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ANNA DOLGANOV

A new date for the Oxyrhynchite epitome of the Gnomon
of the Idios Logos (P.Oxy. XLII 3014)

The document known as the Gnomon of the Idios Logos! is a long text preserved in
papyri from Roman Egypt that describes itself as an epitome of an Augustan code
of regulations (yvwywv) for the Roman procurator of the Idios Logos, a senior of-
ficial in charge of irregular revenues due to the Roman fiscus.? In the prologue of
the epitome (BGU V 1210, Il. 1-7) its anonymous author explains that the rulebook
was created by Augustus and progressively supplemented with new legislation from
Rome and important rulings by Roman officials in Egypt. In line with the activity of
the Idios Logos, the epitome enumerates rules that involve penalties of confiscation
or the payment of fines to the fiscus. The majority of these rules pertain to questions
of status, marriage and inheritance by the three main sectors of the provincial pop-
ulation: Roman citizens, dotoi (the citizens of Alexandria and other Greek cities)
and Aiyvmntiol (the population of the hinterland). A total of 115 legible chapters of
the epitome furnish a detailed illustration of the law of persons, marriage and suc-
cession in a Roman province, as well as information about the census, the regulation

The author would like to thank the Austrian Science Fund (FWF) for financing the project on
Roman court proceedings (P 31021) within the framework of which this article was researched
and written. Many thanks to BERNHARD PALME, AMPHILOCHIOS PAPATHOMAS and DIETER
HAGEDORN for their feedback on different versions of this article. Any errors in the text are
entirely my own. Further thanks to DaANIELA CoLoMO and RosaRr1o PINTAUDI for enabling
me to examine the relevant documents in Oxford and Florence, and to MARIUS GERHARDT for
providing high-resolution digital images of the Berlin papyrus.

' For the two surviving texts of the epitome of the Gnomon of the Idios Logos (BGU V
1210 = Sel.Pap. II 206 = Jur.Pap. 93 = FIRA T 99 and P.Oxy. XLII 3014) see the editio princeps,
respectively, of SCHUBART 1919 and PARSONs 1974, 51-53. For commentaries and studies, see
UXKULL-GYLLENBAND 1934 with the remarks of ROSTOVZEFF 1935; LENEL — PARTSCH 1920;
REINACH 1920; ARANGIO-RUIZ 1922; RiccOBONO 1950 and 1957 with the remarks of WOLFF
1959; MELEZE-MODRZEJEWSKI 1971 and 1977. See also most recently BABUSIAUX 2018 and
the collected volume of Kruse 2020.

2 On the Roman procurator of the Idios Logos (literally «private account, originally a Ptole-
maic institution) see SWARNEY 1970; RATHBONE 1993; E1cH 2003, 388f. On equestrian procu-
ratores provinciae, attested since the reign of Augustus and arguably providing a logical parallel
for the procurator of the Idios Logos, see PELAUM 1950, 1-28. On the Roman fiscus, see BRUNT
1990 and ALPERS 1995.
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of priesthoods, the law pertaining to Roman soldiers and other aspects of Roman
provincial administration.?

In view of its manifest significance as a documentary source for Roman legal and
administrative history, the epitome of the Gnomon of the Idios Logos occupies a sur-
prisingly marginal position in the work of Roman historians. There is no in-depth
juridical commentary to this text and its genre and history are not well-understood.*
Although often cited for references to specific Roman rulings, the epitome has never
been analyzed as a specimen of Roman legal literature.® Instead, it is widely assumed
that portions of the text are of Ptolemaic origin.® A decisive factor in this interpreta-
tion is the peculiar textual transmission of the epitome, which is attested in two papyri
that have been dated, respectively, to the mid-first and mid-second centuries CE. The
notion that the epitome floated around the province for a century has contributed
to the view that it is an informal compendium of Roman and Graeco-Egyptian legal
material assembled by a compiler of dubious legal competence.”

This article argues for a substantially different understanding of the nature of this
document. I begin with a reassessment of the papyrological evidence for the epitome
of the Gnomon, demonstrating that the currently accepted first-century date for one
of its manuscripts is untenable and accordingly that textual reconstructions made in
line with this date must be revised. Such revision has inevitable consequences for the
overall interpretation of the text.

3 On the epitome as evidence for the Roman provincial scheme for the law of persons, mar-
riage and inheritance, see DoLGANOV 2020.

4 See the literature cited in n. 1. For a useful overview of the unresolved scholarly controver-
sies regarding the genre of the Gnomon and the nature of the epitome, see BABUs1IAUX 2018,
109-115.

> Emphatic arguments in favor of confronting the epitome with the Roman legal sources, in
particular the contemporary Institutiones of Gaius, were made by earlier scholars — notably by
ARANGIO-RUIZ 1922 and RiccoBoNO 1950, 3-27 and 1957 - but not taken up in the subse-
quent research. For an important step in this direction, see BABUSIAUX 2018.

¢ For the widely-held view that the epitome reflects Greek and Egyptian legal material, see
the literature referenced in BABUs1AUX 2018, 110-112 and 132-135. See for example RATHBONE
1993, 101: «Of the other cases [in the Gnomon], most, if not all, which deal with citizens of
Alexandria, must be of Ptolemaic origin.» This is not the case, as the rules in question demon-
strably reflect the extension of the Augustan marriage and manumission laws to Alexandrians,
see DoLgaNov 2020.

7 Arguments that the compiler of the Greek epitome of the Gnomon misunderstood or cor-
rupted the Roman legal material at his disposal go back to LENEL — PARTSCH 1920. Against
this view, see REINACH 1920, 10-12. Arguments of this sort, however, continue to persist, see
ALONsO 2016, 58 n. 15: «<here we deal with an unofficial compiler (...) striking inaccuracies
have long been noticed, often resulting in confiscations that would not take place under a correct
application of the Roman rule». The extended analysis of BABUstaux 2018 linking the Gnomon
with Roman legal literature on succession showcases the implausibility of this view.
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Redating the Oxyrhynchite epitome of the Gnomon

It may be regarded as an extraordinary coincidence that the epitome of the Gnomon
of the Idios Logos has survived in two manuscripts from two different regions of
Roman Egypt. The first is a large, well-preserved papyrus from the Arsinoite nome
(BGU V 1210) where the epitome is written in a calligraphic bookhand on the verso
of a register of grain taxes from the village of Theadelphia.® The second is a fragment
of a papyrus of smaller format from Oxyrhynchus (P.Oxy. XLII 3014, fig. 1) where
the epitome is written on the recto in a rapid cursive hand; the verso appears to be
blank.® The surviving portion of the long Arsinoite papyrus contains the prologue
of the epitome and eleven columns of text divided into 121 sections, the first 80 of
which are numbered. As the end of the papyrus breaks off, the total length of the text
is unclear. The small Oxyrhynchite fragment contains one column of text divided
into 7 sections that correspond to sections 35-41 of the Arsinoite papyrus (BGU V
1210, 11. 99-115, fig. 4), with traces of another column that, if complete, would have
contained sections 42-47 (BGU V 1210, 1. 117-131).1° Since the left and right edges
of the Oxyrhynchite papyrus are broken, it is impossible to estimate the total length
of the text. There is good reason to think that the numeration of the sections was the
same in both papyri, since the Oxyrhynchite fragment preserves traces of the number
ul.] (P.Oxy. XLII 3014, L. 22) for a section that is numbered uf = 42 in the Arsinoite
papyrus (BGU V 1210, 1. 117).

A ruling of Antoninus Pius as the reigning emperor (kbplog) in section 36 of the
Arsinoite epitome (1. 104-105) dates it to the middle decades of the second century
(138-161 CE).! By contrast, PETER PARSONS in his 1974 editio princeps of the Oxy-
rhynchite papyrus dates it to the mid-first century CE on paleographical grounds, and
this date has never been challenged.!? Although well aware that lines 5-10 of the Oxy-
rhynchite text contain the same ruling that is attributed to Antoninus in the Arsinoite
text, PARSONS could not reconcile the visible ink traces with the name of Antoninus
and concluded that in the Oxyrhynchite epitome the ruling was attributed «to some
earlier (but illegible) authority».!> PARSONS encountered a similar problem in section
35 (P.Oxy. XLII 3014, 1l. 1-4 = BGU V 1210, 1. 99-101) where the children of Roman
soldiers are referred to as their cognati, which seems to reflect a ruling attested in a

8 See the editio princeps of SCHUBART 1919.

® See the editio princeps of PARSONSs 1974.

10" Tt is possible to estimate the length of the second column based on an average number of
41 letters per line, see the commentary to line 1 of my revised edition of P.Oxy. XLII 3014 below.

1 The Arsinoite copy of the epitome has a terminus post quem of 23 August 149 CE estab-
lished by the grain-tax records on the recto (BGU IX 1893).

12 For the first-century date of P.Oxy. XLII 3014, see PARsONs 1974. The paleographical
parallels cited by PARSONs are taken from SCHUBART 1966, nos. 28 (P.Ryl. IT 131, 31 CE) and
30 (P.Lond. IT 14 = M.Chr. 57, 40-41 CE), and ScHUBART 1911, nos. 13 (BGU IV 1078, 39 CE)
and 16 (BGU III 802, 42 CE).

13 PARSONS 1974, 51.



170 Anna Dolganov

letter of Hadrian (BGU I 140 = M.Chr. 373, 119 CE) granting the illegitimate children
of soldiers the right to inherit from their fathers under the clause unde cognati of the
Roman praetorian edict. While acknowledging the widely-held view that this was a
Hadrianic concession, PARSONs concludes that either the second line of the Oxy-
rhynchite epitome contains a different text from lines 99-100 of the Arsinoite epitome,
or the attribution of this ruling to Hadrian must be false.!*

The first-century paleographical date proposed by PArRsons for the Oxyrhynchite
epitome poses a problem of historical interpretation. Apart from minor textual varia-
tions, to be discussed below, the Oxyrhynchite and Arsinoite texts of the epitome are
identical. As noted above, numerical traces in the Oxyrhynchite papyrus suggest that
the numeration of the sections was identical as well. A first-century date for the Oxy-
rhynchite text makes it difficult to explain how two epitomes of a legal compilation
that was being progressively updated with new legislation could have been created
many decades apart and still have produced substantially the same text. PARSONS
appears to have been aware of this problem, since the textual supplements he proposes
in line with his first-century date tend to increase the minimal discrepancies between
the two texts, with problematic results such as the attribution of the same regulation
to two different emperors, as we will examine in detail below.

An examination of the Oxyrhynchite papyrus at Oxford and its paleographical com-
parison with papyri from the first, second and third centuries suggest a very different
interpretation. While the first-century paleographical parallels cited by PARSONS bear
some similarity to the letter forms in the Oxyrhynchite epitome, the resemblance is
by no means conclusive and can be countered with various examples of second-cen-
tury handwriting that exhibit similar features.!> Furthermore, none of the papyri cited
by PARsoNs show any parallel for what is arguably the most characteristic aspect of
the paleography of the Oxyrhynchite epitome: the curious epsilon topped off with a
sloping diagonal stroke (fig. 3). For this distinctive feature, a clear parallel is provided
by another Oxyrhynchite papyrus (PSI IV 294, fig. 2), the bottom portion of which
(Il. 15-26) is written in a hand that is remarkably similar to that of the Oxyrhynchite
epitome (fig. 3).!1° A reference to the iuridicus Ulpius Marcellus on the recto of this
papyrus gives it a terminus post quem of 167-168 CE. So close is the paleography
between the two texts that one could suppose that they were written by the same

14 PARSONS 1974, 52.

15 Second-century papyri with similar paleographical features include: P.Oxy. XLII 3015
(after 109 CE) and P.Oxy. III 602 = P.Cair.Preis. 48 (2" c. CE).

16 The link with the scribe of PSI IV 294, 11. 15-26 can be made with confidence. The hand of
P.Oxy. XLII 3014 has many idiosyncrasies, all of which are present in PSITV 294, see fig. 3 below.
I make special note of the distinctive diagonal flourishes at the top of each epsilon, on which
there are no remarks in paleographical manuals and for which I have found no parallels except
for PSI IV 294. The kappa is also distinctive.
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scribe.!” For the present question of dating the Oxyrhynchite epitome, it is sufficient
to conclude that PSI 294 (after 167-168 CE), 1. 15-26 furnishes a close paleographical
parallel to P.Oxy. XLII 3014 that can be securely dated to the second half of the second
century.

Further clues regarding the date of the Oxyrhynchite epitome are provided by the
text itself. An initial argument against a first-century date can be made on the basis of
lines 1-4, which correspond to section 35, lines 99-101 of the Arsinoite text:

BGU V 1210, II. 99-100 (SCHUBART)
Ae ToVG oTpatevopévoug Kai adtabétovg teevtvtag €E0v Tékvol[g]
Kal ovvyevéael KAnpovoyely, dtav Tod avtod yévoug wot oi petepx[ope]vot.

P.Oxy. XLII 3014, 1I. 1-4 (PARSONS)

[Tobg otpatevopévoug] k[ai] ddtabétovg televtdvToag
[¢E0V Tékvolg kai ovyyev]ég[v] kKAnpovopelv Gtav Tod
[adTOD yévoug oty o]i petepxOpevor éav 8¢

[ca. 10] [....].. nmapeuporn (vac.)

«35. It is permitted for the children and relatives of soldiers who die intestate to inherit
from them, as long as the claimants are close-kin relatives (cognati)» (BGU V 1210,
11. 99-100 = P.Oxy. XLII 3014, II. 1-3). «If not ... military camp» (P.Oxy. XLII 3014,
1. 3-4).

The section is concerned with the property of soldiers who die intestate. The text
states that an intestate soldier’s property can be inherited by his children (téxva) and
family members (ocvyyeveig) as long as these «belong to the same yévog». This formu-
lation evidently refers to the Roman legal category of cognati, as illustrated by a letter
of Hadrian to the prefect of Egypt conceding the inheritance rights of cognati to the
illegitimate children of soldiers born into de facto marriages during military service
(BGU I 140 = M.Chr. 373, 119 CE)."® In Hadrian’s letter, the term cognati is rendered
in Greek as ol pog yévoug ovyyeveig (. 26), which is similar to cvyyeveig Tod avTod
yévoug in the epitome of the Gnomon. In his letter, Hadrian describes himself as
creating a new policy by virtue of interpreting more humanely (¢thavBpwnotepov
éppnvedw, 1. 19-20) a rule applied more strictly by his predecessors. If this imperial

17 See PSI TV 293 (the recto of which PSI IV 294 is the verso), l. 34: [OvAniog MapkéX]Aog 6
Sikatodotng (my supplement). Marcellus is attested in office in the year 167-168, see PThmouis
1 (180-192 CE), 1. 15-17. This official was not yet known to the editor of PSTIV 293, who dates
the papyrus on the basis of its genre and paleography to the late second or early third century.
My new edition of PSI IV 293-294 exploring the implications of its paleographical link to the
epitome of the Gnomon will be published in a separate article.

18 That sections 34-35 of the epitome are concerned with Roman testamentary categories
and rules is discussed at length by BABusiaux 2018, 162-173.
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privilege (Swped, 1. 28) was indeed new, as the context suggests, then the reference to
cognati in the Oxyrhynchite epitome necessarily implies a post-Hadrianic date. The
argument of PARSONS - that an older first-century rule reflected by the Oxyrhynchite
epitome may have been limited to legitimate children born to soldiers before entering
the army - is implausible, since the rule clearly implies that the children are illegiti-
mate from the perspective of Roman law.!® If these had been the legitimate children
of Roman legionaries, they would have been classified as agnati and their rights of
intestate succession would not have been in question. If these had been the legitimate
(non-Roman) children of auxiliary soldiers, they would likewise have inherited on
intestacy since their fathers had not yet been granted Roman citizenship.?’ To speak
of the children as cognati at all implies that they are regarded as illegitimate but given
the status of cognati as a special concession for the purpose of inheritance, whereas
earlier Roman policy had punitively deprived them of any legal recognition of their
blood-relationship to their fathers during their military service.?! The most plausible
explanation of this clause is that both the Arsinoite and Oxyrhynchite texts reflect
the same Hadrianic ruling, documented by BGU I 140 = M.Chr. 373 (119 CE), which
created a legal fiction to allow the illegitimate children of soldiers to inherit from their
fathers as their cognati under Roman law.

Up to this point, the Arsinoite and Oxyrhynchite texts are identical. Subsequently,
the Oxyrhynchite text includes an additional, badly preserved clause that mentions a
military camp (mapepBoln)). The clause specifies what happens to a soldier’s property
if no heirs with the status of cognati are forthcoming. Rules on this subject are attested
in the Roman legal sources, notably in a letter of Hadrian stating that the bona cas-
trensia of legionaries who die by suicide can be claimed by their cognati or, if these
are lacking, by the legion (si intestato decessit, cognatis aut, si non sint, legioni ista sint
vindicanda).?? In the commentary to his edition, PARSONS supposes that property was
ceded to the military camp (8idot]at tfj mapepBoAf). This is unlikely, since it was
not the camp itself — an entity lacking juridical personhood - but the military unit
that potentially stood to inherit. Instead, traces of ]y before tn mapepuBoin suggest
that the text refers to property «within the military camp» (¢]v 1] apeppoAij) - i.e.

19 See PARSONS 1974, 52.

20" The principle that the children of soldiers who died before acquiring Roman citizenship
could inherit from them under local testamentary law is articulated in P.Bad. IV 72 (reign of
Hadrian), 1. 20-24, a petition by the children of a soldier who had died in the reign of Domitian
before completing his military service.

21 After military service, Roman policy became more liberal, allowing veterans to retrospec-
tively legitimate their children and granting them Roman citizenship. The civitas liberorum priv-
ilege is attested in the first military diplomas under Claudius and was gradually eroded in the
mid-second century, see WOLFF 1986 and WAEBENS 2012.

22 See Dig. 28. 3. 6. 7 (Ulpianus ad Sabinum 10). On the strict juridical separation between
the soldier’s bona castrensia and all other property, see the clear formulation of Gaius, citing
Julian in Dig. 29. 1. 17. 1 (Gaius 15 ad ed. provinc.).
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the bona castrensia. In the documentary evidence, the phrase ¢v tfj mapepfolfj (= in
castris) is a standard formulation denoting the location of events and transactions
in a Roman military camp.?®* The reconstruction &] €i[xov £]v T mapepfolf, «the
property that they had in the military camp», is compatible with the visible traces
and corresponds to formulations that we find in the Roman legal sources on bona
castrensia, such as: bona quae in castris reliquit (C] 6. 21. 1), quae in castris adquisierit
(Dig. 38. 17. 10. pr.), in castris quos habeo (Dig. 30. 96. pr.), the latter a citation from
a Roman will. In the preceding lacuna, one can supplement avalapfdavertai, the stan-
dard term for confiscation used throughout the epitome. In this case, the recipient
of the bona castrensia would not be the army but the fiscus itself. This interpretation
is supported by a passage of Papinian, who indicates that the bona castrensia of de-
ceased soldiers are claimed by the fiscus in the absence of a legitimate heir or blood
relative within the fifth degree.?* Similarly, a third-century imperial rescript refers to
the «personal right» (ius proprium) of the fiscus to succeed to the bona castrensia of
intestate soldiers.?> It appears, therefore, that as a general rule heirless bona castrensia
tell to the fiscus — but could, under some circumstances, be conceded to the military
unit, as Hadrian’s letter seems to suggest. A claim by the fiscus would be the best ex-
planation for the presence of this rule in the rulebook of the procurator of the Idios
Logos.

The ruling attributed to Antoninus in section 36 of the Arsinoite epitome is repro-
duced in SCHUBART’s edition of the Arsinoite text and in PARSONS’ edition of the
Oxyrhynchite text, respectively, as follows:

BGU V 1210, 1l. 101-105 (SCHUBART, slightly modified)?

AG TV £mi @ovoLg 1 piCoowy apaptrpacty kohalopévwv i kol 8[1 6-]
poiag aitiag adBaipetov Quyny Ehopévwv T dapxOVTQ
avalapPdvertat, didotat 8¢ T0iG TEKVOLG ADTOY TO L Kol TALS yu[va]t-

2 See for example the posting of a letter of Hadrian ¢v ]fj mapepPol(f) | tilc] xepaoialg
(= in castris hibernis) in BGU I 140 = M.Chr. 373 (after 119 CE), 1. 5-6.

24 Dig. 38. 12. 2 (Papinianus 16 resp.): Bona militis intestati defuncti castrensia fisco non vindi-
cantur, cum heres legitimus ad finem quinti gradus exstitit aut proximus cognatus eiusdem gradus
intra tempus possessionem acceperit. «The bona castrensia of a soldier who dies intestate cannot
be claimed by the fiscus if there exists a legitimate heir within the fifth degree, or if the nearest
cognatus, likewise within the fifth degree, has taken possession of the property within the requi-
site period» (transl. DoLGANOV).

%5 CJ 6. 21. 13 (Valerianus and Gallienus to the praetorian prefects, 254 CE): Et militibus
nostris, centurionibus quoque ob flagitium militare damnatis non aliarum quam castrensium re-
rum testamenta facere permittitur et intestatis iure proprio succeditur a fisco. «For our soldiers,
as well as centurions, who have been convicted of a military crime, it is permitted to make wills
regarding no other property than their bona castrensia. In cases of intestacy, the fiscus exercises
its right to succeed to this property» (transl. DOLGANOV).

26 For my modifications to SCHUBART’S edition, see my apparatus and commentary to BGU
V 1210, 11. 99-116 below.
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&iv al ¢v dpyvpiw mpoikeg, kai adToig 88 1O (B Avtwvivol[g]
Kaioap 6 k0plog cuvexwpnoev.

P. Oxy. XLII 3014, 1I. 5-10 (PARSONS)

[tV €mt ovol] fj peifootv auaptripacty kolalo-
[Hévov i kal Sta] opoiag aitiag avBaipetov Quynv £-
[Aopévwy ta v]mapyxovta dvakapBavetat Sidot[at ]
[ ca. 12] twv xai Taig yovai&iv v apyvpiowg [ ]
[ ca. 14] avtoig 8¢ 10 Swdékatov IO

[ca. 12 Jov [].[.]....0ov ovvexwpniOn (vac.)

«36. The property of those serving punishment for murder or greater offenses, or who
have chosen voluntary exile for similar crimes, is confiscated. However, one-tenth
is granted to their children and the cash value of dowries (dotes aestimatae) to their
wives» (BGU V 1210, 1. 101-104 = P.Oxy. XLII 3014, Il. 5-8).

«And even to the condemned persons themselves the emperor Antoninus our Lord
has conceded one-twelfth of the property» (BGU V 1210, 1l. 104-105).

«And to them ... one-twelfth of the property has been conceded by ...» (P.Oxy.
XLII 3014, 1. 9-10).

In lines 9-10 of the Oxyrhynchite epitome, it is clear that the text paraphrases in the
passive voice an imperial ruling that is formulated in the active in the Arsinoite epit-
ome. Before cuvexwpn0n at the end of line 10, the visible traces do not correspond to
PaRrsoNs’s reading of -ov. Instead, the traces clearly indicate -ta cuvexwpnOn. Fur-
ther examination yields the reading mpwTtigTa ovvexwpnOn, «it was conceded for the
first time».?” Clearly, the name of the emperor must be sought in the lacuna of ca.
12-14 letters followed by Jouv at the beginning of line 10. The passive construction
means that there are two possibilities for formulating the clause in lines 9-10:

a) O1o | [emperor 0D kupi]ov GuvexwpPrOn
b) 010 | [ToD Beod emperor]ov cuvexwpnOn

The former would designate a living emperor, the latter a deceased emperor. The sup-
plement 010 | [Avtwvivov 100 kvpilov seems too long for the lacuna. Instead, the
more compact reading 070 | [t00 Beod Avtwviv]ov is to be preferred, rendering the
text as follows:

27 On the reading, see the line commentary in the next section. For mpwtiota as a synonym
for mp@twg in imperial Greek sources, see the lemma of LSJ and examples such as Proclus, in
Plat. Parmen. 240 (npwtiota ydp ... Sevtepa 8¢ ... tpita 8¢ ...) and PMich. VIII 477 (2™ c.
CE), 1. 21-22: &¢’ fi[g] avéPng éw[c] on[pepov mlpwtiota v émotoly | kai T[0] kakdbiov
Keko[popal].
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P.Oxy. XLII 3014, 11. 9-10
ka]i adtoig 6¢ T Swdékatov LTO
[ToD Beod Avtwviv]ov TpwTIgTA oLVEXWPTON.

«And even to the condemned persons themselves one-twelfth of the property was
conceded for the first time by [the deified Antoninus].»

This reconstruction implies that the Oxyrhynchite copy of the Gnomon epitome was
drafted after the death of Antoninus in 161 CE. The adverb npwtiota indicates that
Antoninus made a new concession with respect to his predecessors.?® Further evi-
dence may be found in a rescript of Antoninus cited by the legal writer Callistratus,
in which the emperor prohibits the fiscus from claiming legacies due to damnati, stat-
ing that damnati are «to be considered slaves of their punishment rather than slaves
of the fiscus».? It may be inferred that Antoninus instituted new or more rigorous
policies limiting the confiscation of bona damnatorum and restoring property to the
damnati.>

Working back to the preceding clause regarding the property rights of the children
and wives of damnati (1. 8-9), in his editio princeps PARsoNs considers the possibil-
ity of restoring these lines in accordance with the Arsinoite text as follows:

P.Oxy. XLII 3014, 1. 7-9 (PARSONS)

Sidot[au 6¢]
[10 1 TOTG Tékvolg] adT@V Kai Taig yvvaudiv <ai> év apyvpioig mp[oi-]
[keg ... ca. 11]

28 For a similar formulation in the Roman legal sources, see Dig. 40. 15. 4 (Callistratus 1 de
iure fisci): Primus omnium divus Nerva edicto vetuit post quinquennium mortis cuiusque de statu
quaeri ..., «The deified Nerva was the first of all emperors to prohibit in an edict that status be
investigated beyond five years after the person’s death ...» (transl. DoLGANOV).

¥ Dig. 49. 14. 12 (Callistratus 6 de cogn.): In metallum damnatis libertas adimitur, cum etiam
verberibus servilibus coercentur. Sane per huiusmodi personam fisco nihil adquiri divus Pius re-
scripsit: et ideo quod legatum erat ei, qui postea in metallum damnatus erat, ad fiscum non perti-
nere rescripsit magisque ait poenae eos quam fisci servos esse. «Those who are condemned to the
mines are deprived of their freedom, as further indicated by their punishment with servile blows.
Nonetheless, the deified Pius stated in a rescript that the fiscus should not attempt to profit from
individuals of this sort. Accordingly, the emperor wrote that a legacy that had been bequeathed
to someone who was subsequently condemned to the mines did not belong to the fiscus, since
condemned men are rather to be considered slaves of their punishment than slaves of the fiscus»
(transl. DOLGANOV).

30" In a similar vein, a rescript of Trajan pronounces against an earlier policy of confiscating
the property of exiled individuals, attributing this to the «greed of former times» (avaritia supe-
riorum temporum), see Dig. 48. 22. 1 (Pomponius 4 ad Sabinum). On the property of damnati,
see Dig. 48.20-23 and CJ 9. 49-51.
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«However, one-tenth is granted to their children and the cash value of dowries (dotes
aestimatae) to their wives ...»

However, PARSONS rejects this reconstruction for the following reasons:

a) the supposedly excessive length of the supplement of 14 letters [0 t T0ig TékvoLg]
in line 8;

b) the inconsistency whereby a fraction would be written as a numeral (10 1) in line 8
and as a word (10 dwdékatov) in line 9;

c) the need for another word in the lacuna at the beginning of line 9.

In response, it may be noted that the length of the supplement [10 ( Tolg Tékvolg] is
unproblematic, as the cursive script is elastic in size and there are several other lines
where a space of the same length contains the same number of letters.?! As regards
the fraction being abbreviated and then written out, this sort of variation is common
in the documentary evidence - as happens to be illustrated by the Arsinoite epitome
of the Gnomon, which gives 8¢xatov in line 89 and the abbreviations 1 and f in lines
103-104.32 As for the lacuna in line 9, the chiastic syntax of the Oxyrhynchite text
(verb + object + recipient, recipient + object + [verb]) suggests an extra verb going
with mpoikeg that can be plausibly supplemented as amodidovta, an appropriate term
for the return of a dowry, at the beginning of line 9.3° For a full reconstruction of the
text of P.Oxy. XLII 3014, see my revised edition of the papyrus in the next section.

% ot %

In view of the second-century paleographical parallel of PSI IV 294, 1l. 15-26 and the
new reconstructed text of sections 35-36 of the Oxyrhynchite epitome of the Gno-
mon, the first-century date proposed by PARsSONs on paleographical grounds should
be abandoned. Instead, the reading of the ruling of Antoninus establishes that the
Oxyrhynchite and Arsinoite texts are copies of the same, second-century epitome
compiled at some point during the reign of Antoninus Pius (138-161 CE). This is what
one would expect, in view of the near-exact correspondence between the two texts.
Whereas the Arsinoite text refers to Antoninus as the reigning emperor (k0ptog), the
Oxyrhynchite text most probably refers to him as 0e6¢ (divus), indicating that the

31 See lines 12 and 14 where the same space has 14 letters. Additionally, line 14 contained the
section-number, indented slightly into the left margin.

32 See for example another Oxyrhynchite papyrus: BGU VI 1269 (2n-3 ¢. CE), 1. 8-10:
el 10 évdékaroy [(£1oc) éx|@o]piov Mupdv dptaPdv Kk kad ét[og] | kal améxet 10 ékpoplov B
¢[kalo]tng (apovpag).

3 For amodidwyu referring to the restitution of a dowry, see for example P.Coll. Youtie I 24
(27 c. CE). See further the line commentary below.



Oxyrhynchite copy of the Gnomon epitome was drafted after his death in 161 CE. A
date after the death of Antoninus is in line with the terminus post quem of 167-168
CE for PSI IV 293-294, if the paleographical link between this papyrus and the Oxy-
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rhynchite epitome of the Gnomon is correct.

New text and translation of the Oxyrhynchite epitome (P.Oxy. XLII 3014) and the
corresponding text of the Arsinoite epitome (BGU V 1210, II. 99-116)

In this revised edition of the P.Oxy. XLII 3014, the text is reconstructed in line with the
corresponding part of the Arsinoite text (BGU V 1210, 1. 99-116) which is included
for reference. On the basis of three traces of long horizontal strokes between lines
4-5,17-18 and 21-22 of P.Oxy. XLII 3014, my edition supplements the paragraphi

separating the sections of the Oxyrhynchite text.

POxy. XLII 3014

col. 1

1

10

15

20

col. 2

[Ae(?) Tovg otpatevopévoug] klai] dStabétovg TeevT@VTAG
[¢80V Téxvolg kal ouyyev]éa[v] kKAnpovopeiv dtav Tod
[adTOD yévoug Doty o]i peTepxopevol. av 8¢ ur,
[avadapPavetar d] ei[xov é]v Tfj TapeuPorf. vac.

[Aq(?) TV €mi @ovotg 1j peilooy quaptiuacty kohalo-

[uévav fj kal U] opoiag aitiag adBaipetov Quyny £-

[Aopévov ta v]dpxovta dvakapPdavetar, Sidot[at 6¢]

[T0 t 101G TékvOLg] DTV Kal Taig yuvauiv év apyvpiorg p[ofl-]
[keg amodidovrtal, kali avtoig 8¢ 10 Swdékatov LTIO

[ToD Be0d Avtwviv]ov TpwTigTa ovvexwpnOn.  vac.

[AC(?) of mapa mpoot]aypata Bacthéwy fj Emdpxwv T ip[afav-]
[Teg dxatarANAwg] élnuiwbnoav oi pév TeTdpty peépet
[tg ovaiag, ol 8¢] fuioet, Aot 8¢ €€ GAwv.  vac.

[An(?) oi €€ dotAg k]ai Alyvr[tliov yevop[e]lvot uév[ovot pev]
[AbyvmTion, apgotépov]g 8¢ K}xqpbyopof)m ToV[G yoveiG.]

[AB(?) Pwpaiov i} Pwp]aiog kat dyvotav ouveA8[ovtwv § do-]
[toic fj Alyvrttiolg Tl Tékva 1@ ﬁrrow yévet &[koAovOel. ]

[1L(?) T mept t@v el]oay[d]vtwv odg pn B¢l eig [ v Ahelavdpe-]
[wv oArTeia] v [vﬁv]'r_‘]ygpo[w] KNG yé[yovev Stayvwoewg.]

[na(?) gav Alydmriog ¢k Ko plag av[¢] [t maida kai todTov]

[viomoontal, petd Bavatov tetaptohoyeltal.  vac. |

MG A ]
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1 [tobg otpatevopévovg] PARSONS || 2 kAnpovopelv PARSONS || 3 o]i petepyopevot PARSONS
[|41ca. 10] [, ]. nmapepporn vac. PARSONS || 5 dpaptipacty PARSONS, [t@v éni @ovol]g
fj PARSONS || 6 8] Opoiag PARSONS || 7 v]méapyovta dvalapPavetar PARSONS, 7 Sidot[at ]
PARSONS || 8 [ ca. 12] | twv kal taig yovaibiv év dpyvpioig. [ ] PARSONS || 9 [ ca. 14] adtoi 8¢
10 Sdwdékatov O1d PARSONS || 10 [ ca. 12 Jov [.].[.]....ov cuvexwpnOn vac. PARsoONs || 11 [oi
napd poot]aypata PARSONS 11 énapxwv Tt p[d&av-] PARSONS || 12 ¢{nuwbnoav PARSONS ||
13 fjpioet PARSONS || 14 [oi ¢€ dotiig k]ai Atyvnt[i]ov yevop[e]vot PARSONS || 15 kAnpovopodat
PARSONS || 16 [Pwpaiov fj Pwplaiag kat’ dyvoiav PARSONS, ouveld[ovtwv] PARSONS ||
17 [ ca. 14 T]& Tékva TO fTTOVL YéVel d[Ko}\ovesi] PARSONS || 18 [ta mepl t@v ei]oay[O]vtwy odg
uf) PARSONS || 20 [av Alyvrrtiog ék kom] piag PARsONS || 21[ ] PARsONs |[22u[ ] PARSONS ||
23-40 [ ] PARSONS.

BGU V 1210, col. 5-6, Il. 99-116 (SCHUBART, slightly modified)**

col. 5
A€ ToVG oTpatevopévoug kai adtabétovg tedevtvtag ¢E0v Tékvol[]
100 kal ovvyevéoel kKAnpovouety, Gtav Tod abTod yévoug @at oi puetepy[ope]voL.
AG T@V £t @OVOoLS 1 pioowy apaptipacty kohalopévwv f kol 81 O-]
poiag aitiog avBaipetov Quyny éAopévov Td HapxoVTA
avalappdvetal, Sidotat ¢ Toig TEKVOLG ADTOY TO L kad Talg yv[va]t-
&iv ad ¢v dpyvpiw mpoikeg, kal avtoig 8¢ 10 (f Avtwvivol[g]
105 Kaioap 6 KOPLOG CLUVEXWPNOEV.
AL of mapa mpoataypa\ta/ Pacthéwv i émdpxwv Tt TpdEavTeg dxa[ta)\-
Mg éfnuwdnoay o<i> pév Tetapte pépel Tig odoiag oi 8¢ fu[oi]q,
ol 8¢ £ Shwv.
An oi ¢€ dotiig kal Aiyvrtiov yevopevol pévovot pgv Aiyomtior, [&]p-
110 @otépoug 8¢ KAnpovopodot Tovg YoVveig.
A8 Pwpaiov fj Popaiag kat’ dyvoiav ouveldovtwy fj dotolg <fi> Alyvrtiolg
T TEKVA <TO> HTTOVL Yével AKOAOVOEL. .
I Th Tepl T@V éloaydvTtwy obg uf Sel eig v Alefavdpéwy mole[lt[i]av
VOV YEUOVIKTG YEYOVEV Slayvwoewg.

col. 6
115 po gav AlyomTiog €k kompiag [dv]éAntat maida kai todTov viomowontay,
peta Oavatov tetaptolo[yeit]at

100 L ovyyevéol || 101 L peioowv || 102 pap. avbaifletepllpetov; pap. avBe[iep]lpetov
1. avBaipetov SCHUBART || 105 pap. 6 corr. ex k || 112 pap. fjytovt L. fittovt SCHUBART || 113 L.
nokttelav || 115 pap. ¢ in Aly0mtiog corr. ex o.

«35. It is permitted for the children and relatives of soldiers who die intestate to in-
herit from them, as long as the claimants are close-kin relatives (cognati). If not, [the

34 See the app. crit. and line commentary below.
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property they had] in the military camp (bona castrensia) [is confiscated] (P.Oxy.
XLIT 3014, 11. 3-4).

36. The property of those serving punishment for murder or greater offenses, or
who have chosen voluntary exile for similar crimes, is confiscated. However, one-
tenth is granted to their children and the cash value of dowries (dotes aestimatae) [is
returned] (P.Oxy. XLII 3014, L. 9) to their wives. And even to the condemned persons
themselves the emperor Antoninus our Lord has conceded one-twelfth of the property
(BGU V 1210, 11. 104-105) / one-twelfth of the property was conceded for the first
time by [the deified Antoninus] (P.Oxy. XLII 3014, 1. 10).

37. Those who have taken inappropriate actions contrary to the decrees of kings
or prefects have been fined accordingly — some a fourth of their property, others one
half, others the whole estate.

38. The offspring of an 4ot and an Egyptian keep the status of Egyptians but in-
herit from both parents.

39. If Roman citizens, male or female, have married dotoi or Egyptians through
ignorance, their children take the lesser status.

40. Cases of individuals illicitly acquiring Alexandrian citizenship now fall under
the jurisdiction of the prefect.

41. If an Egyptian picks up a child from the dung-heap and adopts it, a fourth of his
estate is confiscated after his death.»

Commentary to P.Oxy. XLII 3014

1 In the Arsinoite papyrus, all sections are marked by numbers indented to the left
and superscribed with horizontal strokes. Traces of a horizontal stroke above the num-
ber [ ] on the right edge of the Oxyrhynchite papyrus indicate that its sections were
likewise marked by numbers that were superscribed and indented to the left. As sec-
tion [ ] in the Oxyrhynchite text corresponds to section up in the Arsinoite papyrus,
the numeration was most probably identical. Accordingly, I tentatively supplement
the relevant section numbers in the Oxyrhynchite text in line with the Arsinoite text.
In contrast to the Arsinoite papyrus, which has uniform spacing, the Oxyrhynchite
papyrus leaves spaces of approximately one line between sections. Clearly, the Oxy-
rhynchite text continued into a subsequent lost column. A full column of text of the
same breadth would have contained sections 42-44 on the falsification of status (BGU
V 1210, 1l. 117-122) and sections 45-47 on the consequences of illegitimate intermar-
riage between status-groups (BGU V 1210, 1I. 123-131).

3-4 The Arsinoite text ends with petepyopevol and omits the following clause.
Traces of v and 1 are visible before n tapepfoln at the end of line 4, which leads me to
reconstruct ¢]y i) TapePoAfj. At the beginning of line 4, the broken left edge of the
papyrus preserves traces of two vertical strokes. The bottom of the first stroke curves
slightly to the right, while the second extends below the line. This is compatible with
the combination et — see for example yévet in line 17. This leads me to reconstruct
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a] eilxov ¢]v 1) mapeuPoln = quod habebant in castris. For analogous formulations in
the Roman legal sources, see above at nn. 24-25. The supplement dvalappdvetau fits
the lacuna and is a term employed throughout the epitome.

5 It seems preferable to supplement the text with the common elision 8] 6poiag,
in line with SCHUBART’s reconstruction of BGU V 1210, 1. 101, as opposed to 81a]
opoiog (PARSONS).

7-9 Here, I reconstruct on the basis of the Arsinoite text, section 36, 1. 103-104:
Sidotat 8¢ T0ig TékvOLg adT@V TO 1 Kal Taig yv[va]i€v ai v dpyvpiw mpoikeg. Traces
of the lower portion of the letters 7ip are visible at the end of line 8. The syntax of the
clause (Sidotat + T0 1 + 101G TéKVOIG Kal Taig yvvoudiv + mpoikeg + [ ca. 11 ]) suggests
an additional verb in the lacuna. Accordingly, I supplement &nodidovtai, a term used
to refer to the repayment of debts as well as dowries, see n. 33.

9-10 Here, I reconstruct on the basis of the Arsinoite text, section 36, 1. 104-105:
Kal avtoig 8¢ 16 1 Avtwvivo[g] Kaioap 6 kptog ovvexwpnoev. For the formulation
10 10D Be0d emperor, see for example W.Chr. 27 (after 161 CE), Il. 17-20: 1 &mu|yapia
¢800n fuelv mpog | Aiyvrn[tiJov[g] kat’ éaipetov | 01O 10D Beod Adpiavod. There
are clear traces of T and a before cuvexwpr0n. Within the context (010 [t0D Be0D
Avtwviv]ov ... ouvexwprOn) one would expect a sequence of 8-9 letters ending in -ta
to be a short prepositional phrase or a superlative adverb. Preceding -ta there are clear
traces of another T after the second lacuna, the horizontal stroke of which is abraded
on the right and no longer visible.> The same stroke extends to the left to touch an-
other letter, traces of which are visible at the edge of the lacuna. The rounded shape of
these traces is compatible with o or w (see for example T extending leftward toward o
in 6tav in line 2). At the lower edge of the first lacuna after Jov there are traces of what
looks like T, as already suggested by PARSONS, compare the very similar paleography
of v and 1 in Aiyvnrtiov in line 14. The reading mpwtigTa fits the context well and is
compatible with all of the visible traces.

11-13 Apart from the epitome of the Gnomon, where dkataAlfiwg and
dkatalAnAia respectively occur in sections 42 and 51, the term dxatdAAnAog and its
variants are attested in only two other papyri, both from the Roman period: PIand.
VI 112 (ca. 200 CE) and PSijp. 30 (Hermopolite, 24 c. CE). These uses of the term
are not in line with Greek literary sources, where dxatdAAnlog means unsuitable,
dncongruous or «nept> (see for example Pol. 6. 42. 3: mpog &ANovg kal dkatalAlovg
tomov¢), whereas in Roman-period documents the term rather means <ot properly
belonging to one. I strongly suspect that dkatdAAnAog in Roman administrative lan-
guage is a Greek rendition of a Latin term, possibly improprius with the substantive
dkatalAnAia signifying improprietas.

16-17 In the Arsinoite text, section 39, 1. 111-112, this ruling appears with er-
rors: Pwpaiov fj ‘Popaiag kat’ dyvoiav ouveAdoviwy fj dotoig <ii> Alyyrriols | ta

% For clarification, the round black mark at the top of the T after the second lacuna in the
digital image is not ink but a hole in the papyrus.
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Tékva <T@> fTTove yével dkolovBei, where the second 1] and the article t® seem to
have been omitted. In the Oxyrhynchite fragment, I supply what was probably the cor-
rect text in lines 16-17: [fj ao|toig fj Aiyvrtiolg]. PARSONS rules out the supplement
[} doToig fj Aiyvrtiotg] in line 17 as too long. However, there is room for [fj do-] at
the end of line 16 - as illustrated by pépet, which extends into the margin at the end
of line 12. The alternative interpretation suggested by PARsoNs - that the original,
first-century version of the epitome had only Aiyvntiols, while fj &oToig represents a
later marginal note that was incorrectly incorporated into the text of our papyrus - is
based on his assumption of a first-century date and can be excluded since the two
papyri are demonstrably copies of the same second-century epitome.

20-22 Inline with section 41 of the Arsinoite text, I supplement &v[¢]An[tat maida
kai todtov] at the end of line 20. This accords with the average line-length of 41 let-
ters. Presumably, the first line of the second column contained the rest of the ruling:
vionowmonrat, petd Bavatov tetaptoloyeitat. After this line, traces of the number
u[B?] mark the beginning of the next section but no further text is visible.

Commentary to BGU V 1210, II. 99-116

102 It seems to me that the scribe began by writing avBetep, then corrected et to au,
crossed out ep and continued with petov = adBai[etepllpetov = avbaipeTov.

105 Contrary to SCHUBART, who reads fjytovy, it seems to me that the papyrus has
fittovt where the left portion of the horizontal stroke of the first T has been abraded
and is only faintly visible.

The Oxyrhynchite and Arsinoite texts of the Gnomon epitome are nearly but not
completely identical. Despite its rapid handwriting, the Oxyrhynchite text appears to
be more accurate than the calligraphic Arsinoite text, which contains a large num-
ber of orthographic errors and corrections. Even the short portion of the Arsinoite
text that corresponds to the Oxyrhynchite fragment contains the following errors:
ovvyevéoel for ovyyevéow (L. 100), piCoow for peiCoowv (1. 101), k corrected to 6
(L. 105), mpootdypa\ta/ corrected from mpootaypa (1. 106), 6 for oi (1. 107), the omis-
sion of the article before fittovt (1. 112), moAettiav for moAtreiav (1. 113), the omis-
sion of the article before Aiyvmntiotg (1. 111) and \ovv/xpnuaticavteg corrected from
xpnuaticavteg (l. 118). By contrast, the Oxyrhynchus fragment contains no visible
errors or corrections.

Beyond errors in the Arsinoite text, there are several textual variations between the
two papyri:

1. The clause concerning the bona castrensia of soldiers lacking legitimate heirs in
lines 3-4 of the Oxyrhynchite text is absent in section 35 of the Arsinoite text. It is
conceivable that the scribe of the Arsinoite text omitted the clause as redundant, it
being reasonably clear that, if no heirs were forthcoming, the bona castrensia fell
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to the fiscus. Alternatively, it is possible that the error-prone scribe skipped over a
line of text. It is also possible that variations were already present in the texts from

which the two copies were made.

There are several instances where the phrasing of the Arsinoite text differs slightly

from the Oxyrhynchite text:

a)

b)

<)

Kkai taig yovau|&iv ai év dpyvpiw mpoikeg, BGU V 1210, 11. 103-104.

Kkal taig yovai&iv v dpyvpiotg ip[of|keg amodidovtai], P.Oxy. XLII 3014, 11. 8-9.
The ruling is phrased more expansively in the Oxyrhynchite text, leaving room
for ca. 12-14 letters in the lacuna where I supplement dnodidovtat as a second
verb going with mpoikeg. The Arsinoite text has a single verb didotai governing
both clauses regarding the restoration of property to children and wives.
Avtwvivog | Kaioap 6 kbprog cuvexwpnoev, BGU V 1210, 11. 104-105.

010 | [100 Be0D Avtwviv]ov Tp@TioTa cuvexwprOn, P.Oxy. XLII 3014, 11. 9-10.
The ruling appears in the active voice in the Arsinoite text and is formulated
more expansively in the passive in the Oxyrhynchite text. Possibly, the change
in formulation took place in conjunction with the change of the imperial name
from kVpLog to Bedg after the death of the emperor in 161.

0<i> pév TeTdpTw pépel TiG ovoiag, oi 8¢ [ioi]q, | of 8¢ &§ SAwv, BGU V 1210,
1. 107-108.

ol pu&v tetapty pépet | [t odoiag, oi 8] fuioet, &EANot 8¢ £€ SAwv, P.Oxy. XLII
3014, 11. 12-13.

The sequence oi pév, oi 8¢, GANot 8¢ in the Oxyrhynchite text is stylistically bet-
ter than ol pév, oi 8¢, ot 6¢ in the Arsinoite text. Also, the parallelism tetdptw
pépet and fpioet (pépet) in the Oxyrhynchite text is lost in the Arsinoite text,
which has tetdptw pépel and nuuoiq. Possibly, the scribe of the Arsinoite text
did not perceive that nuioet stood for fjpicet (uépel) and proceeded to write
foiq instead.

From the minor differences between the two texts, one gets the impression that the
scribe of the Arsinoite text was less careful and tended to abbreviate his transcription
of a text that was copied more accurately by the writer of the Oxyrhynchite papyrus.
Altogether, the Oxyrhynchite and Arsinoite copies of the Gnomon epitome exhibit a
normal range of scribal variation, as illustrated by other examples of multiple copies

of the same document, such as the Severan rescript on the subject of praescriptio longi
temporis and the record of proceedings before the emperor Caracalla, both of which
are attested in two papyri with slight discrepancies.’® A further example is furnished

3 For the Severan rescript, see BGU I 267 and P.Stras. I 22, 1. 1-9. For the judicial hearing
of Caracalla, see SB XIV 11875 = PMich. IX 529, 1l. 25-38 and SB XIV 11876 with LEw1s 1976
(reprinted in LEw1s 1995, 201-211).
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by two copies of the same judicial hearing from the Arsinoite nome that were drawn
up fifteen years apart.’’

Conclusion

Based on new readings and paleographical parallels, this article has sought to demon-
strate that the accepted first-century paleographical date of the Oxyrhynchite manu-
script of the epitome of the rulebook (yvwuwv) of the Idios Logos (P.Oxy. XLII 3014)
is untenable, and that both manuscripts of the epitome are copies of the same text
compiled in the reign of Antoninus Pius. Resolving the issue of textual transmission
permits the epitome of the Gnomon of the Idios Logos to be interpreted in a new
light — not as a private or local compilation by a semi-competent scribe, but as a legal
text produced by Roman provincial authorities as an abbreviated version of a central-
ly-mandated legal compendium that illustrates the application and development of
Roman law within the empire.
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Fig. 1: POxy. XLII 3014, Gnomon of the Idios Logos
(Oxyrhynchus, second half of the 2" century CE).
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Fig. 2: PSI IV 294, Record of Judicial Proceedings (Oxyrhynchus, after 167-168 CE).
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Fig. 3: Paleographical Comparison of POxy. XLII 3014 (left) and PSI IV 294 (right).
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Fig. 4: BGU V 1210, col. 5-6, Il. 99-116, Gnomon of the Idios Logos
(Arsinoite nome, 149-161 CE).



