from the Michigan
collection of papyri. In one place the paramone is correctly
called a “contract of service”.”® Elsewhere in the volume it
is described as “an obligation to work off a debi, or some
part of a debt, as. for example. the interest”."

Failure to see the paramone precisely and simply as a
labor contract can be more drastically illustraied. 1 quote
the definition given to ithe word in the new Greek-English
Lexicon of Liddell and Scoti, as it was so conscientiously and
ably re-edited by the late Sir H. Stuart Jones. It is there defi-
ned as an “obligation to continue in service of a slave whose
manumission is deferred”’. It happens to be true that a few
examples of manumissions are recorded among the Delphic
grants of freedom by trust sale to Apollo, and elsewhere as
well, in which the freeing of the slave was actually held in

Y Akad., ph.-hist. KI., vol. 42, represents an advance over Cugia. Koscha-
ker, however, failed to give its proper significance te the paramone ma-
terial from Tebtunis in P. Mich. II.

¢ Wilcken’s observation appeared in the Archiv fiir Papyrusfor-
schung, V (1913), p. 241.

17 E. P. Wegener, Some Oxford Papyri (Leyden, 1942), p. 42.

18 P. Michigan II (Ann Arbor, 1933), p. 22.

19 Ibid., p. 47. The confusion seemes still to lurk in Paul Koschaker's
phrase “paramone of the debtor” in Abh. sichs. Akad., ph.-hist. K.,
vol. 42, p. 17 and notes 2 and 4.
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abevance, that is, deferred.** However. of the three docu-
ments cited in the Liddell and Scott Lexicon under paramone,
and defined as the services of a slave working under a de-
ferred manumission there is not one which can be accepted
as a paramone, i. e. as a labor obligation. The f{irst citation,
in fact, refers to something which is exactly the opposite. It
is a release (apolysis) of a freedman. named Symphoros.
from his contractual work obligations to his former owner.
not an acceptance of work.”” The two other velerences deal
with quite another form of paramone, that, namely, in legal
procedures. Under this judicial paramone a person lost. tem-
porarily, his right to move from a given place to the end that
he might be at hand when summoned to appear in court.”
He agreed to “stand by” — the Greek noun expressing this
requirement being parastasis® —- until the court summons
was presented to him.

Logically. also. the present Liddell-Scott- Jones definition
of the paramone in manumissions of slaves is self-contra-

20 GDI 2084; 2062; 2071: 1867: 2064; 1884. The will of Aristotle as
given by Diogenes Laertius, V 1, 11—16, presents several examples of
suspended grants of liberty to boy slaves. See Westermann, Journ. Near
Eastern Studies V (1946), p. 100. PSI XII 1263, of the second century of
the Christian era, offers a case of a liberation deferred until the death
of the festatrix. The grant of freedom, when it did go into effect, was
to be subject to genera! service obligations on the part of the freedwo-
man. These services were to be paid to the daughter of the deceased
woman, and, ostensibly, for the life time of this daughter.

21 Dittenberger, Sylloge Inscr. Graec.?, 863, 2—3: anéhose *Appio tac mapa-
povag Ybpoopoy.

22 The judicial paramone affecting a person who has appealed from
a conviction, according io the Alexandrian law, appears in Dikaiomata,
Ausziige aus Alexandrinischen Gesetzen (Berlin, 1913), p. 48, lines 44—53.
The convicted man must have guarantors for his remaining ai hand
(Eyyhove = - - = rmagapovic), Taubenschlag, Strafrecht im Rechte der Papuri
(Berlin, 1916). 62 and note 1; Lam of Greco-Roman Egypt T (New York,
1944), 412. This form of the paramone does not appear at all under the
definitions in the Liddecll-Scott-Jones Lexicon.

23 C. C. Edgar, P. Mich. I 70 (Zenon archive), 6—7: i ¥pyooc yeyévaral,
rapopovic Kakhiov, and P. Wiirzburg 16 of 349 A.D., lines 8—11, where
a Christian deacon stands as surety for the “remaining and appearance”
(povfz zal 2poaveiog) of a Christian presbyter. See L. Wenger, Rechthisto-
rische Papyrusstudien (Graz, 1902), 1—60. For mapistasic see Preisigke,
Warterbuch s. v.



16 JOURNAL OF PAPYROLOGY

dicting. In the case of a deferred manumission the consum-
mation of the grant of freedom was suspended and the slave
remained in servile status until the grant was effected. His
working abilities remained as completely under his master’s
control as belore the promise of {reedom was made. Therc
was, therefore, no possibility for a contract of any kind with
the slave and, most particularly. no place or need for an
assurance that he would work for his master. In the case that
a slave owner leased his slave's services to another man.
which might well occur under a deferred manumission, the
contract would be one of paramone of the slave’s work: but
the agreement wouid be made between frce men, the slave
owner and the free person who hired ihe slaves labor.”* The
responsibility for carrying out the tasks arranged for in the
contract would lie with the slave owner: and the slave would
be leased like a tool or a draft animal. Under Roman legal
definition such a coniract would be covered by the phrase
locare operas servi.

Discussion of the paramone in Lgypt should take its de-
parture from thirty entries which record the registration of
contracts in the rolls from Tebtunis published with his ac-
cepted accuracy by A. E. R. Boak of the University of Mi-
chigan. The rolls fall in the principate of Claudius, 42—49
A. D.** The entries are very briel. each a single line in length.
There are in addition to the entries two receipts (apochai)*
connected with paramone contracts and two abstracts of such
contracts.”” One of the abstracts gives the substance of a trans-

2t Examples of the paramone leasing of slave’s services in the papyri are
BGU IV 1058 and 1125, an apprentice contract, both of 13 B.C.; PSI VI,
710 and, probably, P. Oslo III 140, both of the second Christian century.

25 Michigan Papyri 11 (Tebtunis Papyri I). The list of the entries of
paramonai is repeated herc for convenience from Index V: No. 121 perso,
Thds. BV 1TV 43,1215 Vil T VLT 624 5 A1 X 7 8T 18515 X T - 155 Nt 423
recth; “I5; 1L 14} 185+ VE B4y W H3; X 5253 X1 2550 X T 37, 45688
XIII 12; XIV 7; XIX 17; No. 124 recto 1 15; Il 20; verso I 27; No. 125, 15;
No. 128, III 19.

26 P. Mich. IT No. 123, recto XI 26 and XXII 11.

27 P. Mich. I 121, recto, col. 1V viii and col. 111 iii. The latter of these
two (col. II1 iii) also appears among the brief entries as No. 121, nerso
LI 17: épo(loyia) Pésizog =phe "Aovd(ny) magupovizs (Bpoypav) . Boak’s discus-
sion of this appears ibid., p.47. In the entrv.121 verso II 17, this agre-
ement is officially cited as a paramone.



PARAMONE 174

action which is recorded in one of register entries. or this
reason it is not included in the thirty-four references to the
paramone type of labor agreemenis which [ shall later in
this article. present as the entire group of these agreements
as they are known to me from the papyrological sources. In
one of the rolls presented in P. Mich. IT (No. 121, verso) the
number of the individual items of paramonai runs to eleven.
in another (No. 123 recto) to sixteen. The total of the separate
references to paramone contracts which | have collecied from
the Egyptian documents is [ilty nine. An additional one
hails from Dura on the Fuphrates river.

It is necessary to belabor the point that the homologiai
paramones in Egypt and elsewhere. as the group will later
appear in my list, comprised a distinctive legal form of their
own. differing in several essentials from the contract of loan.
This becomes clear in the abstract which appears in P. Mich.
1L 121 recto, col. 111 iii. It summarizes a labor agreement be-
tween a certain Phasis. son of Peteno as laborer and Harvotes.
son of Lysimachos, as work giver. This paramone abstract is
followed immediately by an abstract of a money loan nego-
tiated between these same two principals. It is unequivocally
distinguished from the paramone. It begins: “Harvotes has
loaned™, and it fixes deflinitely the time of repayment of the
loan as the month Kaisareios of that current year.™

In the greater number of these general service contracis
from Egypi a sum of monev appears which was advanced
to the work taker by the work giver. This advance is some-
times called a loan (daneion or chresis), or it may appear in
the later Byvzantine documents as a ..pre-loan™ (prochreia):*
but more frequently it is referred to merely as “the monev™
(to argyrion).”® lis characieristics are that it is without an

28 P. Mich. IT 121, recto, col. IIT iv; 38dvisey “Agodrne: and amodo(ser) 3v
pnt Kasageion. Compare P. Milan 7 wherein Joan and advance are distin-
guished as 34vziov and apydpov.

29 daverov in BGU 1155 II and 1126; {[34v]eszy in Dura Parchment 10
(Yale Classical Studies 11 p. 6) in line 4-:'/.,0?":'.; in P. Flor. T 44; P. Aber-
deen 56 and in P. Cairo. Preisigke 31 (Schriften der wiss. Gesells. Strass-
burg, No. 8).

30 Merely gpydpov in P. Teb. 1T 384; PSI X 1120; P. Oxford, 10, lines
1415, 27; and aoydplov imi o masaucyy, ibid. lines 36—-57. Preisigke. Sammel-
buch IV 7558, '
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interest charge and without a fixed date ol repayment. Thus
the paramone agreement between Phasis and Haryotes, men-
tioned above (P. Mich. 1I 121, recfo, col. 111 iii) is distin-
guished from the loan of Haryotes to Phasis (ibid, col. TI1 1V).
In the first of these. that is in the labor agreementi, the lack
of interest demand is succinctly stated in the phrase zat avti tov
tozov: and there is no mention of a time of pavment. In the
loan the time of payment is fixed.”" These observations can be
duplicated in a receipt (apoche) from Philadelphia, dated 39
A. D.. just two years before the earliest entries in the regis-
try rolls ,of Michigan Il. In this apoche™ a man named
Areios acknowledged that he had been repaid eighty drach-
mas which a woman working under a paramone agreement
owed him. Sixty drachmas of this sum was the amount of
advance money connected with the work agreement (para-
mone). The remaining twenty drachmas were the result of
a separate transaction which is sharply distinguished as a
loan (danecion) from (he sixty drachmas of the advance
money.

There were advantages to be derived on both sides from
the avoidance of a fixed time ol repayment of the advance
of money which. in Egypt, frequentiy appears as a regular
part of the paramone contract of labor. FFrom the standpoint
of the work giver, the laborer had turned over to the hirer
for a stipulated period. his right to work and some measure
of his freedom of movement. In case of non-fulfillment of

81 Other examples with no statement of interest and no date of
payment are: BGU IV 1153 II; PST X 1120; P. Oxford 10, 26—27 and
41—42; P. Teb. II 384, 7—8 and 25—27; P. Cairo Byzantine 67023 (= Paul
Meyer, Juristische Papyri 12). In Stud. Pal. XX 219, 27—35 the advance
(prochreia) was not to be paid back at all in case the work taker desired
to exercise his right to withdraw from his contract before the end of the
period of work stipulated in his agreement.

# Papiri Milanesi in Aegyptus, Serie Scientifica 1 1 (Milan. 192§j,

N 7. lines 17— 22: vatd svvrooois 30 H 2 . e SnaviLby sEsnvove
No. 7, lines 17— 22: zata SOV{POPAS ODO, PloY PEY TOLALOVIS OLO/PMY  EEN20VTO,

as the doubtful reading. it is a repetition of the =upapoviz above, as Calderini
has stated in his note, and does not invalidate the conclusion. In this
case no interest payment appears either upon the loan or npon the ad-
vance money. See lines 11—13 and 57-—40.
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the work obligation, whether by his misfortune or by his
neglect. or because of his failure to return the advance mo-
ney after the period of the paramone services had come to
an end. the time of the labor obligation could easily be ex-
tended: or the contract itself might be renewed for another
period of paramone services. In Parchment 10 of 121 A.D.
from Dura-FEuropos on the Fuphrates® each of these two
possibilities was envisaged in a contract which, though
phrased as a loan. is quite definitely a labor arrangement.
The parties to the contract were Barlaas. laborer, and Phra-
ates, stralegos of Mesopotamia and Parapotamia, who had
hired Barlaas. The loan. as it is called in this case, was to be
without interest during the term of the “slave services” of
the work taker.” If he did not repay the advance, or “loan”.
in the specilied time Barlaas. the man hired. was to continue
in his previous capacity. “performing the same services ac-
cording to the above provisions until the repayment of the
money . The second possibility for continuation of the la-
bor services was by renewal of the same coniract. This con-
tingency appears at the end of the contract: “Barlaas has
agreed to renew this coniract through the regisiry office in
Europos whenever he may receive notice to do so from Phra-
ates, in five days from the time of notification™.*

33 M. I. Rostovizelf and C. B. Welles, 4 Parchment Contract. Yale
Classical Studies 11 (1951). pp 3—78. Formally this document is a loan,
as shown by é[ohy]ersey Ppadmns in line 4. Actually, as shown by its entire
content, it is a paramone labor contract, therefore an outstanding
example of Wilcken’s “Dienstvertrdage in Form von Darlehensvertrige”.
Archiv. V p. 241. For the Greek character of Dura Parchment 10 sec
Koschaker, Abh. sichs. Akad., ph.-hist. Klasse, 42, p. 62 and Ernst Schin-
bauer, Zeits. Sav.-Stift., rom., LIII (1933), 424.

# Dura Parchmeni 10, line 8.

% Ibid., lines 15—16. The word “repayvment” (émodss:wz) has disappeared
[rom the text. but is correctly supplied by the editors. The quotation
in the text above is from them. .

6 Ibid., line 19: ivhkato 38 4] Baghdos dvavedsesdar wiy soyypaghy tabrqy.
This is to be noted, that the laborer renewed the contract—not the advance
money. It would obviously be on the same terms. namely that he per-
form any kind of work which he was ordered to do with no interesi
payments due on the money, so long as he worked. No example of
a renewal (@voviwsiz or novatio) of this type has been found among the
paramonai preserved in Egypt.
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In Egypt. also. the contraci renewal sysiem evidenced in
Dura Parchment 10 for Mesopotamia was emploved in case
the worker did not have the money required for repavmeni
of the advance (prochreia, or merely argyrion) alter the com-
pletion of the work contract. This becomes clear from two
succesive records lisied in Boak’s publication of the regis-
ters from Tebtunis. These two eniries follow one another
upon the same day. Mecheir 2 of 46 A. D. They read as
follows: j

“Agreement of paramone of Pnesis and his wile with

Galates. Silver drachmas, 100.

Agreement of Orses with Pnesis and his wife of receipt.

in accordance with a paramone, of 100 drachmas™.**

There is no reason io doubt that Pnesis and his wile are
the same persons in the two entries. The conclusion. then.
seems to be unavoidable that the couple had worked under
a paramone arrangement with Orses in the previous year
and that they were unable to repay to him the one hundred
drachmas of his advance {o them. They had. therefore.
executed another paramone contract with the man Galates.
with an advance of a hundred-drachmas as a part of the
consideration. The money thus obilained was turned over to
Orses upon the same day in repavment of his advance
money of the previous year.

Hypothetically considered this type of extension of ihe
worker’s labor obligation, when the argyrion was not re-
turned. could be arranged by formal. possibly also by in-
formal agreement. This is the explanation which 1 would
now suggest in a somewhat different case, that of a delayed
repayment in a contract drawn beiween a female olive car-
rier in Egypt and a Roman legionary veteran named Lou-
kios Bellenos Gemellos.”® In that agreement the labor to be
performed is clearly designated in the contract. It was. there-

27 P. Mich. IT 123 recto XI 25—26.

3% P. Fayum 91, reprinted in Hunt-Edgar, Select Papyri (Loeb Lib-
rary), I 17. For the legionary veteran, Gemellus, who had become a pro-
sperous farmer in the Fayum. see Westermann in Univ. of Wisconsin
Studies in Language and Literature 3, pp 171—190: J. G. Winter. Life
and Letters in the Papyri (Ann Arbor, 1933) pp 73—74; Wegener. Some
Oxford Papyri, pp 38—43.
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fore. not a general service arrangement of the paramone
type. The woman was hired for three vear’s services as olive
carrier under the condition of her acceptance of a pledge
(arrabon), in amount of sixteen drachmas, as “irrepudiable
earnest-money”.*" In the contract it was stipulated thai this
arrabon was to be repaid by equalized deductions from the
carnings of the woman. Despite this. the receipt for the re-
payment of the pledge-money is dated two full years after
the end of the period of the contract.” It seems to be a reason-
able assumption that the woman worker had continued
to work under the old arrangement until she could save the
money for repayment of the pledge-money amounting {o
sixteen drachmas.” Tf such verbal agreements were widely
emploved ithey musit have resulted in peonage of the un-
skilled workers who were hired for general tasks. or in
a form of bondage resembling that which has existed in the
southern belt of the United States under the share-cropping
system.

In the case of the worker, the absence of a fixed time for
repayment could notf. ol course, proteet him from exploita-
tion of his working capacity during the term of the con-
tract. The fact. however. that his work stood in lieu of anv
interest charge (dvtt tov térev) had the one marked virtue
that it eliminated any possibility ol manipulating the inter-
est rate to his disadvantage. Also, all coercion apphed
against him to repay the advance against his will during
the term of service, when he was at a disadvantage. would
be ruled out. The danger of such an action. unfavorable to
the worker. was evidenily regarded as a practical one. This
is shown in a provision included in several of the preserved

30 P. Fay. 91, 14: dppaBove avamipuooy.

40°Tbid.,: 51.

1 An attempt of mine to explain this delay in other terms in
Wisconsin Studies 3. p. 182, has been shown to be unacceptable by
Miss Wegener in Some Oxford Papyri, p. 43. The decision which I
then made, that the apprentice contracts indicated that the apprentices
necessarily lived with their fathers or legal guardians has also since
been disproved. See A. Zambon in Adegypfus XV pp 51—53, and the
introduction to P. Osloenses 11l no. 141, p. 214.
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contracts to the elfect that repavment was {o be made
“after the time of the services had expired”.*

In another important aspect. also. the flexibility of the
time of repavment affecied the unskilled lahorers of the
paramone contracts favorably. It introduced the possibility
that, before the period of their coniracts expired, thev could
purchase, their release from the obligations of work that
they had assumed. This could be arranged by an option
introduced into the paramone contract permitting them to
repay the advance argyrion, in an increased amount of
course, before the expiration of the agreement with the
work giver. We have one example from Alexandria. in BGU
IV 1124, of a situation in which a father named Herakleides
in conjunction with another person named Taurinos. had
made an agreement by which they had apprenticed the son
of Herakleides to a nailmaker. Nilos. to learn the trade. The
teaching craftsman had advanced 100 drachmas {o the two
men and had loaned the second man. Taurinos. 700 drachmas.
[For some reason, which we cannot know. a desire arose, on
one side or the other. to void the contract. This was done by
an agreement reached in court. The father, with his associate
in the agreement. Taurinos, paid back the 100 drachmas
advanced by Nilos. the+ nailmaker. and ifs receipt was
acknowledged by the craftsman-teacher. Thus the agree-
ment was annulled: but the loan of 700 drachmas, and iis
interest, “remain in legal effect for Nilos. being diminished
in no respect’.

Among the agreements listed in the Tebtunis registers af
Michigan University there are six entries of apprentice con-
tracts and two abstracts of apprenticeships. It has been
noted above that one of the abstracts presenis the same
{ransaction as that listed in one of the briel eniries in the

42 P, Teb. IR 384, 7; PSI X 1120, 13 (2! petd toitov. scil. thy ypovov);
P. Oxford 10, 2627 and 41—42. For the legal explanation of discharge
of debts before the stipulated time of payvment and the advantage therein
for the debtor, consult Fr. Weber. Untersuchungen zum griko-dgypli-
schen Obligationenrecht in Miinchener Beitrige XV- (1932), pp 152154,
The advantage in the [lexibility of the time of repayment cleariy
stands with the work taker in P. Mich. Inv. 2819 (= Preisigkc, Sam-
melbuch 1V 7338), which is a paramone, or general service labor agree-
ment. See Weber, ibid., p. 142 .
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register.” The technical Greek name for these apprentice
agreements was didaskalikai.’* No one of the didaskalikai
entries gives any indication that advance money had been
received by the mother. father. or other relative who might
have bound out the child to the learning of a trade. One of
the two abstracts which we have. discloses that the mother
of the apprenticed boy had made the agreement and thai
she had received a pre-payment of forty drachmas. The
purpose of this pre-payment is not declared in the abstract;
and there is no possibility of determining whether this mo-
ney was subject to interest paviment or whether it was an
advance against wages or a cash payment against the clo-
thing allowance and food of the apprentice.”” As a rule the
advance paymenis characteristic of the paramonai do not
appear in the didaskalikai. 1t was always possible, however
that the arrangement for the work to be done by the appren-
tice for the craftsmanteacher might be broadened bevond
the services required of him which attached solely to the
trade which he was learning. In such cases the didaskalike,
in the matter of the required labor. became a paramone

5 The entry in P. Mich. II 121, verso Il 12 reads: “Tasooukis, con-
iracting with Horos, has given over (her son) under apprentice agree-
ment)”. For the grammatical difficuliies involved in this entry sce Boak.
ibid., pp 8-9. The abstract of agreement appears at 121, recto
Il viii where the trade to be learned is given as the weaving fechne
and the boy’s name as Papontos. The day is the same in both cases. na-
mely the 18th of the month which appears in the brief entry as Germa-
nikeios. See 121 verso, col. I line 3.

4 P, Mich. 1I 121, verso col. IT 12 and noie; 121. verso col. XI 13
and note: col. XII 6 and note. 1123, recto col. 11 34; col. 111 9; No. 128
col. TIT 20 comprise the listed entries. Possibly 125, recto col. XIV 42
belongs here. The abstract of a didaskalike syngraphe is 121 rectn. 1l
viii. Three of the six certain didaskalikai entries begin, with 2&8ezo for
2E&Boto; two begin with 8wosvaid and one with Hropynpério(v) bpo(hoyios)
dweswahe(7c).  Certainly, no differentiation can be established on - this
basis. See Boak, P. Mich Il pp 8-9, and ¢f. Angelo Segre, Aegyptus. VII
(1926). 97 ff.

45 P, Mich. 11 121, recto 11 viii. and see Boak's remarks upon p. 40.
The payment might conceivably have been an arrabon, bonding the
mother, through her kyrios, to carry out her side of the coniract;
but I am very doubtful that it is so. In P. Fay. 91 3738 the arrabon
is called by that name: and here the analogy seems to be entirely with
the advance money of the paramonai.
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agreement combining the teaching-and-learning aspects of
the contrast with the general, or paramone services to be
performed by the apprentice.

One labor agreement is listed in the brief eniries of the
Michigan registers {rom Tebtunis which must be clearly dis-
tinguished from the thirty-three paramonai. This is a con-
tract of a man and wife (o perform “two tasks” ¥pyov . The
nature of these tasks is not stated.” The meaning of Zpyx
as “jobs” re-appears in P. Mich. 11 125 recfo 1V 5 where one
Nekpheraus. a tekton, reported upon building tasks ((eklo-
nika erga).”” In the Roman legal terminology contracts for
jobs of this kind would fall under the designation of locafio-
nes-conductiones operum.

The Michigan Tebtunis registers clearly differentiate four
kinds of labor contracts, apprentice agreements, nursing con-
iracts, job arrangements. and service contracts, under the
Greek designations. respectively, of syngraphai didaskali-
kai, syngraphai galakiotrophias, homologiai ergon and ho-
mologiai paramones. The essential differentiating character-
istic of the paramonai, the “service contracts”™ of Grenfell
and Hunt and of Vitelli, was hit upon in a penetrating ob-
servation of Boak. This he made in the discussion of one of
the abstract of the agreements of this kind. “The work which
Phasis is to do”. wrote Boak. “is not specified.” * This is the
essence ol the paramone as labor contract - that the {ype
of work was not delimited and the man hired became
a handy man. subject to any demand of the work giver
within the scope of the requirements customarily required
of free workers. The clarily of Boak’s observation is dim-
med because of his previous remark that the paramone “im-
plies an obligation to work off a debt or some part of a debt,
as, for example, the interest.”” Money was. indeed, regularly

46 P. Mich. 11 125 recfo XVII, line 17: opo(toyia) Etotonrec (read Yroton-
Yepurmay Epyo(v) B, (Spoypdv) =5. See Boak's remark,
“two articles or two tasks”. I doubt that this could mean piece work, if that
is what Boak had in mind by “two articles”. For another homologia er-
gou see P. Reinach 11 105 in Bull. de [llnstitut Francais d Archéologie
Orientale de Caire XXXIX (1940).

47 P. Mich. 11 123, recto VIII 36; 8t Neugepaodroc téztw|v]os, and IV 5:
avapopio. Nenpepadros

i A 8
Tewg) nal ThHS Yo(veends) mpos

e
TEZTOVLZY ELTWY.

S Ibid., p. 47 in the introduction to No. 121 recto col. 111 iii.
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advanced in connection with these general service agree-
ments in Egvpt: but this is a consideration purely secondary
{o the labor aspect of it. What it does imply is a matier of
general economic import. It is that the money coverage in
gypt was thin and that the amount of cash money which
worked downward into the hands of unskilled workers, and
stayed there as savings. was small indeed. To employ a term
of modern business life, the advance argyrion connected
with the paramone was an “incentive” accommodation’ io
make the work offer more atiractive to the laborer. The im-
portant features. then. of the paranmtone were: (1) that it was,
by Egvptian custom. accompanied by a monetary advance
which was without interest. but subject to repayment at an
unspecified time: and (2) that the kind ol work offered and
accepted was not stated in the contract. The original expla-
nation of the paramone by Grenfell and Hunt as a contraci
of service * and the observation of Vitelli that it established
“a service relation”.” therefore, needs only the slight, but
important. modification that it was a contract of “general”
services.

If it is the undefined characier of the work which is deci-
sive in the hiring of free laborers, under the paramone agree-
ment, this fact should somewhere appear clearly expressed
in the purpose or in the wording of the paramone formula.
distinguishing it from other types of labor contracts. It is
clear that it was completely distinet from the leasing out of
the labor of one’s own slave, or the pledging of one’s slave
against a debt, which would fall under the classification of
locationes-conductiones rei. 1t should be distinguished from
those agreements with free workmen in which the labor
function is employed to pay inferest upon loans or fo extin-
guish the principal of loans (antichretic relations). it should
differ from the locationes-conductiones operarum in cases
of specific tasks such as those of wetnurses, carpenters, oil
carriers and mule drivers, or of the hiring of specialized
workmen such as teachers of trades or artists. The paramo-
nai, although avoiding precise statement of the work expect-
ation, would certainly include general housework and

# P. Oxy. I 140, introduction.
3¢ P. Flor. 1 44, note to line 19.
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unskilled farm tasks. and undefined labor demands like themn.
These would be the forms of labor referred to by the Roman
legalists as operae illiberales.”

The original meaning of the verb paramenein, coming
down from very early labor relations. undoubiedly was thai
the laborer “remained with™ his hirer, in the literal sense of
that term. Both in the important group of the Delphic ma-
numissions with continuing services of the new freedman
(the paramone type)” and in the paramone coniracts of
Greco-Roman Egypt the verb paramenein had sloughed off
this meaning of necessary and constant residence of the
workman with his employer: but a residuum of that ecarly
connotation still remained in the word. In hiring the {otal
work capacity of the laborer., to be directed at his option.
the work giver took over, also, that part of the freedom of
the worker which lay in his right of movement. In fact the
control by the hirer of the worker’s labor seems to have de-
rived, secondarily. from the fact of control ol his mobility.
This is to be seen in the Delphic paramone manumissions in
the fact that the continuing services of the [reedman could
be terminated by a legal instrument called the apolysis, the
release of the freedman from his paramone. The general
character of the services in the Delphic manumissions with
paramone is made evident in the phrasing of the work obli-
‘gation of the freedman. He agreed to “do what is necessary”
or, in another formulation. to “do what is ordered™.” or in
later and longer statements to “do whatever” or “everything
he is ordered to do so far as possible”™.” The apolysis is al-

51 Tn the attempt to analyze the legal nature of the paramone, rather
than its economic implications, I owe much to Professor Taubenschlag.
Errors of statement or of judgment, however. must be referred to my
own lack of training in the legal field.

52 Westermann in Amer. Hist. Reo. 1. (1945), 217; Jour. Near Fastern
Studies V (1946), 96—97.

53 GDI 2060,7 (185—182 B.C.): t 3%0v mowise and Fouilles de Delphes
[1T 6, 132 line 8 (Colin No. 105 in BCH XXII): motiv = imcassipeva.

5t F.g. GDI 2069, 8--9, of 194—195 B.C.: wofovtec tb motttassopevoy t do-
vatoy. F. de D. 1II 3, 2, No. 208 15 of 165—162 B.C. (?) according to G.
Daux, Chronologie Delphique, (Paris 1943), p. 53, has it phrased: mowv
© imtassopevoy =iy ©h owvetiv. Cf. the following examples, taken from
many, of similar phrasing, here arranged chronologically: GDI 2168,
11—12; F. de D. III 3, (1) 45; III 6, 55, line 6 (of priesthood XXIX) .

-
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ways phrased as the “release from paramone” that is, as
release from the infringements upon the mobility of the
freedman. this necessarily producing the consequence of the
cessation of the labor requirement.”

In the general service contracis of free agenis as we know
them from Egvpt some of the same phrases which are to be
found in the manumissions with coniinuing work obligations
of the freedmen at Delphi do actually recur to designate the
general nature ol the work obligations. I'rom Alexandria
we have a paramone, dated 9 B.C. in which a woman who
had indentured her services to a beer seller. also a woman,
agreed to perform services for this Tapheisis in the beer-shop
“carrying out in addition the orders which will be imposed
upon her™.*® Closer {0 the Delphic phraseology is that found
in a straight service contract of a weaver. of the first century
of the Christian era. In it the weaver agreed to furnish him-
self for a period of two vears. “spending his time and doing
everything ordered and weaving wherever the above men-
tioned Heron may wish”.>” The worker’s subservience to his
employer in the maiter of his right of movement is particu-
larly clear in this formulation. Also closely approximating
the general service clause of the Delphic paramone manu-
missions is an example from the town of Piolemais Euergitis
in the Arsinoite nome. It is dated 176 A.D. A woman agreed
therein to an acceptance of money on the condition that she
perform general services (paramenein) in the house of Achil-
les. also called Ischyrion. “doing everything which will be
ordered”.

% Examples of paramone manumissions from Delphi for which we
have the, corresponding apolyseis are: GDI 1918 and 1919; 2199 and
2200; GDI 2151 and F. de D. III 3 (1), 43; F. de D. IIT 6, 39 and 40
(= Colin in BCH XXII Nos. 88 and 89). These range chronologically from
180178 B.C. to the second quarter of {he first Christian century. The
standard formula of the apolysis is that the former owner has released
the freedman from the paramonc. The former slave, now a freed per-
son, appears as object of the verb a=%ws:e. 1t is to be noted that god did
not release the freedman from the paramone. The manumittor did it.
Therefore the relation was a contractual one between them.

36 BGU IV 1126, 9—10; mapapevely —--- i1

87 PST: VIIL 902, :3—4: Satpifwvto - val mowhvie. mhvia i [Em|tassopeva ol

bpatywy ob 25y Beblrzar i mpoy

tehonsay T 2

4/\‘)1[ sopeve] abty.

1 "’/UJL vog

s P. Aberdeen. Aberdeen luwerstty Studies 116 (1939), No. 6, lines



28 JOURNAL OF PAPYROLOGY

A papvrus of the reign of Probus (276282 A.D.) ™ pre-
sents a paramone contract in which the comprehensive na-
ture of the work demand is unmistakable. A woman who
was a professional weaver agreed to work for another wo-
man for the purpose of paying off in full an obligation
amounting {o three talents which had been contracied by
her father. The woman who was hired under this condition
agreed to perform general services (paramenein) for her em-
plover. “working both at the weaving trade which she knows
and at household tasks in lieu of the interest upon the prin-
cipal sum™." The situation which produced this contract
would be similar to that which T explained above in respect
to Pnesis and his wife, in the Tebtunis register.”” The woman
in this case. when she made her contract, received three ta-
lents for her coming services at weaving and at general house-
work. This she paid out immediately in order {o release
her father from a similar service contract which he had
entered into. Tt is not so stated: but the chance is good that
his contract had been with the same emplover. the woman
Aurelia Thaisarion of Karanis. Since it is not definitely said
that the father had died. the supposition should be that he
still lived and that the transaction represents a transfer {rom
father to daughter of the Tabor obligation connected with the
advance of three talents.

In the important Yale parchment from the village of Pa-
liga (Dura Parchment 10) the type of services to be under-

13—15: 39’ & mopap|évery abtyy v tf tob] "Aythhéns - - -~ [olniy motohsay| mhvia
e Emetasds)opfeval.

 Following Westermann in Aegyptus | (1920). 297--501. and . Mat-
tingley in Camb. Anc. Hist. XII 313, 321.

60 P. Mich. inv. 2819. published by Boak in Annales du Service des
Antiquités de UEgypte, XXIX. (1929), 47—49 (— Preisigke. Sammelbuch

IV 7558). Lines 8—9 read: v opfo]hiyovsay mopapevely - - - - pyalbpzvoy drep

inistator YepOtand e Epyo. 4ol olntard Gvii tdv Tod wepahaiov thrwys and in line 20

one fonds: mapopave mphs dmqpesiov e dyvne zal dhhov olumtazdy. Boak cor-
rectly entitled the agreement a “Contract for Service” whereas Bilabel’s
label in Sammelbuch 7358, “Contract regarding a Money Loan and Service
of the Debtor in Lieu of Interest”. places false emphasis upon the loan
element. The agreement is technically an example of the bporoyia mapa-
poviz, both economically and practically as well as legally. The word
“loan” (34vztov) does not appear in it.

61 Tn P. Mich. IT 123, recto XI 25-—26.
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taken is general. Again the phrase expressing this fact is
akin to that of the Delphic manumissions with paramone:
“Barlaas (the worker) will perform for him slave-like ser-
vices doing all the things engoined upon him™."™ The editors
of this parchment, Rostovizeff and Welles. were conscious
of the similarity of this contract with the paramone type. as
it appeared in Egypt.” The Egyptian document which they
particularly refer to is an apprentice contract with para-
mone obligations imposed upon the trainee.”* In these dida-
skalikai with paramone duties the obligations were bila-
teral. The didaskalikai obligations fell upon the teaching
craftsmen. The general work obligations. the services being
specified as general in type. fell upon the apprentice.”” The
increasing value of the services to be performed by the ap-
prentice becomes more apparent in the long term contracts
in which his proficiency and his value in the shop ol the
teaching craftsman develops with the years. In a live vear
contract in weaving, of 183 A.D. the work obligation became
paramount over the learning process at about the middle of
the third year. This is refiected in the fact that neither pay
nor other form of recompense for the apprentice was made

9

2 Dura Parch. 10, lines 8—9 (in Yale Studies 1I. pp. 4—7): magéfetar
abt Bovhinds ypetac, mowdy T mpostassopev|a adtd miviul. Cf. in the Delphic

T Guyathy aveyrltws wal dlovhedwy] - - - - el 88 uy motdor T motttasstpevoy M p
R A : ; : o fiit g
dovhurn, ete: 2156, 15, dnpetdovezc; F. de D, 111 3, 2, No. 294, 10, 8ovh[zb]ovzzs 2al

N \
}-AU‘SLU

mowohvtes may t dmetassopevov; I, de D. III 2, No. 129, 7—8, ragapewvito G
ovheblovsa] - - - - mowhsa h masshpivev] mavs III 3, 2, No. 329, mowisa dc
gobha, and No. 337 (=Colin No. 32 in BCH XXII), 3, 3ovichovta »al mowivea
m[av] to &rttasshpevolv].

8 Yale Classical Studies 11 p. 70.

64 P. Oxy. 275, 10—15: Bazovoi|v|ta 2ol mow[dlva mivta 0 imttassipeva
DTG - = - - 7ati TNy yepdowyy téyvny =asav. Despite the omission of the key
word, paramenein, this contract is to be included in the list of the pa-
ramonai.

% See above, p. 25. The confusion of arrangements in the didaska-
likai regarding the living quarters of the apprentice noted by Angela
Zambon, Aegyptus XIX (1939). 102, does not resolve itself until one
abandons the notion that the paramone necessarily implies an actual
“remaining” or living, of the apprentice with the teaching craftsman.
The question as to where, the apprentice was to live was a matter of
decision between the teacher and the person who exercised legal con-
trol over the apprentice.
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during the siricly didaskalike or learning period of the first
iwo vears and seven months.”® Therealter the work obliga-
tion, the paramone, became more important than the tea-
ching. This fact is reflected in the graduated increase of pay
for the services rendered.”” An abstract of a five year ap-
prenticeship of the type with general service duiies appears
in P. Mich. 11 121, recfo iii 8. in which the wages have been
omitted in the condensation. In the case of a {eaching and
work contract ol a minor slave girl appreniiced to a weaver
for a four year term one notes the same graduation of the
pay for the services.” In the case of an apprenticed slave
~the pay generally began with the first vear because it was
the total working capacity of the slave that was leased for
the entire period. More work no doubt. and work of any
kind could be expected and exacted from a slave child
under these conditions than from a free apprentice.

P. Fuad 37, dated 48 A.D.. is also a teaching-learning
contract. in the weaving ol linen. with paramone obli-
gations on the part of the apprentice. The general nature
of the work of the pupil appears in the lollowing phrase
emanating from the teaching craftsman: “And 1 will direct
(him), he being obedient (bzfzoov %vwtz) dayiimes only. in
matters relating to the cralt”. 'This agreement has the kev
word, paramenein, expressing the general nature of the
work to be demanded about the shop.” If one accepts ihe

6¢ P. Oxy. IV, 725 is the five year didaskalike with paramone duiics
here referred to. See lines 43—45: rapapivovia 74l mowivi|a| mdvia G: 7pi-
vettar ywolc pesdon.

67 Ibid., 19—35.

¢ P. Oxy. X1V 1647 of the second century. The similarity in phrasco-
logy with the Delphic paramonai in manumissions is here marked.
Lines 21—25 read: #wtehodsay mhvee i dnitponnsopeva adtf) Hr’ adbtod Gvijroyia
-.“f“ TT‘OO'I.E[ILS‘/‘“ TE'/_V'Q.

% Bataille, Guéraud, Jouguet and others, Les Papyrus Fouad 11 (Cairo,
1933), 37 lines 4—5: =ai mapdfnue mapapdvovta mphs [tf pladHpser abtac tac
pépac brfrooy Byte v toic wati iy téyvnv. Scherer, the editor, found the
futures r=apébqpe and dvemapsbque in line 6, “disconcerting”: but certainly
these futures derive from =agéyery not from =apéysv. The meaning, then,
is: “I will lead him along (that is, guide him), he performing services, ete.”
For mapéyey with similar didactical meaning see Plutarch, Phocion, sec.
2 at the end: 4 ¥bc - --- medol zal My maghyov iy avipwqv, “directing
necessity by persuasion and reason”. For =gic in this additive sense con-
sult Mayser, Grammatik, 11 2, p. 497. For drazobzty 50t in a general service
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restoration of the editors of P. Oslo TII 141 in line (1. (im-
tehdvta T[dvta Th emtaydshpeva Tpego wévon). that contract also
should be included among the didaskalikai of the paramone
group. despite the absence ol the key phrase (zapapivovex
avty) from its expected place in line 10.” The restoration
may, however, equally well be: imuehaver z|dven zaca wiy téy-
vy (possibly  yzpuziyy  téyviy) tpegofuiven, %t L Without
the word paramenein the nature of the services remains in
doubt and I have preferred not to inciude it in the list of
certain paramonai. Perhaps 1t does belong there.

This papyrus brings out one particular point respecting
apprenticeship in IEgypt which, though as yet unnoticed.
is worthy of attention. The apprentices were bound by law
to follow the teaching craftsmen in case these instruciors
should change their places of residence during the period
of the contract.”™ The law applied to appreniice coniracts
in general, siraight apprenticeships as well as didaskalikai
with the paramone clause. Raphael Taubenschlag has in-
formed me that he will deal with the state law which re-
gulated the relations of apprentices and {heir {eachers in
the forthcoming second volume of his study ol the Lam of
Greco-Roman Egypt. The provision of the law regarding
attendance of the pupil upon his teacher. even il the in-

agreement, straight paramone labor without apprenticeship, see P. Oxy.
VII 1122, 11. magapévary, as the decisive legal term, appears in P. Teb. Il
384, 20—22, =lapapé]vovte adtg, as noted by Ulrich Wilcken in Archio fiir.
Papyrusforschung V p. 241. Wilcken was wrong in his conclusion that the
paramone did not permit a combination with the teaching activity of an
apprentice contract.

0 Eitrem and Amundsen, Papyri Osloenses III (Oslo, 1936), p. 214,
bave pointed out an error of judgment on my pari in an eatly dis-
cussion of “Apprenticeship and Apprentice Contracts™ in Class. Phil. 1X
(1914), p. 316. My mistake lay in concluding. from P. Hibeh 148, that
the apprentice in the didaskalikai contracts, as against the labor con-
tracts in anti-chretic loans, did not live with the teaching craltsman.
but at home. From P. Oslo no. 141, the editors correctly point out that
the verb paramenein had no bearing at all upon the place of living of
the craft pupil. This is certainly corveci; and 1t should have been
evident to me at the {ime from P. Oxy. IV 725, 9—12.

1 P. Oslo ITI 141, 10: sv|vazohoSoivea abzd zatk thy] vépov. The resto-
ration is ceriified by PSI VIIL 902, 15; sovaz{o)hovSay adtij maveayit natd
Y VORGY.
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structing craftsman should move away from his town ol
residence, operated legally in the direction of {ranslerring
a part of the control of movement over a minor, along
with control of his hours of work, from his parent or
guardian to the teaching crafisman.

A second provision of the law on apprenticeship, accord-
ing to Taubenschlag. determined a group of proficiency
requirements demanded of the master craftsman who as-
sumed the task of teaching a trade. A third required regis-
tration ol the pupils (mathetai) in an official list. The de-
claration for this regisiration was made before the training
course was begun. As far as the four extant examples show
which are known to me, all of the first Christian century,™
the obligation of making the declaration rested upon the
parent or legal guardian of the prospective {rainee. No
doubt this was fiscal in purpose. 1t would. at least, enable
the government officials to place the apprentice in ample
time upon the list of those who were subject to the trade
license.” Perhaps it is an equally important feature of the
registration requirement thai it also furnished to the au-
thorities the names of that group whose actions were {0 be
governed by the general law on apprenticeship. A fourth
regulation, unknown to us in its details. made it illegal for
a son to be apprenticed to his father.,™ possibly to any re-
lative.”™ FProvisions appear in the syngraphai didaskalikai
covering overtime work, the amouni of the schooling duc
to the apprentice. and the work due from him in lieu of
davs lost during the training period. whether lost by sick-
ness or by neglect. These arrangemenis. {oo. may have

w2 PSTVELT 8714:7)P . Mich: 11117055421, 1172.

= J. G. Winter, P. Mich. IIl. introduction to no. 170.

™ Winter, Life and Letters in the Papyri (Aun Arbor, 1933). 71,
note 3; F. Mich. I1I. introd. to No. i70.

@ This is the range of the regulation as it will be presented by Raphael
Taubenschlag in vol. II of the Greco-Roman Lamw of Egypt.

The city law of Alexandria, cited in the fragmentary court case
P. Oxy. TV 706, was based upon the laws governing freedmen relations
to their patrons. It may have had to do. secondarily, with a paramon:
case: but this conclusion is completely dependent upon accepting Mit-
teis’ hazardous reading of (zzpapévery) in his reproduction of the papyrus
in Mitteis-Wilcken., Grundziige, 11 2 (Chrestomathie). No. 81. I cannot
follow this insertion.
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been formulated in the nomos governing apprentice re-
lations. _

There are four known ostraca from Egypt which seem to
find satisfaclory explanation only on the assumption of
such a set of trade regulations of a rather comprehensive
kind. In three of these four™ osiraca a man called “the
controller of weaving” (histonarches) grants permission to
a weaver to set up a shop ” “with whomsoever”, or “where-
soever’, he may wish. In the fourth ostracon of this simi-
lar group, on the other hand, ihe weaving coniroller for-
bade two weavers, a father and his son. to set up their
trade (1o dizs(pa dvaBakeivy) in a shop in which they might
desire to do so.™ What is clear {from these four ostraca is
that the weaving controller had the right, in certain cases,
to permit weavers, or to refuse permission to them, to set
up their shops where they wished. The question of location
of a new shop was certainly the central point ol the three
grants of permission and the one refusal io grant it. Pro-
fessor Taubenschlag will summarize his view in the sense
that trade regulations existed in Roman Egypt which con-
irolled the right of crafismen {o set up competing establish-
ments in neighbourhoods selected at their own discretion.™
The decision upon the point would. in his judgment, be
made through a “dispositive clause” in the service contract
drawn up between the partics concerned.® possibly with

76 Ostraca Wilbour, 75; Wilcken, Griech. Ostraka I 1154, 11553.

77 This is expressed as ava[Bah]eiv & ¥pyo cov map’ ob $éhetg in Ostr.
Wilbour 75; as avaBaketv o ipdus cov in Wilcken, Griech. Ostraka 1154;
and b (read t%) Stdspota, “the woofs” ---- 8nov $éhic dvaBalkely in 1155.

™ Wilcken, Ostr. 1156. Wilcken’s brief comment is conclusive except
for his suggestion that the weaving controller intended to exclude the
craftsman from working in any shop but his own (“apart from us”) =ag’
bpay ypipasdar ¢ Bodher yepdlieip]. I would prefer to read =ap” dHpdv with
aramipedo in the sense “we, on our side, forbid”. See Mayser, Grammatik
IT 2, 484, 485.

" In the Anzeiger der Akad. der Wissenschaften in Krakau, 19(9.
Resumés no. 12, pp 46—49, Taubenschlag quotes a responsum of Scae-
vola, Dig. 37, 14, 18: an libertis prohiberi potest a patrono in eadem
colonia in qua ipse negotiatur idem genus negotii exercere. Cf. Scae-
vola’s opinion applying specifically to garment makers in Digest.
XXXVil 1, 45. '

80 Bernhard Windscheid, Lehrbuch des Pandektenrechts (9th ed.,
Frankfurt, 1906), T 125 -126.
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the requirement of an interprefative permit {o be certilied
by the controller of weaving. if his permission had been
gained.™

All employment of compulsory labor in public works
and in the governmeni monopolies scems to have followed
the patiern of the general service obligations under the
paramone system.** The analogy extends to the mefallis
damnati whose position as convicts permitted no restric-
tions whatever upon the demands imposed upon them.
Characteristic of their labor demands is the fact that they,
like the paramone contract laborers, were released from
their sentences by an apolysis.*

Three poinis may be emphasized in the discussion of the
general service, or paramonai, contracts. The first is the
one discussed immediately above. that in compulsory ser-
vices due to the governmenti, the type of the contractual
paramone was reproduced, but with more siringeni re-
strictions on individual liberty of action. The second was
that in leases of the labor of slaves the work of the hired
slave would customarily fall under the general, or para-
mone, service type. The person who hired the labor of the
slave would contract to take over the complete entity of
the slave, including, without restriction, his entire labor
capacity and his right of movement. Therefore it was seli-
understood that the hire of a slave fell under the general

81 The possibility that craftsmen might have been restricted in Egypt
to definite areas or streets of the town in establishing their shops, as for
example, to a Street of the Weavers or to a Street of the Potters, seemed
worthy of consideration, but such areal designations are really rather
rare in Egypt. For Oxyrhynchus see Hermann Rink, Strassen und Vier-
telnamen von Oxyrhynchus (Giessen, 1924), 27. In general consult the
list of quarter and street names in Preisigke, Warterbuch 111, Abschnitt
22 and Theod. Reil, Beitrige zur Kenntnis des Gemwerbes (Leipzig. 1913),
184. Data have been collected by A. Bataille and published in Chro-
nique d'Egypte, 1944, No. 42, pp 237—244, which seem to identify the
Theban Kerameia, the “Town of the Potters”, with the modern village
of Medamoud, north of Karnak. Despite the circular pottery ovens
of the Ptolemaic or Roman period discovered there, the identification
of the site of Kerameia still seems problematic.

82 As in Wessely, Studien zur Paleographie XX 76, 19—22.

83 See Fr. Zucker in Sitzungsberichte Berlin. Akad. 37, (1900). 2, p. 713
Zucker’s document is republished in Preisigke, Sammelbuch, No. 4639.
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service (paramone) arrangement.”* This decision is appli-
cable. likewise, in the case ol a slave who was put out to
apprenticeship under a syngraphe didaskalike arranged by
his owner. The third point of note is that, under the appli-
cation of the penalty clauses for non-fulfilliment of iabor
coniracts of free persons, the penalty services thereupon
due to the emplover fall into ihe paramone type.™

Only one general service agreement in the form of an
actual contract has, as vet, appeared among the papyri of
the Ptolemaic period. There are, however, three earlier and
conclusive indications that this form of contract was wi-
dely . employed in Egypt during that three century space
of time. In the middle of the third century B. C. an offer
was made to Zenon bv a father to hire out his son under
paramone conditions.”® The father wrote to Zenon: “And 1
will guarantee in writing belore [ sail down the river to
bring my son. Ptolemaios, down and place him under you
at 100 drachmas, taking nothing from you.”* With the
knowledge of the' paramone now available to us it becomes
clear that the father of the boy could ask for 100 drachmas
and still profess {o take nothing from Zenon for the boy's

8 Characteristic of the paramone services of slaves are the following
agreements: BGU IV 1139, 9—11; PSI VI 710 and P. Oxy. XIV ‘1647,
21—25. In a case of foreclosure upon a slave given. as security for debts
the debtor agreed, in P. Oslo II 40, 10, that the creditor was to assume

=y wphfenzy] val wpeiay ©ifc drajoyobang pot Sobi[ve].

85 BGU IV 1154 was listed by Wilhelm Schubart, its editor, as a “re-
payement of a loan, with paramone.” It is a receipt for repayment of
two so-called “loans” (lines 10—11: = 8dverz 4 23éversev.) one of which
(lines 16—17 and 21—24) is the familiar advance of 100 drachmas which
bore no interest. It records, also, the release (apolysis) of a son of the
debtors, who was a free boy, from the application of a paramone ar-
rangément. This paramone situation had arisen out of a foreclosure
execuied against the boy’s labor because of nonpayment of a loan
made to his parents. The original arrangement had been a contract of
loan (daneion), not a general service contract. The paramone had re-
sulted from the application of the penalty clause.

s6 PST 1V 424. A

87 Ibid., lines 10—15: & 3 cot yetpoypaghow mpb T0d dvarmhedsot ratdbety tov
ooy Hzohepaioy zal drodoety cor adtiy (Spaypav) p. There is no specification
as to how the boy’s talents — his education had been of a general kind —
should be employed.
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services. The 100 drachmas* are certainly to be explained

as the advance monev now so well known from P. Michi-
gan II, which would be repaid without interest. The boy’s
training under Zenon might possibly have been for the
diplomatic service, as Vitelli suggested; but more probably
it was for one of the bureaucratic services either in the
private or in the state departmental divisions under Apol-
lonios, the dioecetes. At anv rate, no wages, (opsonion as
contrasted with the argyrion the advance money) were to be
received during the period of the boy’s training.

The two other Ptolemaic references appear in BGU VI
1258 which is a register of absiracts of private legal docu-
ments ascribed to the second century B. C. In the first of
these a gardener agreed to work a waterwheel in a bath
under paramone conditions for a period of eleven months.
In the second abstract a father indentured one of his sons
under paramone for general and undetermined services
for a fixed wage with clothing allowance. The lines are
fragmentary; but thev give the following portions clearly:
“Paramone presented. Harpos, son of Kollouthos, —- — — —
(agrees) with Korax that (he will give over to him) his
clder son, Per—— (?). (the boy) remaining mwith him and
performing every kind of work enjoined upon him, fromn
Thoth of the 28ih year to Mesore of the (same vyear).”**

85 100 drachmas is the highest amount recorded among the advances
in the examples of the paramonai in the Michigan registers. That
amount appears in P. Mich. II 121, verso coll. IT 17, VII 21. XI 3; in 123
recto coll. X 32; XI 26; XII 37.

80 BGU VI 1258, 17—19, which was called to my attention by Profes-
sor Taubenschlag who correctly listed it with the paramone group in
his Lam of Greco-Roman Egypt, 218, note 77. The pertinent passage
reads: ‘Agrdg ---- [tby] éawvtod mpesBbrepoy l_)é?:‘f Hep ool o s rapo|pé[voy]ta
abtdt hertovpyodvre may t érta[sso]pev[ov] adtat. I see no reason to scribe any
anti-chretic character to this document. In line 7 read 4po[ioy]ei; in line 9
dvn(véydn) 3a(verov); in line 10 doq(véydn) pis(Bosi): and in line 17 dvn(véyd)
maga(povi)). Cf, in P. Amherst 98, 4: =atéh(oyoc?) Meso(pfc) Zmevé(ydm), as I
would extend the abbreviations. Also note the évagipie and compare the
verbs dvagépery and émwpépery in P, Mich II 123, recto III 7 and 35. Respec-
ting that entry see Boak’s note to line 7 and other references to dvagipov.
It cannot be a payment, as I see it, but must be a report. For examples

of the five day revenue reports upon fishing in the Fayum of the epite-
retai nomou kai drymou Theadelphias see P. Oslo III 89—91.
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Here the 'verb paramenein and the characteristic feature of
undefined kinds of work have been emphasized by my
italics.

The single paramone in contract form from the Ptolemaic
era is the fragmentary PSI V 549 of the year 42—41 B. C.,
which lacks upon the left side about 35 to 43 letters. It
seems to be a translation into Greek from a demotic origi-
nal and shows characteristic demotic turns of phraseology.
By this coniract a woman of Oxyrhynchos bound herself
out to a second woman who bore the Egyptian name of
Taseutis (see Preisigke. Namenbuch s.v.). The services were
to be for ninely-nine years which. with the iniercalated
months, are reckoned in line 5 at 1.204'/, months. T judge
that this long duration of the coniract is io be regarded as
a technical legal expression for an indeterminate period.
just as in the Delphic manumissions the paramone services
of the freedmen were said to endure for the life expec-
tancy of the former owners of the paramone [reedmen,
whereas actually they lasted in numerous cases for a few
vears oniy. The woman underiaking the services agreed to
do “all the things enjoined upon me by you” (line 5) and
to labor “in yvour house and in the (place?) of vour work
by night and (by day).” There were customarv penalties
attached for failure to fulfill these services; but these are lost.

On the basis of my understanding of the paramone as
a contract of services which were of a general, or unspeci-
fied, kind in contrast to work agreements entailing speci-
fied sorts of labor, the following list of the paramone con-
tracts from Roman Egypt, or of undeniable references to.
them. is here set up. Under the new. and siricier, definiiion
of the paramone this list is designed to replace those pre-
sented heretofore by Angela Zsmbon ® and by Allan Ches-
ter Johnson.”™

14 B. C. — BGU 1V 1153 1II
98B. C. — BGU IV 1126

90 A. Zambon, Aegyptus XIII (1953) 655.

1 A. C. Johnson, Economic Survey of Ancient Rome, 1I, Roman
Egypt (Baltimore, 1936), 452454,

% This is a clear case of a paramone agreement for general work in
o beer shop: magapevely - - - - 2y - - - ~ Zyzomohie 2rmizehodoay [z&] emitaydq[aopeval
abth, lines 9—10, 103
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8 B. C. - BGU IV 1159

10 A. D. —-- P. Tub. II 384

30 A. D. — P. Ryl. 128

36 A. D. — P. Oxy II 322*

39 A. D. — Papiri Milanesi I 7, 17—18

11 paramonai entries, 42 A. D. — P. Mich. II 121 verso

and 121 recto 11T iii **

14 paramonai entries, 45—47 A. D. — P. Mich. II 123
recto

3 paramonai entries, 46—49 A. D. — Mich. Il 124 recto
I 15, and II 20: verso 1 27

1, paramone entry, 45 A. D. — P. Mich. IT 125, 15

L paramone entry, 46—47 A. D. — P. Mich. II 128,
col. ITT 19

2 receipts ending paramonai, 45—47 A. D. — P. Mich. 11
123 recto col. XI 26 and col. XXIT 11

apprentice paramone, 48 A. D. — P. Fuad 37

apprentice paramone, 66 A. D. — P. Oxy II 275

1st century — PSI X 1120

Ist cenfury —- PSI VIIT 902

2d century (Trajan) — P. Oxford 10

121 A. D. — Dura Parchm. 10 (Yale Classical Studies
1 5:45)

139-—140 A. D. -— P. Cairo Preisigke 31, lines 4—12.%

158 A. D. -— P. Flor. I 44

176 A. D. — P. Aberdeen 56

183 A. D. — P. Oxy. IV 725

st or 2nd century — P. Oxy. X 1295

2nd century.— PSI XXI 1263, col. 1 1—6, 20—24.%

% Only a description of this papyrus is available. It is said to follow
the formula of P. Oxy. II 275 of 66 A.D.

9 See noie 14 above. P. Mich. IT 121, recto III is an abstract of the
same contract as that briefly listed in the entry given in no. 121, verso
IT 17. 1t is. therefore, not included in this total of 11 paramonai items.

95 Published in the Schriften der wiss. Gesellschaft, Strassburg, Heft
8 (1911). It is highly probable that this is, an abstract of a general ser-
vice contract. Note, in line 9: drqpetiyv val moft]av & dvfrovea must|ic].

96 The slave, in the case of this will, was to be freed by a deferred
manumission, her freedom to date from the death of her owner. When
the manumission went into effect it was to be of the general service
(paramone) kind. The paramone services were then to be paid to the
daughter of the woman who made the will.
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227--282 A. D. — P. Mich. inv. 2819 "'

407 A. D. — P. Oxy. VIII 1122

569 A. D. — P. Strassbh. I 40

569 A. D. — P. Cairo Byzant. 67025 *°

6th century — P. Jandanae IV 62"

602 A. D. — P. Grenfell IT 87

604 A. D. — Stud. Pal. XX 219

679—688 A. D. — P. Nessana Colt, Inv. no. 13, 306 '**
7th ceniury — Preisigke, Sammelbuch 4490.""

[ have not included in the above list three possibilities
of paramone contracts which are too fragmentary for posi-
tive determination. These are: P. Hibeh 148 (3rd century):
BGU 1 310 (Byzantine period): P. Princeton IT 78 (6th cen-
tury). Also Papiri Milanesi inv. no. 26 of the fifth or sixth
century, published by Orsolina Montevecchi in Aegyplus
XXII (1942). pp 63—67. is omitted because of the shattered
condition of the beginning lines, which are the determining

97 Annales du Service des Anftiquités de UEgypte, vol. 29 (1929), pp.
47—49 (= Preisigke, Sammelbuch 1V No. 7358).

98 P. Reinach IT 105 of Aug. 29, 432 A.D., published in Bull. de I'In-
stitut Francais d’Archéologie Orientale de Caire XXXIX (1940) is not
a paramone contract despite the advance money (mpoypie) connected
with it. This has been incorrectly described by Pierre Jouguet as a loan
instrument.

9 This is reproduced by Paul Meyer, Juristische Papyri, No. 12 and
by Arangio-Ruiz, Fontes Iuris Romani III, no. 12, with bibliography.
The sister of the woman who made the contract had been in service
for a debt. The woman had desired, by payment of a part of the debt
to redeem (dvalvtodsasdar) this sister from her paramone services,
Iine 21. P. Flor IIT 284 of 538 A.D. is a paramone in court procedure
gnaranteeing the presence and appearance of a man in court.

190 This is obviously a work contract and presumably of the para-
mone type although the word paramone does not appear in the portion
preserved. The girl wko was 1n service received some salary, sustenance
of a fitting kind, and clothing.

10 M. Schwabe in A. M. Koeniger, Magnes Anniversary Book. (Jeru-
salem, 1938) 224—235. Through the kindness of Naphtali Lewis, I have
vsed the English translation made by Ralph Marcus of the University
of Chicago of the discussion of Schwabe which was written in Hebrew.
Schwabe regards it as a manumission, whereas it is a release from
a paramone contract. See my discussion at the end of this paper.

192 Originally tlus was published by Wessely in Jahresb. des Hernals
Gymnasium (Vienna, 1890) No. 11, p. 13.
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ones. The decisive word, paramone, does not appear in the
unbroken lines which remain. According to lines 5—6 and
the advance money so characteristic of the paramonai (lines
11—153), it may. however, have been of the genefal service
type. ;

The supposed indenture of a freedman swho remaimed in
continuing services with his former master after he had been
manumitted, P. Oxy. IV 706, as it was interpreted by Lu-
dwig Mitteis in Grundziige (Chrestomathie) II 2, no. 81, is
based upon a doubtful insertion of zapapévewv. I cannot accept
it as a compelling restoration. The word may jusi as well
be -either dzohovdsiv or Hranobe.

Acceptance of the view that apprentice contracts in Egypt
might contain a paramone clause demanding “general” ser-
vices from the apprentice ' would seem to eliminaie one
controversial point arising in connection with the homologiai
didaskalikai. Adolph Berger, in his early study of the penal
clauses in the papyri, presenied the appreniice contract
itself as a form of locatio-conductio operarum,*** If the
apprentice, according to Berger. were a person legally inde-
pendent, he was to be regarded as the localor in a lease di-
sposing of his own working capacity. If he were a minor, or
otherwise dependent. the person under whose charge he
stood became the locator of such operarum, that is, the les-
sor of the working ability of the apprentice. I'rom the siand-
point also of the instruction given by the artisan-ieacher
the apprenticeship contract. in Berger’s view, should be de-
fined as a locatio-conductio operarum.*** To this Stanislao
Cugia entered the objection, affecting only the aciivity of
the teaching craftsman, that the didaskalike was a locatio-
conductio operis. In the apprenticeship form the result of
the instruction given by the teaching artisan, that is. its ef-
ficacy as reflected in the learning of the student, musi, ac-
cording to Cugia. be kept distinct from the teaching itself

103 For the work element of the paramone apprentice contract, see
W. Schubart, Einfiihrung in die Papyruskunde (Berlin, 1918) p. 429.

102a Adolf Berger, Die Strafklauseln in den Fapyrusurkunden (Lcip-
zig, 1911), 167--173.

104 Thid., 168—169,
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which was a consequence of the opus of the insiructing
craftsman, not a constituent part of it."”®

The finesses of this discussion regarding the applicability
of opus or of operae as describing the activity of the crafis-
man-insiructor are difficult to follow for the mind unirained
in legal subtilities. Its value seems to disappear if one ac-
cepts the apprentice contract for what it is in its economic
aspeci, namely, a labor agreement on the part of
the representative of ihe apprentice and a teaching
agrecment on the side of the master craftsman. From
the point of view of the apprentice his coniract cal-
led either for specified work connected with {he trade
itself in the service of the teacher, or for more general work
which was of the paramone type. It is the laiter [orm of
agreement which I have called above “the didaskalike with
paramone duties” **® or “the didaskalike with paramone obli-
gations”."”" In this type of working-and-ieaching contract.
in which the kinds of work to be exacted from the pupil were
left undefined, the emphasis easily shifted from its learning-
teaching relationship toward the side of the straight para-
mone requirements as these were demanded from the ap-
prentice. This weighting of the agreement from its original
bilateral obligations toward the side of the labor require-
ments would depend upon the expected increase in the va-
lue of the services of the apprentice to his teacher in the
craft or trade. Anv change in this direction should find it-
self reflected in a corresponding increase i the wages paid
io the pupil.

BGU 1V 1124, a Berlin papyrus of 18 B. C. edited with
his admirable accuracy and insight by Wilhelm Schubart

105 S, Cugia, Profili del Tirocinio, pp 28—29. Upon the point of the
instructing craftsman’s teaching efforts I follow Adolf Berger, Sfraf-
klauseln, 168—169, and Ulrich Wilcken in Archiv V 241 as against
Hans Lewald, Personalexekution im Recht der Papyri, whose view: was
accepted by Cugia, op. cit., pp 22—28 and by Vincenzo Arangio-Ruiz,
Lineamenti del Sistema Contrattuale, 54, note 2, in FPubblicazioni Unio.
Sacro Cuore, Scienze Giuridiche, vol. XVIII.

1% T have avoided the use of the phrase paramonai-didaskalikai be-
cause it would seem to establish a legal classification in terms which
the Egyptian notaries did not employ.

107 See p. 29 above.
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and previously used in this discussion is a release from
a paramone apprentice contract of the {ype established
above. The conditions activating the invalidation of the ap-
prentice agreement which had taken place before the “re-
lease™,'” were these. Nilos, a nail maker by trade. had made
a contract with a certain Herakleides and an associate of
Herakleides. named Taurinos, to teach his trade to the son of
Herakleides. As was customary in conneciion with the ho-
mologiai paramones and with the didaskalikai with para-
mone obligations, Nilos had advanced 100 drachmas to He-
rakleides and Taurinos. If the contract followed the patiern
of all of the similar apprentice agreemenis with paramone
money advances, as these are known to us, this 100 drachma
advance would. in the original contract, have carried no in-
terest charge. It might, however, be subjected {o interest
payments in case of a breach of the contract upon the part
of those who agreed to furnish the labor of the apprentice
to the nail maker, Nilos.

Separate from the money inducement offered {o Hera-
kleides and Taurinos by Nilos, the craftsman, for the para-
mone services of the son of Herakleides there was a monev
loan made to Taurinos by the craft teacher. This amounted
to 700 drachmas which was subject to interest charges. For
some reason which does not appear in the invalidation do-
cument.” the father of the boy and his associate desidered
to abrogate the didaskalike with Nilos. This they did by an
agreement reached in the Court of the Royal Hall in Ale-
xandria. To accomplish this they were compelled to make
the financial sacrifice of repaying the advance of 100 drach-
mas which Nilos had made to them. The loan. on the other
hand. which Nilos had made to Taurinos and the interest

108 Tt was correctly headed by Schubart as an “Aufhebung eines
Lehrpertrages”. The terms of the original document of the paramone-
-and-teaching contract can by re-established, in general outline. {rom
the release.

109 BGU IV 1124, 4—7: covywpi & Nikog abdtodey dnvpoy clvar 4y avevqviyasty
abtit - - - - sovydersv. The clause granting the advance of 100 drachmas
and the acknowledgment of the receipt of it were definitely ‘incorporated
in the didaskalike as a part of that document. See lines 14—15: dg 2me-
/p'r‘:"r‘v abrot; voth [thy] abthy suvydpnsty Gp(yopion) (Bpaypic) p.
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upon its principal amount were {o remain unaffected by the
liquidation of the teaching contract."™

It is clear that the terms of the didaskalikai which were
based upon paramone services would primarily be deter-
mined by the financial needs and the bargaining position of
the one who let out the working capacity of the apprentice,
whether this lessor was his father, his mother, or otherwise
his legal representative. The payments might, for example,
start from the beginning of the apprentice’s connection with
the trade teacher and remain equalized throughout the
period of the working-teaching relationship. In the second
instance, and notably in contracts of apprenticeship of lon-
ger duration, the payments made for the operae of the ap-
prentice might be substantially increased as his craft ability
and his value as workman developed with experience and
under the guidance and criticism of the teaching craftsman.
Oxyrhynchus papvyrus 725 of 183 A.D. offers an excelient
example of this. It was a long term coniract. ol five years
duration, in which the beginning of the money payments for
the paramone services was delayed until the eighth month
ol the third year of the contract. In the last five months of
the year three it was to begin. at the rate of twelve drachmas
per month. In year four it was to be increased to sixteen
drachmas per month. In the last year it was to rise to
twenty-four drachmas monthly, an increase of thirty-three
and one third per cent over the pay of year four. Certainly,
in this case, the paramone services, or operae, ol the malhe-
fes increased in value as the teaching operae of the master
artisan diminished until, in the fifth year. the paramone
services had completely superseded the didaskalike func-
tion . i

In the procedure of analyzing labor contracts of the para-
mone type, including the teaching contracts with the general
service feature, it is essential to keep the advance money
quite separate from any possible loan which might also ac-

110 BGU 1V 1124, 28— 30: sovywpnsty - - - - mepl Emuyption daveion dp(7opiov)
(Cpoypdy) ¢ wal thnwy pevely wo[ptlav.

11 Such is the case in P. Fuad 37, 4, of 48 A. D.

112 P, Oxy. IV 725, 16--26. For this increasing emphasis upon the

operae of the apprentice over the teaching function compare Arangio-
Ruiz, Lineamenti, 54.
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company the paramone labor agreement. This was done
above in connection with the analysis of BGU 1V 1124. Ob-
servance of this rule will help to clear up some minor con-
fusions in the understanding of P. Oxford 10.

P. OXFORD 10 AS PARAMONE CONTRACT

This document was correctly headed by its editor, Miss
Wegener, a “Contract of Service (IIAPAMONH)” 3 and
was, on the whole, correctly analyzed by her in that sense.
A brief outline of ils salient features presents the following
facts. A certain Ares, a Persian of the Epigone, and his wife
had hired themselves out under paramone (line 15, zapapeveiv)
to Loukios Bellenos Gemellos, a Roman legionary veieran.
to take care of the pigs of Gemellos for a year's term. The
work was to be a general oversight of the herd of pigs. Ares
and his wife agreed to lead them out to the right places and
to do everything which it was fitting for a pig herder to
do.”* The pig, herder acknowledged that he had rececived
twenty drachmas, the argyrion without interest charge,
which was customarily connected with the paramonai.*
This money advance, in amount of twenty drachmas. was
to be paid back after the term of the contract had ended;"
and it is a characteristic feature of the paramone contracts
that no definite time for repayment appears. The money, in
this case also. was to be returned “after the time” of the
contract.™ Miss Wegener was misled through regarding this
advance of twenty drachmas made io the pig-herder as
a loan. Hence a labor contract of the paramone class, as she
correctly headed it, later becomes an anti-chretic loan: and
in its turn. the supposed anti-chretic loan becomes “nothing
else than the wages of one month paid in advance”. The

us E. P. Wegener, Some Oxford Fapyri, No, 10. pp 38—48.

114 P, Oxford 10, line 19: mowdy wévta Goa rodw 6 Bhorwt.

118 Jbid. line 15: #ol avtl v tinwy mapapevely thy Apny.

116 This is the dpyvpiov dpaypic ezost mentioned in lines 13—15 and in
line 27 of the contract, and <& agybpov of lines 41—42 of the summary
of the work taker. In lines 36 37 of the summary, written for the pig-
herder who was illiterate, it is clearly stated that these twenty drach-
mas were for the paramone, iri tf ropapovi.

117 Line 26: »al peti thy yphvoy Groddrw.
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character of the loan is “more or less fictitious and it hardly
differs from a handsel (zppafav)”.*® The wages of the pig
herder, called @daviovs'™ were to amount to the same per
month as the advance money, namely twenty drachmas.
This was to be inclusive (sl mdve[a] Mijov tdov[io]p), meaning

that there was to be no additional payment. in money or in
kind. for clothing allowance or oil (himatismos and elaion),
or for food maintenances (sitometria, or metremata if paid
in kind.).”*

Miss Wegener also finds two kinds of penalties which
could be invoked by Gemellos, against the pig herder. and
or his wife, which creates “a certain inconsistency” {for
her.” One of the penalties was the doubled repayment
sumhovy of the advance of twenty drachmas. This advance
had been made, as the contract clearly states, “in considera-
tion of the general services (paramone) of one of us, (na-
mely) Ares.” '** The second penalty was to amount to two
drachmas per day for each day of the year upon which the
pig herder might have abandoned the job, plus one hali of
the advance of twenty drachmas.

It is to be noted that the word daneion does not appear in
P. Oxford 10. Consistently the money advanced to the pig
herder is referred to merely as argyrion.”™ The pig herder
was by the terms of this paramone contract in a position to
free himself from the agreement before the expiration of
the period of his paramone. This becomes clear through the
statement, in lines 27—28: “but if he should be released be-
fore the time, he will pay back the money (scil., the advance)
doubled.” This certainly consiituted a method of release
(apolysis) from the paramone. The pig herder, under any
circumstances, was to be compelled to pav back the twenty

118 'Wegener, Some Oxford Fapyri, p. 42.
19 P, Oxford 10, line 21: ¢ic wévc[a] Miyov ddwy[io]o. This is aptly trans-

lated by Miss Wegener as “everything included.”

120 These supplementary payments appear in the similar paramone
service contract, PSI VIII 902, 5—15.

121 Some Oxford Papyri, p. 45.

122 P, Oxford 10, 36—37: dpaypic eizost énl T} mopapoyf oD évbs Ty
"Apeion. For 2=t in this scnse see Mayser, Grammatik II 2, p. 473.

123 Ibid., lines 14, 25, 27, 36, 42.
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drachmas of the original advance, as was customary in in-
struments of this kind. He could also buy back some part
of the year of his service bv paying back the money diploun,
that is, with an addition of 100 per cent.”** This pessibility
actually existed in the face of a statement that the work
taker could not “be released within the time” without autho-
rization (i odone 2ovsiac adtg). This prohibitive clause, how-
ever, was mere standard formula. always introduced by
the notaries.” It is merely a coincidence — a confusing one,
however — that the additional 100% for purchasing his re-
lease exactly equalled the amount of his wages for a single
month. The diploun in this case was not a penalty. as Miss
Wegener (p. 43) construed it. It was the price of the worker’s
redemption from the application of his contract, if he should
desire to abandon it. In the later Byzantine documents ol
this type this right of release came to its full expression."

In P. Oxford 10 the actual penalty clause for arbitrary
withdrawal from the agreement lies in lines 23—23, follo-
wing immediately upon the formulary statement that there
was to be no right on the side of the worker to abandon the
contract. It provided that the worker was to pay two drach-
mas per day for each day that he had abandoned the herd
of pigs, plus a 50% penalty added to the amount of the
twenty drachmas advance.'*’

12¢ Tn the case of BGU IV 1124 the nail maker, Nilos, by a decision
reached in court, got back the amount originally advanced, but appa-
rently with intlerest granted for the reason that the year of the pro-
posed labor services of the apprentice was not completed.

125 In this respect it resembles the formula in the Delphic manu-
missions with continuing services (paramone) in which the indentured
services of the new freedman were stipulated to endure for the life ex-
pectancy of the beneficiary of these services. Actually we have nu-
merous releases (apolyseis) which show that they endured for only
a few years. Examples of Delphic paramone manumissions with their
corresponding releases are: GDI 1801, 2—3, and 1751, 4—35, which is the
apolysis ol the freed girl, Leaina; 2199, 9, which has a life expectancy
of service, contradicted by the fact of the apolysis which is No. 2200:
2151, 8 and Fouilles de Delphes 111 3, (1), No. 43; Fouilles de D., 111 6,
No. 6, 13—14 and No. 7 (= Colin, in BCH XXII, Nos 94 bis and fer).

126 As in Preisigke, Sammelbuch 1 4490, 25—29 and Stud. Pal. XX
219, 31—35.

127 For the hemiolia connected with loans as a 50 per cent interest
charge consult Naphtali Lewis in Trans. Amer. Philological Assoc.
LXXVI (1945), 126—139.
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P. NESSANA, inv. 13,306 (Colt Papyri) 5

This document, according to Professor M. Schwabe of jJe-
rusalem, is to be dated between 679 and 688 A.D. In the
translation here given I have followed, in the main, the En-
glish rendition of Ralph Marcus, made from the Hebrew
translation by M. Schwabe. editor of the papyrus. I have
taken the liberty of deviating from Schwabe’s translation in
several places where the Greek version seemed to suggest
such changes. 1 have indicated these differences by italici-
zing the words which I have altered.

“In the name of God!

This is to state that Abba Kyrin has redeemed *** his son
from El-Aswad-ben-Adi for a sum of 50 solidi. Of these
(scil. these 50 solidi) Kl-Aswad gave as a gitt**° 20 solidi to
Abba Kyrin, and 30 solidi of them Abba Kyrin paid to El
Aswad, the son of Adi. And El-Aswad, the son of Adi, agreed
with Abba Kyrin concerning his son. He (Abba Kyrin) has
authority to permit (the son?) to go away where he wishes ***
and there is no claim to El-Aswad in the matter of the son of
Abba Kyrin, whether small or large. And he himself (Abba

128 This document. a hilingual in Arabic and Greek, was published
by M. Schwabe in the Magnes Anniversary Book, pp 224—235. Schwabe,
published only the Greek text. He reports that the Arabic text, which is
the upper one, is badly damaged. I have had the permission of Profes-
sor Ralph Marcus, of the Universiiv of Chicago, to use his translaiion
of the original Hebrew commentary of M. Schwabe.

129 Tine 2: élotpicato. Read Zhotpdsaro.

180 Line 3: &yapica[to].

131 At this point (lines 6—7) the Greek text reads: Zy: 2Eo[vsiav &ron
A ¥ Eoo[siay Gmovda]v areldiv. The second Zy: 2fov[siav] seems to be
a dittography. The translation of Schwabe’s Hebrew version by Fro-
fessor Marcus reads: “he has freedom in the place where he wishes and
he has freedom to go wherever he wishes”” The Greek word is
gtovste “anthority”, or “right”. — not 2&kevdepiz, meaning “freedom.”
No such phrase as “he has freedom in the place that the wishes” is
known to me, whether in the Delphic manumissions or in any of the
paramone contracts from Egypt. Corrupt though the text is, the legal
idea seems to be clear. The pafria potestas of the father over his son
had been infringed upon by the coniract with El-Aswad-ben-Adi, when
the boy was turned over into his service. This patria pofestas is now
returned to the father; and no one has a further claim against him,
Abba Kyrin, in the matter of the boy's services.
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Kyrin) has the control over the life of him mwherever he (the
son) may go, so that no man shall have any claim against him,
cither I, El-Aswad, or my heirs, or my successors {in inle-
stacy).

Written in my hand, in the hand of Abba Georgios. the son
of Victor, in the month of Peritios in the 15th indiction —
vear 561 according to the era of Elousa.

(2d hand.) I. Sergios, son of Georgios. son of Patrikos,
wilness 1t just as it is slated above” '**

M. Schwabe, publisher of this Nessana document, inter-
preted it as follows: the son of Abba Kyrin was the slave of
El-Aswad, sold to him at some previous {ime by the boy's
father. By this legal instrument the boy was now ransomed
from enslavement. In Schwabe’s eves the document was, the-
refore, a purchase into freedom. the redemption price being
given as [ifty solidi.”* Schwabe not only identified this in-
strument as a manumission, but, more precisely, as a manu-
missio inter amicos, that is. one which did not proceed by the
official formulas. Through this decision the editor placed
before himself two difficulties of explanation. Why should
two individuals connected with the Church. both probably
monks, not use the procedure of the Church manumission
(manumissio in ecclesia)? The second difficulty arose out of
the editor’s awareness that a law of Justinian had explicitly
fixed at five the number of witnesses required for a manu-
missio inter amicos."”” This document has only one witness.
According to the editor, as quoted in the English translation
before me: “there is no way of knowing the reason for this
departure”.

The false identification of this transaction as a manumission
created another confusion which Schwabe atiempted to ex-

132 For the doubtful translation of the phrase #hepevipor pov 7ai 3uw-

Soyn pov see Taubenschlag, Laro of Greco-Roman Egypt, p.138, with the
important references in his note 8.

123 The change here made from the Marcus-Schwabe rendition is not
significant. The Greek stands thus: popwpd raddc dvorégo cipyre.

134 P, Nessana inv. 13, 306, line 3.

135 Codex, 7, 6, 1c: quinque ftestibus adhibitis. See Leopold Wen-

ger in M. Koeniger, Beitréige zur Geschichte des christlichen Altertums,
Festgabe Ehrhard, (Bonn, 1922), 475.
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orcise by a rationalization. The fact was clear to him that no-
thing appears in the document to show that the boy slave had
contributed to the process of his emancipation “by means of
his labor and of sums of money which he earns for himsell™.
In the interpretation of the instrument the editor was con-
strained to explain this peculiarity as “an Arabic detail
which stands out in the Greek document.”*

In the Greek text of this Nessana coniract, as Professor
Schwabe presented it. ™" no word other than 2itpésate ap-
pears which would suggest that this is a grant of freedom.
There is neither doulos or douleia, soma or oikeles, eleutheros
or eleutheria, apolyein or apolysis. Also. the sale of free chil-
dren and the pledging of them against a debt was expressly
forbidden by the Roman law from the time of Diocletian
onward. This is clear from Codex 4, 43, 1: liberos a parenti-
bus neque venditionis neque donationis titulo neque pignoris
jure aut quolibet alio modo nec sub praetextu ignorantiae
accipientis in alium transferri posse manifesti juris est.*”® The
attitude of the Roman law upon this point is. further, forcibly
expressed in a Christian assertion of a woman’s freedom which
comes from the sixth century after Christ: “It has been esta-
blished clearly for all persons that neither long passage of
time nor any error can lessen the freedom accorded to men
from above and by nature”. ***

Just as there is no other word in the Nessana papyrus to
indicate that it was a manumission so also there is nothing
else than the one verb 2wrtpisate — “Abba Kyrin has rede-
emed his son” — to prove that it is a release from a labor con-

133 The quotations which I give have been taken from Professor
Marcus’ translation of the Hebrew discussion of the editor.

137 Magnes Anniversary Book, p." 225.

138 C'f. Codex. 4, 10, 12: ob aes alienum servire liberos crediloribus
compelli, non patiuntfur; Egon Weiss, Pfandrechtliche Untersuchungen
I (Weimar, 1909), 62—64; Taubenschlag, Lam of Greco-Roman Egypt,
I 55—56. iFor the legal references I am here deeply indebhted again to
Professor Taubenschlag.

139 J. Maspero, P. Cairo Catalogue 9, 3, 67294 (Catalogue Général
des Antiquités, vol. 9, 1), lines 1—3. The document is repeated in ano-
ther version, ibid.. I 67089. The two versions are discussed in full by
Leopold Wenger in A. M. Koeniger, Festgabe Ehrhard, 451—478. Wen-
ger has reproduced P. Cairo Cat. 67294. The terminus ante quem non
for these documents, according to him, (ibid. 465) is 531- 534 A. D.
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tract of paramone. Despite the absence of this key-word
(paramone) the document clarifies itself completely nunder
the interpretation that it is such a release from a condition
of general service indenture. Abba Kyrin had bound his
son, under a general service agreement, io Abba El-
Aswad; and he had received fifty solidi as the customary
advance money upon the transaction. Of this advance the
father, Abba Kyrin, had repaid thirty solidi to Abba El-
Aswad, retaining twenty drachmas granted him as a favor.”*
By this repayment of a part of the advance money — and
without any accrued interest, as was the custom in the para-
mone arrangements — Abba Kyrin had obtained official re-
cognition of the release of his son from the paramone service
relation. It has been shown above that it was a consistent
characteristic of the paramone type of labor agreement that
the right of movement of the worker was restricted during
the duration of the contract. The release from the paramone,
which is the subject of the Nessana papyrus. expressed iiself
primarily in the return of his freedom of movement to the
indentured son ' just as it had done in the releases (apo-
lyseis) from paramone connected with the Delphic grants of
freedom eight hundred vears carlier.

Wiiliam Linn Weslermann
[Columbia University]

140 P, Nessana, inv. 13,306, 3—4: vopispata ctzost &yapisafto 4] *Alasovad
o *ABBa Kopw.
141 Jbid., lines 6—7: ¥y 2Eo[vsiav] &mo[v] Féht - - - - amerdiv.



