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  Two of the Herculaneum Tablets, though fragmentary and obscure, furnish evidence that justifies a re-examination of the role played in Roman law and society by the institution which is the subject of this paper:
Tab. Herc. LXXXIII:
L. V[e]nidius En[ny]chus testand[i ca]usa dixs[i]t
[L.] An[n]io Rufo se honoris ius emerere [ut]
si vellet ex numero decurionum aut au[gus]-
talium nominatis a se decem de petition[ibus]
nostris discep[t]atorem dicas ra[t]ione posc[
[…]e H[S] M[‐]me sibi debere s[t]i[puletur] …
LXXXIV:
…] quem et superius nom[i]-
n[a]s[ti…] Fes[ti]nium Proculum
disc[e]ptatorem paratus sum ire,
si minus necessario c[oa]ctus a te spo(n)-
sionem tecum faciam. VAC.
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