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X.—Two Literary Papyri from Karanis

1. Isocrates, Ilpds Anuévikov 33—-34
1I. Demosthenes, Kar' 'Apiwsroxpbrovs 166—72

ELINOR MULLETT HUSSELMAN

UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN

The excavations conducted by the University of Michigan in
Egypt over a period of ten years at Kom Aushim, the site of ancient
Karanis, yielded many papyri. Although most of them are frag-
mentary and many are too small for identification, there remain a
goodly number that are reasonably complete and of considerable
interest.!

This material has been inventoried under some two thousand
numbers, but, because there are so many small and relatively
unimportant pieces, papyri from one location in the dig are as a
general rule kept together under a single inventory number. It
would not be an exaggeration to estimate that there are at least
five thousand separate documents represented by these two thou-
sand numbers. Of all these fragments only one hundred and forty
can be classified with a fair degree of certainty as literary, either
from the text, or, when the fragments are very small, on the basis
of the hand. This is a very small proportion, but perhaps not
much smaller than we should expect.?

Most of the literary fragments remain unidentified, and indeed
the majority are so small as to make eventual identification un-
likely. Some are sufficiently extensive for us to determine the
character of the contents, although they have not been recognized
as previously known works. There are, for example, two frag-
ments from paraphrases of the Iliad, a fragment from a Homeric

1 Sixty-five papyri have been published by H. C. Youtie and O. M. Pearl in Papyri
and Ostraca from Karanis (Michigan Papyri vi, Ann Arbor, 1944). Several others
have appeared in various journals.

2 It is difficult to make a comparable estimate of the proportion of literary to
documentary papyri elsewhere. Of the 2207 published Oxyrhynchus papyri, 536, or
nearly twenty-five per cent, are literary, whereas the literary papyri form less than
three per cent of the Karanis papyri at Michigan. But much Karanis material is to
be found in other institutions, and all of it would have to be taken into consideration,
before we could form any definite conclusions as to the extent of literary interests in
that village.
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glossary, not that of Apollonius, some extensive fragments from
two or three grammatical treatises, two scraps that appear to be
historical, one that may be from a dramatic work, and four from
works on the borderline of literature dealing with magic and
astrology.

Only fourteen fragments have been identified, and, as is to be
expected, ten of them are Homeric.! Of the Homeric fragments
eight are from the Iliad and two from the Odyssey, so that here also
the usual proportion between the two poems is maintained. There
are two fragments from rolls that contained the Works and Days
of Hesiod, with the Theogony written on the verso of one. And
finally there are two fragments that have been identified as belong-
ing to the works of the Attic orators.

It is these last two that are presented here. Although they are
not extensive and introduce no textual innovations, they have a
certain value because they are among the earliest witnesses to the
texts of these authors.*

1

The first is a small fragment, measuring 6.5 X 11.6 cm., of the
[pods Anuéwvikov, traditionally ascribed to Isocrates, and generally
accepted as authentic. It was found at Karanis during the excava-
tions of 1928/29, and bears the inventory number 5299. The text
consists of ten lines, only three of which are complete, from one
column of a roll, and it includes the end of § 33 and the beginning
of § 34 of the speech.

The hand is a rather large and well-formed uncial, with finials,
not strongly marked, on some of the letters. Its general character
accords well with hands generally attributed to the late first or
early second century A.n.> There is no punctuation, nor are there
any diacritical marks. The final » is once indicated by a horizontal
stroke above the preceding letter (r&v in line 8). There are from

3 Cf. the list of literary papyri published by C. H. Oldfather, The Greek Literary
Texts from Greco-Roman Egypt (University of Wisconsin Studies in the Social Sciences
and History 9, Madison, 1923). The evidence is summed up by F. G. Kenyon in
Books and Readers in Ancient Greece and Rome (Oxford, 1932) 31-34.

4 Of the nine papyri of the IIpds Anuévikov of Isocrates that have been published,
three have been dated in the second century, two in the third, three in the fourth, and
one in the fifth-sixth. One of the fragments of the Kar’ 'Aptorokpérous of Demosthenes
is dated in the second century, the other three in the third.

5 The hand may be compared with those on Plate 1x of Medea Norsa, La scrittura
letteraria greca dal secolo IV a.C. all’ VIII d.C. (Firenze, 1939).
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19 to 23 letters in a line, and the width of the column is about
8.5 cm. It is of course impossible to make any estimate of the
original size of the manuscript from such a small fragment.

Isocrates was one of the more popular authors of antiquity,
although he ranked far below Homer and Demosthenes, and of his
works the IIpés Aquévkov is the most frequently found among the
papyri.f Six papyri are listed by Oldfather, and three others may
be added to his list:” P. Ross. Georg. 1.16, a folio from a fourth
century codex; P. Lond. Inv. 230 (Milne, Catalogue, 255), a school
text in a third- or fourth-century hand for use either for reading or
as a shorthand exercise; and a fragment in the Lund University
library,® containing the lower half of two columns in a third-
century hand.

The only papyrus that contains §§ 33-34 is P. Berl. 8935,
written at the beginning of the second century on the verso of
BGU 3.781, a long inventory of the late first century A.p. It con-
tains §§ 18-52 and was used by Drerup in his edition of the orations
of Isocrates. Drerup’s text? was used for the collation of the
Michigan fragment.

[Noyois eAvrpoay Tour]wy Tous
[eoyous v T]iuwpray €dw
agav ous €av Bovlel momoac
fai puhovs ayabov T Neye e
S pi avrwy apxn Yap Plias uev
[er]awlos €]xBpas de Yoyos
§34 . [Bovevouer]os mapadiyuara
[7owov Ta T]apeAnAvlora &
[ueNNovrwy T0] yap apaves
10 [ex Tov pavepov TaxiloT[nv €
[xe

wy
1. 7out]wy: Tovrous P. Berl., Tolrw As, Tolrois T.
2-3. edwgav: read €ocav.

6 In Oldfather’s list, op. cit. (see note 3) 41, six of the eighteen papyri of Isocrates
are from the Ipds Anudvikov.

7 The writer has been fortunate in being able to supplement Oldfather’s list by
the as yet unpublished bibliography of literary papyri compiled by Roger A. Pack of
the University of Michigan.

8 Published by A. Wifstrand in the Arsberittelse of the Humanistiska Vetenskaps-
samfundet i Lund (1934-35) 57-58.

9 Isocratis Opera Omnia recensuit Engelbertus Drerup (Lipsiae, 1906). Drerup’s
symbols have been used in the critical notes.
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3. eav Bouei: éav P. Berl., T; BolAer T; & BobAp most manuscripts
and Drerup.

4-5. mept qurwy: omitted in P. Berl. The Michigan papyrus omits
the phrase wpds rols dmrayyelobvras, which follows in the manuscripts
and Drerup.

7. mapadiyuara: read wapadelyuara.

I1

There were also found in the excavations at Karanis in the
season of 1928/29 five papyrus fragments belonging to a single
manuscript, to which has been given the inventory number 5472.
Four of the fragments have been fitted together, so that there
are two fairly good-sized pieces, one 9 X 10.5 cm. and the other
16.3 X 9.3 cm., with a piece about 9.5 cm: wide missing between
them. The text consists of parts of four consecutive columns
from a roll that contained the twenty-third oration of Demosthenes,
Kar' 'Apiorokpbrovs. There are fourteen complete lines and rem-
nants of three others in Column 1, only two.or three letters from
Column 11, the ends of twenty-three lines in Column 111, and the
beginnings of thirty-four lines in Column 1v. The text covered is
§§ 166-172.

The hand is a small, neat uncial, lacking the finials of the
Isocrates papyrus, and the manuscript is probably to be dated in
the second century A.D.!° The scribe sometimes uses a diaeresis
(either one or two dots) over an initial v, and frequently indicates
the final v at the end of a line by a bar above the preceding letter.
Punctuation consists of a single point, sometimes on the line,
sometimes above it, and in one instance apparently in a middle
position; there seems to be no distinction in the use of these posi-
tions.

The number of letters in a line varies from 14-20, with an average
of 17. Between Columns I and 111 824 letters, or 48—49 lines, are
lost. Hence Columns 1 and 11 together consisted of 65-66 lines,
or 32-33 lines to a column. If the two complete letters and the
two mutilated letters, which are the sole remnants of Column 11,
are correctly placed in the text, there are 377 letters, or 22 lines,
lost between Columns I and 11, and 414 letters, or 24-25 lines, lost
between Columns 11 and 11.  Since six lines are lost at the begin-

10 The hand is very close to that of the fragment of Thucydides at Lund, also

published by Wifstrand, op. cit. (see note 8) 54-56. Of a similar character is the hand
of the Aeschylus fragments P. Oxy. 18.2159-64, 2178-9.
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ning of Column 11, Column 1 apparently had 33 lines originally
and Column 11 probably 32. Between the last line remaining on
Column 111 and the first line of Column 1v, 193 letters, 11-12 lines,
are lost, which would give Column 111 35-36 lines. Thirty-four
lines remain in Column 1v; it may be complete, but since the lower
margin is broken away, we cannot be sure that it did not contain
one or two more lines. The estimate of the number of lines to a
column given above is only approximate, since in the papyrus
letters and words have been inserted between the lines, and words
and phrases have been both added and omitted.

The original length of the roll can also only be roughly esti-
mated. The entire oration in Butcher’s edition contains about
1750 lines, and the four columns on the papyrus correspond to 50
of these lines. If the same proportion held throughout the roll,
the complete text would have required-about 140 columns. Column
1, the only one of which the width is preserved, is 5 cm. wide, and
the intercolumnar space, where it can be determined, varies from
a little less to a little more than 3 cm. If the entire oration was
contained in one roll, the roll must have been slightly over eleven
meters long. According to Schubart!! the length of the papyrus
roll seldom exceeds 7-10 meters. It is unlikely that two rolls
would be used for an oration of this length; it is more probable
either that the roll slightly exceeded the normal length, or that the
writing may have been compressed at the end of the manuscript.

Column 1v, which is nearly, if not completely, preserved, is
14 cm. high, with an upper margin of 2 cm. Judging from other
papyri we should expect the lower margin to exceed the upper,?
and it may well have been 4 cm. Hence the roll was probably in
the neighborhood of 20 cm. in height. '

- Demosthenes ranks second to Homer, although far below him,
in the number of papyri that have come down to us.® The oration
against Aristocrates was not, however, one of the more popular
speeches. Oldfather lists only two fragments; in addition to these
there is a fragment of a leaf from a codex of the third century,
containing §§ 79-80, 82-83, in Vienna, and a fragmentary column

1'W. Schubart, Das Buch bei den Griechen und Rémern? (Berlin and Leipzig, 1921)
52-53.

12 The lower margin does not always exceed the upper. For example in the
Demosthenes papyrus, Brit. Mus. Inv. 133, published by Kenyon in Classical Texts
from Papyri in the British Museum (London, 1891), the upper margin is the wider.

13 Oldfather, op. cit. (see note 3) 11-14,

14 P. Rain. (N.S.) 1.9.
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from a roll of the second century, containing §§ 51-54, in the Michi-
gan collection.’® There is also an interesting fragment in Berlin®
from a codex of the fourth—fifth century, containing a lexicon to the
oration.

The text itself offers little of importance. Although a few
corrections have been made by the scribe, the omissions and trans-
positions of words in the text, that are unsupported by other manu-
script evidence, suggest that it was not carefully revised after it
was written. In Column 1, line 15, the papyrus has the reading
bwo Tobrov, rejected, but without manuscript authority, by Butcher,
Blass, and Benseler. In Column 1v, lines 24-26, the reading r&vw
Mo[ywr &) 16 dhuw [pmbévrwry mo]ANGy may be more than an accidental
inversion of words on the part of the scribe. Also in line 33 of
the same column, the agreement of the papyrus with Parisinus 2934
(S) in reading &noicadle instead of yYnoifesfe is of interest. The
text, which follows, has been collated with the edition of Butcher.!?

Fragment 1

Column 1

Twy 0 MY UETTN KaL KATG,
§ 167 movTioTwy: evTavda
eNfovTwy uev vuwy
KaL TOALOPKOUVTWY O
5  pevbeis dia Xepovvn
GOV TagNS TS VMETEPAS. U
uw uev wpoaeBallE
€eBonbe be Tois AnaTats
KalL KaTATOVTLOTALS" KAl
10 wporepov Tov Vuere
POV GTPATNYOV ETLTE
KoL nraykaoe un 7o GeN
TLOTQ UTEP DMWY U7
TPATTEW 1) QUTO .S UTO
15 [r]ovrov emei[alfny wv]
[w]moNo[yn]k[er kar vme]
lexInro 7 [wpatar kai]

Sixteen lines are lost.
15 P. Mich. 3.142.
18 BKT 1 (1904) 77-82.
17 Demosthenis Orationes recognovit S. H. Butcher (Oxonii, 1903-1931).
Butcher’s symbols have been used in the critical notes.
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1. qv: the v is inserted above the line.

3. eNovrwy pev: 8’ ENGovrwy Butcher. vuwy: read Hudv.

4. mwolwopkovvTwy: Butcher adds rolrous.

5-6. Xepovvnoov: read Xeppovioou.

6. 77s: inserted above the line.

6-7. Uuw: read Hulv.

10. mporepov: Butcher adds mwpookafnuevos.

11. emwoe: read érewce.

12-13. BeATioTa: BéATisd’ Butcher.

13. um: this superfluous negative does not appear in other manu-
scripts.

14. 7: inserted above the line. avro.s: a blurred spot of ink between
the o and s may be the trace of a letter that has been deleted by the scribe.

15. ere[o]fny: émelofy Butcher. Butcher follows Benseler in deleting
vwd TovTov. Blass also deletes éreiof.

Column 11

Six lines are lost.

10 [oTparnyw ovuBay]
Tw[v dnmov waptupes]

Twenty-four to twenty-five lines are lost.

Fragment 2

Column 111

[yvous ot swllnoerar
[rpos Kepoof\]erri
[av axOn wapadidw]or Kap
[cavois Tois vue]Tepous
5 [exBpois kakew]o[t Na]
[Bovres kar avro]v kat
[Tov viov avaryarylovres
[ets To TeNayos ev] whot
[w Tov uev viov] ares
10 [patav exewov] § em
[8ovTa Tolv viov amoopar
[rouevoly karemovre
§ 170 [cav Twy] 6¢ Opatkwy
[amavrw]y xalerws €
15  [veykov]Twy emt Tov
[rous xai] ovoTpaderrd
[rov T¢ Blnpioadov kar
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12-13. katemovri oav]: the v is inserted above the line.

Elinor Mullett Husselman

[rov Apaldokov 18w
[rov ka]ipov TovTow

20 [Afnvodwpos oupluaxiay
[romoauevos wpos] Tou
[Tous otos nv ToNeuert
[ev poBw e karagTav]Tos

Eleven to twelve lines are lost.

22. woleluei: the second ¢ is aslip.

§172

Column 1v

moheuov T[ovTov ka)
TeoTnoate klaL Tw pev]
Afnvodwplw ovveln)
Scadewvar Ty duval
ww xpnualr ovk exov]
7t ovd agopluny Tw o)
Nepw: 7w 8[e XaBpial
way vavy [exovre po]

n

vy exmA\[ew T oL

10 e walw o X[apdnuos]
ovtos' as ulev wuooe]
wpos Tov [Afnvodwpov]
ouvfnkas [efapvos yuv]
verar kai T[ov Kepao]

15  Bherrnw [apveibad]
mefer yplader & ere]
pas pos 7[ov XaBpiav]
et Twv w[pos Knproo]
dotov deifvorepas ov)

20 « exwv 8 e[kewos ol
pat Suvau[w oTepyew)
nvayka{€e[To Tovrous]
axlov]oavre[s & vuess]
Tavra 7wy Ao[ywy ev]

25 1w dnuw [pnfevtwy)
[ro]M\wv kalt Twy gwv]
[Bn)kewr ava[yvwobergwy]
[ovr]e Tqv Xa[Bpwov dofav]

(1945
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[ataxv]y[fevres ovre]

30 [rw]v ovvay[opevorrwy]
[ovd]evay am[exewporo]
[vno]are wakw Tas [ow]
[0nK]as kot ef[ndroacte]
[¥noliona TN\[avkwros]

5-6. exovri: Butcher adds wap’ Uudv.

7. 1w 8[e XaBpta: 76 XaBpig 8¢ Butcher.

10-11. o X[apidnuos] ovros: odros 6 Xapidnuos Butcher.

24-26. Twv No[ywy e Tw] dnuw [pmbevtwy TOlANAwY @ & TG Suw Aoywy
pmbévrwy moANGY Butcher.

31. [ovd]evav: the final v is a slip.

32. am[exeworovnolare: Butcher adds kai ravras.

33. eynpwracle: so S, although the a has been erased by a later
hand. ymeifesfe A, Butcher.
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