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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 Heraciius 

This contribution1 deals with imperial titulature under the emperor Hera-
ciius (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 Heraciius, "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 Heraciius' 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 Heraciius, (b) the year of his 
consulate and then (c) the regnal year of his son, Heraciius 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 I should like lo thank my friend Roger S . B A G N A L L for his kindly correcting my 
English. 



218 К. A. WORP 

The evidence: 

(ι) βασιλείας του θειοτάτου και εύσεβεστάτου ημών ΰεσττότου 
μεγίστου εύεργετου Φλ. Ηρακλείου του αιωνίου Αύγουστου 
(και) αύτοκρατορος έτους..." 

610-611 P. Oxy. I 138 (5.x.610-29.viii.611) 
611 P. Oxy. LVIII 3954 (12.ii, om. μεγίστου εύεργετου)·, *PSI VII 

773 (5.vü); P. Oxy. LVIII 3955 (23.ix); LVIII 3956 (1.x) 
611/612 P. Oxy. LVIII 3957 (20.ii.611 or 21.ii.612, om. μεγίστου εύερ-

γετου) 
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. Ill 60 (28.x) 
619 P. Jand. Ill 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) βασιλείας του εύσεβεστάτου ημών δεσττότου Φλ. Ηρακλείου 
του αιωνίου Αύγουστου (και) αύτοκράτορος έτους ...· 

613 Ρ. Heid. V 361 (8.vi) 
614/615 Ρ. Prag. I 48 (24.ii.614 [R] or 615 (Ind.); om. epithet(s) for He-

raclius, like below in BGU II 368; om. και αύτοκράτορος) 
615 *BGU II 368 (25.vi; lacks epithet(s)); *SB 15271 (lO.xii; om. και 

αύτοκράτορος) 
616 *BGU II 398 (14.viii; rest., om. και αύτοκράτορος); SB I 4497 

(8.ix; restored) 
618 P. Alex. 35 (31.i); BGU II 401 (25.iii; om. (και) αύτοκράτορος); 

BGU ΙΠ 725 (21.vii; cf. BL I 63) 

632 SB I 4662 (ll .vii; adds ύττατείας της αύτών εύσεβείας έτους ..., 
regnal Heraclius Jr., cf. below, pp. 228-229) 

632 *SB VI9461 (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 ähnlich. 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 
και αύτοκράτορος which used to be a standard part of regnal titulature under 
earlier emperors (cf. for this omission also below, formulas (3), (4), (6)). 

(3) βασιλα'α? του ευσεβέστατου και φιλάνθρωπου ημών δεσπό-
του Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου του αιωνίου Αυγούστου (και) αύτοκράτο-
ρος έτους 

610-641 CPR Χ 133 (incomplete and incorrectly drafted);P. Rain. Cent. 119 
(n.d.; adds ΰπατείας της αυτών ευσεβείας έτους ...) 

611 CPR Χ 130 (6.x; adds ΰπατείας της αυτών εύσεβείας έτους ...) 
612 P. Rain.Cent. 120 (11 .ix); P. Heid. V 350 (19.xii) 
617/8 CPR X 132 (5.x-30.vi; adds υπατείας της αυτών εύσεβείας 

έτους ...; om. και αύτοκράτορος) 
618 SPP XX 220 = SB I 5269 (9.vi) 

633 P. Lond. I ПЗ.б.Ь (p. 214) (12.viii) 
635 *SB 14488 (19.iv) 
636 P. Prag. I 64 (28.v); CPR VII 50 (22.viii) 
636-641 SB 14852 (vi-vii; much mutilated, cf. below; om. και αύτοκράτο-

ρος) 

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

NB: formula (3) = formula (2) adding και φιλάνθρωπου 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: 

ι ['Еу ονόματι του κυρίου και ζεσπότου] 'Ιησοϋ Χρίστου του θεού και 
σωτηρος ημών. [Βασίλεια? του] 

2 [εύσζβεστάτου και φιλάνθρωπου ημώ]ν ôecriτ(ότου) Φλ. 'Ηρα-
κλείου τ[οϋ αίωνί,ίου) Α.υγ{οΰστου)], 
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i.e. formula (3) implying restorations of 30 and 29 letters at the left. If, how-
ever, the words κυρίου και δεσπότου in line 1 were written with extensive 
abbreviations, one should restore formula (2), i.e. omit και φιλάνθρωπου 
from the restoration in line 2. 

(4) βασιλείας του εύσεβεστάτου και φιλάνθρωπου ημών δεσττό-
του και μεγίστου ευεργέτου Φλ. Ηράκλειου του αιωνίου Αυ-
γούστου (και) αύτοκρατορος έτους ..." 

630 *Ρ. Ross.Georg. ΠΙ 51 (ii-iii); Ρ. Ross.Georg. III 55 (24.iv; om. 
(και) αύτοκράτορος, adds ύττατείας του θεοστεφοϋς [ ]; cf. 
Β ASP 16 [1979] 232-233 and below) 

631 CPR III 370 = MPER N.S. XV 108 (26.vii; adds ύττατείας της 
αυτών εύσεβείας έτους ... 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 και μεγίστου ευεργέτου before Heraclius' name. The 
aberrant formula ocurring in P. Ross. Georg. III 55 may be explained in 
terms of a scribal confusion; it is conceivable that one should continue after 
the regnal formula with ΰπατείας (της αυτών εύσεβείας έτους — και) του 
θεοστεφοϋς [αύτοϋ υίοϋ 'Ηρακλείου Νέου Κωνσταντίνου, month, day', 
as in P. Prag. 143 (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. αύτοκράτορος before Φλ. Ηράκλειου; one might wonder whether this 
is a dating by Heraclius at all. 

(6) βασιλείας του θειοτάτου ημών δεσπότου Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου του 
αιωνίου Αύγουστου (και) αύτοκράτορος έτους ...· 

611/612 CPR Χ 131 (4/5.ii; om. και αύτοκράτοροςΊ; adds ύπατείας της 
αύτών εύσεβείας έτους ...) 

614 *BGU ΧΠ 2208 (8.x); *BGU ΧΠ 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 των 
θει[οτάτων, like formula (12) or (13); om. και αύτοκράτορος) 

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 ενσεβεστάτου rather than θειοτάτου in documents from 
the Fayum. (Is it a coincidence that in formula (12) θειοτάτου is a normal 
part of the formula, but that the only Fayumic text listed under that formula 
lacks this particular epithet?). 

(7) βασιλείας του θειοτάτου к al γα ληνοτάτου και θεοστεώοϋς 
ημων δεσττότον Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου του αιωνίου Αυγούστου (και) 
αύτοκράτορος και μεγίστου ευεργέτου έτους ...· 

610-641 P. Amh. II 151 (n.d.) 
613 CPRIX 35 (21.ν) 
613/4 *SB 14669 (ii-iii?) 
614 *P. Lond. III 1010 deser, (iv-v; om. και μεγ. εύεργ.) 
617 BGU ΧΠ 2210 (15.vi) 
618 *Ρ. Edfou I 3 (13-23-vi; adds ύττατείας της αύτων εύσεβείας (?) 

έτους 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) βασιλείας του γαληνοτάτου και θεοστεφοϋς ημων δεσπότου 
Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου του αιωνίου Αυγούστου (και) αύτοκράτορος 
έτους ...· 

615/6 P. Lond. II 483 (ρ. 323) (5.viii.615 [Consulate] / 616 [Regnal 
year, Indict.]; adds ύπατείας του αυτού εύσεβεστάτου ημων 
δεσπότου έτους ...; cf. Cd'E 56 [1981] 362 η. 1 and BL1270) 

Comment: This formula occurs in only 1 papyrus from Apollinop. Hepta-
komias; formula (8) = formula (7) minus όειοτάτου και and και μεγίστου 
εύεργετου. 
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(9) βασιλεία? τον θεωτάτου και γαληνοτάτον και όεοστεφοΰ? 
ημων δεσπότου Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου τον αΐωνίον Ανγονστον (και) 
αντοκράτορος ετονς ...· 

611 P. Lond. V 1736 (25.ii) 
613 P. Lond. V 1737 (9.ii; om. και 0εοστεφοΰ?) 

Comment: Both papyri come from Syene. Formula (9) = formula (8) adding 
θειοτάτου και. At the same time it is formula (7) minus και μεγίστον 
evepyeTOv. 

( ι ο) βασιλείας τον γαληνοτάτον ημων δεσπότου Φλ. 'Ηρακλείου 
τον αΐωνίον Ανγονστον (και) αντοκράτορος ετουί ..." 

613 *SB 14504 (16.xi) 
616 *Ρ. Paris 21 (3.vi) 
619/634 ST 436 (22/23.xii; δεσπ. της οίκονμένης rather than ημων δεσ7ΐΌ-

τον; 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 γαληνοτάτον is not 
found in documents from Lower Egypt dated by Heraclius); formula (10) = 
formula (8) minus και θεοστεφονς. 

( i i ) 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 ύπαra'as της [αντών 

eweßeias...]? 
618 SB I 5112 (3.i; adds postconsulate, i.e. only /Лета την νττατζίαν 

τον α ντον ôei οτάτον κα\]/γαλην[οτάτον ημων δεσπότου Φλ. 
'Ηρακλείου ετου? preserved; see notes at end of text) 

618/9 or 633/4 *P. Lond. Ill 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. Ill 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) βασιλείας τών θειοτάτων και ευσεβέστατων ημών δεσποτών 
και, μεγίστων ευεργετών των αιωνίων Αυγούστων αυτοκρατό-
ρων Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου και Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου Νε'ου Κωνσταντίνου 
του θεοστεφοΰς αύτοϋ υίοϋ έτους ..." 

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

631/2 P. Oxy. LVIII 3961 (n.d.; om. και μεγίστων ευεργετών των 
αιωνίων Αυγούστων αυτοκρατόρων, adds ύπατε ίας της αυτών 
εύσεβείας έτους... before regnal form Heraclius Novus Constan-
tinus, cf. below, p. 228) 

635 ZPE 65 (1986) 163 (22.i - l.ix; like P. Oxy. LVIII 3961; Heraclius 
= του αιωνίου Αυγούστου αύτόκρατορος, Heraclius Jr. = θεο-
φύλακτου; cf. below, pp. 229-230) 

639 P. Prag. I 43 (5.x? cf. ZPE 84 [1990] 76f.; om. θειοτάτων και, 
και μεγίστων ευεργετών, adds ύπατείας της αυτών εύσεβείας 
έτους ... before regnal form. Heraclius jr., τών αιωνίων Αυ-
γούστων αυτοκρατόρων 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 
θειοτάτων in the text from the Arsinoite cf. above at formula (6). 

(13) βασιλείας τών θειοτάτων και γαληνότατων και θεοστεφών 
ημών δεσποτών Φλλ. 'Ηράκλειου και 'Ηράκλειου Νεου Ксоу-
σταντίνου τών αιωνίων Αυγούστων (και) αυτοκρατόρων και 
μεγίστων ευεργετών έτους..." 

633 Ρ. Lond. III 1012 (p. 265) (7.ix) 
635 P. Flor. III 306 (x-xi; om. και γαληνότατων και θεοστεφών, και 

μεγίστων ευεργετών) 
638 SB XVI 12492 (18.iii; om. και γαληνότατων και θεοστεφών, 

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

231). 
630-641 CPR IX 29 (om. και γαληνότατων και θεοστεφών, και μεγίσ-

των ευεργετών). 

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. 1113 [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 
(SB 15114), 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. prince, 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.Ï.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 an£l 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 virardα? της αυτών evaeßeias ίτους ... 
(used about ten times in documents from both Lower and Upper Egypt), but 
there is a variant formula, viz. inτατείας του αύτοΰ εύσεβεστάτου ημών 
δεσπότου è'rou? ... (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 I 5112 (3.1.618, Apollinop. Magna): /Дета την ΰττατάαν του αύ-
τοΰ 0ειοτάτου καϊ]/γαλην[οτάτου ημών δεσ7τότου Φλ. Ή/οακλειου 
έτους... (but see notes at end of text), in 
— SB VI 8986 (i-ii.641, Apollinop. Magna), after a regnal formula men-
tioning Heraclius and Heraclius Novus Constantinus: μετά τ]ην 
ΰττατίίαν τών αυτών [етои? and in 
— SB I 5318.3 (Fayum, 630-641), after a regnal formula mentioning 
Heraclius: και με]τά την αύτοΰ ΰπατίίαν ίτους [. 

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 disappearance 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. LVIII, p. 51 ff.). 

(d) μέγιστος εύεργέτης (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: των θειοτάτων και εύσεβεστ(άτων) ημών δεσποτών Φλ. 
Ηράκλειου]; line 2: και μετά την νπατίαν αύτοϋ erous -]: 

χ [t Έ ν ονόματι του κυρίου και δ]εσ7τ ότου Ίησοΰ Χρίστου του θεοϋ 
και σωτ[ήρος ημών, βασιλείας του εύσεβεστάτου και φιλάνθρω-
που'] 

2 [ημών ΰεσπότου Φλ. Ήρρακλείου] του αιωνίου Αύγουστου και αύ-
τοκράτορος ero [υ? -, και ΰπατείας του αύτοϋ εύσεβεστάτου ημών] 

3 [ΰεσπότου έτους - και Φλ. Ήρ]ακλίου Neon Κωνσταντίνου του 
θεοστεφίοϋί αύτοϋ υίοΰ έτους -, Month, day, ind., εν Άρ(σινόγ)]' 

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 
εύσεβεστάτου may have been abbreviated to ευσεβή 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. ύπατείας της αύτών εύσεβείας έτους -, 
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 έτους -
(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 I 5318 (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. Και-
σάρων): 

ι [t Έ ν ονόματι του κυρίου καϊ δεσπότου Ίησοϋ Χρίστου του θεού 
και σωτηρο]? ημών, βασιλείας — Epithet(s)! —] 

2 [ημών δεσιτότου Φλ. Ήρρακλα'ου του αιώνιου Αύγουστου και 
αύτοκράτορος] έτους [ — 

3 [ και με]τα την αύτοϋ ύπατείαν έτους [ · 
4 [ θεο]φυλάκτων αυτού τέκνων των αίωνίων [Αυγούστων 

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, αύτοϋ preceding ύττατείαν; 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 αιωνίων is normally found 
with Αύγουστων rather than with Καισάρων. 
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(c) MPER N.S. XV 108 = CPR III 370 (Ars., 26.vii.631; ed. in line 5: 
του [αύ]τρ[0 εύσεβεστ{άτου) δεσποτ]είας, Ήρα]κλειου): 

2 [t Έ ν ονόματι, του κυρίου και δεσπότου Ίησοΰ Χρίστου] του Θεοΰ 
και σωτ[ηρος η[μ]ών, 

3 [βασιλείας του ευσεβέστατου και φιλάνθρωπου ημών] δεσπότου 
μεγίστου εύεργέτου 

4 [Φλ. Ηράκλειου του αιωνίου Αυγούστου και αύτοκράτ]ορος έτους 
εικοστού πρώτου, καΐ υπατίας 

5 TV? [αύ]τω[ν εύσεβ]είας έτους εικοστού, και Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου Νε'ου 
Κωνσταντίνου του 

6 0εοστ[ε]φ[ο]υ9 αύτοΰ υ'ιοϋ έτους εννέα και δεκά[το]υ, κτλ.· 

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 BGUI 319 and at the following texts. 

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

2 βασιλείας των θειοτάτων και εύσεβεστάτων ή[μων δεσποτών 
Φλαουίου Ηρακλείου του] 

3 [αιωνίου Αύγουστου και αύτοκράτορος έτους κ[-, και ύπατείας της 
αυτών εύσεβείας έτους -, και] 

4 Φλαουιου 'Ηράκλειου Νε'ου Κωνσταντίνου του θεοφυλάκτου 
αύτοϋ υ'ιοϋ έτους -, 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 αύτοΰ rather than the normal αύτων in the consular part of 
the formula, line 3 (for the phrasing of this formula cf. above, p. 225). 

(e) SB I 4662 (Ars., ll.vii.632; cf. В ASP 17 [1980] 24 and 22 [1985] 
361-3): 

ι [t Έ ν ονόματι του κυρίου και δεσπότου Ίησοΰ Χριστοί) του θεοΰ 
και σωτη]ρος ημών, βασιλείας του εύσεβεστάτου 

2 [ημων δεσπότου Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου του αιωνίου Αύγουστου αύτο-
κράτορος ετου]? εικοστού δευτέρου, και ύπατείας της αύτων 
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3 [εΰσεβείας έτους κβ, και Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου Νε'ου Κωνσταντίνου του 
ευσεβέστατου έτους κ, κτλ. 

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 ευ-
σεβέστατου rather than with the usual element του θεοστεφοΰς 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 I 4319 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 11990] 142): 

[t Έ ν ονόματι του κυρίου και δεσπότου Ίησοΰ Χρίστου του] 
[öeoö και σωτηρος ημών, βασιλείας του θειοτάτου και] 
[γαληνοτάτου και θεοστεφοΰς ημών δεσπότου Φλ. Ηρακλείου] 

ι [του αιώνιου Αύγουστου και αυτοκράτορας και] μεγίστου 
2 ευεργέτου έτους εΙκουσ[τοϋ πέμπτου καΐ ΰπατείας του αύτου] 
3 εύσεβεστάτου ημών δ[εσπότου] έτους είκουστοϋ τετάρτο[υ], 
4 και Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου Νεου Κωνσταντίνου του 0εοστε[φοΰ?] 
5 [αύ]του υ'ιοΰ έτους είκουστοϋ τρίτου, κτλ. · 

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 μεγίστου ευεργετου) 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 - l.ix.635; in 3, the ed. princ. 
omits Φλ. , but cf. above P. Oxy. LVIII 3961): 

ι t Έ ν ονόματι του κυρίου κ[αί δεσπότου Ίησοΰ Χρίστου] 
2 του θεοϋ και σωτηρος ημ[ών, βασιλείας των] 
3 θειοτάτων και ευσεβεσ[τάτων ημών δεσποτών Φλ.] 
4 'Ηράκλειου του αιωνίου Αυγούστου αύτοκράτορος] 
5 έτους κε και ΰπατείας της [αυτών (ed.: αΰτοΰ) εΰσεβείας έτους κε] 
6 και Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου Νέου Κωνσταντίνου τοΰ] 



230 К. A. WORP 

7 θίοφυλΙάκτου) αύτοϋ υίοϋ erovs κγ, κτλ.· 
This formula differs slightly from other regnal formulae mentioning both 
emperors, especially from formula (12), in that it omits και μεγίστων evep-
yerûv and that it attributes the element αίώνLOS αύγουστος αυτοκράτωρ 
only to the emperor Heraclius Sr., whereas it adds a consular year to his reg-
nal formula. Moreover, Heraclius Jr. has here the epithet θεοφνλάκτον 
rather than the slightly more frequent веоатефож. 

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

ι t 'Ey ονόματι, τον κνρίον και δεσττότου Ίησον 
2 Χριστού τον 6eov και σωτήρος ημών, 
3 βασίλεια? των ε[ν]σφεστάτων ημών 
4 Ьеаттотш Φλλ. Ήρακλίον eTOvs κθ (ed.: ке) και 
5 νπατζίας της αυτών ebaeßeias erovs κθ (ed.: ке) [και του] 
6 0€ουστεφ[ο]ΰ[? αυτού υ].ί[οΰ Ή]ρακλα'ου Νΐε'ου] 
7 Κωνσταντίνου των αΐωνίω[ν Αυγούστων] 
8 και αυτοκρατόρων) Φαώψι ζτρίσκ,αώάκάτης Ivb.]· 

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 θeoτάτωv και before 
eύσeßeστάτωv) 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 των αιωνίων Αυγούστων καΐ αυτοκρατόρων to precede 
the name of Heraclius Sr. (cf. above formula (12)), rather than to follow that 
of Heraclius Novus Constantin us. 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. 
ΙΠ 1012, P. Flor. III 306, SB VI 8986 and XVI 12492). 

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

ι Βασίλεια?] τών θeoτάτωv [και eύσeßeστάτωv ημών Ьeσ^τoτώv 
Φλλ. Ηράκλειου έτους -, και ύπατεια? τή? αυτών eweßeLas 
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2 έτους - και] του θεοστεφοίϋς α ντου υίοϋ 'Ηράκλειου Ne'ou Κωι;-
σταντίνον τών αιωνίων Αυγούστων αυτοκρατόρων, month, day, ιγ 
Ivb.] 

The restoration of this formula follows the model of P. Prag. 143 (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: 

ι Βασιλείας] των θειοτάτων [και ευσεβέστατων ημών δεσποτών 
μεγίστων ευεργετών τών αιωνίων Αυγούστων αυτοκρατόρων Φλ. 
'Ηράκλειου και Φλ. 'Ηράκλειου Néon] 

ζ Κωνσταντίνου] του θεοστεφο[ϋς αύτου υίοϋ έτους -, month, day, ιγ 
ίνδ.] 

In this case, too, one cannot be certain how the restorations in the lacuna 
between τών θειοτάτων and του θεοστεφο[ϋς have to be distributed over 
the lines. 

(j) SB VI 8986.4 (Apollinop. Magna, after 26.Î.641, cf. B L VII 200): 

ι [Βασίλεια? τών θειοτάτων και γαληνότατων και θ]εοστεφών ημών 
δεσποτών Φλαυίων 

2 ['Ηρακλείου και 'Ηρακλείου Νεου Κωνσταντίνου τώ]ν αιωνίων 
Αύγουστων αυτοκρατόρων 

3 [και μεγίστων εύεργετών έτους τριακοστού πρώτου και μετά τ]ην 
ύπατείαν τών αυτών 

4 [έ'του? τριακοστοϋ{Ί) και τών θεοφύλακτων αύτοϋ τέκνων] Φλα-
υίου 'Ηρακλείου και Λαυεϊδ 

5 [ ± 4 ° 0εο]φυλάκτου νοβελλησίμου 
Μεχειρ 

6 [ τεσσαρεσκαιδεκάτης ι]νδικτίονος εν "Απόλλωνος 
νΑνω πόλει 

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 2[5] 25 29 31 
His (post-)consular yr. 20 [22J 24 [25] 29 [30] 
Heraclius Jr. yr 19 20 23 23 29 31 
Indiction 5 6 8 8 13 14 
Month, day 26.07 11.07 4/5.12 [ ] 5.10 01-02 

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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