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A GREEK PAPYRUS IN ARMENIAN SCRIPT!

0 Introduction

This article concerns a papyrus containing Greek in Armenian script which is housed in the Biblio-
théeque Nationale in Paris (inventory number BnF Arm 332). Portions of the text and photographs have
already been published,? but I present here the first full edition and commentary. My edition differs
substantially from previous readings of the text which did not recognise that the text, as mounted, was
misaligned.

1 History of the Text

I have discussed the history and possible origin of the text in more detail elsewhere (Clackson forth-
coming a). The text was originally bought at the end of the last century by the French scholar Auguste
Carriere from an Arab dealer, who did not reveal the provenance, but Carriere suspected that it came
from the Faiyum. In 1892 Carriere informed the Mechitharist congregations in Venice and Vienna that
the text contained Greek in Armenian characters and sent them each a photograph of one side of the
text. The text was first mentioned in print in the Armenian journal Bazmavép in 1892 (p. 39) and then
discussed in a work concerning Armenian palaeography (TaSean 1898: 93-105, also printed in the
Armenian journal Handés Amséreay 11 (1897) 325-331); since the first discussions of the papyrus were
written in Armenian, many scholars remained unaware of its existence. In 1937, Georges Cuendet,
unable to locate the original, published an edition of one side of the text based on the photograph which
Carriere had sent to the Vienna Mechitharists. The photograph from which Cuendet worked also
omitted several portions of the text. In 1993 Dickran Kouymjian rediscovered the original text in the
Oriental Manuscripts collections of the Bibliotheque Nationale in Paris.? Kouymjian also discovered a
complete transcription of the papyrus in the Bibliotheque Nationale, which is likely to have been made
by Carriere himself.

2 Description of the Text

The papyrus is currently mounted as if it were a single unbroken text, but actually consists of 4
separate fragments. Two small fragments, containing portions of between 4 and 6 lines, are presently
mounted upside down and back to front in relation to the two large fragments, which both contain
between 27 and 30 lines on each side. I label the 2 large fragments Fragment 1 and Fragment 2. These
two fragments are mounted alongside one another and appear to present a single continuous text (see
Images 1 & 2). However, examination of line-heights, script, papyrus fibres and content show that
although the two fragments do join, their present alignment with one another is incorrect and Fragment
1 should be moved up 3 lines in relation to Fragment 2. Fragment 3 is currently mounted at extreme
bottom left, alongside the final three lines, upside-down and back to front. This fragment joins at the
bottom of Fragment 1, alongside the last three lines of Fragment 2. Fragment 4 is currently mounted at
extreme bottom right, alongside the final six lines, upside down and back to front (see Images 3 & 4 for
the realigned text). Traces of letters at the bottom of this fragment fit exactly with the letters on the third
line of Fragment 1, and consequently it should be aligned at the top left of the sheet.

The left hand and bottom margins of the text are preserved. The top margin is not preserved. The
realigned text is approximately 192 mm high and 224 mm wide. From an identifiable Diogenes chreia
preserved on side B it appears that there was space for 20-21 letters (i.e. approximately 80 mm) before

1 T wish to give especial thank Dickran Kouymjian, Kalle Korhonen and Sarah Clackson for their help in preparing this
edition. Many very useful comments were also made by audiences in Cambridge, Florence, London and Paris and
unfortunately I do not have space to thank every individual by name.

2 See Tasean 1898, Cuendet 1937 and 1938, Leroy 1938, Kouymjian 1996, Clackson forthcoming a.
3 The Bibliotheque Nationale has been unable to locate the acquisition details of the text.
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228 J. Clackson

the right hand margin of the text at its widest. The space between the right and left hand margins must
consequently have been approximately 300 mm.

3 Script and Date

This text is the only surviving example of Armenian script written on papyrus, and the hand is
considerably different from those found in the earliest Armenian manuscripts. Dating of the text on
palaeographical terms is consequently difficult, if not impossible, and there are no clear contextual or
linguistic indications that might aid dating, except that the creation of the Armenian alphabet in c. 400
AD gives a clear terminus post quem. The first dating of the text was made by Carriere who tentatively
assigned it to the 6-7th century (reported at Bazmavép (1892) p. 39). Later scholars (Tasean, Cuendet
and Leroy) followed this dating, thinking that the text was more likely to have been written before the
Arab conquest of Egypt. Hengstenberg (1938) thought this reasoning flawed, since Greek was likely to
have continued to be spoken in Egypt after the Conquest (c. 641 AD), and he proposed to assign the
papyrus to the 7-8th centuries. An earlier date has been put forward by Kouymjian (1996 and
forthcoming), after an extensive study of the letter-forms which he believes are closest to those found in
lapidary inscriptions dated to the 5th century AD. There is evidence from inscriptions and papyri to
show that there were Armenians in Egypt before the seventh century AD, and the presence of the
Armenians in the Byzantine army and administration is well known (see further Clackson forthcoming
a). As I shall show more fully below, linguistic analysis of the language and transcription of the text is
not incompatible with a 5th-7th century date.

The handwriting is rapid, fluent and easy with many joined up letters, and considerable variation in
the formation of individual letters (see Image 5). Line-heights are very consistent, and there are general-
ly no spaces left blank. In some places extra written material has been added between two lines of text.
Phrases and separate words which form part of a list are normally separated by a colon (in the Armenian
script, a colon is the equivalent to a full-stop) but sometimes by a single dot or apostrophe. There are a
couple of extra notational devices: a horizontal bar written above the word Bed¢ ‘God’ in its three
attestations in line 23 of side A, and an X written above the end of the second word in line 20 of side A.

4 Synopsis of contents
All the identifiable material on the papyrus is Greek, and there is no evidence for any other
language. The text contains 4 different types of material:
1) conversational phrases;
2) rudimentary verb conjugations;
3) word-lists arranged by topic;
4) chreiae and sententiae.

All of these categories are also found among ‘educational’ texts from antiquity, and this text has
parallels both with papyrus finds and the bilingual Greek-Latin material gathered under the title of
Hermeneumata (see further Clackson forthcoming a).* For 1) compare the colloguia sections of the

Hermeneumata (see Korhonen 1996), which are also attested on papyrus (P.Prag.Gr. III 237 and

P.Berol. inv. 10582, published together at Kramer 1996: 53-4). The conjugations found on this papyrus
are never complete, and are sporadically distributed through the text. However, they can be compared to
the presence of conjugated material in the Hermeneumata and on papyri (note in particular the bilingual
text P.Berol. 21246 edited by Brashear (1981) and Kramer (1983 text 1) which contains partial
paradigms interspersed with vocabulary items and phrases). The word-lists have clear parallels with the
capitula glossaries of the Hermeneumata, and with papyrus bilingual glossaries (see Kramer 1996: 35)
and monolingual word-lists.5 Chreiae and sententiae are of course familiar from papyrus texts: the

41 am indebted to Kalle Korhonen for pointing out the full extent of the similarities to the Hermeneumata material. See
further the commentary on A6.

5 For example P.Tebt. 11 278 (Cribiore 1996 cat. 99) which contains a list of occupations, or P.Mon.Epiph. 621 (Cribiore
1996 cat. 123), a list of bird-names.
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230 J. Clackson

famous P.Bour. 1 has Diogenes chreiae followed by maxims, just as found on this text, and the Herme-
neumata Leidensia has a section of Hadriani sententiae (CGL 111 30-7). The Greek used in the papyrus
however appears to show a different register to that preserved in other educational material, see further
section 7 below.
The order of the material on each side of the papyrus is as follows:
Side A (previously published side, written across the fibres)
1-5 obscure
6-19 Colloquia (with inserted conjugations at 14 and 17)
19-22 Word-lists (19-20 de ferramentis, 20-21 de artificibus, 21-2 de pellibus)
23 Christian blessings
24 Colloquia
24-35 Word-lists (24 de supellectili, de fictilibus, 25-30 de membris humanis, 31-2 de militia, 33 de
uestimentibus, 34-5 horsemanship)

Side B (unpublished side, written along the fibres)
1-2 obscure
3-20 Word-lists (3-5 de escis (?), 6 de holeribus, 7 de escis, 8 de fictilibus, 9-10 no clear topic, 10 de
caelo, 11-2 de moribus humanis, 13-5 no clear topic, 15-6 de cognatione, 17 no clear topic, 18
conjugations, 19 de tempestatibus, 19-20 adjectives)
20-4 Diogenes chreiae
24-5 Sententiae
25-33 Word-lists (?) (largely with no clear topic except 25 de cognatione (?), 26 de nauigatione, 31 de
linteamine (?7) and 32-3 menses)
34 Colloquia
It is not possible to say with certainty which side was written first, but my impression is that Side A
precedes Side B. This is partly because of physical factors, (the writing seems neatest at the top of Side
A) but mainly because of the content. Unfortunately, a comparison of the contents with the order of
sections in the Hermeneumata is little help, since there is no ‘standard’ order to the surviving texts (the
colloquia may precede or follow the word-lists sections and the capitula sections of the word-lists
appear in different orders). However, even though the material on this text is very haphazard, and many
sections appear to interrupt or run into others, it does seem that the material on side A is better ordered
than on Side B. It would be unlikely that the writer of this piece would take down the almost random
vocabulary on some lines of B before progressing to the well ordered and extensive lists of body-parts,
for example, on side A.

5 Texts

The edition of the text is presented as follows. For each side I present first a transcription of the
Armenian text, in which I have attempted to represent the actual position of the writing on the papyrus,
and then I give a line-by-line transcription with a separate Greek transliteration, followed by a
‘normalised’ reading text of the Greek and translation.

The Armenian letters used in the papyrus, their conventional transliteration and the Greek trans-
literation I employ, are as follows (following their order in the Armenian alphabet):

uer g+ +6 2F h L 4w< 1TU 3 vn "MUSMhr &L
a bgde =zt il kh¢ mynopst r wp kf
a By 8 e OB 1 A xh A uyvomnmn o1t opov o Y

Note that I have used the signs h and y to represent the aspirate and the palatal glide in the Greek trans-
literation.



A Greek Papyrus in Armenian Script

BNF332 a (published side) Fibres are vertical.

1 16SUULhUJ
2 JeRGhURUNLY[
3 BSEPNUSNR|
4 ULUNPULS U
5 UNUNUSNRUNLL] B UUULLHUSURSN]
6  hUNhEPNUSL.] 8PNUSPUNhGUERY ... . [
7 68k U.... LUhEURL.SAURLUENRUE MUGU:QhR hUNUMRU[
§  UGSUhSNhU  BNRUUMRUNRUGUE -MNUNRANTLNTLE AU NSEELERLEUNH|
9 hNUNK MUY BRUARNUSAUNULhGUNSPRRALATUG AN, UeN' b ..d..6[
10 SEhULUBUL PNLUNREUIRR B LUGNUE LhMMURNUEL MPRUNUE UShLUM|
11 BUPNSAU MNHULNUELUMBLE FUMPhAURLSH LN AU USNRNUMASHNR
12 NhUPhSELULURLUURRULR BN NNRUELSH LU UEMNSHU: EPNHRULL RBN..[
13 ULUeNrhUG  Uuuenth [ UUULULeNrhUE LEY hUNUNRYEUL.[
14 ULPNUNhY  52RN U 2NSURCPNLENeNUL bLREUNGLE [
15 BMhhhUEL  MNUMRRRUNNUSNERNUE L HRRUNT UBNNLShUMN, [
16 UbtMU  ULUUBU LB HNUUURSUURSNRSN hSNELEURLNU[
17 HhUUSNU  UEURPh UG LNUE LERNG AU R hQhUNUE LhhUN.[
18 LUNNUESULLPUUESEEURMErAUEL. . [ 5-6 letters ] GUNULNRTUR
19 5ULRUBUSIGU LU R UUU G MIPhRUGU[ 7-8 letters ] LUNUSPNILUU UL
20 MU LHUMULNUZSNRMYEUSERURSHIR] 7-8 letters ] FURLOPIUAUIRRR U]
21 ]PRUNENU:RUNUERU UEUUNRSERU:LAU: Pu3ULSHE USRI EUUS traces of up to 11 letters P[
22 UMUL G BUULPLUUUEL LR <PhUNUPPhUULUULG PPN EHNR. [
23 ] NUAUSNNTUNUUMLENR BNUDHLULU UG UNE@ BNURNKE FURUNR ENUR UMUMG [
24 JBHNPUUUSPEMUEUURSNhSHU: LA UK G LUUGUU B UM LUU MU
25 GRULLRNUUANUS hRUEIULLrhY EUNh AL 5 UNALEPUNU
26 ] UULRANTNUALPYAUAGPUN :NPRUNT NUNRSH LSRR LU ESNMNUNG VLN : [
27 79 letters ] FUNULNRCUUAURRANALALS  PULEANUUSNRLINNULNUNUUSHE NU
28u 1 hbShy
28 7-9letters ] USPhUPUGRUPRRUTLSPREPU LU HUAUNRUNSNTL:RN MUTLFULURNR QU R
29 7-9letters ] SALUUNRMULHULNN LAY PUPUPh P UARZPLUEPRUSNRUU....[
30 7-9 letters ] MNHUCKUUGAALEDU <EULUNUUNUS UL LU LB S|

]

31 7-9 letters

huurhu:UNUSh LU UUGrhL:SNRUUNPUAUS NTLUULS [

231
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32u

32 8-10 letters ].SNL:UNULSUMUUNNSU

33 8-10letters | wUUPNCUUCEUU
34u

34 8-10letters ] UShLLULUSUrNhUPS:

35 8-10letters | hUSIhL PRUINU
Notes

1. Smudge, with what looks like Jwritten over. 2.

strokes.

I 1GSUULRU|
|.etaovic.[

2 JRGhURUNLY[
10evcioovi|

Busia  Byxloc]
sacrifice (?) bulk (?)
3 GSEPNUSNK|
£TePOGTOV|
£TEPOC
other
4 ULLNPULLRT b7 U
ovopav:h 't of

5 uvnUNUSNRLN.LL.]. BLUULLAUSURSN[

VOG0GTOVVO.[..].EVaOV. 16TaVTO[
vOG0¢ T0V gva. ToOTo

disease of the (?) one the same

6 '}hUﬂhEPﬂUS[..] Lrnuskrunheuch ... L L.
d1o0vypootl..]JxpocTicoveoevd ... . . [
yeV]8e1g 00 YPEMOT[® Y peMOTELS 0V Weud[

J. Clackson

UNhUUCk
P:2NhURSNRRUANU
VALV LHUTUUDU
LUMUS LU
@PALNUSPMUCUE LU
AHPUNUUUSURUARUN]

A mark X written above end of word. 3. These letters are reconstructed from the bottom

[You lie I?] do not owe. You owe [I do?] not lie
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Berh .U ... VUhGURL. SR UUGNRUG HUGU:2RRRUN LR U
EXPL. O .. . VOVEGIY.THIVKEOVKEDOKES: C1y1o0V:mIy|
TIUTV Kol 00K EQMKEC.
and you did not pay the price.
Ut SUkSNhUcNhLUUMNUNhUBU G -’nﬂUﬂQf‘ﬂLﬂLle"UU’nﬂSber&bUﬂ'H?[
HETAVTOVKEOVKOTIKOVGELLE ‘TOGOY povoveyicanoteeAbecode|
Het’ adTod Kol ovK Emnkodoe e, oGOV xpdvov Exelg do’ Gte RABec OOe

with him and he did not understand me. How long have you had since you came here?

AOUNRYNUUE RUAPUBRUNU ARG R UNSHRRALPNTUERN.USN &7 .. 0. 5
.1060v:300eycPpoy tvov.wyvotiBiAtoveyo..apo” &”...¢...
doc ot BipAiilov Exw
Give me (?) that I have a book
SthbUbUbPﬂbtU'lhbH'lhr&b"b:U.anbLh’nU.hﬂU‘b"b’nl"hUﬂUb‘bSl’\‘bU."')[
tevpecenepov:aiiekAibev:ayopevinavopevrivcouevtvor|
onuepov Qyouev 1 ToO®UEY TOTHCOUEY TvOL / TV O-
today. Should we go or stay? We will make
E.UrNsShunNu2NU G LUMELE h LMhhhURLShLRCPU LSNRNUMhSPNR [
e.opotionodalopevoneAdivTivicvTivyplovTovosmiTion|
épatel  onovddlmpev dnelbely momoetv Ty xpeioy 100 OomiTion
he asks let us hasten to go to perform the service of the house / hospital.
ﬂhl-ll"l'\SbLU."lJ.UI’\'bUU.r&hbr&b"lﬂ:ﬂhl-lbLSI"LU.Lbr‘ﬂShU:l:r‘ﬂ']-l"UU.f&bﬂ..[
ovktehav.cvpobivbero:ovkedtivavepotic:epodicabeo..|
ovk evTeEN-  poBelv Béhm. ovk éNBelV dvepwtels. Npd NGO
not cheap (?) I want to learn. You do not ask to come. I asked
U uuLenrhut:Uuuenrk [JUUU LULNMHUG LEUh LNUNKUE UL, [
avoyopioe: avoxopt[ Joo:avayopioev:ekivocovkeoy.
QVEYDPNOE. QVEXDPNOO. CVEXDPNOEV. EKEIVOG OVK €57~
He withdrew. I withdrew. He withdrew. That man did not have
UtrnunhuE2eN T U2NSURTPILEMLNUEELR BLNG LM [
uepovovkelyolaLohavplovepyoueeAbevoey:6[
<oN>pepov oV 6xoA&Lm, obprov Epyopat. RADev
Today I am not at leisure, tomorrow I am going. He went

233



234 J. Clackson

15 EMhhPUE LMNUNPRPUTNUSNTSRNUE L RUNTLU BN MITTLSh LN, [
envicevroonvicnochodevouevdiysovueodovvro. [
énoinoev. TG TOlElg nMdG 00gvopev  Oe1EOV pot 000V TNV
He made. How do you make? Where do we go? Show me the road

16 Ut HNYULUUG:U L HNYUURSUURSNR:SNhSNGLEURLNU [
LE:EQ0KOKAOE: OV EDOKALOVTAOVTOV  TOVTOEV :EKIVOO|

£dmica kol ot. dvESwio TR 0rTOD. T0VTO M. EKEIVOC
I gave to you as well. I gave them to him. It was this one. That man

17 Hhh LU SNULEULPRNUE LNV G LG LNELAUE LAh2RUNUE L:h2RUN. [
d1uvatookesypoc:exopey:exoexlo:extiiioouev:ilico. [
duvaTOg Kol 1o VPOC. ExOUEY. Exm. ExE1g. ExeL.
able and strong. We have. I have. You have. He has.

18 LU NUEDUUU:DUUE SEEUNMENhUE L. [ 5-6 letters] l?U'lU.Qﬂhh“']U.b[
Kohocepoko. Qoketeeumeptuey. . [ 5-6 letters] eadoyovuman|
KoADG fparyo.  @byete un mepiuéviete AALOY 0D
I ate well. Eat don’t wait elsewhere

19 bU-QhUbUSf.‘b.U'U.:bU'h"U-lU..H:’nl”'hl"UbU[ 7-8 letters] LUAUS,NLUUUR[
eo)10e0TPEN O ELIVKOL IETIVLIoES| 7-8 letters] viadatpov:iopo|
goynoe £roinoeg apotpov.  auoo
he had you made plough. waggon.

20 '\;PU."]U.‘L::']-PU.'T]U.bﬂU:S.ﬂh']-bUSb-R‘bl"Sh’nl’_‘[ 7-8 letters] PUhL:PrNUNU PR U |
dpanav:dpoanavos:tovdesteyvitini] 7-8 letters] tuv:gpoviut o
dpémovov. dpémavov. TEYVITNG epovipog 1PN
sickle.  sickle. craftsman intelligent  youth

21 1 rrUNLNL:RUN UEhU LUEUUNR SEhU:-LPMU: PUUERE UPSh M EUUS. traces of up to 11 letters N[
|piooyov:xorkevs ‘kKeokovTELG Y IpOL. 1K.C.eyEVITL:OpepoLy. traces of up to 11 letters p[
xlpvooydog. yoAkedc: Kol GKVTEVG. YN PO dépuo
gold-smith. bronze-smith and cobbler. widow. (?) hide.

22 UuMnuu: F16UUURLLUUU BN UUR LPhdUNU:PPRULUULS hANCh S ENRaNE..
oAV YAELOK LY KOUEACKIVN IDQGOG: PLUGOGOYALYOPLYEOPYOUL..
anhavic. KopeAorKlov Vyog.  @Boo 6yog Atyovplov. yempyoD
fixed. (7) cap height. bellows sack shoe-strap. of a farmer
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26

27

28u

28

29
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] ﬂbl"USﬂﬂ‘bﬂU‘U.:'-lbﬂf&bﬂUth'lURUhUbL:ﬂGbﬂUPﬂhGl"UhU:ﬂ@bﬂU@U.f‘U.'ﬁb[
1 ovicToovopa:keoBeospihaycicev:obeosBoibicic:obeoctaparne|
70 Gvopo. kol 6 Bedg eAGEN oev. 6 Bedg BonBhon 6. 6 Bedg Bepame[Hon o
the name. And God guard you. God help you. God heal [you
]ban‘U.UU.SH:'Fﬂl-lbUU.I’\SﬂhSI"UhLI"F‘hWh‘U:ﬂhWb‘U:HU¢UU3I’*L'\~}"¢N"DMU'\~}"‘Q[
leyopasatiedokesavtovtint:ABidiv:ovdev:kapoay tvdippty:kadv|
Nyopaca. Tl £dwkeg OTOL TIUNV; Aefntiov. oVOEV. kouyo. digplov. kKadiov
I bought. What price did you give him? pot. nothing (?) basket. chair. jug.
ELUU LR NUURNUSIPRUEIULLPU BLNR L l:.LﬂPLbdDU.r‘U.[
gxoavbosovlootpiyuelovypio evoudiv evofrepopal
EavBic ovAdTpLOoC pehayyphic évdtiov PAEpoapo
blond curly-haired. swarthy ear-ring eyelids
] Ubr&r‘ﬂ’nﬂUth}"l—th::ledJUrl:n¢r&U."IUﬂU:ﬂhS}"b:Sf‘hﬂthbSﬂrnﬂb:ﬂqu‘ﬂU:l-lﬂr‘hbz.[
1 avBpomos:ihikio: ke@ah: 0900106 0V TV TPLYLVHETOTOV:0QPOG: KOPLY:.[
dvBpomoc. MAwkio. kepoAn. o@BoAudc. dtiov. Tpixtov pétomov. d@pvG. KoOPM.

man. age. head. eye. ear.  hair forehead. eyebrow. pupil.

7-9 letters] Of'lﬂUU.‘ﬂhf‘U.‘lJl"Uﬂhc}ﬂth"b:SPU.Eb'lﬂL:UdDﬂhL']-ﬂ'lﬂ‘b:ﬂUﬂU:UShf&ﬂU:[
7-9 letters] yAooo.-00pavicyL:yoLALV:Tpoehov:6povvdorov:opos:atifoc |

YADGGO 0Vpavickoc. yovAlov. tpdymiog. edvdvAoc. drog. otibog.
tongue. palate. throat. neck. spine. shoulder. breast.
] hhShy
7-9 letters] UShh 1 hLER Uhh 2:ULShREPULUNMHRUUNRUNSATL:RNL UNLE LU-LNR QU R
Jvhty
7-9 letters]ktivAtv:evvivy:ovTixepor Kopdioicovkotov:xoAt:omAvoryovu
daxtu]Aidov

daJktdAov. vy Lov. dvTiyerp. kapdia. GLKWTOV. XOAN. orAfjva. youiov (?7)
finger-ring
finger. nail. thumb. heart. liver. bile. spleen. humour (??)
7-9 letters] ®NUUURTIULRUNNRRHAUDUPR LR URRSP LU BIRUSNRULL....[
7-9 letters]govac:Mnopiv:opyidioecsiviy:Bilv:pepic:youvo...[
Amapiov. opyidia. wwAiov. BOlwv. unpoc. yovorto
fat. testicles. penis.  breast. thigh. knees

235
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30

31

32u

32

33

34u
34

35

J. Clackson

7-9 letters] :MNHULCP U LERMALEP U EUL UNUUNUS UUR LU LUG D [
7-9 letters] : modoptv -vevp:PAeeo: hepo -copuo:00TpoKIV:0VKED|
noddprov-  vedpov. pAEPo. alpo: odpo. doTpdikiov. Eykép[aiog
foot. nerve. vein. blood. body. skull. brain
7-9 letters] r&I"LIU\PI""U:U'T]U.SI""U:“]UPUU‘br‘h"U:SﬂRUUP:(DU"IUSr‘ﬂL:UU.q.-[
7-9 letters] Oucoprv:omativimapapepty: Toxsap:goiatpov.cory|
Onxdpirov. ondbiov. napapunprov. toEdprov. papétpo. cay[trtdprog

sheath. sword. dagger. bow. quiver.  archer
unhyurhu
8-10 letters].SNLUNULSUNUUNRSUM:20h Uh:SNRAURPU[
GOVKOPLY
8-10 letters] .rov:Kovrcxpchonr(xp:gouvutoﬁtcx:[}pqc[
GOKKAPLOV
KovTapLov. okovtdpilov. Lavn. tovPio. Bpalkio:
sock
spear. shield. belt. leggings. trousers.

8-10 letters] LUUPNMLUNEUUN:PELNLUULUUU:DU

8-10 letters] v:uoupop:KopeKOA: EAOV: KON QoL
LOQOPLOV. KOPAKUAAOV. QEAOVT]. KOUAGLOV.
headdress. hood. cloak. shirt.
uumu L nru.

8-10 letters] U.ShULU LU.SUPNRULS: @ PATLAUSRPIUAUGLU

Koo v opo
8-10 letters] atwvAavot:kpovutt: Opovos:himap:celo|
AavorTov. Opdvoc. inmdpilov. cEALQ

woollen cloth / garment. chair. horse. saddle.
8-10 letters] PUSPPU ®RUGNU.HUNLUUSURULAL]
8-10 letters] wotptv (peow(_)g.&cov: KoTovoL Kol
Kor]icTplov KkotaBo
bridle dismount
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BNF332 B (unpublished side) Fibres are horizontal

1 JuBLUUEY[

2 IshUNLUG [

3 J5ruer:

4 AU UUPENL: [ U HLUUC Y by

5 ] EANR LU [JHPUUNMUC

6 IPPUURR | SERPUY: (3-4 letters) .&..[.]SNUR Y UGL.[

7 ISNUULME FRUG LRBLUUNNTULURUCU RN LU RUCSILSUNU

8u NURRUELNL

8 UBLNLELSE  FULUPhEARLANSERMPUULUUR  UhUNRUUU™ S” [

9 IINLRUNRU dULPLULPMUGHUUNBALRULNSAU,  dU®hUNU'[

10 IPURUNLABUNUY  AEPILUMUNNTLHUMUNUG LESNUN AU LNeN]

B IMUMUCULPRSAY  NUAETPNULENANUSPR YA NTRUNY - Ubh QUUN:

12 IsuuNUUURE UrU3hSPULULNRSE LUUNNULUY — UWUUR3UU™ by’

13 unRru.Ly LULUMNSAULNCTIRUMUCUSHUN UUULRNU

14 BUNUURY PhORURUURUGER . UBURUR  UNLUhaNh™ U”

15 RURPhU HUUNLIUNPNUALL h U hSPLGhUE  P'eN UEMUSEPUR Shr
16 JebRNR.S.APAL  EPIUGSEPNUUN® MU SM U GHhUNL: UG UNUA NG

17 UL UuhunU U [ 7-9 letters ] URPhURLUNUU:.RU.REPUNL-LE PATL”
18 IN®* 6P NUMRLRUE  7-9 letters INNNAINPAUIUAUUBUR  NRNCRY

19 JUSU: LU MR 7-9 letters 6 NURUPUR BhEALURUS” P 5M [

20 JALAPRUNTUE LAPYANL. HPNGEUPUNURR Uk UNU S NUNSURHTL]
21 LR MNMNR.MNTUAPNRURIE LTINSUTH LR UNALUBUSENRUNRUANGEL | NLd: hHIUNU. [
2 TP URUL LNMIEPURU UM MIE USU RUSULLURU RY PARUUUG LUSN'L.SPUNUSUNRULL[

23 IMUSHPUNRHANGHE UAUNUR ORI UIN R UhUrU LU EGUNUUNPh L UUG eNh. |

24 JUURGRUEN @ PR N UL RRSNRRPNR SN UPUSUGUUUSU U eh... [

25 JUSNUURPLSUSH UUUSUUNLAUNGhUDN ANURENR-UULANULUNTUY

26 1R EPNLAPELARAS LEUSENU-LEU LAULMUN @5 LW MR NURUUR]

27 JUUUNRNUGUUUNU:SAIPNUMERNLLURS PUAUL UG LU SUGH U U

28 IPL.U SNUAPUZRRNR. . U... UY .. NRTMPRPNRYEUEPNUULS UL, [

29 1.MSNL.SUMMUR:-QUE UNU-L UQUUIM USh U enru[

30 ] HEPUURSNRUC AU UL RS Hs 2URUL UPhUSENUULUNhR-UUSN.[

31 JUUUSULRL Ul unQUhU NUUPR LU LUGLUR U U
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32 1nE:MUCUNREP:MULN UMUEG LhEMhd:UBUN[
33 ].l"SU.LLJ_.:"]UﬂL:b“]I’*P Uty nr‘h<h:ufnnbufnr_lnr&hU[
34 1.NRUELREUREIRIR & ANNhE BANNRR[
I UsLuUeyl

Joehogey]
2 IShUNLLG

Jtioovke. [
3 IenhueRL

|.ehoyv:

oBJerioxoc.

skewer.
4 JULUSEMNUL LIV LUUCY b

|.:avagepov:.[.Jvéiv:oapd v’

avopépav. [AE]vtiov. copdivn

offering. napkin.  sardine
5 1.6UNRUGUNU [P LUnmUC|

].ehovviyodo. [.]dpiv:ikomap|

YéAo. VOplov.
milk. jug (?)

6 IPhULRRI SERIUY. (3-4 letters) ..[..]SNURY UGL.[

IpuoviBitebpor:. (3-4 letters) .¢..[...]tomd -cev.

dvnBov. Budpdiciov. Touidlov. cevviov
dill. lettuce. knife. sieve (?)

7 ]S'ﬂUU':brnbhl"‘Ub'b.Qb:LlU'IﬂbUhUCUhPﬂD:UhUPSﬂL‘<U'IU [

]pouoc.: enevioeviexalov HLOLPULPOVIHLOPTOV ‘hoka[

énoinoev <€>Let. (7) KoAOV um GALLPOV. Un GpT<VT>OV -OA0[G
he made he boiled. fine not salty. not seasoned. salt
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NUhRUE LN
JUBUNULEL:SEFU LUPh @ P LNNSEMMh LULUURURUNRU UL S7 [
OVIYLEVOV
|uevovev:teyav:kibpiv:motep:mvok: kowktsovpas” T
myovov. kuBplov. ToTHpLOV. TIVEKIOV. KOWKIOV.
pan. jug. cup. plate. cup.
JHNLLRUNR LU PUUR LUMTU G LUNRALP UL MSPUPU:PhUNU. |
[810v:xc0vA0: POKLV:0pTOrYIVGOLBALY AR TPOpG: PO [
EOlo.  @axlov. aprdymn covPAiov. Aerntopdyic. cenKou[o
wood. flask. hook  awl. fine-stitching. cord
JPuRUALAE U AUWErNLUMUANTLUUNLNUE LEPNUNR UL LNPN]
[wBap:Abop:ordepov:amodov:kanyvog:eveos:ovdi:orvopo[
nA]vBdprov. MBdprov. oxAnpdv. analdv. kdnvog. vépog. e0dia. Yvoeo[g
brick. stone. hard. soft. smoke. cloud. clear sky. darkness.
1MNU:MUAULPR SPUNU, EMPNULUEN, L NUR PR Y NMRUNUU b RUUN:
roc:ropaiivtikos: Aenpoo:keAlos:hivdpomrikos: pivycop:
ToPaAVTIKOG. Aempdg. KOAAGG. VOPOTIKOG. ULEGPLOV.
paralytic. leper. club-footed. dropsical. snot.
]SU.HﬂU:U.UGb"LJhU.ShShU:UIU.LlﬂthL:LIU.'IﬂU:LlU.LIU.U:U'I“:SU.U\ "tll':'U/
|to00:060ev LAy 1T16:KOKOVTEV  KOAOG: KOKAG: IL:YOIG™ TG
doBevig. dmdnc. koxddng. (?) koddg. kéxog. ufov. loomig
weak. unpleasant. bad-smelling. good. bad. baldmoney. jasper
unrerULU4ULUMNSh:ULNMMhU-MUNU ShUNUUU LENU
cobpoyokodanoti:cropric:nopaticos:cavbos
660pa kadlanddiov. okopriog. mopddeicog. EavOic
louse shoemaker’s last. scorpion. garden. blond
BunuuhurhehUhuu hudthrh -U:b'lbLRUﬂ"b:"thDﬂh\ u’
EVOCUIKPLPIGIOUICPEVOIT:EMVYTOV:IVIPOV G~
uiKpn eUoG N orevdelc. EdeyEov. viyov (?)
small nature don’t hurry. (?) put to the test! wash (?)

239
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15 PUBI’\I‘U'\-PU.HHLW—HUHPHU:PCI; b"bl’jShpQ-h‘L!b.\ f."QﬂU'b:’nU.Sbf‘:U‘l'\\ shr”
Babruadpakovocopos:Bed L vittvyve' p yope:motep:uttip”
Babic Spdxmv / dpdicovtog Spoc. Thv yHv Epyopat. mathp. uiTnp
deep snake/snake’s hill. (?) the earth (?) I go. (?) father. mother
16 |PLRNR.S.LHURPNULSEINUUNPNUST U Fh LN UFhUNTUA L
lge:00v.1..6100106:TEp0G: KOAPOV: TP O "YIVOV: OryVOV:1tov
adel]on: Buy<d>tnp Beia Belog. £taipoc. KOAmog. dyvvov. 1dtov
sister.  daughter aunt uncle. companion. lap. wifeless. private
17 UL uuhunUUR [ 7-9 letters] UekhLhUUNUU:.RU.3 GrUunue1tE” rNu”
Juev oxwvouo:0[ 7-9 letters] csxu)vmc(xlom:..Qq..@sppov:x?»s\ pov’
GKNVOUOL. oyowiov. xdAopoc. Oepudv. yAropdv
tent. rope. reed. hot. warm.
18 ]f)df Gr' NUMhLhUG[ 7-9 letters] N:NLPANCRUU R UUGU PN PSNMRU
log ep o:amvike[ 7-9 letters] o:0Ayopioad.ace:HoAyoplc
an]ogépw. annveyke oAryopnoo ?[anéldpooce: ut OAympElG
I bring back. He brought back I neglected  he escaped. don’t you neglect
19 JULU: WUNEShY] 7-9 letters] & NURUNPUR b.l'}r&ﬂ"b:U'hUS\ (v l|
Joo:kadeyid] 7-9 letters] :e:3poct:kpad evbov:uiot pemh.
xoA]alo. xotonyld[iov dpdoog.  £00OV. un otpePric
hail. squall. dew. straight. not crooked
20 INUSHPRUNUELMRUPLL]HNGE URUNURR Uk UNU SR NUNGNUR ML
YAvkov. (2) ‘Tél‘K.p.(,)‘V A10yeviic O KUVIKOG PLAOGOQOG 10mV
sweet. bitter. Diogenes, the Cynic philospher, seeing
21 JURANTNE.ANUANRURE LINSUMNUORUNFULUBUSENRUNRUAMNGEL | Nt hHIUNUL [
IvBponov.novipovsinevrotantvoloiiviesteoycova:dioyev” lok:¢: 180voo..[
a]vOpdmovg movnpovg einev motom{v} eréAn{v} pesth 6Eovg; Aloyév<ng> 0 K<LVIKOC> P<IAOGOQOC> 1S
wicked men, said “What sort of ointment-jar is full of vinegar?’ Diogenes, the C(ynic) ph(ilosopher), seeing
22 1P UPUU LNMGCURU, UG LSULUSU LURU PUrNRUUUG LU SNL.SPUNLSUNRY,
Jvicovonepo 1oV ITEVTOYOTOY O IUIKPOVGOGEVOTOV. TIKOVTOOVK. |
einev 16EeL takel ply kpovoog Eva, TOV TekdVTOL 0VK [eldmg (??)
said ‘enough (??)’ ??? lest hitting someone, not knowing who fathered you 7?7?
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23 MU ShrUNP:HPNSE UhUNUR:P RN LN P LU PUCU LU U UUNPh UUBLNR. |
noT1po0ov:8107eV1o:0: KL ELUISOVITOALY LK POV LEYOAXCTIVANG EXOV. |
TANKON] Totp cov. Aloyévng 0 Ku<VIKOG> P1<AOG000c> 18V TOAY Hikpay peydhog ToAog éxov[cav
is hurt] your father. Diogenes, the Cy(nic) phi(losopher), seeing a small town with large gates,
24 ]UU'hbﬂUb'lr&H"’nn'lP‘Uzur‘ﬂhSﬂhF‘hﬂhSﬂde‘ﬂ"bl"‘l{SU.Q-PUUU.SUUr‘ﬂh ...... [
loweyoerBunois: apyttovBrovtoppovivioypopoto -opyt......
gon xhetoate tog mOAa]g un EEEABN 1) mOMG: dpym 10D Blov 1O @povely Té ypdupoto dpyn
said shut the gates] in case the city escapes. To understand the letters is the beginning of life. The beginning
25 1 U.SNU U hLSU.SUU U SU:UM2hUNDhU.PNRNUR ENhUULrNUUNLY: [
|.atopobivtaypapato:apyicoplopoBosteov:okpos:kovd|
70 noBelv ta ypdupoto. dpyn coeio<c> edPog Beod. poipde. kovd[dg
to learn the letters. The fear of the Lord is the beginning of wisdom. long. short.
26 JREMNUANE2ARAS UEUSENULEU LR MUNRE LR R L NURUUR|
18epov:BpelBruveatepos:veavick:mopbev:dovit: dovdocBact
éhed]0epoc. mpeaPing vemtepog. vedvickog topbévog. do0AN. dodhog Pact[Aeie
freeman old man  junior. young man. young girl. slave-girl. slave king
27 ].U..:l-lU.f‘ﬂhﬂﬂUd?UUUﬂuSb’n(‘ﬂU:’n"Ibhﬂb:bU.hS hU:U LUSPLUU SUSP UL L[
].0:k0LPOVYOGPGAOG: TITPOG: TAEVOV: VOV TGOV OLY LY KOLTOYLY. V|
KOPOUYOG WOULOG. TPOTLG. TAOTOV. VOWTNG. OVEYELY. KOTAYELY
carriage sand. keel.  boat. sailor. putoutto sea. putin to land
28 JAUUSNUAPUZARNR.U.UY .. NhMhhNhLUET UEMNUULSPU LG [
J.wv..atovBpaliyov..o...ak...ovmviovkeAkeposoTpoyeA]
0V TTOlET 0VK atpdymAog
he does not make not without a neck (?)
29 ].MSNR.SUMNURRUE UNU-RUSUUI MUS RULNNUL
|..ntox..tamvi: yoevoo:yalual motpioyopal
ntoyoc Tomewvh. EEvoc. xdoua. ToTpic. YoOpo.
poor humble. stranger. gulf. fatherland. country
30 ].']-bf.‘U.U.hSﬂI'\U.f‘QI'\U‘U\"b'H‘hS -']-bRUhU.U.f‘hUSbf‘U.;U.‘L.uﬂh-R-l-lU.Sﬂ.[
|.6epaovtovapyinovdpit: SexclopIoTEPOLOVOVY KATO. [
avToV dpyxuavdplng: 8e€1d dpiotepd. dvo: KGT®
of him/it archimandrite.right left. up. down
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31 JUUUSUURU UL UNQUAUNTLURR LU RUELUR LR R
Jnoxt:cavavikofuicov:crovayseloy: |
udk<tpov>. sdfavov. koécuog icog. cuvaic Elatov:
towel. napkin. world equal. congregation oil.

32 1nE:MUCUNRE MU LN LNUE UEMh:UBUN [
JoB:mapuovBumoyov:toevi:enie: peco|

eapev]mb. poprovdi. moydv. mowvi. éniel. ueco[pn

Egyptian month names

33 ].hSU"lJU..:"'IU.ﬂ‘b:l:’nhP -UbUﬂf‘b<h:U"nﬂhU"ﬂmGhU‘[
|- ravoimaov:emiB -uecopthi: amovamoodup |

noovi. Emel. pecopn.
Egyptian month names

34 ].NhYELELURLIRUR & INNhRENNNE [

J.ovkerBec:0eric0 e AoovBero:ovd]
oV NADec. Béherg Béhm 00 BéL®. 00 O[EA-
You didn’t come. You want [ want I don’t want. [ ] not want.
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6 Commentary

Side A

Transcription Notes

6 Traces of the lower parts of further letters run to the end of the fragment.

7  Letter at end of first fragment must be £ although only the horizontal cross bar remains.

9  Readings of the middle and the end of the line are very doubtful. There is a smudge after & which is written above the
line, but there seem not to be any letters beneath the smudge.

13 Only traces of the final & on this line remain.

20 The letter before the break could also be " orN.

22 416UUUPU ((yAepoxy): Cuendet read ]9\ ESUURL (JyAetaxy) (1937: 224-5) and Leroy .yAeopoxty (1938: 516);
the latter is impossible and the former unlikely. The U (o0) is formed with a very open downward loo‘p"

23 A horizontal stroke is written above the letters @5NU in all three cases on this line.

25 This line is squashed between lines 24 and 26, and must have been written after line 26.

32 There are traces of the tops of further letters at the end of this line.

Notes

1-5 These lines are too short and fragmentary to allow any secure interpretation, and the Greek equivalents and translations

10

11

12

given are very tentative. It is not even wholly clear whether this section contained word-lists or phrases. Note that the
material on line 4 may be in part paralleled at line A34 and A34u below.

The alignment of Fragment 4 with the main text shows that we have here the reproduction of two sides of a
conversation. Kalle Korhonen (p.c. 15/10/98) suggests that this is parallel to the ‘quarrelling with the money-lender’
section (§26) of the Colloquium Harleianum (CGL III 113.72-114.45 = 643). This would consequently represent a
signigficant link between the ‘phrase-book’ sections of the papyrus and the Colloquia. The interpretation of ypootic as
xpewotelg ‘you owe’ follows Grégoire (in Leroy 1938: 517). Although the contraction of o to  is not found in Greek
papyri, it does occur in Coptic documents of the sixth century (for example, KSB 1 024, 025).

The reading Tipivkeovkedokes and interpretation Tiuny ko ovk Edwxeg follow Cuendet 1937: 223. The reading is
however uncertain (the T may be better read as an p), and the word order with misplaced xoait is odd. I can find no Greek
word to match oweotv or {iy- at the line end and beginning.

edoxeo for £dwkoag ‘you gave’ shows the Modern Greek form replacement of 2nd person singular -og by -eg, attested
elsewhere in the papyri (Gignac 11 348f).

nocoypovoveylcanoteeABecode: the phrase nécov ypdvov €xelc dnd can be paralleled in 6th century AD literary texts:
cf. Eusebius of Alexandria Sermones 4.1 (333A in Migne’s text, PG 86) mdcov ypdvov éxel 6o’ ob dobevel ‘how long
has he been sick?’

06§ is to be interpreted &8¢ which comes to mean ‘here’ and ‘hither’ in Post-Classical Greek (Funk 1961: 56).

The reading of this line is doubtful, and no secure interpretation can be given.

doopeyoPBpoytv: the letters are quite clear (although the 6 may be read as an w) but the interpretation is not. The
Armenian letter here transcribed as y was previously read as t( as also on A24 below.

Tevpe cannot be securely identified; it most likely represents a form of a verb in -tebo.

oepepov: here Greek 1 is transcribed as € when it occurs before a nasal (cf. Gignac I 243, who cites a parallel spelling
céuepov from 599 AD).

aMexABev: there are several possible interpretations, none of them particularly convincing:

i) &AAn ékAiOn ‘another was bent’;

ii) &AAN éxAeiBn ‘another was closed’ (for parallel form éxAeifn cf. P.Ross.Georg. 11 text 26, col. 11, 2);

iii) &AAN ékA\On ‘another was called’;

iv) 8AAN €EnABev ‘another left’ (compare the metathesis of dpepo for 8éppa. at line 21 below).

apott is here interpreted as épwrel, standing for épwtd and showing the confusion of -d.o and -éw verbs met with
elsewhere in the papyri (cf. Gignac II 364f.). Note the parallel of op for ep at A23 (Bapamne-for Bepomev-); however, the
compound verb (which shows the same confusion of declension), is spelt avepotic at Al12.

onodalopev is here interpreted as orovdalwuev (other verbs ending in -8&Lw or -dalopat in LSJ are: ovddlopot,
kndalm, kAvddalopat, kvd&la, puddlopar, capddle, oxedalm, cpoddle). This word shows the only example of
Greek ov represented by o in this text, but the substitution of o or ® for ov is not uncommon in papyri (Gignac I 208-
212, note the citation of éniorodoicuod for énionovdacuod on 212).

TIcWVTIVYpLowvTovoonition: the phrasing and meaning are paralleled by e.g. P.Oxy. I 138 r. 28 (dated to 610-611 AD)
nocov xpelov 100 elpnuévov otaProv motely ‘perform every service of the stable’. It is not clear whether 6oritiov
means ‘house’ or ‘hospital’ in this phrase.

ovktvtedav.cvuobivBedo: if the form wrel-does stand for some form of evteAfg ‘cheap’ it may show a parallel with
the ‘Folium Parisinum’ (P.Louvre Eg. 2329, published at Kramer 1983: 89-95), a bilingual glossary with Greek written
in Latin characters, which includes the gloss ‘bile utelo’ (line 20, for uilis e0teA®dg). Note the representation of the
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diphthong ev-in both texts. A reading cvvpoBely 6éAw is unlikely, since the compound cvupavBéve is otherwise
unattested, and consequently it is preferable to suppose that an accusative ending in -civ should be read before poBelv
B¢\, but it is difficult to understand what sense the whole phrase then makes.

ovkeltwy: if the interpretation is correct, this is the only time that éA\Belv is spelt with an unaspirated t in this text,
although the spelling is found in papyri from the 2nd century AD onwards (Gignac I 90 with refs.).

In this line we have the first examples of attempts to conjugate verbal paradigms. Note that here there appears to be no
rationale behind the order in which the forms are cited. The compound verb is written without an augment, a feature
found elsewhere in the papyri (Gignac II 223-4).

In this and in the following lines the phrases become shorter and seem to function as practice for verbal conjugations.
ovkelyohalo: the reading is tentative, and the use of the voiced { rather than voiceless o in the initial cluster of
Cxoralo is unexpected. If the reading of e at the beginning of the word is accepted, it may be an example of a ‘prothetic
vowel’ before a consonant cluster, comparable to the writing excavBog for EavBdc at A25. Vocalic prothesis of this
type is occasionally met with in the papyri (Gignac I 312), but it may reflect the phonotactic rule of Classical Armenian
whereby all initial clusters of sibilant + obstruent are pronounced with initial [3].

ogy: these three letters following NABev resist interpretation. A reading oy seems an obvious solution, and it is possible
that what is read here as & (¢) is in fact b (v) with a small U (o) written beneath it. Note that the form of the following
letter is also difficult and it may be overwritten.

havpiov: the initial unetymological aspiration of apiov is also attested in papyri cf. Gignac I 137.

hodevopev: the same term may apppear in the Greek-Coptic glossary published at MPER xviii 263.4 vdevore (read by
Hasitzka as deVte but perhaps better (0)dgvorte).

dyyoovueodov: Se1EOV not 686V, the writing of we for dative pot is paralleled elsewhere in the papyri, cf. Gignac 1274
fn, and in this text by oe for oot in the following line. The omission of h in odov despite the fact that it was written on
the derived form hodevopev earlier in the line reveals once more that this text reflects the vagaries of the spoken
language.

ovedokoontoontov shows the replacement of the dative by the genitive, as widespread in later Greek.

tovtoey should perhaps be interpreted as todto fiv ‘it was this one’; an alternative explanation todto &v ‘this one thing’
seems less likely as it is not a complete phrase and consequently unlikely to be written between punctuation marks.
Note that in several other places in this text ev is apparently meaninglessly added to the end of words: pevovev (BS),
rkokovtev (B9), ykwxquv B17).

After the two adjectives at the start, this line contains two verbal conjugations (in each case the 1st plural is given first).
The first verb is obviously £y, but the identity of the second, apparently a future tense, is uncertain, ? (o (cf. late aor.
1Cnoa and perf. {nko).

In the middle of this line the lacuna evident after the correct realignment of the text begins.

KoAooepoko: pokeTeepimepiey: the interpretation of gox- as eory- in this line shows the confusion of voiced and
voiceless consonants, widespread in Egyptian Greek as evidenced by the papyri (Gignac I 79). This is the only example
in this text of the confusion between voiced and voiceless velars, but there are several cases of 1 for & and & for 7.
eaxeteepmeptpey: the interpretation @ayete un mepuév(ete seems satisfactory, but it fails to take account of the
double ee at the end of gaketee. It is possible that either the second ¢ should be interpreted as 7} or may be a mistake on
behalf of the writer.

eohoyovimow appears to contain GAAayo?d ‘elsewhere’. The following word may be etna ‘I said” (with the 1st person
ending -o in place of -ov as frequently in late Greek), in which case the next letter cannot be read as b (v) since this
letter always stands as the second element in diphthongs in Armenian and in this text, and consequently cannot begin a
word.

ecytoeotpepo: the first word appears to be the aorist £oynoe from &y, formed parallel to future oynow and perfect
£oynko; or it could be £oyioe from oyilw ‘split’. The reading and interpretation of the following word is uncertain; it is
perhaps to be identified with otpéupo which has a Byzantine Greek meaning of ‘field’, and this would fit in with the
agricultural terms later in the line. However, the word otpéupa is not found in published Greek papyri.
glvika.iemuioeo: the final word is certainly the aorist énoinoeg but the preceding text is difficult to make sense of.
One suggestion might be Hulv kol oot (then reading érnoinoe o-) ‘he made for us and for you.” However, the word order
with initial positioning of the indirect object pronouns seems unusual (cf. Horrocks 1997: 59).

ahatpov -opoy[: the second word could only be Gua&o ‘wagon’ or Guoxog ‘without battle” or a derivative. The first
option is supported by the reading of aAatpov as Gpotpov which shows dissimilation of p_p and assimilation of vowels
paralleled by eaAdatpov for papétpa in A31. Note also the occurrence of both terms in the de ferramentis section of the
Hermeneumata Einsidlensia (CGL III 262.52 and 36); tool-names continue at the beginning of the next line.
dparav:dponavos: the second word has a cross written above the ending, the significance of which is uncertain. It is
not clear why here alone the author of this text repeats a nominal form. It seems unlikely that he is attempting to decline
the word (which in Greek actually takes the form dpérovov or dperdvn). Tovdec was interpreted by Cuendet (1938: 63
and Leroy 1938: 520) as o0deig ‘no one’ but there appears to be an extra letter at the beginning of the word, although it
is very smudged. Perhaps here we have another tool-name, Greek §10800¢, only attested as the gloss of Latin bidens
‘two-pronged fork’ (CGL I1I 362.60).
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teyxvitunt almost certainly contains some form of teyvitng ‘craftsman’. Since the beginning of the next line contains the
names of craftsmen, we might here have the beginnings of a de artificibus or de opificibus section, parallel to those
found in the Hermeneumata. However, the remaining words in this line cannot be matched to Greek terms for
craftsmen.

wwv:epovy P o : yuv may be the end of a word such as Tyufv or an adjective in -1pog or the verb form fjuny ‘I was’.
The following letters are here interpreted as a truncated form of @pdvipog ‘intelligent’, followed by 1Bn ‘youth’, with
the beginning of another word written above the line. A reading @poviun Bio ‘intelligent force’ is less likely; note that
@pdvlog usually serves as the masculine and feminine form.

xipo: given the theme of professions in the first three words, the interpretation yfpo ‘widow” seems unlikely and a
word relating to handicraft beginning yeip- would be preferable, but no such word can be read.

.1keo read from the lower parts of the letters only, and hence uncertain.

eyevitt (a less likely reading is edevitu): there is no word in LSJ ending -{tng or -fjtng or -ettng which could plausibly
fit here. A possible interpretation is ol yevétan ‘parents’, or some compound of oixo-.

Spepo was interpreted by Leroy as a form of dporyun (1938: 520). There are at least two other possibilities: p may here
stand for 1p as Bp stands for np elsewhere in this text, in which case the word may represent Greek tpfjno ‘perforation’;
or this could be a metathesised form of 6épuo ‘skin’. T have preferred the last explanation since material in the
following line suggests that we have here words from a de pellibus section, paralleled in the Hermeneumata (CGL III
24,194, 326, 370).

anAov: the reading is secure, and the most obvious interpretation is that given, with Greek dmAavng. However, this
would then represent one of the few occurrences of the loss of an accented final syllable, and the meaning
‘unwandering’ does not seem to tie in with the rest of the line. A more likely equivalent to fit the context is Greek
Sndov ‘shield’, included in the de pellibus section at e.g. CGL III 370, but the representation of the Greek o by a is
unparalleled elsewhere in the text.

ZyAepoxwv: there is no attested Greek word ending -yAepdxiov / -n, -yAnudxiov /- or -yAopdkiov / -n, nor is there any
word ending -yAepu-, -yAnp- or -yAaip-, of which this could be a derivative. It is possible that the word shows
labdacism, and we have here a variant of the (unattested) word d&ypepdkiov, a derivative of the rare dypéuiov ‘game,
wild animal’ (attested in a Byzantine papyrus, SB I 5301, where it occurs four times), replaced in Mediaeval and
Modern Greek by ayput.

Although the interpretation of .yAepokiy suggests that the next word could be read as xounAdxiov, an otherwise
unattested diminutive of kéuniog ‘camel’, I have preferred to read xopelodxiov ‘cap’ (attested in a 7th century
papyrus, SB VIII 9754), as suggested by Leroy (1938: 522f.), since this fits the context better.

The reading hteooo= Vyog is clear, but this does not fit the context well. Perhaps one should see this as an error for
Vpog ‘web’.

ercacoyiryopt: the first six letters were interpreted as a verb form guogg translated as ‘tu fais le fier” at Leroy 1938:
520 (suggested by H. Grégoire), but it is better to equate them with the noun Voo ‘bellows, bladder’ (cf CGL III 24).
In what follows, rather than read a dissimilation from some form containing ypnyop-, it is preferable to divide two other
terms which occur in the de pellibus sections of the Hermeneumata, cf. CGL III 326 and 370. ooy may stand for odryog,
60KK0G, o&yuo or coyn. In the papyri odyog appears to mean ‘cloak’ or ‘cloth’, caxkxog ‘sack’ or ‘sackcloth’ (a
meaning that is also given for ocayog at CGL III 269.43), and cdypo and ooy mean ‘(pack-)saddle’. I take Aryopt to
represent a Greek borrowing of Latin ligula, diminutive of lingua, meaning ‘strap for shoes’ rather than a writing of the
Greek word Avyyovpiov ‘amber’ which does not fit the context.

This line contains three Christian formulae of blessing, with a single horizontal stroke written above the word 8ed¢ in
each of its three occurrences.

.] ovicToovope: it is not possible to reconstruct the elements before 10 Gvopo; it could be a name, a second person
verbal form or a phrase with &ig.

xeoBeocpihoyoioev: compare P.Cair.Masp. 1 67005 r 27 0e0g purd&n dudg P.Oxy. LVI 3858.25 6 Bedg purd&e ot
(with parallel papyrus texts given in the note).

0BeocPoibicic: compare the formula, frequent in 5th-7th century texts, 8e0¢ Borincov tov 80DA4v cov.
oBeocBoporne[: clearly a formula involving the verb Beponedm, perhaps with the sense of ‘care for’ rather than ‘heal’. I
have been unable to find any comparable formula attested on papyri or in early Christian works.

This line contains the last phrase to survive on this side of the text, followed by the beginning of a more organised
vocabulary which on this line corresponds roughly to the de supellectili and de fictilibus sections of the Hermeneumata
(CGL 111 20, 24, 92, 193, 196, etc.).

Tiedokecavtovtiut: the interpretation ‘what price did you give him’ (note genitive for dative, as at line A12) relies on
construing 1t with Tiufv; if this is thought unlikely, the text might be interpreted ‘what did you give him as the price’
(so Leroy 1938: 524) or it may be read with breaks in between phrases (note the lack of punctuation after eyopaca
Nydpooca ‘I bought’). Hence ‘What did you give him?” “The price’.

MP1dw clearly represents Aefntiov ‘cauldron’. The change of € to tin the initial syllable is unparalleled elsewhere in
this text; it is possible that this represents some form of vowel assimilation, whereby the first vowel is articulated more
closely to the second, as seen elsewhere in this text (cf. A28 below). In later Greek the word takes the form Aefetiov.
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ovdev most likely stands for 008év ‘nothing’, but it is not clear why this word is included in a list of household objects
unless it should be taken as a continuation of the phrases from the first half of the line.

Kopooywvdlepty: here two words are written without punctuation before them: the second word is undoubtedly Sippiov
‘chair’ (also listed (as sifrin) in the ‘Folium Parisinum’ (Kramer 1983: 94)) and the first clearly contains some form of
K& (W) wo ‘basket’. The dificulty lies in the reading of the Armenian letter here transcribed as y. The sign used was
previously read as a different letter, t{ (see commentary on line A9 above), which was taken to represent the effects of
palatalisation on the suffix -axtov (the diminutive form xo(p)ydxov is attested elsewhere in papyri). The reading with
y means that a different suffix is used here. Note that the ending -oxiov is not palatalised elsewhere in this text:
JyAepoxwy, kopehokw (A22), ootpokty (A30).

This line is written after the following line, and squeezed into the available space. The words on this line are related to
the words on the line below. The first three words relate to different descriptions of humans and are written above
GvBpwnog ‘man’ and the following words on the line below. Two of these terms also occur in the de membris humanis
sections of the Hermeneumata (av06c CGL 11T 85, 00A60p1E CGL 111 174 and 247) and the other in the de natura
humana section (e.g. CGL III 252-3). The representation of 0dAog as avAoc is noteworthy, as is the form pedoyyphig
which is an attested variant of peloyypwg. The word for ‘ear-ring” évwtiov is written above atiov ‘ear’. The final word
can be read as BAépapo ‘eyelids’, clearly fitting between the words for ‘brow’ and ‘eye’ on the line below. It is not
clear what the three letters before this word represent; the word broBAépapa ‘eyelids’ appears as a hapax in the list of
body-parts in Dioscorus’ Greek-Coptic glossary (P.Lond. 1821.24 = MPER xviii 256.24), and it is possible that we have
here a matching form GvopAépapo, otherwise unattested. Note that Dioscorus’ glossary has many similarities to the
Hermeneumata lists, see Clackson forthcoming a).

In this and the following lines body parts are listed thematically. It may be significant that the order of elements listed is
generally paralleled by the de membris humanis word-lists in the Hermeneumata (CGL 1II 11-3, 84-6, 174-7, 246-9,
310-2, 349-51, 394-5). ‘Man’ (&vBpwnog) is mentioned first, followed by words relating to general attributes and
sometimes also descriptive terms (here NAwio and the words in the first half of line 25). Body parts ‘proper” start with
the head and then move down to the feet by way of back, belly, arms, with the internal organs interspersed and tacked
on to the end of the list. Kalle Korhonen has undertaken a systematic comparison of this list with the synonymous items
in the Hermeneumata (e-mail 29/5/99), and notes ‘the order of the words in the glossary follows to some extent the CGL
order. Only in the end of the "Armenian" glossary does the maker of the selection suddenly seem to turn back to near
the beginning of the list. I would not call this correlation a coincidence (I do not know if there is a "natural" order in
which any given person would list body parts), but rather say that the writer of the word-list had a model comparable to
the Hermeneumata topical glossaries.” Korhonen also notes that ‘in the single glosses, the CGL glossaries constantly
use a different word for "throat", "spine", "liver", "penis" and "skull".’

yovAwv: the diminutive is otherwise unattested but the Latin loan-word yoOAo ‘throat, gullet’ is found in Classical Greek
(DGE and Sophocles Lexicon s.v. although not listed in LSJ or its supplement). The earliest occurrence of this rare word
is in the hippocratic vocabulary compiled by the Ist century AD grammarian Erotian. Leroy (1938: 525) preferred to
read yodAwv ‘gum’, a diminutive of 0dAov with ‘irrational’ y as in Modern Greek yoOAL.

o@ouvdolov: note the metathesis of vowels from Greek codvdvlog. In Greek the word is written both as codvdvlog
and ondvduAog; the only other occurrence in the papyri is written cdvdvlog (SB XVI 12359 1. 7).

gvvivy is certainly to be identified as ovoytov ‘finger-nail” (Modern Greek viyt). There are two possible interpretations
for the initial ev: i) this represents the vowel [¢] which is the outcome of initial o- with lip rounding anticipating v [y] in
following syllable; ii) the word is actually already vyt in the spoken language and v is in fact the Armenian word for
‘and’ as the speaker switches between Armenian and Greek. Possibility 1) seems much more likely than ii).
avtyepo:oniwvo: these words (Classical Greek dvtiyetp ‘thumb’ and onAnv ‘spleen’, Modern Greek onAfiva:) should
be considered together with BAepa on line 26 below (metathesis of @AeBo, Classical Greek eAéy, Modern Greek
oAéBa). Both orAdva and BAego appear to show the Modern Greek form, where the words are declined as feminine
nouns in -o, but there is little evidence for this change outside the words ufntnp and Bvydnp in papyri (Gignac II 46
and 63); the first evidence for a nominative form onAfjva is much later in the history of Greek. It is perfectly possible
that the forms given here are not in fact examples of the Modern Greek nominative singular, but are in fact accusative
singular. The author of this papyrus very frequently confuses nominative and accusative (note for example tpoyeAov:
opovvdolov: on A27 for tpdymrog: c@dévdvAog:), perhaps reflecting the fact that in Armenian there is no
morphological difference between nominative and accusative singular in all nominal declensions.

covkotov: the word for “liver’ given here, cukmtév, continues in Modern Greek as the replacement of Classical fimop.
ovkwtodv is already attested with the meaning ‘liver’ in Galen. A parallel use of the word to denote the human liver may
be found in the gloss Cuyaydv : fAmop in Dioscorus’ glossary (P.Lond. 1821.50 = MPER xviii 256.50) which the original
editors suggested should be read as Luywtdv, a variant of cuxwTov.

yovluu resists certain explanation. There is no Greek word beginning yovou-, y®GUL-, YVOUL- OF XOOWL; given the
context, an identification with yvutov (diminutive of youdg) ‘bodily fluid, humour’ seems likely, although this term
does not appear in the de membris humanis sections of the Hermeneumata; less likely is some form of k0otig ‘bladder’.
The reading of the first visible letter of the first word is uncertain. If it is ¢ then the word might be povn ‘voice’.
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Mmapty the reading of the initial letter is possible, and this reading is the only which would give a suitable body-part
term for this word, albeit a rare one: Atnépiov ‘fat’ is not listed in LSJ, but occurs in a 6th-7th century papyrus
(Stud.Pal. XX 250.5), and Mnog occurs in the Hermeneumata word-lists (CGL III 248.50).

@owAv was read by Cuendet and Leroy as ¢tivlt and interpreted as wtvéhiov ‘saliva’; the improved reading makes an
identification with Greek yoAn ‘penis” more likely (note mentula : woAf in the Hermeneumata, CGL 111 351.44) even
though this would be the only example of Greek o represented as 1v on this papyrus.

B1lw: identification with Modern Greek Boliv ‘breast’ was tentatively proposed by Leroy (1938: 537), although he
could find no literary attestation of the word before the 12th century. A papyrus parallel has since been published, the
6th century P.Wash.Univ. 11 108.9 (Bvlewv, see commentary for further references to the word from medical authors).
Note also that the form is extant in the Hermeneumata bizin : ubera (CGL III 13) and Bilio. : mamillae (CGL 111 311)
(only the second cited in LSJ Rev. Suppl. s.v. Bilw).

uepto is here interpreted as unpdg ‘thigh’, since the collocation of unpdg and yévoto is common in the Hermeneumata
(cf. CGL I 13.18-19, 86.26-7 etc.). It is also possible that this represents pepig ‘part’, no doubt used here as a
euphemism for ‘private parts’ (as noted by Leroy 1938: 525).

BAeoo: the text was misread as BAepop and hence this word interpreted as BAépapov by Cuendet (1937: 226) and
Leroy (1938: 527), although previously it had been correctly read by TaSean (Handés Amsoreay 11 (1897) p. 330).
Since PAépoapo is attested on line 21 above, this interpretation is now indefensible. The previous word vedpov gives a
clue to the correct explanation: BAego. is a metathesis of A£Pa, accusative of Classical Greek A&y ‘vein’ and the form
taken by the nominative in Modern Greek. Note that in the Hermeneumata vebpov and A&y are usually listed next to
each other (CGL I1I 11.51-2, 246.62-3, 350.1-2).

ootpoktv: this word literally means ‘little earthen vessel, potsherd’, and consequently would be out of place in a list of
body-parts unless it has taken the same meaning of Latin testa which comes to mean ‘skull’ and thence ‘head’, as
French réte (this explanation was already suggested by Leroy 1938: 526). This meaning is unparalleled for Greek
dotpbxiov or related forms, unless one sees as significant the inclusion of the gloss ‘ostracon : testu’ before words for
‘occiput’ and after words for ‘brain’ in the list of body parts at CGL 111 174.58.

In this line the word-list moves on to terms relating to warfare (cf. the section de militia in the Hermeneumata, CGL III
27-8, 208-9, 298-9, 352-3, 395); note that many of the terms listed do not appear in the Hermeneumata.

Bucoprv: Onrdiprov ‘sheath’, a rare word also attested in a 7th century papyrus (SB VI 9140.6).

onatwy in this context must represent ondBiov ‘sword’, although it is the only case in this text where a Greek aspirated
consonant is not represented by an Armenian aspirate when in intervocalic position. It is possible that there is here some
influence from the homophonous Greek term for a measure of capacity which is written as either ondtiov or ondBiov in
papyri (cf. Mayerson ZPE 121 (1998) 226-8).

nopoapepy: Topounplov ‘dagger’, although rare, is supported by the context; it does not appear in papyri nor in the
Hermeneumata.

covkapty is written above the line. The interpretation covképlov ‘fig’ seems not to fit the context as well as coxéplov
(LSJ and Leroy 1938: 527) / coxxdpiov (O.Amst. text 23.3), meaning either ‘lasso’ which fits with the military
vocabulary of the line, or ‘sock’ given the presence of words for military clothing at the end of the line.

toPio: Leroy’s (1938: 527) interpretation as tovBia ‘leggings’ (Latin tibialia) is attractive, although the first occurrence
of the word is late (9th century, in the Chronicle of Georgos Monarchos, according to the TLG CD-ROM). The Latin
term tibiales features in two of the extant de militia sections of the Hermeneumata (CGL III 208.50 and 299.9), listed
near balteum ‘sword-belt’ (208.59 and 299.10) which is glossed by Greek {cdvn at CGL 111 353.18, and braces (208.60
glossing anasfurides).

Bpol: I have restored Bpdxio since this is the term used rather than Bpakon in Greek papyri.

This line clearly contains vocabulary relating to clothing, parallel to the de ueste / de uestimentibus sections in the
Hermeneumata (CGL 111 21-2, 92 etc.) The only match with the vocabulary of the Hermeneumata is oeAdvrn / @otddvn
‘cloak’. This word was loaned into Armenian already by the time of the Bible translation (2 Tim. 4, 13) as p ‘ilon (note
the ‘clear’ 1 used in vicinity of front vowel, the papyrus has the ‘dark’ ¢); there is also evidence for a form p ‘ifon in
Classical Armenian.

The remaining text on this side of the papyrus contains vocabulary relating to horses and horsemanship, unparalleled
from the thematic lists in the Hermeneumata. Note however the existence of some vocabulary items connected with
horses on P.Berol. 21860, a Latin-Greek glossary to be published by Maehler (Maehler forthcoming). xpovutit, or an
alternative reading kpovort, cannot be matched by any words in Greek or Latin as far as I am aware.

oelo: Greek oéAo is loaned from Latin sella ‘seat, saddle’. The interpretation ‘saddle’ is supported by the previous
word inrdpiov.

The word written above hurop is difficult to read and its interpretation is uncertain. In line A4 there is a similar
collocation avopav:h* it af. A possible interpretation is that avopo. represents a metathesised form of dvépiov ‘ass’.
The word before avopo could be kgnn ‘manger’.

Jwotpuv: of the 6 attested Greek words ending in -iotplov, xamiotplov ‘bridle’ (attested on papyri: PSI Congr. XXI 18
(5th-6th century) and in Modern Greek) would fit the context here best (the other words are fpiotplov ‘spring
garment’, Bepiotpilov ‘summer garment’, Aeiotplov / Alotpilov ‘tool for smoothing’ and bAictprov ‘filter’). The next
word may well be a derivative of ppooyuo ‘whinny’ cf. ppvoaynatiog ‘hot-tempered” (of a horse) (Hesychius).
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xotove is (following Leroy 1938: 529 and 534f) probably to be interpreted as xotaPo the koiné form of the imperative
of compounds of Baive (Funk 1961: 48) which lies behind Modern Greek kotéBo. The inclusion of the imperative is
paralleled on the Latin-Greek glossary P.Berol. 21860 (Machler forthcoming), which has dvafo ‘dismount’.

The representation of Greek B as Armenian b (w here transliterated by v) is only found in this text here and at B28
where cafoavov is written covay. In both places B stands between two o vowels, and it is possible that the Armenian
transcription captures a particular allophone of f in this position; the sequence ofio. occurs nowhere else on the papyrus.
xivo: reading and interpretation uncertain, but a connection with some form of kivéw ‘I move’ seems likely.

Side B

Transcription Notes

4
12
15

17

21
27

28
34

Only the lower parts of the first 10 characters are visible and the first 4 characters are very uncertain.

The first three letters of this line are much larger than letters on the rest of the line or anywhere else in the text.

REL> P™U b (BeA t'v 1): the last letter cannot be securely identified; it has a thick vertical stroke, without the
characteristic slant which the other letters on this line show. In formation it comes closest to h(1) or perhaps ®(¢p). What
is read here as RGL™ b "L appears at first sight to be FAU (Bov) but the vertical strokes of the N have hooks to the right at
the bottom, hence the given reading.

The lacuna in the centre of the papyrus starts here. In the second half of the line several letters are illegible owing to
damage to the papyrus.

The end of the line is smudged but the given reading is possible.

The reading RPE2RPhS BpelBiut is guaranteed by the context although the 2(C) is uniquely formed with a very long
upper stroke, which must result from a slip of the pen.

Readings in this line are very doubtful.

The large gaps left between some letters on this final line suggest that when the text was written the preservation of the
bottom margin was in no better state than it is today, and the writer deliberately wrote around the gaps.

Notes

3

There are no Greek words which contain the sequence elioy; it is likely that as at A27 where ovpovioyt stands for
ovpavickog we have another word ending in -1ox-. Of the seven possible candidates (koBéMoxov, pehickiov, 6Pe-
Alokog, okeliokog, cpeliokov, xehlokov and xehiokiov) only 6Belickog ‘skewer, bar, obelisk’ is attested in Greek
papyri.

Jvéwv: the beginning of this word is not clear from the context. I have restored Aévtiov (a borrowing from Latin linteum
attested in koiné Greek) as an example. Another possibility could be a substantised form of “Ivdiog ‘of India’ referring
to some foodstuff. The following word ‘sardine’ suggests that we have here a de piscibus or a de escis section, probably
continued in the next line and picked up again at line 7 (note the existence of de piscibus glossaries on papyrus, P.Oxy.
XXXIII 2660 and 2660a, and Kramer 1983 text 5). An alternative reading could be 6épdiov ‘Sardian stone.’

ghovv: the interpretation £Aotov ‘oil’ is suggested by the following word ‘milk’, but I can find no comparable spellings
in Greek papyri, and it is possible that one should rather restore e.g. beAobv ‘of glass’ or Avcitehodv ‘profit’.

10puv: there are a large number of Greek derivatives ending in -dptov but the available space means that the most likely
reconstruction here is Greek 0dpio ‘water-jug,” which would fit the context well. The following word may be the late
Greek xondpiov ‘a sort of probe’, but the relationship with the context is less clear.

This line appears to contain material from a de holeribus section (cf. CGL III 18, 185, 265 etc. and, on papyrus, P.Oxy.
XXXIII 2660 and 2660a); avi6 clearly stands for &vnBov ‘dill’ and the following word, teBpaux, probably represents a
form of the word for ‘lettuce’ Opida§ or Bp1ddiiov with metathesis of the two dentals; note the variant forms attested
include B18pax-, Bpodak-, Bodpox-, Bpvdok- and Bvdpai-. The word before avif may accordingly be restored as
oépig ‘endive’ or kdprov ‘coriander’. The reading and interpretation of the final two words on the line is very tentative;
the form touidiov is nowhere attested in Greek.

enevicevie: the interpretation given, énoinoev <€>Le1 ‘he made, he boiled’, is uncertain. The word for ‘boil’ may be
connected with culinary items on surrounding lines. Note that mon is spelt mivt elsewhere in this text.

As given, the text kadovpiappipov is interpreted pun GApvpdv ‘not salty’. An alternative reading xoAovuioyuipov
could be interpreted un aiyunpdv ‘not pointed’ - but the word oiyunpdg is only attested very late in Greek (it is not
found in any Classical text nor papyrus, nor mentioned in Kriaras’ dictionary (Kriaras 1968-)). The reading of the next
word is difficult, but pioptov is most likely. Given the surrounding context, it seems best to suppose that this stands for
un éptutdv ‘not seasoned’. Note the collocation of &ptvtdv, BAag and ¢Apvpdc and Céw in the de escis section of one
of the glossaries (CGL 111 254.69 - 255.11).

The recognisable words in this line describe kitchenware, and can be compared to items listed in the de fictilibus
sections of the Hermeneumata (cf. CGL III 270 (tiyavov, x0tpa), CGL 1l 326 (rothprov), CGL 1II 193, 369
(mwvékiov), but the words at the beginning, the end, and written above the line have resisted secure interpretation: there
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are no attested Greek words which match them given the usual equivalencies shown elsewhere in this text. It is possible
that the final term on the line covuac't” might be a derivative of Loudg ‘soup’, perhaps *Couactpov from {oudpo-
otpov / Louapiotpov ‘soup-ladle’. The reading of the letters in the interline is uncertain but there may be some
derivative of 6vv¢ in its meaning ‘onyx’.

The words on this line do not correspond to the contents of any single section of the Hermeneumata, but, like much of
the vocabulary of this side of they papyrus, the grouping appears much less structured. The word @oxiy probably stands
for paxiov a diminutive of @oxdg ‘lentil” or anything shaped like a lentil” (attested with the probable meaning ‘flask’ at
P.Leid.Inst. 13.12, 7th-8th century AD). oprorywv probably stands for &pndyn ‘hook, grappling-iron, rake’ rather than
aproyn ‘seizure, rape’. However a.prdyn is not attested in papyri or Kriaras’ dictionary, and the grammarian Trypho
implies it is an archaic word (Frag. 2.6.8). It is, however, attested in Modern Greek and Shipp (1979: 98) sees this as a
survival of the ancient word.

Antpago the interpretation of this word as a compound meaning ‘fine stitching” uel sim. from Aentdg and panto ‘I
sew” would fit in with the preceding word well, and, although unattested, could be matched by e.g. Aentobong ‘fine-
spun’. The omission of vowels in this word probably shows the Armenian orthographic convention whereby the
unstressed central vowel schwa ([9]) is not represented in writing. For the pronunciation of unstressed Greek € and o as
[a] see Gignac I 292.

@uop is interpreted here as a representation of the scantily attested Greek word conkopo ‘cord’ (glossed as nodus at
CGL 11 449.30); a reading ¢1kooc, also possible, gives no satisfactory Greek interpretation.

The reconstruction of tAwvBdplov ‘brick’ is fairly certain, since there are no other words ending in -vBop(1ov) which
would be suitable. The first two words on this line could thus be taken from a de habitatione section (compare e.g. CGL
III 312). The words at the end of the line appear to be taken from a de caelo or de tempestatibus section (cf. CGL 111 9,
and 293-4). Curiously, further terms which are also grouped with terms for ‘cloud’, ‘clear sky’ etc. in the Hermeneu-
mata occur later at B19.

evepog: the context strongly supports the interpretation of this as vépog ‘cloud’ (following ‘smoke’) but the initial &- is
puzzling. A possible explanation is that the writing represents T vépog showing an otherwise unattested second
declension feminine form (on interchange between second and third declension forms see Gignac II 98-101).

A reading of ovdt as e0d1a ‘fair weather, clear sky’ fits the context much better than o0dei¢ ‘no one’, but such an
interpretation is problematic for two reasons: firstly, although the interchange of ov and ev is sporadically attested in
Greek papyri, there it probably reflects orthographic confusion, rather than similar pronunciation of the two diphthongs
(Gignac I 216); secondly, nowhere else in this text is there unambiguous evidence for the loss of a final -o.

oKVOQOG: YvOog is the normal late Greek form. I can find no parallel for oxvogog, which may reflect a conflation of
the two Greek words for ‘gloom’, yvogog and {ogog,

11-12 These two lines may have parallels in a fragmentary Greek-Latin glossary on papyrus (P.Vindob L 150, published at

11

12

13

Kramer 1988), which has words thematically organised de moribus humanis (see also CGL 11l 177, 249 etc. for this
section in the Hermeneumata, and note also the de natura humana sections, which have many similar terms, at CGL III
13, 86 and 328). In the glossary published by Kramer the Latin words [m]ancus and [p]erosus occur on lines 18 and 19
of the verso, for which the Greek terms are missing, but the equivalents in the glossaries are kvAAOg and éndng, which
are attested here. The writing of dndng with an intervocalic y, ayitio, is in keeping with the normal Armenian practice
in loans from foreign languages: note Greek &mp borrowed as Armenian ayer (see also Thumb 1900: 408). Kalle
Korhonen (p.c.) suggests to me that ayitic may be a representation of Greek ceidng, and notes that in the de natura
humana list at CGL 11 328-30 kvAAdc, doBeviic and de1dic all occur.

The context makes the interpretation of keAAooc as a representation of kvAAGG virtually certain, yet the representation of
Greek v as e and the retention of the geminate is unusual for the language of this papyrus (although Greek v is
represented as Armenian e in a few loanwords, see Thumb 1900: 398-400 for discussion). It is not fanciful to think that
the word may be influenced by Arm. xe# ‘lame’. The word pvEdpiov ‘snot’ is rare in Greek, and the reading is not
certain, but a transition from ‘dropsy’ to ‘snot’ is not unlikely.

Jraxog: the reading is uncertain, it is possible that the correct reading is Juoaxog in which case the word QapUOKOV
‘drug’ is the most likely candidate to fit here. The interpretation of the end of the line is very tentative; I have taken pu to
represent the plant-name pfjov since the negative un does not make good sense followed by the noun ‘jasper’.

The first word in this and the following two lines is written with a large amount of blank space to the left, and below the
line height of the rest of the line. There is also a gap of approximately three letters space before the next word. The word
660pa& occurs only in Hesychius, glossed as ¢Beip ‘louse’, but there is no other possible equivalent (one might think of
w0dpaf ‘pimple’ or &vBpa& ‘coal’ as the closest candidates). In the rest of the line the thematic organisation of words
seems to be ignored.

koAomotu: this is here interpreted as xadanddiov, the diminutive of koAdrovg ‘shoemaker’s last’. The word is not
directly attested in Classical Greek (the reference in LSJ to Galen 6.364, may be incorrect, Kuehn’s text has koAdnodt,
the dative of koAdrovg). Note that kadlomod- is found as a loan in Armenian (kafapar) and Persian with the meaning
‘model” (Hiibschmann 1897: 163). The following terms in this line suggest that the word still has its technical meaning
in this passage. The variant spelling ko Adnovg is also found in Greek texts, and Thumb (1900: 394) suggested that the
Armenian loanword shows medial a by analogy to the Armenian composition vowel; this could also be the explanation
for the form found here, but an inner Greek explanation is equally, if not more, likely.
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cavBog most likely stands for EovBdg. There are two objections to this: a) initial &- is usually rendered as yo- in this text
(note the same word actually written excovBoc on A21, with prothetic ¢€); b) the sequence ‘shoemaker’s last, scorpion,
garden, blond’ seems particularly bizarre, unless the words are glossing some text now lost. An identification of covBog
as &vBog ‘flower’ makes slightly better thematic sense, although the initial - is puzzling.

As in the above line .evooutx is separated from any preceding text and the following text by large spaces, and is written
below the level of the rest of the line. The rest of the line appears to contain imperatives: un onedde, EAeyEov (aor.
imperative of é\éyyw) and perhaps a form of vintopon ‘wash’.

After the first word the interpretation becomes difficult. The most likely reading is dpakovtog (or Apakovtog) 8pog
‘dragon’s hill’, but this place-name is unattested. The reading BeA’t’v 1twvytv is uncertain (see transcription notes
above) and the interpretation remains elusive, perhaps this is also a place-name. The line ends with kinship terms, which
appear to continue in the next line, corresponding to the de cognatione or de adfinitate sections of the Hermeneumata
(CGL I 28, 253, 303f).

£1epoo is here interpreted as £taipog rather than £tepog since it fits better in context (note the inclusion of étaipog in
the de adfinitate section at CGL III 304). The writing of k6Arnog with an aspirate is attested in papyri and elsewhere
(Gignac I 90), but the inclusion of the word in this context is a little puzzling. There appear to be two words which
contain the root yev-at the end of this line before {d1ov. Given the preceding kinship terms, one might expect e.g. Greek
npoyovog ‘forefather’ or €yyovog ‘grandson’, both attested in lists of kinship terms in the Hermeneumata, but these
cannot be read. The interpretation is complicated by what looks like a large o written above the first letter. The second
word may stand for &yevng ‘ignoble’.

The writing of xAMapdv ‘warm’ as xAepov probably shows loss of unaccented 1 and raising of o to € before p (Gignac I
304 and 278). In Pontic Greek the word for warmth is yAépa, which may continue the Tonic form yAnpdg (Shipp 1979:
571), but there is no compelling reason to see this as a Pontic form.

The writing omivike reflects the spoken form of the aorist of @épw, which is spelt in many different ways in Greek
papyri, see Gignac II 297. Further conjugation of 6Atrywpéw continues at the end of the line, interrupted by another word
which is possibly interpreted as ‘he escaped’ (although this assumes loss of a preverb, it is to be preferred to the
interpretation £€8poce ‘he did” since the verb dpdo did not occur in spoken Greek of this date).

There are four Greek words which end in -afo: 6lo ‘heat’ etc., y&lo ‘treasure’, palo ‘barley cake” and yaAolo ‘hail’;
the last one is almost certainly correct in this context given that ka.dey18[ can be interpreted as xotoryid[iov ‘squall’.
The word after the break may be a form of dpdcog ‘dew’ perhaps preceded by the fem. definite article. The terms
xoralo and dpdcog are found close together in the de caelo section of the Hermeneumata Leidensia (CGL 9.48 and
9.46); note, however that other terms from this section appear in line 7 above. The next word kpaf could be for kpdtog
‘power’ or a derivative.

The first two words on this line certainly mean ‘sweet’ and ‘bitter’, but the interpretation of the formation yAvkovev is
puzzling, see commentary on A16. After this the first Diogenes chreia follows directly. For the Diogenes chreiai on
(educational) papyri see also CPF 1#* 48 (p 89ff) adding O.Claud. 11 413. None of the chreiai found here are securely
matched on other papyri, my reconstruction rests on the chreia given in Giannantoni 1990 II no. 378: Awoyévng- tolg
ede1delc kol roudedtong opoiovg #pn eivarn dhaPdotpoic Exovov dEog; note also that the phraseology is reminiscent
of no. 38 6 avtog (i.e. Alexander) iddv Aloyévnv kowuduevoy év nib einev ‘nibe pecte epevdv’. It is possible that
this chreia, which also entered the Arabic tradition (see Gutas 1975: 70f.), is also preserved in a ‘school-text’ in a
fragmentary condition: CPF 1** 48 9T (T.Wiirzburg K 1014 2 B [11.2] (6th / 7th cent.)) AtoyévIn[c] 6 k[v]vikog
@LAdc0gog 1dmv [+/-11] .covg dvBpdroug e...[+/-10].

The beginning of this line remains obscure (although perhaps one might read dvé mepoéav ‘up a persea-tree’) and I
have tentatively attempted to reconstruct the chreia after Giannantoni 1990 II no. 211: Beacduevog (scil. Diogenes)
V1oV Etaipog AiBov eig Sxhov BéAAovta, ‘Tpdoeye,” Epn ‘um 1oV motépo TARENG’, (var. O 8M kol Atoyévng éokowey,
elc moida AiBovg év SHu pintovia eindv- Spa, veavicke, un mote TV ToTépo TpdOTE, OV AT 0vK 01d0i) on the
basis of mathp cov at the beginning of line 23, but the reconstruction remains very uncertain.

The reconstruction of this chreia is certain, cf. Giannantoni 1990 II no. 286 (= Gnom. Vat. n. 168): Atoyévng
Beacduevog pikpov moly peydiog mdhog Exovoav €on- ‘kAeicate tog mdlag, un 1 molig ¢EEABY.” This chreia
consequently also gives some idea of the original width of the text.

As in P.Bour. 1, the Diogenes chreiae are followed immediately by sententiae (for sententiae found on papyri see Jaekel
1964 and Cribiore 1996: 46). The sententiae given here do not however seem to be alphabetically ordered, as in many
school-texts. The first sententia appears to be a variant / conflation of &pyn peyiot 1oV @povelv T6 ypdupota (a
perennial school-text favourite, cf. Cribiore 1996 cat. 148, 158, 160, 319 line 1 (Jaekel 1964 Pap. XIII.1), 393) with
apyn koAdv Tdv év Blo to ypdupoto (Jackel 1964 Pap. XIV 8) and dpyn peylot 1od Biov 1 ypappato (SB 11
6218). The next sententia on the papyrus also starts &pyn, it is possible that the following word is peyiotn but only the
tops of the letters remain.

I have not been able to find a sententia which ends 10 poBeiv to ypduuata but cf. Jaekel 1964 Pap. XIV 21 (= mon.
152) ypéupoto pobelv del xai pobdvra vodv éxewv. The following biblical sententia (Proverbs I 7) is also attested
elsewhere on Greek papyri, cf. Jaekel 1964 Pap. XIII 1 etc. The text reverts back to word-lists from sententiae as
suddenly as it left them.
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xovd[ is almost certain to represent kovdd¢ ‘short’ (the word is found written both as xovtdg and xovdd¢ in Greek
papyri).

26 Reading of this and the remaining lines is increasingly difficult. This line appears to start with list of descriptions of
persons: ]0epov could represent the end of éhevBepog ‘free man’ or mevBepdg ‘father-in-law’, the first seems more
likely given the following terms in the line (note the parallel cluster of eélevBepog doviog dovin nopbevog at CGL 1T
28.59-29.4, in the de cognatione section). BpelBrut for tpesPitng shows voicing of initial & before p and the writing of
o as { before a voiced consonant as elsewhere in this text.

27  After xapoVyog and before mhoiov, the reading goopos: Tinpos: and the assumption that Titpos (which could also be
read tonpoo) is a metathesis of tpomig are based on the assumption that we have here a section de nauigatione (cf CGL
11 29, 204, 296).

28 The beginning and end of this line are very difficult to read, and I have found no convincing explanation for the legible
material in the middle. The line does not have many punctuation marks, and is consequently more likely to be
continuous text than a word list.

29  Again, the reading of this line is tentative, but the vocabulary falls into some sort of order: descriptions of humans as the
first three words and geographical terms as the last three. I can find no parallel groupings in the Hermeneumata or
elsewhere.

30 The end of this line clearly deals with directions, but the sense of the beginning is unclear. Note that the form évouv for
Gvo is attested in papyrus texts (e.g. P.Tebt. 11 417.30 (3rd century AD)).

31 ocavov = caPavov for the transcription of Greek B as w between two o vowels, compare kotovo for kotgfo in A35.
The collocation of pdxtpov and c&Pavov raises the possibility that we have a thematic section dealing with different
cloths. Note the existence of capitula section headed de linteamine in the Hermeneumata Celtis (Dionisotti 1982: 93).
The interpretation of the following words on the line is tentative, since the thematic organisation appears to break down.

32 In this line there are listed Egyptian month names, a thematic list also attested in the Hermeneumata (CGL III 243) and
in a bilingual papyrus (P.Fay. 135 verso, edited in Kramer 1983: 79-81). Note that monolingual Greek lists of month-
names are also found among papyrus school-texts (e.g. Cribiore 1996 cat. 98). As some of the same month names also
occur again on line 33 this means they must be written down at least twice.

33 This line presents three Egyptian month names, which are easily identifiable, but the material before and after has no
clear interpretation. Since the months are in the middle of the Egyptian year (roughly corresponding to June-July-
August), it is not clear why the writer has listed these three months alone. The most likely explanation is that this is a
list of seasonal events. A possible, but difficult, reading of the following letters is hi-anopo (reading p not v) and
interpreting 1) Ondpa. ‘the harvest’. Even so, I am unable to elucidate the text at the beginning or end of the line.

7 Linguistic Features

7.0 Overview

This text is especially important for the insight it gives into spoken Egyptian Greek of the first Millen-
nium®. Unlike all texts involving written Greek, the author does not appear to have had any schooling in
writing or spelling Greek, and so his reproduction of Greek sounds does not have to be seen through the
filter of an archaic orthographic system. The vocabulary used in the text and the colloquial syntax of
some of the phrases is far removed from the standard Koiné. Even so one may wonder how close the
register of Greek preserved in this text was to everyday spoken Greek. In some respects the text appears
to use forms which we would not expect to have still been in use after the 4th century AD, such as a
stop pronunciation of Greek [3; and the stop pronunciation of Greek y (never transcribed by the voiceless
Armenian fricative x, see below). In other respects however the language confirms the picture of
Egyptian Greek phonology which emerges from the papyri (and as presented by Gignac), showing
ample evidence, for example, of the retention of a distinction between v and t; interchange between
medial voiced and voiceless stops; and retention of [h-] and loss of distinction between geminates and
non-geminates. The papyrus is particularly interesting in showing some sound changes in progress, thus
for example there are a couple of instances of v represented by Armenian i, alongside a far greater
number represented by iw [y].

As mentioned above, the treatment of the Greek stops is especially noteworthy. Armenian has a rich
consonant system: three series of stops (voiceless, voiced and aspirated) as well as a voiced labio-dental

6 1 deal with the importance of this text for the Armenian language at Clackson forthcoming b.
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fricative [v] and a voiceless velar fricative [x]. Since the writer of this text nowhere uses the Armenian
letter x to transcribe Greek yx, nor v to transcribe Greek [, it appears that the register of Greek tran-
scribed in this text did not include a fricative pronunciation of these sounds. However, the picture is
complicated by the fact that we have two writings of Greek B with Armenian w (which probably
represented a labial-velar approximant) when between two alphas: katawa for xatdfo and sawan for
capoavov, which suggests that B was not pronounced as a stop in all environments. The transcription of
B as a stop may reflect a more conservative pronunciation of Greek, but it could also bear witness to an
Armenian convention for writing a sound, such as a bilabial fricative, for which they had no exact
equivalent. Note that in Armenian loans from Greek the letter [ is not transcribed by Armenian v before
the 8th century, nor is Greek y transcribed by Armenian x in loans before the 10th century (Thumb
1900: 412f).

Whereas the phonology on the whole seems more conservative than one might have expected, the
vocabulary and word endings seem generally more advanced than the majority of Egyptian documents
of comparable age. The suffix -tov (frequently written -in or even -i) is extremely common, and the
suffixes -aplov and -axiov (generally rare, if not completely absent in the papyri, see Palmer 1946: 89)
are also found. It is not quite clear whether the liberality of the use of the suffix -1ov really does reflect
the spoken language or merely results from an unskilled speaker of the language overcompensating for
his unfamiliarity with Greek declensions through overuse of a particular and convenient ending (and one
which has an Armenian counterpart, since one noun declension in Classical Armenian is formed with
final -i in the nominative singular).

In a number of cases the ending of the Greek word is dropped altogether, a situation paralleled in
Armenian loan-words from Greek, some of which retain the Greek ending and others not (Thumb 1900:
415-428). The loss of word-endings in this text seems to be associated with lack of final accentuation
(details are given further below), and this may also reflect interference from a native Armenian speaker
since in Armenian all words are accented on their final syllable. An Armenian speaker may conse-
quently reinterpret the accent on a penultimate or antepenultimate syllable in Armenian terms as a
marker of the word boundary.

The text contains a number of rare and unusual words, but only a few occur which are not otherwise
attested in sub-literary and non-literary papyri. Indeed, as more texts are published, it is likely that the
vocabulary of this text will find an increasing number of parallels; as it is, some of the words which
Leroy could only find very late parallels for in 1938, such as Bilwv ‘breast’, are now attested much
earlier in the papyri (see commentary on A29). There are still some forms for which no parallel can be
found: Aentopayic ‘fine-stitching’, dvoPAépoapov ‘upper-eyelid’, oxvoeog ‘darkness’ and a number of
diminutives in -tov not otherwise attested. The vocabulary also includes a number of Greek words
which were originally borrowed from Latin, some of which are not otherwise attested on papyri (for
example tovfio ‘leggings’, A32).

As already shown, the language of this text accords well with what is known of Egyptian Greek as
represented in the papyri. Of course this may be due to the fact that we have far more evidence for
spoken Greek of this period from Egypt than from any other region, but it is significant that there is no
specific evidence for any Pontic Greek forms in this text (Pontic Greek being the variety spoken closest
to Armenia), which supports the view that this text was taken down by someone learning Greek in
Egypt, and not an Armenian who had already learnt to speak Greek in their native land.

7.1 Phonology / Orthography

The Classical Armenian alphabet has 36 letters, but only 24 are used in this text (see above under
section 5). These letters are given below in the transcription system normally used (note that these do
not necessarily correspond to the IPA value of the symbols):
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voiceless stops: ptk

voiced stops: bdg

aspirated stops: ptk’

nasals: mn

sibilants: sz

aspirate: h

continuants: rldyw

vowels: aeloow (see below)

The letter y is used as a glide between [a] and [i] at B12 and also word initially in the same line
(representing Greek 1 before a); it is likely that this same letter is written at A9 and A24, although
previously read as the Armenian aspirated affricate, c‘ [tsh]. Note that in three out of four occurrences y
is used between [a] and [i].

The letter w is only used following vowels: aw ew iw and ow. In Armenian orthography the digraph
ow represents the back vowel [u], and Greek v is conventionally transliterated by the diphthong iw,
which may have been pronounced as a rounded front vowel.

Greek T is sometimes used to transcribe Greek p (see further below).

Geminates are not normally noted e.g. gtosa = yAdooo (A27), hipar = inndpiov (A34), but ketdos =
KVAAOG (B12) (note possible influence of Arm. xet ‘lame’).

Consonants

The following equivalences are found:

Gk n p
p‘: sp‘ewdis = onevdeig (B14) (confusion of aspirates after o, cf. Gignac I 86), kolp‘on =
kOAmog (B16) (Gignac I 90 cites the parallel spelling k6A@og from papyri ).
b: initially before r: brezbiut = npesBitng (B26).

Gk t
d : intervocalically: erodisa = fpatnoa (A12), kadegid[ = katouy1d- (B19), enowdin =
évartiov (A25), (Gignac I 82f, Gignac notes that évdtiov is the common form in papyri (I
294) and gives parallel examples of év0d1(o)v from the 2nd century AD).

Gk « k
k‘: owranisk‘i = ovpavickog (A27), Jetisk‘in = 6Behickog (B3) (confusion of aspirates
after o, Gignac I 86).

Gk B b
w: katawa = xotafo (A35), sawan = cofav (B31) (development of fricative 3, Gignac I
68f.).

Gk & d

t : intervocalically: ]ititin = daxtvAidiov (A28u), ayitis = andng (B12), kakouten =
kok®dng (B12), kalapoti = kaAorddiov (B13), paratisos = nopddeicog (B13).

Gk y g
k: initially: sknop‘os = yvogog (B10) (Gignac I 77, but initial s- obscure) intervocalically:
ep‘aka = £€payo (A18) p‘akete = odyete (A18) (Gignac I 79).

Gk ¢ p¢ (aspirated p).

Gk 0 t* (aspirated t).
t : eltin = éABelv (A12) (loss of aspiration after liquid, cf. Gignac 1 90), spatin = crdBiov
(see also commentary on A31).

Gk k¢ (aspirated k) .
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The variation in spelling of Egyptian month names (e.g. epib B32, epip‘ B33) is paralleled in Greek
papyri from all periods.

Gk & and y always transcribed by ks and p‘s except B13 where sant‘os may represent Eov0dc.
This transcription is also standardly found in the Greek loanwords in Armenian (Thumb 1900: 414); see
further Clackson forthcoming c.

Gk o/C are represented by s if unvoiced or z if voiced (i.e. Greek { or o immediately preceding a
voiced consonant): e.g. brezbiut = npesfitng (B26), spatin = ondbiov (A31), k‘azma = ydopo
(B29), kozm- = xoou- (B31). The only apparent exception is zk‘otazo = oyoAalw (A14) where the
initial sibilant is written with z although unvoiced; however this reading and interpretation is not secure.

Armenian has two distinct r phonemes, an approximant r and trilled t. In Greek loanwords in
Armenian both are used to represent Gk p, although in the earlier loans there is a marked preference for
r over T, except in the position before n when r is preferred (see Thumb 1900: 403 for statistics). In this
text the trilled T is never used, which lends some support to an early date for this text (note that the
combination rn is nowhere found in this text). There are also at least two examples of dissimilation of
r_r to 4_r : atatron = &potpov (A19), p‘atatron = papetpov (A31) (Gignac I 103f), and possibly an
example of assimilation of ¢_r to r_r, in armiron (if for &Apvpov) (B7).

Armenian also has two distinct lateral phonemes: a ‘clear’ (palatal) 1 and ‘dark’ (velar) ¢. In Greek
loanwords of the 5th-7th centuries, { is used to represent A in 73% of cases and 1 is used in 27% (figures
from Thumb 1900: 404). A similar variation is found in this papyrus, where ¢ is used in 75% of cases to
represent Greek A. Note that in this papyrus the two sounds appear sometimes to be free variation (note
ette = éA0- (B24) but elt’= AD- elsewhere; kalapoti (B13) but katam (B17) and katos (A18); goulin
(A27) but douti (B26)); although generally the choice between them seems to depend on context, with 1
showing a preference for word-initial position and in the vicinity of front vowels, as the following table
shows:

1 {

18x (7+) 55x (7+)

elt® 5x et 1x

+labial _ +Vfr4x +labial _ +Vfr only ptewon (B27).
initial 3x initial 2x

Final -n is omitted in A8 posok‘ronon = nécov ypdvov, A24 timi = Tiufv, and in many diminutive
forms in -i = -1ov.

The letter h is written in nine places, hawrion = avpiov (A14) (abpiov is also found aspirated in
papyri, Gignac I 137), hodewomen = 63ebopev (A15), hiwp‘sos = Yyoc (A22), hema = aipa (A30),
hipar = innaplov (A34 and perhaps A4), hata- = aha- (B7), hiwdropikos = bdpwnikog (B11), and also
in B33, where the Greek form has not been identified. In over a dozen places etymological h- is not
written, e.g. 0 = 0 (A23 and B20f.), odon = 6dov (A15), ilikia = nAwxio (A26) etc.

Vowels

The following representations of Greek vowels are found:

Gk 1 i

Gk e e

Gk ¢ a: most examples are explainable by the vicinity of r (Gignac I 278): t‘arape- = Oeponev-
(A23), drapan = dpénavov (A20), p‘atatron = edpetpa (A31); also ankep*- = yképodog
(A30), and possibly apikouse (AS) if it equates to énnkovoe ‘he heard, understood’ not
anfxovoe from an unattested dmwokovm.

Gk n i (41+) in all positions.

Gk n e (16+) in the following environments:

i) before or after a liquid: trak‘elon tpdynAov (A28), paramerin = nopounplov (A31l),
poter = mothplov (BY), skieron = oxAnpov (B10), pater = tathp (B15, but patir B23;
note also mitir = ufnp B15) (Gignac 1 243).
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ii) before a nasal: semeron = onuepov (A10) (Gignac I 243, n.b. parallel c€uepov from 599
AD).

iii) in final position (accented): Jp‘e = d:der]en (?) (B16), meste = ueot (?) (B21) (Gignac
1244).

v) in 5 cases it stands for the temporal augment: elt‘- 1AO- (A8, Al4, B34), erodisa
npwmoo (Al2) and egorasa nydpaca (A24). This may be a morphological replacement
(see Gignac II 233-4). The temporal augment is only represented by i- in the compounds
apikousame énnkovoopuev (A8) and apinike= drfveyke (B18).

v) in the word for ‘frying pan’ tegan = tyavov (B8).

a

o: only if sot ‘rak‘s (B13) is correctly interpreted as cdBpo.

iw (14x)

ow (2x): soukoton = cVkwtov (A28), k‘souta = EOAo (BY), and perhaps t‘ou- if Quydtnp
(B16) and soukarin if = cuxapiov (A32u) (Gignac I 215).

i(2x): k‘Jrisok‘on for ypvooydog (A21), p‘ilak ‘si = puA&&n (A23), and possibly armiron
if for cGAuvpdv (B7). Another example may be bizin = fvliov (A29), although the word
only occurs in late Greek texts and the spelling with v may be merely orthographic; BifAtov
(biblion A9) is normally spelt with 1 in papyri (Gignac 1 268).

o: sp‘oundoton = cedvdvAog (A27, possibly actually a metathesis of vowels).

e: kettos = kvALOg (B11) although the interchange between v and € in unaccented syllables
is recorded in papyri (Gignac I 273f), here the word may be influenced by Arm. xet ‘lame’.
0

ow: sp‘oundoton = c@dévdvAog (A27, possibly actually a metathesis of vowels); and
soukarin if = coxkdplov (A32u).

ew: possibly at A28 if ewniwk* = ovuytov; this may be the effect of vocalic assimilation.

0

ow: enowdin = évmtiov (A25), owtin = atiov (A30), zowni = {ovn (A32), kakouten =
kok@dng (B12) (see Gignac I 208f. for the interchange between o and ov in papyri and I
294 for the interchange of ® and v, with parallel examples of évbd1(o)v from the 2nd
century AD).

iw: p‘siwdin = ywAiov (A29).

ow

o: spodazomen = orovdalouev (All).

aw: awtostrik* = o0AOTpY- (A25).

aw

a: only if kamelakin = xoueAovkiov (A22).

ew (3x)

iw: only if iwtet = e0téA- (A12).

ow: only if owdi = e0dio (B10).

iw (6X)

ew: ptewon = nhotov (B 27), epewisen = énoinocev (?) (B7).

e

a: ka = xadi (A 16), for parallel writings of xd for kol see Gignac I 194.

i

e: antik‘era = avtiyelp (A28) (interchange of €1 and € before p, particularly frequent with
xelp, owing to confusion of the allomorphs yeip- and yep-, Gignac I 259).

e: kderon = yAwapdv (B17).

Vocalic assimilation: a number of vowel changes represent the effects of ‘vowel harmony’

Gk ¢

i: libidin = Aefntiov (A24) note later Gk Aefetiov.
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Gk ¢ a: t‘arape- = Oepanev-(A23), drapan = Spénav (A20), p‘atatron = gdpetpo. (A31) (these
examples may reflect the vicinity to 1, see above).

Gk o a: alatron = gpotpov (A24)

Gk o ew: ewniwk* = dvOytov (A28), here ew may represent [¢] the outcome of initial o- with lip

rounding anticipating [y] in following syllable.
Vowels in combination
a) contraction of [y] and [i]: piwsomen = nowocouev (A10) (elsewhere mown- written piwi- or
possibly pewi- (B7)).
b) loss of ¢ in ypewotd (k‘rostis = ypwotelc (A6)), no examples in Greek papyri, but parallel
examples from Coptic papyri of the 6th century (KSB 1 024 and 025).
Prothetic vowels
An additional e- is written before a consonant cluster in A25 ek‘sant‘os for EavBdg, and it is
possible that the same phenomenon occurs at Al4: ezk‘otazo for oyoralw, although the
reading is not certain. A prothetic vowel is also added to vépog in B10 enep‘os.

7.2 Morphology and Syntax

Nouns

Many nouns which are listed in word-lists on the papyrus lose their final syllables: this happens in 28
cases out of 114 words, i.e. 24% of the possible cases. It appears that this is associated with word-
accent, as suggested above, since there is a tendency for unaccented syllables at the word end to be
dropped, as can be seen from the following tables (which imitate those of Thumb 1900: 416f):

Ending Preserved Ending lost

Accented Unaccented %  Accented Unaccented %
-0 (+ neuters - 15 100 - - 0
and plurals)
-1 and -ng 3 6 64 2 3 46
-o¢ and -ov 17 23 78 - 11 22
-1(0)g and -1(0)v 9 16 68 - 12 32
Total 29 60 76 2 26 24

Final accented syllables are dropped in 6.5% of all occurrences, final unaccented syllables in 30.2% of
occurrences. The two accented final syllables which are dropped represent the body part ke@oAn (A26)
and perhaps the adjective arAavng, although this form may be differently interpreted (see commentary
on A22). It is possible that the writer of this passage actually used the diminutive xepdAtov (cf. Modern
Greek xe@dAl ‘head’) which would then have lost its final syllable regularly. The above table shows
that there is considerable variation between different final syllables: in general final syllables with high
vowels (-n and -1) are more prone to loss than those with mid and low vowels (-0 and -a). This result is
in close accord with the results obtained by Thumb (1900: 417) who also noted that -tov was more
readily dropped in Armenian loanwords than -oc. Note also that the suffix -1ov only appears in the full
form -ion three times: BifAiov (A9, not in a word list), possibly id1ov (B16, but the reading is doubtful)
and in the adverbial form avplov (A14, not in a word-list).

One observable factor which also may govern preservation of an unaccented ending in this text is
the number of syllables of a word: very few disyllabic words lose their endings (sag A22 for cayoc,
newr A30 for vedpov and perhaps mi B12 for ufjov), and it is possible that the writer was reluctant to
write monosyllabic forms in the word-lists.

The following changes of declension are found:
-vg > -og: 0p‘ros for 6@pig (A26), ewt on for e000¢ (B19) and gliwkon for yAvktg (B20)
(Gignac II 79).
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addition of -o to nom. sing. (?) (or citation of acc. sing.) in splina for orAfjv and antik‘era for
avtiyelp (A28) and blep‘a for oAéy (A30). This could be evidence of the transfer of third
declension nouns to the first declension which took place in Greek, but there is little evidence for
this change outside the words pftp and Buydtnp in papyri (Gignac II 46 and 63); and it is
possible that the Armenian writer views nominatives and accusatives as interchangeable (the
cases are syncretic in all singular declensions in Armenian).

-0¢ to - : drosi for dpdcog (B19).

Further interchange between masculine / neuter forms (? nominative / accusative confusion) (Gignac II

421.):
k “Jrisok ‘on for xpvooydog (A21) (for the variant forms of this word in papyri, see Gignac II
35); trak‘eton for tpdyniog (A27); kotp‘on for x6Armoc (B16) and many more; note also korin
for k6pn (A26) (if not for k6prov) and p‘atatron for popétpo (A31).

Adjectives
Adjectives are frequently cited in the neuter singular and sometimes in the masculine, compare the
following forms on side B:
oxAnpdv, araldv (B10), ndig (B12), Beppdv, xMapdv (B17), poxpde (B25).

Verbs

There are a few noteworthy points about the verbal forms used:

1) the temporal augment appears to be omitted in at least 4 verb forms, e.g. elt‘- AAD- (A8, A14, B34),
and in 5 further forms the augment N-from a verb beginning with a-is represented by e, e.g.
egorasa nyopaoca. (A24) (see above and Gignac II 233-4).

2) the augment is omitted in the aorist of the compound dvoyyopéw (A13) (Gignac 1T 223-4).

3) substitution of aorists in -o for aorist in -ov, ep‘aka = £poya (A18) for £paryov (Gignac IT 344).

4) substitution of 2nd sing. aorist -e¢ for -oc, edokes = £dmxeg (A7, A24) for £dwxag (Gignac II 348f.).

5) conjugation of contract verbs: aroti (A11), anerotis (A12) = (&v)epwtds (Gignac II 364f.).

Syntax

The nature of the text means that in general there is little evidence for any complex syntactic structures.
The longer sententiae and chreiae represent learned sentences and so do not reflect colloquial syntax,
which is consequently only represented in the phrases given on side A, not all of which have been
satisfactorily interpreted. However, the use of genitive for dative, well known from other texts from
Egypt and elsewhere, is clearly attested: anedokaawtaautow = aveédoka avtor 0dtod (for avT®)
(A16); tiedokesawtowtimi = 11 £dwkeg adTOL TIUNY (A24).
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