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P.Giss. I 106 REVISITED

P.Giss. 1 106 (inv. 118; dated by the editor ‘VI’) contains a receipt for payment of rent issued by the
heirs of a woman named Secundilla living in Hermopolis to the heirs of another person (cf. 1. 1-2)
living in the same city. The rent is stated to be 1 sol., 12 keratia (= 1.5 solidus), paid from the crops of
the 15th indiction (cf. 11. 3-5). Incorporating some corrected readings in 11. 3, 4 and 5 recently proposed
by N. Gonis in ZPE 143 (2003) 158-159 the Greek text now reads:

T m(apd) T@v xA(Mpovépwv) Zexovvrilhag dnd ‘Eppo(vndlems) toig kAnpovépo(ic)

[ ] pal Jwakog dmd tig a(briic) un(tpomdrens). deddrate ki énAn[pd(core)]

10 maiktov 100 EupuTedp(otog) kaprdv [n]eviexaidexd[c]

ivd(1xt1)6(vog) xpuood vopopo ev ebot(a)B(pov) kai kepdrtia didexa [x]A[(fpng).]

Yi(v.) xp(vo0d) vo(piopa) o k(epdtia) 1 mA(fipng) Té kai Ao[yli[c]0(évia) Auiv énd
éuPoifig

neviexan[8)exdr[n]g v(ixti)d(vog) év [ tiig] Aapmp(otdng) ['Av]ti[véov (rbrewmc)]
xory[@]

7 Moyomp(i). kol tpdg DUdV dogdA(elav) n(e)rouipeBo builv]

8  1hv mopodoav nAnpatikhy dnédeiy dog npdri(tar).

“n b W=

=)}

The body of the receipt is followed by two lines containing a subscription in Coptic

9  (m.2)ANOK (m. 3) FABPIHNIA TIC-
10  ToIXel

Dr. Gonis rightly remarks that the curious sequence in 11. 6-7 cannot be upheld. To his doubts may
be added that 1. 2, too, contains some unlikely elements: one would not expect a phrasing &nd tfig
a(thig) un(tpomdrews), where normally a simple &rd thg a(dthic) ndrewg is found. As regards the
reading of 1l. 6-7, it is indeed unclear why according to 1. 6 (mostly restored!) the rent would have been
paid “in the xowdv (‘joint/common’) Aoyiatiipilov (= accounting office) of Antinoopolis™.

A check of the photo of the papyrus available on the internet! allows us to propose the following
corrected readings:

2 (] pof, Jnoxagd ano i a(dtiig) pn(tpomdienc)

- Aﬁpa[a] piov koo ) &md Tavoaphv.

One could take the abbreviation koo( ) as part of a noun indicating a profession like xaco1tepas,
Kaoo1TEpono1dg, Kaoo1TEpoLpYdG, but an abbreviated father’s name in Koao- is not to be excluded. In
favor of the latter solution it may be adduced that above the village name Tavopfiv there is also a
marking stroke; for this village, see M. Drew-Bear, Le Nome Hermopolite, 264 (it is attested in the 7th
and 8th cent.).

67  év [ thic] Aapmp(otdtng) ['Avitivéoev (nodewc)] xowv[@] ! D hoyomnp(in)

- 8(1u) [tod] Mp.up(oraton) [.1 . .[ 1Bon[60d] 1D Aoyomnp(iov).

The lacuna before Aapmp( ) offers space for only 3 rather than 5 letters, and the letters preceding the
lacuna at the end of the line read much more easily as Bon[ than as xow[, because the kappa elsewhere
in this hand looks different from the kappa supposedly written here; for ‘our’ beta one may compare the
beta in 'ABpa[a]uiov (cf. above ad line 2). In between the words Aaunp(otdtov) and Bon[BoB] we
expect a personal name occupying the place for [ ] [ ], but we cannot decipher it with certainty. The
second preserved letter features only a vertical hasta, into which comes a tiny trace of the preceding

1) Via the address <http://bibd.uni-giessen.de/papyri/images/pgiss-inv.118recto.jpg>.
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(first) letter, rising slightly above line level; the third letter could be taken as a iota; one might even
argue that coming after the curved lower part of the iota there is an exiguous trace of yet another (4th)
letter.

Before proceeding we observe that one finds a similar combination of the epithet Aapnpérortog with
a PonBég in P.Oxy. I 125.7 (560P); even more illustrative is another papyrus from Hermopolis, P.Wiirzb.
19.3 (622", cf. BL 8.513) mentioning a certain Fl. Magistor as Aapnpdtatog BonBog Aoyiotnpiov.2

The question, why in general a boethos logisteriou would appear as a third party in such a receipt
(after all, the transaction is between a lessor and a lessee), can be answered simply by restoring 3[(1%)
7o?] in the lacuna before Aopnp( ). The lessor acknowledges to the lessee the full payment of an
amount of rent (1 sol., 12 ker.) which earlier on had been set to their account (= Ao[y]i[c]0(évtar)) by an
assistant of the public accounting office. For the background of the procedure concerning the collection
of rent/tax, see J. Gascou, Les grands domaines, la cité et I’état en Egypte byzantine, T&M 9 (1985)
18ff. Finally, we observe (see our correction of 1l. 6-7 above) that the papyrus should no longer be con-
nected with Antinoopolis; the text comes from Hermopolis.

Leiden/Amsterdam Nico Kruit
Klaas A. Worp

2) For him see in particular P.J. Sijpesteijn in his first editions of SB XVI 12264 [628”] and 12999 [6267]. In our view there
is not sufficient justification for reading in the Giessen papyrus the name as M]ayio[twpog in its full form, as the lacuna
before the letters Bon may contain probably only 2 letters, hence one would have to accept an abbreviation M]ayia[tapoc),
or reckon with an undeclined form of the name. Such an approach, however, does not seem very comfortable and for that
reason we would refrain from putting this name into the text of P.Giss. 106.6.




