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MoRE ON P.Oxy. LXI 4096, MYTHOGRAPHUS HOMERICUS*

Michael Haslam has recently published some notes on P.Oxy. 4096 based on his inspection of the
photographs in the first edition!. During a stay at Oxford, where I inspected the 77 papyrus fragments, I
simultaneously arrived at some of the same observations. The following notes therefore consist primari-
ly of additions to or comments on Haslam’s notes and remarks on readings2, the most significant at fr.
11, 26 and 48.

Fr. 1. 15 the remains are not against Haslam’s H\e]ktpov

16 1.8'0 ed. pr. : instead of 0, perhaps o with a stroke through it

18 Jhoyo.[ ed. pr. : JLoyovl, (v[ almost certain)

Fr.2.ii 3 y[ed. pr., but perhaps n[
4 mpocoy[opev ed. pr., but y is followed by another vertical trace; instead of v.[, perhaps [
14 o[ved. pr. : o[

Fr.3 Haslam’s ’AxJouc[1Ad fits very well since the trace after ov is not a “low speck™ (ed. pr.)
but the bottom of a curve. Lines 1-5 run as follows:

pa"Axlovc[1Ade
avtop] 0 Buplov diclBe kali fipv- 20, 403-404
vev] oc [6]te talDpoc] Hpvyev ENico-
nev]oc ‘Edkav[iov apleic [dva-
KToL. ete.
4 Jot o[ ed. pr., but o cannot be read; c fits the traces better, perhaps o

Fr. 4 As Haslam suggests, the second line reads ]Jpov xepal. Compare the following passages
from the scholia on /1. 21, 194: 16 £tepov 1@V kepdrmv and "Qxeovod képaic

Frr. 5-6  Haslam’s identification of fr. 5.i 5 and 15-16 is correct. Moreover, my reading of fr. 6.1
]stc[[B.]][ instead of |n c[[ﬁ.]][ (ed. pr.) confirms the join of fr. 5.i 16 with fr. 6.1 ]Jo.[. Together these lines
yield é]oreic|

5.16 Haslam suggests: 10v "AnoArovo vo]utov ovloulal[e | cBor but a { does not agree with the
trace after o an upright with a descending oblique, probably part of p or v. Besides, the upright after o
in ov[- is not necessarily av

5.1ii 2 Bagop| ed. pr. : the trace after o looks more like a vertical with a stroke through it; above o
are traces from a correction: a vertical and a dot

7 ...ovtov[ ed. pr. : ...ovtov[..]t.[ in which .[is 0 or ®

8 tafle]l [ ed. pr. : perhaps taf[

Editor’s note: This article was printed in ZPE 112, 1996, 34-36 and is reprinted here, because part of the author’s cor-
rections had been misunderstood. We offer our apologies.

* Thanks to a scholarship from the Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research (NWO) I was able to spend three
months at Oxford.

1 See M. Haslam, “On P.Oxy. LXI 4096, Mythographus Homericus”, ZPE 110, 1996, 115-117.

2 This list of readings is primarily concerned with the larger fragments. Further remarks will be published in my
dissertation (forthcoming).
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11 tecepev[.].[ ed. pr. : there seems to be a thin stroke through t and perhaps through the second
letter, which may be € or o

12 In ed. pr. : perhaps let

6. 6 xotecto| ed. pr., but -n[ or -e1] cannot be excluded

Fr. 7.2 Iliad 22 is indicated by tfi]c X[ and /liad 24 (in fr. 11.8) by t[fic] Q[ (cf. Haslam, footnote
2)
3 Haslam’s Jpeiovl is correct

Fr. 10. 3 Jopoc toc ed. pr. : Jopoc to[t]c

9 J..xered. pr. : Jac €xet

13 Instead of o[octv (Haslam), A éyeton would fit the trace (a small oblique) better
19 kpdmifc ed. pr. : kpote[ic-

Fr. 11 A comparison with the T scholion on 23, 683 (Erbse, b.l) - {®uo 8¢ ol npdtov (mopor-
KGPPaiev): kot v dexdny kol tetaptny ‘Olvuniddo €9’ ‘Inmouévouvc "ABRvnav dpyovrog
’OMvurioct ctadiov Bedviov év meprlopact covéfn €va adtdv “Opanmov EurodicBévto VO 10D
neprlopoatog mecelv kol televthicar 60ev £0ecnicOn youvovc dywvilecBor ktA. 3 - allows an almost
complete reconstruction of 1ff.:

[ .. covéPn é-
1 vartodt[ov "Opanmov  ?
o évro[SicBévta Vo Tod mept-
Copoatoc [necely kol tedev-
thica 60ev [
After this the introduction of running naked must have been recounted: cf. 1. 5 Jercnyncoc|

Fr. 15.3 cvvel ed. pr. : O[ also possible

Fr. 16 The historia on Callicolone is attached to /. 20, 53 not only in this papyrus (in contrast to
the D-scholia where the story is attached to verse 3) but also in the bT-scholia (Erbse) and in P.Berol.
13930 (cf. R. Merkelbach, APF 16, 1958, 117-118)

5 “Aoglov” (Haslam), or perhaps 4-5 vy | Aoc[? Cf. D-sch. OynA® tone

10 “a] | po[vvtoc or mota] | po[v” (Haslam), or exicn] | po[totoc ?

Fr. 19 The empty space above 1. 1 suggests the beginning of a story. ][vlxo.[ could be part of a
quotatlon or part of a prose story after a short quotation. In the first case, 1. 19, 127 ywopuevoc gpeciv
nc, kol poce kaptepov Opkov could fit: this would also explain the correction (nal[v]] xol). However,
the rest of the fragment shows no points of agreement with the scholia (only D) on the Styx.

Another possible verse would be /1. 23, 660 TOE udd’ dvocyouéve temAnyéuev: @ 8¢ k¥’ *AndALmV.
Against the quotation of this entire line speaks the positon of k¥’ ’An6AAwv. Perhaps only the second part
was cited, followed immediately by the historia on Phorbas. Cf. sch. AD on 1. 23, 660 ®6pPoc &vdpet-
0toToC TV k0B’ HTOV Yevouevoc, vepn@avoc 88, Tuyunv fckncey ... Applied to the papyrus, this
would give the following picture:

® 8¢] [Vl x* *An[6AAwv. DépBac dvdpet-

otalroc ylevopevoc ...  (y[or [ ed. pr.)

3 Cf. Erbse b.2: nepil{duoto yop foc 1@V ToddV Srikovia £¢dpovv mpdc 10 u edkéAoc thittecdal. Hctepov 8¢
"ABRvNd tvov dyovilouévev Epyovtoc ‘Inmopévouc covéPn Eva odTtdv mecdvto mpoc 10 umodichfivol vrd tod
rep{opotoc tehevtiicon 80ev EBecricOn yopodc dymviecBon puéypt t0d vov: kth. b (BCESE4).
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I have no explanation for the [v]. Lines 3 and 5-7 seem to be different whereas 1. 4 may coincide with
mo- | yunlv faenlcev (not noynl ed. pr.)

5 lxotat[ ed. pr. : Jxou .oz, the letter before at is probably k (low dot and high oblique)

Fr.20.1 nled.pr.:v[

4 roktik[nc (Haslam) fits the traces

Fr. 21. 7 Jrov ed. pr. : Jtv

Fr. 24 Autopsy confirms Haslam’s identification of fr. 24. The proposed combination of this frag-
ment with fr. 53 (ed. pr.) is thus impossible.

1 1.[, probably ¢ or ¢

71.mled. pr.: J.1[

Fr. 26 does not belong to this collection of fragments, for it is written in a different hand. The same
might hold for fr. 65, in which certainly the v and perhaps the € are written differently, but this fragment
is too small to settle the issue.

Fr. 48 The stroke beneath 1. 6 points at the transition from one story to another. L. 6 probably
contains part of a subscription and 1l. 7-8 a quotation. The latter seem to agree with the quotation of /1.
24, 602 which introduces the story on Niobe (cited in ed. pr. at fr. 12):

xlod [ydp © Nikopoc Ni6Bn éuvi-

clazfo citov
9 the trace before e does not resemble a p (it is more like the right side of «, d, ¥ or A), which would
have been convenient in view of the beginning of the text in the (D)-scholia: N16pn Ovydtnp pev v
Tavtadov, yovi 8¢ "Apeiovoc. covotkodca d¢ ... The papyrus might have mentioned an alternative
father or Niobe’s mother or something similar.

10 Juv[ might stem from yvvn or cuvotkodco

The historia preceding the one on I1. 24, 602 is a short story attached to /1. 24, 251 *AleEavdpov
t0&evBevtoc Vo PrhokthToV, [plapoc 1oV “‘EAEvNC yapov EraBhov EBnke 10 dprctedcavtt Koo TV
uéymv, AntpoBoc 8¢ yevvaioc dyovicdpevoc #ymuev adty. 1 ictopia mapd Avkdepovt. The traces of
1. 6 (high dot, omicron and left side of curve) do not speak against the expected subscription:

N 0’ ictopia mapor Av-

K0p[povt

Fr.53.5 Jpnvled. pr. : Jpn.[, [ is a vertical. These letters are probably part of a citation?.
Fr. 61. 3 Haslam suggests the citation of //. 23, 141. I would like to offer an alternative: //. 20, 146

VYNASY, 16 pé ol Tpdec kol TodAoc "ABMvn

Rijksuniversiteit Groningen Monique van Rossum-Steenbeek

4 Haslam's “Fr. 50. 3” should be “Fr. 53. 3.



