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FRAGMENTARY LEGAL DOCUMENT(S?) 
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(P. DUKE INV. 190–193 AND 195)*

This paper publishes some papyri fragments held in the ‘D. M.
Rubenstein’ Rare Book and Manuscript Library at Duke University,

Durham (NC).1 The fragments have already been known to scholarship
but thus far lacked a proper edition with translation and commentary, prob-
ably due to their deplorable condition – very little survives from the original
document – and (relatively speaking) their overall irrelevance as compared
to better-preserved pieces in the fourth-century archive of the scholasticus

   * This paper has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research
and innovation programme under the Marie Skłodowska-Curie grant agreement no.
895634 (Project LAREGRE). I wish to thank Klaus Maresch (Universität zu Köln) and
Michele Pedone (Pisa ‘Statale’) for their help and suggestions; Giuliana Leone, Federica Ni -
colardi (Napoli ‘Federico II’ – CISPE) and all the CISPE team for hosting and commenting
on a preliminary paper about this papyrus in Naples on 17 March 2025. My gratitude also
goes to the anonymous reviewer for several suggestions and corrections of my previous
interpretations; and to Samuele Coen (Florence, Istituto Vitelli) and Enrico E. Prodi
(Cagliari) for pivotal suggestions in the reconstruction of P. Duke inv. 190 fr. a + 192, col. ii,
ll. 6–8. Unless otherwise indicated, translations of Greek and Latin passages are mine.
    1 I began inquiring into this papyrus with my colleague Michele Pedone. P. Duke inv. 193
was the first fragment to come to our notice in 2019, while working as part of the project
PLATINUM (ERC StG no. 636983, University of Naples ‘Federico II’, PI Maria Chiara
Scappaticcio), as it contains one Latin line. I then tracked down the other fragments
through online databases and acquired the digital images on which I worked.
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Ammon. Nevertheless, they do contribute to our knowledge of an actual
case of legal fraud concerning a false priesthood, and once more show
Ammon’s proficiency in Greek literary prose.

1. THE DATASET: A SINGLE DOCUMENT?

The fragments analysed here – P. Duke inv. 190, 191, 192, 193, and 195 – are
all part of the archive of Ammon, a dataset comprising several papyri
recovered from the antiquities market and currently held between
Durham (NC), Cologne, and Florence.2 There is abundant literature on
the main figure responsible for the preserved documents, Ammon son of
Peteharbeschinis who was first a priest and then a scholasticus in fourth-
century Panopolis.3 The fragments have never been published so far,
being much less satisfactory than the papyri later chosen for the two vol-
umes of P. Ammon. Nevertheless, while investigating the portion of the
archive located at Duke University, a preliminary inquiry – with decipher-
ment and probably a transcription – must have taken place.4 The results
can now be seen in the papyri.info entry for one of the fragments,
P. Duke inv. 193: ‘Petition from Panopolis ... written on papyrus. Petition
is written to the prefect of Egypt (?) and concerns a disputed priesthood.
The accused enjoys freedom from performing official duties, pretending
to be a priest. He has also written petitions full of lies to the emperors
Diocletian and Maximian. The accused is now over sixty’.5 This passage
summarises, as it seems, not the text of P. Duke inv. 193 but that of

   2 Some details on the history of the archive are provided in Van Minnen 2002: 177–178,
with footnotes and attached bibliography, and, of course, in the two volumes P. Ammon I
(Willis & Maresch 1998) and II (Andorlini & Maresch 2006).
    3 See, e.g., Browne 1977; Feder 2005; Andorlini & Maresch 2007; Andorlini 2010.
   4 As per Klaus Maresch’s own words (per litteras), William Willis must have taken care of
the papyri stored at Duke University. He himself declares: ‘in preparation of this first vol-
ume of the archive, I identified, sorted and joined the Duke fragments and made prelim-
inary transcriptions’ (Willis & Maresch 1998: x).
    5 <https://papyri.info/apis/duke.apis.33853394> (consulted on 30 October 2024).

https://papyri.info/apis/duke.apis.33853394
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P. Duke inv. 190 fr. a + 192, col. ii (see below), which suggests that the edi-
tors of P. Ammon believed these fragments to belong together; further-
more, they dated them to 286–305 ce, the joint reign of Diocletian and
Maximian, probably following P. Duke inv. 193, l. 3: !"]τοκρατ(ρων τ `ε ` κα,
-αι/0ρ[ων, which is often documented among fourth-century papyri for
the abovementioned emperors. The same opinion on the typology of the
document (a petition) is endorsed in the descriptive document offered by
Karolien Geens in TM Archives: ‘The archive contains also a few other
petitions, most of them drafts and still unpublished. P. Duke inv. 190–193
and 195 of 285–305 are petitions to the prefect about a disputed priesthood.
The same subject matter is found in two drafts of a petition from the
priest Aurelius Petechensis through Ammon, to Salvius Synegorios
(P. Duke inv. 211–212). P. Ammon I 4 is a petition of Horion II via Ammon,
to the prefect. Ammon vainly tried to obtain from the archiereus the
appointment of his nephew Horion II to the propheteia in succession to
his deceased father’ (p. 3).6 Geens, however, admits the possibility that
the fragments might represent more than one document (she refers to
petitions).

When considering the fragments in terms of their condition and con-
tents, some elements can in fact be used to argue that they indeed belong
together:

1. The similarity of shapes between P. Duke inv. 190 fr. a and 192, which
suggests that at least those two were together in the same roll or sheet
(they have been treated here as P. Duke inv. 190 fr. a + 192, holding the
remnants of three columns).

2. Some recurrent significant collocations (e.g. P. Duke inv. 193, l. 3:
!"]τοκρατ(ρων τ `ε ` κα, -αι/0ρ[ων, and inv. 190 fr. n+m, l. 6: !"τοκρατ[( -
ρων τε κα], [-αι]/ `0ρων; inv. 190 fr. a + 192, col. ii, l. 7: το1/?] πατρ3ου/
θ `ε `ο6/;̀ and inv. 195, l. 10: το1/ πατ `ρ `34ο `υ `/ ` θ `[εο6/) and key-words (e.g.
P. Duke inv. 193, l. 5: !ερ$ων; inv. 191, l. 5: το7/ !ερε `['(]ι παρ8χ[ει]ν?; l. 8:
!ερ*ω[0] :δικ<[α]ν ` / `ω`ζο `ν `[τ ---]; inv. 190 + 192, col. ii, l. 5: πρ[οφ]?`/ `ει τ@/
!ερω2( `+ `νη2(.

   6 TM Arch 31, at <www.trismegistos.org/archive/31> (consulted on 1 November 2024).

www.trismegistos.org/archive/31
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3. The striking identity of the hand, which appears to be the same
throughout the fragments.7

There are, however, complications in advancing this argument: mainly,
the difficulty of associating 193 to 190 fr. a + 192. While the latter frag-
ment prompted scholars to classify the original document as a petition,
and assuming the Latin dating formula in fr. 193 to be the opening of the
aforesaid document, so far we know of no petition beginning with a Latin
date – if anything, there are a few with a Latin date at the end of the text
(see Iovine 2019: 220–225) – except for a recently published text, P. Scholl 1
(Hermopolites?, 370; TM 143371):

               [D(ominis) n(ostris) Valentinian]o et`Valen`te semper Aug(ustis) cons(u-
                                                                                                                       libus) III 
               [---]00οντα το1/ δοθAντα/ B `µ7ν CπικοDρου/ παραχρ@µα το `7 1/ ` δ `[ι]αEαEη-
               [θε7/ι? ---] : `ξιοHµεν κεEεH/αι /οH τI µεγαEε7ον τIν πρ(τερον προνοη-
                                                                                                τKν ` τ `[Lν] MµετAρων
      4       [--- τLν] M2µ̀ετAρων πραγ4µ̀0̀των N/ θρυEEοH/O τινε/ παρP γ4ν̀Qµη2[ν 00]ω2ν
               [---]0 /οH τI µεγαEε7ον κα, πρ(τερον vac.?
               [---]0000ην ` _0´ B `µετAραν CξεποOη/εν. R(espondit) τKν α"τKν 0000ε `ι 1α`ν 
               [---]0 τοH [Rφ]φικιαEOο `υ

‘. . . the aids that were sent to you immediately with the things discussed
. . . we think it right to ask that your majesty order the previous pronoetes
of our . . . of our property since there is some talk going around contrary
to the opinion . . . your majesty also earlier . . . produced your . . . He
responded that the same . . . of the staff member’ (transl. R. Ast)

That this text is a petition is sufficiently demonstrated by line 3: :`ξιοHµεν
κεEεH/αι /οH τI µεγαEε7ον, and ll. 6–8, containing the addressed authori-
ty’s answer after r(espondit). However, this dating formula is – as far as can

    7 (2) and (3) suggest that to these fragments one can add a few scraps from PSI inv. 3799,
which I am currently publishing for the next volume of the PSI; they are very small in size
and their content adds nothing to the surviving text. My gratitude goes to Francesca Mal-
tomini (Florence, Istituto Vitelli) for allowing me to inspect the papyrus in view of its
publication.



be gleaned from the material that remains – in New Roman Cursive or lit-
terae communes, whereas the one in P. Duke inv. 193 is clearly in litterae cae-
lestes,8 nor is there any indication after the formula, such as A]ntinou(poli)
or in s `[ecretario]. In fact, what survives of P. Duke inv. 193, l. 1, matches
well not with extant petitions, but rather with several opening formulae
of records of (court) proceedings where a dating formula – often in litterae
caelestes – is followed by an indication of where the proceedings took
place: a town, mostly (see comm. ad loc.).9 This would be a strong clue in
favour of the cluster of fragments examined here also being a record of
proceedings, not a petition. And yet, something is missing, namely all the
Latin markers that are usually found in this type of text: d(ixit), adu(oca-
tus), p(raeses) p(rouinciae), and the like, not to mention the Latin sentences
usually pronounced by Latin authorities and magistrates. 

Such being the case, even taking into account the conservation bias –
we have very little left of the original document – the complete lack of
Latin anywhere in the fragments except for the formula in 193, l. 1 is
indeed puzzling. There are two remaining possibilities: either 193 is not
really part of the group – even if the handwriting very much appears to
be the same over all the fragments – or the fragments themselves show a
particular section of legal proceedings in which Ammon (or the person on
whose behalf he was composing, either a lawyer or the plaintiff?) pro-
nounced a long speech detailing all of the defendant’s alleged wrongdo-
ings. From P. Ammon I 3, so far the longest private letter ever to come
down to us from all antiquity (Van Minnen 2002: 182), we can appreciate
Ammon’s ability to elaborate lengthily and widely on a topic. Speeches to
be pronounced by lawyers during court proceedings, where Latin does
not appear and whose length could vary considerably, have been docu-
mented as appearing in a small quantity of papyri which are also noteworthy
by virtue of containing an as-yet-undeciphered abbreviation, n(arratio) or

                           LEGAL DOCUMENT(S?) FROM THE ARCHIVE OF AMMON                     115

   8 Regarding this script, see below, in the introduction to the fragments.
   9 Although records of court proceedings (in German, ‘Prozeßverhandlungen’ or ‘Prozeß-
protokolle’) have not yet been addressed as a specific document type in any recent mono-
graphs, they are extensively discussed in Coles 1966; Adams 2003: 383–390 (= 3.VI.1); and
Pedone 2020.
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ν(οµικ(/):10 e.g. SB XII 10989 (unknown provenance, 325; TM 16367),
P. Sakaon 35 (Theadelphia, 332?; TM 13053), SB XIV 11717 (Hermopolis,
mid-4th cent.; TM 32944), and P. Lips. I 41 (Hermopolis, late 4th cent.;
TM 33701).

For lack of conclusive evidence on either side, the stopgap hypothesis
accepted in this paper, on account of the reasons listed above, is that the
fragments do belong together; like all stopgap solutions, it must be han-
dled with caution and shall hopefully be improved in the future.

2. THE TEXT(S) AND ITS / THEIR SIGNIFICANCE

The main and most interesting aspect of the document is the connection
between Ammon and his closest family members with Egyptian pagan-
ism, particularly inasmuch as Ammon’s father, Ammon himself, and his
nephew Horion II were all, at some point of their lives, more or less per-
manently involved with the priesthood. From what survives of the docu-
ment in terms of complete and understandable sentences, it transpires
that Ammon – either in propria persona or representing someone else in
the capacity of a legal practitioner11 – is berating an individual who falsely
declared himself to be a priest and thereby avoided being charged with a
liturgical service. To be exempted, this individual has gone so far as to
send petitions to the emperors (P. Duke inv. 190 fr. a + 192, col. ii, l. 3: τS
θ `[ει]Tτητι τLν ` [δε/]πTτων MµLν) in which he lied about his situation. Not
only has this deception profoundly disrespected the ancestral religion
(the πατρUοι θεοO, as they are twice mentioned in the fragments), but it
appears that the individual did not need to employ it since he was more
than sixty years of age and therefore exempted on that basis.12

  10 Concerning this specific type of document, see Scappaticcio 2025: 204 n. 10, for a
summary and some bibliographic references.
   11 The parsimonious hypothesis, given that several petitions or appeals in the archives
are presented by Ammon and that as a scholasticus he had legal training, is that the text was
produced for his own use.
  12 See Lewis 1997: 72–73 and 92 on an exemption being set for those older than fifty-five
to sixty years old, whereas in the previous centuries the relevant age was seventy.



Ammon’s (or the individual’s) explanation for this behaviour cannot be
found in the preserved text, nor can we understand what happened next.
Nevertheless, we can gather that both Ammon’s family’s years of religious
service (a ‘priestly aristocracy’, as Willis calls it; see Willis & Maresch
1988: 2) and the general tendency of people living in those years to seek
to escape the claws of liturgies must be at play here. From the second cen-
tury onwards, liturgical exemption for priests was in decline13 and people
in the same career path as Ammon’s father, grandfather, and nephews
must have fought hard to preserve their privileges in this respect; those
who instead took advantage of the established privilege to avoid compul-
sory service were likely perceived as a threat to those who rightfully (but
precariously) enjoyed it. Ammon himself seems to hint in P. Ammon I 3 at
some financial difficulties the family might incur, should they not be
exempted from liturgies.14 Hence, the strong language that can be found
in P. Duke inv. 190 fr. a + 192, col. ii: ψευδε7/ κα, παρ0νοµοι δεW/ει/, ‘illegal
and false petitions’, παραEογι/?µενο/, ‘concocting fallacies’, φανερL/
οXτω ψε6/α/θαι, ‘to so openly falsify’, µι/Tθεο/, :/εβ@/, ‘the abandoned
and godless wretch’. As for the dating, the clue employed by the earlier
editors, namely the formula !"τοκρ0τορA/ τε κα, -αO/αρε/ (P. Duke inv.
193, l. 3: !"]τοκρατ(ρων τ `ε ` κα, -αι/0ρ[ων; inv. 190 fr. n+m, l. 6: !"τοκρα -
τ[(ρων τε κα], [-αι]/̀0ρων), does indeed suggest Diocletian and Maximian;
however, it is not limited to them. It is also found, though much less fre-
quently, for Constantius I and Galerius (306),15 Constantine I and (perhaps?)
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  13 See Lewis 1997: 91 on priests being less and less privileged in terms of liturgies; and
Lewis 1964: 79: ‘those privileges would perhaps repay further study. But the general out-
lines seem clear: priests of Egyptian temples enjoyed a greater measure of exemption from
liturgic service in the first century than they did thereafter’.
  14 See Feder 2005: 105: ‘Wenn im Brief des Ammon an seine Mutter von wirtschaftlichen
Schwierigkeiten der Familie die Rede ist (Steuerrückstände?), die ja trotz ihres wohl umfang-
reichen Landbesitzes eintreten konnten, so hätte der Verlust einer einträglichen Berufung
mit gewisser steuerlicher Immunität für die Familie von fataler Folge sein können’.
   15 E.g. P. Sakaon 60 (Krokodilopolis, 306; TM 13077), ll. 1–2: Zτου/ τε//αρε/καιδεκ0του
!"τοκρατ(ρων -αι/0ρων [EαυOου \"αEερOου -ων/ταντOου κα, ]αEερOου \"αEερOου ^αξι -
µιανοH _]ερµ(ανικLν) <µεγO/των>` %αρµατικLν µεγO[/]των aερ/ικLν µεγO/των bριττανι κLν
µεγO/των -αρπικLν µεγO/των c"/εβLν c"τυχLν %εβα/τLν κτE., ‘In the fourteenth year
of the Emperors Caesars Flavius Valerius Constantius and Galerius Valerius Maximianus,
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Crispus, although a bit late (327: he was killed a year before),16 Constans
and Constantius II (340);17 even in P. Abinn. 1 (Philadelphia?, c. 340–342;
TM 10014), a draft of a petition, the scribe addresses the two abovemen-
tioned emperors (ll. 1–2: clementia piet[ati]s ` uestrae domini perp̀[etui| Constanti
et Con[sta]ns uictores semper [Augusti . . . ), despite the fact that the only
emperor relevant for Abinnaeus’ problem was Constantius II reigning at
the time in the east. A possible reason for Maresch and Willis to date the
fragments to the reign of Diocletian and Maximian is C. 10.50.3,18 where
the two emperors answer a request by an otherwise unknown Protelaus (~
aρωτA Eαο/?; the name is so far unattested) granting him the exemption
from liturgies on the grounds that he is older than seventy; they might
have supposed that Protelaus was the individual being chastised in the
fragments, as he had sent ψευδε7/ κα, παρ0νοµοι δεW/ει/ to the imperial
chancery. However, Protelaus had allegedly put forward his age rather
than his priesthood (cum itaque septuagenario maiorem te esse profitearis),
whereas in the main fragment the problem seems to be the defendant
having lied to the emperors about his status instead of his age (fr. 190a +
192, col. ii, ll. 5–6: πρ[οφ]?`/ `ει τ@/ dερω2/ `6 `νη2/ :Eειτουργη/ `< 1α/ :πTEαυ/ `ι 1ν `

Germanici maximi, Sarmatici maximi, Persici maximi, Brittanici (sic!) maximi, Carpici
maximi, Pii, Felices, Augusti’ (transl. G. M. Parássoglou). The scribe completes the formula
by mentioning the two Caesares, Severus II and Maximinus II Daza.
  16 E.g. M. Chr. 342 (Arsinoites, 327; TM 21703), ll. 6–8: eµοEογL Rµν1/ τKν τLν κυρOων
MµLν !"τοκρατ(ρων τε κα, -αι/0ρων τDχην κτE., ‘I acknowledge, swearing by the fortune
of our lords the Emperors and Caesars’ (transl. B. P. Grenfell and A. S. Hunt).
  17 E.g. CPR XVII/1 31 (Hermopolis, 340; TM 17725), ll. 6–8: eµ[ο]EογL Rµν1/ [τIν θε7ον
κ]α, /εβ0/[µιο]ν fρκον τLν π[0ν]τα [νικQντω]ν !"τοκρατ(ρων τε κα, -ε/0ρων κτE., ‘Ich
bescheinige, indem ich den göttlichen und kaiserlichen Eid bei unseren alles besiegenden
Imperatoren und Caesares geschworen habe . . . ’ (transl. K. A. Worp).
  18 Imperatores Diocletianus et Maximianus Augusti Protelao. Manifesti iuris est maiores quin-
quaginta quinque annis inuitos ad munera personalia uocari non posse. Cum itaque septuagenario
maiorem te esse profitearis, si nominatione facta appellationis auxilium interposuisti, tueri te notione
praesidis prouinciae potes iure concesso, ‘The Emperors Diocletian and Maximian Augusti to
Protelaus. It is manifest law that persons older than 55 years cannot be called unwillingly
to personal services. Thus, since you profess that you are older than 70, if after being nom-
inated you have interposed the aid of an appeal, you can protect yourself when the right
is granted after an investigation by the governor’ (transl. D. P. Kehoe).



οXτω . . . β[οg, ‘under the pretence of priesthood, [he] . . . shouts so much
about his enjoying the privilege of being exempted from liturgies’). This
does not make sense unless the emperors, in a longer and now lost version
of the rescript,19 responded to a request of exemption on the grounds of
priesthood by gently correcting the petitioner who, being more than sev-
enty years old, was already exempted and did not know it; if this were the
case, it could not be completely ruled out that Protelaus is one and the
same person as the false priest attacked by the speaking person in the
document. Perhaps, to err on the side of caution, it is better to date the
original document to the first half of the fourth century.

3. THE FRAGMENTS

The remnants of the original document consist of six inventory numbers
(190, 191, 192, 193 and 195; PSI inv. 3799). The verso is blank. Each number
presents a slightly different situation in terms of how many scraps it con-
tains and what relationship they have with one another. Inv. 193, which is
presented here first because it apparently preserves the beginning of a
text (see above, and below in the commentary), consists of at least six
fragments which, once reunited into two larger ones, can be easily
realigned – but not joined – thanks to the Latin dating formula in the first
line. Then come two smaller fragments, inv. 191 and 195. The former is
made up of five smaller scraps, plus a sixth fragment on the right side,
indicated in the glass frame as P. Köln inv. 4548. The upper margin is once
again visible. The right and lower portions of the fragments are distinctly
darkened and reading is consequently more impaired here than elsewhere
in the fragments. Inv. 195, on the other hand, has a notably lighter colour
but contains little text; the left and upper margins are visible. Finally
comes the cluster of inv. 190 (13 fragments) and 192. The largest fragment
(here called fr. a) of inv. 190, preserving the bottom portion of two
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  19 On the process of reducing and summarising the texts of imperial constitutions and
rescripts before inserting them in the great legal collections such as the Theodosian Code,
the Digest, or the Code of Justinian, see Volterra 1971.
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columns (only the second features full lines), most likely represents the
antecedent of inv. 192, in turn featuring the lower portion of one column.
The shape of the two papyri and the distances between ‘matching dam-
ages’ (danni solidali)20 suggest as much (Fig. 1 and Appendix). The pre-
served bottom of column in inv. 190 shows c. 70 to 80 letters per line, a
column c. 33 cm wide, and an intercolumnar space (between cols. i and ii)
fluctuating between 3 and 6 cm, depending on where the scribe decides
to interrupt the line on the right edge of the writing frame. One might
confidently take those measures as representative of the whole original
document. In inv. 192, the interruption of the last line far before the end
of the papyrus fragment suggests (but cannot ultimately prove) that inv.
192 contained the final column of the text. The remaining 12 fragments
from inv. 190 are often no more than scraps and offer very little text: in
fragments i and m one might see the upper margin of the column. They
are presented in this edition before inv. 190 fr. a + 192, in case 192 actually
represents the end of the original document. In 190 fr. b, the left margin
is visible: perhaps it comes from the same column as inv. 195, but there is
no decisive clue to prove that is the case. Fragments m and n have been
joined together in this edition on account of the textual correspondence
between fr. n, l. 5: ]ωναυτοκρατ[, and fr. m, l. 6: ]ι[000]/αρων[, which yields
[---]ω2ν !"τοκρατ[(ρων τε κα], [-αι]/ `0ρων [---]; the reconstructed
fragment appears to give a viable text in the remaining lines.

The Latin line in inv. 193 is almost lost; it is still possible to see, how-
ever, that part of it – presumably, the proper dating formula – was written
in litterae caelestes,21 and the later sections – for instance where the hearing
took place – were written in new Roman cursive. The two different writ-
ings have been rendered in this edition by using capital letters for the lit-

  20 Pivotal contributions on how matching damages can be used to improve our under-
standing of fragmentary texts on papyri include D’Alessio 2001a and D’Alessio 2001b.
Noteworthy results have also been obtained in Herculaneum papyri: see, e.g., Assante
2010; Piano 2017: 170–178; Vergara 2021.
  21 This writing, an over-flourished fossil derived from old Roman cursive, became the
official script from the imperial chanceries in late antiquity and could not be used in
provincial offices. It still presents several problems of decipherment and interpretation.
See Tjäder 1952 and Iannacci, Modesti, & Zuffrano 2012.



terae caelestes. What survives of the main document is all in Greek: the
script is similar to a handful of other papyri in Ammon’s archive, such as
the drafts of the petition to Flavius Sisinnius for a δια/φαEι/µT/ in
P.Ammon II 29 (TM 100073), 30 (TM 23634) and 31 (TM 100074) as well
as another petition to the same Sisinnius in P. Ammon II 38 (TM 23635)
and to the prefect of Aegyptus for Konon in P.Ammon II 40 (TM 23642),
all coming from Alexandria and dated in 348. Some resemblance can also
be found with the handwriting in the much earlier P. Ammon II 50 (Panop-
olis, 299; TM 100079), a declaration of temple land for the censitor. A sin-
gle hand is visible throughout the document, except in the final four lines
of inv. 195, which are written in a noticeably more cursive manner. A short
spatium uacuum is visible in inv. 193, l. 9 (between ]/ `αµενο/ and καO).

              CO(N)]S(VLIBV)S DIE [ A]ntinou(poli) in 
s̀[ecretario]

              B]πI τLν π2[0ντα νικQντων δε/ποτLν MµLν?!"]τοκρατ(ρων τ `ε ` κα,
-αι/0ρ[ων

              ]δραµε7ν ε[                                                    ]εν ποEEP κ[α,]
µεγ0Eα καρπο[

         4      ]0 πεO/ε/θαι πρ `[                                            ]0ειµι 1ο `ι 1/ Cν δ `ικα-
/τηρOh κ`[

              ]ω2ν dερAων βεβι[                                           ]/ ` ο"κ οiδ’ :νθ’ 
fτου πρ[

              ]τε7ν ο"δjν ηδ[                                              ]η2κ(τα/ ο"δj α`[k]-
τOαν ο"δj µAµψ 4[ιν

              ]ω2/ :φεEA/θαι δυν `[                                       ]0ε/θαι :ρ `κ̀ε `7 f `δε
lαυτU προ/ `0[

      8      ]ο `ιµ `οι µAνων C `ξ 3[ορκιζ --- κατP τ@/ --- κορ]υφ@/? το7/ δε/π(-
ται/ MµLν δι[

              ]/ `αµενο/ κα, τα`[                                           ]µεν mEEου/ f/ου/
Cπεχειρη[/
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              ] ο"χ, νHν οιµ0[                                           ]ρον εiναι EA[γει]ν `
Cπε, δj ηδει[

              ]ε `µ `ο `ν ` προτερ[                                             ]ὺκ(τα κα, [0000]0[00]
Cπι/ταµ[

    12                                                                          M]/ `υχει 0[
              ---------

1. The dating matches the customary Roman formula: NN et NN consulibus,
day and month, location where the transaction has taken or is to take place. Only
the last element, the location, can be reconstructed here: the recorded event
took place in Antinoopolis in secretario, ‘in a closed hearing’, that is in a location
not open to the public.22 As far as late antiquity is concerned, this kind of for-

  22 The secretarium (literally a ‘hidden place’: OLD, s.v. secretarium) was a standard location,
as it happens, for legal proceedings: see SB XVI 12581 (Arsinoites?, 310; TM 40818), l. 1: 
[ - - - ] praef(ectis) [pr]aet̀(orio) c̀[o(n)s(ulibus)] d̀ie X K 2a`l(endas) Febr(arias)Ars̀i `ǹo `i`t`(um ciuitate) i `ǹ
sec`[retario]; P. Sakaon 33 (Krokodilopolis, 318/319/320; TM 13051), l. 1: [Dd(ominis) nn(ostris)
Constantino Aug(usto) - - - et - - - no]b(ilissimo) Caes(are) I co(n)s(ulibus) die III Non⟦i⟧as Iunias
aαHνι θ Arsinoit(um ciuitate) in secre[ta]r`[io]; P. Sakaon 34 (Krokodilopolis, 321; TM 13052),
l. 1: Dd(ominis) nn(ostris) Licino Aug(usto)VI et Licino nob(ilissimo)Caes(are) II co(n)ss(ulibus) die
pridie Idus Dec[e]mbr(es)nοOακ ιoArsinoit(um ciuitate) in secret(ario); SBXXVIII 17038 (Anti-
noopolis, 332; TM 78302), ll. 1–2: [ - - - ]iano u(iro) c(larissimo) co(n)s(ulibus) die [00000]0 I ` Ka -
l(endas) Septembr(es)Antinou(poli) [ - - - ] in secre `t`(ario); and the abovementioned P. Oxy. LXIII
4381, l. 1 P`[ost] c`onss(ulatum) d(omini) n(ostri) Gratiani pe`r(petui)Aug(usti) III et Equitio u(iri)
c(larissimi) com(itis) die III Non(as)Aug(ustas)Alex(andreae) in secretario. See also Lact. mort.
pers. 15.5: pleni carceres erant, tormentorum genera inaudita excogitabantur, et ne cui temere ius
diceretur, arae in secretariis ac pro tribunali positae, ut litigatores prius sacrificarent atque ita causas
suas dicerent, sic ergo ad iudices tamquam ad deos adiretur, ‘Le carceri erano piene, si escogita-
vano inauditi generi di tortura e affinché non si rendesse giustizia a qualcuno avventata-
mente, altari erano stati collocati negli uffici del giudice e davanti al tribunale, affinché i
litiganti prima sacrificassero e poi esponessero le loro ragioni, in modo che ci si accostasse
ai giudici come a divinità’ (transl. F. Corsaro), and Aug. c. Cresc. 3.56.62: inuenitur autem pos-
tulatio apud Herodem proconsulem . . . cuius pauca subiunxi: post consulatum dominorum nostrorum
Arcadii ter et Honorii iterum Augustorum VI Nonas Martias Carthagine in secretario praetorii
Titianus dixit: Peregrinus presbyter et seniores ecclesiae Mustitanae et Adsuritanae regionis tale
desiderium prosequuntur, ‘Ora, si trova una richiesta presso il proconsole Erode . . . di cui ho
già citato poche frasi: “Dopo il terzo consolato di Arcadio e il secondo di Onorio, nostri
sovrani, il sei delle none di Marzo, a Cartagine, davanti al tribunale segreto del pretorio,
Tiziano ha testimoniato: il presbitero Pellegrino e gli anziani della chiesa di Musti e della
regione di Assuras espongono il seguente voto” . . . ’ (transl. E. Cavallari).



mula worded in this way is found in records of proceedings, where it appears to
be complete and organic to the document it opens.

2. The line is reconstructed on the basis of the two separate portions of the
text, also bearing in mind the distance that might have existed between one por-
tion of the dating formula in line 1 and the next. π0ντα νικLντε/ δε/π(ται MµLν
and/or !"τοκρ0τορε/ κα, -αO/αρε/ occur, for instance, in P. Oxy. LIV 3746
(Oxyrhynchos, 319; TM 15253), P. Harris II 214 (Oxyrhynchos, 324; TM 15214), P.
Gascou 70 (Kellis, early 4th cent.; TM 702570), CPRXXIII 29 (Hermopolis, 337–
339; TM 70307), and the abovementioned CPR XVII/1 31; the context is mostly
the undertaking of an oath (eµνDειν τIν /εβ0/µιον κα, θε7ον pρκον / τKν θε7αν
τDχην τLν κτE.).

Fig. 1. P. Duke inv. 193 
(© David M. Rubenstein Rare Book & Manuscript Library, 

Duke University, NC)
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3. If ποEEP κα, µεγ0Eα refer to the same set of objects, the collocation is
found widely in Greek classical prose (e.g. Hdt. 7.9.8, Pl. Prm. 164e5; Lys. 14.29.2
(Carey); D. 52.21.4 [= 1277, 23 Dindorf]; Plu. 797a8). The presence of καρπο[, ‘fruit’ (?),
‘fruitful’ (?), may be connected.

4. Perhaps δο]κ `ειµ `O 1ο `ι/, a misspelling of δοκιµεOοι/ or δοκιµOοι/? See LSJ9, s.v.
δοκιµε7ο/, a synonym for δ(κιµο/.

5. Perhaps βεβι[α/µAνων? The formula ο"κ οiδ’ :νθ’ fτου, ‘I don’t know on
what grounds’, appears elsewhere among Ammon’s papers, for example in the
petitions to Flavius Sisinnius against Eugenios, P. Ammon II 28 (TM 100072), 29
(TM 100073), and 30 (TM 23634), and another petition, P. Ammon. II 34 (TM
100075), all coming from Alexandria and dated to 348.

6. The pairing αkτOα κα, µAµψι/, ‘guilt and blame’, has been documented as
appearing elsewhere as a precautionary clause against future responsibility: P. Oxy.
XXXVIII 2859 (Oxyrhynchos, 301; TM 22246; contract of substitution as δεκαν(/),
ll. 9–11: Z/τ’ qν :ποEυθL :ποπEηρLν rπαντα τP Cπιταττ(µεν0 µοι εk/ τI µη 2δεµOαν
µAµψειν s CτOαν CπακοE `ουθ@2/αι, ‘until I be released fulfilling all the orders given
me so that no blame or guilt result’ (transl. M. E. Weinstein); P. Ammon. II 47
(Alexandria, 348; TM 23645; end of a petition), ll. 1–2: mνδρα µηδεµιt`/ ` αkτOα/
µηδ `[j µA]µψεω/ pντα BπεDθυνον, ‘einen völlig unschuldigen und unbescholtenen
Mann’ (transl. I. Andorlini & K. Maresch); and P. Flor. III 384 (Hermopolis?, 486;
TM 19401; rent of thermal baths), ll. 28–29: πρI/ τI µηδεµOαν µAµψιν s αkτ `[Oα]ν
s κατ0γνω/ιν εu/ /ε CπακοEουθ@/αι, ‘so that neither blame nor guilt nor censure
should fall on you’. The sense, as here, is always in the negative.

7. One is tempted to construe that someone (fδε refers to a name that is no
longer visible) ‘is enough for himself ’, as in Arr. Epict. 3.13.6: τI δDνα/θαι α"τIν
lαυτU :ρκε7ν, ‘to be able to be self-sufficient’ (transl. W. A. Oldfather).

8. The reconstructed oath is conjectural; if it were conclusively proven to
appear here, it would constitute the earliest instance of the formula CξορκOζειν
τιν0 κατP τ@/ :θαν0του κα, καEEινOκου κορυφ@/, vel sim. See Worp 1982: 215–216
and Packman 1993.

10. Perhaps M δει[ (e.g. δει[ν(τη/) or vδει, ‘he/she knew’.

              ο]ι/ νTµοι/ νενοµο[θAτ]ηται τIν µK θρη/ `[κι]Lν? θεOων ηδε `ι 1µ `ε `π 2ο `ι 1[
              ]τικων :ποEα6ειν ε[k]δw/ lαυτIν µTνον µ `ε εuργε/θαι τ@/ lαυ `[τ
              ]τ `?γµατο/ διηγορευµ[8]νοι/ κα, τP`/ ποEιτικP/ [
      4      ]η Cν το7/ dερο7/ MµLν Cφ?νη κ̀α`, 1 q`ν x/ `ι 1ν ` [

P. Duke inv. 191 19.7 × 12.6 cm Antinoopolis 
Fig. 2



              ]να το7/ dερε `[H/]ι παρ8χ[ει]ν? lξyκον[τα] δ `ε `0η2/ `00[
              ]ν πρLτ `[ον] τοH θρη2[/κ]ε `6 `ειν :ρ[000]ε `ται[
              πρ]ο `αιρ8/εω/ zνεκε `ν η[0]0ρ `ατρ `00[00]0[
      8      ]τιν dερ8ω[0] :δικ<[α]ν ` / `ω2ζο `ν `[τ
              ]0 οXτω χρTν[ο]ν κα, µα[0000]0η2[0]0[
              ]ων νυν, προ/τιθ8ν `τ `ω2ν ` δ `ο `χ4[
              το]EµW/α/αν Cπε `ν `ε `ν `[κ
    12      ]Eοµ8νη/ καθο/[00]0 προ/κυνη2[0]00[
              ---------

7. αιρε/εω/: ρ written over θ
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. . . the laws, it has been decreed that he who . . . (does?) not . . . of the divine
service . . . enjoy the . . ., for he knew to be the only one preventing me from
. . . what was established and the municipal . . . it appeared in our temples and
if they were . . . where . . . to provide (?) to priests sixty . . . the first . . . of wor-
shipping . . . because of policy . . . injustice, preserved . . . time . . . those (?) put-
ting forward . . . she who dared bringing . . . sacred . . .

1. The upper margin seems to be visible. Letters and words at the end of the
line are uncertain except for the genitive θεOων and another genitive (]ων) preced-
ing it. Out of desperation, we might imagine the genitive plural of θεOα θρη/κεOα,
‘divine service’, which matches the overall topic of the petition and works well
with νοµοθετε7ν. Given the available space, we are obliged to conjecture that a
mistake was made (ει misspelled as ι).

2. The petitioner employs here, as in inv. 193, l. 5, the first person. Before
:ποEαDειν, perhaps there was a plural genitive representing the object of ‘enjoy-
ing’ (e.g. /ωµα]τικLν).

3. Perhaps :κοEοDθω/ το7/ διP τοH δια]τ0γµατο/ διηγορευµAνοι/, ‘in accor-
dance with what has been commanded by the edict’; the feminine plural name
governing ποEιτικ0/ might well be EειτουργOα/. See P. Flor. III 382 (Moirai, 222;
TM 19394), l. 13: ο `d α"το, κDριο[ι τUNN lβδοµ]yκοντα Zτε/ιν { 2/ `θ `α/ Cν τα7/ ποEι -
τικα7/ EειτουργOαι/ κτE., ‘The same lords to NN: for seventy years you have been
involved in the municipal liturgies . . . ’ . Overall, lines 1–3 appear to refer to regu-
lations concerning liturgical services.

5. After εξηκον, the reading is uncertain. One is tempted to read lξηκον -
[τ]α `ε `τ `η2/,̀ but unless the lost tau was stretched over the width of two letters, the
lacuna seems to be too large for it. Also, the top of the letter before the supposed
ετη/ is not ribbon-like as one would expect an alpha to be; rather, it resembles
the top of a delta. Perhaps δ `j ` τ `@2/ ` or / `@2/?̀

6. Once again, the concept of θρη/κεOα / θρη/κεDειν, ‘divine service’, surfaces
here. At the end of the surviving line reconstruct, e.g., :ρ[A/κ]ὲται or |ρ[µ(ζ]ὲται.

7. The genitive προαιρA/εω/ is probably connected to zνεκεν, which Ammon
might well have used in its classical and literary fashion, that is postponed to the
genitive it governs (cfr. LSJ9, s.v. zνεκα). Perhaps zνεκεν s [π]α `ρ `ατρ `00[00]0[ κτE.

8. The reading at the end of the line is uncertain: perhaps dερ8ω[/] :δικ<[α]ν `
/ `Q`ζο `ν `[το/ 00 dερ8ω[ν] . . . / `ω2ζ( `ν `[των.

11. The ending of the participle suggests that a woman – or a feminine entity
– is involved.

12. After the sequence προ/κυνη2[0] there is an upright in ligature with another
stroke, perhaps the left portion of a letter: it might be ει or εω, with a quite



straight and tall epsilon, or simply an eta. Perhaps προ/κυνy 2[/]η 2[ or, with eφει]Eο -
µ8νη/, προ/κυνW2[/]ε `ω2[/, ‘of the due adoration’? See the much later PSIXIII 1345
(Apollonopolis, late 7th cent.; TM 38683), ll. 15–16: τοDτων δj α["]τLν προη -
γεO/θω τ[Kν] CποφειEοµAνην προ/κDνη/ιν :π’ CµοH :πονε7µαι τU δε/π(τ} µου κτE.,
‘Let all those things be preceded by the overdue adoration to be rendered by
myself to my lord . . . ’ . After καθο/ one letter lost, then the end of an upsilon or a
sigma. Perhaps, in agreement with ]EοµAνη/, the genitive of the very rare adjec-
tive καθ(/ιο/, ‘devout’ (LSJ9, s.v.), supposedly in two endings only?

[00]/ `αρ0[
fτε τP µη0[
:πI παντ `[

4 [Eε]ιτουργ0[
[:]EEοτρ `[ι
[:]νθρωπ `[000]0[
προ/yκ2ει δ0[

8 τ `Iν β<ον Cν 0[
[0]ητα/ Rφθα`E[µ
το1/ πατ `ρ `34ο `υ `/ ` θ `[εο6/
φαηθρ[0]000[

12 φεναν000[ (m. 2)
[0]0[
α`Eεια0[
[0]Eο `ι 10[
------ 
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1. The upper margin might be visible.
4. Once again, the liturgies were mentioned.
7. δο `[ or δε `[.
9. Traces of an alpha are so faint that one is tempted to read Rφει 1E[. However,

the letter after the phi is a theta rather than an epsilon. Perhaps read ]η τP/ Rφ -
θα`E[µικ0/?

10. The ‘gods of the fatherland’ also appear in inv. 190 fr. a + 192, col. ii, l. 7.
11–15. These lines appear to have been written by a different pen and a differ-

ent hand, or in a different moment. The point of the pen is definitely sharper.
The textual content is minimal and no explanation can be offered so far. In line
15, there might be no letter before the lambda, the entire line being in slight eis-
thesis. Traces of the last letter might be an omicron or a pi.

              fr. b                              fr. c                                  fr. e
              -----                         -----                             -----
              νοµων α[                     ]απα`0[                       ]0πEη/[
              το7/ θεο7/ [                 τ@/] /@/ :ρετ@[/            ]0καµοι[
              ποιε7ν κα, [                 ] τ `οHτ( γε α[            ]δεOξε `ω2[/
      4      µενουνθ[
              τη/η καθο[
              µ `η2δεµOαν ` [                  fr. d                                fr. f
              τ@/ :EηθεO[α/             -----                             -----
      8      κριθη/ επ[                   ]χ4ρ `ι τ@[/                  ]υ `[
              Bπο 0[                         ]ε/ιν Cπ[                   ]υ `να`[
              καν0[                           ]0[0]ὰρ `0[                   -----
              0[                                -----
              -----

P. Duke inv. 190, fr. b
P. Duke inv. 190, fr. c
P. Duke inv. 190, fr. d
P. Duke inv. 190, fr. e
P. Duke inv. 190, fr. f
P. Duke inv. 190, fr. g
P. Duke inv. 190, fr. h
P. Duke inv. 190, fr. i
P. Duke inv. 190, fr. l

5 × 10.5 cm
3.6 × 2.5 cm
2.6 × 2.6 cm
2.5 × 3.7 cm
1.1 × 2.7 cm
2.2 × 1.2 cm
1.9 × 1.3 cm
3.3 × 6.7 cm
2.2 × 6.4 cm

Antinoopolis 
Fig. 4



              fr. g                  fr. h                      fr. i                           fr. l
              -----             -----                 ]φθ[               -----
              ]ω2ν `00[          ]ε `ιδυ[             ]0ν ειτ[               ]ρο/τα[
              ]00[                 -----                 ]0ι 1ο `ν ` β0[                  ]η2κατ0[
              -----                        4    ]0επε/π0[                 ]α`/θει/ `[
                                                               ]/ιερ `[            4    ]επι 1[
                                                                 -----                -----

Fr. b
5. Perhaps καθοEικK τ0ξι/. The rationalis ⁓καθοEικ(/, involved as he was in

organising the fiscal revenues from the entire dioecesis, might well have been
called forth in a matter of fraudulent liturgy-avoidance.

8. Perhaps κατA]κριθη/, ‘you were judged against’, or κριθ@/, ‘of barley’.

Fig. 4. P. Duke inv. 191, fr. b–i, l 
(© David M. Rubenstein Rare Book & Manuscript Library, 

Duke University, NC)
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Fr. c
2. Someone is addressed through the abstract formula of etiquette (M /K :ρετy).

See Zilliacus 1949: 39–50 and Agostini 2002: 60.

Fr. d
1. m]χ4ρ `ι or µA]χ 4ρ `ι.

Fr. i
1. Either the upper margin or a blank space.

]η τοDτων [

              ]µην Cχ[ β]ουEευθει/0[
              ] κα, ο~ον [ :]ντ, τοH χαρι/[θAντο/
      4      ]/ `η/ MµAρα[/ ]ι 1/ eδε κα, :ρ[
              ]/ ` µηδj ψι[ ]0/ �ν :ξ[
              ]ω2ν !"τοκρατ[(ρων τε κα], [-αι]/ `0ρων [
              ]α`µεν κατατ[0000000]µον[00]0/ιν ωδε[
      8      ]ων δικαOων [00000]/θαι κα`τ[P] δj τ@/ / `@2/ ` 0[
              Cπ], το7/ τε π[εποι]ηµAνοι/ [C]ξενεχθ@ναι [
              ]ο `υ περ, τοH χρ `[@/θ]αι τKν τ0ξ[ι]ν τKν lαυτο `[H
              ] N 2µοE(γηται 0[0]0ειτε δε7 κοι[ν]ωνε7ν αυ `[
    10      γ]ε `ν `(µενο/? δ `[ε7] / `ε Cπ, τ@/ /@/ :ρετ@/ [
              ]A `νοι/ /οι 1 [BπI το]H CµοH δε/π[(το]υ ` /αφ[
              ] τ `Lν νHν [ ]0αζοµ `[
              ]ε `τα/ χειρ `[ ]ε `π 2[
    16      ]ο `ρ `[
              ---------

6. Perhaps δε/ποτLν Mµ]Lν.
7. Perhaps µ(ν[οι] or µ(ν[ον] x2/ιν �δε κτE.
8. After κὰτ[P] δj τ@/ /̀@2/̀, probably an abstract formula of etiquette, as in l. 12.

P. Duke inv. 190, fr. m
P. Duke inv. 190, fr. n

9.2 × 16.6 cm
5.2 × 14.5 cm

Antinoopolis 
Fig. 5



10. The accusative τ0ξιν might be the subject of an infinitive which is in turn
substantivised by περ, τοH (‘about the fact that his office uses . . . ’). Ammon refers
to the office (τ0ξι/) of his addressee, obviously a member of the Roman admin-
istration.

11. Perhaps δ `[ο]κ`ε7τε or δ `[ο]κ`ε7 τε, followed by δε7 κοινωνε7ν.
12–13. Once again, higher officials and perhaps an emperor (δε/π(τη/) are

mentioned.
15. Perhaps ]ε ` τP/ χε7ρ `[α/.

Fig. 5. P. Duke inv. 191, fr. m+n
(© David M. Rubenstein Rare Book & Manuscript Library, 

Duke University, NC)
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col. i (= P. Duke inv. 190, fr. a, col. i)
              --------------
              [ ]00[
              [ ±40 ]ν Bποµν `[η]µ?των κα[00000000000]000[000]0γ 4ενοµεν[
              [ ±40 ]ων B `µt/ s 2 κ̀α, το7/ BπI /ο `[H? 000000]θε7/ι γρ?µµα/ι
      4      [ ±40 ]α/ κακ<α`[/ µ]j `ν fτι δ8ον :γαπtν α"τIν εk / `[υγ]χωρW/ει Cν
              [ ±40 ]00ε `0ενι 10[000]ι/ κα, δικα<ω/ διακατ8χου/ `ι 1ν ` [C]β?/καινεν
              ]0[00000]τ `ων Cπιτη[000]0ε `00[00]000[000]µ `ενων

6. ε `0: perhaps ε `ι 1 corr. ex η

. . . of the minutes (?) . . . you, or with (?) the papers submitted by you (?) . . .
evils, on the one hand because we ought to be benevolent towards him if he
will yield in . . . he envied those who rightfully occupied . . . 

col. ii (= P. Duke inv. 190, fr. a, col. ii)
              --------------
              [00000000]00[ ±38 ] α`/εβ̀[
              [0000]0[0] τροφKν ` [0]α`[0000000000]000[00]0/ `υνη/ `[0000000]κ 2ριθ@ναι, ο"

µTν[ον fτ]ι ψευδε7/ κα[,]
              παρανTµου/ δεW/ει/ C `[τTE]µη/εν τS θ `[ει]Tτητι τLν ` [δε/]πTτων

MµLν διαπA[µπε]/ `θαι τοιαHτ `[α]
      4      παραEογι/?µενο/, ο~α µη2δ `j `ν :πεγν[ω/]µ8νο/ mνθ `ρωπο/ CτTEµα

πρ `I `/ τKν Zνθε `ο `ν ` γ`ν `L2/ιν
              φανερL/ οX `τ `ω ψε6/α/θαι, :EEP κα, fτι πρ[οφ]?`/ `ει τ@/ dερω2/ `6 `νη2/

:Eειτουργη/ `< 1α/ :πTEαυ/ `ι 1ν ` οXτω µει-
              /Tθεο/ β[οg κ]α, :/εβ@/ N/ τ `P` lξWκοντα Zτ[η e? γε]γονw/ mχ[ρ]ι

τα6τη/ τ@/ β[α/ιEε]<α/ προεE8 `E `υθεν ο"κ εk/ ι 1[
              ει/ d 1ερP/ κ`[α, το1/?] πατρ3ου/ θ `ε `ο6/ ` [000000000] πρ,ν s µικρt/

προτ8ρ `α`ν ` 0[000]π 2[0]Eη/ φο0[0]0[00]0/ `η2/ `π 2[00]

5–6. l. µι/(θεο/ || 6. ουκ ει-: ε corr. ex α

P. Duke inv. 190, fr. a
P. Duke inv. 192

55.5 × 8 cm
35.5 × 8 cm

Antinoopolis 
Figs. 6–7



… to be judged (?), not only because he dared to submit illegal and false peti-
tions to the divinity of our lords, concocting such fallacies, that no man who
has given up all hope would have dared to so openly falsify towards the
divine knowledge; but also because under the pretence of priesthood, the
abandoned and godless wretch shouts so much about his enjoying the privi-
lege of being exempted from liturgies, that despite having reached his sixti-
eth year, until the current reign he came forward, not … the holy buildings
(?) and the gods of the fatherland … before … small … first …

col. iii (= P. Duke inv. 192)
              --------------
              0[0]ι 100[00]0ὰθ `[00000000000]0τηδε παν `[000000000]/ `τιµοι

καπ 2[000000]/ `α`υ `[0000]ενο[00000000]αEη-
              θ8 `ντ `α` προ/ενη2[νAχθαι?]

. . . talked about . . . deal with . . .

Col. i

2. The last two letters in the ]000[ passage resemble an upright and the bottom
of a sigma; traces are also in keeping with a single eta or pi. Letters in the final
lacuna might range from none to four or five.

3. The ending -θει/ι suggests an aorist participle in the dative, governed by
γρ0µµα/ι. A compound of δOδωµι or τOθηµι might well do. Perhaps Bποδο]θε7/ι
or Cπιτε]θε7/ι.

4–5. Perhaps in these two lines a repentant offender was discussed – he would
be eligible for leniency, provided he confessed to his crimes and motive (envy?).

5. Perhaps το]7/ κα, δικα<ω/ διακατ8χου/ `ι 1ν ` κτE.
6. Traces are unclear in the last portion of the line. After επιτη and about

three lost letters, traces of a gamma or tau are visible, then perhaps an eta where
the left portion has been retraced as to form an epsilon; what follows appears to
be an iota and mu, but it could also be taken for a theta and alpha. After the next
lacuna, there might be traces of an eta and sigma – perhaps Cπ, τ@[/ 00]0000[00]η2/?̀
– and of a horizontal bar which resembles that of a tau.
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Fig. 6. P. Duke inv. 190, fr. a (© David M. Rubenstein Rare Book &Manuscript Library, Duke University, NC)

Fig. 7. P. Duke inv. 192 (© David M. Rubenstein Rare Book &Manuscript Library, Duke University, NC)
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Col. ii

For the sake of clarity, in Fig. 8 below I present here the clause structure
of the text preserved in col. ii as I understand it. As expected from
Ammon’s refined education, the text is complex and presents more than
one layer of dependent clauses. Some attention is paid to balance: the
result clause τοια%τα . . . ο&α mirrors that in the following lines (ο'τω . . .
)* προε./.υθεν), with the additional detail of being a third-level depend-
ent clause (it is governed by the participle παρα.ογι*4µενο*) rather than
a second-level one.

2. Perhaps ]η2[ν] before τροφ7ν.
2–3. Both ψευδ:* and παρ4νοµο* are found only here in association with

δ/η*ι*.
3. Before ]οτητι, there is room for only three letters; one can safely expect an

abstract expression of etiquette used to indicate the emperors. Both ; `[γι]<τητι
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Fig. 8. Structure of the text in P. Duke inv. 190, fr. a, col. ii



and θ `[ει]<τητι are possible; I prefer θ `[ει]<τητι by virtue of comparison with Eus.
h.e. 9.1.3–6, where a letter from a praetorian prefect of the East is quoted in Greek
translation that refers twice to the emperors Galerius and Constantine I as =
θει<τη* τ>ν δε*ποτ>ν =µ>ν θειοτ4των or δυνατωτ4των α?τοκρατ<ρων.23 The
infinitive διαπ/µπε*θαι is here meant in medial form (LSJ9, s.v. διαπ/µπω II, III).

4–5. The use of both παρα.ογAζε*θαι (‘cheat’, ‘reason falsely’) and ψεCδε*θαι
(‘lie’, falsify’, ‘deceive’) with the same reference (τοια%τα . . . ο&α) emphasises, in
the author’s mind, the mischief done by the defendant; it is also difficult to trans-
late properly.

4. The collocation Dπεγνω*µ/νο* Eνθρωπο* is rare. Passages such as D.S.
14.66.5–67.1: καF τα%τ’ Gπραξεν, I Jε% καF θεοF π4ντε*, Kπηρ/τη* DρχεAων, Dπε -
γνω*µ/νο* Eνθρωπο*, ‘And these deeds, O Zeus and all the gods, were the work
of a public clerk, of a desperate man’ (transl. C. H. Oldfather), referring to
Dionysius the Elder – a man who has given up all hope of being redeemed and
thus plunges deeper and deeper into evildoing – seem to point to a translation
such as ‘a desperate man’: only a thoroughly debauched individual would dare to
lie to the emperors’ faces.

One would have expected a more complex sentence, something like ‘never
would a man who is not / unless he is completely desperate, dare to concoct such
lies’ etc., meaning that the accused individual is that desperate. Instead, we only
have µηδMν Dπεγνω*µ/νο* Eνθρωπο* Nτ<.µα, ‘never would have a desperate man
dared’, but a desperate man, by definition, is capable of anything. Alternatively,
one may take the passive past participle Dπεγνω*µ/νο* for something like ‘recog-
nised innocent’ or ‘acquitted’ (LSJ9, s.v. DπογιγνO*κω II.2, III.2; the opposite of
Nγνω*µ/νο* ‘recognised guilty’: LSJ9 , s.v. γιγνO*κω II.1–2): that is, the defendant
has actually been dispensed from contributing to the liturgies, and yet he insists
with his lies.

The imperfect Nτ<.µα stands here for the consequent in a third conditional
clause (‘no one else would have done that’) with implicit antecedent (Dπεγνω*µP -
νο*, ‘desperate’, or ‘having been acquitted’?), and is here used without Eν, perhaps
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  23 The official letter, emanated by Sabinus (PLRE I, p. 791: ‘Sabinus 3’) in 311 at the begin-
ning of Maximinus II Daza’s reign, was meant to temporarily stop the persecution against
Christians in the east, as a prelude to the enforcement of the Edict of Serdica (311);
according to Eusebius, Maximinus wished to slow down the effects of this enforcement.
The Greek θει<τη* was probably the translation of the Latin diuinitas: see, e.g., Auson.
grat. act. 10.45: Et nunc ego, piissime imperator, ne fastigium auditorii sacri, dictorum tuorum
timidus interpres, offendam, diuinitatis tuae prope cum piaculo uerba transcurro, ‘A questo punto,
imperatore piissimo, per non offendere la maestà di questo sacro uditorio col farmi timido
interprete delle tue parole, non faccio altro che commentare i termini che ha usato la tua
divinità’ (transl. A. Pastorino).



138                                                                            GIULIO IOVINE

giving a nuance to the verb such as ‘no one should have done that’.24 For Gνθεο*
γν>*ι*, which has not been documented in papyri (but see P. Oxy. XVIII 2193
[Oxyrhynchos, late 4th – early 5th cent.; TM 35623]), ll. 15–19: διQ N.θο%*α = γρα%*
Rτ:*ατο γρ4µµατα πρQ* τSν *Sν Gνθεον γνOµην, ‘Wherefore the old woman came
and demanded letters to your inspired judgment’ [transl. C. H. Roberts]), see
Eus. Ps. 23.415.2; Or. exp. in Pr. 17.200.10; Procl. in Ti. 3.160.12.

5–6. These lines make it very clear that the defendant has gained and is cur-
rently enjoying an exemption from liturgies (D.ειτουργη* `T 1α* DπU.αυ* `ι 1ν)̀ under
the pretence that he belongs to the clergy (πρ[οφ]V̀* `ει τW* Xερω2* `Y `νη2*), despite the
fact that he is already old enough to be exempted on an age basis: Diocletian’s
and Maximianus’ abovementioned rescript in C. 10.50.3, for instance, draws the
line at the age of fifty-five (see above, n. 18), and the defendant is older than sixty
(τ `Z̀ [ξ7κοντα Gτ[η \? γε]γονO*).

5. For προφ4*ει + genitive, ‘under the pretence of something’, and πρ<φα*ι* as
an ‘alleged motive’ (LSJ9 s.v. πρ<φα*ι* I.1–2), see, e.g., BGU II 648 (Terenouthis,
164 or 196; TM 20177), ll. 8–12: \ τοCτου Dδε.φQ* ]ανετβW* καF _αW*ι* ]ατερ -
µοCθεω* Dνεψι4 µου βιαAω* Dντι[.]αµβ4νονται τ[ο]% πατρικο% µου µ/ρου* προφ4 -
*ει γεωργAα* βα*ι.ικW* γW*, ‘His brother Panetbes and Thaesis daughter of Pater-
mouthis, my cousin, took forcefully possession of my paternal portion, under the
pretence of cultivation of the royal land’. Roughly the same meaning, with less
poignancy, is perhaps to be found in P. Oxy. XVII 2110 (Oxyrhynchos, 370; TM
17494), ll. 13–15: %αρµ4τη* .ογι*τεC*α* ε`π(εν): a*ω* κατ’ Eγνοιαν \ Dδε.φQ* =µ>ν
bρµεAα* \ πρ<εδρο* K `[π]/.αβεν cακρ<βιον dντα Nκ τ>ν κδe τ>ν διατυπωθ/ντων
KπQ το% κυρAου µου [fα]τιανο%, ο `g `[το*] δM ο?κ hφA.ει Nνοχ.εi*θαι προφ4*ε `ι Nπι -
µε.εAαι*, ‘Sarmates, ex-logistes, said, “Perhaps it was in ignorance that our brother
Hermias the president impressed Macrobius who is among the 24 ordained by
my lord Tatianus, and he ought not to be burdened on the score of an adminis-
tration’ (transl. A. S. Hunt). In the sentence ο `g `[το*] . . . προφ4*ε `ι Nπιµε.εAα{ι}*,
‘he ought not to be burdened on the score of an administration’, the Nπιµ/.εια
seems to stand as an unworthy cause for Macrobius to be burdened with. The
word D.ειτουργη*Aα, ‘exemption from liturgies’, is not frequent in papyri, and
usually appears in petitions and concessions (e.g. P. Oxy. I 40 [Oxyrhynchos, late
2nd – early 3rd cent.; TM 28401], ll. 8–10: δAδαξον τ[Qν *τρα]τηγQν, εj jατρQ* ε`
δηµο* `[ιε]Cων Nπιτη[δεAω*] καF kξει* τSν D.ειτουργη*Aαν, ‘If you are a doctor offi -
cially and properly practising, show it to the strategos, and you shall have the
immunity’ [transl. B. P. Grenfell and A. S. Hunt, with changes]).

  24 The particle can sometimes be omitted, if the protasis conveys the idea of obligation,
appropriateness or logical consequence: see Heilmann 1963: 330 (§480). A slightly different
perspective in Van Emde Boas et alii 2017: 443–444 (§34.17), where the absence of Eν in coun-
terfactual statements is only justified by the use of specific verbs (Gδει, NχρWν, µP..ω, etc.).



6. This reconstruction has mainly been based on the fact that a main verb is
required here (β[000]αι cannot be an infinitive) and that a θε<* can hardly be
D*εβ:*, therefore the letters θεο* are probably part of a longer world. The adjec-
tive µι*<θεο*, here slightly misspelled (putting ει for ι is quite frequent at this
stage), matches the following D*εβ:* well; if we connect them with κ]αA, the
remaining space in the lacuna allows for a very short verb beginning with β-.
Here, βοlν is employed in the sense of ‘shout out for’, ‘celebrate aloud’: see LSJ9,
s.v. βο4ω I.2; II.4. The preposition Eχ[ρ]ι suggests the supplement β[α*ι.ε]Tα*:
Eχ[ρ]ι ταYτη* τW* β[α*ι.ε]Tα* seems to mean that the accused individual has been
doing something ‘until the present reign’, the reign of the current emperor(s).

6–7. The lacunae in the last line of the fragment are such as to compromise
reconstruction of the passage. Between lines 6 and 7, there might have been the
double accusative προε.P `. `υθεν ο?κ εj* X 1[δρC*]ει* X 1ερZ* κ̀[αF τοm*] πατρnου* θ `ε `οY*,̀
‘he has come forward, not towards the holy foundations/abodes [i.e. the temples]
and the gods of the fatherland . . . ’. Words such as oδρυ*ι* and oδρυµα are closely
linked to temples (LSJ9, s.v. oδρυµα 2 and oδρυ*ι* I–II)25 and, though not found in
papyri to date, see the compound καθAδρυ*ι*, ‘foundation feast’, in P. Louvre I 4
(Soknopaiou Nesos, before 166; TM 11853), col. iv, l. 73: f%βι ηp καθιδρC*εω* ναο%
θεο% %οκνοπαAου =µερ>(ν) ζ DνZ (πυρο%) (Dρτ4βα*) δ (πυρο%) (Dρτ4βαι) κη, ‘Le 8
Tybi, pour la fête de la fondation du temple du dieu Soknopaios, 7 jours à 4 art.
de blé: 28 art. de blé’ (transl. L. Capron). Alternatively, perhaps it was ο?κ εj*
o 1[β]ει* X 1ερZ*, ‘the sacred ibises’, although in this case it is not clear what point
Ammon would be trying to make. Regarding ibises being kept in temples and
fed, see, e.g., BGUXVIII 2757 (Herakleopolis, 78 bce; TM 47221), ll. 4–6: εj* τρο -
φS2[ν καF τSν E..ην] Nπ 2ιµ/.ειαν [τ]>ν jβ[Aων καF Xερ4κων?] καF τ>ν ` È. `. `[ων Xερ>ν
ζnων κτ.., ‘for the feeding and the overall care of the ibises, the hawks? and the
other sacred animals . . . ’, or SB III 6029 (Omboi, 77 bce; TM 5647), ll. 1–4: Gτου* ε,
_Oυθ κγ. fαφW* jβAων καF Xερ4κων καF τη D.ην Nπιµε.(εAα*) Xερ>ν <τ>ν> ζOν το%
δ (Gτου*) κτ.., ‘Year fifth, Thoth 23. (For the) burial of ibises and hawks and the
overall care of sacred animals in the year fourth . . . ’.

7. The conjunction πρAν normally governs the simple infinitive; it can some-
times be found with q, as in BGU IV 1071 (Krokodilopolis, 4th cent.; TM 31015),
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  25 See also Pl. 909e8–910a1: καF το?ναντAον rταν ε?πορAα* τινQ* .4βωνται, καθιερο%ν τε
τQ παρQν DεF καF θυ*Aα* εsχε*θαι καF XδρC*ει* Kπι*χνεi*θαι θεοi* καF δαAµο*ιν καF παι*Fν θε>ν,
‘and conversely for those who have had a slice of good fortune, to dedicate whatever hap-
pens to be at hand at the moment, and to vow sacrifice and promise the founding of
shrines to gods and demi-gods and children of gods’ (transl. R. G. Bury), and Plu. 360c4:
‘ . . . φ.εγ<µενοι τSν ψυχSν µεθ’ 'βρεω*’ Nδ/ξαντο θε>ν NπωνυµAα* καF να>ν XδρC*ει* κτ..,
‘ . . . “with souls enkindled with the fire of youth and folly . . . ” have assumed to be called
gods and to have temples dedicated in their honour’ (transl. F. C. Babbit).
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ll. 5–6: )* δM πρFν t .αβεiν τSν uωµαAων πο.ειτA[αν Nχρηµ4τιζεν] κτ.., ‘as he
deliberated before receiving Roman citizenship’; see also the list in Van Emde
Boas et alii 2017: 537 (§47.2). One is tempted to supply πρFν t µικρl* προτPρ `α `ν ` N `[ξ
Nπι]π `[ο].W*, ‘before . . . the first from a small surface . . . ’, but the line is missing
too many letters for the supplement to be viable.

Col. iii

1. If one reads G]* `τι or N]* `τA µοι, this would mark a first-person tone for the
section – or the whole document: see inv. 191, l. 2, and 193, l. 5.

2–3. Perhaps δια.]α.ηθP `ντ `α,̀ ‘the things talked about’ or ‘discussed’. In associ-
ation with προ*φ/ρειν, the sentence might sound like ‘to have met / dealt / agreed
with the conditions being discussed’.

3. The infinitive is conjectural; the first person προ*εν:2[νοχα] might fit the
bill as well, if the likewise conjectural reading at line 1 were to be confirmed.

Giulio Iovine
Università di Bologna ‘Alma Mater Studiorum’
Dipartimento di Storia Culture Civiltà (DISCI)
Via Zamboni 38
40126 Bologna
Italy
e-mail: giulio.iovine2@unibo.it

APPENDIX

P. Duke inv. 190, fr. a and fr. 192 both show a series of similar shapes the
dimensions of which and distances from one iteration to the next vary in
a regular way. The illustration below (Fig. 9) shows the main repeating
sequence: a mound (signalled by a semi-circular shape) followed by a hole
(signalled by a triangle pointing downwards). The distance between the
tops of the subsequent mounds in both fragments decreases slightly from
11 to 6.5 cm, on an irregular basis (sometimes 1 cm, sometimes half a cen-
timetre, sometimes no decrease at all); the column represented in inv. 192



is very likely directly following the second column in fr. a. Therefore,
according to the available measurements, between the last visible mound
in inv. 190 fr. a and the first visible in inv. 192 one can suppose a distance
of between 8.5 and 9 cm. This distance must include (Fig. 10):

– 2 cm between the last mound of fr. a and the end of the fragment;
– 4 cm between the beginning of inv. 192 and its first mound (of which

only half is occupied by the writing frame, the rest being part of the inter-
columnium);

– a lost portion of papyrus measuring between 2.5 and 3 cm.
If 2.5 / 3 cm is added there to the 2 cm of intercolumnar space between

the beginning of inv. 192 and the beginning of the writing frame, the
result is 4.5 to 5 cm of intercolumnium as a whole, which is consistent
with the extant measurements between fr. a, col. i and ii (see above).
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Fig. 9. The arrangement of columns in P. Duke inv. 190, fr. a + 192
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Abstract: The article presents a new edition and translation of P. Mert. II 81,
offering textual corrections based on available high-resolution images. The
palimpsest document is a letter from Epoeris to Demetrios (whom she calls
‘son’, most likely in an affectionate, non-literal sense) discussing a dispute
involving a priest. Epoeris relates she has been engaging in persistent oracular
consultations seeking divine guidance for Demetrios, which demonstrates how
oracles were used in everyday decision-making in Roman Egypt. The letter
provides insights into kinship terminology, social relationships, and ritual prac-
tices. The newly restored text clarifies episodes of family negotiation, possibly
personal debt, and the handling of sensitive affairs through temple oracles.
Keywords: oracular inquiry, Roman Egypt, private letters, kinship termino -
logy, documentary papyri, palimpsest, family relationships.
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Abstract: The article presents the first edition of two Coptic ostraca held
in the collection of the Dnipro Museum: one contains a fragmentary copy
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of Jesus’ apocryphal letter to Abgar and the other is a tax receipt from
Djeme, dated to 717 ad.
Keywords: Dnipro Museum, Coptic ostraca, Egypt, apocrypha, tax receipt.
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Abstract: Annotated editions and translations of seven Arabic slave sale
contracts on papyrus dating from the late ninth and early tenth centuries ce.
Six of these documents belong to the Arabic Papyrus, Parchment and Paper
Collection of the University of Utah’s J. Willard Marriott Library; one docu-
ment is kept in the Egyptian National Library (its editio princeps has been
published as P. Cair. Arab. II 124).
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Abstract: First editions and re-editions of six Coptic and Copto-Greek ostraca
from the collections of the Warsaw National Museum and the University of
Warsaw. Five objects come from the Polish-French excavations at Edfu (Egypt)
in 1930s, one from the Polish works at Faras (Nubia), and one is most likely of
Middle-Egyptian provenance. The pieces from Edfu represent the well-known
types of texts on potsherds known from other publications of the material
from this site. They include receipts and accounts connected with deliveries of
wine and crops. The text from Middle Egypt is an addition to the collection
some 170 ostraca of the so-called etmoulon type. The ostracon from Faras is the
only literary text in the lot, preserving the beginning of Psalm 1. The edited
ostraca are also studied from the perspective of their materiality, presenting the
characteristics of vessel forms and fabrics used for their production.
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Abstract: Edition, translation and commentary to some scattered fragments
from the Duke University papyri collection (P. Duke inv. 190–193 and 195),
which are part of the so-called archive of Ammon scholasticus (1st half of 4th
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cent. ce) and may cover a single occurrence, a petition or records of court
proceedings, referring an individual pretending to be a priest to escape his
liturgies.
Keywords: archive of Ammon, late antique Egypt, Egyptian priesthood,
petition, court proceedings.
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An inscription from Hermopolis ...........................................................................      145

Abstract: Hermopolis was an important cultic and administrative centre of
Graeco-Roman Egypt. During three seasons (1987–1990) a Polish-Egyptian
archaeological expedition directed by Marek Barański carried out excava-
tions in the citiy’s Great Basilica. The inscription under discussion is one of
the results of these excavations.
Keywords: Hermopolis, archaeological works, Greek inscription, Hermes.
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Conto di vino (SB XII 10892 verso) ....................................................................      155

Abstract: First edition of a wine account extending over six columns.
Columns i–iv (iv is lost) record the sale of vintage wine and columns v–vi
payments to the parties involved (intermediaries, administrators, camel driv-
ers, and donkey drivers) made with the profits from the sale of wine. The
vineyards are located in the area of Karanis. The account was most likely
written in 194 ce using the back of the land administration register SB XII
10892 edited by Anna Świderek in JJP 16/17 (1971) and republished by the
author JJP LIV (2024).
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nis (Arsinoites).
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Diocles’ Law (Dem. 24.42) and the problem of the validity of laws 
in Athens in the late fifth century bce ..................................................................      179

Abstract:The article examines the significance of Diocles’ Law (Dem. 24.42)
for the growing problem of (in)validity of laws in the Athenian legal order in
the late fifth century bce. Diocles’ Law should be understood as part of the
broader set of vital principles that constituted an ‘evolving law reform’
aimed at consolidating laws and strengthening the rule of law and democracy
after deep constitutional crises. This study reconstructs the factual and legal
background to which specific clauses of Diocles’ Law refer (sections 2.1–2.4;
!ν δηµοκρατ*+, κυρ*ου- ε/ναι, the archonship of Eucleides, 1ναγεγραµµ3νοι).
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More broadly, it outlines the challenges the Athenians faced at that time,
and the measures they took to address them, arising not only from the two
oligarchic coups d’état, but also from mounting problems in their legal, con-
stitutional, and judicial order. The article also argues that an analysis of Greek
legal language – and its manoeuvrings as seen in Andocides’ On the Mysteries
– confirms that issues of the validity (κυρ*ου- ε/ναι) of laws must be distin-
guished from those concerning their application (χρ5σθαι). Even though the
latter also played a role at the time, especially due to the caesura marked by
the archonship of Eucleides (403/2), the central argument is that Diocles’
Law was enacted to impose order specifically on the validity of laws at a very
particular historical moment. This law was relevant retrospectively to ‘the
scrutiny of the laws’, with the vital involvement of 1ναγραφε9- τ:ν ν;µων
from the beginning of their work in 410, and, more broadly, to future law-
making. In addition (section 3), the article eventually identifies the principle
of ‘legal certainty’, which underpinned the introduction of Diocles’ Law, and
formed a key part of Athenian legal culture at the end of the fifth century bce.
Keywords: Diocles’ Law, validity of law, application of law, classical Athens, law
reform, law-making, the scrutiny of the laws, legal certainty, law consolidation.
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Abstract: The article formulates a hypothesis that the penalties referred to
in lines 6–8 of P. Col. VI 123 (Alexandria, 200 ce) are related to two edicts
copied in P. Oxy.XLVII 3364 (Oxyrhynchos, 209 ce), ll. 1–9, in which Septi-
mius Severus and Caracalla ordered the population to return to their home-
land. In these edicts, penalties were imposed both on the fugitives and on
their protectors, but additionally, as an incentive to follow the imperial
order, a period of amnesty was announced. Similar amnesty is mentioned
also in the Columbia papyrus.
Keywords: 1π>κριµα, ?δ@α, imperial edict, amnesty, petition.
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The purpose of P. Dionysia (P. Oxy. II 237) and its mysterious beginning ................          251

Abstract: This article presents a new hypothesis regarding the function the
so-called Petition of Dionysia (P. Oxy. II 237 = P. Dionysia). The study re-exam-
ines the papyrus’ structure and its procedural context, focusing on its newly
deciphered mysterious beginning (col. i) by Constantinos Balamoshev. The
findings suggest that P. Dionysia be not the original petition but rather a
copy, possibly official, produced during its administrative processing. I con-
jecture that the document represents a late procedural stage, possibly includ-
ing the governor’s final decision and subsequent requests for execution.



Keywords: Dionysia, juristic papyrology, Roman administration of justice,
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Abstract: Papyrological sources from late antique Egypt attest to a variety
of non-religious contexts in which clergy below the episcopal level – mainly
presbyters and deacons – exercised authority in rural settlements. These
contexts include formal and informal representation of village communities,
mediation in conflict, and policing of the morals. While these phenomena
have already drawn the attention of scholars, they were often viewed strictly
as an outcrop of the religious authority wielded by the clergy. The present
contribution is an attempt to nuance this perspective by taking into consid-
eration the diverse socio-economic factors which contributed to the social
standing of the clergy. It uses Pierre Bourdieu’s field theory, with its subse-
quent reiterations, as the main theoretical framework and builds on the con-
cepts of capital accumulation and convertibility between social fields in
order to arrive at a multifaceted analysis of the clerics’ position as fully inte-
grated members of rural societies.
Keywords: late antiquity, Greek and Coptic papyri, clergy, institutional
church, authority, field theory, forms of capital.
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To sell or to have sold? Hypotheke-prasis and dikaia time in P. Budge .....................          311

Abstract: A tiny archive composed of the famous Coptic arbitration proto-
col P. Budge and three associated Greek documents, a settlement of claims,
a sale, and a loosely connected marriage document, bring forward a fascinat-
ing controversy of the tormented times between the Persian and the Arab
conquests of Egypt. Its settlement testifies to the operative force of law,
legal awareness of its users, and dispute-resolution strategies in an environ-
ment of intrinsic legal plurality. A new text edition, providing an in-depth
study of this material, delving into the dispute resolution method, rhetorics,
and proper reconstruction of the events, is presently in the works. Before it
is published, we would like to present here an aspect of this matter, closely
connected to the very origin of the dispute, viz. our hypothesis on the
nature of the security provided by the borrower, the widow Thekla, to her
creditors, the consorts Philemon and Thekla. This central matter of the
P. Budge controversy witnesses the profound legal awareness of its parties.
Operating within the legal framework provided by Roman law, and without
attempts to transgress it, the law-users of seventh-century Edfu managed to
bend and form it to serve best their needs, creating a flexible form of security,
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fitting the circumstances of Thekla-the-Widow and the creditors couple. It
is amazing to see how, even at the dusk of its domination of Egypt, the
Roman legal forma mentis was so strongly present in this inherently plural
society.
Keywords: Edfu, arbitration, late antique Egypt, securities, hypotheke-prasis,
dikaia time, legal practice, apotage, hypothekimaia asphaleia.
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