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EGYPTE GRECO-ROMAINE

Literary and Semi-Literary Papyri from the

Vienna Papyrus Collection”

1) Homer, Iliad Z, 373-410.

P. Vindob. Gr. Inv. No. 26740. This dark brown papyrus which co-
mes from Soknopaiu Nesus and which entered the Papyrussammlung
der Osterreichischen Nationalbibliothek at Vienna in 1894, has now
been split into 2 pieces which are mounted one below the other under
a single glass plate, although the 2 pieces originally formed one single
stretch of scroll. The upper piece measures 13.8 x 66.5 cms. At 17 cms
from the left and 13 cms from the right xoAlsjuata are found. The
lower part consists of 2 fragments: frag. 1 measures 13.8 x 24.2 cms
(17 ems from the left is a xdlinyua) ; frag. 2 measures 13.8 x 34 cms
(8.5 cms from the left is a xdAAnua). Both sides of the papyrus are
written on. On the one side a demotic text is to be found, written in
various columns against the grain of the fibres; on the other side
(parallel with the grain of the fibres) are 5 geometry problems, the
passage from Homer published here, and 2 conversion problems (like
P. Lond. IT 265, pp. 257 sqq.). The top and the bottom edges of the
papyrus are for the most part evenly cut off (at regular intervals along
the top edge there are pieces broken out of the papyrus itself. This
damage probably occurred when the papyrus was in a rolled-up state).
The left front side of the papyrus is evenly cut off. Partly because of
the fact that on the other side the cut runs straight through a column,
we may assume that a papyrus that had already been covered with a
demotic text was cut through in order to use the other for the Greek
text. It might be thought surprising that a text that was produced later
was written on the recto side (cf. E. G. TurNER, Reclo and Verso, JEA
40, 1954, pp. 102 sqq.), but, before the Greek text was written on the
recto side, the original text seems to have been washed out. 1t is moreover
typical for a « school » papyrus to reuse an old papyrus (cf. J. A. Da-
visoN, The Study of Homer in Greco-Roman Egypt, Akten des VIII.
internationalen Kongresses fir Papyrologie (= MPER, NS, V. Folge),

* We are grateful to Dr. H. LoEBENSTEIN for permission to publish these texts.
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Vienna, 1956, pp. 51 sqq.). The right-hand back side of the papyrus
is badly damaged. The possibility must not be ruled out that the
scroll used to carry still more writing. The Homeric passage begins
at a distance of 2 to 2.5 cms from the 5th mathematical problem.
The text has been divided over 3 columns : cols. 1 and 2 are about 10 cms
long, col. 3 is about 4 cms long.

A part of this papyrus (frag. 2 of the lower part) has been known
since as early as 1938 (cf. H. OeLLAcHER, Griechische Lilerarische
Papyri aus der Papyrussammlung Erzherzog Rainer in Wien, Etudes
de Papyrologie 4, 1938, pp. 133 sqq. = Pack® no. 791). The present
restorer in the Papyrussammlung, MicHAEL FackeLmann, has found
the other parts of this papyrus.

The subjects dealt with (1) and the quality of the Greek make it quite
possible that we have here a papyrus deriving from a schoo] (*). Below
we give a transcription of the Homeric passage (*), although, and this

(1) The combination of mathematics and literature is not a rare occurrence in
papyri deriving from schools. Cf. for example, O. GuEravp et P. JouGuer, Un
Livre d’ Ecolier du 111¢ Siecle avant J.-C. (this papyrus too is in the form of a scroll )
and P. J. Parsons, A School-Book from the Sayce Collection, ZPE 6, 1970, pp. 133 sqq.

(2) Cf. G. ZavraTeo, Papiri scolastici, Aegyptus 41, 1961, pp. 160-2 It is a
well-known fact that Homer was the school author par excellence (¢f. H. 1. Man-
rou, Histoire de Uéducation dans Pantiquitéd, Paris, 1958) and that certein passages
of the Iliad especially enjoyed a preference in schools. Although nothing is known
to us of a preferential treatment of the sixth book of the Iliad (one is referred, how-
ever, to the well-known letter P. Oxy. VI 930), we can readily assume that the
particular passage dealing with the parting of Hector and Andromache must have
enjoyed a certain popularity.

(3) OeLLACHER (loc. cit., pp. 134-135) had assumed that the Homeric passage
was followed by a prose paraphrase of the lines 387-410 of Iliad Z. He believed
that dpduwme, if correctly read, referred to émerpopévy in line 388. Now that the
transceribed Homeric passage appears to begin as early as line 373, his hypothesis,
which was not very attractive for other reasons as well, has been rendered invalid.
‘We have been able to read more than OELLACHER (thanks also to excellent infra-red
exposures made by the excellent photographer of the Osterreichische Nationalbiblio-
thek, A. JANDERKA) and have been able to ascertain that it is a matter here of the
conversion of a certain number of artabs of a particular kind into figures of another
kind. (We shall publish the 5 geometry and the 2 conversion problems in one of
the forthcoming volumes of the Dutch mathematical periodical Janus (LXI, 1974,
pp- 295 if.)). The heading of this section (divided by a paragraphos from the last
line of the Homeric passage) reads dtdvora pérowy. P. Vindob. Gr. Inv, No. 26740
can therefore no longer be accepted in support of the theory which G. NACHTER-

310




LITERARY AND SEMI-LITERARY PAPYRI

is to be expected with papyrus manuscripts of the Iliad of a later date
than the edition of Aristarchus of Samothrace (i.e. later than the middle
of the second century B.C.), the papyrus contributes nothing towards
the history of the text (1).

Certain letters or combinations of letters show correspondence with
both those of P. Oxy. XXXI 2545 (end of the 1st cent. B.C. or early
Ist cent. A. D. = E. G. TurnER, Greek Manuscripts of the Ancient
World, Oxford, 1971, no. 37) and also with those of P. gr. E 7344 of
the Musées Royaux d’Art et d'Histoire in Brussels (1st cent. A.D. =
W. LameERE, Aper¢us de Paléographie Homérique, Paris-Brussels-Ant-
werp-Amsterdam, 1960, 3 and plate 2). In our case, as always, dating
on the basis of the handwriting is extremely risky. In the present case
the matter is further complicated by the fact that we have to do with
a schoolboy’s hand. We believe it is possible to date the text to the
Ist or 2nd cent, A.D.

R. A. Pack, The Greek and Latin.Literary Texts from Greco-Roman
Eqgypt, 2nd ed., Ann Arbor, 1965, mentions 26 texts (nos. 770-795)
containing a passage from the 6th book of the Iliad. The following texts
with a passage from book Z of the Iliad have appeared since 1965 :
Z, 171-183 (ZPE 6, 1970, pp. 121-122); Z, 220-282 (Mus. Helv. 24,
1967, pp. 61-62) ; Z, 232-248 (P. Yale 8).

The text was compared with W. LEar’s edition (2nd ed., London,
1900).

GAEL, Fragments d’anthologies homériques, Chron. d’Eg. 46, 1971, pp. 344 sqq., has
developed. .

(1) This fact has been known for a long time and has often been mentioned : cf.
W. Scumip-0. StinLiN, Geschichie der griechischen Literatur, I, 1, Miinchen, 1929,
p. 164; G. M. BoLuiNG, The Athelized Lines of the Iliad, Baltimore, 1944, p. 5;
Davisox, loc. cil., pp. 51 sqq. ; LAMEERE, op. cil., pp. 11 sqq. It is worthwhile never-
theless publishing this kind of papyri because they teach us when and to what
extent the standardized text was accepted as such; secondly, they are interesting
as examples of ancient book production (cf. V. MarTIN, Papyrus Bodmer I, Geneve,
1954, pp. 9 sqq.; T. C. Skear, Early Christian. Bookproduction : Papyri and Ma-
nuseripts = Chapter III (pp. 54-79) in The Cambridge Hislory of the Bible, Vol. 2 :
The West frem the Falhers {o the Reformation (ed. G. W. H. Lampge, Cambridge
1969)). In the case under discussion the papyrus teaches us what was read at school,
and we gain an impression of the standard the pupils were able to Teach : despite
the fact that the pupil himsell (as we may conclude from the colour of the ink which
remains constant) has made corrections in some places, we may say, on the basis
of this papyrus, that he still had a lot to learn.
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Homer, Iliad Z, 373-410

Column 1

373 [lpyw épeotiner xdwlod te pvolopévy tac
"Extwp 8 s o &vdlov audpov]a Toxuey drowrwy,
375 oty én’ ovddw idw, pleta O¢ Sluwfow elmev -
«el 0" dye por, duwal v[nueotéla luv_ﬂ[ﬁa]'t‘taﬂm'
ag] &y "Avdpopdyn Mevx|dlevo[s éx] pexdgoto ;
7é my éc yakdov 1§ eiv[atéplov év[mélmAwm,
7 & "Abnrailnc oilyerar, &)0d nep dAdac
380 Towal évmlixapo[t dewsjly Oeor idoxovro ;
Tov 8 adt’ dronen Taulin :'cgo,] wiboy [e]amev
« "Extwp, émel pdd’ dvoylas alnfléo pobrjoacha,
olté 7y é[c] yaldv * o¥[T eivarélowv Evméniwv
obr’ g "Albmplains éEolyelrar, évbd mep didae
385 Topwai évwidxapor d[ewny] Oeov ildoxovrau,
ax’ éni whoyov EBn uéylav *Ihiov), olv[e]x’ dxovoey

Column II

[relpeotiar Todas, uéya 0¢] xoldlroc elvar *Ayady.

[ pév 07 mpoc Teiyos E:wt]yoy[é]{ys}wy agixdye

[pawouévy éuevlia - pé<per> 0" dua paida Tifijvy. »
390 [7] ga yvvi) Tapily * 6 & dméoovro ddpatos "Extmp

[z7y adryy 600]y adric dvxripévac xat dyvide.

[edre mibAac Ixalve dtegxdpevos péya ao'n'

[Zrawds, vij do” &luedie éte.ft,u,svaa nedion'$

[8v8" dloyoc ].1.0mwpoc év<av>rtiy ﬁﬂﬁs Beovo'la]
395 [*Avdgoudyn, Ovydrlne ,{1:5}'(_1{177:090_ ‘Hetlwvos,

‘He[tiwv, 6]c évawer dmo MTAdye di[yléa' o'y,

04y Yaolndaxly, Kilixeaa' dvdgeo[atly dvdoowv -

T00 alep 07 Ovydrne peyaiijropoc "Hediwvols.]

7 of Ene1<t'> ipyrne’, dua & dppimodoc xiey adr(f)
400 7aid’ émi zdAmov Eyova’ draldp<o>ova, vimior adtws,

‘Exvopidny a<ya>mntdy, [d]Alyxior dotépr xald,

70y § "Extomp nadéeons <Zrapdv>dptov, adrag oi dAlot

"Aorvdvaxta * olog yap égoixairo “Ipiov "Extwe.
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373

375
376
377
379
380
382
383
386
388
389
392
394

395
396
397
398
400
401
403

105
107
408
109

2)

P,
evenly cut off on all sides. The length is 26.7 cms; on the left-hand
side the papyrus is 15.4 cms in height ; on the right-hand side 11.2 cms.

Column I1I

1 ot 6 pév peidnolely, idaw [é5] naida owlaf -]
405 “Av[dleopdyn ¢ oi dyyu malpioTarol, ddx[ev yéovoa,]
& ['] doa [o]i o7 yewl, Enoc T gla[v’] éx T [dlvd[pale ]
maidd ve wyalagov xai dudv puldeoly, 7 rixa yijen)
0ed 60" par * Tdya ydp oe xavaxrav[éolvolw "Ayaoi]
410 mdvre[<] époloulnBévres - éulol 0¢ xe xépdiov &ly)

r. yo<é>woa (MSS.); r. Te.

The x of odx ex corr. ; MSS. réruev, the writer tried to correct this word,
there is a stroke through ox.

r. ovdov ; MSS. fewmev.

pvbjocaslar like LMS.

r. fy i r. peydooto ; the epsilon ex a.

r. éfoiyerar.

MSS. ildoxovrar.

r. "Extop.
yaidwv.

MSS.
r. dAA' ; MSS. dxovoe.

I, AQIxavel.

r. naida.

r. diepydperos.

We are not able to read the expected moAvdwgos (or moAvedvos), A and o
both ex corr. ; the 5 of jAfe ex A,

The A of peyalijropos ex .

r. [Tidxo.

The # of ‘Ymomiaxiy probably ex ac.

The last part of this line is a repetition of the last part of line 395 ; r. "Het{wvos.
The pap. has éai xdAzov like CHNQST, yp. Harl. a.

The A of xaid ex x.

MSS. ‘Aortvdvaxt’ ; the writer probably intended to write fopixero, MSS.
éovero ; r. “lhiov.

There seems to have been a letter between 'Avdgoudyn and Oé.

Most MSS. gfliger oe.

MSS. &’ dppogor — Twéc yo. xai éuov udgov An.

The writer meant to write foopar (MSS.) but mixed things up.

Psam 1, 1-3.

Vindob. Gr. Inv. No. 25949. A mid-brown papyrus, that has been
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On the one side is a documentary text of 26 lines (concerning given
#odpe; this text will be published elsewhere), running parallel with
the fibre grain. On the other side this documentary text continues
with another 4 lines which run this time against the grain of the fibres.
To the right of these 4 lines someone has begun, parallel with the fibres,
to write a letter in Coptic (cf. comment upon line 1). Without even
finishing the customary opening formula of a Coptic letter, the same
person (the letters are the same, as is the colour of the ink) has begun
to copy out the first psalm. 10 ems from the left-hand edge there is a
very pronounced vertical fold.

The text of the psalm (compared with the edition of A. RanrFs,
Stuttgart, 1962) shows no deviation from the accepted text, with |
perhaps one exception (cf. comment upon lines 3-4). The numerous
spelling mistakes are a consequence of the way Greek was pronounced
in the days when our papyrus was written.

What the purpose of this passage of the first psalm is, is no longer
to be ascertained. That it served as an amulet (cf. P. CoLLarT, Psaumes
el amuleltes, Aegyptus 14, 1934, pp. 463 sqq.: pEM, Un papyrus Rei-
nach inédil. Psaume 140 sur une amuletle (= P. Rein. 11, 61), Aegvptus
13, 1933, pp. 208 sqq.:; Cl. PreEavx, Une Amulelle Chrélienne aux
Musées Royaux d’Art et &' Hisloire de Bruxelles, Chron. d'Eg. 10, 1935,
pp- 361 sqq.) is not very likely, because our text breaks off in the
middle of a word. We do not see any more in this text than a (devout)
pastime. The place where the psalm text is written and the way in
which the text is written (without the customary division into verses
of the psalm — our writer carries straight on right to the very edge
of the papyrus in the first 2 lines at any rate —)make it clear that our
writer has used the empty space in a text that had already been written
before his work. We can therefore safely assume that the documentary
text was written on the papyrus prior to the text from the psalms.

The text derives, as we are able to deduce from the information
contained in the documentary text, from the Heracleopolites. On the
basis of the writing, the text must be dated to the vith or virth cent.
A.D. (cf. R. SEER, Paldographie der griechischen Papyri, Stuttgart,
1967, Band I, no. 60). The writer of the psalm text, who is certainly
not the same as the one who wrote the documentary text, was un-
doubtedly a Copt. This is apparent not only because of the fact that he
first began to write a letter in Coptic, but in particular because of the

—
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way in which he formed his £ in lines 4 and 5 : a hori with a small arc
above it.

In the list of Old Testament writings, preserved on papyrus and
the like, which O. MonTEVECcH! gives in La Papirologia, Torino, 1973,
pp. 296-309, 7 texts of the first psalm are mentioned.

1 T gaeH WEN NZWBL NIBL H'A'

2 Maz|dlgros dvijp, 85 odx aimopeily év fovif] doefiw xal év
DOD dpagTom-

3 do<v> otz fotwy xzal éxl xalédoa<v> Aequd<v> odx
alxddeioer, aGA<A'> 7| &v 1O véud

1 xvplov <16 Béinua adrod, zai é&v T vépw adrodi> ueietijost
npéoas xal vyxtos. xal Fotar ds T ESAwy

5 <10 mepurevpévov> mapa 0as 0weddov<:> TdY VOdTOY, &
TOY xapmdY adTOD TAOEL

6 &y xawpd adrod x

2 r. émogedlny ; r. dOM.

3 MSS. foty, probably not a new reading, bul caused by itacistic reading of the
text : xallédoa is also the reading of A, bul the writer of this papyrus often
leaves the final ny unwritten ; r. Aotudv ; r. €xdBioev.

1 r. voxtdc; r. 16 Edlow,

5 1. tdc; the v of dddrwy ex 5 : 1. TOV %apaor ; r. ddoet

Noles :

1) « For all matters» is the customary manner in which a Coptic
text may begin (cf. for instance W. C. TiLL, Die koplischen Ostraka der
Papyrussammlung der Osterreichischen Nationalbibliothek, Wien, 1958,
nos. 290/291). One expects a continuation with TWINE or something
similar, but on the papyrus there seems to be an H (although the pos-
sibility of it being T1 cannot be excluded) and an & set higher than
the other letters for which we have no explanation. For the forms
used, see W. E. Crum, A Coptic Dictionary, Oxford, 1939, 653a. The
Coptic text begins with a chrismon (cf. M. CrRamER, Das altdgyplische
Lebenszeichen im christlichen (koplischen) Agypten, Wiesbaden, 1955),
that is written straight through another letter. In front of it one can
still recognize a (washed out?) my. Did our writer wish to begin his
psalm text as early as this point?

2) Our writer has the tendency to leave out the final -» (in line 5
he also leaves out the final sigma). For this phenomenon, see E. MAYSER,
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Grammalik der griechischen Papyri aus der Plolemderzeil (2nd ed. by
H. Scumocrr, Berlin, 1970) I, 1, pp. 180 sqq. and pp. 169 sqq.

3-4) Our writer has omitted the section after xvoiov: from év 7
vope xvplov he has jumped to v t@® vdue adrod (as the manuscripts
show). This is a mistake which it would have been even easier to make,
it seems to us, if his example had had the variant xvgiov instead of
ad7of ; all the more so as he has written xvolov at the start of a new
line. For the jumping from same to same see B. A. vAN (GRONINGEN,
Traité d’'Histoire et de Crilique des Texles Grecs, Amsterdam, 1963,
pp- 94-95; A. DaiN, Les Manuscrifs®, Paris, 1964, p. 48.

3) A CurisTIAN PRAYER wWiTH A QuoTaTiON FROM I Cor. 1, 3.

P. Vindob. Gr. Inv. No. 39935. A mid-brown papyrus whose origin
is unknown. Height 9.2 ems, width 8 cms. The badly damaged text,
which runs against the grain of the fibres, is cut off evenly only along
the top edge. Two horizontal folds are visible.

In this case also it is not possible to decide with any certainty what
kind of text we are concerned with (cf. the preceding papyrus). The
interesting thing about this text, which was in all likelihood a prayer
for something or other (cf. éndxoveoy yjuwm» in line 3), is that it begins
with a quotation from the second letter to the Corinthians.

MoNTEVECCHI, op. cil., pp. 309 sq., in her list of New Testament
writings preserved on papyrus and the like, gives 8 passages from the
2nd letter to the Corinthians.

1 "0 mavio tov ixtetopd'r’

2 xai O(ed)s mdons mupaxli-

3 cews dmdxovoor fud'v’

4 olefouévor|

5 ayabdryrolc] xai u|

6 ..a eic eic

7 ]
1 1. v olxTipudw ; pap. ixTelppwy 2 pap. U—:
Noles :

1. The v of ixtewpudy, like that of fjud» in line 3, is rendered by a
horizontal line above the omega.
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Fig. 1. — P. Vindob. Gr. Inv. No. 39935

2. As a nomen sacrum Oed: is written @, cf. A. H. R. E. Paar, No-
mina Sacra in the Greek Papyri of the First Five Centuries A.D. =
P. L. Bat. VIII, Leyden, 1959 ; J. O’CaLLAGHAN, « Nomina Sacra» in
Papyris graecis saeculi 111 neoleslamentariis, Analecta Biblica 46, Roma,
1970.

3. In all probability the goodness of God is meant by ayafdryc
(cf. W. Bauver, Worlerbuch zum Neuen Testament, Berlin-New York,
1971, s.v.). One can imagine that the lost part at the end of line 4
originally read : e dia Tijc.

4) MyTHOLOGICAL FRAGMENT.

P. Vindob. Gr. Inv. No. 26727. A light-brown papyrus of good quality,
which is fairly evenly broken off on the right and left-hand edges,
and the bottom edge likewise. On the top edge a small piece has dis-
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appeared out of the papyrus. Height 14.5 cms; width 5.9 cms. The
text, which is written in black ink, runs parallel with the fibres. In the
centre of the papyrus some horizontal fibres (1.6 cms) have worked
loose from the vertical layer underneath and been lost. As appears
from the traces of ink in line 16 these fibres were probably (at least
partically) written upon. The empty margin below (1.5 cms) makes
one believe that the papyrus at the bottom edge is complete. It cannot
be made out if there was more than one column on this papyrus. The
reverse side is not written upon.

Two different hands are to be distinguished on the papyrus : the hand
of the actual text and the hand which has made a note in the margin
at the bottom edge of the papyrus. The hand that has written the
first 23 lines can be dated to the 2nd cent. A.D. (cf. W. Scuupart, Pa-
pyri Graeci Berolinenses, Bonn, 1911, no. 30a and no. 31).

The lines 4, 8, 9, 21 and 22 do not run as far as the right-hand edge,
but are only partially covered with script. This could indicate that
this papyrus does not tell a continuous story, but that we have to do
with short extracts or notes.

A kindred text has been published by S. Daris, P. Med. Inv. 123,
Proceedings of the Twelfth Intern. Congr. of Papyrology, Toronto,
1970, pp. 97 sqq.

1 (1¢ main) I Aeyel

2 16wr|. .]Ja. vzi,uqn/'[ :

3 Itns placaluévns baf

1 lameapdyy [

5 |teoec * al Toic feols pf
6 las xal Zatdpovs éyév[yyoar
7 |. ayiavy ovxaieovoa.|
8 lepme [

9 ].» évdpara [

10 lpwy évdpara rav .|

11 lyevouévary al xalotv|ta
12 |.Atyin Edgodvy may|

13 Asvanzlides "Appibéas xal Asvlzinmov
14 Kdotwg] xal IToAvdeduns Eoyor|

15 1. @aify Tidoa Agowdy|

16 1.0

17 Oclotiov xal tijc Aevgwvos Ae]
318
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18 lllolv Ovydrne uév Ymepuv[rjoroa
19 ]. wvios 6é “Ipwndos Edimmolc
20 yéimmos Edpbavioc Apay|
21 |aéfww ITpoxdmy [
22 Oivdlrpomou [
23 J0e *Aviov ot *Andiiwvoc.|
24 (2¢ main) vam. .
3 pap. 7| 15 pap. ilaga 18 pap. dmeguy|

The fact that we are concerned with a mythological subject becomes
clear through the mention of a number of names of persons. It is less
easy to determine which passage of mythology our text refers to. A
number of persons (cf. comment on lines 7 and 17-21) are completely
unknown. The lines 1-12 give no definite clue to the subject. In lines
13-15, the Leucippides are spoken of and in the lines 17-21, the Thestiades
are mentioned. In the framework of Greek mythology these two families
are linked together by the mythographs that have been preserved (cf.
P. J. SweestenN, The Rejuvenation Cure of Pelias, ZPE 9, 1972,
pp- 104 sqq.) only in connection with the hunt of the Calydonian boar.
Against that, however, is the fact that a number of the persons men-
tioned are not linked with this story anywhere in the Greek and/or
Latin tradition which has come down to us. If we assume that we
have to do with the Calydonian hunt, a link can be established between
the majority of the persons mentioned. It is possible that we have
here a version of the story which has not been otherwise preserved
for us.

The wording of the text creates the impression of wanting te give
brief information about mythological persons and their genealogies,
such as those which we find, amongst others, in Hyginus (cf. J.
Scuwartz, Une source papyrologique d’Hygin le mythographe, Studi in
Onore di A. Calderini e R. Paribeni, II, pp. 151 sqq. = Pack® 2452).

The saga concerning the Calydonian hunt is broadly as follows (cf.
A. SURBER, Die Meleagersage : eine historisch-vergleichende Unlersuchung
zur Bestimmung der Quellen, Diss. Ziirich, 1880 ; PW-RE XV, s.v.
Meleagros, Sp. 446-488 (van pEr Korr), W. H. RoscHER, Ausfiihrliches
Lexikon der griechischen und romischen Mythologie, Bd. 1I, 2, Sp. 2591
sqq. s.v. Meleagros (E. KunnNERT) : at a harvest festival, the king of
the Aetolian Calydon, Oineus, offers hecatombs to the gods, but in
doing so passes over Artemis who in revenge sends a wild boar, which
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commits great ravage in the country. Meleager, the son of Oineus and
Thestius’ daughter Althaia, assembles an array of heroes, including
Asclepius, Leucippus, the Dioscuri and the virgin Atalanta. In the
course of the hunt, the animal is captured and killed. According to
one particular tradition, a fight between Aetolians and Curetes, the
inhabitants of Pleuron, breaks out over the boar’s hide. During this
struggle some sons of Thestius lose their lives (cf. Schol. Iliad 1X, 529 ;
Apollod. Bibl. 1, 8, 3. According to another version, Meleager wishes
to give the boar’s hide to Atalanta and in a fight kills some of his un-
cles : Apollod. Bibl. 1, 8, 3 ; Hyg. Fab. 174).

A previously published papyrus that refers to the Calydonian hunt
is M. PapatHomorouLos, Un poéme élégiaque inédil sur Méléagre el
le sanglier de Calydon, Recherches de Papyrologie, I1, 1962, pp.99sqq. =
Pack? 1756.

Noles :

1-4) It is impossible to establish how many letters on the right and
left-hand edge have been lost.

Nougn (line 2) could well refer to Atalanta, who is often referred to
in this way. According to most sources (Apollod. Bibl. 1, 8, 2 ; Pausa-
nias VIII, 45, 2, Ovid. Met. VIII, 379) she strikes the boar the first
blow, after which Meleager deals the beast its death blow. ‘Ameopdyn
(line 4) could refer to the boar and fracapuévys (line 3) to Atalanta (the
name is possibly partially hidden in the lacuna at the beginning of
line 3) ; dw» (line 2) may be a part of Kalvddy.

5-8) In line 5 the restoration unltrépes or Gvyalréoec seems obvious.
Concerning the birth of Satyrs in combination with other mythological
figures, little is known. The only author in whom we find something
about this is Hesiod (frag. 123 MerRkKELBACH-WEST), who relates that
the daughter of Phoroneus (cf. RoscHER, op. cil., Bd. III, 2, Sp. 2435
sqq. (WEeizsAicker)) had five daughters who brought Satyrs, Nymphs
and Curetes into the world. The names of some children of Phoroneus,
not mentioned by Hesiod, we find in Schol. Eurip. Oresles 1246 : ®opw-
vevs * ioyer 08 maidac éx Iebovs Alyindéa - "Amw © Edpdmay © Nid-
Buv. In the light of the Hesiod fragment the restoration Ovya]répec
seems more probable. At the end of line 5 there seems to have been
a form of the verb petyvivac. Basing oneself on the Hesiod fragment,
a conjecture can be made with Jac in line 7, making it Kovgijr]ac
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(cf. RoscHER, op. cil., Bd. II, 1, Sp. 1588-1591 (ImmiscH)) or »duglac
(cf. PW-RE XVII, Sp. 1528-1530 (F. HercHeLHEIM)). According to
some sources (Hom. [liad 1X, 529 sqq. ; Bacch. Epinic. V; Anloninus
Liberalis 11), a struggle between the Aetolians and the Curetes broke
out after the killing of the boar over the possession of the animal’s
hide. If we here restore Kovofjrac (vdupac is of course also not im-
possible ; indeed either of the two words can have been in the lacuna)
the connection between these lines and the Calydonian hunt can be
established. Lines 7 and 8 present difficulties, although all letters
(with the exception of the second omikron of ovxaleovoa, which is
somewhat damaged on the left-hand side) have been read with complete
certainty. One expects here a summary of the « daughters» who in
relation with the gods brought forth Satyrs, (Nymphs and Curetes).
If in line 8 -iu% forms the ending of a proper name (with a superfluous
iota adscriptum ; possibly instead of an iota subscriptum) we could
restore these letters, obtaining ’/gf]i{uy. Iphthime, the daughter of
Dorus, is known, with Hermes, to have begotten Satyrs (cf. RoscHER,
op.cil., Bd. 11,1, Sp. 317 (StorLr)). The letters ayiavy (line 7) may form
either the ending of a female name, or be themselves a proper name.
A name Aglaue (or a name ending in the letters ayiavn) is not known
to us. Theoretically one can split ovxaleovea into odx dléovea or
0v xaléovoa. In the first case it escapes us absolutely what the verb
dleiv = « grind finely », can signify here ; in the second case we note
(and this also holds if we read odx difovsa) that the verbal form
zaAéovoa is not contracted, while it is in line 11. We would suggest,
tentatively, that ayiavy and ovxaiéovea should be considered as thus
far unkown female names. In these lines then, women would be men-
tioned who brought forth Satyrs, Nymphs and Curetes. If the text
had remained fully preserved these speculations would perhaps have
been unnecessary and maybe a minor correction (r. 09% dAé<<y>ovca?)
would have been sufficient to restore the context.

The traces of ink following ovxaléovea are difficult to explain. They
are most likely a trema and the upper part of an ypsilon.

9-12) In view of the way in which these lines have been written on
the papyrus, it seems correct to interprete them as a coherent whole.
Problems are raised by the juxtaposition of the names Aigle and Eu-
phrone. Aigle is mentioned as being one of the daughters of Asclepius
(Schol. Aristoph. Plutus 701 (ed. DUBNER) ; Pling N. H. XXXV, 137)
who himself took part in the hunt of the Calydonian boar (cf. Hyg. Fab.
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173). In the same scholion /Tavdxewa is named as another daughter
of Asclepius. [Tar at the end of line 12 could be restored to /Tavdxeua.
The difficulty is, however, that nowhere in the tradition is Euphrone
mentioned as being a daughter of Asclepius. A different approach is
to see in Aigle the wife of Helius and the mother of the Charites. One
of the Charites bears the name Euphrosyne (cf. RoscHER, op. cil., Bd. 1,
1, Sp. 153 (RoscHER) ; Anfimachus in Pausanias 1X, 35, 5). Euphrone
is also identified with Euphrosyne, the daughter of Erebus and Nyx (cf.
Hyg. Fab. Praef. 1). Euphrone/Euphrosyne may also be an euphemistic
name for Nyx. We could then complete mav at the end of line 12 to
ITavdia, the daughter of Zeus and Selene (cf. Hom. Hymn iz Zeljvny,
XXXII, 15; Hyg. Fab. Praef. 28. Ilavdia is sometimes used as an
epithet for Selene herself). Aigle could be understood in this connec-
tion as a personification of sunlight (more probable than moonlight ;
cf. LSJ® aiyAn = « the light of the sun or the moon»). In the latter
explanation a link with the Calydonian hunt is non-existent. We
consider it more plausible that Euphrone is the name of a daughter of
Asclepius which has thus far not been known to us.

13-15) In line 15 we come across a number of female names, which
belong to the daughters of Leucippus. At the end of line 13 we read
Agv. These facts and the mention of (Castor) and Polydeuces (line
14) prompt one to restore Asvximm]idec (cf. RoscHER, op. cil., Bd.
I1, 2, Sp. 1988-1999 (E. KunNerT/SToLL)). According to the tradition
(Schol. Lycophron Alex. 511) Leucippus was married to Philodice.
Amphithea (a name that we encounter several times on various oc-
casions in the mythological tradition ; cf. RoscuERr, op. cil., Bd. I, 1,
Sp. 317 (StoLr)) is nowhere mentioned as the wife of Leucippus. About
the relationship between the Dioscuri and the Leucippides there are
various traditions. What is certain is that there was a struggle between
the Dioscuri and the Apharides, Idas and Lynceus (Apharus was a
brother of Leucippus). According to one tradition they joined battle
because the Dioscuri were insulted by the Apharides during a banquet.
‘When the Dioscuri then stole the cattle of the Apharides, a fight broke
out in which Castor was slain. In a subsequent combat Polydeuces
killed both the Apharides in revenge. In this version the daughters of
Leucippus, Phoebe and Hilaeira, are the wives of the Dioscuri. Another
tradition has it that the Apharides are engaged to Phoebe and Hi-
laeira (cf. P. Oxy. XXXIV 2389, frag. 4 = Alcman, frag. 8 Pace) and
that the two girls are abducted by the Dioscuri. Leucippus (Hyg. Fab.
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173 ; Ovid. Met. V1II, 306) as well as the Dioscuri and the Apharides
(Ovid. Mel. V111, 304 ; Apollod. Bibl. 1, 8, 2) take part in the Calydo-
nian hunt. The third daughter of Leucippus named here, Arsinoé, is
probably mentioned for the sake of completeness (other daughters were
perhaps referred to in the lacunae). A direct link between her and
the Calydonian hunt cannot be made. What is known about her is
that she was married to Apollo and gave birth to Asclepius (cf. RoscHER,
op. cit., Bd. 1, 1, Sp. 557 (StoLL)).

17-21) According to tradition (cf. RoscHER, op. cit., Bd. V, Sp. 779-
781 (HOreR)), Thestius was the son of Agenor and the grandson of
Pleuron, the eponymous hero of the town in Aetolia that bears the
same name. His wives are named as Deidameia, Laophonte (a daughter
of Pleuron, cf. RoscHER, op. cil., Bd. II, 2, Sp. 1849 (StoLL)), Leucippe
and Eurythemis (in P. Oxy. XXVIII 2481, frag. 5b, col. I11, 9 a certain
Eurythemiste is spoken of ; cf. the note of LogeL on line 34 sq.). If we
interprete our text as it stands on the papyrus, yet another new wife
of Thestius is mentioned. The name Leuron does not occur, however,
in the Greek onomastica (indeed female names ending in -w» scarcely
occur at all; cf. W. Papre-G. BeEnseLer, Wérlerbuch der griechischen
Eigennamen, Bd. I®, p. XX). We consider it probable that the text in
this place is corrupt and that it must be corrected as follows: 77
< II>Jevpivos. One would be inclined to write 7ijc < daogdrryg
11> Jjevodros, but then this would be in contradiction with the words
of Apollod. Bibl. 1, 7, 10: Gceotiey 6¢ é& EvpvOépidoc tijc Kleopfo-
tas éyévovro Ouyatéoes pév "Aibaia Mijda “Ymeouvijoroa, dpgeves 0&

“lpwios Edamos Hjnos Edpdavies. For the children of Thes-
tius, compare RoScHER, op. cil., Bd. V, Sp. 777 (H6Fer). The use of
the singular fvydrye pév is striking (line 18 ; we may assume that
the other daughters of Thestius are mentioned in the lacunae. In any
case Althaia, who was married to Meleager, and as such forms a fur-
ther link with the Calydonian hunt) as is vioz 0¢ (line 19) although
more than one name follows. Nowhere in the tradition did we find the
name beginning with Agav[, nor that ending in Jaefwy nor Procoon
mentioned as sons of Thestius. In Schol. T Hom. Iliad IX, 567 as also
in P. Oxy. XXIII 2359, 4 (= Stesichorus frag. 45, 4-5 Pacg) and P.
Ashmol. 20 (= Bacchyl. Dithyr. 25, 29 SNELL-MAHLER) we come across
the proper name Procaon (with Clytius as his brother). Procaon and
Clytius are, in the places referred to, sons of Thestius. Procaon and
Procoon are most probably one and the same person (the note in the
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critical apparatus to the T scholia (ed. E. Maass) : « @ non certum »
is missing in the edition of H. Ersse). The letters -aefwv can, according
to F. DornsEelrr-B. HanseN, Riicklaufiges Waorterbuch der griechischen
Eigennamen, Berlin, 1957, only be restored to the proper name @aé-
fwv. On the basis of the correlation in meaning between the names
Clytius (cf. RoscHER, op. cit., Bd. 11, 1, Sp. 1247 (StoLL)) and Phaethon
we may possibly identify the bearers of these names.

22-23) The Oinotropoi were the daughters of Anius, the son and priest
of Apollo (cf. RoscHER, op. cil., Bd. 1, Sp. 352 (OerTEL) ; G. M. Sira-
k1S, Studies in the History of the Hellenistic Drama, London, 1967,
p.- 7, note 1). A connection between this family and the Calvdonian
hunt appears nowhere in the sources. After the alpha of Anius there is
a small vertical line on the papyrus, the meaning of which escapes us.
Perhaps it was intended to indicate a division of the words and was
placed here mistakenly.

24) The meaning of the letters written in a different hand in the
empty space beneath the main text eludes us. The letters slant upwards
towards the right. Perhaps the last letter was raised out of line. It
does not seem possible to read a proper name (of the author?).

5) LISTS WITH WORKS OF CLASSICAL AUTHORS AND UNIDENTIFIED LITER-
ARY TEXT

P. Vindob. Gr. Inv. No. 39966. A dark-brown papyrus, which has
been cut off evenly only on the right-hand edge. It measures 37.3 cms
in width and 26 cms in height. 6 vertical folds are visible. 8.5 cms
from the right is a »dAAnua. The papyrus, which consists of (at least)
2 separate papyri pasted to each other, is written upon on either side.
The side not published here contains a passage from a document (writ-
ten against the grain of the fibres) on which traces of 9 lines have been
preserved. The text of this part of the papyrus is at right angles to the
text of the following document (a text that is identical to P. Lond. II
256d (pp. 97-98). It is striking that on the reverse side of the London
papyrus a (sub-)literary text also occurs ; cf. P. Lond. Lil. 138) written
in 2 columns (24 and 12 lines long respectively). We shall publish both
these documentary texts along with a number of other Viennese texts
in our forthcoming Fiinfund dreissig Wiener Papyri. The 2 papyri have
been glued to each other in such a way that, on the side that we publish
here, all the fibres run in the same direction. On this side 3 texts have
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been written by 2 different persons: column 1 (10 x 6 cms) is placed
above left; column 2 (6.5 x 7.5 cms), which is by the same hand as
column 1 and at an interval of some 20 ems from column 1, is set above
right ; column 3 (9 x 4 cms), of which the text is placed upside down
in relation to column 2, is below right. All texts are written against
the grain of the fibres. Later on, a demotic text was inscribed diagonally
across column 1, but columns 2 and 3 have been spared. The demotic
text, written with a very thick nib and strong black ink, virtually
effaces the text of column 1 which is written with a fine nib. The
handwriting of column 3 shows a resemblance to that illustrated in
plate 37 in E. G. TurNER, Greek Manuscripls of the Ancient World,
Oxford, 1971, that of columns 1 and 2 with that illustrated in plate
15 of the same volume. We date the texts on this side to around the
middle of the 1st cent. A.D. This is in accordance with the dating of
the texts on the other side: the first text is dated to Hathyr 15 of
the year 40 in the reign of Augustus (= 11.11.10 A.D.); the second
text to Hathyr 1 of the vear 42 in the reign of Augustus (= 28.10.12
A.D.). Cf. E. G. Tur~eR, Recto and Verso, JEA 40, 1954, pp. 102 sqq.

Column I:

1 ] w5 0a0 [ le &0 cxd]

2 ]... “Owijolov) “I[Aud(doc) 1.[.]..70[dx2uvEompat]

3 ].. Kai<i>wudylov = ,_' ;:[]r)t[] traces ot..v

L Ilivodpov] ’ ].. :(_56[.] .. ia. Igogodiw]y

5 traces

6 ‘Hlowdov IMvadxiw ly [0] & "Epy'a’ =ai "Hué(oar)
Ozoy[o(via)

7 l.povs ...[ ]...o

8 | P av...... ‘w'() traces

Column IT:

9 1"Oigolv

10 &o :_1: [oo7]vgy v | Odus(osiac) 8licisses ]; 1 ; ;

11 tompotvoyywyd Hoddov [lvv]acd(v)
12 « ﬂ{a}i‘ Ozopo(via) *Epy'a’ xal ‘Hu(éoar) Kal<i>uu'd'(yov)
13 Airlo(v) o~ [.] "Yp(vad) [*Enlyedu|paral
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Fig. 2. — P. Vindob. Gr. Inv. No. 39966, col. 11
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14 “Exdly ‘Eyjoyai “Pyrt|dpwr Jows

15 dwgo(®) [...Jov [a] By EybO[xlAur

16 Awvveilo]o ...""() [...]."w'() Aidwav[od. . ]...
17 b...... Suol...JB o0 ..0.0) ] | ITe-

18 ot émeplovijs.
19 Aioyivov: Kara Kt[nlowpdy't'(0c) .a_r(izl

20 plov Iepi émpovijs Anuoalév[ov]e
21 Ilepi 70 orepdvov

Column III (2¢ main):

23 ...

24 .].0y[

2 wJeovel

26 .]oe.|

27 awpiov]

28  tolyo|

29 Oeve......

30 xaxo|y

31 erovs

32 vovoor

33 taom.|

34 xewvpevos
35 Oerexer.novs
36 nixov

Columns 1 and 2 are clearly to be distinguished from column 3, both
as far as the nature of the handwriting, its position on the papyrus
and also its contents are concerned. Column 3 consists of a number
of words which are placed beneath one another (probably not more than
one word per line). In front of this column, which is a good example
of Maas’ Law (cf. TurNER, Greek Manuscripls.... p. 6), about 1 cm
has been left free. Although it is not possible to establish it with cer-
tainty, we consider it improbable that these words are explanations
of words which might have been written on the left-hand side on a
part of the papyrus that is now missing. We have been unable to find
an explanation for this column. Prof. C. J. Rutsgn (Amsterdam) thinks
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it not inconceivable that the text of this column is to be associated
with a work of a medical nature.

The texts of columns 1 and 2, which were written by the same
hand, belong together also as regards their content. In both,a number
of (known and unknown) classical authors and works by them are
enumerated. The big question is what the purpose of these lines was.
As a result of a similar Florentine papyrus published by M. Norsa,
Elenco di opere lellerarie, Aegyptus 2, 1921, pp. 17-20, the most di-
vergent explanations have been proferred (cf. in latest instance P. J.
SwPESTELIN, Einige Bemerkungen iiber einen Kalalog mit Werken klas-
sischer Schriflsteller, Aegyptus 44, 1964, pp. 20-25. A discussion of
previously expressed opinions is also to be found here). Withoul
wishing to exclude other possibilities, we consider it as the most probable
explanation that we have here to do with catalogues of books belonging
to a particular person or body. Our strongest argument for this is
that each book of Homer is separately enumerated (books 3 and 4 of
the Odyssey later on turned out to be present nonetheless in the library,
cf. line 11). Also the fact that not all parts of certain works by certain
authors are present (only books 1, 2 and 5 of the five volume work of
Hesiod’s Katdloyos I'vvauxdv, lines 11/12, and only 3 volumes of the
four volume work Airia of Callimachus, line 13), points in this di-
rection, as does the probable arrangement of the books according to
subject matter (cf. the space left between lines 18 and 19). In the
two enumerations neither the sequence, nor the writers mentioned with
their works, nor the number of books present, are alike. If our sup-
position that we have to do with catalogues is correct, then we must
assume that two different collections have been catalogued.

Notes :

The fact that the demotic text has been written straight through the
Greek one, and the damage to the papyrus at this place, make it not
only impossible to decipher certain places, but make the reading at
certain points extremely dubious, as may be seen from the dots under
many letters.

1) It is possible that one or more lines used to precede our line 1.

Above ¢ and » the small dash, which indicates that the letters are
a number, has been lost.
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2) After the 0 a trace of the number dash can only be seen above
the A.

If our reading “Ouijo(ov) *fitd(doc) at the beginning of this line
is correct, one wonders whether no volume of the Odyssey was pre~
sent in the library at all, or whether the volumes of the Odyssey
which were present were enumerated in line 1. In the latter case the
repetition of the author’s name is striking.

The trace of the letter that has been preserved after the big lacuna
points to a ¢.

3) At the end of this line we would favour the reading of one of Cal-
limachus’ works beginning with /{eo( (cf. Suidae Lexvicon, ed. A. ApLER,
s. v. Kaiilpayo: and the edition of R. PrerrreR), but the traces are
too faint to provide any certainty.

4) It is well known that Pindar wrote /1posddia, of which very little
has been preserved (cf. P. Oxyv. XXVI 2441 = Pack?® 1370 ; B. SNELL,

| Pindari Carmina cum Fragmenlis, Vol. 11, Leipzig, 1964, fr. 89(a)-94).
We are unable to decipher the work which preceded the Prosodia.
Where the writer, when a certain number of columns of a certain
work are to hand, puts the title of the work in the genitive (and then
indicates the volumes available), we may assume, seeing that that does
not occur here, that the work in question either consisted of a single
volume, or was present in full in the library.

It is not certain that the title of this work began with an e, because
there seems to have been a small number dash above the epsilon, which
would imply that the work mentioned in the first place consisted of

| (at least) 5 volumes : yet as appears from W. Scumip-0. StanLin, Ge-
schichte der griechischen Liferatur, 1, 2, Minchen, 1934, p. 575, there
are no known works of Pindar consisting of 5 or more volumes.

6) The a of "Epya is unnecessarily raised above the # (our writer ab-
breviates by placing the last letter he writes slightly above the rest)

: something which also occurs in line 12.

7) The letter before govs could be an 7. We have not been able to
trace the name of the writer. We can only say that he wrote a work
that consisted of (at least) 18 books.

9) At the end of this line there is enough space to place *JAud(doc)

and the figures a up to and including ».
10) Between the £ and the o there is the « tail » of a long letter from
the line above.
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Behind the ® is a horizontal dash to separate the Odyssey from the
preceding work.

In the lacuna between é and 7_: there is sufficient space for the figures
B, and & up to and including 7 to be placed.

11) The omission of Katdioyoc (-yor) before IMovaixdv is striking,
something which in all probability also occurs in line 6.

12) The third letter on this line looks like an epsilon (without a
number dash), but could be meant to be a 6 (cf. the theta of Gcoyo(via)).
The writer believed that only volumes 1 and 2 of the Catalogus Gynai-
con were present in the library, and began with the theta of Theogonia,
and then discovered the 5th volume of the Catalogus Gynaicon.
Seeing that the third letter of this line is somewhat fainter than the
others, it could be that the writer made an attempt to wash it out.

14) A work with the title "Exioyai “Pytdowy by Callimachus is not
known to us. In frag. 430 Prerrrer (cf. also frags. 431 and 432) we
read : Kalliuayos év 73] 1w pyropixov davaypagij (v. L. : axoypags).
These “Exioyal “Pytdomv could be a subsection of the [Tivaxes taw
& mdoy nadeln diadauypdvrov xal v cuvéyoayay év fifiiion: » zai p

15) The name of the writer mentioned here, part of which was most
probably on the previous line together with the work written by him,
which consisted of (at least) 13 books, we are unable to decipher.

16) Seeing it is no longer possible to read the name of the work
mentioned here, we cannot say which Dionysius (among the large num-
ber of possibilities) is here in question.

If the name Aiitarod (the same name is possibly also to be read in
line 8) has been correctly read by us, we must assume that it concerns
a writer who is not known to us. The only writer of that name who is
known to us is Claudius Aelianus, but, seeing he lives in the 2nd cent.
A.D., while our texts seem to have been written around 50 A.D., he
must be left out of consideration. The reading is so dubious, that we
may also consider Ai[o]A{dar a possibility.

19-20) Difficulties are raised by the work ITepi émiuovijc (as also
in lines 17/18) of a writer whose name ends in -glov. The traces at
the end of line 19 will only permit the conclusion that no other work
of Aeschines followed here, none at least of those known to us (the
letter before the alpha may be a pi, but the reading /Tagamoeofeias
is excluded). ’Emtuord] is a figure of speech which consists of persisting
with a particular point and various of the writers included by L. Spen-
GEL in his Rhelores Graeci devoted one or more paragraphs to it (cf. Index
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Rheloricus s.v.), but a separate book on this subject is not known. The
placing of this work between Aeschines’ speech « Against Ctesiphon »
and Demosthenes’ speech « On the Crown », which are closely connected
with each other (the title of Demosthenes’ speech « On the Crown »
is, in most manuscripts "Yaép Kryowpdrroc mepl tod orepdvov ; cf.
F. Brass, Die altische Beredsamkeit, 111, 1, Leipzig, 1893, pp. 419sqq. ;
111, 2, Leipzig, 1898, pp. 208 sq.), may put us on the track. It is well
known that Aeschines had no success with his speech against Ctesi-
phon, that he did not even obtain one fifth of the votes and that, as
a direct result of this, he left his native soil (cf. Brass, op. cil., 111, 2,
pp- 162 sq.). “Emiuowmj can also, however, have the meaning of « resi-
dence ». It is not to be excluded that we have to do here with a speech
by an unknown orator who was dealing with (the effects of) exile.

Universily of Amslerdam P. J. SwresTELIN - K. A. Worp
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