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REGNAL FORMULAS OF THE EMPEROR HERACLIUS

To the memory of Zbigniew Borkowski
who took a special interest in the reign
of the emperor Heraclius

This contribution! deals with imperial titulature under the emperor Hera-
clius (A.D. 610-641) as reflected in the papyri from Byzantine Egypt. In it-
self it cannot claim much originality as the subject was treated already 80
years ago by H. I. BELL, A Dating Clause under Heraclius, “Byzantinische
Zeitschrift” 22 (1913) 395-405. Moreover, a more recent survey of the dat-
ing formulas occurring in the papyri from the period under review was pre-
sented already in 1979 by Roger S. BAGNALL and myself in Regnal For-
mulas in Byzantine Egypt (hence RFBE; = BASP supplement 2), pp. 68-73.

Nevertheless it will appear, I hope, that despite these earlier studies the
subject of Heraclius’ dating clauses is not yet exhausted, if only because
since 1979 a number of new documents providing us with new insights have
been published. As a consequence, a re-study of some already well-known
documents with fragmentarily preserved dating formulas has allowed me to
come up with some suggestions for their restoration and, moreover, to date
there has been no special discussion of a special class of documents showing
a dating formula with (a) the regnal year of Heraclius, (b) the year of his
consulate and then (c) the regnal year of his son, Heraclius Novus Constan-
tinus. I shall begin with a full presentation of the evidence available to date.
The various formulas are those already used in RFBE (texts with comments
made in that study will be marked below with an *; for these the reader is re-
ferred to RFBE). The period of the occupation of Egypt by the Persians
(A.D. 619-629) with its concomitant lack of regnal formulas by the Byzan-
tine emperor(s) in these years is indicated by a series of dashes, ‘----’.

1 1 should like to thank my friend Roger S. BAGNALL for his kindly correcting my
English.
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The evidence:

(1) ﬁam)\uas' 'rov Bew'ra'rov Kal evae,Beo'-ra'rov npwv deamoTov
yeyw'rov eve)oye'rov DA. Hpax)\ecov 10D alwviov AvyovoTov
(kal) avrokparopos €rovs .

610-611 P. Oxy. I 138 (5.x.610-29.viii.611)

611 P. Oxy. LVIII 3954 (12.ii, om. ueyiorov evepyérov); *PSI VII
773 (5.vii); P. Oxy. LVIII 3955 (23. 1x), LVIII 3956 (1. x)

611/612 P. Oxy. LVIII 3957 (20.ii.611 or 21.ii.612, om. peyioTov evep-
ye‘rov)

612 *P. Princ. II 87 (21.i); *P. Oxy. XVI 1981 (25.x); *I 139 (26.x)

613 PSI I 62 (27.ix)

614 P. Oxy. XXIV 2420 (ii-iii; cf. BL VII 150 and P. Oxy. LVIII
3954.3-7n.); LVIII 3958 (iv-v); *XVI 1979 (19.viii)

618 P. Haun. III 60 (28.x)

619 P. Jand. III 49 (5.vii)

Comment: All 15 documents come from Oxyrhynchus and are dated before
the period of the Persian occupation of Egypt, A.D. 619-629. For other Oxy-
rhynchite texts from the reign of Heraclius see below, formula (12).

(2) ['3a¢n)\etas‘ 10D eVoeBeaTdTov 1) MUY betmo-rov DA, Hpa.x)\el.ov
10D alwviov Avyovarov (kai) avTokpdTopos €rovs .

613 P. Heid. V 361 (8. vx)

614/615 P. Prag. 1 48 (24.ii.614 [R] or 615 (Ind) om. cplthet(s) for He-
raclius, like below in BGU II 368; om. kai av'roxpa.-ropos')

615 *BGU II 368 (25.vi; lacks epithet(s)); *SB I 5271 (10.xii; om. kai
adTOKPATOPOS)

616 *BGU II 398 (14.viii; rest., om. kai avrokparopos); SB 1 4497
(8.ix; restored)

618 P. Alex. 35 (31.i); BGU II 401 (25.iii; om. (kai) avTokparopos);
BGU III 725 (21.vii; cf. BL 1 63)

632 SB I 4662 (11.vii; adds vmarelas THis adTdv edoeBeias éTovs ...,
regnal Heraclius Jr., cf. below, pp. 228-229)

632 *SB VI 9461 (14.x)

638 SB XVI 13016 (7.ix)
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Comment: All 12 documents come from the Fayum. Given the fact, that
BGU II 368 and P. Prag. I 48 share the same (remarkable) omission, the
question might be raised whether both texts were written by the same scribe,
but Dr Poethke tells me by letter (from 19.3.1992): “Der Gesamteindruck der
Schrift beider Texte ist auf den ersten Blick sehr dhnlich. Im einzelnen
ergeben sich doch Unterschiede. Der Gesamteindruck spiegelt eher den Zug
der Zeit.”

It is also striking that a couple of texts omit from this formula the element
Kkal avTokparopos which used to be a standard part of regnal titulature under
earlier emperors (cf. for this omission also below, formulas (3), (4), (6)).

(3) Bagikelas Tod evoeBeorarTov kai Pihavbpwmov NudY deamd-
’ ~ 14 / \ A ’
Tov PA. ‘HpakAeiov 10D alwviov Adyoverov (kal) avrokparo-
¥
pos €rovs ...*

610-641 CPR X 133 (incomplete and incorrectly drafted);P. Rain. Cent. 119
(n.d.; adds vmarteias THs avT@Y edoeBelas €Tovs ...)

611 CPR X 130 (6.x; adds vmatelas Tfis avTdV edoefBeias éTovs ...)

612 P. Rain.Cent. 120 (11.ix); P. Heid. V 350 (19.xii)

617/8 CPR X 132 (5.x-30.vi; adds Umatelas THs avTdv edoePelas
€TOVS ...; OM. Kai QVTOKPATOPOS)

618 SPP XX 220 = SB I 5269 (9.vi)

633 P. Lond. I 113.6.b (p. 214) (12.viii)

635 *SB 14488 (19.iv)

636 P. Prag. I 64 (28.v); CPR VII 50 (22.viii)

636-641 SB I 4852 (vi-vii; much mutilated, cf. below; om. kai adTokparo-
pos)

Comment: Probably all 12 documents are from the Fayum, though the
provenance of 8B 14852 is not indicated.

NB: formula (3) = formula (2) adding kai ¢ptAavbpwymov as Heraclius’ epi-
thet.

Lines 1-2 of SB 14852 [given the collection’s history probably from the Ar-
sinoite nome; listed in RFBE sub formula (5)], can be restored as:

1 ['Ev évéuari 70d kvplov xai deamdrov] "Incod Xpiorod Tod Beod kai
ocwTfjpos Nudv. [Bagileias Tod)

2 ledoeBeorarov kai puravBpimov Nudly deom(drov) PA. ‘Hpa-
kAelov Tlod alwy(iov) AdylodaTov)],
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i.e. formula (3) implying restorations of 30 and 29 letters at the left. If, how-
ever, the words kvpiov kai deamoTov in line 1 were written with extensive
abbreviations, one should restore formula (2), i.e. omit kai ¢tAavBpawmrov
from the restoration in line 2.

(4) Bagikelas Tod edoeBeoTaTov kai PpihavBpwymov NudY deamo-
A 14 A ~ ’ ’ 9
Tov Kal peyioTov evepyérov PA. "HpakAelov Tod alwviov Av-
’ \ A v
yovarov (kal) adrokparopos érovs ...

630 *P. Ross.Georg. III 51 (ii-iii); P. Ross.Georg. III 55 (24.iv; om.
(kal) adTokpaTopos, adds Vmarelas Tod OeooTepods [ 1; cf.
BASP 16 [1979] 232-233 and below)

631 CPR III 370 = MPER N.S. XV 108 (26.vii; adds vwareias 7iis
adTdY eVoeBelas €rovs ... and regnal formula of Heraclius Novus
Constantinus, cf. below, p. 228)

Comment: All 3 documents are, again, from the Fayum and this formula is
formula (3) adding xal peyioTov evepyéTov before Heraclius’ name. The
aberrant formula ocurring in P. Ross. Georg. IIT 55 may be explained in
terms of a scribal confusion; it is conceivable that one should continue after
the regnal formula with Umarelas (tis adT@dv eboeBelas €éTovs — xal) Tod
Beooredods [atrod viod ‘HpaxAeiov Néov Kwvoravrivov, month, day’,
as in P. Prag. 1 43 (Ars., 639); for the latter text cf. below, p. 230.

(5) formula uncertain

610-641 SB 14746

Comment: This very fragmentarily preserved isolated document (probably
from the Fayum) shows an irregular order of elements in the dating formula,
i.e. avrokparopos before PA. "HpaxAelov; one might wonder whether this
is a dating by Heraclius at all.

(6) Baoihelas Tod BetoraTov Nudv deamorov PA. "HpakAeiov Tod
’ ’ \ A / v
alwviov Adyovorov (kal) alTOKPATOPOS ETOVS ...

611/612 CPR X 131 (4/5.ii; om. kal adrokparopos?; adds vmareias Tijs
aUTOY evoeBelas €Tovs ...)
614 *BGU XII 2208 (8.x); *BGU XII 2209 (8.xi)
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618 *P. Stras. V 328 (15-24.iv; adds second epithet?)
638 BGU II 370 (x-xi; cf. BASP 17 [1980] 105; starts with T@v
OelloTarwy, like formula (12) or (13); om. kal avTOKPATOPOS)

Comment: For this formula we now have 5 documents, 3 from Hermopolis
(s.a. 614, 618) and 2 from the Fayum (others). As was remarked already in
BASP, loc. cit., the writer of BGU II 370 seems to have been confused. The
2 Fayumic texts are somewhat remarkable; one would, perhaps, expect the
use of the epithet eboeBeaTarov rather than fetorarov in documents from
the Fayum. (Is it a coincidence that in formula (12) fecoTarov is a normal
part of the formula, but that the only Fayumic text listed under that formula
lacks this particular epithet?).

(7) Baoilelas Tod BeroTdTov kal yaAnvordTov Kai Geoa're?oﬁs
(d ~ ’ ’ ~ ’ L 4 ’ \
nudv deamérov PA. “Hpaxdeiov Tod aiwviov Avyovorov (kat)

14 \ ’
aUTOKPATOPOS KAl MEYIOTOV EVEPYETOV ETOVS ...°

610-641 P. Amh. II 151 (n.d.)

613 CPR IX 35 (21.v)

613/4  *SB 14669 (ii-iii 7)

614 *P. Lond. III 1010 descr. (iv-v; om. kal pey. €vepy.)

617 BGU XII 2210 (15.vi)

618 *P. Edfou I 3 (13-23.vi; adds vmarteias Tiis avTdv edaeBeias (?)
€Tovs .., cf. P. Rain. Cent. 119.4 Anm.)

Comment: This formula is shown by 6 documents from the Thebaid, i.e. 1
from the Upper Theodosiopolite (SB I 4669), 1 from the Upper Apollino-
polite (P. Edfou I 3) and 4 from the Hermopolite (others).

(8) Baoiheias Tod yaAnrorarov kal GeoaTepods Mudy deamoTov
PA. ‘Hpaxhelov 10D alwviov Adyovarov (kail) adrokparopos
v
€Tovs ...*

615/6  P. Lond. II 483 (p. 323) (5.viii.615 [Consulate] / 616 [Regnal
year, Indict.]; adds vmartelas ToD avrod evoeBeaTarov NudY
deamoTov €Tovs ...; cf. Cd’E 56 [1981] 362 n. 1 and BL I 270)

Comment: This formula occurs in only 1 papyrus from Apollinop. Hepta-
komias; formula (8) = formula (7) minus fecotarov kai and kai peyioTov
€VEPYETOV.
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(9) Bacieias Tod Berorarov kai yaAnrorarov kai OeooTedpods
4 ~ 14 ~
nudv deomorov PA. “Hpaxheiov T0d alwviov AvyovoTov (kal)
v 4 v
aUTOKPATOPOS ETOVS ...°

611 = P.Lond. V 1736 (25.i1)
613 P. Lond. V 1737 (9.ii; om. kai feoaredods)

Comment: Both papyri come from Syene. Formula (9) = formula (8) adding
BetoTaTov kai. At the same time it is formula (7) minus kal peyioTov
€VEPYETOV.

(10) Bagihelas Tod yahnrorarov Nudv deocmérov PA. ‘Hpakhelov
~ \ Y
10D alwviov AvyovaTov (kai) avrokpdTopos €rovs ...*

613 *SB 14504 (16.xi)

616 *P. Paris 21 (3.vi)

619/634 ST 436 (22/23.xii; deam. THjs oikovpévns rather than Judy deomo-
Tov; Greek date for Coptic doc.; cf. “Analecta Papyrologica” 2
[1990] 142)

Comment: For this formula we have 3 documents, 2 from the Thinite (the
first 2 items) and 1 from an unknown provenance which probably was situ-
ated somewhere in Upper Egypt (ST 436, the epithet yaAnvorarov is not
found in documents from Lower Egypt dated by Heraclius); formula (10) =
formula (8) minus xai feoaTedods.

(11) formula uncertain

612 SB XIV 11542 (1.v-5.x)

615/6 or 630/1 P. Lond. V 1875 (n.d.)

616/7 SB XIV 11543 (adds consulate; read/restore vmarelas s [avrdv
evoeBelas ...]1? G

618 SB I 5112 (3.i; adds postconsulate, i.e. only ulera v vmarelav
70D avT0d Oerorarov kail/yarnvlorarov Nudv deamdérov PA.
‘HpaxAelov €rovs preserved; see notes at end of text)

618/9 or 633/4 *P. Lond. III 1011 (n.d.)

Comment: Into this category fall 5 documents, 1 from the Upper—Apollino-
polite (SB I 5112), 2 from the Hermopolite (P. Lond. III 1011 and V 1875;
restore in both [part of] formula (7) ?) and 2 from unknown provenances
(both SB XIV texts). One should probably restore in SB XIV 11543 the
standard consular formula (for this cf. below, p. 225).
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(12) ,Baow}\etas ‘rwv BeoTaTwy Kai evae,Beo*ra‘rwv MUY beo'vrorwv

630
63172

635

639

Kal peyw'rwv evepye'rwv Té alwvivwy AvyovoTwy av'roxpa-ro-
pwy PA. Hpa.x)\e:.ov xal. <I>}\ Hpax)\ewv éov Kwvoravrivov
100 GeooTedpods avTod viod €Tovs .

*BGU I 314 (23.v; partly restored; cf. ZPE 65 [1986] 165 for epi-
thet of Heraclius jr.)

P. Oxy. LVIII 3961 (n.d.; om. Kaa p.eywrwv evepye'rwv TRV
alwyiwy Avyovo*rwv avTokpaTopwy; adds vmatelas Ths avTOY
evae,BeLa.s' €Tovs ... before regnal form Heraclius Novus Constan-
tinus, cf. below, p 228)

ZPE 65 ( 1986) 163 (22.i - Lix; like P. Oxy. LVIII 3961; Heraclius
= 70D alwviov AvyovaTov avTokparopos, Heraclius Jr. = Geo-
¢vAaxTov; cf. below, pp. 229-230) _
L Prag I 43 (5. x" cf. ZPE 84 [1990] 76f om. Gecorarwv Kat,
xaL ;J.eyw'rwv eVepyeTdy; adds vmarelas s av'rwv evac,Bew.S‘
e-rovs bcfore regnal form. Heraclius jr., 7@y aiwviwv Av-
yovo*rwv avTokpaTopwy at end, cf. below, p. 230)

Comment: This formula is shown by 4 documents from Lower Egypt, 1
from the Herakleopolite (BGU I 314), 1 from the Arsinoite (P. Prag. I 43)
and 2 from the Oxyrhynchite (others). For the omission of the epithet
OeoTaTwy in the text from the Arsinoite cf. above at formula (6).

(1 3) ﬂaat)\ecas‘ TV GetoTaTwy Kkal ya)\nvora'rwv Kai Geoa"req)wv

633
635

638
641

630-641

NUOY 6ea7r0'rwv DA Hpax)\aov xai ‘H ax)\ewv Neov Kewv-
o"rav'rwov T&Y atwvcwv Avyovcrrwv (kat) avTokparTdpwy kai
UEYIOTWY €VEPYETROV ETOVS .

P. Lond. 11 1012 (p. 265) (7.ix)

P. Flor. III 306 (x-xi; om. Kkai yaAnroraTwy Kai feooTepdv, Kal
peyloTWY evepye'rwv)

SB XVI 12492 (18.iii; om. kai yaAnvoraTwy Kal GeoorTepdv,
Kal peyloTwy evepye'rwv)

SB VI 8986 (i-ii; adds postconsulate; cf. BL VII 200 and below, p.
231).

CPR IX 29 (om. kai yaAnrotatwy kai feooTedpdy, kai peyio-
TWY €VEPYETOD).

Comment: We find formula (13) in 5 documents from Upper Egypt, 1 (SB
VI 8986) from the Upper Apollinopolite, the four others from the Hermo-
polite. It is remarkable that three out of the four Hermopolitan representatives
of this formula lack most of the imperial epithets.
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(14) formula uncertain

634 SB 14319 (Hermonthis, 4.xii; possibly formula (7) with consulate
and regnal year Heraclius jr.; cf. below, p. 229)

639/640 P. Lond. I 113 [10] (p. 222) = W.Chrest. 8 (possibly some variant
of formula (12) with consulate(?) and/or regnal year of Heraclius
Jr.; Arsin.; cf. below, pp. 230-231)

630-641 SB I 5318 (Ars., n.d.; possibly formula (2) or (3) with postcon-
sulate and regnal year of Heraclius’ sons ; cf. below, p. 227)

630-641 BGU I 319 (Ars., n.d.; possibly formula (3) with consulate and
regnal year of Heraclius jr.; cf. below, pp. 226-227)

630-641 SB I 5114 (Apoll. Ano, n.d.; no part of dating formula preserved,
but cf. the oath formula mentioning both Heraclius and Heraclius
Novus Constantinus).

- Comment: The precise form of the dating formula is uncertain in 5 docu-
ments, 1 from Hermonthis (SB I 4319), 1 from the Upper Apollinopolite
(SB15114), and 3 from the Arsinoite (others). All documents are datable to
the joint reign of Heraclius and Heraclius Novus Constantinus.

Analysis

It should be noted first that formulas (5), (11), (14) are all uncertain and
incomplete; (5) and (11) differ, however, from (14) in that they seem to re-
fer to Heraclius Sr. alone, while all documents under (14) (may) refer to the
joint reign of Heraclius Sr. and Heraclius Jr.; they date or seem to date from
a year after A.D. 629.

Bell listed in 1913 25 texts dated by Heraclius and/or his son Heraclius
Novus Constantinus, though he could have referred to at least 8 more texts
cited above from SB I, as their edd. princc. were already available, cf. SB I
4319; 4488; 4497; 4662; 4669; 4746; 4852, 5318 (cf. also SB 5114).

Be that as it may, in the period since 1913, i.e. in about 80 years, the
number of dated papyri from Heraclius’ reign has approximately trebled;
now we have a total of almost 80 texts. This sizable growth of our evidence
allows us to see that in principle Bell’s method of attempting to apply a clas-
sification based upon regional variations has vindicated itself, while at the
same time it allows us to see things with greater precision. Such regionalisms
in the emperor’s titulature are specifically reflected by the use of certain epi-
thets. It seems worthwhile stressing the following points:

(a) There is (still) no secure attestation of a dating mentioning Heraclius Jr.
earlier than A.D. 630, though this might be expected, at least theoretically.
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Heraclius Jr. came to the throne, after all, as early as 22.i.613 and he is in-
cluded in an oath formula as early as A.D. 618 (SB I 5112; cf. also SB I
5114). For now the question, why there is no such pre-630 dating formula
referring to both Heraclii Augusti, must remain open. It may be just a matter
of coincidence due to the haphazard character of the papyrus finds.

(b) On the other hand, after 630 A.D. a substantial number of texts still refer
only to the father Heraclius, rather than to the father and to the son Heraclius
Novus Constantinus. This phenomenon is especially visible in documents
from the Fayum, cf. formulas (2)-(4) and (6) [but compare also the ambigu-
ous date of some documents listed under formula (10) and (11)]. At present
the number of ‘post-630 documents from Egypt dated after Heraclius only’
and that of ‘post-630 documents from Egypt dated after Heraclius and He-
raclius Jr.” is almost even.

(c) Consulates for Heraclius occur in both Lower and Upper Egypt, cf. for-
mulas (2), (3), 4), (6), (12), (14) (all Fayum), (7), (11) and (13) (Apolli-
nopolis Magna), (8) (Apollinopolis Heptakomias), (12) (Oxyrhynchite),
Hermonthis (14); cf. also SB XIV 11543 (formula 11, prov. unknown).
The most common formula is vmatelas THs adTdV evoeBeias €Tovs .
(used about ten times in documents from both Lower and Upper Egypt), but
there is a vanant formula, viz. Umareias Tod avTod evoeBeoTaTov MUY
deamorov €rovs ... (occurring at least twice, in P. Lond. II 483 [formula
(8)], and SB I 4319 [formula (7)?, cf. below, p. 229], both from Upper—
Egypt; cf. also the Fayumic BGU I 319, discussed below, p. 226); only
three postconsulates occur in:

— SB 15112 (3.i.618, Apollinop. Magna) plera T vmareiay Tod ad-
'rov Betorarov kail/ ya)\nv[omrov MUY deamorov PA. ‘HpakAeiov
€rovs ... (but see notes at end of text), in

—SB VI 8986 (i-ii.641, Apollinop. Magna), after a regnal formula men-
tlomng Herachus and Heraclius Novus Constantinus: mera 7lnv
vmaTelay TOY avTdY [€ToUs —, and in

— SB1 5318 3 (Fayum 630 641) after a regnal formula mentioning
Heraclius: kai welra 7y adrod vmarelav érovs [.

The use of the (post-)consulate in dating formulas under Heraclius is not any
longer common. It should be observed, however, that the whole process of
the consulate’s gradual disappearence from dating formulas (despite the pre-
scriptions of Justinian’s Novella, cf. BASP 22 [1985] 359) can be seen to
emerge already much earlier, cf. in RFBE the regnal formulas used during
the reigns of Mauricius and Phocas. This probably resulted from the factual
identification of regnal years and consulate already under the emperor Justi-
nus II (cf. in particular RFBE, formula 3; for the identification of regnal
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years, consular years and indiction years under the emperor Mauricius cf.
now J.R. REA in P. Oxy. LVII], p. 51 ff.).

(d) péyraros evepyerns (cf. BELL, loc. cit., 403) occurs in formulas (1)
(Oxy.), (4) (Ars.), (7) (Theodos., Apollinop., Hermop.), (12)-(14) (Hera-
kleop., Hermop., Hermonthis). Evidently this epithet occurs in both Lower
and Upper Egypt, but it remains hazardous to draw firm conclusions about
whether it was a standard dating element in formulas used in a given nome,
and from what moment it became so. It is, however, somewhat striking that
it does not seem to occur yet in the Fayum before A.D. 630, while in the
Hermopolite it occurs already in A.D. 613, being omitted in a document from
614 and being reintroduced in A.D. 617 (formula (7)). In such cases one may
consider the omission of any such epithet to be almost a matter of idiosyn-
cracy on the part of an individual scribe; formula (9) illustrates this situation.

Finally I wish to discuss those regnal formulas giving (a) the regnal year
of Heraclius, (b) his consulate, and (c) a reference to a regnal year of Hera-
clius Novus Constantinus. Apart from a lapidary remark made in RFBE 72,
formula (14) concerning SB I 4319, where a numeral in a dating formula re-
ferring to Heraclius Jr. was explained in terms of his regnal year, they have
gone unnoticed as a separate category. I start by listing the pertinent texts:

(a) BGU I 319 (Ars., 630-641, with my own restorations; ed. princ.
line 1: 7év Berorarwy kai evaeBeat(arwy) Nudv deamordv PA.
‘HpakAelov]; line 2: kai pera Thy vmarioy avrod €érovs -l

1 [t "Ev dvopari Tod kvpiov kai dleamorov "Incod Xpiorod T0d feod
kai cwrlfipos Nudv, Bacieias Tod evoeBeoTarov kai Gihavlpw-
mov)

2 [quédv decmorov PA. "HppakAeiov] 10D aiwviov Avyoverov kai av-
TokpaTopos €rolus -, kal Umareias Tod avTod evoeBeoTaTov NuAY]

’ v \ ] 14 ’ ’ ~

3 [Beomdrov €rous - kat PA. ‘HplakAiov Néov Kwvoravrivov Tod
Beoareplods avTod viod Erovs -, Month, day, ind., év *Aplowin)]

In itself, the restoration in this text (listed under formula (14) above) is that
of regnal formula (3) of Heraclius Sr. (lines 1-2), followed by his consular
year (lines 2-3) and a reference to his son’s regnal year (line 3). The restora-
tion of the invocation at the left of line 1 indicates the size of the lacuna at this
part of the papyrus: a restoration of the expected words written out in full in-
volves ca. 23 letters and the restoration at the start of line 2 involves the same
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number of letters. The restoration at the start of line 3 entails 21 or 22 letters
(depending on whether the year numeral was a single or a double digit nu-
meral). The restoration at the right of line 1 entails at present 46 letters (but
evoeBearaTov may have been abbreviated to evaefs, i.e. entailing a resto-
ration of 39 letters), that in the second line 38 or 39 letters (depending, again,
from the question whether the year numeral was a single or double digit nu-
meral). These restorations can be taken to mutually support each other, but
there remains a question about the consular formula which in its present form
occurs only twice and in papyri from Upper-Egypt rather than from the
Fayum (cf. above, p. 225). If, however, we restore the formula normally en-
countered in Fayumic papyri, i.e. Umatelas Tis adTdv evoeBelas éTovs -,
what should be restored at the start of line 3, where there would arise, then, a
gap of ca. 16 letters? In itself one may consider moving the element éTovs -
(with the following numeral written out in full) now following Heraclius Jr.
to the start of this line, but the parallel documents show that such a formula
would be unprecedented. The only other solution for that question would be,
of course, the assumption that here the scribe indented considerably.

(b) SB 15318 (Ars., 630-641, with my own restorations of the full in-
vocation at the start of line 1 and at the end of line 4; ed. Ka.t-
oapwy):

1 [t "Ev dvduari Tod kvpiov kai deamorov 'Inood Xpiworod Tod Beod
\ ~ A ~ ’ .
kai cwrijpols Nudv, Bagihelas — Epithet(s)? —)
e ~ ’ . 14 ~ 4 ’ L ! \
2 [quév deamorov PA. ‘Hppakdeiov Tod alwviov Adyoverov kal
avTokparopos)] érovs [ —
> | kal pelra Ty adrod vmarelay érovs [ -
RN | BeolpuldkTwy avTod Tékvwy TEY alwviwy [AdyovoTwy

There is no way to decide whether one should restore formula (2), (3) or
even formula (6) for Heraclius Sr. One does not know, e.g., whether the top
of the papyrus is completely preserved and whether all words in the invoca-
tion were written out in full. Furthermore, the size of the lacuna at the right in
lines 1 and 2 cannot be determined (one must reckon with the possibility that
all epithets in the regnal formula were lacking, cf. above at formula (2)). The
text as printed in the ed. princ. stands out by referring in line 3 to a postcon-
sular year; for this cf. above, p. 225. NB: one should note the remarkable
word order in line 3, avro?d preceding UmaTeiay; furthermore one does not
expect a reference to a plurality of Heraclius’ children (but cf. below, p. 231,
SB VI 8986). Under the present circumstances this remains a rather enig-
matic text, but so much is certain that the epithet alwviwy is normally found
with AvyovoTwy rather than with Kawoapwy.
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5

6

(c) MPER N.S. XV 108 = CPR III 370 (Ars., 26.vii.631; ed. in line 5:
70D lavlrold edoeBear(arov) deamorleins, ‘Hpalkdeiov):

[t "Ev dvduart Tod kvpiov kal decmorov 'Inood Xpiorod] Tod Geod
xai cwtlfjpos fluldv,

[Baoielas ToD evoeBeaTaTov kal phavbpwmov Nudv] decmdTov
REYLTTOV €VEPYETOY

[®PA. "HpaxAelov 10D aiwviov Avyovarov kai avTokpartlopos érovs
elxooTod wpwroV, KAl VTaTias

s [adlrély edoeBlelas €rovs eikoaTod, kai PA. “HpaxAeiov Néov
Kwvoravrivov Tod

Beoarlelplolis avTod viod €rovs évvéa xal dexalrolv, kTA.-

The formula given here can be compared with that occurring in other texts
from in the Arsinoite. For the first part of the formula cf. formula (4); the
consular formula here restored also follows the example of normal formula,
cf. above, p. 225; for the part of the dating formula referring to Heraclius Jr.
cf. above, p. 226 at BGU I 319 and at the following texts.

2

3

4

(d) P. Oxy. LVIII 3961 (Oxyrhynchus, 631/2 [n.d.]):

Baagikelas TGOV BeotaTwy kal evoefecTatwy Nludy deomoTwy
PAaoviov ‘HpaxAelov Tod]

[alwviov Adyodarov kal adrokpdropos €rovs kl- xal vmareias Ths
avTdY evaePBelas érovs -, kail

PAaoviov ‘Hpakhelov Néov Kwvoravrilvov 1o BeopuAakrov
avTod viod Erovs -, month, day):

The editor has modelled his restorations mostly after ZPE 65 (1986) 163ff.

(cf.

below, pp. 229-230, item ‘g’). For unclear reasons both editors pre-

ferred to restore avTod rather than the normal avT®v in the consular part of
the formula, line 3 (for the phrasing of this formula cf. above, p. 225):

(e) SB 14662 (Ars., 11.vii.632; cf. BASP 17 [1980] 24 and 22 [1985]
361-3):

[t "Ev dvdpart 10D kvpiov kat decmoTov "Inood Xpiorod Tod feod
xkal cwtilpos Nudv, Bagilelas Tod eboeBeaTarov

L4 ~ ’ [ ’ ~ ) 14 .. ’ v
[udv deomérov PA. ‘HpaxAeiov Tod alwviov AvyovaTov avro-
kpaTopos €rovls elkooTod devrépov, kai UmaTelas Tis aVTOY
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3 ledoeBelas érovs kB, kat PA. “HpaxAelov Néov Kwraravrivov Tod
evoeBlegTaTov €rovs k, KTA.

Most of this formula, i.e. the regnal formula for Heraclius Sr., is sufficiently
attested, cf. above, p. 218, formula (2); only the final part of the formula
concerning Heraclius Jr. who is apparently provided here with the epithet ev-
oeBlegraTov rather than with the usual element 0D GeoaTepods is irregu-
lar, but I have checked the reading once again on the photograph and P.J.
Sijpesteijn confirms the reading as presented already in BASP 22 (1985)
362.

(f) SB 14319 and p. 668 = KRU 77 (Hermonthis, 4.xii.634; cf. Byz.
Zeitschr. 24 [1924] 81-83, RFBE 72-73, BASP 17 [1980] 24 and
“Analecta Papyrologica” 2 [1990] 142):

[t "Ev évduar. Tod kuplov kai deamdrov "Inaod Xpiorod Tob]
[6eod kal cwrhipos udy, Bacihelas Tod BetoTdTov Kkall
[yaAnvorarov kal BeooTedois nudv deamorov PA. ‘HpaxAelov]

1 [r0D alwviov AvyovaTov kal avTokpdropos xail peyioTov

2 evepyéTov €Tovs eikovalTod méumTov kai Vmarelas Tod avTod)

3 evoeBeorarov Nudy dlecmoTov] €rovs elkovoTod TerdpTolvl,

4 kai PA. "HpaxAelov Néov Kwvoravrivov Tod eoarelpods]

5 [adlrod viod €rovs eikovarod TpiTov, kTA.*

Obviously it is possible to restore an invocation and the beginning of Hera-
clius’ regnal formula (7) at the start of this text and, given the remains of
Heraclius’ regnal formula as preserved (ending on ueyioTov ebepyérov) and
the provenance of the text, there is hardly an alternative for the restoration of
this formula.

(g) ZPE 65 (1986) 163 (Oxy., 22.i - 1.ix.635; in 3, the ed. princ.
omits PA., but cf. above P. Oxy. LVIII 3961):

1 *Ev ovopati Tod kvpiov klal deamdTov 'Incod Xpiorod]

700 feod kal cwriipos Nuldv, Baciheias THV]

Betoratwy kal evoeBeglraTwy Nudv decmordy PA.]

‘HpaxAeiov 10D alwpioy Adlyolorov atrokpdropos]

éTovs ke kal vrraTelas TAs [adTdv (ed.: adTod) edoeBelas Erovs kel
kal PA. ‘HpaxAelov Néov Kwlvaravrivov Tod]

[ I R N S
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7 Beopul(akrov) avrod viod €Tovs Ky, KTA.*

This formula differs slightly from other regnal formulae mentlomng both
emperors, especially from formula (12), in that it omlts Kai p.eyw‘rwv evep—
yerdv and that it attributes the element aldwios avyodaTos avTokpaTWp
only to the emperor Heraclius Sr., whereas it adds a consular year to his reg-
nal formula. Moreover, Heraclius Jr. has here the epithet feopvAakTov
rather than the slightly more frequent Oeoaredods.

(h) P. Prag. I 43 (Ars., 5.x.639, if my new readings in lines 4ff. are
accepted; cf. also ZPE 84 [1990] 76f.):

1 *Ev dvopate T0d kvpiov kai deamorov "Inaod
XpioTod 70D feod kal cwriipos NudY,
Bacihelas Tov eldloeBeoTarwy nuav
deamordv PAN. “HpaxAiov érovs k0 (ed.: ke) kal
e 14 ~ 3 ~ 3 ’ Ll \ ~
vmaTelas This avTOV evaePelas €Tovs kb (ed.: ke) [kal ToD]
Beovaredploldls adrod vlilod ‘HlpakAeiov Nléov]
Kwvoravrivov 79v alwvivwly Avyolorwy]

\ A 14 ~ / 9
xai avTok(pardpwy) Padd { Tpioraidelkarns iwd.]:

CON OV B W -

Evidently the readings of the ed. princ. cannot all be accepted. The attempt in
ZPE, loc. cit., to restore a better known formula in lines 3-6 (cf. above, p.
223, formula (12), but note the omission of an element feoTaTwy kai before
evoeBeaTaTwr) marks an important step forward, but line 8 remained prob-
lematic. My new reading of this line entails a change of the year numeral in
lines 4 and 5. The new readings aim at staying as close as possible to a well-
known formula, but it should be noted that under the present circumstances
an indication of the regnal year expected with Heraclius Jr. (after the refer-
ence to Heraclius Sr.’s consulate) is lacking. Moreover, one might have ex-
pected the element 7w clwviwy AvyoloTwy Kal avToKpaTOpwY to precede
the name of Heraclius Sr. (cf. above formula (12)), rather than to follow that
of Heraclius Novus Constantinus. Apparently the regnal years of Heraclius
Sr. and of Heraclius Jr. have been equated (anachronistically), as is often the
case in texts showing formulas (12) (cf. BGU I 314) and (13) (cf. P. Lond.
III 1012, P. Flor. II1-306, SB VI 8986 and XVI 12492).

(i) P. Lond. I 113 [10] (p. 222) = W. Chrest. 8 (Ars., 639-640):

’ ~ 7’ \ 0 / e ~ ~
1 Bacihelas] 7@v Geotatwr [kal evoeBeoTaTrwy Nudy deomoTdy
®A\. ‘Hpaxelov €rovs -, kai Umateias Ths abTdv evoePeias
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2 €rovs - kai] Tod Beooredolds avTod viod ‘HpakAelov Néov Kwv-
oTaVTIVOY TAY alwviwy AvyovoTwy adTokpaTépwy, month, day, vy

ivd.]

The restoration of this formula follows the model of P. Prag. I 43 (cf. above,
sub ‘h’), but the distribution of the restorations over lines 1-2 is all but cer-
tain and in fact an alternative restoration (modelled directly after formula
(12)) is conceivable:

1  Baoueias] 1@y Berotatwr [kal edoeBeoTaTwy Nudy deamordv
KEYIOTWY €VEPYETOY TOY alwviwy AdyovoTwy adTokparopwy PA.
‘HpaxAeiov kai PA. ‘HpakAeiov Neéov]

2 Kwveravrivov] od Geoorepolds atrod viod érovs -, month, day, vy

id.]

In this case, too, one cannot be certain how the restorations in the lacuna
between T@v fetotarwy and Tod BeooTedolds have to be distributed over
the lines.

(G) SB VI 8986.4 (Apollinop. Magna, after 26.i.641, cf. BL VII 200):

1 [Baoikelas T@dv Geotatwv kai yaknroratwy kai OleooTedpdy fNudv
deamoroy PAaviwy

2 [HpaxAelov kai “HpaxAeiov Néov Kwvoravrivov 70lv alwviwy
AvyodoTwy avTokpatipwy

3 Ikai peylorwy edepyerdv Erovs TpiakooTod mpdTov Kal pera Tlyy
vmaTelay TOY aUTOY

4 [&rovs TpuakoaTod(?) kal &V BeopuhakTwy adTod Tékvwyr] PAa-
viov ‘HpakAelov kai Aaveid

i + 40 BeolpurakTov voBeANnaipov
Mexeip
6 | Tecaapeaxaidexarns tlvdikriovos év *AméAAwvos

¥ Avw moN€L

In its given form this formula (discussed already by Bell, loc. cit.) is still
unique, though a postconsular formula is encountered in SB I 5112 and in
5318 (cf. above, p. 225). Given the lack of parallel formulas it is not pos-
sible to propose a convincing restoration of the lacuna in line 5. At the start
of line 6 one expects only a numeral for the day in Mecheir; this may have
been written out in full, but it is also possible that this line indented.
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It remains to tabulate the various regnal and consular years.

While we note that not all relevant data have been preserved completely,
we see at a glance where the scribes, who had to observe 2 regnal and 1 con-
sular year count(s), lost track of the correct year numerals (numerals printed
in bold and underlined indicate an anachronistic situation; restored numerals
are put between [ ]):

Documents from A.D. 631 632 634 635 639 641

Heraclius Sr. yr 21 22;: .. 23 25 29 31
His (post-)consular yr. 20 [22] 24 [25] 29 [30]
Heraclius Jr. yr 19 20 23 23 29 31
Indiction 5 e 8 A3 14
Month, day 26.07 11.07 4/5.12 {11 %810 0002

According to the synoptic chronological table in R.S. BAGNALL & K.A.
WORP, The Chronological Systems of Byzantine Egypt, the numeral for He-
raclius’ consular year in the papyrus from A.D. 631 should be 21, and the
numeral for Heraclius jr.’s regnal year in the papyrus from A.D. 634 should
be 22. The numeral for Heraclius jr.’s regnal year in the papyrus from A.D.
639 should have been 27, but evidently it was equated with the regnal year of
his father. Similarly, the numeral for Heraclius jr.’s regnal year in the pa-
pyrus from A.D. 641 should have been 29, but it is equated with regnal year
of his father. To be sure, in the other two anachronistic errors made by the
individual scribes there is no particular system to be detected.
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