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Anne Boud’hors

THE COPTIC OSTRACA 
OF THE THEBAN HERMITAGE MMA 1152

2. LEGAL AND ECONOMIC DOCUMENTS
(O. GURNA GÓRECKI 69–96)

This is the second article in the series announced in the previous
Journal of Juristic Papyrology.1 As in the first one, the indications con-

cerning the dimensions, the material, and in a few cases the circum-
stances of the discovery of the ostraca, are due to Tomasz Górecki.2

I divided the ostraca selected for this study into four categories: official
legal documents, private legal documents, accounts, and various pieces
looking like or related to dipinti.

Since I am taking as a starting hypothesis that all the ostraca found in
the hermitage are historically connected to it, I will try to briefly justify
their presence there. More on this problem will come in a final synthesis
article, once all the texts have been published.

The photographs of the ostraca were taken by Dariusz Dąbkowski;
they are published here courtesy of the Polish Centre of Mediterranean
Archaeology of the University of Warsaw.

    1 Anne Boud’hors, ‘The Coptic ostraca of the Theban hermitage MMA 1152. 1. Letters
(O.Gurna Górecki 12–68)’, The Journal of Juristic Papyrology 47 (2017), pp. 45–100.
   2 Thanks to a table he sent me a few months before his death. I am grateful to Julia
Górecka, who was kind enough to explain me the details written in Polish.
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69–74. OFFICIAL LEGAL DOCUMENTS3

69–72. Texts related to letters of protection

The following four texts belong to the category called ‘letters of protec-
tion’. These texts are characterized by the formula ⲉⲓⲥ ⲡⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙ̄ⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ
ⲛ̄ⲧⲟⲟⲧⲕ̄, ‘Here is the guarantee by God for you’, and have been collected,
described and edited by Walter Till in P. Schutzbriefe. They have aroused a
rather abundant scholarly literature, concerning especially their relation-
ship with the right of asylum in the Byzantine Empire.4 Most of these
documents are issued by one or more village officials, ensuring their
addressees that they will not be prosecuted and/or may eventually return
home in peace, sometimes with the payment of all or part of an owed
sum. In a contribution published in 2007,5 Alain Delattre provided an
updated synthesis of these texts, adding some recently published ones
and reediting others. Since his article, some extra documents of this type
have appeared,6 and there is no doubt that many more still rest in some
collection or another.

Eline Scheerlinck is working on an overall interpretation of these doc-
uments as part of her doctoral thesis (Leiden University), which should

    3 In this category, I will refer several times to two major studies: L. Berkes, Dorfverwal-
tung und Dorfgemeinschaft in Ägypten von Diokletian zu den Abbasiden [ = Philippika – Altertum-
skundliche Abhandlungen 104], Wiesbaden 2017; A. Delattre & J.-L. Fournet, ‘Le dossier
des reçus de taxe thébains et la fiscalité en Égypte au début du viiie siècle’, [in:] P. Stras.
Copt., pp. 209–244.
   4 See, among others, A. A. Schiller, ‘The Coptic ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ documents’, [in:]
Studi in memoria di Aldo Albertoni I, Padua 1933, pp. 303–345; Andrea Hasznos, Coptic Texts
from the ‘Monastery of Cyriacus’ (TT 65) [ = Studia Aegyptiaca 20], Budapest 2013, pp. 50–51;
G. Schmelz in P. Scholl 11 and 12 (introduction). 
    5 A. Delattre, ‘Les «lettres de protection» coptes’, [in:] PapCongr XXIII, pp. 173–178.
   6 O. Mon. Cyr. 5 and 6; O. Mon. Cyr. 38 (identified as such and published by A. Delattre,
‘Un nouveau sauf-conduit copte de la région thébaine. Réédition de O. Mon. Cyr. 38’,
Chronique d ’Egypte 90 [2015], pp. 415–419: this article also contains corrections to O. Mon.
Cyr. 5 and 6); O. Saint-Marc 322 and 323; P. Scholl 11 and 12 (papyri, perhaps from Hermopo-
lis); SB Kopt. III 1365 (corrections by A. Delattre in Tyche 19 [2004], no. 520); SB Kopt.
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help us to solve a number of difficulties. Indeed, these texts continue to
pose various questions, and recently published pieces often bring new
ones: Are they all from the same period? Beyond the different types
defined by Schiller or Till, is it possible to establish a common definition
for all these texts? What were they used for exactly? By whom are they writ-
ten, by the officials themselves or rather by scribes?7 How are they related
to tax receipts? To what extent are material and provenance relevant?8

This publication is not the place to answer these questions in detail,
but they should be kept in mind in order to try to interpret the purpose
of these four ostraca as well as the reason for their presence in the her-
mitage. Are the people for whom they are issued connected with the site?
It may be noted that there is no such document in Frange’s dossier,
whereas three were found at the ‘Monastery of Cyriacus’, two at the topos
of St Mark, and the ‘Monastery of Epiphanius’ also provided some texts
related to the same topic. In the village of Djeme, they do not seem to
have been particularly numerous, unlike the tax receipts, which were
found there in large quantities. This relative dispersion fits the apparent
function of these documents: intended to guarantee the tranquility or
impunity of certain persons or groups of people, they were scattered
among the people who needed them and for whom they were issued.

Two of the texts published here are true ‘letters of protection’, where-
as the other two, more fragmentary, are rather witnesses of the corre-
spondence caused by issuing these letters.

III 1367; O. Bachit ZentralBau, O. Dan. kopt. 36 (for the ostraca from Deir Bakhit, see
https://www.koptolys.gwi.uni-muenchen.de).
    7 They mention scribes only exceptionally, unlike tax receipts, and their writing is more
or less professional, less standardized than in the latter. In rare cases, the same scribes are
attested for both kinds of documents, for instance Aristophanes son of John in SB Kopt.
III 1368 (= P. Schutzbriefe 27), or P. Crum VC 9, written by Psate son of Pisrael, or P.
Schutzbriefe 64, coupled with a receipt, written by Psate son of Pisrael. A palaeographic
survey might help to identify hands.
   8 P. Akoris 36 and 54, as well as P. Scholl 11 and 12 show that these documents are not
exclusive to the Theban region.
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69. Letter of protection for the monk Haron

Letter of protection issued by ‘the brothers of the koinotes’, that is to say
the college of the village authorities, for the monk Haron. The latter can
go home without being sued and paying anything but a tax of one tremissis
he still owes.

Documents of this type issued for monks are not very frequent. In
P. Crum VC 8 (Djeme), all the brothers of a monastery (ϩⲉⲛⲉⲉⲧⲉ) receive
the guaranty that they can stay where they are living and that nothing
more will be imposed on them than on their fathers. The document is
signed by two lashane, one ex-lashane, two other people, and finally ‘the
whole community (ⲕⲟⲓⲛⲟⲛ) of the kastron’. P. Crum VC 9, a document of
the same kind, is written by the Theban scribe Psate, son of Pisrael.9 This
is consistent with the new rules aiming to tax monks individually, which
must have come into effect at the beginning of the eighth century.10

P. Schutzbriefe 31 is a guaranty issued by Kyriakos, a priest and hegoumenos
of the mountain of Djeme, for a monk, that the latter can appear and will
not be sued or mistreated, his only duty being to pay three carats (in order
to complete one tremissis). This is one of the rare occurrences of docu-
ments not issued by an official, but an ecclesiastic, perhaps because he
was responsible for collecting the taxes of monks.11

The monk Haron can go home: does it mean that his home was the
hermitage? or that he was staying in the hermitage temporarily and is
now permitted to come back to his usual place? In the second scenario,
one would expect that Haron left, taking the ostracon with him. The first
scenario is thus more plausible (for possible other traces of his presence
in the hermitage, see the commentary below).

   9 Dated to 712 by P. E. Kahle, ‘Zu den koptischen Steuerquittungen’, [in:] Festschrift zum
150-jährigen Bestehen der Berliner Ägyptischen Museums, Berlin 1974, pp. 283–285.
  10 Petra Sijpesteijn, Shaping a Muslim State. The World of a Mid-Eighth-Century Egyptian
Official, oxford 2013, p. 99.
   11 P. Bal. 188 (= P. Schutzbriefe 84) and P. Scholl 11 also involve monasteries. These two texts
do not come from Thebes (P. Scholl 11 is probably from Hermopolis) and are not explicitly
related to tax payments.

Inv. no. C.o. 253 14 × 10.6 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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The document ends with a claim of its validity. However, it is not
signed nor dated,12 which contradicts that claim, as often happens in
Coptic legal texts.

The hand is bilinear and slightly sloping, with letters well separated,
and not regular. note the form of the ⲧ with a small upper appendix on
the left side of the horizontal stroke. This feature occurs in some Theban
ostraca, not necessarily of the same hand, for instance O. Frange 712, a tax
receipt whose writing is of the same style; see also 84 below. 

The language is standard Sahidic. The full article ⲡⲉ- (l. 11) and ⲛⲉ- (l. 8)
is used with a deictic function, as in many Theban texts.

               ⳨ ⲁⲛⲟⲛ ⲛⲉⲥⲛⲏⲩ ⲧⲏ-
               ⲣⲟⲩ ⲛ̄ϯϭ̣ⲓⲛⲟⲧⲏⲥ ⲉⲛ-
               ⲥϩⲁⲓ̈ ⲛ̣̄ϩⲁⲣⲱ̣ⲛ̣ ⲡⲙⲟⲛⲟⲭⲟⲥ
      4       ϫⲉ ⲉⲓⲥ ⲡⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙ̄ⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ
               ⲛ̄ⲧⲟⲟⲧⲕ̄ ⲛⲅ̄ⲉⲓ ⲉϩⲟⲩⲛ ⲉ-
               ⲡⲉⲕⲏⲓ ϫⲉ ⲛ̄ⲛⲉⲛⲡⲁⲣⲁⲕⲉ
               ⲙ̄ⲙⲟⲕ ϩⲁ ϭⲉⲗⲁⲁⲩ ϩⲛ̄
      8       ⲛⲉⲛⲟⲩⲃ ⲛⲁⲓ ⲛ̄ⲥⲁ
               ⲟⲩⲧⲉⲣⲙⲉⲥⲉ ⲟⲛ ⲉⲡⲉ-
               ⲕⲱⲣϫ̄ ⲁⲛⲥⲙⲉⲛ
               ⲡⲉⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲛⲁⲕ
     12       ϥⲟ⸌ⲣ⸍ϫ ⲁⲩⲱ ϥϭⲙ
               ϭⲟⲙ ϩⲙ̄ ⲙⲁ ⲛⲓⲙ
               ⲉⲩⲛⲁⲙ̄ⲫⲁ-
               ⲛⲏⲥ ⲙ̄ⲙⲟϥ
     16       ⲛ̄ϩⲏⲧϥ̄

2. κοινότης || 3. μονάχος | ⲛ before
ϩⲁⲣⲱⲛ seems to be a corrected ⲙ ||
4. λόγος || 6. παράγειν || 9. τριμήσιον ||
11. λόγος || 14–15. ἐμφανίζειν

                                                           O. GurnA GórECKi 69–96                                                       57

  12 one could object that these elements were perhaps in the missing bottom of the
ostracon, but I do not think so: the last line seems to have been written closely to the pre-
vious one, probably due to lack of space. 
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† We, all the brothers of the college, we write to Haron the monk: (4) here is
the guaranty by God for you that you can enter your house, for we shall not
pursue you for anything else concerning (8) these gold (taxes), except one
more tremissis. For your security we made this guaranty for you: (12) it is
valid and effective in every place it will be showed.

2. ϭ̣ⲓⲛⲟⲧⲏⲥ: This college of the village officials (κοινόν/κοινότης) who were
responsible for the administration of Djeme is carefully described in Berkes,
Dorfverwaltung (cit. n. 3), chapter 5. The rare examples of protection letters
signed by this college are quoted ibidem, p. 171, n. 14: O. Vind. Copt. 61 (= P. Schutz-
briefe 37) and P. Crum VC 8. In these last two documents, the mention of the
koinotes is added at the end, as a way of reinforcing the authority of the individ-
uals who signed. Here by contrast, the koinotes is the main issuer of the letter. In
the equally rare expression ‘brothers of the koinotes’, ‘brother’ is the equivalent of
‘colleague’ and has nothing to do with a monastic context.

This written form of κοινότης with a ϭ at the beginning is not attested by
Förster, WB. The article ϯ- is perhaps due to the attraction of the following syl-
lable ϭⲓ-. 

3. I did not find any occurrence of a monk Haron in the Theban documenta-
tion. However, O. Gurna Górecki 11, a letter addressed by Frange to Apa Joseph,
who probably was living in the hermitage MMA 1152, reads (ll. 6–9) ‘Be so kind,
my beloved lord and father, and take/receive the blessing with my father Aaron
and look after [ . . . ]’. This sentence remains unclear, due to imprecise formulation
(at least for us): did Frange send Aaron to the hermitage with the blessing (pos-
sibly a concrete blessing, a gift)? or does Frange ask Joseph to receive his bless-
ing, including Aaron in the blessing, which could indicate that both are living
together in the hermitage? Can this ⲁⲁⲣⲱⲛ be the same man as the ϩⲁⲣⲱⲛ of this
letter, in spite of the different orthography of his name? This is difficult to say,
and the connection of Haron with the hermitage remains uncertain.

8. ⲛⲉⲛⲟⲩⲃ: The expression probably refers to the gold taxes (= Greek χρυσικά);
see for instance P. ryl. Copt. 117, under reedition by Alain Delattre and naïm Vant-
hieghem.

14–15. Förster, WB, gives another attestation of the written form ⲙⲫⲁⲛⲏⲥ in
the same verbal function (O. Crum ST 424, l. 25 [loan contract]). Although this
security clause is expected in letters of protection, since the people concerned
were likely to show the document when going home, it is in fact rare (according
to Förster, WB, P. Schutzbriefe 41 is the only other attestation), much more than
in sales or contracts.
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70. Letter of protection for Kurikos and his children

This letter belongs to Schiller’s ‘Summons Type’ (Till’s ‘Einladungen zur
Verhandlungen’). Kurikos and his children are guaranteed to be permitted
to go home safely after Kurikos has come and had a discussion, probably
in the frame of a dispute which could be settled by arbitration. Whatever
the result of the discussion, the family will be free. The letter is signed by
two lashane. 

The document is a little elliptic. The guaranty to go home without
being pursued is expressed first at the beginning (ll. 5–8), and repeated in
another form in lines 11–12,13 whereas there is a short sentence in
between, concerning a discussion and a possible agreement (or non-
agreement); from parallels one can infer that there was an implicit invita-
tion to come and meet the senders of the letter (see commentary). 

Again the question of the connection between Kurikos and the her-
mitage comes up. A Kurikos is attested in O. Gurna Górecki 56; unfortu-
nately, this letter is so damaged that nothing can be said about its con-
tent. nevertheless, the hypothesis that Kurikos had found refuge in the
hermitage can be considered. Another possibility is that the letter had
been sent to the inhabitants of the hermitage because they were sup-
posed to have relationships with Kurikos and knew where he was staying.

The bottom of the ostracon is broken, and the last two visible lines are
difficult to interpret (see commentary). Thus the document was perhaps
dated (see commentary on ll. 13 and 15–16).

The writing is bilinear and sloping, rather skillful (note the ligature ⲉⲓ
in l. 14). 

               ⳨
               ⲉⲥ ⲡⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙ̄ⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧ[ⲉ]

                                                           O. GurnA GórECKi 69–96                                                       59

  13 The expression ⲙⲉⲧⲁ ⲕⲁⲗⲟⲩ used in lines 11–12 is discussed extensively in an appendix
to this edition.

Inv. no. C.o. 024 14.3 × 17.7 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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       ⲡⲡⲁⲛⲧⲟⲕⲣⲁⲧⲱⲣ ⲛ̄ⲧⲟⲟⲧⲕ
4     ⲕⲩⲣⲓⲕⲟⲥ ⲛ̄ⲧⲕⲟⲩϣ︦ⲧ︥
       ⲛ̣ⲧ̣ⲟ̣ⲕ̣ ⲙ̣ⲛ̣ ⲛⲛⲉⲕϣⲏⲣⲉ
       ⲛ̣ⲧ̣ⲉ̣ⲧ̣ⲛ̣ⲉⲓ ⲉⲡⲉⲧⲛ̄ⲏⲓ̈
       ϫⲉ ⲛ[?]ⲛⲉⲗⲁⲁⲩ ⲛ̄ⲣⲱⲙⲉ
8      ⲡⲁⲣⲉⲗⲑⲉ ⲙ̄ⲙⲱⲧⲛ̄ ⲉⲓ ⲙⲉⲛ̣
       ϣ̣ⲁⲕⲧⲱ̣ⲧ ⲡⲣⲟⲥ ⲑⲉ ⲉ̣ⲧ̣ϩⲓ
       ⲛⲁϣⲁϫⲉ ⲛⲙ̄ⲙⲁⲕ ⲉⲓ ⲇⲉ ⲙⲏ ⲅⲉ
       ⲛⲅ̄ⲃⲱⲕ ⲉⲡⲉⲕⲙⲁ ⲙⲉⲧⲁ ⲕⲁ-
12    ⲗⲟ̣ⲩ̣ ⲉⲗⲓⲥⲁ̣ⲓ̣ⲟⲥ ⲡⲗⲁϣⲁ-
       ⲛⲉ ⲙⲛ ⲓ̈ⲱⲁⲛⲛⲏⲥ ⲡⲉϥⲥⲟⲛ
       ⲧⲛⲥⲧⲟⲓⲭⲉⲓ ⲉⲡⲉⲓⲗⲟⲅⲟ⸌ⲥ⸍
       ⲙ̣ⲏⲙ̣  ̣ⲧ̣ⲡⲁⲣⲉⲥ  ̣  ̣  ̣[ - - - ]
16    ⲑ̣ⲱⲑ̣ [ - - - ]
       - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

1. λόγος || 2. παντοκράτωρ || 8. παρελθεῖν | εἰ
μέν || 9. πρός || 10. εἰ δὲ μή γε || 11–12. μετὰ
καλοῦ || 14. στοιχεῖν | λόγος

† Here is the guaranty by God the almighty for you, (4) Kurikos of Tkousht,
you and your children, that you can go home. nobody will (8) pursue you.
Either you agree with my way of discussing with you or not, you will go to
your place freely. (12) Elisaios the lashane and ioannes his brother, we certify
this guaranty . . . (16) . . . 

2. ⲡⲁⲛⲧⲟⲕⲣⲁⲧⲱⲣ is not usual in this kind of document: see P. Schutzbriefe 64 (a
tax receipt with a protection letter written by Psate son of Pisrael), and O. Vind.
Copt. 63 (= P. Schutzbriefe 46), where the expression appears twice, at the begin-
ning and in an oath at the end (ⲉⲛⲱⲣⲕ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ ⲡⲡⲁⲛⲧⲟⲕⲣⲁⲧⲱⲣ ⲛⲧⲛϩⲁⲣⲉϩ ⲛⲁⲕ
ⲛⲧϭⲟⲙ ⲙⲡⲉⲓⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ). The latter text is perhaps written by the same Psate, son of
Pisrael, and dated to 708 (according to Alain Delattre, seminar at the École Pra-
tique des Hautes-Études, 6 november 2015).

4. ⲧⲕⲟⲩϣⲧ: the word ⲕⲟⲩϣⲧ is attested in O. Frange 101 with the meaning of
costus, a plant used to make medicine. Such a meaning is not suitable here; it must
be a proper name, probably a toponym.

5. The reading of this line is very difficult, but it is formulaic. 
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7. There is a trace between the two ⲛ, but nothing is expected here.
8–12. For close parallels see:
a) P. Schutzbriefe 50, issued by the lashane Souai (on him, see Till, Datierung,

p. 207; Delattre & Fournet, ‘Le dossier’ [cit. n. 3], p. 227, and O. Stras. Copt. 58,
where an ape Souai signs a tax receipt dated to 716–717): † ⲉⲓⲥ ⲡⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ
ⲛⲧⲟⲟⲧⲕ ⲛⲧⲟⲕ ⲙⲏⲛⲁ ⲛⲅⲉⲓ ⲛⲧⲁϣⲁϫⲉ ⲛⲙⲙⲁⲕ. ⲉⲓ ⲙⲉⲛ ⲁⲡϩⲱⲃ ⲁⲣⲓⲥⲕⲉ ⲛⲁⲕ ⲁϥⲁⲣⲓⲥⲕⲉ.
ⲉϣⲱⲡⲉ ⲇⲉ ⲙⲙⲟⲛ ⲛⲅⲃⲱⲕ ⲛⲁⲕ ⲙⲉⲧⲁ ⲕⲁⲗⲟⲩ (‘Here is the guaranty by God for you,
Mena, that you can come and talk to me. If the matter pleases you, it is pleasing.
If not, you will leave freely’).

b) O. Vind. Copt. 187 (= P. Schutzbriefe 103): ]ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲛⲁⲛⲑⲁⲥⲉ ⲛⲧⲁϣⲁϫⲉ ⲛⲉⲙⲁϥ. ⲉⲓ
ⲙⲉⲛ ⲡϩⲱϥ ⲁⲣⲉⲥⲕⲉ ⲛⲉⲙⲁϥ ⲙⲉⲧⲁ ⲕⲁⲗⲟⲩ. ⲉⲓ ⲇⲉ ⲙⲏ ϭⲉ ϯⲛⲁ . . ⲉⲓⲉ ⲡⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲛⲁϥ, where
ⲙⲉⲧⲁ ⲕⲁⲗⲟⲩ has an apodotic function (‘…the guaranty to Anthase that I talk to
him. If the matter pleases him, all is well. If not, I will…’).

c) P. Schutzbriefe 86 (= P. Mon. Epiph. 96): ... ⲉⲥ ⲡⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲛⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ ⲛⲧⲟⲟⲧϥ ⲛϩⲁⲡⲓⲟⲛ
ⲛϥⲉⲓ ⲉⲣⲏⲥ ⲛⲥⲟⲩϣⲉ ⲉϩⲟⲩⲛ ⲙⲁ ⲛⲡⲁⲡⲁⲥ ⲛⲥⲟⲩⲡⲱⲗϭ ⲙⲛ ⲛⲉⲩⲉⲣⲏⲩ ⲛⲧⲛⲕⲱ ⲛⲉⲣⲡ ⲛⲥⲉⲃⲉ -
ⲇⲁⲓⲟⲥ ⲉⲃⲟⲗ ⲛⲁϥ. ⲙⲉⲁⲕⲡⲱⲗϭ ⲛⲅⲃⲱⲕ ⲛⲁⲕ ⲙⲉⲧⲁ ⲕⲁⲗⲟⲩ (‘Here is he guaranty by God
for Hapion that he can come southwards and they will meet at Papas’ place and
agree with each other, and we will leave him Zebedaios’ wine. If you do not come
to agreement, you will leave in peace’. Crum interpreted ⲙⲉ in ⲙⲉⲁⲕ as a false
beginning for ⲙⲉⲧⲁ ⲕⲁⲗⲟⲩ, but it must instead be a negative form).

note that in these texts, the recipient can leave safely after the meeting, with-
out the place he is going to being specified. Also see o. APM Inv. 3871 edited by
J. van der Vliet, ‘A letter to a Bishop, probably Pesynthios of Coptos (died ad 632)
(o. APM Inv. 3871)’, [in:] The Worksman’s Progress. Studies in the Village of Deir el-
Medina and Documents from Western Thebes in Honour of rob Demarée [ = Egyptologi-
sche uitgaven 28], Leuven 2014, pp. 255–260.

Another interesting document is SB Kopt. II 914 (= P. Laur. III 125), a papyrus
that could come from oxyrhynchus (7th cent.?): ⳨ ⲉⲓⲥ ⲡⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲛⲧⲟⲟⲧⲥ ⲛⲧⲉⲕⲙⲛⲧ -
ⲥⲟⲛ ⲛⲅⲉⲓ ⲛⲁⲓ ⲛⲧⲁϣⲁϫⲉ ⲛⲙⲙⲁⲕ | ϫⲉ [ⲉ]ⲛⲉⲗⲁⲁⲩ ⲙⲡⲉⲑⲟⲟⲩ ⲧⲁϩⲟⲕ. ⲁⲩⲱ ϫⲉ ⲉⲛⲉⲕⲁⲙⲫⲓ -
ⲃⲁⲗⲉ | ⲁⲓⲥϩⲁⲓ ⲡⲉⲓⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲛⲁⲕ ⳨ Ἀνανίας προεστ(ὼς) στοιχεῖ μοι ὁ λόγος. | ⳨ ἐγρ(άφη)
μη(νὶ) Μεσορὴ κγ ἰνδ[ικτίονος  ̣ ]̣ / † (vo) ⳨ ⲧⲁⲁⲥ ⲙⲡⲣⲉϥⲣ’ ϩⲟⲧⲉ ⲛⲥⲟⲛ ⲡⲁⲡⲁ    ̣  ̣ⲡⲁⲡⲉ
ⲙⲫⲙϫ ⳨ ϩⲓⲧⲛ ⲁⲡⲁ ⲁⲛⲁⲛⲓⲁⲥ ⲡ(ⲣⲟⲉⲥⲧⲱⲥ): ‘Here is the guaranty for your Fraternity
that you can come to me and I talk to you, and nothing bad will happen to you.
So that you do not doubt, I wrote this guaranty’. The protagonists seem to be
monks or clerics, and there is only ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ, not ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ.

A similar context of meeting could be suggested for the Greek safe-conduct
P. Cair. Masp. 67090 (Aphrodite, 6th cent.), according to Herbert Liebesny
(Appendix to P. Schutzbriefe, p. 140). The document is issued by a commentariensis
to village officials (and the whole koinotes, see 69 here): ... ἐχοντες τὸν λόγον παρ᾿
ἐμοῦ ἀπὸ παντὸς προσώπο(υ) καὶ πράγματος, ἵνα συντύχω | ὑμῖν, καὶ ἀζημίως καὶ
ἀβλαβῶς εὑρέθηδε ὑπὲρ ἐμο(ῦ). 
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13. ‘His brother’ means here ‘his colleague’. Iohannes is also a member of the
village koinotes, probably a lashane, or perhaps an ape. It is difficult to say whether
or not he is the same man in 71.

We know of two lashane named Elisaios. one is mentioned in P. Mon. Epiph. 257,
a letter concerning a dispute about the will of the priest Victor (to be identified
with the second abbot of the monastery of St. Phoibammon). Elisaios’ interven-
tion is required. As the will is dated to 634, this text must have been written some
years later (see Esther Garel, Les testaments des supérieurs du monastère de Phoibammon
à Thèbes (viie siècle) , unpublished PhD dissertation, Paris 2015, vol. I, pp. 67–69).
Another Elisaios is associated with Peter, both as lashane, in P. Kru 74, l. 4, a will
dated to 733 or 748 according to Till, Datierung, p. 82). The choice is not obvious,
unless it can be proved that all the Theban ⲡⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ documents must be
assigned to a period after the Arab conquest. 

15–16. Reading these lines remains difficult. A date is likely to be here, and if
the reading of line 16 is right, this can be the month Thoth. A scribe could be
mentioned (as in P. Schutzbriefe 50): are the first letters of line 15 the beginning of
a proper name? Any unusual details could have been added here. one is tempted
to read ⲡⲡⲣⲉⲥⲃ  ̣  ̣[ in line 15, but why would a priest appear at this place? 

Appendix 

Attestations of ⲙⲉⲧⲁ ⲕⲁⲗⲟⲩ

1. Occurrences in Coptic documents

There are twenty occurrences in all. They are listed by Förster, WB, under
καλός, as well as, much less completely, under μετά. A summary of the
data is in the table below. The great majority of the examples come from
Thebes; a few are from Middle Egypt. The dates seem to range from the
end of the sixth and the first half of the eighth centuries. The editors
of these texts did not pay special attention to this expression, translating
it ‘properly’ or ‘satisfactorily’, and occasionally making a reference to
 parallels. 

The variety of the contexts and the search for a possible legal meaning
of this expression brought me to have a look at the occurrences of μετὰ
καλοῦ in Greek documents and literature.

O   
(   

O   

O    
(   

P   
(   

S   

P  

P   
(   

O    
C

O   

P 

S   

P  
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  14 Revillout’s ⲕⲁⲧⲁ ⲕⲁⲗⲟⲩ must be corrected into ⲙⲉ̣ⲧ̣ⲁ ⲕⲁⲗⲟⲩ, as indicated by the anony-
mous reviewer of my paper, whom I thank for providing this extra occurrence of the
expression. note that the expression is used here in a negative protasis, ‘if you do not leave
peacefully’, the apodosis being ‘we will have you beaten up and turned out by the police’.

identification Text Purpose Context Money issued by Provenance / date

O. Crum 107 
(= P. Schutzbriefe 50)

ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ to talk with leaving:
ⲃⲱⲕ ⲛⲁⲕ ⲙ. ⲕ.

no lashane Thebes / 
ca. 710–720?

O. Gurna Gorecki 70 ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ to talk with
and to make 

an agreement

going home: 
ⲃⲱⲕ ⲉⲡⲉⲕⲙⲁ ⲙ. ⲕ.

no lashane Thebes / ?

O. Vind. Copt. 187 
(= P. Schutzbriefe 103)

ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ to talk with
and to make 

an agreement 

ⲉⲓ ⲙⲉⲛ ⲡϩⲱⲃ
ⲁⲣⲉⲥⲕⲉ ⲛⲉⲙⲁϥ 

ⲙ. ⲕ. (apodose)

no lacuna Thebes / ?

P. Mon. Epiph. 96 
(= P. Schutzbriefe 86)

ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ to make 
an agreement

leaving:
ⲃⲱⲕ ⲛⲁⲕ ⲙ. ⲕ.

no; wine? 3 people
(lashane?)

Thebes / ?

SB Kopt. III 1365 ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ to make 
an agreement

leaving: 
ⲃⲱⲕ ⲛⲁⲕ ⲙ. ⲕ.

no lashane of Tod Thebes / ?

P. Pisentius 48 letter about
inheritance

to complain leaving: 
ⲉⲕⲧⲙ ⲃⲱⲕ
ⲛⲁⲕ ⲙ.ⲕ.14

no to Pisentius
from the

injured party 

Thebes / 
beg. 7th cent.

P. Mon. Epiph. 142 
(= P. Schutzbriefe 77)

letter 
(related to

ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ)

to guarantee
the right 

for the topos
to be a place 
of refuge (?)

wish: 
ⲉⲣⲉⲡⲭⲥ

ⲡⲙⲁⲓⲣⲱⲙⲉ 
[ . . . ] ϩⲙ ⲫⲱⲃ
ϯⲛϩⲏⲧϥ ⲙ. ⲕ.

no to Epiphanius
from an official

Thebes / 
beg. 7th cent. 

O. Medin. Habu 
Copt. 82

shipping 
contract

going 
to Antinoe

ⲛⲧⲁⲃⲟⲕϭ
ⲉⲁⲛⲧⲓⲛⲟⲟⲩ ⲙ. ⲕ.

no sailor Thebes / ?

O. Mon. Cyr. 6 letter 
(mention of a

ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ)

to reimburse 
a loan

ⲛⲧⲁⲁⲡⲟⲗⲟⲅⲓⲍⲉ
ⲙⲡⲉⲕϯⲟⲩ ⲛϩⲟⲗⲟⲕ

ⲙ. ⲕ.

yes ? (to an
official)

Thebes / ?

P. Saint-Marc 431 letter to reimburse 
a debt

̣  ̣ⲉ̣ⲟⲥ ⲙ. ⲕ. yes hegoumenos Thebes / 
beg. 7th cent.

SB Kopt. III 1306 letter to pledge
objects

ϣⲁⲓϫⲓ ⲛⲉⲧⲛ ⲥⲕⲏⲩⲉ
ⲛⲏⲧⲛ ⲙ. ⲕ.

no lashane ? / beg. 8th cent.?

P. Mon. Epiph. 151 letter to settle 
a dispute

ⲛϥⲡⲟⲗϭⲟⲩ ⲙ. ⲕ. no lashane of ne Thebes / ?

Table 1. Attestations of ⲙⲉⲧⲁ ⲕⲁⲗⲟⲩ in Coptic documents
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2. Occurrences in Greek documents

They are much less numerous, six in total, and can be summarized briefly
here:

1) CPr XIV 52, l. 3 (letter; Buto, 7th cent.); the context is lacunary;
2) P. Berl. Zill. 14, l. 17 (letter to a bishop; provenance unknwon, 6th

cent.): ἀλλ᾿ ἐλπίδας ἔχω εἰς τὸν Θ(εὸ)ν καὶ εἰς τὰς εὐχὰ[ς ὑμ]ῶν, ὅτι
πληροφορ[εῖ] αὐτὸν ὁ θ(εὸ)ς καὶ μετὰ καλοῦ ἀπολύει μ[ε. There is no
translation. Zilliacus notes: ‘ein eigenartiges Gegenstück zu μετ’ ἀγαπῆς
[l. 12, also with ἀπολύειν, A. B.], auch ein hapax legomenon’.

3) P. Köln V 240, l. 8 (letter; Antaiopolite, 6th cent.): ἐπειδὴ δὲ ἐξ ὧν
ὁρῶ οὐκ ἀνέχεται Κολ`λ`ο`[ῦ]θος ὁ` ὑποδέκτης το[ῦ] κ[υ]ρίου Ἰωάννου ` τοῦ
π2ολι τε`υ`ομένου΄ κατελθεῖν μετὰ καλοῦ, ‘Da, wie ich sehe, Kolluthos, der

identification Text Purpose Context Money issued by Provenance / date

O. Theb. 35 letter lacuna ̣  ̣ ⲛⲛⲧⲟⲩ ⲉⲡⲉⲩⲙⲁ
ⲙ. ⲕ.

no ? Thebes / ?

P. Kru 66, l. 32 will 
of Susanna (1)

right for 
the sisters 
to attend 
the feasts

ⲛⲥⲉⲟⲩⲱⲙ ⲛⲥⲉ ⲥⲱ
. . . ⲛⲥⲉⲃⲱⲕ ⲙ. ⲕ.

no — Thebes / 
8th cent.

P. Kru 76, l. 29 will 
of Susanna (2)

idem idem no — Thebes / 
8th cent.

P. Kru 67, l. 46 will of monk
Paham

to settle the
future of his

daughter-in-law 

ⲛⲥⲃⲱⲕ ⲉⲡⲉⲥⲏⲓ 
ⲙ. ⲕ.

no — Thebes / ?

P. ryl. Copt. 339 letter to settle 
a dispute

lacunary: ⲙ]ⲉⲧⲁ
ⲕ. (apodose?)

— — ? / 2nd half 
of 7th cent. 

P. Mich. Copt. 6 letter final wish ⲧⲉⲧⲏⲛⲉⲓ ⲛⲁⲛ 
ⲙ. ⲕ.

no 4 people Middle Egypt? / ?

P. Turner 55 
(P. Mich. inv. 1298)

letter blessing ⲛϥⲛ ⲡⲉⲩⲓⲱⲧ 
ⲛⲏⲧⲛ ⲙ. ⲕ.

no — ? / 6th–7th cent.

CPr IV 165 work contract to look 
after a field

ⲧⲁⲣⲟⲉⲓⲥ ⲙⲡⲉⲥ-
ⲕⲁⲣⲡⲟⲥ ⲛⲁⲕ

ϣⲁⲛⲧⲉⲕⲧⲁⲣⲟϥ 
(l. ⲧⲁⲗⲟϥ) ⲙ. ⲕ.

no — Hermopolite /
7th cent. 

P. Lond.Copt. 1157 letter to send fish ⲟⲩⲟⲙϥ ⲛⲏⲧⲛ ⲙ. ⲕ. no — Hermopolite / ?
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Steuereinnehmer des Kurialen Ioannes, sich nicht bereitfindet, im Guten
hinunter zu gehen’. The commentary points to ‘Theodorus Studites, Ora-
tioXII 6 (PG 99 853B) ὑπάγετε μετὰ καλοῦ’.

4) P. Oxy. XVI 1855, l. 16 (letter; Oxyrhynchus, 6th–7th cent.): οἱ ἀπὸ
Πινύρεως οὐ προσδοκοῦσιν δοῦναί τί ποτε μετὰ καλοῦ, ‘The people of
Pinuris do not propose to give anything whatever with fair dealing’. In the
commentary: ‘Crum notes that this is a common form in Coptic, approx-
imating in sense to «satisfactorily»’.

5) P. Oxy. LIX 4007, l. 11 (letter; Oxyrhynchus, 7th cent.): καὶ λοιπὸν
μετὰ καλ`οῦ δὸς ἢ τὸ ἴσον τοῦ λόγου τοῦ σίτου πέμψον μο`ι1, ‘And further-
more make delivery properly or send me the duplicate of the account of
the grain’. The commentary refers to the other attestations in Greek doc-
uments and to the ‘naturalization of the phrase in Coptic, e.g. W. E.
Crum, KRU 66.32, 67.46, 76.29 (references kindly supplied by Dr Mark
Smith)’.

6) P. Ross. Georg.V 11, l. 5 (letter; provenance unknown, 8th cent.): [ -ca.?-
μετὰ κ]α`λοῦ φέρω τὴν εὐλογία[ν]. There is neither translation nor com-
mentary.

In addition to these attestations, in a note to P. Mon. Epiph. 96, Crum
refers to P. Cair. Masp. III 67295 (= Corpus dei papiri filosofici 1.2.2 19 [pp.
234–241]), a compendium including a letter from a secretary to a col-
league; on line 4, a quotation of Homer is followed by: νῦν δὲ μετακαλῶς
δίκαιος, and Maspero notes: ‘Μετακαλως: par repentir. Peut-être ce mot
provient-il simplement d’une erreur du copiste’.

Among the six Greek attestations, four are usable. Two are related to
trips (meaning approximately ‘in peace’ in P. Berl. Zill. 14 and ‘with good
intentions’ in P. Köln V 240), whereas the two others are related to pay-
ments (‘honestly’, ‘properly’). This is indeed a rather vague expression, a
cliché bearing a more moral than legal connotation. This also accounts
for the Coptic attestations, whatever the context is. In the case of the
protection letters, it somehow positively matches the negative expression
ⲛⲛⲉⲗⲁⲁⲩ ⲙⲡⲉⲑⲟⲟⲩ ⲧⲁϩⲟⲕ, ‘that nothing bad happen to you’.

After these Greek documentary attestations, which are all dated to
the sixth or seventh centuries (except P. Ross. Georg. V 11), the expression
appears from time to time in late literature.
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3. Late Greek literature

E. A. Sophocles, Greek Lexicon of the roman and Byzantine Periods (From B.C.
146 to A.D. 1100), Cambridge, MA 1887, provides two interesting examples:
one is in Theodore Studite and is dated to 827: Ὑπάγετε μετὰ καλοῦ, ‘go
in peace’ (PG 99, 853B), where the context is monastic; it is a kind of
cliché used to dismiss somebody. The other example is in Περί τῆς
Βασιλείου Τάξεως by Constantinus Porphyrogenitus (959): καὶ εἴ τι ἔχο -
μεν λαλῆσαι, λαλοῦμεν, καὶ μετὰ καλοῦ ἀπολύομέν σε πρὸς τὸν ἀδελφὸν
ἡμῶν (Cer. 407, 15 = PG 112, p. 741 [chap. 89]), the context is the same as
in some Coptic documents and in P. Berl. Zill. 14, l. 17): when the great
ambassador of the Persians is received at court, the emperor, after receiv-
ing the gifts, must tell him to rest and recover for a few days, and add the
sentence above: ‘Then, if we have something to discuss, we shall discuss,
and then We will dismiss you to our brother in good condition’.

For an even later period, see E. Kriaras, Λεξικο της μεσαιωνικης Ἑλληνι -
κης δημοδους γραμματειας 1100–1169, vol. 7, Thessalonica 1980, p. 287, where
the expression is known as με το καλὸ(ν) = α) με ασφαλεια, χωρις παθημα (‘in
security, without damage’); β) με ειρηνικο τροπο (‘in a peaceful way’).

From all the examples collected above, it appears that the expression μετὰ
καλοῦ has a general moral value, which allows it to enter different kind of
texts, without being a necessary element of the formulary, rather as an
ornament. I wonder where this expression, which appears quite late in
Greek documents and seems to have developed particularly in Coptic doc-
uments, comes from. A Christian literary origin is likely. In this respect,
the Thesaurus Linguae Graecae only points to three attestations of μετὰ τοῦ
καλοῦ (thus with the article) in homilies by Gregory of nazi anzus,15 where
its meaning is indeed moral, almost the equivalent of καλῶς. 

   15 in laudem sororis Gorgoniae (orat. 8), PG 35, p. 812, l. 28: about a woman of bad life, who
decided to change her ways and μετὰ τοῦ καλοῦ καθαρῶς γενέσθαι.

Ad cives nazianzenos (orat. 17), PG 35, p. 973, l. 9: by the Spirit τὸ δυνατὸν μετὰ τοῦ
καλοῦ δοκιμάσαντι.

Funebris oratio in patrem (orat. 18), vol., PG 35, p. 988, l. 6: ἐκεῖνον μετὰ τοῦ καλοῦ παντὸς
ἐκδημήσαντα, καὶ πάσης τῆς ποιμαντικῆς εὐταξίας ...
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71. Letter of protection (?) issued by three lashane

The letter was issued to a certain Psis by three lashane. The expression
ⲡⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ, typical of the letters of protection, occurs in line 4 and per-
haps also in line 7. This is not exactly a letter of protection, unless the usual
formula was at the beginning of the text, but it certainly is related to them.
one of the main points of interest in this document is the new attestation
of the name of the third lashane, Ma(h)enknout, who bears a very unusual
name (see commentary below). Due to the connection of this man with the
monk Frange, the text can be assigned to the period 710–730. 

The two pieces join at one point. Although the writing is the same, the
upper part (inv. 68) is less legible and there seems to be less space between
the lines. The script is bilinear and sloping, regular and skillful. The last
line (14) is written on the lower edge.

               - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
               [ - - - ]ⲡⲓⲥⲧⲉⲩⲉ ϫ̣ⲉ
               [ - - - ⲧ]ⲟⲟⲧⲧⲏⲩⲧⲛ̄ ⲛ̄ⲧⲉ-
               [ - - - ϩ]ⲏⲧ ⲙ̄ⲧⲟⲛ ⲉⲙⲁⲧⲉ
      4       [ - - - ⲡⲗ]ⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙ̄ⲡⲛ⸌ⲟ⸍ⲩⲧⲉ
               [ - - - ]  ̣ⲉ ⲏ ⲥϩⲁⲓ̈
               [ - - - ]  ̣̣  ̣̣ ⲉⲓⲥ
               [ⲡⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ ⲙ- vac.?]
      8       ⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ ϫⲉ ⲧⲛ̄ⲛⲁⲃϣⲛ̣̄
               ⲁⲛ ⲉⲡⲡⲉⲧⲛⲁⲛⲟⲩϥ
               ⲧⲁⲁⲥ ⲙ̄ⲯⲓⲥ ϩⲓⲧⲛ̄ ⲓⲱϩⲁ(ⲛ-)
               ⲛⲏⲥ ⲙⲛ̄ ⲇⲁ(ⲩⲉⲓ)ⲇ ⲙⲛ̄ ⲙⲁ-
     12       ⲉⲛⲭ̣ⲛⲟⲩⲧ ⲛ̄ⲗⲁϣⲁ-
               ⲛⲉ † ⲟⲩϫⲁⲓ̈ ϩⲙ̄
               ⲡϫⲟⲓⲥ

1. πιστεύειν || 4. λόγος | ⲙ̄ⲡⲛⲟ ⲩⲧⲉ corr. ex ⲙ̄ⲡⲛⲧⲉ? || 
5. ἤ || 7. λόγος || 8. l. ⲧⲛ︥ⲛⲁⲁⲃϣⲛ̄ = ⲧⲛ̄ⲛⲁⲟⲃϣⲛ̄ || 10. ⲓⲱϩⲁ︦
ostr. || 11. ⲇ︦ⲁ︦ⲇ︦ ostr.
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Inv. no. C.o. 014 + 068 3.8 × 8.1 cm (inv. 014) Pottery: LRA 7
4.7 × 7.3 cm (inv. 068)
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. . . believe that [ . . . ] by you so that [ . . . ] heart be in great peace. (4) [ . . . ] the
guaranty by God [ . . . ] or write [ . . . ] Here [is the guaranty by] (8) God that
we shall not overlook the good.
To be given to Psis from iohannes, David and Ma-(12)-enkhnout the
lashane. Hail in the Lord!

6–8. Another possibility would be to consider that no line is missing and to
reconstruct: (6) [ϥⲥⲟⲟⲩⲛ ⲛϭⲓ ⲡϫ]ⲟ̣ⲉⲓⲥ (7) ⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ ϫⲉ . . . , ‘The Lord God knows
that . . . ’; however, the letter preceding ⲉⲓⲥ does not look as an ⲟ, and the recon-
struction is too long.

8–9. ‘We shall not overlook the good’: although the meaning is very clear and
fits the intention, often expressed in this kind of texts, to behave according to
the good, the expression itself sounds rare.

10–13. According to Berkes, Dorfverwaltung (cit. n. 3), p. 175, one or two
lashane are generally in charge, occasionally three, as here, and even four. Indeed
the letters of protection can be issued by one to four people, the lashane being
the most frequent, beside the dioiketes, meizon, ape, or people without a title.
P. Schutzbriefe 71 is issued by the three lashane of Trakata. Here, the first lashane,
Iohannes, bears a name too common to be recognizable in other documents
(however, see O. Frange 188 and here 70). By contrast, David and Ma(h)enknout
are attested, alone or together, in several other texts:

– O. Theb. 24: a tax receipt signed by David (his name is abbreviated in the
same way as here) and Mahenknout;

– SB Kopt. I 245: a tax receipt signed by David (his name is abbreviated in the
same way as here);

– SB Kopt. I 246: a tax receipt signed by Mahenknout. The first editor, Friedrich
Hintze (‘Koptische Steuerquittungsostraka der Berliner Papyrus-Samlung’, [in:]
Festchrift zum 150jährigen Bestehen des Berliner Ägyptischen Museums, Berlin 1974, no.
2), read ⲙⲁⲑⲛⲕⲛⲟⲩⲥ, which he proposed to analyse as ‘Math(ias) (?) son of (?) Knous’;
nevertheless, he had recognised the same name as in O. Theb. 24. Although the
ostracon is severely damaged, the picture in Hintze’s publication allows us to read
an ⲉ instead of a ⲑ and to consider the last letter as a ⲧ whose upper left part is lost.

In these three texts, David and Mahenknout do not bear a title. Were they
already lashane, or were they (still) ape? The ape are more often involved in tax
receipts; however, the question of a progression of career from ape to lashane is
not well-documented.

Another interesting point is the formulary these three receipts share, which
differs from the most usual ones: cf. Delattre & Fournet, ‘Le dossier’ (cit. n. 3),
p. 211 with n. 21. The same formulary occurs in SB Kopt. I 259 (signed by Isak) and
260 (signature broken). However, SB Kopt. I 245 and 246 do not seem to be writ-
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ten by the same hand, and, so far as I can judge, the writing of the protection let-
ter is still different.

– O. Frange 175–177 are three letters addressed by the monk Frange to Mahen-
knout. These letters seem to concern the same business (at least O. Frange 176 and
177, O. Frange 175 having a more banal content): Mahenknout was responsible for
some objects, perhaps pledged, but he has left for Petemout, on the other side
of the nile, without giving them back, which caused much trouble to Frange and
‘the brothers’. Frange’s anger is perceivable in his words and tone. Even though
Mahenknout’s title is not mentioned, one can imagine he was already a member
of the village elite, but this apparently did not impress the monk. We know that
Frange was originating from Petemout. Was Mahenknout of the same origin,
which could explain Frange’s familiarity?

By contrast, in O. Frange 188, Frange tells the addressee: ‘I tell you my heart is
satisfied with you these days!’ The name of the addressee is Apa Iohannes the
lashane, whom it is tempting to identify with the first of the three lashane in 71 here.

A puzzling point in Frange’s three letters to Mahenknout is that they are written
in three different hands (only the first of them is Frange’s usual hand). They also use
three different variants of the name, so that we have now the following forms: 

ⲙⲁⲉⲛⲕⲛⲟⲩⲧ: O. Theb. 24, SB Kopt. I 246,
ⲙⲁⲉⲛⲭ̣ⲛⲟⲩⲧ: O. Gurna Gorecki 71,
ⲙⲁϩⲛ̄ⲕⲛⲟⲩⲧ: O. Frange 175,
ⲙⲁϩⲛ̄ϭⲛⲟⲩⲧ: O. Frange 176, 
ⲙⲁϩⲛⲅⲛⲟⲩⲧ: O. Frange 177.
A ⲙⲁϩⲉⲛϭ̄ⲛⲟⲩⲧ is also mentioned as an intermediary in an unpublished letter on

limestone. A picture of this ostracon is available in the Artcurial sale catalogue,
Archéologie et arts d’Orient. Collections Bouvier et à divers (mercredi 15 mai 2019), nⲟ. 249.

Although unusual, which can explain the spelling variations, this name is per-
fectly Egyptian, as I was reminded by the anonymous reviewer of my paper. It
occurs in the Manichaean Psalms of Thôm (PsB II 226:8, 9), where the context sug-
gests a meaning related to flowers (‘garland’, ‘Blumengebinde’?). See Crum, Dict.,
823b (s.v. ϭⲛⲟⲩⲧ), W. Westendorf, Koptisches Handwörterbuch, Heidelberg 1977, pp.
112 and 522. Should one think of a nickname?

72. Request for a protection letter (?)

The ostracon is broken and the ink has completely faded on several lines
of the top part. The script is bilinear and quite upright.
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Inv. no. C.o. 143 13.4 × 11.7 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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       - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
       [ - - - ]  ̣ⲟⲩ  ̣ faded
       [ - - - ⲛ]ⲅ̣ϫⲟⲟⲩ ⲛⲁⲛ̣ traces
       [ - - - ⲡ]ⲉⲕⲥⲟⲛ ⲛⲥⲟⲩϣⲁϫⲉ
4     [ⲙⲛ ⲡⲗⲁ]ϣⲁⲛⲉ ⲛϥϯ ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ 
       [ - - - ]  ̣[  ̣]  ̣ⲉⲡⲉⲛⲏⲓ ϫⲉ
       [ - - ]  ̣ⲙⲙ̣ⲟ̣ traces [ 1–2 ]
       [ - - - ]ⲛ̣ϩⲟⲥⲉ̣ ⲛ̣︤ⲛ̣  ̣[ 2–3 ]
8      [ - - - ]  ̣ⲛ̣  ̣  ̣  ̣[ - - - ]
       - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

4. λόγος

... and send to us [ . . . ] your brother, so
that they talk (4) [with the la]shane and
he gives guaranty [ . . . ] to our home, for
[ . . . ] . . . [ . . . ] in trouble . . . (8) [ . . . ] . . .

5. A possible reconstruction is [ⲛⲁⲛ ⲛⲧ]ⲛ̣ⲃ̣[ⲱ]ⲕ̣, although the traces are not
completely convincing; this requires interpreting the trace of ink above the first
ⲙ of line 6 as a superlinear stroke. If this restitution is right, there is no ⲙⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ
after ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ, which is consistent with the absence of the article before ⲗⲟⲅⲟⲥ (l. 4).

73–74. Two tax receipts for Souai

The two tax receipts have been written by the same hand, and issued by
the same people for the same man and the same year of tax (first levy
[katabole]). As for the date of the receipt, whereas it is complete in 73
(Mekheir 7, 4th indiction year), only the year is kept in 74, where it must
also be the fourth, although the reading is not completely convincing.
Unless one of the ostraca is a simple copy of the other, which would be a
unique case (although not to be excluded, as 73 seems to be a palimpsest,
thus showing possible traces of a training process), one may suppose that
the date was slightly different in 74, which means a payment by instal-
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ments inside the same levy, as explained by Alain Delattre and Jean-Luc
Fournet16 concerning the tax of Elisaios for the first levy of the eighth
indiction, paid in four instalments. 

That such texts were in the hermitage is still more surprising than it is
for the letters of protection. Indeed, only one tax receipt has been found
outside Medinet Habu /Djeme, namely O. Frange 712.17 Nevertheless, one
Souai occurs in O. Gurna Górecki 28, where he could act as a messenger
between the sender and the addressee. If this is the same person, it indi-
cates that Souai had some connection with the hermitage. Moreover, like
O. Frange 712, this receipt is quite unusual, in comparison with the collec-
tions of tax-receipts from Djeme, both in terms of material and formulary,
indicating perhaps that they had a different aim than the ones kept in
Djeme. 

In terms of material, our two tax receipts, as well as O. Frange 712, are
on LRA7, the most common type of pottery for Theban ostraca at that
time, except for the tax receipts from Djeme, as showed by a recent
study.18 Another striking point is that 74 was smaller and easier to grasp
(even though it is broken) than 73, which is much curved and relatively
bulky. In addition, 73 is a kind of palimpsest: the text of the receipt begins
3 cm below the upper edge of the sherd, which makes it possible to see
traces of 3 lines belonging to an earlier text. Remnants of an earlier script
are also visible at least on the first three lines of the receipt, as well as on
the left side of the sherd, which was not reused, providing a wide margin
for the text of the receipt. Even though they are weak, the traces of the
first two lines make clear that the underlying text was another tax receipt,
and its script seems to have been of the same kind. 
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  16 Delattre & Fournet, ‘Le dossier’ (cit. n. 3), pp. 214 and 223.
  17 Notwithstanding the fact that many tax-receipts are without known provenance. On
this see Delattre & Fournet, ‘Le dossier’ (cit. n. 3), p. 210, n. 14 (where the two ostraca
from MMA 1152 are mentioned).
  18 L. Bavay & A. Delattre, ‘La céramique des reçus de taxe thébains du viiie siècle’,

Chronique d ’Égypte 88 (2013), pp. 379–384. The tax-receipts were written on fragments of
pharaonic amphorae from the New Kingdom (‘Marl D’ group). Interestingly, the few
exceptions written on LRA7, in addition to the three already mentioned, are often follow-
ing a slightly different formulary: see for instance SB Kopt. I 259 and 260.
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       1       [⳨ ⲉⲓⲥ]ⲟ̣ⲩ̣ϩⲟⲗⲟⲕ(ⲟⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ) ⲁϥⲉⲓ traces ϩ̣ⲓ̣̈ⲧ̣ⲟ̣[
      2       [ ca. 4 ]   traces ⲉ̣ⲡ̣ⲇ̣ⲏ̣ⲙⲟⲥ̣ⲓ̣(ⲟⲛ)

It is difficult to explain the reason for this phenomenon, since we do
not know how the taxes were collected. Was the scribe going with the
collector from place to place and writing new receipts on sherds that were
outdated?19

1. The scribe

The handwriting of 73 is rather quadrilinear, with many ligatures, in accor-
dance with the style of other tax-receipts (see especially ⲉⲓ, as well as the
‘spade ace’ ⲉⲣ). Some letters are minuscule (ⲃ in l. 3, ⲏ in ll. 3 and 4, but
majuscule in ⲡⲏϣⲉ in l. 1), and the ⲙ can have both majuscule (l. 3) and
minuscule forms (ll. 3 and 4). The superlinear stroke is short (except for the
connective one in l. 2 on ϣⲟⲣⲡ)̄, and there is sometimes a dot above the last
letter of a word (note that the superlinear stroke on ⲣⲟⲙⲡ︥ⲉ seems to be a
mistake). The script of 74 looks similar, with slight differences, as the
minuscule ⲡ in ⲣⲟⲙⲡⲉ, or the two different ⲗ in ⲑⲁⲛⲁⲏⲗ. These variations do
not prevent assigning these two tax receipts to the same scribe. Moreover,
although he apparently did not give his name,20 his hand could well be iden-
tified as the hand of Psan, son of Basileios. Let us consider what Delattre
& Fournet, ‘Le dossier’ (cit. n. 3), p. 235, write about this scribe: 

Ce scribe est attesté dans onze reçus, datés principalement de la 2e indic-
tion, lors des mois de mai et juin 718 et en janvier 719. La plupart des docu-

  19 A similar phenomenon is attested in O. Col. inv. 82 (edited by Jennifer Cromwell,
‘Five tax receipts from Djeme in the collection of Columbia University’, Bulletin of the
American Society of Papyrologists 54 [2017], pp. 143–155, esp. 144–146), where the beginning
of a tax receipt had been written at the bottom of the ostracon, at 180° to the rest of the
text. The editor suggests (p. 144) that the scribe (Psate) ‘initially began to write the receipt
with the ostracon held in this orientation, but then changed his mind, erased the text, and
turned the sherd 180°’. In the case of 73, however, a whole text seems to have been erased.
  20 This is completely sure for 73, a little more uncertain for 74, as the ostracon is broken
left and right, but there does not seem to be enough space in the lower part.
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ments enregistrent des paiements pour la première ou la deuxième levée
(katabolê), sans indication de la taxe. Ce scribe aussi [= comme Anastasios]
a pu remplacer Psate de temps à autre ou travailler avec lui. 
Les reçus écrits par Psan présentent deux caractéristiques: l’une formulaire
et l’autre orthographique. Usuellement, Psan ajoute ⲉⲡⲉⲓⲉⲛⲧⲁⲅⲓⲟⲛ comme
complément du verbe στοιχεῖν dans la signature du responsable, ce qu’il
est le seul à faire. Lorsqu’il ne le fait pas ( . . . ), c’est simplement parce qu’il
n’a plus assez de place sur le tesson: il n’indique d’ailleurs pas non plus son
patronyme dans ce cas et raccourcit ⲁⲓⲥⲙⲛ ⲡⲉⲓⲉⲛⲧⲁⲅⲓ(ⲟⲛ), «j’ai établi ce
reçu» en ⲁⲓⲥⲙⲛⲧϥ «je l’ai établi». 
La deuxième particularité de Psan est d’orthographier ⲉⲧⲟⲟⲧ avec un seul
ⲟ (ⲉⲧⲟⲧ) [footnote: ‘Ainsi que ϩⲓⲧⲟⲧⲕ, sauf dans O. Medin. Habu Copt. 337 et
SB Kopt. II 1009]. Cette caractéristique se retrouve à notre connaissance
dans deux autres textes: O. Vind. Copt. 72, signé par Psate, fils de Pisraêl (un
examen de l’original montre que la lecture est très difficile: le scribe a dû
serrer son écriture à la fin de la ligne), et O. Medin. Habu Copt. 316, non
signé (ou bien la signature est perdue). Ce dernier document est vraisem-
blablement de la main de Psan.

Our two receipts fit this description well: first levy (katabole), no indica-
tion of the tax, addition of ⲉⲡⲉⲓⲉⲛⲧⲁⲅⲓⲟⲛ; ⲉⲧⲱⲧⲛ (instead of ⲉⲧⲟⲟⲧⲛ) can
be due to the same habit as ⲉⲧⲟⲧ; there is indeed ϩⲓⲧⲟⲟⲧⲕ, not ϩⲓⲧⲟⲧⲕ, but
see above for other exceptions by Psan’s hand.

Some palaeographic comparisons are possible with receipts written
and signed by Psan. The writing of O. PSI inv. 4321 looks similar: large ⲕ,
ⲕⲁⲧⲁ in ⲕⲁⲧⲁⲃⲟⲗⲏ (although ⲃ is majuscule in O. PSI), ⲛ, and the ligature
ⲧⲉⲣ. Note that there is no ⲉⲡⲉⲓⲉⲛⲧⲁⲅⲓⲟⲛ after ⲥⲧⲟⲓⲭⲉⲓ. SB Kopt. II 1009 is
another good palaeographical parallel, with the minuscule ⲃ in ⲕⲁⲧⲁⲃⲟⲗⲏ
and several minuscule ⲡ.22 Moreover, both ostraca provide an attestation
of the name Souai: in O. PSI, Souai is the patronym of the tax payer,
David, in O. Louvre the name of the ape. A closer look to the writing of
this name shows that the ⲓ bears a diaeresis made by two long oblique

                                                           O. Gurna GóreCKi 69–96                                                       73

  21 R. Pintaudi & P. J. Sijpesteijn, ‘Tre ostraka copti della Biblioteca Medicea Lauren-
ziana’, enchoria 17 (1990), pp. 97–100, esp. 98–99.
  22 Edition with a photograph by Anne Boud’hors, ‘Reçus d’impôt coptes de Djémé’,
Cahier de recherches de l’institut de papyrologie et d ’égyptologie de Lille 18 (1996), pp. 161–175, esp.
173 (= O. Louvre inv. AF 12244).
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strokes forming a kind of broken circumflex (´`).23 In 73, ⲥⲟⲩⲁⲓ̈ has no
such particular diaeresis, but in 74, the right part of it is an oblique
stroke. 

However, some objections can be raised: first, Psan always writes
ϯⲣⲟⲙⲡⲉ, whereas our two receipts read ⲧⲉⲣⲟⲙⲡⲉ; then ⲧϣⲟⲣⲡ is used for
‘the first’ (katabole), instead of ⲧⲡⲣⲱⲧⲏ, which constitutes an exception
among all known tax receipts; moreover, the formulary displays other
irregularities, as the lack of a Greek summary, the absence of the name of
the scribe, and the addition of ⲱⲥ ⲡⲣⲟⲕⲉⲓⲧⲁⲓ in 73 after the confirmation
of the two officials (again an exceptional formula in tax-receipts). Finally,
the indiction year is 4, whereas the majority of the receipts written by
Psan are for the second indiction year. How can we explain these irregu-
larities? Were these two tax receipts less standard than the ones kept in
Djeme, because they were only copies to be given for the tax payer? Or
did Psan have less familiarity with tax receipts at this time? In that case,
how distant was this time from the period when the majority of the tax
receipts were issued (713–729)?24

2. The date

If we accept as a hypothesis that Psan is the scribe of these two receipts,
and that they belong to the main period of production of such texts, 73
can be dated to 1 February 721. As for 74, although its date cannot be
determined precisely, it should not be more than a few months distant.
Nevertheless, neither the previous or following indiction (706 and 734)
should be completely excluded.

  23 This particularity probably is what prevented the editors from reading the name: ‘non
possiamo leggere ⲥⲟⲩ[ⲁ]ⲉ̣ⲓ̣’ (commentary on l. 2). In my opinion the text reads ⲥⲟⲩⲁ̣ⲓ̈.
  24 Delattre & Fournet, ‘Le dossier’ (cit. n. 3), p. 211: ‘La grande majorité des reçus de
taxe date donc de 713 à 729)’.
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3. The officials

As stated by Delattre and Fournet,25 the receipts are generally issued by
an ape (or a strategos, which is the Greek equivalent);26 sometimes they are
issued by two persons, whose title is not mentioned. Again we have here
an exception, as Thanael and George, who issue the receipt together, are
both lashane (probably of Djeme). Whereas George is a common name,
Thanael is less frequent. In Till, Prosopographie, p. 147, there is only one
individual of this name, present in O. Crum VC 25, l. 21 (also the only one
registered in Trismegistos at Thebes).27 This text is a sale of corn and arax
on delivery. Thanael is mentioned among the people who agree or witness
to the contract, so he is possibly an official. There are three other men-
tions of a Thanael, respectively in O. Frange 70 (Frange asks Thanael to
send Patermoute with 200 copper coins), 141 (Frange urges Thanael to
send Patermoute), and 240 (a recapitulation of his debts by Frange, who
owes 300 [copper coins?] to Thanael). It goes without much doubt that
these three mentions concern the same Thanael. That he is a lashane is
not to be excluded. If all these Thanaels are one and the same man, the
connection with the monk Frange is compatible with a date in 721 or 734. 

73. Tax receipt for Souai

               ⳨̣ [ⲉ]ⲓ̣ⲥ̣ ⲟⲩⲡⲏϣⲉ ⲛ̄ϩⲟⲗⲟⲕⲟ(ⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ) ⲁⲥⲉⲓ ⲉⲧⲱⲧⲛ
               ϩⲓ̈ⲧⲟⲟⲧⲕ˙ {ⲛ̄}ⲥⲟⲩⲁⲓ̈ ϩⲓ ⲧϣⲟⲣⲡ̄ ⲛ̄ⲕⲁⲧⲁ-

                                                           O. Gurna GóreCKi 69–96                                                       75

  25 Delattre & Fournet, ‘Le dossier’ (cit. n. 3), p. 227.
  26 See Berkes, Dorfverwaltung (cit. n. 3), p. 189.
  27 Two other attestations occur in a document from the Fayum, namely P. Lond. Copt. I 585.
Indeed this way of abbreviating a proper name (the original form is ⲛⲁⲑⲁⲛⲁⲏⲗ) recalls the
name ⲭⲁⲏⲗ, very common in this region (originally from ⲙⲓⲭⲁⲏⲗ).

Inv. no. C.O. 153 11.9 × 17 cm Pottery: LRA 7
1 February 721 (?)
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               ⲃⲟⲗⲏ˙ ⲛ̄ⲧⲉⲣⲟⲙ̇ⲡⲉ ⲧⲣⲓⲧⲉ. Ἐγρ(άφη) μ(ηνὶ) Μεχειρ
      4       ζ ἰνδ(ικτίωνος) δ. ⲑⲁⲛⲁⲏⲗ ⲙⲛ̄ ⲅⲉⲱⲣ(ⲅⲓⲟⲥ) ⲛ̄ⲗⲁϣ(ⲁⲛⲉ) 
               ⲧⲛ̄ⲥⲧⲟⲓ̈ⲭⲉⲓ ⲉⲡⲉⲛⲧⲁⲅⲓⲟⲥ ⲱⲥ ⲡⲣⲟⲕ(ⲉⲓⲧⲁⲓ) †

1. ϩⲟⲗⲟⲕⲟ⁄ ostr. ὁλοκόττινος || 2–3. καταβολή, τρίτος || 4. ⲓⲛ︦ⲇ ostr., ⲛ̄ⲗⲁϣ⳽�ostr.
(ⲗⲁϣⲁⲛⲉ or ⲗⲁϣⲛⲓⲩ) || 5. στοιχεῖν, ἐντάγιον, ὡς προκεῖται

Half a solidus has come to us from you, Souai, in the first levy of this third
year. Written in the month Mecheir (4) 7, indiction 4. Thanael and Georgios,
the lashane, sign this receipt as it is set.

2. ⲛ before ⲥⲟⲩⲁⲓ is unexpected. It is as if the scribe had started writing ⲛⲧⲟⲕ,
but changed his mind to write the name directly, or as if he had mixed two for-
mulas, the direct one, with ϩⲓⲧⲟⲟⲧⲕ + the name of the tax-payer, and an indirect
one, with ϩⲓⲧⲟⲟⲧϥ ⲛ̄- + the name. 

4. ⲗⲁϣⲁⲛⲉ and ⲗⲁϣⲛⲓⲩ seem to be two plural forms used in the Coptic texts.
5. ⲉⲡⲉⲛⲧⲁⲅⲓⲟⲥ: to be understood as ⲉⲡⲉⲓⲉⲛⲧⲁⲅⲓⲟⲛ, as in 74.
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74. Tax receipt for Souai

               [⳨ ⲉⲓⲥ ⲟⲩⲡⲏϣⲉ ⲛ]ϩⲟⲗⲟⲕⲟ(ⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ) ⲁⲥⲉⲓ ⲉⲧⲱⲧⲛ̄
               [ϩⲓⲧⲟⲟⲧⲕ ⲛⲧⲟ]ⲕ ⲥⲟⲩⲁⲓ̈ ϩⲓ̈ ⲧϣⲟⲣⲡ̄ 
               [ⲛⲕⲁⲧⲁⲃⲟⲗⲏ ⲛ]ⲧⲉⲣⲟⲙⲡⲉ ⲧⲣⲓⲧⲏⲥ. Ἐγρ1(άφη)
      4       [μ(ηνὶ) - - - ἰνδ(ικτίωνος)] ̄ δ̄`. ⲑⲁⲛⲁⲏⲗ ⲙⲛ̄

ⲅⲉⲱⲣ(ⲅⲓⲟⲥ) 
               [ⲛⲗⲁϣ(ⲁⲛⲉ) ⲧⲛⲥⲧⲟⲓ̈]ⲭ̣ⲉⲓ ⲉⲡⲉⲓⲉⲛ[ⲧ]ⲁ̣ⲅ̣(ⲓⲟⲛ) †̣
               [???]

1. ϩⲟⲗⲟⲕⲟ⁄ ostr. ὁλοκόττινος || 3. καταβολή, τρίτος || 5. στοιχεῖν,
ἐντάγιον

[Half a] solidus has come to us [from] you, Souai, in the
first [levy of] this third year. Written (4) [in the month
. . . , indiction] 4. Thanael and Georgios, [the lashane],
sign this receipt.

4. Reading the δ` is not obvious. In addition, one can suppose that the super-
linear stroke above it concerns the preceding word ἰνδ(ικτίωνος), as in 74.

75–81. PRIVATE LEGAL DOCUMENTS

75. Sale of wine on delivery

This sale on delivery contract is passed between an individual whose
name is probably Pshere (lost at the beginning of the text, but repeated

                                                           O. Gurna GóreCKi 69–96                                                       77

  28 Tomasz Górecki does not seem to have identified the type of pottery; he classified it in
the category ‘others’ and indicated that it could be an imported product. A picture of the

Inv. no. C.O. 272 6.2 × 5.7 cm Pottery: LRA 7
721 (?)

Inv. no. C.O. 142 15.7 × 17.8 cm Pottery: ? (import)28
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in l. 14), the seller, and a monk, named Mena, the buyer. Coptic contracts
of this kind exist throughout Egypt, and their formulation often follows
regional habits.29 Sales on delivery allow money to be advanced against
the promise of a refund in kind at the next harvest.30 As farmers often
lacked the cash needed to pay taxes (see O. Vind. Copt. 28), they used to
resort to the early sale of their crops, either directly to a buyer or with
the help of an intermediary, who could possibly take charge of borrowing
the money and/or receiving the goods until the buyer recovered them.
The presence of intermediaries possibly explains, in my opinion, compli-
cated formulations that are not always fully understood (see comments
below). Once again the question of the reason for this document in the
hermitage arises: did the monk Mena live there? A Mena appears in
O. Gurna Górecki 65, l. 3, in a very lacunary context. Was Mena only an
intermediary or was he interested in receiving Pshere’s wine for himself?
The text is almost complete, except for the upper right and lower left

corners. The handwriting is unskilled, with straight and detached letters.
The superlinear stroke often has the form of an acute accent, and is quite
common on the ⲙ, even in unexpected places. Spelling and grammar are
often ‘wild’. One may wonder about the value of a document so badly
written and without date. This fact may be related to its ephemeral
nature: the transaction had to be carried out within one year at the
most.31

ostracon is published in Ewa Wipszycka, Moines et communautés monastiques en Egypte (ive –
viii e siècles) [ = The Journal of Juristic Papyrology Supplements 11], Warsaw 2009, p. 74, fig. 5.
  29 On these formulations, see A. Delattre, ‘A Coptic loan agreement of the monastery
of Baouit’, Chronique d ’Égypte 79 (2004), pp. 385–389, emphasizing that these are more ten-
dencies than rules. Loan contracts from Bawit, for instance, follow various forms (see
P. Brux. Bawit 34–35).
  30 The bibliography on such documents in Greek is abundant, in particular on the ques-
tion of their legal status and on their variations from one region to another: among others,
see Andrea Jördens, P. Heid.V, pp. 296–331; Ewa Jakab, ‘Kauf oder Darlehen’, [in:] PapCongr.
XXV, pp. 335–344; N. Kruit, ‘Local customs in the formulas of sale of wine for future
delivery’, Zeitschrift für Papyrologie und Epigraphik 94 (1992), pp. 167–194.
  31 Things seem to have been more precise in Middle Egypt and the Fayum’s sales on
delivery: see the paper presented by Esther Garel at the 28th Papyrological Congress
(Barcelona, August 2016), currently being published.
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               † ⲁⲛⲟⲕ̣ [ ca. 11–12 ]
               ⲡⲙ̄ⲁⲕⲁⲣⲟ[ⲥ ca. 10–11 ]
               ⲡⲁⲗⲟⲥ ⲡⲛⲟⲙ̄ⲟⲥ ⲛⲣ̣[ⲙⲟⲛⲧ ⲉⲓⲥϩⲁⲓ]
      4       ⲙⲙⲏⲛⲁ ⲡⲙ̄ⲟⲛⲟⲭⲟⲥ ϫⲉ ⸌ⲡⲓ̈ⲉ⸍ ⲁⲓ̈ⲡⲁ[̣ⲣⲁⲕⲁⲗⲉⲓ]
               ⲙ̄ⲙ︤̄ⲟ︥ⲕ ⲁⲕⲣ ̄ϩⲓ̈ ⲧⲁϩⲏ ⲁⲕϫⲓ̈ ⲟⲩϩⲟ[ⲗⲟⲕ(ⲟⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ) ⲛⲁⲓ ⲉⲧ-]
               ⲁⲭⲣⲁ ⲛⲛⲁⲅⲓ̈ⲟⲛ ϯⲛⲟⲩ ⲇⲉ ⲧⲓⲭⲣⲓⲱ̣ⲥ[ⲧⲉⲓ ⲛⲁⲕ]
               ⲕⲁⲑⲁⲣⲟⲥ ϭⲉ ⲁⲡⲟⲩⲕⲣⲟⲧⲟⲥ ⲙ̄ⲫⲟⲩⲗ[ⲟⲕⲟ-]
      8       ⲧⲥⲉ ⲉⲧⲉⲙ̄ⲱ ⲛⲧⲁⲡⲟⲩⲗⲟϭⲉⲝⲉ ⲙ̄ⲙⲟϥ ⲛ-
               ⲏⲕ ⲛⲏⲣ̄ⲡ ϩⲙ ⲡϫⲟⲗⲉ ⲉⲧⲛⲏⲩ ⲉϩⲟⲛ ⲡⲣⲟ⸌ⲥ⸍
               ⲑⲉ ⲉⲧⲉⲛⲁⲧⲓ̈ ϩⲁ ⲡⲁϭⲟⲙ ⲛⲧⲁⲧⲁⲗⲟⲩ
               ϩⲛ ⲛⲁϩⲏⲙⲉ ⲛⲟⲓ̈ ⲛⲁⲧⲗⲁⲉ ⲛⲁⲫⲓⲃⲟⲗⲓ̈
     12       [ⲉ]ⲩⲣ̄ϫ ⲛⲁⲕ ⲁⲥⲏⲙ̄ ⲧⲉⲁⲥⲫⲁⲗⲉⲓ̈ ⲉⲥⲟ
               [ⲉⲥ]ϭⲛ ϭⲟⲙ̄ ϩⲙ̄ ⲙⲁ ⲛⲓ̈ⲙ ⲉⲩⲛⲁⲉⲫⲁⲥⲉ
               [ⲙⲙⲟⲥ] ⲛ̣ϩⲏⲧϥ ⲁⲛⲟⲕ ⲡϣⲏⲣⲉ ⲡⲉⲛⲧⲁϥ-
               [ϣⲣⲡ ⲥϩⲁⲓ] ϯⲥⲭⲉ ⲉⲣⲟⲥ ⲁⲛⲟⲕ ⲧⲁⲩⲣⲓ̈ⲛⲉ
     16       [ - - - ] ϯϣⲏⲡ ⲧⲱⲣⲉ ⲛⲧⲉⲓⲁ-
               [ⲥⲫⲁⲗⲉⲓ(ⲁ) ⲙⲛ ϩⲱ]ⲃ ⲛⲓⲙ ⲉϥⲥϩⲏⲥ ⲉⲣⲟⲥ
               [ - - - ]ⲗⲉ ⲡϣⲏⲣⲉ ⲛⲓⲥⲁⲕ �
               - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

2. μακάριος || 3. νομός || 4. μοναχός | ἐπειδή | παρακαλεῖν || 5. ὁλοκόττινος ||
6. l. ⲉⲧⲁⲭⲣⲉⲓⲁ ⲛⲁⲛⲁⲅⲕⲁⲓⲟⲛ: χρεία ἀναγκαῖος | δέ | χρε ωστεῖν || 7. καθαρῶς
καὶ ἀποκρότως || 7–8. ὁλοκόττινος || 8. l. ⲉⲧⲙⲙⲁⲩ | ἀπολογίζεσθαι || 9. πρός
|| 11. ἀμφιβολία || 12. l. ⲁⲓⲥⲙⲛ | ἀσφάλεια || 13. ἐμφανίζειν || 15. l. ϯⲥⲧⲓⲭⲉ or
ϯⲥⲧⲏⲭⲉ?: στοιχεῖν || 16–17. ἀσφάλεια || 17. l. ⲉϥⲥⲏϩ
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† i [ . . . son] of the deceased [ . . . of . . .]palos, in the nome of ermont, [i write]
(4) to Mena the monk. i have solicited you, you have placed yourself in front
of me, you have received a solidus [for me] for my use and my necessity (i.e.
for an urgent need). now i owe you, honestly and without fraud, this soli-
(8)-dus. i will repay you in wine at the next harvest, according to what my
vineyard will give, and i will take care of the transport myself, without any
dispute. (12) For your safety, i have established this contract. it is valid
everywhere it will be shown. i Pshere, who wrote above, i certify it. i Tau-
rine (16) [ . . . ] i guarantee this contract [and] everything that is written
there. [i . . .]le, son of isak . . .

3–4. -ⲡⲁⲗⲟⲥ could be a toponym or the end of a toponym, a village belonging
to the nome of Ermont. There is indeed Palousa in O. Mon. epiph. 97 (ⲛⲣⲱⲙⲉ
ⲙⲡⲁⲗⲟⲩⲥⲁ), but the context does not ensure that it is a toponym. A parallel word-
ing appears in O. Mon. epiph. 85, where the signatories of the contract are from
ⲡⲭⲁⲧⲁⲡⲏ, in the nome of Ermont.

The same respective status of the protagonists is found in O. Vind. Copt. 23, a
loan contract addressed by Markos the lashane of Pseparios to the monk of a
monastery of Apa John: the lender/buyer is a monk, but not the borrower/seller.
In these two texts, the monk could have acted only as an intermediary (see the
following note). A similar configuration also occurs in O. Mon. epiph. 85, but it is
a land lease, in which the monk can be directly interested.

4–6. The somewhat complex formula of these two lines is found, with minor
variations, in several Theban texts of the same type, as illustrated in the table below.

This formula has two components that seem to indicate the presence of an
intermediary. On the one hand, the expression ⲁⲕϫⲓ ⲟⲩϩⲟⲗⲟⲕⲟⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ ⲛⲁⲓ must mean
that the recipient has received the sum in question for the signatory of the contract
(when he lends it to him directly, the verb ϯ is used, as in O. Vind. Copt. 26 and many
other documents; for a similar meaning of ϫⲓ followed by the dative in the pledging
of objects, see Seÿna Bacot, ‘Avons-nous retrouvé la grand-mère de ⲕⲟⲗⲱϫⲉ’, [in:]
CoptCongr. VI, vol. 2, pp. 241–248). By what means did he obtain this sum? Perhaps
by his natural authority, being a monk, or by exchange, or by pledging of objects. 

As for the first part of the formula, which is more difficult to understand, it
could point to the same direction. Till’s translation, ‘Du bist zu mir
gekommen/gegangen’, is hardly enlightening. In his translation of O. Mon. epiph.
85, ‘thou didst accommodate us and didst bring us two solidi’, Crum refers to
O. Theb. 2 and O. Brit. Mus. Copt. I 21265 (p. 119), and adds that in Ps. 146:6 this
translates ἀναλαμβάνειν (this is an error: ⲁⲣⲓ ϩⲓ ϩⲏ ⲙⲡϫⲟⲉⲓⲥ ϩⲛ ⲟⲩⲱⲛϩ ⲉⲃⲟⲗ is found
in verse 7 of the Psalm and translates the Greek ἐξάρξατε τῷ κυρίῳ ἐν ἐξομο -
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λογήσει, where the verb ἐξάρχειν has the meaning of ‘start singing’). In O. Theb. 2,
Thompson translates ⲁⲕⲣ ϩⲓ ⲧⲁϩⲏ as ‘«thou didst come before me», i.e. «didst
anticipate my request, or hastened to meet it»’, relying on Jn 20,4 for this mean-
ing of ‘to precede’, ‘to anticipate’ (ⲁϥϭⲟϫⲓ ⲁϥⲉⲣ ⲉⲧϩⲏ [var. ϩⲓ ⲧϩⲏ] ⲙⲡⲉⲧⲣⲟⲥ; the

  32 On line 4 of Hall’s edition, I am tempted to correct the reading ⲛⲇⲓ̈ⲁ(ⲅⲣⲁⲫⲟⲛ) to ⲛⲁⲓ,̈
whereas on the next line, the reading after ⲛⲁⲛ, leading him to translate ϩⲓⲧⲟⲧϥ ⲛⲁⲛ
(ⲁⲥⲧⲁⲩⲣⲟ[̣) as ‘from him to us’, must be corrected to ϩⲓⲧⲟⲧϥ ⲛⲁⲛⲁⲥⲧⲁ  ̣ ,̣ ‘through Anasta...’.
The sender, having to pay one solidus in tax, resorted to an intermediary who paid it on his
behalf (possibly borrowing it himself).

Text identification Formulation repayment 
=> kind of document

name 
of the document

O. Brit. Mus. Copt. I 21265 ⲉⲡⲉⲓⲇⲏ ⲁⲩⲁⲛⲁⲅⲕⲁⲍⲉ ⲙⲙⲟⲓ ϩⲁ
ⲟⲩϩⲟⲗⲟⲕⲟⲧⲥⲉ ⲁⲕⲣ ϩⲓ ϩⲏ ⲙⲙⲟⲓ

ⲁⲕϫⲓⲧϥ ⲛⲇⲓ̈ⲁ(ⲅⲣⲁⲫⲟⲛ)
ⲉⲡⲇⲏⲙⲟⲥⲓⲟⲛ ϩⲓⲧⲟⲧϥ ⲛⲁⲛⲁⲥ ...32

no repayment (?) 
=> incomplete text?

lacking

O. Crum 160 ⲉⲡⲓⲇⲏ ⲁⲓⲡⲁⲣⲁⲕⲁⲗⲉ ⲙⲙⲟⲕ ⲁⲕⲣ 
ϩⲉ ⲧⲁϩⲉ ⲁⲕϫⲓ ⲟⲩⲧⲉⲣⲙⲏⲥⲓⲟⲛ

ⲛⲛⲟⲩⲃ ⲛⲁⲓ ⲉⲧⲁⲭⲣⲓⲁ

wine (with quantity) 
= sale on delivery 

ⲃⲗϫⲉ

O. Medin. Habu. Copt. 61 ⲉⲡⲓⲇⲏ ⲁⲕⲙⲁϩⲉ ϩⲁ ⲧⲁϩⲏ ⲁⲕϫⲓ
ϣⲟⲙⲛⲧ ⲛϩⲟⲗⲟⲕ(ⲟⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ)

ⲛⲛⲟⲩⲃ ⲛⲁⲓ ⲉⲧⲁⲭⲣⲓⲁ

corn (without quantity),
plus interest: 1 aroura to
be sowed with flax = sale
on delivery + land lease?

ἀσφάλεια

O. Mon. epiph. 85 ⲉⲡⲓⲇⲏ ⲁⲛⲡⲁⲣⲁⲕⲁⲗⲉⲓ ⲙⲙⲟⲕ 
ⲁⲕⲣ ϩⲓ ⲧⲛϩⲏ ⲁⲕϫⲓ ⲥⲛⲁⲩ
ⲛϩⲟⲗⲟⲕ(ⲟⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ) ⲛⲁⲛ 
ⲉⲧⲛⲭⲣⲓⲁ ⲛⲁⲛⲁⲅⲕⲁⲓⲟⲛ 

sowing two arouras with
flax and taking care of

them = land lease ?

ἀσφάλεια

O. Mon. epiph. 93 ⲉⲡⲉⲓⲇⲏ ⲁⲕⲙⲟⲟϣⲉ ϩⲁ ⲧⲁϩⲏ 
ⲉⲁ̣[ - - - ] ϩⲟⲗⲟⲕⲟⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ ⲛⲁⲓ

ⲛⲟⲣⲑⲟ( ) ⲙⲛ ⲟ̣[

lacunar lacunar

O. Theb. 2 ⲉⲡⲓⲇⲏ ⲁⲓⲡⲁⲣⲁⲕⲁⲗⲉⲓ ⲙⲙⲟⲕ ⲁⲕⲣ ϩⲓ
ⲧⲁϩⲏ ⲁⲕϫⲓ ⲟⲩⲡϣ ⲧⲣⲓⲙ(ⲏⲥⲓⲟⲛ)

ⲛⲛⲟⲩⲃ ⲛⲁ<ⲓ> ⲉⲧⲁⲭⲣⲓⲁ

barley (with quantity) 
= sale on delivery

ἀσφάλεια

O. Vind. Copt.23 ⲉⲡⲉⲓⲇⲏ ⲁⲓⲡⲁⲣⲁⲕⲁⲗⲉⲓ ⲙⲙⲟⲕ
ⲁⲕⲙⲟⲟϣⲉ ϩⲁ ⲧⲁϩⲏ ⲁⲕϫⲓ ⲥⲛⲁ

ⲛϩⲟⲗⲟⲕⲟⲧⲉⲛⲥ ⲛⲁⲓ

repayment in money 
= loan contract

ἀσφάλεια

O. Vind. Copt. 28 ⲉⲡⲉⲓⲇⲏ ⲁⲕⲙⲟⲟϣⲉ ϩⲁ ⲧⲁϩⲏ ⲁⲕϫⲓ
ⲟⲩⲡⲉϣⲉ ⲛϩⲟⲗⲟⲕⲟⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ ⲛⲛⲟⲩⲃ
ⲛⲁⲓ ⲉⲧⲁⲭⲣⲓⲁ ̣[  ̣  ̣  ⲡⲁ]ⲇⲏⲙⲟⲥⲓⲟⲛ

land farming 
= land lease?

ἀσφάλεια

Table 2. Attestations of the formula ⲉⲡⲓⲇⲏ ⲁⲛⲡⲁⲣⲁⲕⲁⲗⲉⲓ etc.

053–102_Boud'hors new.qxp_011_041 Ch1  05.07.2019  09:27  Strona 81



82                                                                           ANNE BOUD’HORS

Sahidic version uses other words, the Greek text has προέδραμεν). But what
exactly does this precision mean? Either it is a way of designating a disguised
contract, with a payment in advance (the expression would be the equivalent of
‘you made me an advance’: but why is this formula absent from some sales on
delivery, while it occurs, for example, in O. Vind, Copt. 23, apparently a loan of
money, or in O. Brit. Mus. Copt. I 21265?), or this formula indicates that the loan is
made through an intermediary and it is possible to understand ‘you put yourself
in front of me’ as ‘you interposed’, or ‘you represented me’, that is to say ‘you ini-
tiated for me (the transaction)’. If we really want to see a Biblical reminiscence
here, it could be Mark 1:2 (citing Isaiah and Malachi): ϯⲛⲁϫⲟⲟⲩ ⲙⲡⲁⲁⲅⲅⲉⲗⲟⲥ ϩⲓ ϩⲏ
ⲙⲙⲟⲕ (var. ϩⲁ ⲧⲉⲕϩⲏ) ⲛϥⲥⲟϥⲧⲉ ⲛⲧⲉⲕϩⲓⲏ (var. ⲡⲁⲓ ⲉⲧⲛⲁⲥⲟⲃⲧⲉ ⲛⲧⲉⲕϩⲓⲏ ϩⲓ ϩⲏ ⲙⲙⲟⲕ),
‘Behold, I send before you my messenger, who will prepare your way’.

Admittedly, one is entitled to ask why there is need of specifying that the
advanced sum has itself been borrowed by the person who advances it, since this
seems to have no practical or legal consequence, and why these formulas do not
exist, to the best of my I knowledge, outside the Theban region. Was the pres-
ence of intermediaries so common that most of the time it was not specified,
except for a scrupulous scribe who one day launched this formula, which was fol-
lowed for a while, but did not spread very much? Is this the indication that the
real lenders, those who owned the cash, preferred to remain anonymous?

On line 6, the parallels lead to us understand [ⲉⲧ]ⲁⲭⲣⲉⲓⲁ ⲛⲁⲛⲁⲅⲕⲁⲓⲟⲛ rather
than ⲉⲭⲣⲁ ⲛⲛⲁⲅⲅⲉⲓⲟⲛ, ‘to use the jars’, which was not impossible a priori, given the
context of wine.

6–8. The parallels in the table above generally use the following repayment
formula: (ⲧⲉⲛⲟⲩ) ϯⲟ ⲛϩⲉⲧⲟⲓⲙⲟⲥ ⲛⲧⲁⲁⲡⲟⲗⲟⲅⲓⲍⲉ/ⲛⲧⲁⲧⲁⲁⲩ/ⲛⲧⲁϫⲟ, ‘now I am ready
to repay/give/sow’, etc. The writer of our document combines the expression of
repayment with a repetition of the debt formula ‘I owe you’, as it is found in cer-
tain loan contracts, either in the simple form, or accompanied by the Greek
expression καθαρῶς καὶ ἀποκρότως, which is widespread in the loans of the Her-
mopolitan region, and sometimes attested in Theban contracts (see H. Satzinger,
‘ⲕⲁⲑⲁⲣⲱⲥ ⲕⲁⲓ ⲁⲡⲟⲕⲣⲟⲧⲱⲥ in koptischen Urkunden’, Chronique d ’Égypte 45 (1970),
pp. 417–420, and A. Delattre, ‘Un contrat de prêt copte du monastère de Baouît’,
Chronique d ’Égypte 79 (2004), pp. 385–389). In this handful of Theban examples,
O. Crum VC 25 is a sale on delivery of wheat and arax (a leguminous plant), and
O. Crum Ad. 16, which looks as a loan contract for four artabae of corn and a ho
of barley, could also be a sale on delivery.

9–10. ⲡⲣⲟⲥ ⲑⲉ ⲉⲧⲉⲛⲁⲧⲓ̈ ϩⲁ ⲡⲁϭⲟⲙ: Since the amount of wine is not specified (by
contrast with O. Crum 160), this formula is expected to help clarify the equiva-
lence between the sum advanced and the value of the wine, as is the case, for
example, in O. Medin. Habu Copt. 61 (sale of corn on delivery), with the expression
ⲙⲡϣⲁⲣ ⲉⲧⲛⲏⲩ ⲉⲃⲟⲗ, ‘at the price which shall then prevail’, or in O. Crum VC 25
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(again a sale of corn on delivery), ⲡϣⲁⲣ ⲉⲧⲉⲣⲉⲡⲛⲟⲩⲧⲉ ⲛⲁⲛⲧϥ ⲉⲃⲟⲗ, ‘the rent that
God shall produce’. It may be suggested to read ⲉⲧⲓⲛⲁⲧⲓ̈ and understand ‘accord-
ing to what I will draw (from my vineyard)’, which would mean that the refund
will be based on the price of the wine during the harvest, or to read ⲉⲧⲉⲧⲛⲁⲧⲓ and
understand ‘according to what you will pay for my vineyard’, which is ultimately
the same, since the buyer will probably comply with the current price.

15–16. The reconstruction [ϣⲣⲡ ⲥϩⲁⲓ] is based on the parallels provided by
O. Crum 160 and O. Crum VC 25. Similarly, ϯϣⲏⲡ ⲧⲱⲣⲉ, an infrequent expression
in contracts of this kind, occurs in O. Crum VC 25 (ⲉⲓϣⲧⲱⲱⲣⲉ).

17. The last person mentioned must be a witness or the scribe (see O. Crum
160). It seems that no date was written, which is probably the case in O. Crum
VC 25 as well, whereas O. Crum 160 has a relative date (day and month only),
which is not very surprising, given the ephemeral nature of these documents, dis-
cussed in the introduction of this edition. Yet other parallel documents, such as
O. Medin. Habu Copt. 61, carry a full date (day, month, and year): it may be due to
the inclusion of a clause similar to a lease.

76. Loan contract

The text is identifiable as a fragment of a loan contract thanks to the
word ἑτοῖμος (l. 2), which is the key word in the reimbursement formula:
‘I am ready to repay ...’.

The script is bilinear and slightly sloping. 

               - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
               [ - - - ]ⲕ ϯ  ̣[ - - - ]
               [ - - - ]ⲛ ϩⲉⲧⲉⲙⲟ̣[ⲥ - - - ]
               [ - - - ]  ̣ⲡⲛⲥⲁⲃⲁⲧ[---]
      4       [ - - - ]ⲛϣⲁϫⲉ [---]
               [ - - - ]  ̣ ⲥⲧⲏⲭⲓ̣ [---]
               [ - - - ]  ̣  ̣ �  ̣[ - - - ]
               [ - - - ]ⲁⲛ̣[ - - - ]
               - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

2. ἑτοῖμος || 5. στοιχεῖν

                                                           O. Gurna GóreCKi 69–96                                                       83

Inv. no. C.O. 196 5.4 × 5.3 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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3. It is tempting to recognize in ⲥⲁⲃⲁⲧ[ the beginning of the Greek word
σάββατον, but such a precision is not expected in this kind of text.

77. Loan contract

Like the previous one, this text is identifiable as a fragment of a loan con-
tract thanks to the word ἑτοῖμος (l. 6). Line 4 probably contained the
name of the lender.

The script is bilinear and slightly sloping.

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
[ - - - ]ⲟ  ̣  ̣[ - - - ]
[ - - - ]  ̣ⲡⲁⲓ̣[ - - - ]
[ - - - ]ⲁⲡⲛ  ̣[ - - - ]

4 [ - - - ]ⲟⲥ ⲡϣⲏⲣ̣[ⲉ ---]
[ - - - ϫ]ⲉ̣ ⲉⲓⲡⲓⲇⲉ ⲁ̣[ - - - ]
[ - - - ϯ]ⲟ ⲛϩⲉⲧⲉⲙⲟⲥ [---]

̣  ̣  ̣  ̣  ̣ ⲙ̣ⲡⲁ  ̣[ - - - ]
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

5. ἐπειδή || 6. ἑτοῖμος

7. This line perhaps contained the name of the month in the date announced
for the repayment.

78. Beginning of an act with a Trinitarian invocation

Only the invocation formula is legible in the first three lines of this ostra-
con. It is an invocation of the 2j type in R. S. Bagnall & K. A. Worp,

Inv. no. C.O. 258 6.1 × 5.9 cm Pottery: LRA 7

Inv. no. C.O. 301 11.5 × 10 cm Pottery: Aswan
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                                                           O. Gurna GóreCKi 69–96                                                       85

Chronological Systems of Byzantine egypt, 2nd ed., Leiden 2004 (cf. p. 100).
This formula is particularly frequent in the Hermonthite nome (see ibi-
dem, p. 297, to which O. Saint-Marc 321 can be added), in various legal doc-
uments. It appears before the Arab conquest, but its use extends especially
after it. 

The script is bilinear and slightly sloping.

               † ϩⲙ̄ ⲡⲣ[ⲁⲛ]
               ⲙ̄ⲡⲓ̈ⲱⲧ ⲙⲛ̄ ⲡϣ̣[ⲏⲣⲉ]
               ⲙⲛ̄ ⲡⲉⲡⲛ(ⲉⲩⲙ)ⲁ ⲉⲧⲟⲩ̣[ⲁⲁⲃ (ⲙⲡⲟⲟⲩ ⲛϩⲟⲟⲩ)]
      4       ⲉⲧⲉ ⲙⲏⲛⲓ ⲙⲉ̣ⲭⲓⲣ̣ ̣[?]
               † ⲁⲛⲟⲕ traces, then faded
               ̣ⲓ̣̈ⲱⲧ̣ ⲙ faded
               [ 2–3 ]  ̣ⲛⲁⲥ̣ⲙ faded
      8       [ - - - ]ⲅ̣︦ⲁ̣  ̣ faded
               [ - - - ]  ̣ faded
               - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

3. πνεῦμα || 4. μηνί

in the name of the Father and the Son and the Holy
Spirit, [today] (4) namely in the month Mecheir [ . . . ]
i . . . [ . . . ] father . . .

79. End of a document

The end of a document is recognizable thanks to the verb ⲥⲙⲛ, ‘to estab-
lish’ (l. 1), followed by a witnessing formula (ll. 2–3). 

The script is bilinear and slightly sloping. A certain thickness recalls
the writing of 78, and the pottery is of the same kind. The two fragments
possibly belong to the same document.

Inv. no. C.O. 257 5.6 × 5.4 cm Pottery: Aswan

053–102_Boud'hors new.qxp_011_041 Ch1  05.07.2019  09:27  Strona 85



86                                                                           ANNE BOUD’HORS

        - - - - - - - - - - - -
        ̣ⲥⲙⲛ ⲡⲉ̣[ - - - ]
        † ⲁⲛⲟ̣[ⲕ - - - ]
        ⲙⲁⲣⲧⲩⲣ[---] 
4      ⲥⲏⲫ̣ⲁⲍⲉ̣ [---]
        ⲙⲛ ⲡ  ̣[ - - - ]
        ⲛⲥⲟⲩ[---]
        ⲛⲧ[---]
        - - - - - - - - - - - -

3. μαρτυρεῖν or μάρτυρος || 4. συμφανίζειν?

1. The expected formula is ⲁⲓⲥⲙⲛ or ⲁⲛⲥⲙⲛ, but there is space for only one let-
ter before ⲥⲙⲛ.

4. The existence of a Greek verb συμφανίζειν is attested only in Coptic doc-
uments, with the meaning ‘to mention’: is it another (contracted) form of this
verb here? Another possibility, suggested by the anonymous reviewer of my
paper, would be to interpret this sequence as ⲥⲉ<ⲉⲙ>ⲫⲁⲛⲓⲍⲉ, in a formula as ‘(it is
valid in any place it will) be showed’.

80. End of a document

The Greek verb στοιχεῖν helps recognise the end of a legal text, with the for-
mula ‘I agree’, preceded by the name of the man responsible for the issuing
of the document. The meaning of ⲡⲣⲣⲟ, ‘the king’ (l. 1) is difficult to assess.

The script is bilinear and slightly sloping.

        - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
        ⲡⲣⲣⲟ ⲛⲟⲩϩ̣ⲟⲗ̣[ⲟⲕ(ⲟⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ) - - - ] 
        ⲁⲛⲟⲕ ⲡⲁⲧⲉⲣⲙ̣[ⲟⲩⲧⲉ ---] 
        ϯⲥⲧⲏⲭⲉⲓ ϯ[---]
        - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

1. ὁλοκόττινος? || 3. στοιχεῖν

Inv. no. C.O. 051 4 × 6.8 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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. . . the king / emperor one solidus […]. i Paterm[oute . . . ] i agree [ . . . ]

1. Note that ⲡⲣⲣⲟ is also mentioned in the letter O. Gurna Górecki 21.

81. End of a document

End of a document with various proper names, including those of two
witnesses.

The script seems to be small and with quadrilinear trends. There is
much space between the lines.

               - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
               [ - - - ⲡ]ϣⲏⲣⲉ ⲛⲍⲁⲭⲁ̣ⲣ̣[ⲓⲁⲥ -- - ]
               † ⲁⲛⲟⲕ ϩⲁⲣ̣ⲱ̣ⲛ ⲡϣⲏⲣⲉ [--- ϯⲟ]
               ⲛⲙⲛ̣ⲧ̣ⲣ̣ⲉ̣ ⲉⲣⲟ̣ϥ̣ ⲁ̣ⲩ[ⲱ ---]
      4       † ⲁⲛⲟⲕ ⲡⲁϩ̣ⲁ[ⲙ ---]
               † [ - - - ]
               - - - - - - -

... son of Zacharias [ . . . ]. i Haron, son
of [ . . . i am] witness to it, and [ . . . ]. (4)
i Paham [ . . . ]

                                                           O. Gurna GóreCKi 69–96                                                       87

  33 I have only two images of this ostracon, without inventory number and scale. Given
that the pottery seems to be of an unusual kind, and the ostracon appears to be quite big,
I would be inclined to identify it with number 336 in Tomasz Górecki’s table, where all
the material indications about the ostraca are collected.
  34 In Tomasz Górecki’s table, the material is described as ‘MT, gaddus’; I have not been
able to identify the abbreviation ‘MT’.

Inv. no. C.O. 336?33 15 × 12.8 cm Pottery: qadus34
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82–89. ACCOUNTS

82–85. Set of accounts

The four ostraca edited below were found together wrapped in a textile,
according to a statement by Tomasz Górecki.35 As we will see, they indeed
display common features pointing to a kind of small dossier. What is more
troubling is that, again according to Górecki, O. Gurna Górecki 12 (inv. 166)
was also part of this set. This is disturbing, because this last ostracon is a let-
ter, whose contents do not seem connected with the other texts of the set.
Moreover, O. Gurna Górecki 12 was dated to the beginning of the seventh
century, whereas there are arguments to attribute the other four to the first
half of the eighth century. The only explanation I see for this situation is to
suppose that the wrapping took place at a time when there was some disor-
der in the hermitage, and O. Gurna Górecki 12 was included by mistake.

The four texts below concern amounts of money (one to three solidi)
associated with people; text 84, which is clearly connected with a matter
of inheritance, may help to make the link between the documents: they
could be traces of sharing between the heirs. 

82. Receipt or order of payment (?)

This short account associates personal names with amounts of money in
solidi. It could be a receipt, an order of payment, or the recapitulation of
a payment. Or has this document something to do with the inheritance
mentioned in 84? 

The script is bilinear and slightly sloping, not very skilled. Traces of
erased letters are visible at the end of line 5, as well as two erased lines
after line 5.

  35 In the table where he collected all the material indications about the ostraca, Górecki
wrote for 266–270: ‘związane sznurkiem’, which means ‘tied with a string’. 

Inv. no. C.O. 267 8.7 × 9.1 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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               † ⲙⲁⲕⲁⲣⲉ ⲣⲙ-
               ⲧⲥⲁⲩϩⲥ̄ ⲛⲟ(ⲙⲓⲥⲙⲁ) ⲅ
               ⲇⲁⲛⲓⲏⲗ ⲛⲟ(ⲙⲓⲥⲙⲁ) ⲃ
      4       ⲁⲑⲁⲛⲁⲥⲓⲟⲥ
               ⲛⲟ(ⲙⲓⲥⲙⲁ) ⲃ
               ⟦ ca. 5–6 ⟧
               ⟦ⲥⲛ  . . . ⟧

2, 3, 5. ⲛⲟ ostr. νόμισμα

† Makare man of Tsauhs: 3 solidi
Daniel: 2 solidi
athanasios: 2 solidi

2. Is ⲧⲥⲁⲩϩⲥ a toponym or does it mean ‘the (monastic) community’?

83. Receipt or order of payment (?)

The same kind of document as the previous one and the same kind of
script, although a little more sloping. The three lines erased in the upper
part of the ostracon apparently constituted the beginning of the text: a
cross is still visible in line 1. The reason for erasing these lines remains
obscure.

               ⟦† ca. 5 ⟧
               ⟦ ca. 8 ⟧
               ⟦ⲧ ca. 4 ⲉⲥⲉ ⟧
      4       ⲡϣⲛⲧⲁⲕⲁ-
               ⲡⲏ ⲛ̄ⲣ̣ⲟⲩⲙⲁⲩ
               ⲛⲟ(ⲙⲓⲥⲙⲁ) ⲁ︦

6. ⲛⲟ ostr. νόμισμα

Pshentagape of roumau: 1 solidus.

                                                           O. Gurna GóreCKi 69–96                                                       89

Inv. no. C.O. 269 7.6 × 9.3 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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4–5. ⲡϣⲛⲧⲁⲕⲁⲡⲏ could also be interpreted as ‘the son of Tagape’, but it seems
to me less likely, because it would mean that the name of this man has been
erased, which would be odd.

5. ⲣⲟⲩⲙⲁⲩ: This place-name is attested in O. Crum 138, a lease of land (l. 6:
ⲉⲧⲣⲉⲕϫⲱ ⲛⲉⲓⲱϩ ⲣⲟⲩⲙⲁⲩ).

84. Assessment about an inheritance (?)

The main point of interest for this ostracon is its hand, apparently the same
as the hand of the priest Petros identified by Chantal Heurtel and me in
several ostraca from the French excavations at the topos of St. Mark, on the
hill of Gurnet Murraï. If we are not wrong, this Petros could be situated in
the beginning of the eighth century: see O. Saint-Marc, ‘Introduction 4.1’,
and O. Saint-Marc 171–178. This script is sloping and fast, although irregular;
the right part of ⲁ often goes below the line, ⲧ has a small upper appendix
on the left side of the horizontal stroke, and the central part of ⲱ and ϣ is
short. Petros’ activity has been situated in the first half of the eighth cen-
tury, because O. Saint-Marc 183, a letter addressed to him, seems to have
been written by the monk Frange. He might have acted as a scribe in the
region at this time, as Mark did at the beginning of the seventh century. 

The content of this short note is not completely clear. It was perhaps
a way to assess the value of a house in an inheritance. To get the house
was the same as to receive two and a half solidi in the final sharing out. 

      † ⲡⲉⲧ-
ⲛⲁⲧⲁϩⲱ
ⲡⲏⲓ ⲉⲧⲁ ⲧⲟⲩⲛⲧⲟⲩ-

4 ⲁⲙ ⲧⲉ ⲉϥⲛⲁϫⲓ
ⲥⲛⲁⲩ ⲟⲩϭⲟⲥ ⲛ̄ϩⲟ-
ⲗⲟⲕ(ⲟⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ) ⲛ̄<ⲛ>ⲟ̣ⲩ̣ⲃ
ϩⲛ̄� ⲧⲉⲕⲗ̣ⲏ̣-

8 ⲣⲟⲛⲟⲙⲓⲁ

5–6. ϩⲟⲗⲟⲕ⁄ ostr. ὁλοκόττινος || 7–8. κληρονομία

Inv. no. C.O. 268 9.3 × 13 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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† The one who will obtain the house that belongs to Tountou-(4)-am will
receive two golden solidi and a half in the inhe-(8)-ritance.

3–4. Tountouam is not a usual name. Touam does exist in compound names,
but as the first element.

85. Accounting note

Side a (outer side):
A single line is legible, but there was perhaps four other lines below. If we
think in terms of an inheritance, ἀγάπη could mean ‘funerary offering’. 

Side b (inner side):
Because of δέ (l. 2), the text on this side could be the continuation of the
other one. 

Side a
̣ⲧⲁⲕⲁⲡⲏ ⲛ̄ⲓ̈ⲁ̣[ - - - ]

1. ἀγάπη

[ - - - ] the agape of Ia[ - - - ]

                                                           O. GURNA GÓRECKI 69–96                                                       91

Inv. no. C.O. 270 5.6 × 7.7 cm Pottery: cooking pot

Side b
        † ϩ̣ⲙ̣ ̣  ̣  ̣  ̣
        ⲡ̣ⲁϩⲟⲩ ⲇⲉ ϣⲁⲓ-
        ⲧⲁϩⲟ ϯ̣ⲉ ⲛϩ̣ⲁⲧⲉ
4      ⲛϩⲏⲧ ⲙⲛ ⲟⲩϩⲟⲗ-
        ⲁⲕⲟⲥ ⲛⲟⲩⲃ

2. δέ || 4–5. ὁλοκόττινος

† And in the ... backward I shall obtain
five silver coins and one golden solidus.
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92                                                                           AnnE BOud’hORS

1. The beginning of the line may read ϩ̣ⲙ̣ ⲡ̣ⲙ̣ⲁ̣ ⲙ̣-, ‘In the place (backward) . . . ’.
3–4. I understand ϩⲁⲧⲉ and ϩⲏⲧ as two forms of ϩⲁⲧ, the first one naming the

coin, the second one the metal.

86. Summary account / aide-memoire

This big ostracon is a kind of recapitulation of various payments or
expenses, written in the first person singular. Except its very beginning
(inv. 17) and its middle right part (inv. 122), the text is almost illegible. In
addition, the red colour of the ink (be it the original colour or the result
of a decomposition) makes its decipherment difficult. 

The script is slightly sloping and has some ligatures. 

               ⳨̣ traces [ - - - ]
               ϫ̣ⲉ̣ ϩ̣ⲁ̣ ⲧⲣⲟⲙⲡ[ⲉ ---]  ̣  ̣  ̣ⲟⲩⲁ̣  ̣ ϫ̣ ̣  ̣  ̣  ̣  ̣ 
               traces [ - - - ]ⲧ̣ⲣⲟⲙ̣ⲡ̣ⲉ̣ ̣ⲗ̣  ̣  ̣ⲗⲁ 
      4       traces [ - - - ]  ̣ⲁⲡⲁ ⲏⲗⲓⲁⲥ ⲙⲡⲣⲟⲥ-
               traces [ - - - ]ⲟⲥ ‧ ⲁⲓ̈ϯ ⲟⲩϩⲟⲗⲟⲕ(ⲟⲧⲧⲓⲛⲟⲥ)
               traces [ - - - ] ϯ̣ ⲟ̣ⲩ̣ⲧ̣ⲣ̣ⲏ̣ⲙ̣ⲏ̣ⲥ̣ⲉ̣
               traces ⲁ̣ⲓ̣ϯ̣ ⲟ̣ⲩ̣[ⲧⲣⲏⲙ]ⲏ̣ⲥⲉ ϩⲁ ⲑⲁⲗⲓⲥ  ⲙⲁ
      8       traces [ⲁⲓ]ϯ ⲟⲩⲧⲣⲏⲙⲏⲥⲉ ̣  ̣ϩ̣ ̣
               traces [ 1–2 ] ⲁⲓϯ ⲟⲩⲧⲣⲏⲙⲏⲥ̣ⲉ̣
               traces ⲧ̣[ⲣⲏ]ⲙ̣ⲏⲥⲉ   ̣[ - - - ]
               ⲟ̣ⲩ̣ⲧ̣ⲣ̣ⲏ̣ⲙ̣ⲏ̣ⲥ̣ⲉ̣ ϩ̣ . [ 4–5 ] traces
               traces of 6 lines
               - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

4. προσ[ || 5. ϩⲟⲗⲟⲕ? ostr. ὁλοκόττινος || 6 & 10. τριμήσιον || 7. θαλλίον

† [ - - - ] for the year [ - - - ] . . . [ - - - ] the year . . . 31 (4) [ - - - ] Apa Elias as
pros[ - - - ] I paid one solidus [ - - - ] . . . one tremissis [ - - - I paid one tremis]sis
for 41 sacks (8) [ - - - I] paid one tremissis . . . [ - - - ] I paid one tremissis [ - - -
tre]missis [ - - - ] one tremissis [ - - - ]

Inv. no. C.O. 017+019+075+122 19.1 × 17.4 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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4. The Greek word beginning with προσ- could be πρόστιμον (‘fine’), or
προσθήκη (‘addition’).

5. ⲑⲁⲗⲓⲥ can also mean ‘shirt’ (see O. Frange 793; Chantal heurtel, Les inscrip-
tions coptes et grecques du temple d ’Hathor à Deir al-Médîna [= Bibliothèque d ’études
coptes 16], Cairo 2004, p. 20), but given the large amount of them, the meaning
of ‘sack’ is perhaps more likely here.

                                                           O. GURNA GÓRECKI 69–96                                                       93
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87. Summary account / aide-memoire

The text is a recapitulation of payments, quite similar to the previous
one. These recapitulations recall the short texts where the monk Frange
summarizes his debts (O. Frange 239–241). however, the meaning of the
preposition ⲛⲁϩⲣⲙ here is not so clear. Is it equivalent to a dative ⲛ- or
does it mean ‘on behalf of ’?

The first three lines are packed in the space between two ribs, and
then a single line is written between two ribs. There was perhaps a title
at the top of the ostracon. The script is bilinear and rather upright.

      ⲁⲓ̈ϯ ⲥⲁϣϥⲉ ⲛ̄ⲕⲉⲣⲁ-
      ⲧⲉ ⲛ̄ϩⲟⲙⲛ︤ⲧ ⲛⲁϩⲣ︤ⲙ̄︥
      ⲡⲁϫⲟⲩⲉⲓ
4     ⲁⲓ̈ϯ ⲕⲉⲥⲁ<ϣ>ϥⲉ ⲟⲛ ⲛⲁⲣϩⲙ
      ⲙⲱⲩ̈ⲥⲏⲥ ́ ⲥⲁϣϥⲉ ⲟⲩⲭ̣ⲁⲥ
      ⲛⲁϩⲣⲛ̄ ⲭⲁⲥ

1–2. κεράτιον || 5. or ⲟⲩⲕⲁⲥ (= ⲟⲩϭⲟⲥ)

I paid seven copper carats to (or on
behalf of) Padjouei. (4) I paid again
seven other carats to (or on behalf of)
Mouses; seven and half to (or on behalf
of) Khas. 

6. By contrast with Mouses and Padjouei, Khas is a rare name: another attes-
tation could be in SB Kopt. III 1306, l. 5, where the sentence reads ⲁⲭⲁⲥ ⲉⲓ ⲉⲣⲏⲥ
(in which case the choice proposed by the editor, Seÿna Bacot, between ⲁ-ⲭⲁⲥ ⲉⲓ
and ⲁ<ⲁ>ⲭⲁⲥ ⲉⲓ would be solved in favour of the first solution). Also see ⲛⲧⲟⲕ
ⲡ̣ⲭⲁⲥ in the tax receipt SB Kopt. II 983, ll. 2–3.

Inv. no. C.O. 191 11.3 × 13.8 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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88. Accounting note (?)

The script is quadrilinear and skilled. The line is written perpendicularly
to the ribs. It is difficult to say whether there was more text under this
line. The meaning of the first part was suggested to me by Alain delattre,
whereas the reading of the number is due to Tomasz derda. The amount
of money is enormous. Is this a payment related to the taxes of a commu-
nity? Why is such a note in the hermitage?

[?] ἐ`κ2 προχ(ρείας) νο(μισμα-) /βωκ [---]

For the anticipated payment / loan, 2820 solidi [ - - - ]

89. Fragment of an account (?)

The mention of ‘first’ (l. 1) and ‘second’ (l. 2) makes it possible to identify
this text as a kind of account.

               - - - - - - - - - - - -
               [ - - - ]ⲧ̣ϣⲟⲣⲡ
               [ - - - ⲙ]ⲉϩⲥⲉⲛⲧⲉ
               [ - - - ]  ̣︦  ̣︦  ̣︦ⲉ
      4       [ - - - ]  ̣  ̣ ⲉ
               - - - - - - - - - - - -

                                                           O. GURNA GÓRECKI 69–96                                                       95

  36  In Tomasz Górecki’s table, the material is described ‘gosp. nT amf. afryk.?’.

Inv. no. C.O. 210 5 × 4.7 cm Pottery: north Tunisian amphora36

Inv. no. C.O. 150 5.4 × 4.2 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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90–96. VARIOUS

90. List of names on an amphora

The text edited below has been written at the top of a ‘pseudo-Aswan’
type amphora. The story of this amphora, its use at various stages to
inscribe texts, and its reconstruction by the archaeologists, is complex. It
is impossible for me at the moment to restore its original dimensions.

The upper part, with the neck (inv. no. 22e), bears an inscription that
looks like a dipinto (see 91).

Under this neck is the fragment numbered 22 with the list of names
edited below. It is difficult to say whether this text could still have a rela-
tion to the original amphora, for instance as list of the recipients of its
contents. To the right of the first line of this list, there is a ⲃ in a circle
(again a kind of mark?).

On the same fragment, to the right of the previous list, is a series of
signs difficult to decipher, which could correspond to another list.

The piece inventoried as no. 85, now reassembled as no. 22, bears the
traces of a much erased text, which seems to belong to the same text as
the series of signs just mentioned. There are a lot of white marks. The last
word could be ϣⲏⲙ.

Inv. nos. 22b and 22c are two other pieces of the amphora inscribed
with other texts (22b is an exercise and will be part of the next article; 22c
has not yet been identified.).

Inv. no. 22d contains a letter edited as O. Gurna Górecki 30 (and there
is another unidentified text above this letter, perhaps an exercise). This
part was certainly inscribed after the amphora had been broken.

*

As for the text of inv. no. 22 (90), each entry has two successive names
(name + surname?) or two names with the first introduced by the prepo-
sition ϩⲁ: does it mean that the first name acts on behalf of the second?

The script is very clumsy. The ϩ is lying down, as a horizontal sinusoid.

Inv. no. C.O. 022 (+085) H. 15 cm Pottery: pseudo-Aswan
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               [ - - - ]  ̣  ̣

               [?]ϩ̣ⲁ   ̣ ⲁ  ̣

               vacat?
               ⲙⲱⲩⲥⲏⲥ

      4       ϩⲁ ⲡϫⲁⲓ̈

               ̣  ̣ⲧⲱⲣ ⲛ̣ⲇ̣ⲁ̣ⲩ̣ ̣

               ϩⲟⲩⲙⲉⲥ ⲡϫⲁⲓ̈

               ⲡⲁⲧⲉⲣⲙⲟⲩⲧⲉ̣ ̣  ̣  ̣

      8       ⲓⲁⲕ̣ⲱ̣ⲑ̣ ⲉⲩⲫ̣ⲏ̣ⲙ̣ⲓ̣ⲁ̣

               ⲁⲃⲣⲁϩⲁⲙ ϩⲁ ⲡⲁⲕⲁⲩ

               ϩⲟⲩⲙⲉⲥ ⲁⲡⲁ ⲥⲓⲗ̣ⲉ̣

               [ - - - ] ⲧ̣ⲁ̣ⲙⲱ̣

4 & 6. ⲡϫⲁⲓ̈ could be a form of the name ⲡϫⲟⲩⲓ.
5. One is tempted to read ⲃⲓⲕⲧⲱⲣ ⲛⲇⲁⲩⲓⲇ, but this is very uncertain.
6 & 10. ϩⲟⲩⲙⲉⲥ is a form of the name ϩⲟⲩⲙⲓⲥⲉ, common in the Fayyum.
8. One would expect ⲓⲁⲕⲱⲃ.
10. ⲥⲓⲗⲉ is attested in P. Hermitage Copt. 11, l. 6.
11. The meaning of this line escapes me.
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91–96. Short inscriptions 
on fragments of amphorae

The function of the short inscriptions collected below is far from certain.
Some of them could be dipinti, documenting the owner of the jar or its
content, or labels, indicating its provenance or its destination.37

91. Dipinto (?)

The height of the letters is about 2.5 cm.

ⲙⲩ̣[?]

  37 For a definition and a classification of the dipinti, see J.-L. Fournet, ‘La «dipintolo-
gie» grecque: une nouvelle discipline auxiliaire de la papyrologie?’, [in:] PapCongr. XXVI,
pp. 249–258. I am grateful to Jean-Luc Fournet for giving me his opinion about these frag-
ments.

Inv. no. C.O. 022e 14 × 13 cm Pottery: pseudo-Aswan
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92. Dipinto (?)

The number ‘six’ was perhaps followed by the designation of the quantity
and the product contained in the amphora. The height of the letters is
about 1 cm.

⳨ ⲥⲟⲟⲩ [---]

93. Dipinto (?)

The height of the letters is about 0.8 cm.

⳨ ⲧⲉⲉ[---]
̣  ̣[ - - - ]

                                                           O. GURNA GÓRECKI 69–96                                                      99

  38 In Tomasz Górecki’s table one finds alternative measurements, 12 × 9 cm, labelled with
the initials I.A., standing most probably for Iwona Antoniak.
  39 In Tomasz Górecki’s table the material is described as ‘X v MT?’; I have not been able
to decipher these abbrevations.

Inv. no. C.O. 081 10.8 × 14.6 cm38 Pottery: LRA 7 (shoulder)

Inv. no. C.O. 132 5.4 × 6.6 cm Pottery: ? (shoulder)39
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94. Label (?)

The script is small and quadrilinear with a minuscule μ and η.

       [ⲁ]ⲣⲭ(ⲁⲅⲅⲉⲗⲟⲥ) ⲙⲓⲭⲁⲏⲗ

95. Dipinto or label (?)

Some indecipherable signs that could be a label or a dipinto (perhaps a
monogram as a mark of property?).

Inv. no. C.O. 144 5 × 3.7 cm Pottery: LRA 7

Inv. no. C.O. 247 6.5 × 2.8 cm Pottery: LRA 7
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96. Unidentified fragment

The sole line seems to contain an ordinal number. This fragment could
possibly belong with 89, depending on whether there were missing lines
above.

[ - - - ]ⲙ̣︦ⲉ︦ϩ︦ⲙⲛⲧ  ̣[ - - - ]

INDEX

Anthroponyms

                                                           O. GURNA GÓRECKI 69–96                                                     101

  40 In Tomasz Górecki’s table the material is described as ‘X’; I have not been able to
decipher this abbrevation.

Inv. no. C.O. 193 4.2 × 6.7 cm Pottery: ?40

ⲁⲃⲣⲁϩⲁⲙ – 90 9
ⲁⲑⲁⲛⲁⲥⲓⲟⲥ – 82 4

ⲅⲉⲱⲣⲅⲓⲟⲥ (ⲗⲁϣⲁⲛⲉ) – 73 4; 74 4

ⲇⲁⲛⲓⲏⲗ – 82 3
ⲇⲁ(ⲉⲓ)ⲇ (ⲗⲁϣⲁⲛⲉ) – 71 11
ⲇ̣ⲁ̣ⲩ̣ ̣ – 90 5

ⲉⲗⲓⲥⲁⲓⲟⲥ (ⲗⲁϣⲁⲛⲉ) – 70 12
ⲉⲩⲫⲏⲙⲓⲁ – 90 8

ⲍⲁⲭⲁⲣⲓⲁⲥ – 81 1

ⲏⲗⲓⲁⲥ (ⲁⲡⲁ) – 86 4

ⲑⲁⲛⲁⲏⲗ (ⲗⲁϣⲁⲛⲉ)– 73 3; 74 4

ⲓⲁⲕ̣ⲱ̣ⲑ̣ – 90 8
ⲓ̈ⲁ̣[ – 85a 1
ⲓⲥⲁⲕ – 75 18
ⲓ̈ⲱⲁⲛⲛⲏⲥ – 70 13 (lashane?); 71 10-11 (ⲓⲱ -

ϩⲁ(ⲛ)ⲛⲏⲥ; lashane: the same?)

ⲕⲩⲣⲓⲕⲟⲥ – 70 4

ⲙⲁⲉⲛⲭ̣ⲛⲟⲩⲧ – 71 11–12
ⲙⲁⲕⲁⲣⲉ – 82 1
ⲙⲏⲛⲁ (ⲙⲟⲛⲟⲭⲟⲥ) – 75 4
ⲙⲱⲩ̈ⲥⲏⲥ – 87 5; 90 3

ⲡⲁⲕⲁⲩ – 90 9
ⲡⲁⲧⲉⲣⲙⲟⲩⲧⲉ – 80 2; 90 7
ⲡⲁϩⲁⲙ – 81 4
ⲡⲁϫⲟⲩⲉⲓ – 87 3
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Toponyms

Anne Boud’hors
IRHT section Grecque
52, rue du Cardinal Lemoine
f-75005 Paris
France

e-mail: anne.boudhors@irht.cnrs.fr

ⲡϣⲏⲣⲉ – 75 14
ⲡϣⲛⲧⲁⲕⲁⲡⲏ – 83 4–5
ⲡϫⲁⲓ̈ (?) – 90 4, 6

ⲥⲓⲗⲉ (ⲁⲡⲁ) – 90 10
ⲥⲟⲩⲁⲓ – 73 3; 74 2

ⲧⲁⲩⲣⲓ̈ⲛⲉ – 75 15
ⲧⲟⲩⲛⲧⲟⲩⲁⲙ (?) – 84 3–4

ⲯⲓⲥ – 71 10

ⲭⲁⲥ – 87 6

ϩⲁⲣⲱⲛ – 69 3 (monk); 81 2
ϩⲟⲩⲙⲉⲥ – 90 6, 10

[ - - - ]ⲗⲉ – 75 18
̣  ̣ⲧⲱⲣ – 90 5 

ⲁ]ⲣⲭ(ⲁⲅⲅⲉⲗⲟⲥ) ⲙⲓⲭⲁⲏⲗ (?) – 94

ⲣⲙⲟⲛⲧ – 75 3
ⲣⲟⲩⲙⲁⲩ – 83 5

ⲧⲕⲟⲩϣⲧ – 70 4
ⲧⲥⲁⲩϩⲥ (?) – 82 2

[?]ⲡⲁⲗⲟⲥ – 75 3
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