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REGNAL FORMULAS IN DOCUMENT DATE AND IN THE IMPERIAL OATH
I. Introduction

The purpose of this essay is to describe the relationship between the regnal formulas of
the Roman emperors as they appear in document dates and in the imperial oath, in papyrus
documents where both formulas are preserved.! To begin with, I offer a brief chronological
survey of the competing tendencies towards, on the one hand, identical formulation of the
regnal formulas in document date and oath, and, on the other, a relative abbreviation of one
or the other. There follows a discussion of the use of the title kyrios to mark the relatively
abbreviated regnal formula, with some implications for the introduction of the title despotes
and its subsequent use. Finally, there appears a catalogue of comparative dating and oath
formulas, reign by imperial reign.

II. Regnal Formulas in Oaths and Document Dates

In documents where regnal formulas are preserved in both date and imperial oath, one of
the two often appears in an abbreviated form; in certain periods, however, the two formulas
are normally identical. Seven periods may be distinguished:

1) Augustus and Tiberius. The regnal formula is briefer in the document date than in the
imperial oath.

2) Claudius to Hadrian. Most texts register identical regnal formulas in document date
and in the imperial oath.

I No distinction is made in P. Bureth's compendium (Les Titulatures impériales dans les papyrus, les
ostraca et les inscriptions d'Egypte, 30 a.C.-284 p.C., Brussels 1964) between regnal formulae in
document dates, subsidiary dates, or in the imperial oath (but for the use of the title kyrios to mark
abbreviated formulas, see his introductory remarks, pp. 6-7). For the Byzantine period, regnal formulas
have been separately catalogued for dates (R.S. Bagnall and K.A. Worp, Regnal Formulas in Byzantine
Egypt, Missoula 1979) and for the imperial oath (K.A. Worp, "Byzantine Imperial Titulature in the Greek
Documentary Papyri: The Oath Formulas," ZPE 45, 1982, 199-223). The examples offered below are
drawn from my own file of documents including the imperial oath.
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3) Antoninus Pius and Marcus Aurelius. These reigns are transitional, with a) some
documents registering identical regnal formulas in date and oath, as in the reigns immediately
preceding, b) others with a briefer formula in the date than in the oath, as much earlier under
Augustus and Tiberius, and c) still others with, now for the first time, a briefer formula in
the imperial oath than in the document date.

4) Commodus to Probus. The regnal formula is regularly briefer in the imperial oath
than in the document date.

5) Diocletian. Most texts register identical regnal formulas in document date and in the
imperial oath, as much earlier during the period from Claudius to Hadrian.

6) Constantine to Justin I. No documents preserve regnal formulas in both document
date and imperial oath.

7) Justinian to Heraclius. Most texts register identical regnal formulas in document date
and (allowing for occasional inclusion of the empress) imperial oath -- except for initial
epithets.

III. The Use of Kyrios in Abbreviated Regnal Formulas

From as early as the reign of Nero, secondary dating formulas -- those marking events or
documents referred to within the document -- give abbreviated regnal formulas by
comparison with those used to date the document itself, marking the abbreviated form with
the title kyrios, which never appears in the full regnal formula.2 At this period and for the
better part of a century thereafter, regnal formulas are identically formulated in imperial oath
and document date. When, however, with the reign of Antoninus Pius, one such formula is
abbreviated by comparison with the other, the shorter formula is regularly marked by the use
of the title kyrios. Thus the title kyrios regularly appears in the somewhat shorter regnal
formula that marks the imperial oath in the period from Commodus to Probus, and when
secondary dating formulas appear in the same documents which preserve both document date
and imperial oath, the secondary dating formulas are normally identical to those of the

2 In BGU 1250, for example, the regnal formula of Hadrian appears to have been identical in document
date and imperial oath: Avtoxpdtopog Kaicapog Tpatavod ‘Adpiovod ZeBoactod. A date referred to
within the text appears with the formula ‘Adpiovod Kaicopog 10D xvplov, and a third dating reference is
still more briefly formulated: ‘Adpiovod 10D xvpiov.
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imperial oath, and therefore also marked by the use of kyrios.3 In the reign of Diocletian,
regnal formulas normally use the title kyrios in both date and oath, even though neither is
abbreviated by comparison with the other. In the rather fewer documents where the imperial
oath is more briefly formulated than the document date, the regnal formula in the date retains
the title kyrios, while the briefer formula in the oath is marked by the title despotes.# From
the two centuries after the reign of Diocletian, few documents preserve regnal formulas both
in document date and in imperial oath. The titles kyrios and despotes appear indifferently,
where the oath preserves a regnal formula, until about 326; thereafter, the title despotes is
exclusively used with regnal formulas in the imperial oath. When, in the reign of Justinian,
the regnal formula again appears on documents recording the imperial oath as well, the title
despotes is used in both formulas.

It will appear from the summary above that the title kyrios, in the overwhelming majority
of occurrences, signals the omission of, or even in some sense replaces, elements eliminated
from a fuller regnal formula recorded in the same text. The title AVtoxpdtwp is almost
always eliminated from formulations marked by kyrios, the period from Antoninus Pius to
Septimius Severus offering a number of exceptions. Kaicap is sometimes, but not always,
eliminated in the formulation with kyrios: The practice is variable until the reign of
Diocletian, with some difference from one reign to another. The title Xefaotog is regularly
omitted from formulations with kyrios up through the reign of Hadrian. Combinations of
YePaotoc, Evoefng and Evtuyng are often dropped where kyrios is used, in the reigns of
Antoninus Pius and the later emperors. From the reign of Philip, Zefaotdg is normally
found along with the title kyrios in abbreviated formulae. Ethnic honorifics (Germanicus et
sim.) are invariably eliminated in regnal formulations marked by kyrios, from their first
appearance in the reign of Nero.

As well as titles, names may be eliminated where the title kyrios marks an abbreviated
formula. From Nero to Hadrian, the nomen gentilicium inherited from the predecessor is
suppressed in the shorter formula. Thereafter, praenomina or nomina gentilicia may be
suppressed, though in some cases, and particularly under certain emperors (Caracalla, for
example, or Severus Alexander), all names given in a longer formulation appear also in the
abbreviated form.

3 In P.Harr. 1 71, for example, the regnal formula of Commodus appears in the document date as
Adtoxpdropog Kaicapog Mdprov Avpniiov Koppuddov 'Avievivov EdcePodg Evtuvyodec Zefactod
"Appeviokod Mnducod Mopbikod Zopuoatikod Tepuovikod Meyictov Bpetovvikod. An abbreviated
formula appears both in the imperial oath and in a date referred to within the text: Abpniiov Koupddov
"Aviovivov Kaisapog oD kupiov.

4 So in P.Cair.Isid. 3, 4, and 5; P.Sakaon 2, and 3. In P.Corn. 20 i-xi, regnal formulas in oath and
date are identical except that despotes appears at the beginning of the former, kyrios at the beginning of the
latter.
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IV. Introduction of the Title Despotes

In terms of what is eliminated in abbreviation, the relationship in the reign of Diocletian
between the shorter formula marked by despotes and the longer form marked by kyrios is
comparable with that in earlier reigns between the shorter formula marked by kyrios and the
longer form without that title. Names and titles appearing in the longer formula are
suppressed in the shorter, but with the difference that all the names of the regents are
suppressed in the short formula under Diocletian, where in earlier reigns at least one name
was retained even there; the titles Kaioop and eBaotog are, as often earlier, eliminated in
the shorter formulation.

It might be inferred that the title kyrios has, after two hundred and more years of use in
the shorter regnal formula, been incorporated as a regular part of the longer, so that some
other title must be introduced to mark the shorter form. Alternatively, it may be that the
regnal formula with kyrios used in both document date and dating formula under Diocletian
is thought of as a shorter form -- not by comparison with that used in a longer formulation
on the same document, but by comparison with some longer formulation available for other
purposes. Bagnall and Worp (Regnal Formulas, p. 9) give one example of a full nine-line
formulation. The kyrios formulation under Diocletian shares with earlier short forms marked
by kyrios the reduction of the personal names of the regent or regents. Kaicop and
YeBaotog appear in the kyrios formulation, having been there suppressed in earlier reigns,
but with of course the new sense assigned those terms in the tetrarchy. Avtokpdtop is
absent in the kyrios formulas under the tetrarchs, and ethnic honorifics as well, as normally
in preceding reigns.

If the kyrios formulation under Diocletian is a "short" form, the further reduction marked
by despotes might be regarded as an "even shorter" form. This is not without precedent in
earlier reigns. Where a regnal year is cited within a document bearing a date in the same
reign, the secondary dating formula is normally reduced by comparison with the first.
Where the regnal formula is identical in oath and document date, normally of course without
the title kyrios, the secondary date reference is regularly in a shorter form marked by
kyrios.6 If the regnal formula in either the document date or the imperial oath is itself a short
form, the secondary dating formula is normally identical with that other short form.” But
where a date in the same reign must be cited twice within a document itself dated with a
longer formulation, the, as it were, tertiary dating formula is sometimes further reduced.8

5 See above, note 2.

6 So, e.g., PSI 10 1109, from the reign of Domitian; C.Pap.Gr. II 1 30, Hadrian; C.Pap.Gr. I 1 38,
Antoninus Pius.

7 See above, note 3.

8 See above, note 2.
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The introduction of the title despotes in the reign of Diocletian has been well described by
D.Hagedorn and K.A.Worp, "Von KYPIOX zu AEXITOTHZX," ZPE 39 (1980) 165-77,
who showed that this phenomenon occurred too early, and too unevenly, to be accounted for
by the influence of Christians preferring to reserve the title kyrios to God or to Christ. Their
formulation of the problem, however, obscures one aspect of the evidence that is well
illuminated by a comparison of regnal formulas in document dates and in the imperial oath,
in texts where both are preserved. The title despotes is introduced into the regnal formula at
a time when the title kyrios -- previously reserved for use in oath formulations and date
references within a text -- has been incorporated also into the fuller formulation that is used
to date the document itself. The introduction of despotes is not associated with a reduction,
but rather with an expansion, of the use of kyrios. There is therefore no reason to look for
any kind of resistance to the use of the title kyrios in connection with the introduction of the
title despotes.

The disappearance of the title kyrios after the reign of Constantine is a phenomenon to
which a comparative study of regnal formulations in document date and imperial oath can
hardly contribute, as these are not found together again until the reign of Justinian. Christian
influence cannot be ruled out at this later date. The argument adduced by Hagedorn and
Worp -- that kyrios has undergone weakening during centuries of use, so that despotes
becomes a more appropriate title for designating persons of status -- is almost certainly more
pertinent. In addition, the use of despotes may have undergone, during the years after its
introduction, the same process that had already affected the use of kyrios. Both began by
marking abbreviated formulations. Both ended by being incorporated into the fuller imperial
titulature.

V. A Catalog of Comparative Regnal Formulas in Document Dates and in the Imperial Oath®
Reign of Augustus: The date formula is briefer than oath formula, as in P.Amst. I 28:
oath formulation: ~ Kaicopo Avtokpdtopa Beod viov Alfo] élevbépiov

Tefoaoctov
date formulation: ~ Koicopog

P.Oxy. XII 1453 gives Kaicopa 0eov éx 0eod in the oath; BGU II 543, Koicopo
Avtoxpdropa 820D viov -- but still only Kaicapog in the date.

9 The regnal formula is given in the case in which it occurs in the text: genitive, after £1ovg, in dates;
in the imperial oath, accusative (after dpuvO® aut sim.) or genitive (after Toynv aut sim.).
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Reign of Tiberius: As in the reign of Augustus: so P.Mich V 233:

oath formulation: ~ Tiféprov Kaicapa Zefactév Néov Avtokpdtopo Beod
ZeBaotod VIOV
date formulation:  TiBeplov Kailoapog Zefactod

Similar, allowing for some variation in the fuller formula, are P.IFAO I 7; P.Oxy. II 240,
253, and 259; P.Oxy.Hels. 10; P.Vind.Sal. 3.

Reign of Claudius: Regnal formulas identically presented in oath and document date, as
in P.Oxy. II 251:

oath formulation:  Tifépiov [KAabdi]ov Kaioopa ZeBactov [Tepuovi]ov
Avdtoxpatopo

date formulation:  Tieplov KAowiov Kaitoap[o]g ZeBaoctod [Teplu[ovik]od
ADTOKPATOPOG

Similar are the other examples from the reign of Claudius: so C.Pap.Gr. II 1 5 and 7;
P.Fouad 18; P.Mich. II 122; P.Oxy. II 255; P.Oxy. X 1258; PSI VIII 901; SB IV 7463.

Reign of Nero: As in the reign of Claudius: so P.Oxy. II 260:

oath formulation: Népwvo KAavdiov Kaloopa ZeBact[ov I'e]puoavixov
AvTOKpPATOpOL

date formulation:  Népwvog KAowdiov Kaicopog Zefootod I'eppovikod
Avtokpdaroplo]g

Similar are other examples from this reign: C.Pap.Gr. II 1 9; P.Amh. II 68 i; P.Flor. I
79; P.Gen. 11 94; P.Lond. II 181; P.Oxy. II 239; XXXVIII 2851.

Reign of Vespasian: As in the reigns of Claudius and Nero: so P.Oxy. II 263:

oath formulation: ~ Avtokpatopo Katcapoa Odveoracio[vov] Zefoaoctov
date formulation:  Adtokpartopog Kaiosapog Ovesnaciovod Zefactod

Similar are C.Pap.Gr. II 1 12 and 15; and P.Coll.Youtie I 21, where the name Titov is
added to both oath and date formulation.
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Reign of Trajan: As in the reigns of Claudius, Nero, and Vespasian: so P.Oxy. X 1266:

oath formulation: ~ Adtokpatopo Katoapo Népovav Tpotovov Zefoactov
TCepuovikov

date formulation: ~ Avtokpatopog Kaioapog Népova Tpotavod ZePactod
I'epuovikod

Also identically formatted, allowing for the addition of further honorifics in both date and
oath, are C.Pap.Gr. II 1 20 and 22; P.Bad. II 21; P.Brem. 31; P.Fam.Teb. 15 v; P.Lond.
IIT 903; P.Oxy. I 74; 111 482 and 483; VII 1029; XLVI 3275; and XLVII 3335; P.Ryl. II
82; P.Teb. II 298 and 316 iii; P.Wisc. 1 17.

The oath formulation is shortened by comparison with that of the date in only three
documents from the reign of Trajan, and only by the omission of one name or title: So BGU
XIIT 2246 (as restored); P.Oxy. XLI 2958; P.Tebt. III 316 ii.

Reign of Hadrian: As in the reigns of Claudius, Nero, Vespasian, and Trajan: so
P.Alex.Giss. 17:

oath formulation:  Avtokpatopog Kaloapog Tpoatovod ‘Adpiovod Lefoctod
date formulation: ~ Avtokpatopog Kaloapog Tpotovod ‘Adpiovod Zefootod

Also identical are oath and date formulations in most documents of this reign with both
preserved: BGU XI 2085; C.Pap.Gr. I 1 30 and 32; P.Alex.Giss. 14, 16, 18, 22, and 25;
P.Bon. 17; PFouad 22 i and ii; P.Fuad I Univ. 36; P.Hamb. 1 7; P.Mil. II 36; P.Oslo 111
98; P.Oxy. IIT 478 and 480; IV 714 and 715; IX 1195; XXVII 2472; XLVII 3336; XLIX
3470 and 3471; PSI I 40 and 53; VII 766; XII 1236; SB IV 7440; XIV 11970 and 12168.
In P.Oxy. I 75, the date formulation is the shorter by the omission of one name; in
P.Alex.Giss. 15, the dating formula seems to have been reduced to AvtoKpaTOPOG
Koioapog tod kupilov.

Reign of Antoninus Pius: Most texts with both preserved show identical regnal formu-
lations in imperial oath and document date, as in preceding reigns: so C.Pap.Gr. II 1 39:

oath formulation:  Avtokpdrtopa Katcapa Titov ATAov ‘Adpravov "Avioveivov
Yefootov Evoefi

date formulation:  Adtokparto(pog) Kailosapog Titov Aidiov ‘Adplovod
"Aviavivoy Zefoactod EvseBoig
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Also identical in oath and date formulas are BGU XV 2475; C.Pap.Gr. II 1 38, 39, and
44; P.Bad. IV 75 b; P.Brux. I 20; P.Corn. 17; P.Fam.Tebt. 33; P.Lips. 121; P.Oxy. XLII
3034; P.Oxy.Hels. 20 1 and 11; PSI I 109; P.Wisc. I 16; SB VI 9317 b; VIII 9869; XVI
12685 iv; 12742.

In a few texts, the regnal formula is briefer in the date than in the oath, and marked with
kyrios, as in C.Pap.Gr. I1 1 37:

oath formulation: ~ Avtokpatopog Kaloapog Titov Aidiov ‘Adprovod
"Aviwveivov Zefootod Evoefoig
date formulation: ’Avtwvivov Kaicopog 100 kvupiov

Similar are P.Fay. 24 (only omitting the names Titus Aelius from the oath formulation)
and SB V 7523.

In two texts, the regnal formulations is briefer in the oath than in the date, and marked with
kyrios, as in P.Ryl. II 88:

oath formulation: ’Avtwvivov [Kaicapog t0]b xvpiov
date formulation:  Adtokpatopog Kaioapog T[i]tov Aidiov ‘Adprovod
"Avtovivov Zefootod Evoeovg

Similar is C.Pap.Gr. 11 1 41.

In P.Lond. III 915 and P.Rain. Cent. 59, the oath is marked by the use of kyrios, but
otherwise identical with -- and so in the end longer than -- the date.

Reign of Marcus Aurelius: In most texts preserving both, the regnal formula is briefer in
the oath than in the date, and marked by kyrios, as in BGU III 833.

oath formulation: 10V xvpilov [AV]pnAlov "Aviovivov Kaicapog

date formulation:  Avtokpatopog Kaloapog Mapkov Adpniiov "Aviovivov
Zefactod "Apueviakod Mnducod Mopbikod Tepuovikod
Meyictov

Similar, in the relationship of regnal formulas in date and oath are BGU III 833;
C.Pap.Gr., IT 1 51 (with Verus); P.Amh. II 71 (with Commodus); P.Koeln V 229 (with
Commodus) and P.Lond III 919. In Stud.Pal. XX 11, the oath formulation is abbreviated,
with kyrios appearing twice -- both front and back.
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In only one relatively early document from this reign -- P.Meyer 4 -- is the date
formulation marked by the use of kyrios, and shorter than that of the oath:

oath formulation: ~ [A]otoxpdit[o]po[c] Kais[apog | Méprov [AvpnAli[o]v
‘Avtovivov Ze[Blactod [A]btokpdtopog Kaloapog Aoviiov
AvpnAifo]v Ovnpov [Zeflactod

date formulation: ~ "Avtevivov kai Ovfpov TdV Kuplav Zefooctdv

A few texts from the reign of Marcus Aurelius show identical formulations in oath and
document date, as in C.Pap.Gr. II 1 54:

oath formulation:  Avtokpatopo Kaisapa Mapkov AbpnAiov "Aviovivoy
Zefootov "Apueviakov Mndikov IopBikov Feppovikov
Méyiotov

date fromulation: ~ Avtokpatopog Kaloapog Mdapkov Adpniiov "Aviovivov
Zefootod "Apunviakod Mndikod IMapbikod Feppovikod
MeyicTov

Similar are P.Ambh. I 75 (with Verus) and P.Oxy. LV 3782.

Reign of Avidius Cassius: One document only -- SB VI 9550 -- preserving both oath and
date, identically formulated without kyrios.

oath formulation:  [Avto]kpatopo Katoapo T'ato[v *Aovid]iov Kdoo[t]ov
YeBaot[ov]

date formulation:  Avtokpatopog Kaioapog [Tatov] "Aovidiov Kassiov
Yefooctod

Reign of Commodus: Most documents with both preserved show the oath formula
shortened by comparison with the date formula, and marked by the use of kyrios, as in BGU
1T 649:

oath formulation: ~ Mdpxov AvpnAiov Kopuddov "Avtmvivov Kaisopog 10D
KLPLOV

date formulation: ~ Adtokpartopog Kaloapog Mdpkov Adpniiov Kopuddov
"Avtovivov [Evee]Bodg Evtv[xo]dg Zefaoctod ['Apuevi]okod
Mndko?d Hq[p]@_ucof) [Zopuotikod I'eppov[ikod Meylotov
Bpetovvikod |
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Similar, but with various forms of shortening in the oath formulation, are BGU I 92 and
X12019; P.Harr. I 71; and P.Stras. I 34.

In P.Stras IX 894, the date formula is shorter than that of the oath, and marked by the use
of kyrios. In P. Tand. III 33, oath and date are both formulated with kyrios; the date
formulation is the longer by the inclusion of one additional name.

Reign of Septimius Severus: Here too, the majority of texts preserving both show the
oath formulation abbreviated and marked by the use of kyrios, as in PSI XII 1230:

oath formulation:  T@v kVPlOV AVTOKPATOPOV ZEPOVLTPOV Kol "AVI®VIVOL Kol
I'éta Zefootdv

date formulation:  Adtokpotopwv Kaisdpov Aovkiov Zertipiov Zeovnpov
Evoefodg [Meptivakog "Apaficod "Adiofnvicod MopBucod
MeyioTov kol Mépkov AdpnAiov "Avtovivov EvceBoig
ZeBaoctav kai ITovBAiov Zentiuiov I'éta Kaloopog Zefoctod

Similarly related as to length, with minor variations, are oath and date formulations in
BGU VII 1583; C.Pap.Gr. II 1 66 and 67; P.Flor. 3 308; P.Oxy. IX 1197; X 1267; XLVII
3344; and P.Wisc. II 56. Though damaged beyond certainty, P.Ant. I 37, P.Leit. 12, and
SB VIII 10204 are probably comparable as well. In BGU XIII 2248, P.Oxy. VIII 1113 i,
and XII 1548, the oath formula is slightly abbreviated without the use of kyrios.

Only in P.Grenf. II 62 and SB X 10293 are oath and date formulations identical, both
being unabbreviated.

Reign of Caracalla: In four out of seven cases permitting the determination, the oath
formulation is abbreviated and marked by kyrios, as in P.Rein I 49:

oath formulation: ~ [M]dpx[ov AJopnAio[v ZeoJunpov "Avtw[v]ivov Evcefodg
Katoap[og] tod kvp[to]v

date formulation: ~ Avtok[p]atopog K[a]icapog Mapx[o]v Avp[nAt]ov
Teovnpov "Aviavi[vov [TapBucod Melyi[ot]ov Bpetav[vikod]
Meyiotov [Tep]uavixo[d M] g[yt]otov Ev[oe]Bove Zefoc[tod]

Similarly related are oath and date formulations in C.Pap.Gr. II 1 71; P.Lond. III 936;
and P.Mil. II 37.



Regnal Formulas in Document Date and in the Imperial Oath 71

In P.Oxy. LI 3602, 3603, and 3604, regnal formulas in oath and date are identically
formulated, except for the final kyrios in the former and the initial Avtokpdtopog
Kotoapog in the latter:

oath formulation: ~ Mdpxov AvpnAiov Teovfipov "Avimvivov [TopBucod
Meyiotov Bpetavvikod Meylotov INeppovikod Meyiotov
Evoefotc Zefostod 1oV kupilov

date formulation: ~ Avtokpatopog Kaioopog Mdapkov Adyniiov Zeovnpov
"Avtovivov IMapBikod Meyiotov Bpetovvikod Meyiotov
Tepuavikod Meyiotov Evoefoig Zefaoctod

Reign of Macrinus: One published document (PSI XII 1229; cf. P.Oxy. XLIII 3093 as
restored) shows an oath formulation slightly abbreviated and marked by kyrios.

oath formulation: Madpxov 'OneAliov Zeovnpov Mokpeivov Katcapog tod
KLPLOV

date formulation:  Avtokpartopog Kaioapog Mdapkov "OreAliov Zeovnpov
Maxpeivov EveeBotg Evtuyode

Reign of Elagabalus: A set of four documents (P.Bub. I 4 xiv, xv, xxiv and xxvi) shows
identical formulation in oath and date.

oath formulation:  Avtokpatopog Kaloopog Mapkov Adpniiov "Aviovivov
Evoefovc Evtuyote Zefoctod

date formulation: ~ Avtokpatopog Kaioapog Mdapkov Adpniiov "Aviovivov
EvoeBodg Evtuyovg Zefoctod

Other texts show the regnal formula in the oath reduced and marked with kyrios, as
below, P.Lips. 8:

oath formualtion:  [Mdpkov "Av]tovivov Kaicapo[g T0]d kuplov
date formulation:  [Avtoxpdropog K]a[t]oapog Mapx[o]v AvpnA[t]ov
"Avtwvivov EvoePlo]dg Evtuy[o]dg ZePactod

P.Princ. II 28 shows the oath formula reduced without kyrios; in P.Oxy. XVII 2120, the
formulations are identical except for the addition of the title kyrios in the oath.

Reign of Severus Alexander: Most documents show a reduced oath formulation marked
by kyrios, as in P.Oxy. XLIII 3099:



72

oath formulation:

date formulation:
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Mapkov AvpnAlov Zeovnipov "AleEavdpov Kaisopog tod
KLPLOv

Avtokpartopog Kaioopog Mapkov Avpniiov Zeovnpov
"AleEavdpov Evtuyovc Evoefo(Dg) Zefootod

Similarly related are regnal formulations for oath and date in C.Pap.Gr. I 1 74 bis; 75;
CPR I 225; P.Iand. VII 145; P.Lips. 9; P.Lond. III 940; 941; 945; P.Oxy. 1 77; VII 1031,
XXII 2345; XLIII 3097, 3099, and 3103; XLV 3244; PSI IX 1066; X 1112; SB VIII 9901.
C.Pap.Gr. II 1 76 and P.Lond. III 946 are also comparable, except that the abbreviated oath
formulation begins with kyrios and ends with Zefoctog. 10

In P.Hamb. I 19, and P.Lond. III 942, the oath formulation is reduced (by omission of
Avtokpatopog Katoapog) without kyrios. Only in P.Giss.Univ. VI 53 are oath and date
identically formulated -- in a short form, but without kyrios.

Reign of Maximinus: P.Oxy. XLIII 3132 only; the formulation of the oath is abbreviated

and marked with kyrios.

oath formulation:

date formulation:

Taiw(v) TovAov Onpov Maguetvov kot Magipov

TCepuovik®dv Meylot[ov] Aakikdy Meylotmv Zopuotikd(v)
Meylotov Kaisdpav tov k[vpiov]

Avtokpdropog Katoapog T'atov TovAiov Ovmpov Ma&iuivou
EvoeBovc Evtuyxob[c] ZePaoctod Teppovikod Mle]yiotov
Aoxixod M[e]yiotov Zapuatikod Meyiotov kai Fotov TovAlov
OvApov Magipov Teppovikod Meyiotov Aaxikod MeyloTtov
Toapufati]kod Meyiotov 10V lepwtatov Kalocopog XePootod
V10V 100 ZePafotov]

Reign of Gordian III: P.Berl.Leihg. I 9 only; the oath formulation is unabbreviated but

marked with kyrios.
oath formulation:

date formulation:

700 KVupilov Hudv Avtoxpdropog Kaicopog Mdprov
"Avtoviov F'opdiovod Evele]B[o]d[¢] Evtuyode Zefoactod
Avtokpartopog Kaioopog Mapkov "Avtoviov F'opdiovod
Evoefoig. . .

10 The placement of the title kyrios varies. It stands at the end of the briefer formula to the time of
Hadrian. From the time of Antoninus Pius ist sometimes appears at the front, from Diocletian, at the front
invariably. Despotes always stands at the front, in the reign of Diocletian and after.
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Reign of Philip: Below are the formulations of SB V 7634; the oath formulation is
abbreviated and marked with kyrios. P.Amh. II 72 is comparable except that ZeBactdv is
added at the end of the oath formulation; the dating formulation is extended by naming the
two Philips separately.

oath formulation: Mapxav TovAlwv PMinrnon(v) Koicapov 1@v kvpiov

date formulation:  Adtokpoatdpov Karsdpmv Mdpkmv TovAimv PriAinnon(v)
Kaprnikdv Meyiotov leppovikdv Meyiotwv Eveefdv Edtuydv
YePaotodv

Reign of Decius: P.Oxy. LI 3609 only; the oath formulation, without kyrios, is briefer
than that of the date because of the omission of Avtokpatopog Kaioopocg.

oath formulation: Talov Meosciov Kviviov Tpotavod [Aekiov] Evoefodg
Meociov Aekiov 100 cePacuiot]dTov Ka]{capoé .Z.EB.OC.G‘C(’J‘)V

date formulation: ~ Avtoxpdrtopog Kaic[ap]og [Faiov Messiov Kvliviov
Tpaiavod Aexio[v] Evoefovg [Edtuyove Ze|fafot]od kol
Kvivtov ‘Epevviov ['Etpovoko]v Meooiov Aekiov T0oD
cefacuiotatov [Kaicapog] Zefactdv

Reign of Gallus: P.Oxy. XII 1554 only, with the oath formulation heavily restored. The
two regnal formulas appear to be identical except that kyrios replaces AVTokpaTopw®V
Kotodpov in the oath.

oath formulation:  [t®v xvplov F'atov OvIPlov TpePfoviavod I'ailov kot Falov
Ov1B1ov "Algwvi[ov Tailov OéAdovuviavod] OvoAov|[clovod
Evoefav Evtuyav] Zefootidv

date formulation:  Avtokpatépov Karsdpwv F'aiov O01iov TpeBwviavod
TaAlov kol T'atov Ovifiov "Agiviov F'dAAov OveAdovuviavoDd
Ovorovotavod Evoefdv Evtuyodv ZePfaotodv

Reign of Valerian: Below is P.Lips. 3 ii; the oath formulation is abbreviated and marked
with kyrios. P.Oxy. XVIII 2186 is roughly comparable, except that kyrios appears at the
end of the oath formulation between Kooapwv and Zefoctdv.
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oath formulation:  t@v xkvpiov OVaieplovod kol FaAAinvod kot KopvnA[iov
Ovorepra]vod Zefoctidv

date formulation:  Avtokpotopwv Katsdpwv IMovrAiov Atkivviov Odaiepiovod
kol [TovrAtov Atkivviov Odadepiovod T'oAdlnvod Evoefdv
Evtuyov kot [TovrAiov Atktvviov Kopvniiov Ododepiovod
10V lepwtdtov Kaloopog Xefootdv

In P.Oxy. XXXVI 2763, by contrast, the document date gives a regnal formula briefer
than that in the oath, even though the latter is marked by the title kyrios -- but several
elements in the oath formulation have been added in subscript.

Reign of Macrian: Below is P.Oxy. XLIX 3476; the oath formulation is abbreviated and
marked with kyrios. P.Lips. 57 is comparable, with the oath formula still further reduced.

oath formulation: t@v kvplov Nudv Titov PovAPiov Tovviov Makpiovod kol
Titov ®ovABiov Tovviov Kvintov Zefoactov

date formulation: ~ Adtokpotopwv Kaitsdpaov Titov @ovBiov Tovviov
Moxprovod kot Titov PovABiov lovviov Kvintov EvceBadv
Evtuyov Zefoctov

Reign of Claudius II: PSI V 457 only; the oath formulation is abbreviated and marked
with kyrios.

oath formulation:  KAowdiov Kaisopog tod kupiov Zefactod
date formulation: ~ Avtokpatopog Kaioopog Mapxov [KAavdiov Talxi[tov]
EvoeBode EvTvyove Zefactod

Reign of Aurelian: Below is P.Mich. XIV 676; the oath formulation is abbreviated and
marked with kyrios. P.Oxy. XII 1455 is comparable, with dating formula longer and oath
slightly shorter, with kyrios at the front.

oath formulation: ~ AvpnAiovod Kaitoapog t[od] kup[i]ov Zefactod
date formulation:  Avt[ox]pdropog Kailcapog Aovk[i]ov Aoptttiov AdpnAiavod
T'ovB01k0d Meyiotov EvoeBovg Evtuyodg Zefoctod

Reign of Probus: Below is P.Oxy. XXXVI 2764; the oath formulation is abbreviated and
marked with kyrios. Comparable are SB XVI 12242 and P.Vind.Bosw. 3.
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oath formulation:  10¥ Kvpiov Hudv Mdprov AvpnAiov MpoPov Kaicapog
YeBaotod

date formulation: ~ Avtoxpdropog Kaicapog Méprov AbpnAiov IpdBov
Evoefoig Evtuyotg Zefootod

Reign of Diocletian: In several cases oath and date are identically formulated, both with
kyrios at the beginning, as in P.Harr. II 208:

oath formulation: ~ [t®v] kv[p]lev Hudv AtokAntiavod [koi Magutovod
ZeBaoctdv] kal Kovotoavtiov k[a]i Magiovod [tov
¢mpaveotdtav Kous|dp[ov]

date formulation: TV KVpl®V NUOV AtoxkAnTievod kol Ma&iuavod Zefoctdv kol
Kovotavtiov kot Magiuiovod tav éntpavestatov Koisdpwv

Similar are CPR VII 14, P.Corn 20 a and (except that separated regnal years provoke a
repetition of the title kyrios before the names of Caesares in the dating formulation) P.Flor. I
32 a and b, and SB X 10257. Other documents offer identical regnal formulas in date and
oath except for the addition of Avtokpatdépwv to the oath formulation: so P.Oxy XXXIII
2673; XXXVI 2765; and P.Wisc. II 61. P.Coll.Youtie II 73 and P.Oxy. X 1255, of a
earlier date, show identical oath and date formulation of a shorter form, citing Augusti only
without Caesars. P.Corn. 20 i-xi have oath formulations identical to those of the date
except that the former begin with despotes, the latter with kyrios.

A few documents show an oath formulation much briefer than that of the date; in these
cases kyrios appears at the beginning of the longer dating formula; the shorter formula
begins with despotes, as in P.Sakaon 2:

oath formulation: 1@v deomotdv NUOV A[vi]kNTwV BaciAfmv

date formulation:  T@vV kVplOV NUMV AtokAnTiowod (ko) Ma[Eut]avod Zefoactdv
(ko) Kovetavtiov (ko) Magiuiovod tdv Eneavestd oy
(Ko)sdpov

Similar are P.Cair.Is. 3, 4, and 5; and P.Sakaon 3.



76 Z.M. Packman

Reigns from Justinus II to Heraclius: Identical regnal formulas in oath and date are the
rule,!! except for the epithets attached to the initial despotes. So P.Lond. V 1707, from the
reign of Justinian:

oath formulation: 10b xoAAivikov Mudv deondt[o]v PA(ooviov) 'Tovotivov TOD
oloviov AVYoV6TOV AVTOKPATOPOC

date formulation:  [tod B]etotdr[ov] Hu[dv Sec|ndton PA(coviow) To[va]ti[vovy
7]od alwviov A[v[yo[Vc]t[ov] AdTokpdTopog

And from the reign of Heraclius, P.Lond. IT 483:

oath formulation: 10D To TAVTA VIKDVTOG 0e6TOTOV MUOV PA(COVIOV)
“HpaxAeiov 10 aimviov AVYovetov ADTOKPATOPOG

date formulation: 10D kAgvotdtov kKol BeocTepodc UMV decmdtov PAooviov
‘Hp[o]xAeiov 10D omviov AVyovstov ADTOKPATOPOG

Pietermaritzburg Z .M. Packman

1 The oath is also sometimes distinguished by the inclusion of the name of the empress.



