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The work is again divided as follows :

§ 1. Literary Texts. H. J. M. Mg, British Museum.
§ 2. Religion, Magic, Astrology (including texts). A. D. Nock, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.,

U.S.A.

§ 3. Publications of non-literary texts. . I. BeLy, British Museum.

§ 4. Political History, Biography, Administration, Topography and Chronology. J. G. MILNE, 20 Bard-

well Road, Oxford (Ptolemaic and Graeco-Roman Periods), and N. H. Baynes, Fitzwalters,
Northwood, Middlesex (Byzantine and Arab Periods).

§ 5. Social Life, Education, Art, Economic History, Numismatics and Metrology. J.G. MILNE (Ptole-
maic and Graeco-Roman), and N. H. BAy~es (Byzantine and Arab).

§ 10. Miscellancous and Personal. 11 1. Benr,

Palacography and Diplomatic. Miss M. E. Dicker, 21 Elm Bank Mansions, Loundon, S.W. 13.

§ 6. Law., T. pe Zurugkra, 37 Norham Road, Oxford.

§7.

§ 8. Lexicography and Grammar. R. M°KeNzig, St. John’s College, Oxford.

§ 9. General Works, Bibliography, General Notes on Papyrus Texts. H. I. BeLL.

The authors wish jointly to express their gratitude to all those scholars who have sent them off-prints
of their articles, a kindness which has greatly facilitated the work of compiling this bibliography.

The following abbreviations have been used in quoting periodicals :

A A= dmerican Jowrnal of Archacology.

Am. Hist. Rev.= American Hestorical Review.

Am. Jowrn. Phil. = American Journal of Philology.

Ane. /_92/.1/[_)( = Auncient E_/[j/['l.

Aan. Serv.=Annales du Service des Antiquitéds de
v Egypte.

Avch. f. Rel.= Arehiv fir Religionswissenschaft,

Arelvo= Avchiv fiir Papyrusforschung.

Areh. R.ou. Wo= dreliv fiir Rechts- und Wirtschafts-

philosophie.
A.Z.= Zeitschrift fiir dgyptische Sprache und Alter-
tumskunde,

B.C I = Bulletin de correspondance hellénique.

Boll. fil. eluss. = Dollettino di filoloyia classice.

Bull, bibl. et ped.= Bulletin bibliogruphique et ph-
dugogique dw Musée Belge.

Bull. Sve. Arch. &’Alew,= Bulletin de 1o Socidld
Rayale d Archéologie d’ dleeandrie.

B.Z.= Byzantinische Zeitschirift.

Clron. & Ey. = Chrontque cl’Eypru.

Cl. Phil.= Classical Plalology.

Cl. Quart. = Classical Quarterly.

Cl. Rev.= Classical Review.

Cl. Weekly = Classical Weekly.

C.-R. Ae. Inser. et B.-L.= Comptes-Rendus de U Aca-
démie des Inscriptions et Bulles- Lettres.

D. Lit.-Z.= Deutsche Literaturzeitung.

G.G. A = ittingische Gelehrte Anzeigen.

Hist. Z.= Historische Zeltschrift.

Jalrb. f. Lit.=Jularbuch fiir Liturgiewissenschaft.

JH.S. =Journal of Hellenic Studies.

Journal = Jowrnal of Egyptian Archaeology.

Journ. Sav. = Journal des Suvants.

S R.8. = Jovrnal of Roman Studies.

K. V.G. R = Kritische Vierteljalresschrift fir Gesetz-
gebung und Rechtswissenschaft.

L.Q. 1. = Law Quarterly Review.

N.G.G. = Nachrichten der Gesellschaft der Wissen-
schaften zu Gottingen.

0.L.Z. = Orientalistische Litteratur-Zeitung.

Plal. Wock. = Philologische Wockenschrift.

Rech. se. reliy. = Recherches de scilence religieuse.

Rev. arch.= Revue archéologique,

Rev. belge= Revue belye de philologic et & histoire.

Rew. de phil. = Revue de philologie,

Lev. hist. ecel.= Revue d'listoire eceldsiustique.

Rev, ét. ane. = Revue des dtudes anciennes.

Rev. & gr.= Revee des dtudes grecgues.

Rev. list. dr.= Revue de Uhistoire duw droit frangais
et étranger.

Rev. hist. rel.= Revue de Phistoire des religions.

Rhein. Mus.= Rheinisches Musewm fiir Philologie.

Riv. di fil. = Rivisto, di filologia elassica.

Sitzungsb, = Sitzungsberichte.

Symb, Oslo. = Symbolae Osloenses,

Theol. Lit.-Z.= Theologische Literaturzeitung.

Z. f. Kirchengesch. = Zeitsclrift_fiir Kirchengesehichte.

Z. 1. Nwmism. = Zeitschrift fir Numismatik,

Z. neut. Wiss. = Zeitschrift fior neutestamentliche Wis-
senschaft,

Z. Sav.=Zeitschrift der Savigny-Stiftung (Roma-
nistische Abteilung).
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1. LiTerARY TEXTS.

General. Many new readings, the result of personal inspection of the papyri, are collected by (. Man-
TRUFFEL, De opusculis Graecis Aeqypti e papyris ostracis lapidibusque collectis, forming no. 12 of Travaus
de la Socidtd des Sciences et des Lettres de Varsovie, 1930. The work is divided into four chapters, viz.:
Texts from inscriptions; Iymns, aretalogies, ete.; Mimica, ete.; Lyrica, ete. Ifull bibliographies are
attached to each text, but unfortunately no translation is given. An ineditum is printed at p. 150
(P. Berol. 13876, recto), a fragment of mime. See also § 2.

A fresh instalment (the last, fasc. 4, was published in 1914) of the Papyri ITundunae has appeared,
entitled Literarische Sticke und Verwandtes, 1931, edited by Joskr Serey. Included ave: 17. 1, 94-112;
Od. 1%, 194-235; xi1, 31-57; lambics; Mevdvdpov yrépar already published; Parthenius? Elegiacs;
Tsocrates, Panegyricus, 18-22; Hyperides, part of Brit. Mus. Lit. Pap. 132; Scrap of Isaeus?; Work on
parts of body, 1st cent. B.c.; Grammatical ; De Sphaera; Colour and veterinary recipes ; Cicero, In Verrem,
11, 2, the oldest Latin papyrus found in Egypt, beginning of Ist cent. See also § 2.

Tarr's newly published volume of Greek Ostraca (see § 3) contains two literary pieces from the Ilinders
Petrie collection, no. 408, 7Z. 1, 1-127; no. 405, Gnomai Monostichoi of Menander.

MaNTEUFFEL also writes in Polish on “Papyrologja jako Nauka Pomocnicza istorji” in Przeglud
Historycany, viir (1929), 70-90.

PowerL and BarBERr, New Chapters (2nd ser.), is reviewed by J. GEFFCREN in Phil. Woch., T09-14.

Epie. BoLLING reviews in Ol Plil., xxv (1930), 193-201, CANTARELLA'S Ledizione polistici di Omero.
Important.

A new edition of Hesiod’s Zheogony by F. Jacosy, reviewed in J.H.8., L (1930), 368-9, uses the papyrus
material.

The long-awaited publication of the Antinoe papyrus of Theocritus has at last taken place: Hount and
Jouxsox, Two Theoeritus Papyri, Egypt Exploration Soc., 1930. The second papyrus is P. Oxy. 2064
Unfortunately the text fails us just where we most need it, e.g. in the Aeolica and in the recovered ending
to the Heracliscus. However, the results are extremely important and are clearly brought out by Maas in
Gnomon, V1 (1930), 561-4. Reviews also by Gow in 7. Rev., xuiv, 228-30, and CEssI in degyptus, X1 (1931),
88-91. Also Zimes Lit. Suppl., 1931, 115,

W. Moren makes restorations of Brit. Mus. Bassarica in Arehis, 1x (1930), 222-3. A further identifica-
tion ix made by Maas in B.Z, XXIX, 383,

Elegiae. Sensational results have followed Lopger’s examination of the Jembi papyrus (P. Oxy, 1011)
under ultra-violet light, published in the Bodleian Quarterly Record, vi (1930), 138-42. Large tracts of
the poen are now made intelligible for the first time.

In degyptus, X, 152-79, F. AGENO examines the various suggestions for the restoration of L 2 of the Coma
Berenices. LAVAGNINT'S translation of Catullus’s poem is reviewed by E. Dirnn in PAL Woch., 1930, 227-8,

W. . J. Kuirer restoves in Studi ital. di fil. closs., vii, 127-9, Bovmdpos *Apawdy(s dwopidlooen, while,
on the same tack, KALINKA in dnzeiger Wien. Ak., 1929, 267-9, proposes "Apowiy éyyl]s ceo and [Gpjoaa
K]womirov vaiéris dfeyradov]. In the same poem Rostacyr would read [irmeis] lofarov Aokpuds *Apowrdns
in Riv. di fil., vin (1929), 522-3. See also LENCHANTIN DE GUBERNATIS, Catullo e la Clioma di B., in Studi
ital. di fil. class., vii, 113-26.

W. MorenL writes on “Die Griindung von Messina” in Jtalien, 111, 334-5.

G. Corrora on “Callimachus Senex” in Riv, di fil., Lvit (1930), 273-91, deals with the epilogue to the
Aitic and the Epinicia for Berenice and for Sosibius.

In C1. Quart., xX1v (1930), 109-12, W. M. Epwarps discusses “The Callimachus Prologue and Apol-
lonius Rhodius.” He finds the latter’s poem referred to in the words [8pov] mohv Ty pacpiv, while the
vest of the line, Spmria Oeopodpipos, alludes to the poem Demeter by Philetas. If we read vyov instead of
dpiv, as VOGLIANO suggests to me, the likelihood would become a certainty. EpwaRrDs, in the same article,
also makes important readings in the Brit. Mus. scholia to the 4itin. Review by Rostaant in Kie. di fil.,
v, 257-8.

In R di fil, v (1929), 457-77, K. Braxoxe finds echoes of Callimachus in Vergil and Horace—
Nuowvi spunti di poesio ellenistica ¥n Orazio.

1 have not seen CorroLa’s Archiloco o imitazione ellenistica? in Studi ttal. di fil. elass., Vi1, 15568,

Lyrie. An important article by LoBerL in Hermes, Lxv (1930), 356-65, subjects to scrutiny the Corinna
papyrus. L. distinguishes three poeis, and would assign Corvinna herself to the period 350-250 B.c. in
accordance with the orthography of her poemws.
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LonEL’s Alcaeus is reviewed by R. PFEIFFER in Gromon, v, 316-21, and by BoruiNa in Language,
v (1929), 276-82.

In Rend. Ist. Lomb., 1929, 827-38, L. A. STELLA writes on the new Erinna fragments.

Drama. An important review by KORTE of JENSEN's Menandri Religuiae appears in Phil. Woch., 1930,
833-42.

Other reviews are in Rew. de phil., 1v, 409-10, by CoLLART, and in dm. Journ. Phil., 1930, 834, by
L. A. Posr.

New scraps of Menander’s Georgos are published by MInye in the Jowrnal, xv1 (1930), 187-92, from a
4th cent. papyrus book, P. Lond. Inv. No. 2823 a. VouLIANO informs me it is a quite different MS. from
P.S.1. 100,

In Rev. ét. anc., xxx1 (1929), 314-26, P. BoYANCE in “Deux remarques sur L’Eunuque” uses evidence
of Menander papyri.

Fourteen lines of a “Frammento delln Commedia Antica” are published by Norsa and VITELLI in
Bull. Soe. Arch. & Alex., 25 (1930), 1-9. GALLAVOTTI in Riv. di fil., vir (1930), 209-15, would assign it to
the Middle Comedy, perhaps the Aws yovai of Philiscus. So too KorTe in Hermes, LXV, 472-6.

There is an appendix on “Buripides in the Papyri” in W. N. Bates, Euripides. Reviewed inJ.H.S., T, 365.

MANTEUFFEL, in Hermes, 1YV, 123-8, interprets L 57 of the Clarition mime, P. Oxy. 413, as stage
directions, and gives new readings in the London mime, 1. 1-8 (Brit. Mus. Inv. No. 1984). Cf. also Max-
TEUFFEL in Kos, XXXII (1929), 40-2.

A list of stage properties for mimes is edited by MANTEUFFEL from Berlin Pap. 13927 in Eos, XXXII,
27-33, followed, 33-40, by remarks on the Brit. Mus. Oepaopévy (Lit. Pap. 52).

Voariaxo re-edits in Gromon, vi, 113-5, the “new comedy” fragmonts published by VITELLI last year
in Studz ital.

A dissertation (Lund University) by UrBan Ursixg, “Studien zur griechischen Fabel,” is commended
by A. HausrartH in Phil. Woch., 1931, 41-4.

The text of Babrius is discussed by O. IMyISCH in Rhein. Mus., Lxxix (1930), 153-69, who compares
the Bouriant papyrus with the Codex Athous to the advantage of the former.

In Aegyptus, X, 255-6, W. A. OLDFATHER sees in P. Grenf. I 84 a variation of the Aesopic fable called
*Avdpogpivos.

A work on “I] papiro Golenischef,” i.e. the Vita Aesopi, by F. PorEnte (Napoli, Cimmaruta, 1930),
is reviewed unfavourably by A. Hsusraru in Phil. Woch., 1931, 65-7.

A fragment of the Vita Aesopi in Uigur from Central Asia is published by L. R{soNYI NAGY in By:.-
Neugr. Jakrb., vi1 (1930), 429-43.

Kxox reviews F. Juna’s Hipponax Redivivus in Gromon, vi, 321-4.

History. A. W. Gomue reviews F. HowMmEeL, Helioia: Untersuchungen zur Verfassung uwnd Prozess-
ordnung des athenischen Vollksgerichts, insbesondere zum Schlussteil der’Ad. NoX. des Aristoteles, in Cl. Rev.,
XLIV, 64--6.

In Atene e Roma, x (1929), 145-53, MoMmIGLIANO writes on P. Oxy. 1365, “La gencalogia degli
Ortagoridi.”

The 2nd volume of JaconY’s Fragmente der gricch. Historiker includes P. Oxy. 12, 1613, 2082 and other
papyri.

In Ol Phil., xxv, 183-4, L. A. Posr restores Phlegon (P. Oxy. 2082).

A, Ruenwm in Philologus, LxxvI (1930), 118-22, makes textual suggestions for *Aé. IToh. 47, 48.

Mathematics. In ClL Phil., xxv (1930), 373-5, K. VoGEL writes on “ Die algebriischen Probleme des
P. Mich. 620.”

Music. In Chron. d’E"g,, v (1930), 278-85, C. PREATX writes on “Quelques Tchantillons papyrologigues
de Musique grecque.”

Oratory. The first papyrus of Dio Chrysustom is published by MInNe in Jowrnal, xvI (1930), 187-92,
from a 4th (?) cent. codex, P. Lond. Inv. No. 2823. It contains parts of Orr. xiv and xv with unknown
fragments. BOLLING, in a letter to me, restores 11. 106-8 from Od. x11, 184-5.

A. ReHM restores Lysias (P. Oxy. 1606, 1l. 149-52) in B.Z,, xxX, 155-7.

In O1. Rev., x11V, 62, D. TARRANT proposes to read dvemideixtovs in Hyperides, Epitaphios, § 20.

Law. SeGrb publishes in Studi Bonfante, 11 (1930), 421-36, “Tre papiri giuridici inediti.”

Philosophy. MOMIGLIANO quotes papyri in his article “Sul Pensiero di Antifonte il Sofista” in Riv.
dz fil., vur (1930), 129-40.
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In N.G.G., 1930, 1-32, PHILIPPSON continues his “ Neues iiber Epikur und seine Schule,” commenting
on VOGLIANO’s Lpicuri Seripta. Cf. ROSTAGNI in Riv. 42 fil., viIr, 256-7.

A cruy in Epicurus’ letter to Menoikeus is treated by PRivivesoN in Phil. Woch., 1931, 61-4.

The author of P. Oxy. 1367 is identified by Pririppsox with Heracleides the epitomator of Sotion—
Nachtrag zu den Panaetiana in Rhein. Mus., LXx1x (1930), 406-10.

The fragment of Logic, P.S.1. 1095, is related to Aristotle’s Topica by PHILIPPSON in Riw. di fil., VII
(1929), 495-506. SoLmskN and VoeLiano develop the argument, 0., 507-10, 511-12.

A lucid account of the Library of Herculancum is given by JENSEN in Bonner Jahrbiicher, cXxxv (1930),

49-61.

' 1n Phil. Wock., 1930, 593-9, J. BrarT reviews C. I'. KuMaNteckt, De Satyro Peripatetico (Cracow, 1929).
Romance. F. ZIMMERMANN examines anew the Chione fragments in deyyptus, x1 (1931), 45-56.
Chariton is the subject of a study by B. E. Perry in dm. Jouwrn. Phil., 1930, 93-134.

2. RericioN, MAGIC, ASTROLOGY.
(Including Texts.)

General. Fr. Prister, Die Religion der Griecchen und Romer mit einer Einfilirung in die vergleichende
Religionswissenschaft. Darstellung und Literaturbericht (1918—1929/30. Bursiuns Jahresberichte, 229, 1930.
Pp. viii4+424), is a survey of uncommon interest and penetration, full of constructive criticism and sug-
gestive synthesis. The special field of this bibliography is admivably handled.

H. GrussMANN, Die orientalistischen Religionen im hellenistisch-rimischen Zeitalter (Berlin: De Gruyter,
1930. Pp. 179, 58 Abb,, 1 Karte. 3 M.), published posthumously by A. vox GALLING, is a general treatment
of the ficld, in which Gracco-Egyptian syncretism receives due attention. Reviewed by W. Bauvur, Theol.
Lit.-Z., v (1930), 434-5.

KremwgvecaT—G. KrrreL—WEINREICH, TTANGEION, is reviewed by H. Krrren, /b, 386-7.

Werxgr PEER, Der Isishymnos von Andros und verwandte Teate (Berlin: Weidmann, 1930. Pp. vi+159.
9.50 M), fills a long-felt want and fills it excellently : we have an assured text, the parallels, and a good
linguistic commentary (e.g. the remarks, pp. 33 ., on the omission in the Andros hymn of alles rein Referie-
rende, vom Puthos oder Ethos aus nicht zu erfassende). A propos of the problem of the repetitions (p. 158),
we should perhaps compare the curious way in which texts in the magic papyri repeat a refrain with
monotonous emphasis: they afford excellent parallels to the hymn's predilection for long words. HErMaNN
FRANKEL, in a review G.G.A., cxelr (1930), 198-201, reads yapdfar in 1. 11 of the Andvos text, dvfe[ow
7BRas] in L 17, and in 1L 158L “lows éya molépw kpvepov védos épkeay elpyw), | dupéBarov (8 doroioe
xakdv akcripea) poxOov. | (mivres éue) kAfifowre mokvkréaror Baoikelav. I suspect some serious corruption
in 41-4. The Cyme hymn has been discussed by A. Savac, Listy filologicke, 1.v1 (1929), 76~80, known
to mac from Plil. Woch., 1 (1930), 1194: it would appear that S. maintains that the spirit of the in-
scription js Hellenistic not Egyptian (as is no doubt substantially true), and that it is a literary product
of the end of the 2nd or beginning of the 1st century B.c. It is however quite possible that the version in
Diodorus Siculus, 1, 27, is due to Hecataeus of Abdera (as Scuwartz maintained, Rhedn. Mus., X1, 229): it
suited his theory and may well belong to the carly formation period of Graeco-Egyptian syncretism,

We may here mention . Levy, Der Geburtstag des Freundes, eine Studic zuw Tibwll 1, 7 (Studi ital. di
fil. class., vi1 (1929), 101-11, 169-70), on the praises of Osirix in that poem. Thauks to Messalla, Tibullus
knew the religion in its native land.

K. PETERSON, EIZ OEO0S, is warmly praised by O. WriNrEicH, PAil. Wock., L (1930), 1088-90, W. E.
CroM, Jowrn. Theol. Stud., xxx1 (1930), 415-8, both giving addenda: another in TH. ScuNEIDER, Die
Amawds-Inschrift und Irenius, Elenchos, 1v, 22, 3 (Z. neut. Wiss, Xx1x, 155-8).

BILABEL, Die griiko-dgyptischen Feste,is warinly praised by WILCREN, drchiv, 1X, 241 (¢f. § 3) in the
course of his Urkunden-Referat. We may note therein p. 239 on no. 4 of the Demotic Zeno papyri with
the royal oath “By the Psai of the Pharao Ptolemaios” and the relation of the Piaj to Salpwy, and p. 247
on a document from Lycopolis (the first of the Berlin papyri edited by S. MoLLER) by Emperors, consuls,
and two cponymous priests of the Emperor. This text should be added to the evidence discussed by
L. R. TaYLOR, Alevander and the Serpent of Alexandria (Cl. Phal., xxv (1930), 375-8), with a revised
translation (by R. C. Blake) of the Armenian Alexander-romance, 1, 32.

N. Greier, Uber eine Ptolemderinsclrift (Phdol., 1xxxV (1930), 159-74), gives an important new
restoration of 0.G.1. 16 and removes thercby our one dedication to Sarapis under Soter. U. WILCKEN,
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Zur Sarapisinsclrift von Halikarnass (Archiv, 1x (1930), 223-5), gives substantive approval to the re-
storation, but points to indisputable evidence for the cult at the time.

I'r. W, vox Bissing, Silberfigiirchen cines Sarapis (Bulletin van de verceniging der kennis van de
anticke beschaving, v, 6-9), publishes a figure bought in Egypt in 1908. On the connexion of the art type
of Christ with Sarapis ¢f. THULIN, Rim. Maitt., xL1v, 219 (not yet accessible), A propos of the “footpring
of Rarapis,” ¢f. O. WeINREICH, £in Spurzauber (Arch. f. Rel., xxvirt (1930), 183-4),

M. Rosrovrzery, Lempereur Tibire et le culte impérial (Rev. hist., crxun (1930), 1-26; ¢f. § 4), throws
incidental light on the meaning of eixov in Egyptian texts.

0. Micugr, Was spricht der Aristeasbrief iber Gott? (Theol. Stud. w. Krit., c1x (1930), 302-6), well
characterizes the unaggressive piety of this document, its failure to use xdpeos save in an O.T. quotation
(§ 155), and its recognition of Stoic affinities. G, SriuLiN, Josephus wid der dristeasbricf (ib., 324-31), is
interesting on J.’s use of this source.

S. Luria, Die Ersien werden die Letsten sein (Ko, xxx (1929), 405-31), throws light on the « Potter’s
Oracle.”

F.J. Dovaww, Die Bedeuwtuny von BurriesOaw in einem Papyrustext des Jalres 152-151 v, Chr. Der
Tewt kein Zougnis fir cine dgyptische Taufe (Antike wnd Christentum, 1t (1930), 57-62), discusses the well-
kuown Serapewn rore Surri{dpueda, and supports the view that 8. and cwijrac are both used in a secular
sense, giving an excellent parallel from Rufinus, Historic Monachorum (Greek text), c. 34, p. 96 Preuschen.
In his Die Gotlesweihe durch Brandmarkung oder Tatowierung im igyptischen Dionysoskult der Ptolemdier-
zert (1b., 100-6), he discusses the tradition about Philopator and the Jews.

P. Jouvcurr, Dédicace greeque de Médamoud (Bull. Inst. fr. Qarch. or., xxX1 (1930), 1-29), is inaccessible
to me.

P. Covrarr, Le sunctuaire des dieww égypticns a Philippes (B.C.I1, i (1929), 70-100), describes
a sanctuary on the acropolis at Philippi (with five cellae: dedications to Horus, Apollo, Harpoerates;
Harpoerates, Isis and Sarapis; feols; table and four benches, the latter ex emperio by a doctor, dedicated
Lsidd reginae. Isis is emphasised: Kallinikos calls hirself jn one inseription “priest of Isis and Sarapis,”
in another simply “priest of Isis.” No dedication to Anubis. A statuette of Telesphorus. C. urges
that the cult of the Egyptian deities was here divected to them largely as deities of healing, and remarks
that the presence of the cult at Philippi shows again the limportance of the highways of commerce in the
spread of religions. A good study).

T. L. Surar, in his Kecavations in the theetre district and tombs of Corinth in 1929 (4..J.4., 2nd ser.,
xxxui (1929), 515-46), mentions (p. 519) the discovery on the piece of a shaft of a small marble column
in the theatre of an incised dedication to Isis and Sarapis.

L. Roserr, Isis Llewthera (Rev. List. rel., xevinn (1928), 56-9), reads év Mipows s Avklus xedviy "Elev-
8¢ plav in P. Oxy. 1380, 79 f,, explaining it as an identification with the local deity Eleuthera, for whom
he gives valuable material. A propos of this text, I may refer to P. MoNTEDs observations, fee, bibl.,
XXXIX (1930), L1, 15, 20, in his Tanis, dvaris, et L0-Roemsés (pp. 1-28), on the Egyptian habit of adding to
the name of a deity that of the city appertaining to him or her even outside that city. The pPapyrus gives
a generalisation resulting from contact with Greeks, like the generalisation of the admission of rulers to a
place in the existing temples of the land.

1. PurrrsoN, Die Linholuny des Kyrios (Zeitschr. system. Theol., vir (1929}, 682-702), ¢ propos of
1 Thess. iv. 13 ., gives a most interesting collection of papyrus and other texts describing the welcoming
of a ruler and makes excellent use of them for New Testament exegesis.

The Loeb Philo by F. L. Corson and G. H. WHITTAKER, vols. 1, 11, is deservedly praised by O. SrinLix,
Phal. Woeh., L (1930), 225-7, as is also M. AvLer, Studien zu Philon von Alexundria, ib., 867-71 (on the
development of the allegorical method in Philo), and by H. Winpiscr, Z%heol. Lit.-Z., 1v (1930), 509-10.
O. SrerN, Die allegorische Buegese des Philo aus Alexandrio, is reviewed by . H. CovsoN, Journ. Theol.
Stud., xxx1r (1930), 108-9, [A.], Rer. bibl., xxx1X, 142-3, O. Micurr, Theol. Lit.-Z., 1v (1930), 556 ;
H. Lewy’s excellent Sobria elrictas: Untersuchungen zur Geschichte der antiten Mystik (Z. nent. Wiss.,
Beih. 9), by H. Kocu, 7b., 339-42 (disputing, as does LEBRETON, Rech. se. relig., xx (1930), 160-2, Lewy’s
thesis that Cyprian has Philo’s phrase vie Origen and holding that Cyprian may have used Philo directly),
and Nock, Journ. Theol. Stud., xxx1 (1930), 308-10.

Hermetism. M. E. LxMaX, Hermetic Religion and the religion of the fourth Gospel (Jouwrn. Bibl. Lil.,
xurx (1930), 265-76), notes parallels and differences, but does not go deep. In this connesion we may
mention C. H. KrarLING, The fourth Gospel und contemporary religious thought (ib., 140-9), MILLAR

Journ. of Egypt. Arch, xvir. 16
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Burrows, The original -lunguage of the Gospel of Joln (0., 95-139: judicious and admirable. We are
nowhere near the end of the discussion, hut I may he allowed to express the conviction that the Gospel is
Semitic but not Jewish), H. Opupure, e fourth Gospel iaterpreted in its velation to contemporancons
reliytous movements in Palestine and the Hellendstic Oriental world (PLo1, 1929, Pp. 336, Reviewed with
his 3 Broch by Lacraxcy, Rev. bibl, xxx1x, 452 8) and 15, BOKLEN, MONOTENHS ( Pheol. Stud. w. Krit.,
cr (1929, 55-90. e makes out a good case for the meaning éx pirvov yervnfels as well as pivos yevvnfels.
Cf. his discussion, p. 75 of the symbolism of the phoenix;, 76 ol the scarabacus, 77 of primal bisexual
beings).

R. RErrzenstiiN, Noch elpmad Eros und Psyehe (Areh. /. Rel, xxvin (1930), 42-87), in the course
of his argument for an Indian origin of the story, retwrns (pp. 66-71) to the place of yruyy in €./, X, the
Abraxas cosmogony and the Mithrastiturygie.,

W.B. K RISTENSEN, D [/frrl([u’/y/ﬂ: foraut e fiet woord van (ol -(J/rf(lm}. "HH. A K'UJI. 4‘[']'!’-*&5'.(&’771. 1|f(l.
letterk., Deel 70, Serie B, No. 2, pp. 26), is probably interesting, to judge from a review by H. WiNpiscn,
Theol, Iit.-Z., uv (1930), 602-3.

R. RENTZENSTEIN, Dic Vorgeschichie der christlichen Taufe, mit Beitriigen von L. Trosr (Leipzig w
Jerlin: Teubner, 1929, Pp. vili £399. 14 M), is an important work, the significance of which lies largely
outside this bibliography. We must, however, here remark on the very interesting parallels to Corp. Herm.,
1 and xur, and to the end of the dselepius, afforded by a passage of Philo, Quaest. in Fvodum, 11 (@ propos
of the ascent of Moses on the mountain), discussed by him in ¢h. 3; we have here the transmutation of
human nature, and the passing into the divine by an ascent. To an interesting review by H. H. Scnarpig,
Gromon, v (1929), 353-70, RurrzexsreiN veplien drch. fo Rel., xxvir (1929), 241-77: both should
be read.

W. THEILER, Die Vorbereituny des Newplatonismus (Problemeta, 1. Berlin: Weidmann, 1930. Pp. x+
166), a solid contribution to philosophic listory, includes, pp. 125-34, a discussion of the relation of
Hermetic thought to Posidonius.

dstrology. CuMoNt, Cat. codd. ustr. gr., viig 1, is highly praised by W. Kroruy, Phil. Woeh., 1 (1930),
433-5.

J. FREUNDORVER, Dic Apolalypse des dpostels Johapnes und die hellenistische Nosmologie (iblische
Studien, xxU1, 1929, Pp. xiv4 148, 6 M.) is reviewed by . Nesrug, Pkil. Wock., L (1930), 97-9 (with
praise and agreement in F.os criticisios of some of Boll's conclusions), and K. B. Auvo, Rew. bibl, xXXIX
(1930), 599-602.

Papyri Tandanae, fasc. v, by J. Serey, includes no. 88, pp. 207-9 (4th cent.: two boroscopes); 89,
pp- 209-10 (horoscope: date of hirth 3 Dec, 227 a.n.).

Alchemy. Catalogue of Lutin and vernacular alohemicdd Manuseripls of Greal Britain and Treland
dating from before the XVI century by Donorny WaLgy SiNGER sted by Axxie ANpErsoN and by

RosiNa Apprs, Vol 1ir (Brussels: Lamertin, 1930, Pp, viii +331-705) continues this finportant survey.
Magic. P. COLLART, Une nouvelle tabula defisionis & Egypte (Rev. de phil., 3¢ Sér., v (1930), 248-56),
publishes a new text in a writing which he associates with the 5th century a.p.: it includes familiar nomina,
starting with a conjuration by Brimo reminiscent of the Hekate hymn in the great Paris Papyrus. The
spell is intended to check the anger of one Origen. The most interesting phirase is 1. 36 47t oe émwalovpar

Tov péyav cwparveldi dooparor, TOv TO (ids xaTarTodrTa, TOY KUY TIS TPOT)S YEvérews tawmaie oviaf3op.
SaBawd. I suspect that cwparocdy deoparor is due to pleasure in combining antithetic attributes of
deity, as in Corp. Herm., v, 11, and to Jewish ideas (man is made in God’s image, but God has no body),
rather than to the philosophic analogies discussed by Collart, p. 255.

I am informed that Pupyri landanae, fase. v (1931), by J. SPrEY, not yet accessible to me, includes
1o. 72, pp. 172-5 (6th century), model for Christian epitaph or amulet; no. 87, pp. 203-7 (4th century,
first half), & picce of magic to do L, very like Audollent, Defizionuwm tabellae, no, 188,

K. PREISEXDANZ, Unbekannte Zawberpapyri in Deutschland (Forsch, w. Fortschr., vi (1930), 63—4),
describes P. Berol. 11737, 13895 (very interesting Jewish element, and final prayer like the Mimaut
papyrus prayer and the Anaphora of Serapion), P. Lips. 9418, 46429.

He has reviewed A. 8. Hunt's Incantation in the Ashmolean Musewm in Phil. Woch., 1. (1930), 748-50,
suggesting (probably rightly) that 6perry is to be read as a proper name, and (what is more open to doubt)
that the text is a Suixomos, written by a third person (can vvvkarapeifor be so interpreted?).

CameneLn BoNNER, The wumerical value of a mayicel formula (Journul, xvi (1930), 6-9), very cleverly
settles some problems of the isopsephic equivaleuts of nomina barbara.



§ 2. RELIGION, MAGIC, ASTROLOGY 123

In his Notes on the Puris Magical Papyrus (CL Phil, xxv (19307, 180-3) Bonxer reads 1. 2329 kai
Shuyyos dvayxy and interprets dvriyepd gov kparé.

TH. H()Fl"l\'lilt, Dues I)('f'tlr]':'am m der ()})/&fll'/l (Chatristerio Alois Rezach zum 414'//{2111],\'/51"/& (}'wbub-}'l.?/li-_f] darge-
bracht. Reichenberg: Gebrider Stiepel, 1930, 86-98), reconstruets and explains with his great knowledge
the quecr cosmic diagram described by Celsis and dise

E. PETERSON, in reviewing L. Javaperr—DR. Moururpy, Juseriptions grecques et lutines de la Syrie, 1
(Theol. Lit.-Z., Lv (1930), 254-5), conjectures "Apcaph for "Appujk in no. 221, recognises 225 as a familiar
magical formula, and explaing 230 péywrror wm Aesr from Trenaens, 1. 15. 5 {wmy isopsephy).

K. PREISENDANZ, Pupyri graceae meyicae, is veviewed by J. Krort, D. Lit-Z., m I, 11 (1930), 214-9
(high praise); Luxa, La Magie, by S. ve Riect, Ree. By. ane., 1i (1928-9), 278-9; BAcHTOLD-STAUBLI,
Handwirterbuch des deutschen Aberglaubens, 1, 7—11, 11, by Ao OstaeIpE, Phil. Woeh., 1. (1930), 847-5D,
and U. Bomu, Jalrb. £, Liturgicwiss., 1X (1930}, 196-8; Symbolae Osloenses, vir, virr, by A, Kuorz, Phil. Woch.,
L (1930), 755-7 and 1186-8, v by A. D. Nock, Jowrn. Theol. Stud., xxxt (1930), 314; J. Pu. Vocur, Het
sanserit woord tejus (=gloed-vunr) in de beteekenis van magische Kracht (Med, Ak Amsterdam, 70, Ser. B
no. 4, pp. 43), by H. Winvisch, Theol. Lit.-Z., 1.v (1930), G034,

Christianaty. 1 am informed that Papyri Tundanie, v, includes no. 69, pp. 165-9 (4th cent., last leaf
of a papyrus codex, parts of 16 lines), a Christological fragment, possibly by Didymus the Blind; no. 70,
pp- 169-70 (3rd cent.), a discussion of Exod. xvii. 31 and Num. xx. 5ff;; no. 71, pp. 170-2 (mid. 4th cent.),
a possibly Christian fragment; no. 72 has just been mentioned.

C. ScuMIDT, Fin newes Originaldoluwment aus der Diokletionischen Clristenverfolyuny (Theel. Lit-Z., 1V
(1930), 227-9), is a republication of the eleventh text in Frisk’s collection {noticed Jowrnal, xvi (1930),
127-8), cleverly so interpreted. K. It W, Scayior, Phil. Wock., 1 (1930), 234-40, restores no. 21 as a new
version of the apoeryphal letter of Jesus to Abgar (it was recognised as that by Brrn in his review.
Cf. now another restoration by H. C. Youris, e, Theol. e, Xx111 (1930), 299-302).

W. Scuunawr, Christliche Predigten aus Agypten (Mitt. d. dentseh. Inst. f. dg. Altertumskunde in Kairo,
1 (1930), 93-105), is not accessible to me.

R. DuskerLey, The Ozyrhynchus Gospel Fragments (Hare, Theol. Rev., xxur (1930), 19-37), urges that
P. Oxy. 1 is part of a genuine Treasury of Sayings gathered from canonical Gospels and other sources
(including oral tradition), probably made for private use, 654 Leing rather part of a secondary Gospel, 655
perhaps another fragment thereof, 840 something incorporating early and valuable material, 1081 clearly
Gnostic and unhistorical : the fragments of 1224 he rearranges 3, 4, 1, 2. On no. 840, ¢f. F. J. DéLanR,

wsed by Origen in his rejoinder.

¥

Der Durchzug durch das Rote Meer als Stmnbild der chyistlichen Tawfe {(Antike w. Christentum, 11, 63-9).

A. DEBRUNNER, in reviewing PREISIGRE-BILABRL, Seownelbuch, 100, 2 (Theol. Lit.-Z., 1v (1930), 337-8),
remarks on no. 7265 (from a marble table) Yywaiver ¢iye cupi(adrots as referring to Eucharistic meals,

GLAUE, Bruchstick des Origenes, is reviewed by W, Scuusarr, O.L.7., xxxiun (1930), 455-6; I, L.
GRIFFITH, Christion Documents from Nubio, by 1. (. Burgwrr, Jowrn, Theol. Stud., Xxx1 (1930), 209-11;
F. J. Donaer, dutite w. Christentum, 1, i, by A, D. Nock, ib., 308; SANDERs-ScoMIDT, Minor Prophets,
by A. Lops, Lev. hist. rel., Xovinn (1928), 111-3 (and see list of reviews given by M. HoMBERY, Byzantion,
v, 659).

For M. J. LaawanNar, Un nouveww papyros dvangeliue, Mt xxvi. 18-52 (Rew. bibl, xxxvirn (1929),
161-77), and J. M. Bover, Dos papiros egipeios del N.T. recién publicados ( Estudios Beclesiusticos, 1x (1930),
289-320), see the Bibliografia Metodica in Aegyptus, X, nos. 7625, 7631,

Kann Prisu, De genaino dpocalypsis Petri tewtu (Biblica, x (1929}, 62803, urges that the Ethiopian
text is to be preferred to the Achmim fragment and uses the Raiuer fragment published by WEssuLy
in 1924. Reviewed by Il HunNweks, Theol. Lit.-Z., 1v (1930), 175-7 (reading c. 14 init. Selifopar and
supporting the Achmim arrangement of the two great visions),

G. DE JERPHANION, La wraie tenewr diwn texte de saint dthanase rétablic par Uépigraphique: PRpistula
ad Monachos (Rech. se. relig., xx (1930), 529-44), discusses one of three letters preserved in a Latin
translation after the works of Luecifer of Cagliari in Vatic. Regin, 133, in a defective Greek text published
by MoNTFaucoN and in an inseription found in 1820, lost, and rediscovered by the Metropolitan Museum
Expedition and published by Evenyx Waire and Cium. This last text contains one of the passages of
the vetus Latina absent from MoxTrRAUCON’S text.

A, DALRs, La doctrine d'Origine dapres un livee récont (Rech. se. relig., xx (1930), 224-68), examines
carefully the third volume of Dy Iavi's Origéne; volume 1 is reviewed also by H. JuaNMaIRE, Rev. Adst.
rel., XCvIL (1928), 132-7.
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R. Caprou, Origene et les reconnaissances eldmentines (Rech. se. relig., XX, H0G-28), nccopts the view that
the two citations in Origen are genuine and so give a terminus ante guem for the Grundselrift.

. HaukiN, Les vies grecques de S. Pachone (Anal. Boll., xiyvir (1929), 376-88), is reviewed by H. Ko,
Lheol. 1at.-Z., 1.v (1930), 352.

W. E. Croy, Colluthus, the Martyr and his Name (B.Z., xxx (1930), 323-7), cxplains the name as
derived from that of an animal and discusses the martyr's cult and legend.

Jakrbuch fiir Litwrgiewissenschaft, 1x (1930); has its usual admirable bibliography : 2.5, especially
pp- 187-200.

At the moment of going to press I have received two important volumes. (. MaNrrvrren, De opus-
cults Graceis Aeqypti ¢ papyris ostracis lupidibusque collectrs (Lravau de Lo Socldtd des Seiences et des
Lettres de Varsovie. Classer, 1930. No. 12, Warszawa: Nakladem Towarzystwa Nankowego Warszuwskiego
7 Zasilka Funduszu Kultury Narodowej. Pp. v+203), puts together a large number of texts of religious
nmportance, such as P. Oxy. 1380-2 and the Potter's Oracle, and fragnients of mimes, in a form based on
new collations and accompanied by an apparatus and valuable prolegomena. For the first time students
have this scattered material in a handy form. There is much to note in detail, e.g. the treating of
P.S.1 760 as parallel to the Potter’s Oracle and an ineditumn (P. Berol. 13876, a mime fragment). The

)

volume deserves a wide circulation and should do much to promote the study of the religion :nd culture
of Graeco-Roman Bgypt. Cf also § 1. The other technically falls into the next report but must be mentioned
for its interest. Karanis, Topographical and architectural report of excavations during the seasons 10.24-28,
by AwrrHur 19, R. Boak and Exocn E. Prrerson (University of Michigan Studies, Hwmanistic Series,
vol. xxv. Pp. viii+69, with 42 plates, 19 plang, and 1 map. 1931, Ann Avbor: University of Michigan
Py 2 dollars). Here for the first time is a methodical excavation of a Gracco-Roman town in Egypt
for its own sake. For this section we must note in particular pp. 32-4 describing the rectangular niches
with religious paintings, one of a figure who is almost certainly Mithras and very like figures in the
Mithracum at S. Maria di Capua, Notizze 1924, one in an adjoining house of the Thracian rider god, one
in the second of Isis and Harpoerates, and p. 56, a most interesting painting of Harpocrates on a lotus-
adorned chair, with the beast of Sarapis by his side and a bull and altar on cither side below.

3. PubuicatioNs or NoN-Literary TexTs.
(N.B. Misoellancons notes on and. corrections of documents previously published are referred to in § 9.
Reviews, when sufficiently mportant for mention, are noticed here.)

General, F. Bruappr's Sammelbuch, 111, 2, is reviewed by A, DeBrUNNER {7%heol. Lit.-Z., 1v (1930),
337-8). Binapen has now published the first half of the second volume of the Berichtigungslisten, which,
on PrEmsigr s death, he undertook to continue, It consists entirely of corrections to the ostraca, which
were escluded from Preisigke’s work, while the second half will contain corrections to texts on papyrus.
Bilabel has had the ungrudging help of J. G. Tarr, who in the course of his cdition of the Bodleian and
other ostraca has made very numerous corrections of texts previously published. Berichtigungsliste der
Uricchischen Papyrusurkunden aus Acgypten. Zweiter Band, Erste Hilfte. Selbstverlag des Verfassers
(Heidelberg, Handschuhsheimerlandstr, 31), 1931, Pp. 145.

Tair'’s own long-expected work has appeared during the year, at least in part, for vol. 11, which will
contain the indices, 1s to be issued later. The present volume contains the ostraca of the Ptolemaic period
in the Bodleian Library and all those worth publishing in the Ashmolean Museum, Oxford, the Cambridge
University Library, the Flinders Petrie collection at University College, London, and some small col-
lections. The second volume will contain, besides the indices to the whole work, the ostraca of the Roman
and Byzantine periods in the Bodleian. Tt is greatly to be hoped that this will not be too long delayed,
but the time which the editor can devote to this laborious and exacting work is exceedingly limited, and
publication cannot be expeeted for some years. Greek Ostraca in the Bodleian Library at Oxford and varivus
other Collections, vol. 1. London: Egypt Exploration Society, 1930. Pp. ix+181. £2. 2s. Reviewed by
H. I. Beny, O Ree., x11v (1920), 201.

P. Bouriant has been reviewed by Wesseny (Byz.-Neugr. Jakrb., vit (1930), 466-7).

Ptolemaie. M. Norsa has published the fivst fascicule of what will be a most valuable collection of
facsimiles of papyri in the Florentine collection. This first part contains exclusively (with the exception
of the last document, which is of the year 5 B.c.) papyri of the Ptolemaic period, and is thercfore best
noticed here. The plates are admirable, and they are preceded, very conveniently for the student, by
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transeripts with brief deseriptions and rveferences to the previous publieation.  Puabblicazioni della Senola
di Pilologia Classica dell’” Universith di Roma. Serie 1z Sussidi ¢ materiali.  Papird greci delle collezioni
italivne: Seritture documentarie, Pase. Primo. Roma: Giovanni Bardi, 1929, Pp. 15, 10 plates.

Vols. t-111 of P. Cairo Zenou are reviewed by P, VIERECK in Gromon, vI (1930), 115-21, and vol. 111
alone by WILCKEN in Arehip, 1x, 220-31,

As this goes to press T have received C. C. Epcar’s edition of the Zenon Papyri in the Michigan
collection. There is time only to call attention to this very important volume —important not only for
the intrinsic value of the texts here comtained and Bdgar's commentary on them, but for the Introduction,
i which, from his unique knowledge of the Zenon archive, he sums up the facts of Zenon’s life and some
of the problems raised by his papers. Zewon Papyri in the University of Michigan Collection. Ann Avbor:
University of Michigan Press, 1931, (University of Michigan Studies, Humanistic Series, xxiv.) Pp. xiv
+ 211, ¢ plates. 83.50.

W, L. Westeryaxny, publishing three receipts from the Zenon archive, discusses this gronp of doen-
ments, with interesting remarks on the methods of development of the Swped, the rates of wages, ete.
He distingaishes two types of receipt, according as the payment was for wages or a loan.  Of the three
published by him, he assigns two to the former, one to the latter type. Regarding Receipts in the Zenon
Arelive, in Jowrnal, xvi (1930), 24-30. The third of WESTERMANN'S vreceipts is bilingual, and W. SpikGEL
peraG publishies the Demotic portion sepavately: Der demotische Text des Papyrus Columbic No, 2{1]5, in
Aegyptus, X1 (1931), 73-5.

I have not been able to see W, PrresMaxs, De Zenon-Papyri. Ineentaris vun de tot nu toe verschencn
publicaties, in Rev. belge, 1x (1930), 1182-91,

The late B. NoryMaN GARDINER, in a posthumously published article, discusses P, Cairo Zenon 59060 ;
see also § 5 below, A School in Plolemaie Eyypt, in CL Rep., X1av (1930, 211-3.

SpeigaeLrERG's Dem. Urk. des Zenon- Arvchivs (Jowrnal, Xv1, 126) is reviewed by WILCKEN in Are/iy, 1X,
238-9. Other reviews of Ptolemnaie papyri arve: PoweLl and Barper’s New Chapters (Jowrnal, xvi, 126)
by H.J. Rlosg] in LHS, xuix (1929), 300-1; Encawr's Theee Ptolemaic Papyri by Winekex (Arehide, 1x,
235-6) ; KrRauMER's Nomarch Nicanor by the same (ihid., 236-T); P. LiLLg, 1, iv, by the same (7bid., 237)
and G, Routnrarn (Rev. de plil. 1v=1v1 (1930), 280); WEsTERMANN'S Upon Slavery in Ptolemaic Lyypt
by WILCKEN (Arehiv, 1X, 2562-3), C. Préavx (Chron. d Kaypte, v (1930), 274-8), H. L. BELL (€7 flew., x1IV
(1930), 200), and P. Conrart (fLee. de phil., 1vr (1930), 410-1); SPIRGELBERG'S Aus einer dg. Zivilprozess-
ordnung (Journal, xv1, 126) by Lo Wuxaunr (Newes zur “ligyptischen Zivilprozessordnung,” in Z. Sav., 1
(1930), 500-2); and Kuxkel's Uber die Verdusserung von Katoekenland by WILCREN (drehiv, 1X, 237-8).

A reference must be made here to another discovery of a document at Dura-Furopus, which bids fair
to be quite an important source of information abont extra-Egyptian law and documentary forms, This
is o loan with service in lieu of interest. Tt is dated by both the Parthian and the Seleucid eras, and is
important in several ways. [t was found on 12 IFeb. 1929 by the Yale expedition in a tower to the south-
west of the Gate of Palmyra. A connuunication on it appears in the C.-£. Ae. Inser. et B.-L., 1930, 158-81
(M. Rosrovizery and C. Bravrorp WeLLES, Un contrat de prét de Uan 121 ap. J.-C. trouvéd & Dowra), and
it is published by the same two scholars in the Yole Classical Studies, 1t. A Parchment Contract of Loan
from Dura-Europus on the Euplrates. Pp. 78, 1 plate.

Ptoleinaic- Roman. The most important publication of non-literary papyri during the year is Part 11
of P. Ross.-Georg. This is a collection of documents of the Ptolemaic and Early Roman periods, admirably
edited by O. Kutiaer., The papyri are in various collections and of various kinds. Some are extremely
fragmentary but others are in good or even fine preservation. They are edited with ample commentaries
with indices, and with facsimiles of two of them, nos. 11 and 18, The texts number 43 in all ; only 10 are
Ptolemaic. Of these 1-3 are perhaps from Hibeh (KnriiGer raises the question whether 1 and 2 belong to
the same document ; may they not be parts of a *“double deed,” one from the seriptura interior, the other
from the seriptura exterior #); 6-7 belong to the collection published in P. Reinach, and indeed to frag-
ments edited there; and 10 is the letter of Plato to the priests of Pathyris which appeared in the Ruecolta
Lumbroso, here republished with a most valuable commentary. The documents of the Roman period,
many but not all of which are from the Arsinoite nome, are of various kinds—returns, petitions, contracts,
accounts, and one letter. Among those which deserve special mention are 18, an interesting but very
fragmentary roll of hank diagraphai, and a small group of documents (16, 21, 23, 24, 30 1, 42) from Memphis.
Pepyri russischer wnd georgischer Sommlungen. 1. Plolemitische und friihromische Texte. Tiflis: Univer-
sitiitslithographie, 1929, Pp. v 4255, 2 plates.
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Part 1 of Papire Milaness (Journal, xvi, 127) is reviewed by WiLeken (Arehiv, 1x, 240).

M. Norsa’s Seritture documenturie, which includes one papyrus of the Roman period, has been noticed
above, under tolemaic.

Roman. A very important papyrus roferring to Alexandria has been published by M. Norsa and
G. Virernn This is an account of an Alexandrian embassy, apparently to Augustus, probably part of a
literary or semi-literary work (of the same class as the “pagan Acts of the Martyrs”) rather than of an
official report, which refers throughout to the Bovhi. Alexandria is indeed nowhere mentioned, but it can
hardly be doubted that it is the city concerned, and the editors conclude that, if the city is indeed
Alexandria, this is evidence for the existence of an Alexandrian senate. Da Papiri greci dellu Societd
ltaliana (Bull. Soc. drch. dAlex. Suppl. dw fasc. 25), 2°. Resoconto di wnch wpesfele di Alessandring ad
Augusto, pp. 9-12, 1 plate. WILCKEN accepts the view of the editors (drchiv, 1%, 253-6), and concludes,
“So wird denn die alte Streitfrage, wann die Alexandriner ihre Boudj verloren haben, ob durch Octavian
oder schon vorher durch cinen Ptolemier, definitiv im ersteren Sinne entschieden.” The matter is however
by no means certain. G. pE SANCTIS (La bule degli Alessundring, in Atti R. Ace. di Torino, 1xV (1930),
513-5) inclines to think “che la bule nel momento in cuni si presenta la richiesta non exista o che si tratti
di reintegrarla”; hence, he concludes, the document does not resolve the old question whether Octavian
found a senate when he entered Alexandria. Even inore positively does W, ScHUBART take up a view
hostile to the editors’ interpretation (Der Rat von Alerandreia, in Forsch. w. Fortschr., vi (1930), 274-5).
He holds that the petitioners are not speaking of an existing institution but pleading for the establishment
(or re-establishment) of a Bov)j; and he even queries whether Augustus is the ©“Caesar” referred to;
whether the embassy may not have been to Claudius. I may perhaps venture to add that I share, very
decidedly, ScHUBARTs main view; the whole wording of the text suggests to my mind an argument in
favour of granting the petitioners something which they do not possess. The character of the hand seems
to indicate a date later than 30 B.C., hardly perhaps earlier than the reign of Tiberius ; and even if one
accepts the identification of “Caesar” with Augustus, one cannot be certain that the embassy took place
immediately after the Roman occupation of ligypt.

S. LoscH has devoted to the letter of Claudius to Alexandria (P. Lond. 1912) an claborate monograph
which [ have not yet had time to read, since it arrived as this Bibliography was being prepared for press,
but which appears to be of considerable importance. Epistula Claudiana: Der neuwentdeckte Brief des
Kaisers Claudius vom Jakre 41 n. Chr. wnd das Urchristentum, Eine cxegetisch-historische Untersuchung.
Rottenburg a. N. (Wiirtt.): Bader’sche Verlagsbuchhandlung, 1930. Pp. 48,

C. WessELY reviews BeLLs Jews and Christians in Egypt in Byz.- Neugr. Jahrb., vi1 (1930), 496-9.

WorLpemMAR Graf UxRULL-GYLLENBAND has published an important new fragment of the dcta Isidor:
(P. Berol. 8877). Its place in the proceedings seems to fall between the Berlin and the Cairo fragments,
and it is couched in dialogue form, the speakers being Isidorus, Agrippa, and Balbillus, whom Uxxkuvri-
GYLLENBAND identifies, no doubt rightly, with the envoy mentioned in the letter of Claudius to Alexandria.
On this ground and on others he argues for the dating of the trial, not in 53 but in 41 ; and his arguments
seem to me very cogent. In any case this new fragment is of the utmost importance and value, and its
editor is to be congratulated on the skill with which he has edited it and his reconstruction of the events.
Bin meues Bruchstiick aus den sogenannten Heidnischen Mdrtyrerakten, in Sitzungsh. Pr. dkad., 1930,
664-79.

I must refer here to an important monograph by J. Srroux on B.G.U. 611, for which see § 6: Eine
Gerichtsreform des Kaisers Claudius (B.G.U. 611). (Sitzungsb. Bayer. Akad., 1929, Heft 8.) Miinchen, 1929.
Pp. 96. Also to WoLDEMAR Graf UXKULL-GYLLENBAND’S Zum Gnomon des Idioslogos, in Archiv, 1x, 183
206, for which see §§ 5 and 6.

Kryes's Petition of a State Farmer is reviewed by WILOKEN (Archiv, 1X; 244-5), who also reviews
SANDERS's A Birth Certificate of the Year 145 a.p. (ibid., 242-3). B. Cuq publishes a note on the abbroviated
formula found in SANDERS’s tablet and elsewhere, C.-£. de. Inser. et B.- L., 1929, 269-70.

A. Drarasst discusses P.S.I. 1026 and military diplomas generally. 7l papiro 1026 della Societds
ttaliana e © diplomi militari romand, in degyptus, X (1929), 242-54,

M. HomBerT, who has shown the most praiseworthy activity in organizing the papyrological section of
the Fondation Reine Tlisabeth at Brussels, has published a census return which is of rather unusual
interest for the study of population and the composition of the family in Roman Egypt. It is of the
14th year of Marcus Aurelius and comes from Thelbonthon Siphtha in the Prosopite nome. 1t shows four
brothers and their families living in a single house. HoMBERT analyses the evidence of the document.
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(In 1. 58-9 read presumably s (mpikerrar) (or m(pdxeral)?) ‘lepakiwv HuvrB(evros) x.r.X.) Une fumille
nombreuse en Egypte au 1 siccle, in Mélanges Paul Thomas (Bruges, 1930), 440-50. Sce also Chron.
& Egypte, v (1930), 271 4.

Brasuy's Die grako-dgyptischen Feste (Journal, Xv1, 127) is reviewed by WILCKEN in drehiv, 1%, 241.

J. C. Naper discusses the Oxyrbynchus papyrus published as P.S.L 940. IEPI ENOIKIOY AIKHE (ud
P. Soc. Ital. 940), in Aegyptus, x1 (1931), 40-4.

A. E. R. Boak publishes in Ann. Serv., Xx1x, 47-63, Select Papyri from Karanis. These papyri were
all found in the season 1924/25. They are: 1. Contract of service in lieu of interest on a debt of three
talents, A.p. 277-282 (in 1. 25 ov is probably the end of the numeral); 2. Notification of death to the
village scribe, ao.p. 112; 3. Application to the village seribe to remove one holding from the register of
taxable land and transfer three from the dpyvpuw) rdfis to the surodopa, A.p. 214; 4. Petition by land-
owners and tenants of Kerkesoucha to the epistrategus, complaining of the neglect of the xaraomopeis,
AD. 211725 5. Certificate of the epicrisis of a Roman veteran, A.p. 188,

WILCKEN reviews in drehan, 1%, 244, Frrrem-Houst's Phree Greck Papyri in Oslo, and ibid., 2434,
Beny's Family Dispute concerning Hypothecation.

Reference must bo made here to the publication by P. W. TowNsEND of a Yale papyrus (P. 156) dated
26 Payni of the reign of the first two Gordiani. For its significance in relation to chronology see § 4 below.
A Yale Papyrus and o Reconsideration of the Chronology of the Year 238 dA.p., in Am. Journ. Phil., L1
(1930), 62-6.

As this goes to press I have reccived : Une lettre sur Uenregistrement des libelles, by P. Joucurr, from
Melanges Pawl Thomuas (1930), 474-80. Joucuet here publishes a 3rd cent. letter concerning the subscrip-
tion (Yroypdpew) of Libelli with a view to their registration (karaywpitew). It is of considerable interest
and is furnished by the editor with a useful discussion of the process of registration.

Roman-Byzantine. P.S.I. 1x, fasc. 2 (Journal, xvi, 127), has been reviewed by WriLckuN (A rchiv, 1X,
245-6) and F. Z[uckEr] (B.Z., xx1x, 392); Fris’s P. Got. (Jowrnal, xv1, 127 £.) by ScuuBart (Gnonon,
VI (1930), 609-11), WILCKEN (drchiv, 1X, 249-50), and K. Fr. W. Scamipr (Phil. Woch., 1. (1930), 235-40) ;
MOLLER’s Gr. Papyri a. d. Berl. Muscum (Jowrnal, xvi, 128) by SCHUBART (Gnomon, V1 (1930), 612--4),
WILCKEN (Archev, 1%, 247-8), K. FR. W. ScaMipt (Phil. Woch., 1. (1930), 674-7), P. CortaRT (Rev. de phil.,
1v=1vI (1930), 411-2; not yet accessible to me), and B. OussoN (D. Lit.-Z., 3. Folge, 1 (1930), 830-1);
VAN HorseN-JoHNSON’s Five Leases in the Princeton Collection by WILCKEN (dArchiv, 1X, 248-9); and
Frise’s Vier Papyri a. d. Berl. Sammlung (Journal, xv1, 128) by the same (:bid., 248).

Byzantine. C.ScaMidt calls attention to P. Got. 11, which be reprints as a letter referring to the great
persecution by Diocletian and his successors.  Bin neues Originaldokwment aus der diokletianischen Christen-
varfolgung, in Theol. Lit.-Z., Lv (1930), 227-9.

An interesting list of “properties” for mimes (which are named) is published by G. v. MANTEUFFEL
from a Berlin papyrus (P. Berol. 13927, bought in 1924) of the 5th/6th century. Apparatus mimict libellus
(Studia Papyrologica, 11, 4), in Los, xXXI1 (1929), 27-32.

WILCREN reviews ZERETELT'S FEine gricch. Holztafel in Archiv, 1x, 251, and MaRTIN's Letter from
Constantinople (Journal, xvi, 128), ibid., 251.

I rveferred last year (Journal, xvi, 128) to MaLLoN’s publication of some Coptic ostraca with the formula
ermovdon. W. HENGSTENBERG has followed this up with a further collection of similar ostraca, and has
in several respects advanced beyond the interpretations given by Marrow. He questions the Theban
provenance of these ostraca and inclines to put them later than MarLroN, perhaps to the carly part of the
7th century. A comparison of the hands seen in his facsimiles with those of the Wadi Sarga ostraca
makes me think that he is right. By using the Wadi Sarga texts to elucidate his own and conversely he is
able to throw further light on some of those in the Wadi Sarga volume. etmoydon he explains as “to the
mill.” Die griechisch-koptischen movyAoun-Ostraka, in 4.Z., 1xvi (1930), 51-68.

Byzantine-Arab. C. Wussery reviews P. Lond. tv and v (Byz.-neugricch. Jukrb., vi1 (1930), 496-9),

Arab. Grivrrre’s Christian Documents from Nubia is reviewed by A. ScHARFR in 0.L.Z., xxx111 (1930),
28-9.

Postscript. The following reference which has been given me I cannot place in its appropriate section,
as the periodical referred to is not accessible to me, and I do not know what papyrus jis referred to:
E. MInp®, Bin griechischer Papyrus aus Agypten, in Die Leibesiibungen, Vi, 3434,
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4. Pourricar, History, BIOGRAPHY, ADMINISTRATION, TOPOGRAPHY AND CHRONOLOGY.

General. There are matters of Bgyptian interest in O. SN, Indien in den griechischen Papyii,
published in Indologia Pragensia (Sehr. d. phil. Fak. d. deutsch. Usiv. Prag 2), 1929, 34-57.

Brnst STEIN, Geschichie des spitrimischen Reiches, 1, has been reviowed by W, ENssuiN, Byz.-newgricch.
Jakrb., vit (1930), 514-8 ; in Gromon, v1 (1930}, 496-505 ; and in Klio, xx1ix (1930); 479-83.

F. Lor, La Fin du monde antigue, ete., is reviewed by Normax I Bavxes in Jowrn. Lom. Stud., x1x
(1929), 224-35, and a refercnce may be made to BayNes's paper, Some Aspects of Byzantine Civelisation,
op. cet., XX (1930), 1-13.

Politicul History and position of nationalities. U. WILCKEN’s paper on the visit of Alexander to Siwa
(see Jowrnal, xv1, 129) has roused much digcussion. Tt is crviticized by H. Berve in Gromon, 1929, 370-86,
and by G. PasQuALL in [, di fil., viI (1929), 4, to whom WiLekeN veplies in i levanders Zug zwm dwmon :
ein Epilog in Sitzungsh, Pr. dbad., 1930, x, 159-76, maintaining his previous view: also by I DBrrccra
in Bull. Soc. Arch, & Alew., vir (1930), 152-65, by Hans Lamer in Alio, xxiv (1930), 63-9, and by C. 17,
Lmpyann-Haver in Ao, xxav (1930), 169-90 and 376-80, who all cling to the rveligious view. On the
other side there is J. G. Minxw’s article in dne. Lyypt, 1929, 74-8.

A ANDREADES takes a more favourable view of Cleomenes of Naukratis than has been usually adopted
by historians: see pp. 10-18 of dntiméne de Rhodes et Cléomene de Nuuweratis in B.C 1., v (1929), 1-18.

Neney Greren discusses 0.GU1 16, which she dates under Philadelphus, in Lhilologues, nxxxv (1929),
159-74, Uber eine Ptolemiterinschrift; her view is contested by U. WinckeN in drekiv, 1x, 223-5—Zur
Sarapisinschrift von Halikarnass. See also § 2 above.

A. MoyrGriaxo has an article on [L decreto tritingue in onore di Tolomeo Filopatore e la quarta gnerra
di Celesiria in Aegyptus, X (1929), 100-9,

In A.Z., Lxv (1930), 53-7, W. SerecrLBERG publishes Bine neue Lrwihnung eines Aufstandes in Ober-
dgypten in der Plolemderzeil, dealing with a veference to troubles in the Pathyris district in year 24 of an
unnamed king: he thinks it is probably of the Soter II and Alexander period.

An important document dealing with the history of the Senate at Alexandrin is published by M., Norsa
and Q. Ve in Bull. Soe. dreh. d’ Alew., Suppl. du fase. 25 {1930}, 912, Resoconto i wne wperfela di
Alessandrind ad Augusto, which supports the view that Augustus abolished the Senate: it is reviewed by
U, WinoreN in drehio, 1x, 263-6. See also W, Scuupart, Der Lat von Alecandreia, in Forselow, Fortschyr.,
vi (1930), 2745, and (. DE SANCTIS, Le bule degly Alessandrind, in Aeti R dee. di Torino, 1.xv (1930),
513-5.

The interest of C. F. Lisnymany-Haurrs article on the Germanicus Papyrusin Klio, xxin (1929), 1403,
is mainly historieal.

M. Rosrovrzerr, Lemperewr Tibére et le culte dmpérial, in Lev. hist., cuxim (1930), 1-26, should be
noted here: see also § 2.

Contributions to the literature on the Jewish question in Imperial Kgypt are made by S, Liscn,
Epistule Claudicnw: Der neventdeckte Bricf des Kaisers Claudivs vom Jabre 41 0. Clr, und das Urehristen-
twm, Rottenburg a. N., 1930, pp. 48; by S, HuiNesany, Oesprunyg wnd Wesen des Antiseinitismus im
Altertum, in Hist. Z., ¢xi1 (1930), 176; and by Worpeyxar Graf UXKULL-GYLLENBAND, i neues Brich-
stitek aus den sogenannten Heidnischen Mirtyrerakten, in Sitzungsh. Pr. dkad., 1930, 664-7T9. See § 3,

F. Scuenn in Untersuchungen zur Gesclichte des Kaisers Antonznus Pius, in Hermes, 1Xv, 177-208,
(1) discusses B.G.U. vi1, 1564 in its relation to the Parthian war, and (2) points out that the greater part
of the passages in Malala xi coneerning Antoninus and Alexandria really refer to Caracalla.

Admanistration. The Cyrene inscriptions continue to excite interest: V. BHRENBERG has an article
Zur Verfassungsurkunde von Kyrene in Hermes, 1xv (1930), 332-55, and L. Rosurr in Rev. 6. ane., xxXI1
(1930), 202-3, notices one by Paora Zancaw, Il divyramma di Cyreney, in detd R, Ist. Veneto, LXXXVIIT
(1929), 1291-1305.

A, Wruneny, Inschrift aus Theben, in drehiv, 1x, 214-7, should be noted in connexion with Ptolewaic
military organization, and C. C. Epcar, A4 Greek Inscription, in dan. Serv., XX1X, 77-80, in connexion with
Roman local government.

E. R. GoonexousH has made a study of Philo’s account of Jewish legal practice at Alexandria in 77%e
Jurisprudeace of the Jewish Courts in Egypt. New Haven, 1929, Pp.ix+268. It is reviewed by M. Rapix
‘n CL Phil., xxv (1930), 2947, See § 6.

Articles to be mentioned here, which belong mainly to other sections, are E. BiekErMANN, Beitrige
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zur antiken Urkwndengeschichte. 111 *Evrevbis wnd Gmipvnpa, in drehiv, 13, 155-82 (see § 7); A. DEGRASSI,
1l papiro 1026 della Societds ituliane ¢ & diplomd militari romaniy in degyptus, X (1929), 242-54 (see § 3);
and O. STEIN, "Emloceyus, in Charisteria, 176-80 (sce § 8).

It may be mentioned that among the theses for the doctorate, 1929-30, at the University of Brussels,
is that of Mlle. Sront Dimurs on Les Préfots &’ Egypte et lewrs ddits. Reference may also be made to
JOuGUE's publication of a letter concerning the registration of 2ibelli referrved to in § 3.

On Byzantine adminjstration, the only work which has appeared during the year would seem to be a
dissertation of the University of Giessen by Orro HorNICKEL, Blhren und Rangpridikate in den Papyrus-
urkunden : Iin Beitrag zum rimischen wnd byzontinischen Titelwesen (Universititsverlag von Robert Noske
in Borna-Leipzig), 1930. Pp. x, 39+ Lebenslanf. This is designed as a supplement to the Warterbuch der
griechischen Papyrusurkunden of Prustore-Kressuing. The student of adwministrative history bas every
reason to be grateful for self-denying work such as this.

G. ROUILLARD, Ladministration civile de l"]«;'y‘y,utu byzantine has been reviewed by €. Wesssrny, Byz
neugrieck. Jakrb., viv (1930), 475-9; by 15 StEIN, Guemon, vi (1930), 401-20 (cf. Mist. Z., 141, 412-3);
by L. BrEUIER, Jowrn. S, 1929, 425-7; by B Brecow, Bull, Soc. dreh. & dles., no. 25, 171-9;5 and by
M. BEsNIER, flev. éf. anc., XXXIL {1930), TO-1.

Topography. Te Comte du Mesxin pu Butsson gives his Comple rendu sommaire d'wpe mission d
Tell-el- Yahoudiyé in Bull. Inst. fr. d’areh. or., XXIX (1929), 15578,

FRr. Zucrer reviews F. W, vox BissiNag’s 7%ne (see Jouraal, xvi, 130) in D. Lit.-Z., 1930, 602-4,

E. Brrcera veviews 1. Darwssy's Wenclais of Cembouclhure de Lo branele Canopigue in Bull. Soc. Arch.
& Alex., Vi1 (1930), 166-71.

Chronology. A. E. R. Boar has found a new Caligulan month-navie : The Month *Aypir mweios in
Arehiv, 1%, 225-6.

Mary E. Dickrr deals with the genesis of The Auntinoopolite Calendar in drehiv, 1x, 226-7.

T. E. PEET reviews KUBUISCHEK's Grandidss (sce Xv, 125) in Jowrnal, xvi (1930), 165; 18, CAvaleNac
notices ForRERINGHAMs The Calendar (see XvIy 130) I Lev. é. ane., XxX11 (1930), 88.

P. W. TowxsexND discusses the chronology of the year a.p. 238 in the light of a new papyrus fragment :
A Yale Papyrus and a Reconsideration of the Clrorology of the Year 238 A.p.,in dan. Jowrin. Phil., L1 (1930),
62-6 (see § 3).

5. Social Lire, Epucarios, Art, Beoxoumic Hisrory, NusmisMatics, AND METROLOGY.

General. A. M. ANprEADES has published ‘Toropia mhs ‘EXkgrwcis Snuooias olxovopias. Top. 8. of
‘EN\propaxedovexol xpovor. pep. a'. "H Spuooia olkovopla roi peyilov "ANeédvdpov. Athens, 1930. Pp. 104.

I Voar’s Herodot in Aegypten (see XvI, 130} is reviewed by H. I. Bent in Jowrnal, xvi (1930), 266 ;
and P. Viuruek’s Philadel pheia (see xv, 125) by C. Préavx in Chron. fl’lf;'//., v (1930), 133-8, by I. BrEccIa
in Bull. Soc. Arch. &’ Alex., vir (1930), 161-5, and by F. OrrTen in Hist. Z., cxuur (1930), 98-9.

Rosrovrzerr’s The Social and Leonomic History of the Roman Empire has been reviewed by NorMAN
H. Bayxes in Jowrn. Rom. Stud., x1x (1929), 224-35.

Finance, dgriculture, Industry. The article by A. ANDRGaDES on Cleomenes of Naukratis mentioned
in § 4 should be noted here.

There is a valuable collection of Kgyptian material in F. Hercuurnews, Wirtschafiliche Schwankungen
der Zeit won Alexander bus Augustus, Jena, 1930, pp. 142 it is reviewed by 8. R[riNAcH] in Reo. arch.,
xxXI (1930), 384-5, by A. BLANGHET in Jowrn. Sav., 1930, 228-9, by J. G. MILxE in Jowrnal, xvr (1930),
267-8, and by A. CALDERINI in degyprus, X1 (1931), 93-4.

G. GrLorz has republished his article on Le pria du papyrus dans Dantiquitd grecque, noticed in Journal,
xvI, 130, in Bull. Soc. Arch. d’Alex., vt (1930), 83-96.

W. L. WESTERMANN's Slavery in Ptolemaic Bgypt (see Journal, xvt, 130) is reviewed by U. WiLCREN
in Arehiv, 1x, 252-3, by C. PREAUX in Chron. d’Ey., v (1930), 274-8, by IL. I. BrrL in C. Kev., xn1v (1930),
200, and by P. COLLART in Rev. de phil., nvt (1930), 410-1.

W. L. WESTERMANN gives a useful survey of Warchousing and Trapezite Banking in Antiguity in the
Jowrnal of Economic and Business History, 111 (1930), 30-51.

Various questions relating to the Gnomon are discussed by WarpeMar Graf Uskori-GYLLENBAND,
Zum Gnomon des Idioslogos, in Archiv, 1x, 183-206. See also §§ 3, 6.

Journ. of Egypt. Arch. xvIr. 17
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V. MarriN, La fiscalité romaine (sce Jowrnal, x1u, 112), is veviewed by 8. R[EINAcH] in Rev, arch., XXX
(1929), 350.

A. BEGRE writes on Circolazione e influzione nel mondo antico in Historia, 111 (1929), 369-80,

A paper by K. WiLnenMsoN, Zum rimischen Fiskalkauf in Aegypten, is published in dcta et Comm.
Univ. Tartuensis, B, xvur, 5. See also § 6.

C. WessELY disousses jus lapides transportandi in Studi Boufunte, 11 (1930), 17-8 (see Jowrnal, xv, 121).

The first part of a paper by Maria Murzaconra on Lu naviguzione in Eyitto nell’ cté greco-romana
appears in Aegyptus, X (1929), 105-48,

H. AL Trosesox disensses the veferences to Syrian Wheat in Hellenistic Egypt in Archiv, 1, 207-13.

S. Zpvin deals with The Ptolemaie System of Weater-Supply in the Fayyim in Ann. Serv., XXX (1930),
27-30.

Liducation, Science, and Art. In A School in Ptolemaic Egypt, . N. GARDINER deals with the training
of boys in the palaestra mentioned in the Zenon papers: CL Ree., Xuiv (1930), 211-3. Sce also § 3.

E. Bricora notices Maria KosyLINas Zur Geschichte der Alevandrinischen Skulptur (see Jowrnal, Xv1,
131) in Bull. Soc. Areh. d’ Alez., vix (1930), 1924,

Numismatics and Metrology. M. C. Sourzo gives Un nonvel exposé du systéme monetaire des Lagides in
Cliron. &’ Ey., v (1930), 263-9,

Jo G MinNg discusses a numismatic problem in the Gnowmon in The Roman regulbation of exchange
values in Bgypt in Jowrnel, xv1 (1930), 169-70.

6. Law,

A, General,

i Bibliographies and collected works. We vegret that for a second consecutive year the Kes, hist. dr.,
does not contain B, Prrror’s bibliographical bulletin. We record: P. M. MEYER, Juristischer Pupyrius-
bericht, vt (Okt. 1927 bis Oke. 1929), Z. Swe. 1 (1930), 503-50 3 U, WinckeN, Urbunden-leferat, Adrchiv,
IX (19303, 228-56; L. WENGER, Juristische Literaturiibersicht, 1t (1914-30), ¢bid., 257-314; A, CALDERINI,
Bibliografia metodica degli studi di Egittologia e di papirologin, Aegyptics, X (1929), 329-73 (Diritlo ¢
amninistrazione, 353-5); Testi recenteinente pubblicatiy ihid., 297-300; M. Homprrr, Bulletin papyro-
logique, Byzantion, 1w (1927), 1-25 (extract), and ibid., v (1929-30), 655-70; the same in Chron. d'ly.,
v (1929), 329-36, v (1930), 156-62. P. Cornixer has supervised the compilation of Bibliographie des
traveny de drodt vosadn en langue frangaise (Paris, 1930, vi+42 pp.), going up to the end of 1928, In
Avel. giurid., x1x (1930), 229-31, . Maror gives a neerology of A. ALBERTONI, accompanied by his
bibliography. DBibliographical matter will also be found in 2.Z., xx1x (1929-30), 391-3, 473-8.

The republication of Frrrinrs shorter works has now heen completed (Opere di Contardo Ferrind,
vols. 1-v, Milan, 1929-30) under the most competent editorship. The fifth volume contains valuable
indexes of subjects and texts (papyri, pp. 522-3). The volume of most divect importance to us is the first,
on Romano-Byzantine law, but the quality of Frrrinrs work in all branches of Roman law makes the
complete set desirable in any library. In a rveview of the first two volumes B. Seibr, A V.GLR., xx1V
(1930), 75-88, contributes an excellent eritical account of FERRINI'S work in three subjects, the Paraphrase
of the lustitutes, the Syro-Roman Lawbook and the Institutes. A collection of a totally different kind is
Studi in onore di Pietro Bowfante, 1-1v, Milan, 1930, with supplementary Indice delle fonti, in which last
papyri occupy pp. 764-70. It is a mirror of Romanistic studies all over the world. A number of the
confributions, issned separately, have been mentioned in this section in the last two years; others are
referred to below.

ii. Legal history of untiquity. T. WENGER'S Juristische Literaturiibersicht, 11 (A, 1) maintains the point
of view of his previous instalment (Jowrnad, xv (1929, 127, Cf. Jouraal, Xv1 (1930), 131); we are still
under the vabric Allgemeine Durlegungen, and not till the next instalment shall we reach the monographic
literature which is papyrological in the striet sense. What we have before us is not a bibliography proper,
though the literature cited is exhaustive, but an article, dealing chiefly with scientific methods and aims,
in the form of a series of reviews of more or Jess recent works. Two main topics are treated: the history
of ancient law generally, more particularly oriental (pp. 258-98), and the problem of the evolution of
Roman law from the end of the classical period &ill Justinian (pp. 298-307); there is an appendix on a
number of general works not falling under either of the two main headings (pp. 307-14). Most of the
literature mentioned under the first heading has already been registered here (Journal, xv and XvI, 11, ¢.) ;
what, bas not would carry us beyond our present scope, with the exception perhaps of E. Wriss’s
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review of WENGER'S Der heutiye Stund, cte. (Jowrnal, xv (1929), 127), in dreh. R w. W, xxu (1929),
292-302 (not seen). WENGER’s pp. 269-83 give an invaluable survey of the modern literature of oriental
law, including Jewish. Various particular items of the article will be mentioned in the course of the
section. In the second part of the Tbersicht will be found an account of the Berytus controversy, in which
8. Rrccosono and P, Coruingr are protagonists. The position, moderately castward, taken up by WENGER
himself is naturally most important. To the works mentioned in this connexion in Jowrnal, Xvi (1930},
131-2, add a sharp attack on RiccoBono’s position by B. Avserrario, La crisi del metodo interpoluzionis-
tico, St. Bonfante, 1, 609-72; a criticism of the other side by L. CHiazzsse, Nuov! orientamenti nella
storia del dir, rom., Areh. giurid., X1x (1930), 87-115, 165-228 ; and two contributions by S. Ricconono,
Nichilismo eritico-storico nel campo del dir. rom. ¢ medivevale (extr. Ann. R, Univ. Palermo, 1930, a. VIiI),
stating liis position in a popular manner, aud Linewmenti della dottrine della rappresentenze divetto in
dir. rom. (dnn. Sem. Giurid. Palermo, X1v (1930), 389-447), proving that the developments of the law of
agency found in the Corpus Juris were already known in substance to the classical jurists. A similar
result with regard to the doctrine of dolus, culpu and casus (apart from the Byzantine distinetion eulpe
lata and levis) is reached by B, KUBLER, Der Einfluss der gricch. Philosophie auf die Entwickhug der Lehre
v, d. Verschuldensgraden im rim. Recht (exty. Rechtsidee . Staatsgedunte, ed. K. Larenz, 63-76, Berlin,
1930). He concludes: “1t is noteworthy that influences of Greek philosophy and rhetoric on the develop-
nient of Roman law can in this case be shown with probability for the early elassical period, but not for
the period of degencration.” A salutary douche of rvationalism is administered by W. W. Buckranb,
Dig. wlodd, 2 (De Furtisy and the methods of the compilers, Tijdsche. v. Rechtsgesch., x (1930), 117-42. We
have also to note 1. PriNasuriM, Die archaistische Tendens Justiniuns, St. Boufante, 1, 549 87, and
W. Kunkun, Methodische Gesichtspunkte z. Interpolationsforschung, Z. Sae., 1. (1930), 726-7 (a summniary),
both extremely intevesting. Lastly, B. KiBrir, 242 Wock., 1. (1930), 73-8, after describing the modern
methods of discovering interpolations, and pointing out the dangers of the linguistic and rhythmic
(RucnNirz) tests, awards the highest praise to the work under review, B. Luvy and B. Rabpri’s Index
anterpolationmm quae $n Tustiniani Digestis inesse dicuntur (1, libb. i-xx, Suppl. 1, 1bb. i-xii. Weimar,
1929). But he observes that the Index shows that morve than half the Digest is under suspicion, and asks
how the compilers could have done so much in three years. [t is time for philologists to criticize and for
Jurists to self-eriticize.

Yielding a little to WENGER's influence, we may mention 1. Srous very useful Summelbericht: Uber-
setzungen w. Abh. z. vorptol. Rechte Agyptens (1903-29), K. V.G R., xxtv (1930), 37-73, suitable for non-
specialists, vouched for by L. WeNGrRr, Archiv, 1x, 2568, n. 1, 282; G. Furnaxy, Legyl dell’ Asia anteriore
antica (Ist. per I Orienie, Rome, 1929, not seen), on which see P. ConvinNer, Rer. Aist. dr., 1X (1930), 176-7,
and P. KoSCHAKER, Z. Sav., L (1930), 687-9. Add A. ALBeRTONI, Dir. biz., dir. balcandcd, dir. ital. (Ist. per
P Luropa Or., Rome, 1930), which is recommended particularly for its bibliography by P. Four~igr, Aes.
hist. dr., 1x (1930), 564 ; also . Besruer, Z Sav., L (1930), 439-40, contesting P. KoscHAKER'S view of
the passing of property in middle-Assyrian sale, and B. VALoRrI, I{ dir. del sepolera nell’ antico Lygitto, in
Aveh. giwrid., x1x (1930), 59-86 (pre-Ptolemaic). Finally, in €1 Phil., xxv (1930), 294-7, M. RapIn
reviews L. R. GoobrNouGH, The Jurisprudence of the Jewish Courts in Egypt...under the early Roman
Lmpire..., New Haven, 1929 (not secen). He holds unnecessary and unproven the main contention of
the book, that Philo’s four books, De specialibus legibus, do not set forth an abstract system based on the
Pentateuch, but the actual law of the Jewish courts in Alexandrin. Reflections of that law there may be
in Philo, but to detect them requires special qualifications.

iil. Miscellaneous reviews. There have been the following notices of L. WENGER, dus Novellenindex w.
LPapyruswirterbuch (Munich, 1928, See Journal, xv (1929), 132, and xvr (1930), 132, iii): P. CoLniNgr,
Rev. hist. dr., 1x (1930}, 336-7: P. M. Meyer, Z. Sav., 1 (1930), 509-10, 517; 1. KosLEr, iid., 619-23
M. Sax Nrcowd, 0.L.Z., xxxirr (1930), 508-9; K. Grurr, Phil. Woch., 1. (1930), 46-8. All are favourable,
but most are quite short, KUBLER’s contains interesting suggestions for further word-studies of the same
nature as WENGER’s on dypagpos and &yypaos. SAN NIcoLd observes the importance of Greek patristic
literature of the Justinian period, and notes the publication of the first parts of a systematic index to
MieNE's Greek Patrology by HoprNer (not seen).

In Musewin (Leyden), xxxvir (1930), no. 2, D. Coux reviews K. vox Worss, Untersuchungen iiber das
Urlundenwesen, ete. (Munich, 1924). (Duteh. Not seen.) In a careful review of A. Luver, Le bénéfice de
compétence (Paris, 1927), E. Skinn draws attention to the possibility that some features of that institution
are of Hellenistic origin: A, V.GL L., xx1v (1930), 88-101 ; ¢f. H. SIBER, Z. Saw., XLIX (1929), 560-8.

17—2
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iv. Juristic tewts, and studivs of juristic tewts.  Zuwm (fnomon des Idiosloyos, by W. Graf UXKULL-
GYLLENBAND, is s0 accessible to papyrologists (Arching 1x (1930), 183-206) that the briefest account of its
raain conclusion will suffice, It is that the Gaomon is an extract from amuch larger Guromon, made with
the special object of providing, probably for a subordinate of the /7., a sammary statement of the position
in matters where the law had recently been altered or was in flux (ra év géore kepilawa of the pr. meaning
“doubtful points ). Hence the topics are by no means the most important parts of the L2L’s competence.
Points to which U.-Gi. gives special attention are the 275 position in sacral matters (substantial agree-
ment with H. Sruart Joxus), the sepulture regulations (Gromon, §§ 1 and 2) as showing a reversion by
M. Aurclius to Trajan, the Alexandrian law of intestate succession (§ 4) as showing an un-Roman, but
perhaps Hellenistic, limitation of the cirele of possible inheritors, and restrictions on the commercial
capacity of state-debtors (§ 70. Zd. 7%, Jul. Alex, §§ 2 and 3). A new edition of the well-known
Oratio{nes) Clandii de decurils tudicum, ete. (BRUNS, Fontes™, p. 198) has been published with commentary
by J. Srrovx, Line Gerichtsreform des Kodsers Cluudivs (5.G.U. GL1), Sitzungsh. Bay. Ak ph.-fest. K.,
1929, 8. He gives some new textual readings and conjectures, one of which (1L 2-3) would, on his inter-
pretation, remove the difficulty as to the /. Plaetoria. He argues that the Oratio (not Orationes) down to
11, 11 concerns civil suits, and only thereafter eriminal. In regard to the latter e makes an interesting
point ou the curiosum considiwm of 11, 13. Very brief notice by L. Borwrrini Bull. Ist. Dir. Rom.,
xxxvir (1930), 195-6; longer by I, vi Zurnvery, 2.8, x1x (1929), 248-9. Hidden away in a note to
a review of I, Bozza's Sulla competenza dei Centumeirs (Naples, 1928, not seen) are somoe valuable reiarks
by P. KoscHaKER on STROUX'S views: Z Saw., 1L (1930), 681, The question is of the meuning of subscripto
wudieio in the Oratio Clowdsi; 1, 10, which, if we accept STROUX's contention that 1, 8 11, 11 deal with
civil cases, is only paralleled by Pliny, ep. vy 1, 70 subscribere centumwirale judicium cum adversario.
This, KoscHakiRr agrees, creates the likelihood that Claudius too was concerned with centumviral
(StrOUX, 47-8). But KoseHARER sees difficulties in STRouN’s main contention, and thinks that the sharp
transition marked by Nem geideie in 1, 11 may indicate o passing from measures against mancuvres
requiring only provisional to those admitting of definite repression, not, as Srrovx holds, from civil to
criminal cases.

B. Vorrerra, Mem. dee. Linced, 111, fase. 1 (1930), has published what is evidently an important study
(hot seen) of the wysterions Collativ legum Mosivicwrvm et Romanarum, P, Fourster, Rev. hist. dr., 1x
(1930), 174-6, gives a short account of the study, but, while admiring it, thinks that the fragmentary
character of the Collutio renders results uncertain, A fuller and weighty discussion is given to it by
B. Levy, Z. Suv., L (1930), 698-705. e welcomes the fact that at last w lawyer has been found competent
to deal also with the theological evidence, and, in spite of some parctiality and omissions, he regards
Vourerra’s work as a great advance. But he does not agree with its conclusions, which are that the
Collutio is a 4th cent. work (after 324, Cod. Hermog.), an apologetic by a Jew who is defending, against
the now dominant Christians, the Mosaic law as being in manifold harmony with the Roman, and to that
extent its forerunner. Luvy agrees that it is a -lo\vishn:t]nvllu;,'ul.-iu, but holds that it is addressed to heathen
rulers, not Christian.,  Had it bheen addressed to the latter, it would, instead of ignoring their laws, have
insisted on the harmony of the Mosaic law with Christianity, and on their common antithesis to Roman
Jaw. Plenty of examples would have been found in the Cod. 7%heod.  Hence the Collatio must have been
written in the heathen period, and the true terminus unte quem is the Bdict of Milan (question of date
of Cod. Herimoy.). The terminus post quem is furnished by the Bdice de Manichaeis, Coll. xv, 3, The
review ends on the question of the transmission, which Luvy says was Jewish till the 9th cent., and that
of the interpolation of the text (none of the Roman parts), and concludes that the Collatio reflects Roman
law of the beginning of the 4th cent., and that such scholastic influence as it shows is Western and pre-
Constantine.

In Paulus und der Sentenzenverfusser, Z. Sav., L (1930), 272-94, E. Livy maintains, one may say
proves, that Paul’s Sententiae are veally an anthology made from Paul’s works in the 3rd century, at latest
before Cod. Theod., 1, 4, 2 (3277), with the object of rendering Paul available in practice. There are
abbreviations, combinations and rearvangements of passages, but not intentional alterations. The hand
of the compiler is shown by unconscious linguistic variations, and by stmplifications rendered necessary
by the decay of jurisprudence, and possibly by the abandonment of the formula. The article ix a fine
first-fruit of its author's Aryinzungsindex zu Tus wnd Leges, Weimar, 1930, which covers a number of
sources not within the scope of the various existing indexes: details in Z. Sav., XLv1 (1926), 287-9 and
L (1930), 727. The sources include several classical fragments recovered by papyrology too late for
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inclusion in the Vocal. Lurispr. Romanae, but the chief importance of the work, which is considerable,
is in regard to the legal speech of the post-classical West: see D. ConLiNgr, Rev. Aist. dr., 1x (1930),
832-3.

A. SEGRrE, Tre papiri givridici ‘nediti, St. Bonfunte, 111, 419-36, publishes () a very fragmentary
5th-6th century papyrus containing Greek scholic explaining Latin law terms. They cite Modestinus,
Paul and Papinian, but do not coincide with D. 50, 16, De V. Sign. That the scholic begin with dre
suggests that they are lecture-notes, pevhaps a rvelic of the very elementary teaching of the Alexandrian
law-school (Omnemn, § 7). () Fragments of a small sheet, written on both sides, containing Cod. Just., 7,
16, 41...quod idem to 7, 17, 1, 2 wikilominus per..., bup reasons of space, z.g. Il 3-6, suggest departure
from our text, so that this may be another trace of the first edition of the Codex; Lut the hand does not
appear to be the same as that of P. Oxy. 1814, though it is of the same type. (¢) A fragmentary petition,
of the reign of M. Aurelius and Comnmoduy, to the ényyris of Alexandria, asking for dmroypagy) of the bona
heereditarin of Sabinia Apollonaria in the B3\, éyxr. of Heracleopolis. Tt is accompanied by a copy of her
will, made per aes et 1., translated into Greek. The heredes ave hier two sons, the petitioners. The lacunae
of this very fragmentary papyrus ave in part restorable from the three parallels, B.G.U. 326, P. Hamb, 73,
and B.GLU. 1655.

In Riw. di Storia del Dir. 10, 11 (1930), 17984, B, VourErRA gives o useful analysis of €. A. NavLLINo,
Sul libro sivo-romuno e sul presunto diritto siriaco, St. Bonfante, 1, 201-61 (not yet read). The two
chief points, according to Vorrerka, sre first that the Law-book cannot be regarded as a source for
a common Syrian law, because the eultural conditions and religious divisions of the Aramaic communities
negative the possibility of a common law, and secondly that, though the book was composed, as BRuxs
also held, about 476-80 (by & Greek eivis, for scholastic purposes, with very defective knowledge, possibly
at Constantinople), the Syriac version is not earlier than the 8th century, when it was made for the use
of Syrian ecclesiastics, who were forced by the conditions of Mussulman domination to become legislators
and judges. But it had no practical hmportance, and its literary importance is the quite modern one
of having turned the attention of Romanists to the fusion of Roman and Bastern laws. If Nannixos
conclusions are accepted, and they cowe with great authority, much that has been written on this subject
will have fo be revised.

G La Pira, Frammenti puapiracel di wn kara moda del Digesto, Bull, Ist. Dir. Rowm., XXXVIIL (1930),
151-74, publishes three fragments recently acepiived by the Soe. ftal. of the outside double folio of a
guaternion belonging to a translation of the Digest. The matter is from titt. 8 9 and 11 of Dig. 11, The
work seems to be of the age of Justinian; the translator has a tendency to interpret, and disregards the
rules for copying (Zante, § 22); but so does the inder prescrved in P.S.L 55, The editor rejects the idea
that it may be a trace of a pre-Digest, and he thinks it is not Alexandrian. No direct evidence as to its
authorship is obtainable from the Dasilice, hut La Pira argues that the style of Dorotheus, whose éndes
may be regarded as a kara mida, Is recognizable. The text (pp. 172-4) follows an interesting comparison
of the passages in translation with the original,

I H. Lawson, The Bosilica, 1, LR, X1vI (1930}, 486-501, gives, what is weleome, a clear and
suceinet account of the Busiliva, treating specially of their tradition, object and arrangement, and making
with regard to the last point the suggestion that the common subject of the section constituted by
books L1-27 is contentious law. (7. the simne author’s article in Z. Sae., xnix (1929), 202-29. F. Dorcer
has continued the edition of Tipucitus begun ju 1914 by Ferrint and MERCATI: M. Kpirod 7o Har(y,

Trotkerros.  Librorum Iz Basilicorwm swmomarivm.  Libros ot

vxiil, ed. Frowciscus Doclger (Studi e
Testi, 51), Rome, 1929. Tavourable rveview by J. Juxexker, Z. Suw., L (1930), 713-21. Lew Rhodivrum
nautica e codice rescripto Libl. dmbrosiunee, od, J. L. Perugi, Rome, 1929 (not seen), is mentioned in
Gromon, VI (1930), bibl. suppl., p. 30.

v. Docwments and comments. We have little to add to P. M. Meyer's Bericht and U. WILCKENS Referat
(A.1 above). M. HoMnert, Une fumille nombreuse en Eg‘y/:te awu 11* siecle, in Mil. Pawl Thomas, 440-50
(Bruges, 1930), publishes a sample from a series of xar’ olxiar dmoypadai contained in a large papyrus
recently acquired by the Royal Museum of Brussels, with an introduction on the history and significance
of these returns, and reflections on the large number of persons living in a presumably miserable habitation.
Cf. P. M. MEYER, Z. Sav., L (1930), 514. Tn Riv. di fil, vur (1930), 118, G. D. S, notes a study by D. P,
Parrunias of the Greek law of intestate succession published from a Dura parchment by B. HAUSSOULLIER,
Rev, hist. dr., 11 (1923), 515-53, and P. KosCHAKER, Z. Sav., XLv1 (1926), 200-304. G. D. S. reproduces
Parrurras’s text (Mpaxrixa s 'Axa&)p.fus *Adyrar, 1929, fasc. 8—not seen).
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vi. /ll']llv)mllm‘u. Oun . Brokmrama NN, BDeitr. = antiben (-rl‘l"f/l/rl(://!/um‘/(. 111 yl')m'eufei‘ wnd 1‘;11'(;;41‘1”1.(1,
Arehiv, 1x (19303, 156-82, sce § 7. Besides P M. Muiver's section on Urkundenwesen in Z. Sav., 1, (1930),
519-24, we have, /bid,, 68998, a review by 15 ScnoNpaver of H, STuINACRER, Die antilen Crandlagen der
Srihmittelalterlichen Privatarfunde (Jowrnal, xv1(1930) 133). The veviewer doubts the line of derivation
from one ancient national system to another, and from antiquity to the early Middle Ages, except in the
external sense of imitation of the practice of putting legal inatters in writing, To establish legal reception,
it would be necessary to determine in each systew the function of doctumentation, and to compare the
systems. Lt is an error of StmiNackrrs, thouzh not consistently maintained, to confine the present
volume to the purely private document; account must also be taken of public institutions for the docu-
mentation of private business.  for example, karaypadyy, comparable in its oldest form to the comitial
will rather than to the classical conveyance, represents the cooperation of the community, by virtues of
which huyer got title, though seller may have lost his by virtue of the amoypads on the basis of which
the xaraypapy took plice. WiLokeN's vesearches (U.PZ 126), showing that merely evidentiary regis-
tration is represented by draypadn, cune too late for StEINACKER. Again karayp. is not derived from the
demotic renunciation docmment (Partscu-RKunkin), but became an individualistic private document
only when the common life of the Greek communitios had become submerged in the native population.
On the question of Jasinratio the reviewer goes further than A, STRINWENTER (Journed, xvi (1930), 133),
maintaining a pre-Constantine independent Roman practice of keeping a register of acts of jurisd. volun-
tario. But Constantine’s law marks a return to Greek conceptions. As to BruNNER's doctrine, STEINACKER
has shown that traditio cartae, widespread though it wis, was not a logal essentinl in late Roman law;
conseguently its essentiality in Germanic law cannot have been derived from Roman law.  Buat the latest
formulation of BRUNNER is consistent witll 7. cartee having been devived in an external sense from late
Roman practice, and having been transformed by carly Germanic enstom into a symbolic necessity. To
he noted is the discussion of the terms complere and absolvare, pp. 697-8, In B.Z, xx1x (1929-30), 3244,
I*, DoraERr examines the samme boolk from the Byzantine side. Cod. Just., 4, 21, 17 shows that completio
and absolutio were only features in a special kind of sale, that, namely, where the parties went to a
tabellio, not when they made their own docmnent (Byzantine examnples) or contracted sine seriptis
(WENGERS dypapos).  Hence, though the decay of writing made the tabellionary contract prevail, com-
pletio and absolutio canmot have had dispositive effect (Brunxer). There follows an important contribution
to the vexed question of the meaning of partibins absoluta in Justinian's constitution, to which we canmot

do justice here. DOLGERs opinion, based on Byzantine practice, is that ¢bsolutio-dmrilvos means the
delivery of & completed document.  Purtibus is a true, not a Greek, dative, so that the absolutio was by
one party to the other. Nor, 44, 1 pr. made the notary’s completio come after that act, so that he had to
make a fresh absolutio himself, back to the party from whom he got the document for the purpose of
completio. This explains the double absolri note found both in Bast and West. Thus Dincer denies late
Roman traditio cartae only in the dispositive sense. See also C.and D, ii below.

G BestLeR, in the course of Miscellanea Graccoromatic, St. Bonfante, 11, 51-83, maintains (53—4) that
karaypady means a declaration that one subjects a thing to another, and (54) that dvaypaps means
publication, e.g. vegistration. J. (. Napur, in Maemosyne, Lvin (1930), 166-206, continues his Obserea-
tivnenlae de (wre Romano, The section De chirographis et syngraphis (180-91) is lmportant for us:
chivograph and syngraph are general names for documents, the one for such as arve neither committed
to a guyypapopiraé nor executed with the intervention of an official or a banker, the other for such as
are, in both cases excluding special types with special names, such as in the one case dmipryua or
émioralpa, in the other gvyyapnows or Swypady. The Ciceronian usage and Gaius 3, 134 are considered,
and with MirTErs against BRaNDILEONE the existence of a formal Greek written contract is defended.

vil. Reception of Roman Law. R. TAUBENSCHLAG's fine contribution to St. Bonfunte, 1, 367-440, on
this subject (Jowrnal, xvi (1930), 134) receives appreciative notices from P M. Muevir, Z. Sae., L (1930),
506-9, and L. WENGER, Adrchie, 1X (1930), 288-95 (lmportant). The latter, zbid., 295-8, welcomes A. J.
Bov s Le droit romain et les pupyrus d' Egypte (Jowrnal, Xv1 (1930), 133).

B. Law of persons,

1. Juristic persons, In Rew, hist. dr., 1x (1930); 616-8, J. PIREXNE sumimarizes an address to the Soc.
d’hist. dw dr.: La personne civile sous Uancien Eapire dgyptien. Tull civil personality was attributed to
priestly colleges and temples. The application of the concept of corporation to the family group was
the means whereby family property and solidarity were restored wnder Dyn. V and VI, and was an
essential factor in effacing individualistic law at the end of the ancient Kmpirve, P. M. Muypr, Z. Suv.,
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L (1930), 511-2, draws attention to interesting documents. A, STRINWENTER, thid. (Kan. Abt.), XIX (1930),
1-80, Die Rechisstelluwng der ICirchen w. Klister noch den Papyri, is an important article, contrasting the
official law of Church apnd State {notably Justinian), which recognized the full juristic personality of plous
institutions generally, was hostile to private ownership and lordship, and admitted founder’s right only
grudgingly, with the picture revealed by the papyri of the 6th—8th centuries. The official Jaw having
already been fully studied, we have here careful analysis and discussion of the Gracco-Egyptian and Coptic
documents. Briefly, in spite of Justinian’s legislation, we find in this period churches under the lordship
of the episcopal church or of the pagarch, the latter without founder’s elaim; even in private ownersbip
churches, which can hardly have been merely private oratories, and thongh this is in Avab times, the
title is traced far back. Similarly, over monasteries from their beginning (P. Lond. 1913, T. T. Berr,
Jews and Christians, 45 1), we find heritable and transferable rvights of founders, and pagarchs with
various rights of lordship, Ividently Justinian’s prohibitions were not aimed at nothing. So far as
documents have been published, this sort of thing seems to have been common in the Kast, but of course
we have also evidence of proper observance of the law. To the evidence for later Byzantine conditions
given at the end of the article we might add the will of the Monk Cosmas of 1005, transmitting to
successors an embryonic monastery, published by G. Rowixson, istory wnud Cartulary of the Greek
Monustery of Curbone (Orientalic Christiona, Rome, 1928-30), 11, 1, 133-7. Dut, as STRINWENTER observes,
special considerations apply to cases where corporate personality had not been fully achicved. P. TOURNIER,
Rev. hist. dr., 1x (1930), 567, draws the conclusion from this article that we have in the East the same
conflict as in the Carolingian empire, between oflicial canon law, whiclt held churches, ete. to be public
institutions, and a tolerated practice of applying the conceptions of private law to them.

i, Stavery. W. L. WRSTERMANYN, Upon Slavery in Ptolemaic Egypt (New York, 1929. Not seen),
which includes the publication of an early Ptolemaie Suiypappe on the tax on sales of slaves, P. Columbia
480, i evidently au important worl: P Connawe, Ree. de phil, 1v (1930}, 410-1; G, D. S, Rie. di fil.,
vur (1930), 118-9; U, Wierex, divkde, 1x (1930), 252 3. Besides this, we have two general studies
which are in a way complementavy : R. TaunwNscunac, Das Shlvcenrecht im Rechte der Papyri, Z. Sav.,
L (1930), 140-69, and the first chapter of V. Awvaxcro-Rutz, Pesone e famiglio nel divitto dei pupiri
(Milan, 1930). TavpsNscATaa gives a methodical exposition, backed hy his usual rich documentation,
Ararnaro-Rulz (reproducing lectures) brings the main points into sharp relief, and abounds in suggestions
and parallels.  In both, the wain theme is the contrast of the Gracco-Egyptian system with the Roman,
in the Graeco-Igyptian a certain dualism, in the Roman severe logic.  Thus, though the Egyptian slave
was the property of his master, registered as sach, subject to chastisement, exploitation, and alienation
(but limits on export), yet he could own property, not merely enjoy peeulivm ; there is self-coslavement
and manumission by self-purchase, marviage with free persons, processual capacity (for example as de-
linquent, . Hal. T and P. Lille 29).  An instructive case of contrast is that of the partial manumission
of a servus commaunis, possible in Egypt, impossible in Roman luw (TAUBRNSCHLAG, [66-T ; ARANGIO-RUTZ,
9 ff.; WeNGHR, Adrcliz, 1x (1930), 279} On the subject of patron-rights, which oceurs at the end of
TAuBBNSCHLAGS article, sce also G. Ly Pua, Precedenti provinerali della riforma Ginstiniunea del dirdto
di patronato, St.itul. di filol. el. vi1, fasc. 2 (1929), Fi5-54 (ot seen. Noticed by L. WENGER, A rehie, 1X, 287).

iil. Civdtas. P M. Meyer's section on this subject in his Papyrusbericht, vi, Z. Sov., 1. (1930), 512-6,
containg many notable points: a summary of the literature on the Cyrencan Siwdypappa, last words on the
Const. Antoninianda (Jouwrnal, Xv (1929), 131), the divergent views of I BrexkerMany and T, SCHONBAUER
on the status of Grecks in Bgypt (dbid., xvi (1920), 134), a dissent (vom A. SEarls theory that legionaries
might retain Bgyptian nationality (/7d.). The fundamental questions are brilliantly discussed in the
second chapter of V. Araxaro-Ruras Persone ¢ fomiglic (nbove, ii). Tle eriticizes T. BICKRRMANNY views
(Jowrnal, X1V (1928), 151 ; XV (1929), 120-30, 130-1). The Ptolemics dealt with the problem of private
law gubstantially as the Romans did, leaving the natives to their own law, and keeping Greck law for the
Greeks. True the Greeks, coming from different mdkews, had no proper common law, but there was an
underlying unity of legal ideas which royal Sutypagpa and judicial practice could cement. The difference
of laws is obvious: thus, before the Romans came, only Grecks made proper testaments. The regard
shown by Augustus for common Greek nationality in the Cyrenean edicts is inconsistent with the pre-
tended fusion of Greeks and Egyptians under the early Empire. On the contrary, the policy was to
associate the Greek nation, regardless of its political divisions, with the Romans as a governing class
(p. 82, n. 1). In fact up to 200 there are clear sigus of Greek privilege, though the Alexandrians may
have been still more favoured. Pp. 37-8 give important developments on double ¢ivitas, the Gromon and
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BICKERMANN's interpretation of dorof (Journal, Xv (1929), 130-1). Proofs of these doctrines are to be sought
in the foundation of Antinoopolis and the position of the Arsinoite sdrockor as revealed by BICKERMANN.,
The Grecks were held together and distinet by the gymnasium.  But intermareiage with natives was
probably not forbidden, and, the racial qualifications for the gvmuasinm being strict, of dmd ris pyrpomd-
Aews took the place of of dmd Tod yupvaciov in the course of the first three centuries. Greek ideas govern
even ra éyyapia vipepa, and Egyptian idews do not begin to dominate until the disappearance of Greek
corporate life in the Byzantine period.

iv. f'wmil_y. In Z. Sup., 1 (1930), 450, n. 5, M. Sax N1coLd finds l)ill';L“(}lN to the _Hg)‘pl‘.i;ul avawpety amo
xompias. CH. B, Rev. hist., cuix (1928), 179-80, has a short note on J. CarcoriNo, Le droit d’exposition
denfants et le gnomon de Uidivlogue, Mém. de lu Soc. nul. des dntiquaires de Fronce, 1xxvir (1928) (vot
seen).

P. M. Meysg, Z. Sav., L (1930), 514-5, discusses the notifications of birth mentioned in Jowrnal, xv
(1929), 131; xv1 (1930), 135. The Karanis diptych is commented on by U. Winckyy, Arehiv, 1% (1930),
242-3, the suggestion being made that the expansion may be: die) o(«) r(e) e(remplum) e(ditun)—or
e{datur)—bleneficio) t(utoris) s(upri) sleripti), beneficio meaning “through the mediation of.” V. ARANGIO-
Ruiz, in chapter 3 of his Persone e fuiniglia (above, ii), considers that in native Egyptian law the cohesive
function of the patria potestas was performed hy joint jnterest in family property founded on marriage
contract, a very interesting system, the existence of which can be proved up to the beginuning of the
Roman period. Tn Roman terms it means usufruct to the father or parents, nuda proprietas for the ofi-
spring, but this is too definite. The father (cldest son) can alienate, but requires the concurrence of the
children (brothers). There is thus an organ of the family corporation. The vesting of the deferred interests
leads to an extreme morcellement, prolonged in a state of indivision for generations, though the author
thinks that some of the more incredible fractions may represent some legal artifice to accommodate native
custom to Roman conceptions. Under such a system sons cannot have had much property in their parents’
lifetime.  Bub the dismembered Greek family, the precursor of Justinian's, also oceurs, e.g. P. Oxy. 1208
of 291, an anticipation of Constantine’s bonw adventicio. At the beginiing of this chapter AraNcio-Rurz
holds it to be a mistake to speak of wmaterna potestus (Jowrnal, xvi (1930), 135), the semblance of which
may be duo to the de fucto supervision naturally assumed by older relations, e.g. also the grandmother,
a brother, even a sister. Similarly, the mother as éracorovirpia by the side of the tutor of her fatherless
children (7bid.) may not be much more than an attempt to give offect to practical considerations, of which
the existing law of tutorship took no notice. The same system is found in Jate cJassical Roman law—the
mother as edministratriz of the property, but alongside of a male tutor ~but when G. La Pira, Riflessi
provinelull nel diritto tutelure dassico romano, Bull. Ist. Dér. Rom., xxxviit (1930), 53-73, on the strength
of a papyrus putting back the date of the appearance of this system in Egypt to 132 ap. (G. VITELLL in
St. in onore di V. Loref, not seen), argues that the Romans may have borrowed the idea from Egypt, one
is inclined to reflect that the same causes may have produced the same results in both cases. On tutela,
see also P. M. MEYRR, Z. Sov., 1 (1930), 516.

v. Murriage. In chapter 4, V. ARANGIO-RUIZ recoguizes in Egyptian custom two types of marriage,
the lower being probably derived from morganatic unions, and in Greck marriage two stages of docu-
mentation, the second of which, cuyypady auvorkesiov, he suggests was for publicity in the matter of
immovable property. In the Roman period the lower Egyptian marriage fused with the first phase of the
Greek, to form a new institution, the ydpos dypacpos, which again was readily open to interpretation as
identical with the classical Roman marriage. We can barely refer to the very interesting study of P. Oxy.
237 (76 ff.) and to the concluding remarks on Now, 74.

P.S.I 1x, 1075 (458 A.p.) is a wife’s petition (for what, is not clear) in connexion with a repudium
made or, according to WIL¢KEN, threatened by her husband: P. M. MEever, Z Neo, L (1930), 517;
U. WILcREN, drchiv, 1xX (1930), 246; G. ScHERILLO, Riv. di Storia del Dir. Lial., 10 (1929), 457-506,
11 (1930), 69-95. Part of her grievance is connected with her ¢fépwor ésvor, an expression hitherto
unknown, but certainly meaning a donutio from the husband, and thevefore pretium pudicitiae. The first
of ScHERILLO’s Studi sulla donazione nuziale (ibid.) enters exhaustively into the papyrological evidence
from the 4th century onwards, concluding that from the husband’s side there may be (i) arrha sponsalicia,
perhaps a relic of bride-purchase, (ii) évor, the chief gift, which seems to have provided widow’s dower,
but is conceived of as pretium pudicitive; (iii) loémpowcoy or dvrimpowcor, a name perhaps suggested by
Nov. 97, generally of furniture, distinet from (ii) because found given even to a woman remarrying. The
second article considers how far the practice of the papyri corresponds to Roman law, pre-J astinian,
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Justinian’s, and later. The materials are very well set out, and interesting conclusions are reached,
A. MoMIGLIANG, Riv. di fil., viir (1930), 264-5, mentions cognate studies by E. Vorrerra, Studi sull
Arrha Sponsalicia, Riv, ital. per le scienze giur, 11 (1927), and 1v (1929), completed by a separate publi-
cation under the same title. Rome: Grafia, 1930, pp. 96 (not seen).

vi. Colonate. P. M. MEYER, Z Sav., L (1930), 533, mentions an article published by M. Rosrovr-
ZEFY in Journal of Land and Public Utility Economics: The problem of the origin of serfdon in the Romean
Empre (see Journal, xv1 (1930), 130).

vii. Monks. In B.Z., xxx (1929-30) (Festgabe Heisenberg), 669-76, B. GRANIC writes on Die privatrechi-
liche Stelluny der griech. Monche im v. wnd vi. Jakrh. The wonk in spirit said good-bye to this world
and its law, but the secular law had to regulate his position, and the legislation of Justinian consolidates
the practice of more than 200 years. One may say that the State entered, as far as possible, into the
monastic ideals of poverty, chastity and obedience. The collection of materials is welcome, but papyri are
not among them.

C. Law of property.

Very high praise is given by U. WILcrEN, drehiv, 1x (1930), 237-8, to W. KuNkEeL’s article on the
alienation of catoecic land, Z. Sav., XLVIIT (1928}, 285-313 (Journal, xv (1929), 131-2). 1. Cuq, Un rescrit
& duguste sur la protection des res religiosae dans les provinees, Rev. List. dr., 1< (1930), 383-410, maintains
against F. CuMont that the recently published Augustan inscription from Nazaveth (?) is in full agree-
ment with the accepted civilian account of the protection of graves in Roman law. Text pp. 391-2.
There is nothing of special interest to papyrologists, however, Justa causa traditionds, Romanist. Beitr.
z. Rechtsgeseh., Heft 4 (Berlin u. Leipzig, 1930. viil 4208 pp.), by A. EnrEARDT, is an attempt to determine
how Rowan law up to the Corpus fuirds conceived of conveyance. [t is probably impossible for an English
lawyer to do justice to the directly papyrological part (ch. xvi, 156-84) in isolation. With this reserve
we summarize the writer’s position there. The sharp distinetion between contract to convey and per-
formance by conveyance is only inchoate in classical law, its clear formulation being Byzantine, and
therefore in the Digest due to Justinian. Justinian’s doctrine is probably a reception from Byzantine
Egypt, where karaypagn had come to mean traditio cartae, and involved a sharp line hetween the contract
of sale and the conveyance. This evolution of keraypaghy is, according to the author, who follows ParrscH
rather than SCHONBAUER, a very natural one, but we cannot appreciate his arguments here. It has not
escaped him that the same distinetion is juvolved in classical law by the requirement of mancipation, but
mancipation, apart from its early obsolescence in the Byzantine period, is primarily the act of the alienee,
whereas Byzantine traditio, like karaypacp), is that of the alienor. The sale of Byzantine Egypt is mpaos,
not ary, and épodeyd mempakévar xal karayeypapnrévar is not the counterpart of eimit mancipioque aecepit—
a very happy illustration. Thus the #r. cartue of later Byzantine law may be a derivation from karaypadi,
facilitated by the stress laid in pre-Justinian law (Ravenna documents) on traditio by the seller. See
A. vi above and D. ii below. B. Berri, 1L dogma bizantine delle iows tis mapadioews, St. Bonfunte,
1, 303-34, studies a closely allied subject. He too holds that the preponderance of the will of the alienor
in traditio is Byzantine and, where supported by the Digest, interpolated. Should parties not be agreed
as to causa, traditio can only pass ownership if it be regarded as an abstract conveyance, Thus Julian
D. 41, 1, 36 is iuterpolated. The same conclusion is reached by R. MoN1ER, Le malentendu sur Lo causa
traditionis, St. Bonfante, 111, 217-31. Julian is clearly interpolated, and the classical view nmust be sought
in the £ contraria, Ulpian D. 12, 1, 18, though there too is interpolation. B. KOpLER, Res mobiles .
Tmmobiles, St. Bonfante, 11, 345-61, after pointing out that this distinction is not classical, studies the
assimilation to land of certain chattels and of other rights (panes eiviles) by fiction in later law. Greek
influence is probable: compare the treatment of the alienation of slaves and ships, analogous to that of
land, in Egypt (pp. 349, 361).

In Phil. Woch., 1 (1930), 678-82, W. ScuUBART, reviewing E. SCHONBAUER, Beitr. z. Gesch, d. Berg-
baurechts (Journal, xvI (1930), 135-6), gives a careful analysis, but refraing from criticism.

D. Law of obligutions.

i, General. Useful points of Greek commercial law are raised by ¥. Oprren reviewing in Z. Swe., L
(1930), 565-76, especially 573-4, E. Ziesarrd, Bedtr. z. Gesch. des Seeraubs w. Sechandels éin alten Fricchon-
land, Hamburg, 1929. There have been a number of reviews of V. Arancro-Rury, Lincament! del sistema
contrattuale nel diritto dei papiri; Milan, 1928 (Jowrnal, xv (1929), 132): P. M. Mever, Z. Sae, L (1930),
524-5, a compact sunnary; G. A. PETROPOULOS, Byz.-newgriech, Juhrb., vir (1930), 480-5, in Greek;

Journ, of Kgypt. Arch. xvii, 18
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M. SAN NIG()LD, (,)_L.Z_, XXXIT1 (15)30), 305, :L]»pm(_:i:\.bive; and W, KUNKEL, G’nomon, V1 (1930), 421-5,
analysis with criticism. Of course varions items in P. M. MeYERs and U. WILCKENS surveys (above, A. 1)
are relevant ; in the latber note p. 230, on the papyri published by C. C. Epcar, Jowrnal, x1v (1928), 288-93.

il Sale. P. M. Muyur's Bericht, v1 (A. i), p. 526, notes sale documents in P.S.1. 1x ; also (p. 525) gives
an account of work, mentioned Jowrnal, xv (1929), 130, by A, Sgark, who continues ou the same subject
in Note sullo, compravendite e 1l pagumento del prezzo in dirito greco e romano, Aegyptus, x (1929), 207-41.
He denies that Greek law knew consensual sale, or indeed the contract as distinet from the reciprocal
conveyances, though in saleg of catagraphable objects arrha bound the seller to make xaraypagy against
full payrent, and punished a withdrawing buyer by its forfeiture. The effect of xarayp. without payment
would depend on whether the non-payment was expressed on its face or not ; in the latter case payment
would be secured by fictitions syngraphic loan, but third parties would get good title from the buyer.
The fully developed procedure in a catagraphic sale seems (P. Oxy. 227) to have been that the vendor drew
up, it might be év dyv, o document of sale, the buyer paid the éyxdxhwr, and the tax-farmer applied to
the agoranomus (later also banker, karahoyeiov) for karayp., which process involved the trapsformation of
the document into an agoranomic one and its registration. Thus xarayp. was a franseriptio in the sense
of the Ravenna documents: vendo, mancipo et ey ture meo tn vestro ture domintoque transcribo. In the
East karayp. became simply a document drawn by a tabellio, or signed by three credible witnesses, and
the distinction (Cod. Iust. 4, 21, 17) between sale cuin and sine scriptis is the same as that between sale of
catagraphable and non-catagraphable objects. Roman law failed to impose traditio of land in the East,
and even in the West the document tends to supcrsede it, but not entively (Paul, Sents. 5, 12, 2). On the
question of the rule in Just. 2, 1, 41, Sreriv follows B, Auperrario: it is classical only for mancipation.
F. PRINGSHEIM maintains once more in Figentumsibergany beim Kauf, Z. Sov., 1, 333-438, that the rule
is entirely interpolated. He notes, p. 347, the Egyptian practice of handing title-deeds to the buyer, and,
pp. 387-9, considers the papyrological counterparts of the fidem sequi of the Institutes passage, and the
effect of karayp. on the ownership in the absence of payment of price. See P. M. MEYER, <bid., 531 ff,
and A, BHRHARDYS recent work (above, C). Some remarks by L. WeENGER, Archie, 1x (1930), 267-8, on
the development of sale as a contract should also be noted. See also above, A. vi.

In Sull drra della Vendita in Diritto Giustindaneo, St. Donfante, 1v, 503-64, T, CArusy, after giving a
careful »ésuind of Gi. CorniL's recent article (Jowrnal, xv (1929), 132) and a rich bibliography on the
oriental side, considers the evidence of the Syro-Roman Law-book (534 ), and then studies the meaning
of Justinian’s legislation (548 ff.). This he holds was a compromise, which saved the Roman principle of
irrevocability of consent in theory, but made concessions to Eastern custom which, limited as they appear,
are far-reaching. The 7us poenitendi was allowed for not yet perfected written contracts, but denied for
oral; then by a side wind armha was introduced as a penalty of poenitentia in all cases, oral as well as
written contracts, and perfected written as well as not yet perfected written. M. Ricca-Barsparis,
12 evizione obbligo-limite del venditore romano, St. Bonjunte, 11, 127-84, contends, against the received
opinion, that the Roman seller was bound to make good title; in particular that edcuwn possessionem
tradere meant conveyuance. The term mapaywper in 2nd and 3rd cent. papyri is witness of this (pp. 171-2).
In the Byzantine period transfer of ownership is of the very essence of sale.

A very recent arvival is La garantie contre les vices cachds dans la vente romaine, Daris, 1930, xvi
+216 pp., by R. Moxter. The lutroduction treats of Babylonian and Greek sale, but, to judge by the
table of texts, there is not much papyrology.

il Guarantee. T.. WENGER, Arehiv, 1, 285-7, gives close consideration to B. CuQ’s Cautionnement
mautuel et solidaritd, Mél. Cornil, 1, 155-80 (Journal, x1v (1928), 154).

iv. Delict. There is no special papyrological intervest in F. pi VIsSCHER'S Lo nature Juridique de
Dabandon nozal, Rev. hist. dr., 1x (1930), 411-71, unless perhaps an excursion into primitive Greek law
(pp. 445-8), but this is not true of the summary which he gives, wbid., 606-8, of his Le dédlit diniuria
commrs par un esclave: Droit romain et drovt alewkandrin, Rev. belge, IX (1930), 702 (not seen). When the
delict committed by a slave is @niuria, we learn from Ulpian D. 47, 10, 17, 4, that his master, instead of
accepting the noxal action, condemnation in which would leave him still free to surrender the slave, might
hand him over without ado for verberatio. 1. Hal. 1, 188 sq. males the alternative to summary verberatio
the acceptance of full liability by the master. Thus for éniurie there was no noxal action at Alexandria,
and J. ParrscH, Archiv, vi (1913), 67, is wrong on this point. The suggestion is that the praetor first,
copied the Alexandrian system, and that the noxalization of the action against the master was introduced
later, in the intercst of uniformity.
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E. Law of succession.

Recently published testamentary documents of the Roman period are mentioned by P. M. MEYER,
Z. Sav., 1. (1930), 517-8. Add that edited by A. Skerk in St Bonfante (above, A. iv). Ricerche di divitto
erediturio romano, Rome, 1930, 132 pp., by the sane, appears on a superficial examination to be a lively
and stimulating study of the Roman law of succession, the special characteristics of which are Drought
out by contrast with CGtermanic, Greek and Hellenistic law. The evidence for the last-named is naturally
mainly from Lgypt; papyrological points which ocour are the system of «Xjpor pp. 16-7, the right to
legitim p. 31, hereditas ex certa re p. 33, the meaning of x\npovopeiv in the (momon p. 34, entry of heir
by épBddera pp. 91-2, unlinited liability for hereditary debts, tempered by a ¢us abstinends p. 96.

. Law of procedure.

L. WENGER, Z. Suv., L (1930), 500-2, has a further Miszelle on the new demotic procedural code
discovered by W. Serrcsrpere. e regards B Swios interpretations of the docnment (Jowrnal, XvI
(1930), 137) with high favour, and emphasizes its importance as being, or pointing to, a possible Kgyptian
source of Diodorus, 1, 79, 1. Sce further: M. Sax Nicond, D L.Z, 1930, 1847 ; P. M. Muyer, Z Sav., L
(1930), 536.

At the last wmowent Zur Geseh. der Prozesseinleitung im ptol. Recht, o Munich dissertation by
L. BerNERER, Ansbach; 1930, 112 pp., comes to hand.

A detail of Ptolemaic procedure is dealt with by M. Sax Nrcond, 8.7, xxx (1929-30) (Festgabe
Heisenberg), 1568-62: "Eyyvos mapaporys. He rightly claims that P. Mich, 3106 of 287 (C. C. EpGar,
Journal, X1v (1928), 291 fI.) proves that éyydy mwap. in P. IHal. 1, 46 ff. means security for production of
a person in court, not, as the editors proposed, scenrity for satisfaction of judgement. The general effect
of the mpsoraypa of P Mich. is that an &yyves map., provided he does produce his man, though late, is to
be freed from hisx bond. Tt decides this in a 1):l.l't.ic-|l]:ljl' Case s 42([)611!010 s t';r.'s‘u]pepfus' (_ll. 8-9), and as a
general principle: dpelo8woay tis €yyine kai py éxkledobwoar s vmepnuepias (1 11-13). To get rid of
the obvious ditficulty ereated by the variation of phrase, Epcar proposed to insert between 1L 8 and 9,
after dgpeicbo: Ths dyyins kal py éxxleérlow, and to translate py éexX. mis .0 “shall not be debarred
from exceeding the time.” Sax Nicornd proposes a translation which has the merit of making the insertion
between 1. 8 and 9 unnecessary: “shall not be precluded on account of having exceeded the term.”
U. WiLckeN, however, approves the insertion: Arehiv, 1x (1930), 235-6 (other points also). Philologists
must decide whether the use of the genitive suggested by San N1coro is too harsh, Epcar’s translation
might, perhaps, be improved if we make § Omepypepia mean “the days of grace,” in reference to some
established system of granting extension of time, which would help to explain the mysterious royal
indulgence to &yyvor mapaporiy.

U. WILCKEN, drchin, 1x (1930), 232, comments on the very interesting P. Cair. Zen. 111, 466 ( forum,
asylum).

Reviewing L. WENGER’s Practor w. Formel {Munichy 1928} in Kew. hist. dr., 1x (1930), 794-6, TI. Livy-
Brunw gives a very lueid account of the poxitions reached by recent studies of the formulary procedure.

A. FriNtavX, La postulatio simplex: Contribution a Phistoire des modes de citation au bas-cinpire,
Rev. hast. dr., 1x (1930), 193-223, gives a historical study of the first step taken by plaintiff in a noral
action, ag it appears both in legislation (Cod. Theod.; post-Theod. Novels, Corpus Juris) and in Romano-
Egyptian practice under the later empire. This act ix an ex parte (simpler, povopépns) application
(postulatio, évruyia) by plaintiff to the court demanding, for reasons stated, citation of defendant. Service
would appropriately be by an officer of court, but under the principate, and perhaps later, there is the
possibility of participation in service by plaintiff, as is illustrated by the Lgyptian systewr of mapayyelia.
Anyhow, from 322 onwards (Cod. Theod. 2, 4, 2) postulatio simplex, which in writing would amount to a
Uibellus actionis, followed by an interlocutory ovder for or refusal of sevvice (interlocutio tudices), was the
normal first stage in an action, the parallel step in rescript procedure being allegatio rescripti. This initial
step s a constant up to and including Justinian. Thus the author maintains that in the important series
P. Oxy. xvI, 1876-81 (Journal, x1v (1928), 155), we must see nothing exceptional, but just the normal
opening of Theodosian litis denuntiatio, i.e. postubatio simplea and dnterlocutio. Incidentally (pp. 207-10)
he rejects the view of P. Coruinur and E. ANt that the post. in tudicio deposita of Cod. Theod. 4, 14, 1,
belongs to reseript procedure.

A. STRINWENTER, Die Litiskontestation im Libellprozesse, Z. Sav., L (1930), 184-211, enquires what the
classical term litds contestatio means in early Byzantine procedure, especially to Justinian’s compilers. In

18—2
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the Cod. Theod. its primary and proper meaning (confusion is ereated by allied usages) is the moment at
which conflictus partium de principuli negotio (Cod. Theod. 4, 14, 1) is veached : ¢f. P, Lips. 38 of 390
(]:l\. 190-1). What is 1'] TOU 31.xlurﬂ7‘-u'riu F}Armtiﬂt,)g(y of P. 0\‘\ 67 (338 r/ P. L]‘Il.\;_ 33 of 368) 1 It must
be the fis coopta, cte., litis crordivin, eto. of Cod. Theod., and SreinwEnTER holds that these phrases cover
the whole initial oral proceedings, and are therefore wider than Uit cont., which in Zit. denuntiatio procedure
ocenrs when the defendant has put in his defence orally. The same conception appears in the libellary
procedure: Cod. Theod. 2, 4, 6; Now. Val. 35, 13; P. Oxy. 1881; P. Princeton 55. . G4 L. 1, p. 1213
fixes fit. cont. or diky dpyfeira as dvricarioraots év Swasrppie, e as the joinder of issue in court,
therefore orally. Justinian (Cod. 3, 1, 14, 4) merely sharpens the somewhat misty Theodosian conception:

)

lit. cont. is narratio plus responsio, and the moment was doubtless vegistered by some act of court. It is
hard to see why the moment of the oral declarations was preferred to that of the delivery of the contra-
dictory libelli. STRINWENTER suggests the influence of rhetoric as the explanation, and observes that we
are wrong to think of the libellary procedure as mainly in writing. 8. Riccosoxo, against M. Wiassak,
maintains that this conception of Zit. cont. is derived from the classical coynitio extra ordiznem, but
STEINWENTER, citing P. Mich. 1320, considers the connexion not proved. What the article perhaps does

not bring out sufticiently is that a joinder of issue is a natnral necessity of all formal debate, especially
legal, and that if the conception of /i, cont. had not existed, it would have had to be invented. From the
functional point of view, at least, the connexion between classical and Byzantine Zit. cont, is plain.

. Public law.

K. WinnunssoN, Zuin rim. Fiskallanf in Aegypten, Tartu, 1930, 20 pp. (deto et Comuientt. Univ.
Partiensis (Dorpatensis), Do xvirg b)), draws attention to a peculiarity of sales and leases by the fise:
they were revocable on a better offer being made. This suggests a possible origin of the systemn of /e diem

o

addictio in private sales; and explains Cod. 11, 32, 1 and 11, 71, 2. See also § 5.

There have been a nber of reviews of Die Jugustus-ITnsclrijt auf dem Marktiplatz von Kyrene by
J. Strovx and L. WeNGER (Jowrnal, xvir (1930), 137): J. G. C. ANpeERsoN, JJ 2.8, xix (1929), 219-24,
a very close study, appreciative, but with dissents; V. Araxcro-Rurz, Riv. i pl., via (1930), 220-30,
noting a general approximation of views between the leading commentators, and citing o study of the
repetundae procedure by Go La Pira, Stoatal, di fil. el vir (1929) 59 ff. (not seen); W. Graf Uxkuornr-
GYLLEXBAND, (uomon, V1 (1930), 121-32, a comprehensive and vather eritical review, emlnacing also
AL vox PruMERSTEIN's and V. Arancio-Ruiz's articles,

La vépression de la wmagie et le eulte des gentils au 1ve sidele, Rev. hist. dr., 1x (1930), 669-701, by
F. Marrroye, argues that Constantine and his earlier successors did not persecute the ancient Roman
religion, but that the laws which have been taken in this sense were really directed against magical
divination. No papyrological material is nsed. Cf. Jowrnal, x1v (1928), 155, 7.1.

7. PALAEOGRAPHY AND DIPLOMATIC.

K. Ouny’s Stichometrische Untersuchungen is reviewed in some detail by Tw. Birr (Phid. Woek., 1
(1930, 297-317). The reviewer, though appreciative, disagrees with some of OHLY's conclusions.

E. BICKERMANN's Beitrige zur antiken Urkundengeschichte (01, "Evrevés wnd “Ymdpyypa, Archiv, 1X,
155-82) discusses the formulae of these documents.

Jouaurr publishes a letter concerning the registration of 2ibelli; see § 3, Roman.

. GERSTINGER in Bin pewer Beitray zur Geschichle der griechischen amtlichen Kanzleischrift ( Wiener
Studien, XLVIE (1930), 168-72) publishes P. Vindob. 24473, an oflicial letter of the second century from
Socnopaei Nesus, with a photograph and a discussion of Chancery Hand. Thix is a useful addition to
the material for the study of this type of hand. The date is probably about the time of Hadrian, (See
Jowrnal, xvi, 127.)

Tu. Birr, Zur Tuchygraphie der Griechen (Rhein. Mus., LXx1x (1930), 1-6), discusses the origin of
Greek shorthand. He suggests that its antiquity goes back at least to the time of Plato and that it was
the chosen medium of the Sibyls.

H. J. VoarLs’ Codicum Novi Testamenti Specymine (Bonn: P. Hanstein, 1929) gives photographs of
two papyri, P. Mich. 1571 and P. Lond. 1532.
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V. MARTIN argues convineingly in Arehan, 1x, 218-21, that mamviior in Sammelbuch 1 (= D. Gen. 7ned.
255), 7247. 26, 7248. 3 and the Edict of Diocletian is the Latin papilio in jts later sense of “ tent” (whence
French pavillon), and adds this to the other reasons for assigning Sammelbuch 1 to the third century.
TFRr. Zucker’s article, Uber Sprache wnd Stil frihbyzantinischer Urkunden, in B.Z., XXX (1930), 146-55, is
a discussion, with ample illustrative quotations, of the style of sowe late papyri. S. KAUTSCHISCHWILI
says in Phil. Woch., 1 (1930), 1166-8, that the Georgian version of émwiotos dpros means “ Brot fiir den
morgigen (oder: von dem morgigen) Tag.”

Four works are not yet accessible to me: A. FRIDRICHSEN, APTOZ ENIOYSIOE; Line Nachlese, in
Symbolae Osloenses, 1x (1930), 62-8.—H. Grirscu, De Plolemaei et Apollonii, Glauciae filiorum, quaestiones
Uinguisticae. 'Weidae Thuringorum, 1929 (mentioned in degyptus, X, 352, no. 7730, where the title is given
in this impossible form).—O. HorNiCKEL, Khren- und Rangprddikate in den Pupyrusurkunden: Ein
Beitrag zum riomischen wnd byzantinischen Titelwesen. Dr.-Diss. Giessen. Giessen, 1930. Pp. x+41.—
A. STRIN, EIISKLEYIS, in Charisterie (Alols Rzach zum achtzigsten Geburtstug dargebracht), Reichenberg,
1930, 176-80.

During this year Part v of the new edition of LippeLL and Scotr appeared (6poavpomroréo—xoyr,
pp. 801-1020, Oxford, 1930).

The following reviews of works already mentioned in these hibliographies have appeared : F. PREISIGKE,
Wirterbuch der griechischen Papyrusurkunden, reviewed by W. ScHUBART in 0.L.Z, 1931, 17-18 (not yet
accessible to me), and by F. BILaBEL in Phil. Wock., 1 (1930), 1389-93; Mourrox and MinLican, Voca-
bulary of the Greek Testament, vinl, reviewed by P.-L. CoRREHOUD in Rev. Aist. rel., xovur (1930), 136-8
(inaccessible) ; T.. WeNaer, Adus Novellenindew und Papyruswirterbuch, reviewed by A. Grure in Phil.
Woch., L (1930), 46-8 ; B. LauM, Das Alexvandrinische Akzentuationssystem, veviewed by E. HERMANN in
Phil. Woeh., 1. (1930), 228-33; F. M. ApEyn, Grammaire du gree biblique suivi dun choiz de pupyrus,
reviewed by A. DEBRUNNER in B.Z, xXxIx (1930), 346-7, and by E. Drurvr in Oriens Christianus, 3. S.,
1m1/1v (inaccessible) ; Lipnern and Scorr, new edition, Parts 11 and 1v, reviewed by PAun Ssorry in
Cl. Phil., xxv (1930), 82-3.

9. GENERATL Works, BisLioararay, MIsCELLANEOUS NoTES ON Paryrus TExTs.

The English version of DrEIssMANN'S Light from the Ancient Eust is reviewed by C. J. KRAEMER in
Cl. Weekly, xx1ur (1930), 140-2.

J. (=G. v.) MaxTrUFFEL publishes an article in Polish on the science of papyrology and its results:
Papyrologja jako navka pomoenicea kistorji, in Przeglygdu Historycznego, viin (1929), 70-90. A Polish
article on the social relations of the inhabitants of Kerkeosiris by J. R. LURES I know only from the
Bibliography in degyptus, X, 360, no. 7862: Socidlni poméry obyvatelstva v Kerkeosiris, in Sbornifk filol. fuk.
Univers. Komenskébo, 1v, Bratislava (1926) (vev. Listy Fil., u1v (1927), 282-7, by (. HEszLAR). The samo
remark applies to two other general articles on the papyri and the light thrown by them on life in Egypt :
A. DIRRING, Gricchischen (sic) Leben in den Papyri, Paderbo[rn, 1929 (degyptus, x, 360, no. 7861); and
A. B. Hawes, Light reading from the papyri, in Ol Journ., XXv (1930), 535-44 (A egyptus, X, 336, no. 7457).

M. Hoxsrrr continues his Bulletin papyrologique (1v, 1929) in Byzantion, v (1929-30), 655-70. In
the Bibliographische Beilage of Gnromon in 1930 references to papyrology and allied subjects are to be
found as follows: 2, p. 15; 3, p. 24; 4, p. 20; 5, p. 37; 6, pp. 44-5. P. M. MEYER continues his Jusds-
tischer Papyrusbericht (vi, Oct, 1927-Oct. 1929) in Z. Sav., 1. (1930), 503-30. For other bibliographics see
B.Z., XX1x (1930), 391-3 (Papyruskunde), and Byz.-neugriech. Jahrb., VIt (1930), 248-57 (Paliographie,
Pupyrus, Handschriften und Biicherkunde).

H. Hexne publishes some additions and corrections to Papyrus Graux N 8 & 8 et papyrus du Caire
Ne J9427 n Bull. Inst. fr. Avch. Or., xxviir (1929), 11-14. M. San Nicord in his ETTYOS ITAPAMONHS
in B.Z, xxX, 158-62 (see also § 6), deals with P. Hal. 1, 8ixn YrevSopaprupiov, and P. Mich. Inv. No. 3106,
edited by Encar in Journal, x1v, 291 ff.

10. MISCELLANEOUS AND PERSONAL.

Reference must be made to the recently founded Socicté royale dgyptienne de papyrologie, a body which
promises to play a most useful part and to which I take this opportunity of extending a cordial welcome.
An account of it is given by Guoraes MEYER in Le Temps, 8 June, 1930 ; see, too, 2eev. belge, 1X (1930), 697,
and Adegyptus, X1 (1931), 102.



142 BIBLIOGRAPHY: GRAECO-ROMAN EGYPT (1929-1930)

The “Semaine égyptologique ot papyrologique” at Brussels, 14-20 Sept. 1930, which the present
writer was unfortunately unable to attend, was a great success and did much useful work. Accounts
of it arc given in Chron. d’Egy., vi (1931), 148-54 (an announcement in advance, Rev. belge, 13 (1930),
698-9), in Adegyptus, x1 (1931), 97-101, and in Rev. belge, 1x (1930), 1095-1100. Two communications
made to the Congress by A. CanperiNt are published in degyptus, X1 (1931), viz. L opera della scwola di
papirologia di Milano, pp. 3-9, and Intorno al * Dizionario deic nomi geoyrafici ¢ topografici dell Egitto
Ureco-Romano,” pp. 10-12.

M. HoMBERT gives an account of the small papyrus collection of the Fondation Reine Elisabeth (Les
papyrus de la Fondation Egyptologique Reine Elisabeth) in Chron. A’ By, v, 269-7T1. The Greek papyri
seem to be for the most part very fragmentary.

F. BruaBir, in a veview of the Warterbuch (Phil. Woch., 1. (1930), 1390), mentions that GiRaDENWITZ’S
Contririndex is in the press under his sapervision, and that he is himself preparing an historical proso-
pography of Hellenistic-Roman-Byzantine Egypt.

A. C[aLpEriNI] gives an account of the Italian excavations at Tebtunis, The plan of the town, which
was partly native Egyptian of the usual type, partly Greek, on a regular plan (two quarters), was laid
bare. Some papyri were found, forming a family archive. These are to be edited by Virknur: Seawvs della
Missione Archeologica Ntaliane a Tebtunis (Fayyum) in Aegyptus, X (1929), 295-6. P. KoscHaAKER describes
the excavations at Dura: Ausgrabungen in Dura-Iuropos, in O.L.Z., xxx11 (1930), 162-71. It appears
from a note in C-K. Ae. Inser. et B.-L., 1929, 47 that papyri have been found at Dura. This opens up
new and exciting possibilities.

H. I. Bery ealls attention to the rediscovery of some of the missing Petrie Papyri in drekiv, 1x, 227,
and degyplus, X (1929), 302.

A very serious loss to almost every branch of Egyptian studies, and not least to those concerned
with the Graeco-Roman period, is the unexpected death of WitHELM SPIBGELBERG, which oceurred last
December.  His immense energy and many-sided versatility were combined with a rare philological
acumen ; and the problems upon which he threw new light are many. The removal of such a worker
from the already small band of Demotic scholars is an irreparable blow. There is a short notice of him
by W. Scuusarr in Forsch. w. Fortschr., vir (1931), 46.

Another great scholar whose loss must be recorded here is Avaust Huisensera (died 22 Nov. 1930).
His work was done maiuly in the sphere of general Byzantine studies, but he collaborated with L. WeNGeRr
in the important volume of Dyzantine papyri at Munich, and he was always awake to the importance of
papyrology. A notice of him by Fr. Dorger appears in Forsch. w. Forischr., vit (1931), 14-15,

A bibliography of LuMBroso’s works is given by V. Scravosa in Cominemorazione del socio (Hacomo
Lumbroso, Acc. Naz. dei Lincei, pp. 38.

A propos of O. GRADENWITZ's seventieth birthday, E. Kressniva publishes a biographical note : Otto
Gradenwitz zwm T0. Geburtstage, in Forsch, w. Fortschr., vi (1930), 191.









