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J. DAVID THOMAS

1) Epistrategoi in P.Rainer Cent. 68 — 2) A Note on CPR XVIIA 16

1) Epistrategoi in P.Rainer Cent. 68

P.Rainer Cent. 68, which was edited by Dr John Rea, is a republication, with additional
fragments, of CPR V 5 (also edited by Rea). It is a very interesting, indeed unique, text, which
concerns the appointment of guarantors for the payment of a surety (mpdctipov) in cases of
appeal against nomination to municipal offices. A sizable fragment discovered since the
publication of CPR V 5 contains new information on lines 20ff. The passage which I wish to
consider in this note consists of lines 16-24:

16 "AnoAddviog 0 kol Toidwpog Atddpmg "AnoAlaviov "Avrivoéams [ + 12

17 To1ddpou 100 ko Xapioiov kol "AnoAlwoviov Aovkiov dvopasbeic ........ [.....

18 xpatiot BovAf tfig Avkomolertdv TOLews EKKAAESAUEVOS TOLPEGYEY TOD TPOGTIHOL
19 [&v (8p.)] Bpxe éy[yJuntag ‘Eppiay 10v kol @1daviivoov "AroAdevi| + 22

20 Ao...[.]Jg dugotépoug ‘Avtivogag. mpog Se thy o[ £ 22

21 TV T o (Eter) Hro 10D kpartioTov Teipwvog 0 "Anordavi[og * 6 Tolg €nt Thv dma-
22 mow droatalkeiot avtiypogov dropvipatog [ £ 25

23 émotpotiyov émit tod 1y (Etoug) Mecoph T Gvamepn| £ 25

24 Kipov énitponog oxeydypevog elnelv + 35

In the introduction to P.Rainer Cent. 68 Rea puts forward three hypotheses with regard to
this text which, when taken together, appear to pose a problem. He proposes (1) that Kimon
who is mentioned in line 24 is the epistrategos who is referred (o in the previous line; (2) that
Tiro, the xpdtiotog mentioned in line 21, is likely to be the man known as epistrategos from
several texts from Hermopolis dating from the reign of Gallienus!; and (3) that the text is most
likely to date from c. AD 235. The problem which these assumptions seem to pose is the
difficulty of fitting in two new epistrategoi at this period, when we already know of two, if not
three, epistrategoi {unctioning in the period AD 232-235 (see below).

The first of the above hypotheses is scarcely open (o doubt. In my book on the epistrategos
I discussed whether epistrategoi were ever referred to simply as éni’tponmz. At that time there
appeared to be no good instance of this occurring, but the new evidence of P.Rainer Cent. 68
scems, as Rea says (note to lines 20-24), to provide a clear case where it does happen. We can
hardly doubt that line 24 begins a citation from the minutes of the epistrategos mentioned in
the previous line, which clearly shows that Kimon, who is here called an énitpomog, was in
fact an epistrategos>. Whether Tiro is an epistrategos is less certain, but seems to be more
likely than not.

'SPP V (CPH) 57, 59, 61, 62, and XX 64.

2 1. D. Thomas, The epistrategos in Ptolemaic and Roman Egypt: Part 2, The Roman epistrategos
(Papyrologica Coloniensia VI), Opladen 1982, 47-50. Henceforth this work is referred to as Roman
epistrategos.

3 Epistrategoi were of course Roman procurators and so it is quite correct for them to be described
as énitporot; cf. Roman epistrategos, 47-50. In general, however, the discussion in these pages of the
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We may now turn to the date of the text. As can be seen from the passage quoted, Kimon’s
activities are attested for Mesore of a year 13, for which the only possibilities are regnal years
of Severus Alexander or Gallienus4, and Rea shows reasons why we should accept the former,
i. e. Kimon was in office as epistrategos in August of AD 234. Tiro’s activities belong in a year
1 which ought to be later than the year 13 when Kimon was in office, and the most natural
assumption is that it is the first year of the succeeding reign, that of Maximinus; i. . Tiro was
in office in AD 234/35. If we compare this with the List of epistrategoi given in Roman
epistrategos, 191, we find the following:

68 Severus Vibius Aurelianus December 23 1/January 232 SB V 8312
69 Hieracio t. p. q. January/February 234 P.Flor. 158
70 Tulius ILulianus 14 December 235 PSI XII 1248

Even il we ignore Hieracio, for whom we have only a terminus post quem, it is apparent that it
is very difficult to find room for both Kimon and Tiro in this short space of time.

There is, however, a way out of this difficulty. The names given above of epistrategoi, nos.
68-70 in the List, are epistrategoi of the Heptanomia. The entry in P.Rainer Cent. 68 which
relates to the activities of both Kimon and Tiro is clearly concerned with the Lycopolite nome
(sec line 18) and the Lycopolite was not in the Heptanomia but in the Thebaid. Kimon,
therefore, and Tiro too, if he was also an epistrategos, were most probably epistrategoi of the
Thebaid. The apparent problem thus disappears and we can add the names of one or perhaps
two epistrategoi to those known for the Thebaid. This is particularly valuable as we did not
hitherto know the name of any epistrategos from this region later than soon after AD 216/175.

The removal ol this problem, however, does 1e-open the question of the date of P.Rainer
Cent. 6§; and the hypothesis referred to above, thar Tiro in the present text is identical with
Aurelius Tiro krowa fron texts in SPP V, also needs to be reconsidered®. Aurelius Tiro in SPP
V is allested as a former epistrategos with authority in Herniopolis and was therefore an
epistrategos of the Heptanomia. 1f our Tiro is the same mnan, he must have been at ditferent
times epistrategos of the Thebaid and epistrategos of the Heptanomia. This is certainly
possible. Indeed, a parallel can be adduced for a man who was at different times epistrategos in
two different sections of Egypl7.

If we accept this, there is an obvious attraction in assigning year 13 in P.Rainer Cent. 68 to
the reign of Gallienus. We could suppose that Tiro, after having been epistrategos of the
Heptanomia prior to year 15 ot Gallicnus (the year which is mentioned in the texts in SPP V
cited in n. 1), became epistrategos of the Thebaid in a year 1 later than year 13 of Gallienus
(when Kimon was epistrategos of the Thebaid), most probably the tirst year of Gallienus’

use of éntrporog for an epistrategos (esp. p. 49) needs io be modified in the light of the new evidence of
P.Rainer Cent. 68.

4 The text belongs in (ke third century, after thz introduction of the boulai, and the only emperors to
attain thirteen years in this cenlury were Septimius Severus. Severus Alexander and Gallienus. We can
reject Septimius Severus because of the reference in line 28 to pvipng "AxOlov (sce Rea’s comment in
the introduction).

5 See nos. 26-27 in the List given in Roman epistrategos, 186-7. There is no real doubt that there
continued (o be epistrategoi of the Thebaid down to the reign ot Diocletian, as the evidence of P.Ambh. I
137 suggests (cf. Roman epistrategos 65f.), but no names are known for the bulk of the third century.

6 Aurelius Tiro is no. 76 in the List in Roman epistrategos, 191.

7 Bassus, nos. 16 and 82 in the List in Roman epistrategos, 186 and 192, is known to have been
epistrategos of the Thebaid and epistrategos in Lower Egypt in the first half of the second century (ILS
1112 9506).
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successor, AD 268-2698. However, Rea acutely noted (see the introduction to P.Rainer Cent.
68) that in PST X1II 1247.25 there is a reference to 1@t kpatiotot Kip[. Since names beginning
Kip- are very unusual in the papyri and this man is a kpdtiotog, he suggested that the man
occurring in PST 1247 should be identified with the Kimon of P.Rainer Cent. 68. Though PSI
1247 is undated, it belongs to the papers of the well-known strategos Sarapion also called
Apollonios, whose career is documented for the period AD 207-238. This led him to prefer to
assign year 13 in P.Rainer Cent. 68 to the reign of Severus Alexander rather than to the reign
of Gallienus. While obviously not conclusive, this argument seems to me to be a very strong
one. This makes it most natural to suppose that the year 1 occurring in line 21 is the first year
of Severus Alexander’s successor Maximinus, and that the text dates from this year, AD 234—
5, or soon after.

A Note on CPR XVIIA 16

This text was first published by Dr Klaas A. Worp as P.Vindob. Worp 3 and subsequently
republished by him as CPR XVIIA 16, since it forms part of the archive of Aurelios Adelphios.
It is written in two columns, both in the same hand, and it is certain, as Worp says, that we are
dealing with copies not original documents®. A photograph is given in P.Vindob. Worp (Tafel
3). The tops of both columns are lost, but the content of the second column is clear: it is a re-
port by village police officials concerning damage done to crops made in response to a petition
sent by Adelphios. The first column is more enigmatic since there are several lacunae. Worp
argues that it is a copy of the instructions from the official to whom the petition was addressed,
which led to the report of which a copy survives in the second column. This is certainly cor-
rect10; but the actual wording of these instructions remains somewhat problematical. Worp’s
suggested reading and restoration, which he stresses is only tentative, is as follows11:

1 o [PipAidia] brd "AdeArg[iov

2 avayvé[vieg momoa]te axérovbo 1]

3 10ig mpo[otayb(elot) navt]eg pepvnulé-
4 voutfig [tov]to[v énip)ereiag Tovtéotiv
5 tig € 6 v o[mopav] cvvkopadyLe-

6 vog fi1o1 101 X0PTAGHAGLY TX KTHVN

7 gowtod Enagels.

His argument that the subject of the first four lines is the village police officials has a con-
vincing ring. What is much less easy to accept is his proposal to read np(_)[c'rocxe(eim) in line
3. There is not room for the word to appear in full, as he recognises, but an abbreviation at this
point is not expected and hard to justify 12, In his note in P.Vindob. Worp (p. 29) he considers
supplying before this t{o0]ltoig but rejects this on the grounds that we should then expect the

8 In his note to lines 20—4 Rea argued that year 13 of P.Rainer Cent. 68 could not belong to the reign
of Gallienus if we accept the identity of Tiro in this text with the epistrategos of SPP V. This argument is,
of course, no longer valid if Tiro was epistrategos ot a different section of Egypt in P.Rainer Cent. 68
from the one he controlled in SPP V.

9 The subscriptio at the end of the report in the sccond column (lines 27-8) is explicitly described as
an &vtiypogov.

10 The addressee of the petition and the sender of the instructions was most probably the strate-
gos/exactor as Worp suggests. The praepositus pagi is another possibility.

1T See p. 44 in CPR XVIIA and cf. pp. 27-8 in P.Vindob. Worp.

12 Elsewhere in the tex! the only word to be abbreviated is mporieipevog) in lines 27-8.
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article before mpootuyBelor; but if we reject npoctaybeiot this argument no longer applies.
toUto1g in fact looks almost inevitable. We do of course need a word preceding to which it can
refer. This could well be [Bi1fAidie], which Worp restores in line 1. However, it is not a
possible reading in this line. What can be read here is td e[n]t[ﬁoeevw pot] Hrd "Adedgpiov!3.
Before this we probably need to supply & PiffAio or 1o PifAiSio: in the previous linel4,
unless we should simply understand BipAi(S1)o with 1 énidoBévto; in any case the sense
produced will be the same!3.

After dvayvo[vteg a second-person plural imperative makes very good sense. Also possi-
ble is a subjunctive, supplying tva. in the section lost before o £[n]i[30Bévta. We must, how-
ever, consider at the same time how to {ill the lacuna in line 3. Here we have npo| and a space
of some 8-9 letters before Jeg. My suggestion is to supply the participle npo['ccpmvof)vw:]sg.
There is no doubt that the police officials are being ordered to produce a repoft and there are
numerous examples in the papyri of the use of the verb npoce®véw in connection with such a
report, normally made in writing. For the main verb preceding, ntotéw is certainly one possibil-
ity; compare P.Erlang. 25 (as emended in ZPE 80 [1990] 218), where a strategoes sends a copy
of a petition (o a subordinate Tvex T GxdAovBo, mun[cn:._, Another possibility which occurs to
me is 6117\0(0 taking this, losc,cther with mposewvolivreg, as introducing the indirect question
beginning tig ein and treating the words between as parenthetical. There is strong support for
this suggestion in the editor’s reading of P.Athen. 34, a report submitted by a public doctor,
who, in the reading of the ed. pr., has been ordered to carry out an inspection kol €yypdeng
dnidaot npoc(puw[(?)]v (Imc 12). The last word, however, is obviously doubtful and has been
emended by Wilcken to npog [udclO. Nevertheless, even if we reject mpoopavav!”, the text
does offer some support for supplying the imperative (or subjunctive) of dnAdw rather than of
no1éw in line 2.

pepvnuévor following this can only refer to the police officials. If we adopt Worp’s sug-
gestion for the rest of this phrase, we must, as he says, understand émpédeie to mean “Sorge,
Aufgabe”. This may indeed be the right solution!®. A quite different approach is suyggested by
the expression used by the stralegos Lo voktostpdtnyor in P.Beatty Panop. 1, 345, where he
tells them he is passing on orders which they must corry out plepvnpévorl 100 oty Kivon-
vou. If we are to look for a similar warning in our text, we can perhaps produce it by reading
pepvnu[é]vor tiig [fov |t@]v dctp]qlefuglg. There is an interesting parallel for the use of do-
paAera to refer 1o an official’s safety (from punistiment for failing to do his duty) in P.Col. VII
175, 34—6 = SB XVI 12692: what, asks the speaker in court, could the pracpositus pagi do? His

13 1 owe the reading é[r]1[dobévta to Dr J. M. Diethart, who very kindly consulted the original for
me; he also informs me that there is room to supply pot in the lacuna.

14 At an earlier period the normal form is BifAiSia but either form is acceptable by the date of this
text (AD 321).

15 There are some marks on the photograph above line 1 which look like writing. Dr Diethart con-
firms that they are indeed ink, but I cannot offer a plausible reading. This ink does not appear to be part of
any letters of the words ¢ BiAt(d)o.

16 Archiv 14 (1941) 161; see BLIIL.

I7 It is far from certain that Wilcken’s emendation is correct (note (hat his suggested emendation,
ibidem, to line 7 is to be rejected: see BL VII); despile Wilcken’s confidence, the letter after npoc seems
to me, to judge from the plate, to be a phi, as the editor suggested.

18 1n P.Beatty Panop. 2, 52 the procurator (clls the stralegoi that as socn as they receive his letter §t°
empereiog Duilv £otm to take uction.

19 Either [ro[ or Jrw[ can be read in the middle of the line; see Worp’s note in P.Vindob. Worp, p
27. There is of course no difficulty in eovt@dv being used of the second person: cf. the passage from
P.Beatty Panop. 1 cited in the text and the note to P.Vindob. Worp 13, 13.
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answer is g GopuAeiog Eovtod TPOVOOLIEVOS OpOY TE Kol ThV dnpociev elopopdv ...
£xdEdmxey Tohtug Toig dypoiroic npog yewpylov20. The phrase is then to be understood as
parenthetical; it does not directly introduce the words following.

The above suggestions, which are of course only tentative, would result in the following
reconstruction:
10 é[n]1[80oBévta poi] brd "Adedg[iov]
avayvo[vieg dndacalte ddrovba. 1[ob-]
101 Tpo[cpwvodvt]es pepvnu[é-]
vot 1fig [fow |1®[v dop]adelag tovtéoniy
Tig £in kI,

W bW N =

“... having read the petition presented to me by Adelphies, subritit a repert in accordance
k2l

with it, bearing in mind your own safety, namely who it was who ...".
39 Wearside Drive J. David Thomas

Durham DHI ILE
England

20 Cf. also P.Hermop. 18, 17 and P.Oxy. XXXVIII 2849, 20.



