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PREFACE

The present work originated as the introduction to a doctoral thesis it
Faculty of Oriental Spadies at the University of Orxford (The Tale of @
Eloquent Peasant: A Commentary, 1088). It is intended to All the gap left
the unfinished state of AL M. Blackmman's Middle-Egyptian Stories, of whi
the ‘Story of the Eloquent Peasant’ was to form pp. 48-83, by providing
parallel text and a deseription of the manuseripts, The new lue numberi
adopted here confornis with modern pracuice, and is necessary for indic
ing the structure of the panuseripts Gee 1 3); voncordauees of old and
numbering systenis are given g8

In preparing this work 1 have benefited from the advice of Mark Sm
(Oxford), with whom | first read the text, and John Bames who became
supervisor of my thesis. [ am especially grateful ©o him for all his assistar
and support as well as for 1is meticulous editing and constant availability
atliche Muse
Berlin) for providing in valuable photographs of the Berlin manuscripts »

discussion. My thanks are due o Ingeborg Miller (5t

for assistance i collaton, to S Quirke (British Musewmn) for help witl
Butler and the Ramesseum papyri, to William Voclkle (Pierpont Mory
Library) for information about the Amherst fragments, and to AL F. Sh
(School of Archacology and Oriental Studies, University of Liverpool)
allowing wie to consult and cite Blackman's unpublished transcription. |
also grateful to the Gritfich Institute, where most of this was written, for
assistance and for access to unpubii@hcd notes by Barns, Gunn,

Newberry, as well as 1o Yvonne Harpur (Oxford) for all her techn
assistance in preparing e text and for her encouragement. In drawing
transcription, 1 have weed a system developed by my father, W wh
artistry Tam indebted. Tam especially grateful to him and to my mother
¢heir constant support. Finally my thanks are due to Christan Klotz and”

Reid for their fricudship.

. B Parkn
University College, Oxt




INTRODUCTION

1.1 THE MANUSCRIPTS

The Tale q;‘-h‘n' Eloquent Peasant is preserved i four fragmentary Middle IKn
manuscripts, which are here deseribed and transcribed:

131 Papyrus Berlin jo23

B2 Papyrus Berlin jo25

A Papyrus Ambherst |« Fragments A-E of B
Papyrus Amberst I = Fragments F-G of B2

Bt Papyrus Butler (recto) = Papyrus BM 10279

L8 Papyrus Ramesseum A = Papyrus Berlin 10499

The Berlin papyri were first published i 1850 (LD), supplemented i 18921
publication of Papyrus Butler (Griffith 1892), and in 1899 by Newberry's pu
tion of the Amherst fragments (Newberry 1890). Chabas was the first to stud
text and to recognize its character, translating alimost 9o lines in 1863 (1863
303; 1864). Twenty years later Maspero produced the first attempt at an exts
traislation (up to Bi 118, 1882:173-84), followed in 1805 by Petrie's
].!nraplu’:aﬂc (1895 680, incorporating Griffith's intes pretations: 4) and, 1 (8¢
Erman’s translation (Erman & Krebs 1800:46-43). By 1904 Vogelsang had |
his work which culminated i his Kopuentar zu den Klagen des Bawern (1913), o
1908 he collaborated with Gardiner on the official publication of the two |
and the Ramessenm manuvscripts, with a continuons translation: this editio
been the basis for all subsequent studies.

While Vogelsang was preparing his valuable editio princeps, Lexa wrote a ser
notes on the Tale (1912), which weére not mentioned by Vogelsang, and
reliance on extensive emendanon was felt to justify his omission (¢f, G 1913
reviews of Vogelsang: Grapow 1913, Maspero 1914). All subsequent transl:
have relied heavily on Vogelsang’s pioneering work. Gardiner followed Voge
with a series of notes; which he did not complete {1013- 14, covering R 1.1-B)
his revised analysis of the Tale appeared as an annotated translation in JEA 9 (1
This contained many improved readings and renderings and is the last ¢
advance in interpretation. Ten years later, Suys published his Ende sur le cor
Sellah plaidenr (1933), based on new antl largely erroncous readings of
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~manvscripts, Fle dwelt on points of divergence with previons work, but, in
Blackman’s words, he ‘added little of valie to the work of his two chief
predecessors” (1934:2108). In 1986 E. Perry produced another commentary as a
doctoral dissertation (A Critical Study of the Eloguent Peasant), which does not include a
transcription of the texts, and advances the understanding of the text on only a few
points. As stated in the Preface, the Tale was the subject of my doctoral thesis
(Oxford, 1988). Since 1933 there have been several important studies of individual
passages and aspects, as well as annotated translations (most importantly Lichtheim
1973 169-84).

1.2 PROVENANCE AND SUBSEQUENT HISTORY

I Berlin 5023 (Bi) and 3025 (B2)

B and B2 were bought for the Berlin Musetm with other literary papyri at the sale
of the Athanasi collection in June 1843 (Sotheby’s, London: VG:6). The other
papyri were P Berlin 022 (Sinhe) and) 3024 (Lebensmiider and The Tale of the
Herdsman): the provenance was not recorded. Their common literary character
suggests that they were discovered together as a library (Goedicke 1970: 1: Simpson
1972:70), prabably in a tomb, as were the Ramesseum Papyri. This assumption is
supported by the fact that By and P Berlin 3022 (Simile) were written by the same
seribe (Maller 1927a:15); hoth manuseripts show an idiosynerate orthography of
st ‘officials’ (Text 15a,9.a). The other papyri, which Méller believed to be by a
different scribe but of the same period, are sosimilar that Vogelsang and Gardiner
(VG:6) considered that they might almost be from the same hand; this is
particularly true of P Berlin 3024 (Lebensmiider) and 3022 (Simihe: Goedicke 197013
n.13). The Athanasi collection included pieces most probably from Thebes
(Goedicke 19701 1 n.4; of. Perry 1986:21), and Thebes was suggested as the find-site
by Newherry, who described their discovery as being 'many years ago in some
locality, perhaps Thebes, in Upper Egypt’ (1899:9).

P Amherst

Papyri Amberst 1 and 11 are fragments of Br and Ba. Idenufied by Newberry in
1891 and transcribed by Griffith (1802: 452, 461-4), they were fully published in
collotype and transcription by Newberry in 1899 with fragments of P Berlin joz2
(Sinuhe) and of an unidentified text (a wisdom text: Helek 1982a:673; Posener
19§14 19 no. 12). Mewberry did pot realize that A 11 was & part of B2, "When and
where Lord Ambherst procured them is unfortunately not certain, but it seems
probable that they were obtained with the collections of Mr. Lieder of Cairo in the
vear 1861 (Newberry 1899:0). Lieder worked in Cairo from 1825 to 1862, dying
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three years later (Dawson and Uphill 1969: 170}, The date of A's acquisitio
given by Griffich in 1892 as “abour thirty years ago’ (452). He noted another P
source for the fragments, the Hartwell Museum of Dr Lee (1783-1866),
Bonomi’s catalogue of that collection (1838) nothing identifiable with th
mentioned. If one assumes that they had been in Athanasi’s possession wi
Berlin papyri, rather than having been dispersed by the orginal finders, they
presumably acquired from Athanasi ultimately before 1843; Lieder could easi
dealt with him at this period, whereas one might expect Lee to have acquired
by 1848, which he apparently did not. Lieder is thus the most likely source. b
they were purchased by the Pierpont Morgan Library, New York (4 new cat
ol the collection is being propared by Ogden Goelet).

This group of fragments demonstrates agan the close asssociation of the
Papyri at all stages of their history, supporting cthe library hypothesis

I Butler

Bt was first brought to nouce and partly published in 1864 by Goodwin, who
that it was then labelled ‘Buder s27" and hypothesized that it had been bought
Athanasi sale of 1843, like B1 and Ba (1864 :250). This suggestion was based
assumption that it was written by the same scribe as Bi (18647 251), which 1
unlikely. Bishop Samuel Butler (1774-1839) had acquired it at the sale of the
Salt collection in 1835, In the catalogue it is item 417, "2 papyrus in the Enc
character, upright lines, 6 m. broad and about 2 (U long...... Thebes. L5
(Athanasi 1836: 183, identfication confirmed by Brtish Museum records). I
the papyrus was sold to the DBritish Museum: Thirty years after Goodwin,
more fully pubhished by Griffith with a copy by Newberry (Griffith 18g2:pl
later collated by Gunn (MS, date uncertamn)s a published photograph s jame
1970 100 figz. 39. There are plans to pulilish o fll edition,

P Rapesseitm A

R was found by Quibell mn 1896 in a late Middle Kingdom romb und
magazines of the Ramesseum (18981 3—4; pl. 11 PM 12, 670; Kemp & Mo
1980: 166). At the foot of the tomb-shaft, was a box (18 12 % 12°7) with a
drawn on the lid, presumably left there by robbers. Inside was a bundle of per
and the following papyr, as numbered by Gardiner:

A The Eloguent Peasant and Simche (P Berlin 10499)

B Dramaue Papyrus (P BM 10610, Berhn fragments; Sethe ro28b:plis
tpssass, 718 g 2)

C Semna Despatches, with magieal texts on the verso (P BM 10752; Smiither o
1p5s5a: 8, 11, pl2g- 320 Spanel 1084)

D Onomasticon (P Berlin rogus; G 1gg716-ay, pl, 1-6, G 1955a:8)
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E Funerary hiturgy, with a business text on the verso (P BM 107535 G 1955a:8, 11,
pl. 28, G 1955b; Melck 1981)

i The Discourse of Sisobek (P BM 10754; G 1955a:8, pl1—2; Barns 1956:1-10,
pl1-6)

i Wisdom text (P BM 107355, G 1955a:8-9, pl. 3-6; Barns 1056: 1114, pl.7-9)

1 Medico-magical text (P BM 10756, G 1955a:9, 17, pl.7-10, 63-4; Bams 1956: 15—~
23, pl.1o-15, 24-5)

v Magico-medical text (P BM 10757, G 19553:9, plio-14 Barns 1956:24-9,
pl 163-20, 25)

\% Magical text (P BM 10758, G 1955a:9, pl. 15-17; Barns 1956 3034, pl.21-3)

Vi Hymus to Sobek (P BM 10759, 10760.2, 5.7; G 19535310, pl.18-21; G 1957b)

Vil Magical (recto) and mathemancal (verso) texts (P BM ro760.1, 4, 6, 8-11;, G

19ssa10-11, plo22-7)

VXTI Magical texts (P BM 10761-4: G 195531 1114, pl. 33-44)

X1 Invocations to demons (P BM 107635, G 1gssactg, plo4s)

Xl Magical text (recto) and a diary of an cmbalmment (2 verso) (' BM 10766, G
1955a: 14-15 fig. 1, plogo)

XIV-VI Magical texts (P BM 10767-9; G 1gssac14-16, pl.46-61)

XV Protection against the epagomenal days (P BM 10770, G 1955a:16)

XV Nubian despatches (P BM o715 G 1955a: 17, pl. 62)

P BM 10772 comprises three frames of fragments of magical texts and a Nubian

despatch

Secattered around the box were the following itemns, numbered after Quibell
18983, ploa—1:

13 Fragments of four ivory ‘wands’ (Manchester University Muscum 1799, 1800,
1801; H. Altenmiiller 196511, 108-11; Bosse-Griffiths 1977102, fig. 1)
4 Bronze uracus entangled in a2 mass of hair (Fitzwilliam Museum, Cambridge,
E.63.1806; Bourriau 1988: 113 [no. 100])
5 Faience lion (Manchester University Musenm 1839)
6 Faienice ape and beads
7 White faience phallus (7) or cucumber (7) (Manchester University Muscum 1792)
8 {1 ~shaped piece of ivory, to fit on the end of a stick (Manchester University
Muscum 1834)
9 Wooden paddle doll (Manchester University Museum 1832)
1o Limestone female figurine (Manchester University Museum 178y)
11 Blue faience female figurine (Manchester University Museum 1787)
12 Magical or religious figure: a wooden female figure with a partly animal head, and

movable arms holding two bronze snakes (Manchester University Muscum
1790; Bruyére 1930:174 fg.oz; Hall 1org:203, plg [2]; Bosse-Gniffiths
19771 1023 fig. 2; David 1982:ploy; Bonrrian 1988: 111 fig. 1)

13 Limestone female figurine (Mauchester University Muscum 1794)

14 Faience ape (Manchester University Muscum 1835)

15 Ivory died (Manchester University Museum 1838)

16 Eaicnce lotus-shaped cup (Manchester University Muscum 1791)

17 Ivory hand-shaped clappers (Manchester University Museum 1796, 1797)

18 Fragments of an ivory magic rod (?) with incised figures of two lions (Manchester
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University Museum 1795; for this identification sce exx. of Bourriau 19t
{nos. 103-4])
19 Limestone female figurine (not iustrated by Quibell 1808}
20 Tvory figure of a dwarf(?) carrying a calf {unnumbered by Quibell 180
[1-2]); possibly of later date
While some of these are funerary items, the others have led to the suggestior
the owner was a ‘magician and medical practitioner’ (G 1os55a:1; follow:
Simpson 1972:66; Bourriau 19881 110), or more specifically a lector priest (Y1
1957 174—5; Helck 1o82b:v26). Damaged during excavation, R was stor
University College, London, until 1906, when it was transferred to Berls
treatment by Hugo Ibscher (G 1955a:2-3; VGis); the identification of the te:
published the following year (G 1907: 12}, The unrolled papyrus (recto
published with photographs and transeription in 1908 by Vogelsang and Garx
It is now in the Staatliche Muscen, Berlin, together with two unpublished frag
(sce 1. 3).

1.3 PESCRIPTION

The conventions used here are taken in part from Turner 1978:87 and p
including ‘kollesis” to mean the terminal edge of a sheet overlapping the next
(7.7 K ¥ means ‘from the right 7.7. cm, then first kollesis’). The terms rects
‘verso’ are retained here, designating the inside and outside of the roll,
horizontal and vertical fibres, respectively (Turner 1978:83.2).

P Berlin 3023 (B1)

Dimensions: 390 x 16 cm. Like the other Berlin manuscripts it s a halve
(Cerny 19s2:15; Helck 1974:8). For the dimensions of the individual Ar
fragments see Newberry 1899117,

Colour:  Dark brown. 1t is discoloured on the second page of the verso, wi
8
generally yellower.

Texture:  There are traces of palimpsest on the recto, particularly clear along d
edge (sce fig. 4). These can be observed at the following points: B 212, 257
a horizontal rubric, $5-6, s0, 66, 74~5 a vertical rubric, 75, 76, 70-81, &
horizontal rubric, 85—6, 96, 104, 122, 133, 136 a horizontal rubric, 153, 18¢
216-7, 255, 256, 271, 2789, On the verso there are traces above By 316 (in g
sce Caminos 1986). The surface of the verso is more damaged and uneven,
least partly to its being more extensively palimpsest. In places it is now very th
transparent.

Kolleseis (vertical): 7.7 KU (incomplete sheet); 49 K# 356 K75 510 K4 33 K
Ko s4.2 K7, 1.4 KB 53.3 K. The kolleseis are right over left on the recto, «

i

!
1
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for K?, and possibly K* (uncertain due to mounting). K* has been reinforced by a
strip of papyrus (1.0-1.2 ¢ wide) on the recto.

Preservation: There are 326 lines on the Berlin manuscript with a further 29 and
fragments of a columu of a list on P Amherst I As these can be joined exactly (see
fig. 1}, the lines are here renumbered, and the whole designated Bt. A concordance
of old and new numbers is provided in 1.8. The text of R suggests that some 12
lines must now be missing from the stare.

T
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Figure 1 A restoration of the beginning of Bi {0.33: t; after Moller 1927b:13-14)

Format: On the recto there are traces of six horizontal ruled guidelines (for this term
see Tait 1086:77-8 n.2), ¢.3.2 cm apart; these are sometimes very clear but
elsewhere erased: the verso has less extensive traces of these lines (see fig. 4). Similar
guidelines are also found on P Berlin 3024 (Lebensmiider) and on the verso of R.
They were intended to facilitate the alignment of corresponding entries in accounts
and ledgers arrranged in widely spaced columns (Mayes 1955:8-9; Simpson
1963 :18~19, nn. 13-14; Helck 1974478} Megally 1977:3; Tait 1986). The single
vertical line (through 134-45) may be similarly explained {e.g. Simpson 1963119
n.14). Commenting on P Brooklyn 35.1446 (verso), Hayes suggested that such
guidelines had largely fallen out of use by the mid 13th dynasty (1955:9; see also
Helck 1974:48). When they were used primarily to format a literary text, only the
equivalents of the top and bottom guidelines were ruled (e.g. P Ram. D: G 1947:8;
Tait 1986:72, 83 n.64), but this is not the case here. The top guideline is the same
distance from the top edge as on P Berlin 3024 (Lebensmiider) and on R. The clean
ends of the guidelines at the present end of the manuscript show that it was the same
length when prepared for accounts as now. The reinforcement of K% was ade
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before the guidelines were drawn. The pardal erasure of the guidelines on the
and verso suggests that an unevenly distributed text {or texts) was partially v
over the roll; the roll was then halved and the text erased, carelessly along ¢
edge. Few of the palimpsest traces are legible; at By 21-2 dd ir=k is clear, and
25 gm=k. These forms are suggestive of a medical text, while other trac
compatible with accounts (B1 271; 278-9). This reuse is similar to that of P
3024 {Lebensmiider), which has less extensive traces of similar guidelines and .
traces of the text of the accounts {G 1909:6; Goedicke 1970:1, n.s). The w
Br also was prepared and used, perhaps secondarily (Helck 1974:47), befo
Tale was written.

Lines 1—285 of the Tale are on the recto, beginning where the goods carr
the peasant are listed (B1 1-14). The list of goods was arranged in one and «
vertical columis of horizontal items, with the determinatives forming sub-col
B1 15-16 are written beneath the one-sixth columun. Traces of line-numbering
thought to exist above Bi 56 and 66, reading 60 and 70 respectively, but th
probably palimpsese

-
e AN
H

Bi g6 B 66
Figure 2 The traces above Bt 36, 66 (0.9: 1)

The arrangement of the Tale is shown in fig. 3; the columns written in hori
lines may reflect the scribe’s concern when writing the middle portion to fit
on the papyrus (compare the similar arrangement of P Berlin 3022 {Sinuhe]
writing is more spacious for the final few lines of the recto, and after By 285 ¢
a blank space of 7.5 cin, occupying the remainder of the recto, enough for
further lines. The roll was then turned on a horizontal axis, and the text beg
the verso at a spot equivalent to Bt 132 on the recto. The preceding portions
roll may have been left blank because the surface was damaged (it is no
visible due to mounting). The second column of horizontal hnes on the
which begins with the start of the peasant’s seventh petition, is left short, to
writing on traces of erased text (previously unread); after Br jog the seribe
two lines of text which occur later (B1 j1o-12); he realised his mistake, and
them before writing Bt 305. The blot beneath these lines may have been cau
putting his pen down while making the erasure. [ include a facsimile.
restoration and transcriprion: (fig. 4, p. xviiy).

i
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Figure 4 The erased lines of Bi (0.49:1)

The fifth column is slightly short, although the surface beneath is not noticeably
damaged. B1 verso ends with the conclusion of the eighth petition at a point
equivalent to By 258 on the recto. There would not have been enough room to
include the ninth petition or the concluding narrative on the roll, and thus a second
manuscript was necessavy for the owner of the ‘library’ of Berlin manuscripts to
possess the whole Tale (see 1. 2).

Hand:  Black ink is used, with rubrics only in the first six columns of horizontal
lines on the recto and at B1 146 — the only vertical example (cf. Assmann 1983141 on
the irvegular rubrics of P Berlin 3022 [Sinuhe]). Allowing for the differing sur-
faces

o

, the pen thickness is probably the same on recto and verso: ¢, 2~2.§ mm; the num-
ber of signs written with a single dipping increases on the verso. The hand itself is

accomplished and regular in the vertical lines; when horizontal it is more cursive (e.g
S o 5
-+ and UL in 106 and 113) and much less elegantly arranged, especially towards

[ -~ . - . .
the end of the recto and on the verso, and uses more ligatures. On the verso it is
generally more cursive, and appears more hurried. The inferior surface explains this
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at least pardally. The full forms of }‘%\ %3‘\ Eﬁ, and Y are found
frequently; as their use is dictated by space and by word grouping, they are r
frequent in vertical lines. Vogelsang a nd Gardiner noted that the scribe “schen
nicht vor Ligaturen .... Grofie Miihe macht oft die Unterscheidung von «
<= und o auch soust sind die cinzelnen Formen der Zeichen so verschi
gemacht oder entstellt, dw die Lesung kemeswegs zu den leichtesten Aufg.
gezihlt werden kann’ (6). The hand is the same as that of P Berlin 3022 (Sinuhe
further G 1909:4~5). Corrections or deletions of errors are found in B 11
140 (?), 153 (2), 154, 230 (%), 316. 342; these can be confused with traces of palimy
The scribe apparently became less careful towards the end of the verso {e.g. B
348), though some uncorrected errors are found earlier {e.g. B1 271). It seems
the corrections and deletions of mistakes — no less obvious than the uncorr
mistakes — were made i the course of writing,

D Berlin g025 (B2)
Dimensions: 295 x 15 cm, a halved roll.
Colour: Darker than B1, and the sheets are less even in tone.

Texture:  Coarser and less even than Br. There are slight indications of palin
{e.g. between 1023, 106-7), but any previous text was well erased, Not
transparent.

Kolleseis:  27.5 K (incomplete): 45.6 K25 44.9 K3 469 K% 45,4 K5 489 Ko
K7.They are right over left on the recto.

Preservation: The papyrus appears more {ragmented than Bi, with more s
vertical cracking. The fragments were misarranged by Lc“miu‘x (LD Vi 113~14)
his “1-3" are B2 133-5; ‘410", 126-32; "11-17",136-42; ‘18~142", 1-125. The
becomes increasingly damaged and missing at the bottom, and it is uncertain
much 1s lost at the beginning and end; the roll need not have contained the
text. 142 lines survive in the Berlin sections, and parts of another four in P Am

, fragments Fand G. The relationship of the fragments is shown in fig. s {p. x»
the joins are not direct and the exact number of vertical lines lost between G an
uncertain, [ have not included their lines in my numbering.

Format:  The text occupies the recto, written vertically, The lines are evenly sp
slightly more widely at the start and on the final sheet. The verso is bare apart
a small area of writing, equivalent to B2 $54-6 on the recto. The facsimile o
surviving traces included here (fig. 6) has been collated with LD VI 114, in w
the signs are less fragmentary, although still illegible. Its position in the mide
the roll shows that it cannot have been a roll-label or title, but was pr‘c\ui‘mhiy a 5¢
Jotting (cf. P Ram. 1| The Disconrse of Sisobek} verso: Barns 1956: pl.2s).
!

1
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1
b
-,
P ¢

e

Ete

Figure 5 A restoration of the beginning of B2 (0.35:1)

Figure 6 The verso of Ba, with a copy of LD VL 114 (0.9:1)

Hand:  There ave three rubrics (32 21, so, gt. all jwju-rf). The pen thickness is
. 1.5-2.0 mm; the ink flow s less regular than in Br. The hand iwself is,very similar

I/

to that of Br, but much less carcful {e.g. mk in B1 344 and B2 78 ). A

comparison of B2 71-9 with the vertical Bt 336-57 reveals why Vogelsang and
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Gardiner (6) considered that they might be the work of the same seribe, but Méller’
contrary view is confirmed, not only by particular signs (e.g. ifg} {M. s04): By L
Bz z ) but also by the spacing of words and the more spacious arrangement ¢
lines (1927a:15). The absence of the fully written }%& is also relevant. The text
corrected, notably in 82 and 100 (7). The former contains a gap of 3-4 groups, du
either to palimpsest traces making the surface unusable, or to an error purposel
expunged.

P Butler

Dimensions: 72 x13.7 cm. The edges have been trimmed in modern times, b
suggest an original height of ¢ 15 cm.

Colour: A light brown; yellower on verso.

Texture: The recto shows palimpsest traces of a text written in horizontal lines wit
a number of shore rubrics (Bo 7, 18-9, 21, 24, 28, 2930, 32); it has been thorough!
cleaned and the traces are illegible. 'The surface is more extensively damaged on th
verso, and it is unclear if this is also palimpsest, Very thin and transparent.

Kolleseis: One is preserved at Br (recto) 28-9, 44.5 K. It is right over left (recto).
Preservation:  The unfortunate mounted state of the papyrus was described b
Griffith (1892 :458); this has recontdy been remedied. 4o lines are preserved oo t
recto.

Format:  The text of the Tale occupies the recro, beginning with the list of
peasant’s goods. This is arranged as in Bi, though the first column has eleve
horizontal items and the second three; the determinatives form a separate sul
column. Bt 1516 are long verdcal lines, cramped beneath B 12-04. Griffi
detected traces of line numbers, which could be read 20 and 3o, although partial
cut away (1892:459-61):

A "N

Bty Bt 2y

Figure 7 The supposed lne numbers above Bt recto v, 20 (0.9 1) after Griffith 1Rp2

Both the traces are now lost; that above Bt 19 was on a fragment which may wi

have been misplaced (so Guun MS), but the other trace was certain, However, t

was probably a palimpsest trace, similar to that above Bt 29-30. There is a da

above Bt 16, which Griffith related to the principle of numbering {18921 460); it
i

i
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doubtful whether his analysis is correct. The amount of text lost at the start, to judge
by that preserved K. would require another at teast 20 cm of papyrus, suggesting
a previous sheet must be lost at the beginming of the roll, untess the one on which
the text now begins was unusually long.

The roll was turned about on 2 horizontal axis to write the verso text, whose

numbering is much clearer (Méller 19272:8):

A oA

Bt verso 12 Bt verso 22 Bt verso 32
Figure 8 The line suimbers above Bt verso 12, 22, 32 (0.9 1)

These figures show that cight lines are lost, suggesting a wider fnitial border than on
the recto, The text is written i what Gunn catled ‘the most difficult hieratic .. of
the Mjiddie] Klingdom]’ (letter to Blackotan, 4.10.1938, in B 1D, This difficulty 1s
due to the cursiveness of the hand as well as the damaged surface and flaked ink, and
it has hindered study of the text. In addition to Griffith’s published transeription,
dhere s a set of notes by Gumt (MS), and a transcription by Blackman (in B 11), The
text is distinct from the Tale, but is a discourse (Posener 19512:34 10O 12},
apparently involving 2 similar pleader. The setting is pastoral: mention s made of
the goddess Sht and of the countryside. Posener suggested that it is part of the text
whase title 1s elsewhere prcﬁc‘rwd as ‘the discourse of a fowler of the Southern City,
lury’ (1964103, 105-6).

Hand: There is only one sign 1n red, Bt (recto) 14, prabably a Jater correction, The
pen thickuess s ¢ 1o 1.5 mnl, and the number of signs written with 1 single dipping
is very variable, The writing is larger and swifter on the verso, at Jeast partially due
to the surface; although the hands look dissimilar i places, they could well be the
sane. The hand of the recto itsell is of the same style as the Berlin manuscripts and

very similar to that of B2, although 1t uscs the full forms of &%, }k, E}r\, and
\{& {sce 1.2.1.4), and forms @z’), A= quite differently. The pen thickness is 1-1.5
mm {recto). In Bt (recto) 3 and 14 there are corrections probably made while
wrinng.

P Ramesseum A

Dimensions: The major part is 240 cm long, as mounted; of the other main
fragments which were known before 1908, I-1i are quite small, 3.4x 2.5 and
1.0 % 2.2 cm, and [T s 20 cm long (VG5 G 1909: 1). If these fragments are added
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to the major part, with the lost portions, the papyrus would be 4.25m long
1900 1). It is 8.2 cm high, a quartered roll. which occurs with four literary tex
the Middle Kingdom {Cerny 19522153 Helck 1974 8).

}

3

Colonr:  Yellow-brown, w plices quite dark (VG :s), due to (modern) damn
1955a:7).

Texture:  Of very high quality (VG:s). The text is palimpsest, most obvis
ander column 1, where there are traces of rubrics. Very thin but not transparent

Kolleseis: The major fragment s of six sheets, of which five arc relanively comy
14.6 Ko 443 K2 404 K333 K4 39,5 K5, The kolleseis on the recto are right
feft.

Preservation:  Quibell found 1 in ‘extremely bad condition’ (1898:3). and it 1
very fragmentary with large arcas completely lost, perhaps due to its being dro
on discovery and to its subseguent treatinent (a rumour recounted by G 1955
Fhe start of the text is loss fragimentary, having been originally at the centre o
roll. The identification of further fragments daring 1908 led Vogelbang
Gardiner to add extra plates to their publivation {4 bis. 4 bis as described: G 1y
- the fragments are annumbered). Tu 1912 more {ragments were found, o
which (U 19.4~7) was published iy ranseription (G5 19231 22): the other sonwe
targer” picce (I 20.2+7) reniaiied nnpublished, being ‘without noteworthy vari
(G 1955a:7-8). Facsimiles of these are included here (fig. o, poxxiv).

The aggregate of the pieces of B amounts to the remains of 220 lines o
recto, while the text of Simdic on the verso has 203 lines (G 1go9:pl g bis).
njor part, including fragments [-11. contains R 2070 A 1908 frag
comprises R 23.4-24.7, I contains R 25.1-27.8, and another 1908 fragme
30.6-3 1.8,

Format: A margin of 2.5 cun s left blank at the start of the recto. The
arranged in columus of horizental lines, which are here renumbered in ac
8

with this pagination; a concordance Is given i 1.

After the first column of seven long Lines comes the list of the prasant’s g
arranged i four narrow vertical columns of horizontal items. Three coh
contain seven items cach, the fourth six written more spaciousty. The detern
tGves form subcalumms, aligned with the jongest item in the column {

Columns 68 are of seven lines cach; a single vertical line follows, written th
Alow column ¢ to start with a rubric. Columns 911 are of seven lines, 12 of
with a short Tast line. 13 has cight long lmes. followed by two vertical hines, w1
thus for the same reason as 8.8, Columns 1415 have seven lines, 16 eight (the
Jine may relate to one of the petitions ending m the middle of T 13.8), 17-20 8
2122, which are completely lost. were probably of seven lines each (s0 VG
bis). Columms 23-24 have seven lines, 257 cights the lines of 26 are rather s

i
3
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27.1 being rubricized. 28-9 are completely lost. OFf 30, the cnds of hnes 6-7 survive;
Vogelsang and Gardiner assumed a short cighth line, but this is unlikely (pl. 4 bis).
31 has eight lines, the fust of which 1s lost.

On the verso, the roll having been turned on a horizontal axis, Simuhe begins
after a margin of 11 cut It is formateed into 30 columns of horizontal lines, of which
four are completely Tost. There are traces of three horizontal ruled guidelines from
column 25 (=R 133} on (scc above for these).

Hand:  Rubrics are {requent throughout, marking the start of speeches and
petitions, regardless of the metrical scheme. The pen thickness is ¢. 12 mm. A single
dipping seems to write a whole line, the scribe redipping at the end of each Tine
before the ink ran out; because of this inking method the blackness is very even. The
hand itself is *cine schone Heerarische Fand, die sowohl in den Zeichenformen wic in
der Orthographic dufierst konsequent ist. e grofieren Nebenformen ... sind wohl
wegen des kleinen Formats im allgemeinen vermicden, doch kommen sic bet j&\“
und 3()33 in der vertikalen [R8.8), wic auch bei i%\ m der vertikalen IR 13.10] sowie
in der Liste [R 5.1} vor' (VG:s). The last of these is a widely spaced colnmn. The
hand is generally neater than the horizontal part of Br and B2 and the lines are
more elegantly arranged. The forms are more angular, due partly to a sharper pen
and the small size of the signs (see also 1.4). Corrections and deletions made while
writing are found (e.g. 13.4 and 25.6).

The hand of the verso (Simhe) 15 less carcful and hastier than that of the recto,
but is certainly of the same scribe (G 1909 4).

Figurc 9 The unpublished fragments of (0.5 1)

INTRODUCTION
1.4 DATING
P Berlin 3023 (B1) and 3025 (B2)

Maoller (1927a: 15) considered these to be contemporancous, and there 15 conte
evidence for this assumption {see 1.2, 1.3). Bz is gencrally more cursive,
though there arc not many major variations betwen the hands of the manus
some signs may suggest a marginally later date than By %& {M.207b) 15 as
{ {f} ), not as in Bi ( QFV Yol (MLs82) 1s also as in RO { = ), not By (¢
These differences may not be significant as a dating criterion, and shoul
override the general similarity. The textual variants of the two relate primar
the difference between the mannscripts’ textual archetypes and not directly
date of their writings.

The Bertin manuscipts are generally accepted to date “to the very end of the
or to the beginuing of the 13th. Dynasty” (G 1916:2); of these, P Berlin
(Sinuhe) cannot predate the reign of Sesostris 1. Mbller concurred (1927
comparing this group with Papyri Kahun (Hlahun) and P Bulag 18 (year
Sobekhotpe 11, early 13th dynasty: cf. Spalinger 19841038, n.12). Howeve
evolution presented in Moller’s tables is vittated by his misplacing of P Prisse t
the Berlin group, not after (he later recognized thiss Dévaud 1924 -1, . 5}
the hands of other similar literary texts can be used for comparative dating,
different forms characterize different types of manuscripts as well as stag
evolution, which need not be contemporaneous in different types. For this p
the relevant datable manuscripts are P Kahun LV 1, VL2, which are from th
group of Hlzhun papyri, dating from Amenembat HL and his successors (Siv
1974167, see also Moller 1yz7a:13; Matzker 19862 116-21). These are Hys
Sesostris 111, The Tale of Hay, and a narrative concerning Horus and Seth (G
18981 pl. 1-4). Of these, the first cannot predate Sesostris L and may have
roughly contemporancous with his reign {so Posener 1956:128). The hands
and B2 appear generally similar to these, but not exactly. Some signs link then
later manuscripts; thus, for EN (M. z00) Hlahun has only ‘é’ , while Bi/z hu

/e and Bulag 18 & . Similarly for {f {M.237) Hahun and earlier text
"}j , Bi/2, Prisse and Bulag 3 ‘]/' CFor {7 (M. 393) llahun has f,\L, B,

later (Myksos period) 4 However, such differences may relate more t
factors as regional variation than to date.

Similar reservations affect Dévand’s analysis of orthography {1924) and B
remarks on the date of the Tale (1987:83). D¢

»

aud’s analysis, in general, lin
Berlin group to the rath dynasty Mahun papyri and separates them from th
the 13th dynasty. Of the words sclected by him, only two show an orthogra)

i
1
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Bi/2 different from that found in the 12th dynasty fllahun manuscripts (nos. s:
dbiw, 70 ch?); in these cases the Hiahun manuscripts have forms found in later
manuscripts, although for no.7 they also have the form found in the Berlin group.
This distribution suggests that the Berlin manuscripts may have been written earlier,
rather than later, than some of the [Hahun group, and strengthens the general
impression that the Berlin manuscripts are closer to 12th dynasty examples than to
those of the 13th. Berlev observes that wr ‘chief” (as in jmjripr-wr, e.g. Bi 20) is first

attested as fﬂ in hieratic (and hicroglyphs) under Amenemhat [l (in the Semmna

Despatches; 1987:83). The ruled horizontal guidelines are a further poimnter to this
date, being rare by the mid 13th dynasty {Hayes 1955:9), although their absence in
B2 need not be significant in this context.

Thus these two wanuseripts are probably to be dated to the end of the 1ath
dynasty, not long after the reigns of Sesostris I and Amenembat 1L The two are
closely contemporaneous, though Bz niay be marginally later.

P Butler

Vogelsang and Gardiner (7) and Mbller (19272:15) agreed that Bt and the Berlin
manuscripts come from the same period. Gardiner suggested that 1t is ‘perhaps
roughly contemporary” with P Ram. D (Onomasticon), which also has numbered
lines (1947:7 n.1). The sampling of the hand is too small for firm conclusions,
but it is almost identical to B2 (see 1.3), although in style ic appears more careful,
fine and angular, like Br's {if less neat). As in B2, some signs are closer to the forms
“ A
in R than to those in Bi: \% {M.207b) is as n Bz and R (7/-",}, not B1 ¢4); ﬁ‘m]
(M.sog) isasin R (24 ), P Berlin 3024 (Lebensmiider), Hahun, Bulaq 18, not B1
() I (Mos8g) isas m R and B2 (= ) not Br (A7 ). None of Dévaud’s
selected words appears in a revealing variant,
These factors suggest a date similar to B2, marginally later than Br.

P Ramessersn A

1L is the only manuscript which has a potentially datable context. Of the objects
from the tomb, the ivory wands have been dated by H. Altenmiiller (1965).
Numbers 1, 2a and 2b are of his type IV (ibid. 1,59, H,108~10, 118), another
example of which is incorporated in a pectoral with the name of Sesostris I (ibid.
I.77-8); type IV is thus to be dated to around his reign. 3 is less typologically clear,
but has been dated stylistically to several decades later (ibid. 11,111). All are
characteristic of the late 12th dynasty, as opposed to the 13th, when a new type is
found (ibid. 1,78). Thesc suggest a ferminus post quem for the burial in the late 12th
dynasty.

INTRODUCTION

Some of the Ramesseum papyri can be dated by content. The Semna Despa
(C) are copies of administrative memoranda which were dated on internal evic
by Smither to the reign of Amenembat I {1945:5), although Spanel doe
accept this as conclusive (19841844 n. 4-5). The

Jnomasticon (1) contains a
name s [re] jmmem-pt sechre cebiw (2o, Gorggyiploaa), and so prol
postdates Amenemhat L. The hymns to Sobek of Shedyt (V) mentio
Amenembat without mer-jme, and thus were perhaps composed, if not w)
down in this manuscript, under Amenemhat I, or possibly IV (G 1957+«
Stylistically, many of these papyri can be considered roughly contemporary
the Berlin group. The literary Discourse of Sisobek (1) is strikingly similar in styh
format to the Berlin group. P. Ramesseum 11 {recto), 1l {verso), X1 and XH
horizontal ruled guidelines, supporting a date before the mid 13th dynasty (see
However, others (c.g. XV show flourishes suggestive of the mid to late
dynasty (see Megally tovi:s). The papyri are as varied in style and date
content, although Gardiner cstimated that they probably do not range "o
greater period than about a century’ (1947:6; ¢f. G 1955a:2). These factors pre
a terminus post quem for the tomb i the mid 13th dynasty,

s hand is distinct from the B group, perhaps because it is the work of
calligrapher, as noted by Megally {rg71:4 n.2). This, however, can be no more
a partial explanation. Megally analyses the hand as presenting ‘moins de
penchés horizontaux ou verticaux, maoins d'angles aigus, une préférence pou
formes pleines dont les détails ont des proportions et une disposition plus proch
celles des détails des formes hitroglyphiques [referring o VGipl szal, et
moins de ligatures' (1971 :4). Gardiner considered some signs to recall the H-

¥ , 9 0 o
group: - (M6, | (Moasg, R (Mogze), 13K M3, §om
examples with side dash). Others recall the Berlin manuscripts: i {M.381) anc
{M. 379, with a high side dash), T (M. 508, without the dot above), z}}m (M
with the legs as a single stroke). K’% (M. 16} is characteristic, being distinct frox
B group, but not yet ‘disintegrated, as in the Ebers, into two distinet
(1916:2-3). It is, however, free from the ‘Aourishes’ of the Hyksos group. G
placing — after the Berlin group and before P Bulag 18 (i.e. year 3 of Sobekhot
the early 13th dynasty: 1947:6) — was in agreement with Méller, who conside
1o be closer to the former (1927a:16). Megally sces R as characteristic of
dynasty hieratic, which develops the tendencies of the 12th dynasty, but also
‘an développement graphigue plutdt dans le sens inverse, visant & rendre v
abrégées, moins codées. voire plus complétes, les formes’ {(1971:3). Dév
analysis of orthography led him to assign R to the 13th dynasty {(1924). Thes
horizontal ruled guidelines on the verso, which may argue against placing R 2

f

that dynasty (see 1.3). y
i
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Thus, the Ramesseum burial can be dated to the mid to late 13th dynasty, with
R being written early in the dynasty. A more precise estimate of the period between
its writing and B1 and B2 cannot be given.

1.5 THE RELATIONSHIPS OF THE MANUSCRIPTS

Although the Tale is almost unique o the number of its preserved Middle Kingdom
manuscripts, they are insufficient in quantity and in providing parallel texts for a full
stemmatisation of the textual transmission: only for Br 1~34 are there more than
two manuscripts. The following description of the relationship of the manuscripts
adopts the guidelines and terminology of Maas (1958), as does Schenkel (1978; see
also Blumenthal 1983 :236-7, whose reservations are excessive).

Biand Bt always agree against I, save in Bt 24, 25 27, 33 (V:2-3). Some of
these minor varants are not ‘dicative’, and cannot be considered “conjunctive
crrors’ {Maas 1958:43) allymg Bt and 10 to the same textual tradition, since Bt's
variants against B1 are probably due to error in Bt's tradition (which the scribe of
Bt could have removed by conjecture). The vartants of R against Bi can be
cousidered “separative errors’ (Maas 1958 :42), revealing that 10 1is not meerely a later
development of Bi's textual tradition (although many of the vartants can he thus
dismissed: Vi3-4), but represents an independent tradition. The extent of RUs
‘redactional” variants supports this analysis (B1 109-18 = R 17.6-19.6).

The position of B2 in any stemmatisation is very umcertain, as there are 250
possible stemma types with 4 textual withesses (Maas 1958:47). Provenance and
date ally it with B, but the same factors indicate that its variants against B1 must be
separative. Bz varies against By more frequently than the roughly contemporary Be
(although there are no fully parallel passages), which suggests that it is not from the
same tradition. B2 also probably belongs to a separate tradition from R; B2 lacks
both R’s tendency to interpolate from elsewhere in the text (R 16.5-8, 26.4-6) and
its redactional variants against B1 (sec above).

B contains many minor errors and miswritings, and although B2 shows signs of

corrections, it too has a substantial number of similar errors (see 1. 3). On the whole,
Bt is the most carefully written manuscript (see summary of V:8-9), but these facts
do not necessarily reflect the quality of the textual traditions represented. Many

variants are inexplicable merely as ervors of hearing or reading, and while some of

themn may have been induced by wmemory, others reflect a more deliberate
redactional activity (cf. Burkard 1977). It is difhicult to decide which manuscript
variants are preferable as a whole, or to proclaim any one stemma superior to the
others; as Gardiner concluded of Sinmuhe, "all variants must be examined and judged
on their [individual] merits” (1916:163). Nevertheless, it scems that R contains the
largest number of readings which can be explained as redactional alterations,
although it may preserve some archetypal readings lost in B (this contrasts with the
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textual tranmission of Sinuhe, where R is often better than B3, though also m«
evolved). The metrical structure and the character of the list of the peasant’s g
By 1-14 = R 2.1-5.6) favours B1 as superior there, a conclusion probably valid
Brand R as wholes (also, R contains two irregular g-cola lines, as opposed

to o1
one in Bi: Fecht 1982:1140). Preference {or a shorter version, which is alse
principle of biblical textual tradition {(Tigay 1985:8), favours B1 against R

It is more difficult to judge berween Bt and B2, V considered suUperior, w
the variations in length being the result of Bi's tendency to omit phrases in copyi
which he compared with its occasional omission of individaal radicals {t~73. Wh
Bz is a more carefully corrected manuscript, the parallel of R shows that a shor
version may be preferable. The relationships of B2 to B and I to B are differ
n nature, as is shown by the fact that B2's number of omissions against B is ymal
than Rs; B2 provides many variants of cquivalence. Thus the ibilmwmg stemn
tisation can be suggested:

/\rcthgrypc? {a)

~

The textual transmission is compatible with a composition date for the archetype
the middle of the 12th dynasty (Berlev 1087, Parkinson 1988; Vernus 1990)
The textual transmission of the Tale has often been assumed to end with the 13
dynasty (c.g. Baines 1982:32-3) — a sign than it had fallen out of favour {e.g. Erm
1923 0 157-8) after popularity in the Middie Kingdom, from which it is attested in
many surviving copies as Siardic {cf. Simpson 1984:952). However, contra
evidence is provided by Menua's Instruction to his Sou, a literary ostracon of the el
<zf Ramesses 1V from Deir el-Medineh {first noticed by G, 1923:25: publishe
Cerny & Gardiner 1957: pl. 78-9; translations and studies: Simpson 1958; Guglieh
1983, Foster 1984, Sturtewagen ¢f al. 1985; Goedicke 1987). Verso 11, G- read:

Mw@g M\@/KKQQ@/Z?%
b B AN AT BT

gAY
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You are in the situation of the one who said: 1893 Miiller, W. Max, “The Story of the Peasant’. PSBA 15,3434, (A suggestion
You kill, my asses are taken Griffith's reading of \% also 2 note by the latter acknow! ledging
and complaint s seized from my mouth.’ corrections to his transcription, = Bt 20, 37).
This echoes Br 50-60; the specific nature of the final phrase suggests that the lines 1804 Erman, Adolf, /'ilgv;f],wrfsdw Granmatik: mic Schrifitafel, Lineratur, Lesestiicken
are an allusion to or loose quotation from the Tale (Guglielmi 1983 159, nn.z, aa; F’I"'(j"f“"""""f“""'h”‘:"? {w’“““m"Ck“‘w i 33*“'3?*; 37’{”{'13 Linguarum  Orientalium
for a contrary translation and interpretation sce Goedicke 1987:74 [54], 78). : Berlin: Renther & Reichard. (Transeription of Bt 16-33, Bt 31--108).

1899 Newberry, Perey B, The Ambherst Papyri: being an account of the Egyptian Papyri 1
Collection of the Right Hon. Lord Ambherst of Mackney ..., 1718, plot. Lon
Bernard Quaritch, {(Collotypes of A 1 and 11, with a transcription of €
translation of the former).

The lack of actual New Kingdom manuscripts and ostraca may be due to chances
of preservation or to the length and complexity of the Tale, which would make it
unsuitable for use in scribal training ~ a major source of New Kingdom literary

g e . g ey » 31, R i . . o p
-opie reserv: : ler Plas ORG 12 about this presumed e A p— B, z
copies (the A“SLW“UO”S of ‘”_“ der Plas, 19 12-13, abot i 1902-3 Schifer, Heinrich, ‘Bine kursive Form von 5;“ ZAS 40,1214 (On the rea
provenance for ostraca are excessive). =
of ‘_%‘)
1904 Erman, Adolf, Acgyptische Chrestomathio: zuni Cebrayeh anf Universititen und

L6 I’UBL{(?ATIC)NS ) Selbstinterricls, 11-1g, 6% 0%, Poria L mguarum  Orientaliom 19, ik
’ Reuther & Reichard. (Franseription and notes, as Erman 18y 2R % gty

A CHRONOLOGICAL SUMMARY : 004 Vouelsang, Friedrich, Die Klggen des Bauern (aus Papyrus jo2q & gozs dey Kinigl

Museen zu Berlin). Inaugural-Dissertation: Friedrich-Wilhelms-Universit)
Berlin, Berlin: Bernhard Paul. (First version of Vogelsang 1913, Transeriy

For publications up to 1908, articles relating to new readings of individual passages of Bi 85-53, 119-28. 170-83. 21820, 2310, 2526, j07-12+ Bz 350
are listed; thereafter, only substantial transcriptions and corrections are included, 319-20 + Bz 48-50).

later references to individual passages being incorporated in the textual notes. 1908 Friedrich Vogelsang & Alan H. Gardiner, Literarische Texte des Mittleren Reiche
Die Klagen des Banern. Hicratische Papyrus aus den Koniglichen Musee
Berlin 4. Leipzig: J.C. Hinrichs. (Publication of 1, Bi (32f1) and B
photographs with transcription and translation).

; 1900 Maller, Georg, Hieratische Lesesticke fir den akadesischen Gebrauch 1, Al
mittelhieratische Texte, ploya-16. Leipzig: 1C. Hinrichs. (Facsimile of 7
Bt rg-82).

1913 Vogelsang, Friedrich, Kommentar 2u den Klages dos Bawern, UGAA 6.

1923 Gardiner, Alan H., “The Eloquent Peasant’. JEA 9, 5-25. {Translation
corrections and additions to Vogelsang & Gardiner 1908).

1924 Sethe, Kurt, Acgyptische Lesestiicke zwm Cebraueh im akadesischen Untorrichi:
des Mittleren  Reiches, 17-25. Leiprig: .
omitting problematic passages).

1927 M&ller, Georg, Hieratische Lesestiicke fiir den akademischen Cebranch 10 Ale
mittelhieratische Texte. pl. 1216, 2nd edition. Leipzig: J.C. Minrichs. (Revisic
Maoller 19og. Facsimile of R 1.1-8, Bt 19-¥2).

1928 Sethe, Kurt, Aegyprische Lesestiicke zum Gebraucl im akademischen Untersicht:
des Mittleren Reiches, 1 zig: J.C. Hinrichs, (Revisie
Sethe 1924, Partial Travseription, omitting problematic passages).

1933 Suys, Emile, Bude s e conte du Jellalt plaidewr: vécit fgyptien du M.
Empire, 1*-317% AnOr 5. Rome: Pontificio Isttuto Biblico. {immus tion o
best” text with variants noted and innovations on

1859 Lepsius, C R, Denkmacler aus Acgypten und Aethiopien, Abth. VI, pl 1o8-1o0,
t13-14. (Facsimiles of B1and B2).
1863 Chabas, Frangois, Les Papyrus hidratiques de Berlin: vécits d'il y a quatre mille ans, avec

s index géographique et deux planches de fac-simile. Chalon-sur-Sadne: J. Dejussien;
reprinted in (Buvres Diverses 11, 289-364, BE 10. Paris: Ernest Leroux 1902,
{294-302 concern Bi, with partial translation. General content iy recognized, as
is Ba's relation to B, Facsimile and full transeription of B1 170-76).

1864 Goodwin, Charles W., ‘Lettre & F. Chabas sur un fragment iératique sc rattachant
au Papyrus de Berlin No. IT', in Frangois Chabas, Mélanges égyprologiques 11
série, 24966, (Parddal transeription and translation of B, followed by a note by
Chabas {266-72] with a revised transcription).

1864 Chabas, Frangois, ‘Sur un texte égyptien relatif au mouvement de la terre’. ZAS
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The full forms of E\lx’ 3&\ and E\ are not distinguished from the abbre

torms, as is standard practice; sce 1.3

Ligatures are not commented on unless the reading ts uncertain.
!

4
T

a lwe break, with the number of the following line above

A blank space shows that the passage is not found in this manuscript.
82 the manuseript contains an actual blank space, which is recorded
notes.

written in red ink

7 an illegible sign

? " . .
&%K an uncertain, but probable, reading

a damaged area
w 1 damaged area

7w an extensive damaged arca, with an indication of the estimated numl

=777 sign groups lost

Restorations are marked as hatched signs, and are given wherever k
traces are preserved; the preserved areas of the signs are left unhatched.
trace s too slight to indicate thus, it 15 marked ‘tr.. Apart fron
completion of halt~preserved word groups, no restoration is made with
supporting parallel. Where there is the possibility of 2 textual or o
graphic variant against the preserved parallel of another manuseript, th
again no restoration, unless such a variant is found consistently elsew
Restorations are made within the text only where the arrangement of
is reasonably certain; other restorations are given in the notes.
Facsimiles are provided when the reading is uncertain or has been disputes
facsimiles of groups are approximately 1:1. They have been collated wit
photographs in VG and the copies in LD, which often preserve traces now
collations are noted only where these sources are significant. Traces of in
indicated by hatching.

Past readings are given wherever it s judged appropriate. Contrary opinions to
argunents against, many readings of Suys are not listed, as his errors are apy
from the facsimiles.




I Roti-1.7
(old: R 1+7)

THE TALE OF
THE ELOQUENT PEASANT

11
222 &5 b dﬁ%m&ﬁm@i&%ﬁ R

IRV 8 = A R Y S R
oI5 R 4&14%9“&@% R

AR B AEL A WE R D
LA Y S St T Q,M&ffiécfgmg&
BT A 2R @M@M&i}m%
Hodied s RIS
3210 =008 Ao VGV <1 09001 0. 2 ]

iR = A B

R ot.1~1.7

- g,
2.a Clear traces: ‘_; N

4.3 So G 1923:22, Contra VG plia (/ﬁpx). Cf. R 1.6,

S.a Clear traces: ,('!5 Contra §:2-3% ( }’ ¥ 319237 (Mlast
LA harvest'); Lichthel 1973:171 (‘last
N year'); Hornung 1978:9 ("Ernte*),

5.b Traces: W{ Cf. M.619 (Iilahun) S0 BFM8,
% Contra 8:2% ({1} ” ), for which there is
insufficient mom

6.a Traces:

) ? Surface damaged. 'Traces suit neither wn nor
m \ o 5P {G 1923:22). Perhaps restore . g”«. :
contra 8:2-3% (77 9 f1). e
7.2 ! Contra §:2% ((’)?f‘@) His @ is the end of the
4\{ tg-bird, distorted 1 by break; of. R11.4).
J

8.4 Traces: . L So Sethe 1928a:18.2 n.a, BFA49 Contra V28
| & (nluf)y G 192317 Cuavel's ¥msj).

9.a In all mss the following list is arranged in vertical columns,
with the determinatives in a subcolumn (VG pl.1; Griffith 1892
pl.1; fig.1). This format is retained here.




Broi-g; Ro2-2.y
(ol Ambherst 15 R 8-11)

. , i
4. 2 yABl

/R Y B V|
s o (a%
%?! é Bt
a 22
! oy |
I 4= |Rr
° ¢ //f;
72 4 e
3
o 5 v G'T
o YR oot B P

o 20N R

!?l 7//“3 hy//T B1
i:l x?tﬁgiﬁgr Bt
m Z@//%& 37 R

10

Br o4 Ro2.0-2.4

2.a/3.a ,ﬁsct to right of main column.

S.a ré\ See 6.2
6.2 (.\Z So VG plia, Contra G 1923:22 (9 Z2). See

Dévauchelle 1980,

ﬂ The scribe smrted to wntem%y{{r&.% then changed
o m lw‘ 5

1l.a Apparently more like Z than © | but tick
above £3 Is part of é




B s-8; R 2.5-3.2
(old: Amherst 1; R 12~16)

N B1
e |
o ? -.
iy o Ppoms’ | e
2.5
AR T
pea W77 IR

// ()
ﬁ?%%wmi_W%%TB1
Ll AN, - ¢
n T Tt
A W@ i o @M?O R

Vi T D s omel

N/ R/ B1
P o ARV s,
I e

8

n o7 |
4 /- s 8

b =2 e
31
. T

g S b AT IR

@ 3.2
g 79 A M R

t

10

B1 58 R 2.9-3.2

2.4 Traces: The restorations of BEdel 19707

FTL G ® 0], Rofp (1] )
) ﬂ%t“ imposgibfl\et(cc»}atra Cmmaéi ]918}?:286{}5;3).
3.a Traces: hyﬂﬁp See 2.a

13,2 Faint traces: % 72/ ;‘ﬁywas wiitten in the wrong place,
S then erased and rewritten.




[

=t

Brog—-10; R 3.4~4.2
(old: Ambherst 1; R 17-23)

%
Iy
| 49
A
o5,

ANAIA

]

g 1
/e
10

A2
=_g
o

- %@f} 3T7

B1

Bt

B1

Bt

R

10

By 910, R 3.4-4.2

1.a2/4.a Identification of Bl and Bt 9-10 with items in the list
of R is uncertaln, Determinatives suggest that they correspond
to R 33 'nw) and( 4.2+ (snt), or 4.3)('b[3)). Length of
lacunae in Bl and Bt suit either alternative.

L
8. Traces: [ § Perhaps |,

9.a -+ placed below line in darker ink: a later addition.



N Brori-13; Ro4.3-50 Bi 11-13; R 4.3-5.1
(old: Amherst 1; R 24-20)

a 43 . " s by )
o ” T T.a Traces, which suit the reading g ﬁ\ﬁ
Ik 9% IL ~ R A
4.4 3.a/d.a It is uncertain to which item In R these lacunae
s 5&; CE) y&)/?‘& ﬁT correspond, Although the determinative in Bt suggests s3hwt

(R 3.6) or s3kswt (R 3.7), bs3 (R {4.4) Is also possible
(c¢f, determinatives for jubj in Bt 12 and R, 459

o 1}

/7// ” ////T 6.2 See 2a.2.a. Second column of the list of goods begins here.
7oL 7 B
5 't 11.a See 2a.2.a, Second column of the list of goods bagins here.
o 4 ’ H H 4 i P v Terepe.
7, , Y, f - This item may correspond with thsw in R 5.3 perhaps read
Pt 422~_‘i.~ 4€4¢ Bt th<s>w,
12
. Z Pi7a
L2
7
° e
1 Q&Mmﬂ Bt
4{5
4 2]
: Gy
= ety T
e 9T g R
47
Vol T
3 Y=

?Y, QEQT 10

R/

1
o T
111 IHQ&Q Bt




6 Br 14-17; R 5.2-6.3 B

(old: Ambherst 1-4; R 30-37)

—

14-17; R§.2~-6.3

it ; s
;//// - 7// o1 Z.a Added in red, a later correction,
/2 /A B1
14 8.2 Bl 15-6 short, placed under final ltem of the second column of
o a EL {7{’“ T the Hst of goods.
P 2o Bt
5.2 8.b This shorter than Bl 16, unless additonal sign lost: unlikely,
i & T

9.2 As in Bl (8.a), Writing cramped; Bt 15-6 longer at bottom than
following lines, to accomodate same number of signs,

. 5l TT
i oflle © R
12.a  Now no trace of the spacefiller/blot under group shown in
5.4 Griffith 1892 pl.1.
© m Q T 5
by £33 W APIA
sis
] R el
‘:5% vy X
5.0

lgH aqﬁ?ia

ﬁ\w‘)ﬂﬁ/’% rﬁ%ﬁ’ﬂ 1?:@‘,‘3&(&-&2‘;‘ Mmgﬁgwmx/& Bi
9D(\,Acﬁ B 6‘3&{-&& m,,;wm«::» < 11 Rﬁ_ Bt

;

M‘?D (\.ﬁﬁ @M/v %&ﬁlﬁpﬁmg$wm ﬁﬁm

-
/

2 10

17
= AD o 2 Lk W mA LA 0 B
™ 17 .
—2ona T,%ﬁ:mq@@&aw@ﬁ‘&%m

Bt

ot

o)

= - &% 9@ @Mﬁamio &QN f@!ﬁwﬁ%ﬁ R




5 Broyy-22; R 6.3-7.1
{old: Amherst 4-9; R 37-42)

18

A"‘(’CMHK& Yo @pw 1 1z | B1
ﬁﬁ@mﬁ@ﬁzﬁﬁﬁxﬁa‘? %ﬁ.—aﬁ E‘Rmzznq Bt

;g,TMmp )
= Lz 9 R

[y, bt VA < CY N

=gy Moy 2k b 2% w Y
M%Q{m@% AR ‘fg@ét‘ bmﬁfﬁgnaﬂy@uﬂ Bt
SN0 TEE A e Tl

L&A UET e et
AP AIE BN ofz mww
R A )= 1Ll Dol Y mm,@?m,”@f’j R

9[){@2'&{]?{ Bt

@‘9”,5{“7%(3%%&« W"”f«‘?%ﬁ = A4 S B
9oL A 2 s ”‘%%‘m» ”;»/d < |
Lo o MlAT g = A &R

10

5.b.

8.a

17-22; R6.3-7.1

-

"y ]
n B1Z ’4' is very similar to cursive ?& For this readmg,see
Berlev 1969; contra Schafer 1902-3, VG plla et al. {, Ty,
Previous readings: Chabas 1863:6; Goodwin 1864:255; Grifmh
1892:463, 466 (}"%&) Muller 1893, Newberry 1899:47 ( l} 3

Reading certain; Gunn read ¥ without | (M8}, but of. Bt 18, 36,
Apparently corrected out of a <,

Written to left of line due to lack of space; added later.




B o22-27; 7.2~

7.6

{old: Amherst 9—-14; R 43~47)

B oo~ APe~ w5 il
9o ﬁ”'g Kdﬁﬁf%‘“‘” mﬁj@c, t’ﬁﬂmﬂ‘@ @fﬁwﬁ
0 50 2~ Ar— < fowT B

] 19 L E IS wﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ% B1

28

Theldbfkio = m"%ﬂ L& I | Bt

=AY 2l gbbe Sul A N?Mﬁgf?ﬁﬁﬁ‘w

GEL ool Lol - ma 12} 54 M//////////

P 0L e 90| E AN e BT

7.4

V.&ergﬂqp%{?qc)m C)%qwgfﬁ%d& ’g'{'% Rl

v

Ly Hon— T
///Mm:«:";)tmu...w w”"iu:?:x‘)ﬂ i ‘C;'D mueg::@@{fb}}l

30

=P mgto%«@?‘miﬁﬁ B oo e 9w < Bt

S@mA L B A o) T ol o velo

B1

Bt

R

R

B1

Bt

10

Bt 22-27; R 7.2-7.6

5.a Cramped at bottom of Jong line.

10.a See Dévaud 1911; Blackman 1932:47a.2a; James 1962:94,

12.a w't is cramped to aveid long line. | was once clearly visible
(VG plia).




9 Bi 2y-31; 10 7.6-83
(old: Anmherst 1418 R 47-51)

y Y . .
7, YegEELIE L e
a2
Xfﬁﬁf?ﬁﬁaﬁ%} 9 % wr&ﬁfﬁdﬁfw m dﬂ? Bt
7.7
F A n b LEE £ B8 R

WW///////%//&%@W’WW/, 7, |81
AN 5o ““'“%m—v?m»aﬂmﬁ‘f%“ﬁ = 22P B
9§mwﬁi§m ﬂ-—«i?ﬂfwf)aﬁwﬁ A T o= R

30

ZoN% L2 e T LA e
CMFLQSAE%’V 2. P ﬁ m%fi’ﬁe > /;zz %X;{WH@&@ p Bt
ST Y P S AN T A Y s R

Viide: 4
D&aipp
B =i o B

3ot ‘Q’Tmﬁ%@? NEM'%‘? R

oo SER L

3M&9A,?:Ztg "QT w»qfﬁamsv\ M!EiM:,’V’MW: 2 Bt

8.3

"o 1B

Bir Br 2731, R 7.6-8.3
4.x So BF:53; contra Moller 1927b:13( 4] € ).
So Moiler 1927b:13. Contra

4.b Clear traces:
Grifffith 1892:464, Newberry

1899:17 (VQ} Final sign unlike
[N

So Muller 19276113, Contra

[2} Griffith 1892:464 (4 1c); V39,

Sethe 1928a:19, § 5* BF:83 (770
The reading zg; + a spage~
filler {cf., Bt 17; 6a.12.3) is

also possible; see 4.b.

5 8.a Probably no loss,

10.a  Exact placing of line division uncertaln {so Muller 1927a:13-4).

10



B 31-36; R 8.3--
(old: Amherst 18131 5, R 51—

WYY il n - BB N TIEZT T g
amwm‘ff%mmvﬂf W= s e
g,,poﬁwom M%Mﬁ@;::‘,m“:a J%19

ol T M%MMW“‘ mu%awwﬁ

m@"@ﬁf"%ﬁ% L= 7 VA
J“gz%m T TR AN o= =D

gk IE—moZ e 9Dz\of§fﬁ9}ﬁm =]
N-_Z/W/?T%L:c@ff A=

%Féwﬁf”*“‘* R SIPGE NN s

R0 I A R ¥ Foger 7
R R V=S, 3 (= SR BV

9.1
57)

B1

Bt

Bl

Bt

R

B1

128

10

By 3136, U 8.3-9.1

2.2 Written to one side due to lack of space,

6.a Too large for & 7

11.a R 88 is a vertical line, spaciously written, allowing column 9
to start with a rubric,



mtf 1

BB %’ii/ i%-m%” o R (A=
o ) s (g A4S <=2}
oo Vs Ud e

I e o e N
/Jm_,, % //// =) fyi?fumxxza* ‘%Z\i

EK ] vt P =
LN B SUA SRS

B 36-44: Ro9.1—0.7

(old: Br s-13; R g7~

W ol o fob TS (2]

S Mﬁo‘dz‘@&ﬁ r%%i‘ngﬁ

ﬁ%m

v,

%«H m%oém{guﬂg_wﬁfﬁﬂ ‘Q%{m&mo‘)ﬁﬁ

Y 4L=Z

1y fre
S [N

42

e e A S s4h)
fhe e zhy  Sh

20k M I X e o

63)

B1

R

B1

R

B1

R

B1

f—

R

B1

R

Bl

10

36-44; Ro9.1-9.7

So Muller 1936:4 (Sinuhe 194); see also Smither 1939,

So BF:54, G 1923:22. Large like <>,
Written to one side, making Bl 40 a short line.
‘ [N
Traces: 4 4 The restoration mw%% is impossible (VG pl.2a),

and 90,7 | practically certain.



Bi 44-32
(old: By 13-21; R 63

o b
- S"%‘Q%ﬁ;ﬁ

9(ma

0.1

s R o711
-71)

45
Anasn * T A,
¥ LN B

N h - = g T IR

1.3 10,2

% Y B dRA S0 w0

48

"o9 B o

’ LD PN G .
e &0 =
1.4

BN AR ol P e T A

KT BHD Db b AIS 2 o9
v

&\“\\

]
o B € paran T

%mﬁg‘)mu«%j}“wmﬂwdﬁ] Muz wﬂig“‘“%f%“—*’
A= o AN 20 AL %E’%}%a&%

PRy 2o A ) 2l I 5

3= S0 5 el Ln o r"ﬁ’;» &

51

52 \
9Df§&@%w:gﬁgﬁf‘{ﬂ§gmﬁ %@ﬁ%@r& —

11

HL7
o3 19 T orZl Do A=t =

B1

R

B1

B1

B1

10

B1ogq4-52

l.a /’

1b o,
bl
(g
iy

s R o911

So Berlev 1966:8-9. Contra Wente 1965:105 et al. ([ ),

So Berlev 1966:8, 13, passim, Contra V49, VG pl.5a
(2 ) §6* (3 ) Wente 1965:106~7; for other

earher readmgs see Wente 1965:105,

The 11 is written to one side.

B s

1.c Vl Contra VG pl.5a, reading 24 due to a tick.

/1

2.

» ﬁ‘ ;j

6.a ﬁ&; f

8.2 So BF:55.

8.b Traces:

See 1.a
So Berlev 1966:8, 13, passim. Contra V49, VG
pl.2a, 5:7% V(J ¥ BEISS {7 ); Wente
5. may

derwc from the related In* (Wb W 504.5-505.13:
Berlev 1966:23),

See Wente 1965:107 n.34, Contra $:7% ( []«»_)),
Berlev 1866:8 (blot).

Not 1 ¢f, M.325,

No trace of any following sign (Le. <= ).

7 -




13 B osa—s0; 1110
(old: Br 2128, R 71-78)

2 S CRNA T od =R )
oA BN AN F o 2R o )

erbE w4 S A e WAL

P um?sf%é?%%&:“{ﬁ%am Lm%wﬂ%&oqw ﬁ%ﬁﬁ

QLA IR E e b R S 1A
@ REM. B BT foin IR A

awﬂf’j -—-mf‘awowv@'o?w /a*"’g‘f“«‘f&{% ﬁé‘:ﬁ)

HoH

Wl B BN AV Y- A=l

it — o S BT B oL T A 2 R
WS SR R 2

£ o0 2SR~ S R I= 3L

jo.
TE/@;Q@ iygm%/%ﬁw ga §~&%HMMQ)‘# {égq

1a.1

B1

Bi

fo—y

L

Bi

B1

Bl

R

10

Bi s2-50; R oria—-12.1

)}"
11.a  Full writing, distinet from xf&/
11.b  Cramped at bottom of long line.

12.a  Obscured by fibres from another sheet, inseparable in unroiling,



14 Br s9-67; Ro12.1-13.1

(old: Bt 28-36; R 78-

0J a Y
9, et @ e W o g N ] [N, POYPYs
d?:: ‘ﬁg/ IREEPS (flj g-bﬂqm - @gqu’ﬁ/{o/z @}m @ \..Q)C:}’*W o
a 372

p
2VEH2E S MBSl B VBB AT

= FoT o d .= T Bl
L ou WBETM... Dr s = A

N

- =552 wm{gﬁ&w@ow Nod |p:

=L e D R PR oo |

12.6
2 @bt BN ALY M0 2

A4S 0 AN 0 2 Flok.o.
A AT kR b o 2 el 2

=Y SNy ) L9 Y - - W |

ZH

PO AN | IS et o AT 2 A 5

-86)

B1

R

i

Bi s9—67; Ro12.1-13.1

T.a Ligature, with large > .
Q\/
2.4 Room to restore ‘%}g as in 117,

3.a So G 1923:22, BF:57, Miosi 1974:181. Contra VG
pl.ba (= ); M.659; BI uses numbers with
both horizomtal and vertical strokes, but this
is clearly not =0 as in B1 225,

= - 3 A L
4.a-b Traces: bz . ﬁk"’?
ety
5.2 /’ See 3.a.

6.1 Erroncous stroke distinet from tg{ of the line above
A‘ (R12.3}. Perhaps read 7% , or as dittography of L 9



15 Bt 6775, I 13.1-13.0
(old: B 36-34; R 80-91)

@fvaw@mm.wm;mﬁm/zﬁx 2700 |1

0 63

WMYO PNEAS OT JE—
-t ON W40 o2l Ao noa = 900D

b a 1321
YA I E N E ReeS g

Bl

2N

‘.a,)b’{?,._xy., P AL

a AN 2o dZ ed SN2 5y

7t L

¥
‘Gliloowc)%z;‘ij/é%

Loihdy 2 bzbe L&l Ldm  —Abolo
D o a e B WA IR

,H”ﬁ%zaﬂmmﬁwf@ ol 120 4 Z4..) w@\m
b SEPA RS ek R I

TPNRTe o Y S W rim e B
A’ﬁ?ﬁQ”»f&”m@ﬁM%ﬁyMﬂ@ﬁ_ﬁ ‘,»::n//a 1y

B

6775, R 13.1-13.6

Traces: ‘ﬁ&,

For restoration c¢f. R 13.3.

M,w\at end of R 13. 3Vis faint (though not purposely deleted),
The size of the lacuna at start of R (13.4'suggests a dittography
of 2.1s to be restored there.

Y
The orthography of srw with Yt?\, often formed as if (K% Is
peculiar to the scribe of Bl and P Berlin 3022 (Sinuhe: B 184);
see Dévaud 1924: no.13. It arises from the similarity of Qt?\
and (IH in hieratic (cof. B 163, 327, 328, 332},




16 Bi1 75-83; R 13.6—-14.1
(old: B1 44—52; R 91—90)

NW"‘HJ{Z‘QA"”‘QHIQ MOQD ”qmc:)‘i‘:;b %pﬂm

H/

o Al A M o 0TV =S SE <

78 77
TN & STt N =7/ il .22

M/VV\DD// MAM m {f%“{?f%? L

)

lo\!\gmﬁ{ m » Ul “‘vg 6’&"“’(] s arn 7L 1 '9 M&}M%&{/#
:Z.gmﬁif abeb T e ﬁgﬁ«é/

= oofB N5 A Al N At =55 21
= 5olE W A== =32
BRI oo o 412 o 42 Rd

13,10 13, ?

ol 772 I X 1| el R T 4 TY

W@QQ&%?Mﬁwﬂeﬁ&ﬁ? 000 ol
.8 A WS b o DKWY, 4 Zd

Bl

R

B1

B1

R

Bl

B1

B1

10

Bro7s5—83; Ro13.6-14.1

2.a a' So Gunn (BF), BF:58, Contra VG plia e al. (77712072,
<

4.2 Traces: )5 suit 1 but note, Restore B | rather than {%‘i

(BF:58).

8.2 Restore QQCﬁn A, for which just enough room,



17 Bi1 8391, R 14.1-15.1
{old: Bt s2~60; I\ 96-103)

84
YT o2 &S dZE 4 |1
142

EHHL L P9 5n R

EmE g

m&mxgwafzj@mﬁm {} [RRRIFEN *’”‘g{om'mﬂ\»{ﬁdjq B1

;//é//////{%/%;«wﬂ 4%%510‘}%/00 Vi ZJ:,%/Z/%%JQ

R

f—

LT “’”""”““‘y‘“y 7 & A b =22 Tl B1
WMMEE ST =20 &9%&&( A & T IR

mﬁﬁzn\%w&gﬂw <8 »E Tm Q:{:: mmdiﬁa B1
M5

wé/f////////’,enﬂ%o o < B Uadm?%TW%ﬁié&

e

A

% w o |
f‘ﬁ*‘m|ﬁ,QA&w£ﬁ(%?mm‘H&JqMﬂw Bi

N(
FEI %JQTQ%ZEZ@;’%M N o BN 50

WA"”‘M E?:!(g o H:QMW@ ?wxa‘?BM 2= 8531
7 UL YUY L VgAY

B1 83913 R 14,1151

4.2 Traces: Contra BF:59 ( L{fﬁ.g« }; restoration sults
space

7.a ﬁ‘, See G 1923:22.

B.a No trace of ¢ above ti
9.a 3 1

See Westendcjd 1977 505~€) Contra VG pl.3a
(&R % m ) Vi6S (L F ve, T); $:9%, BFI60
/,j)\ (& ZD

L v d

i restoration sults spave,

Contra § 9* who read thus but commented:
‘pour @ lg See 10.a.

12.a  Short line,

12,b So VG pl.3a, Posener 1955:93 n.2, Contra V65, G 1916:99 {}f),

12.¢  Traces: &‘
AN By gt AT
AT




18 Br or-9g; R 15.1-10.3
(old: B 60-68; R 103-112)

éu%ﬁq% ;{»\\’OQQ/;:.X nu{{ o{%9£\@@t§}’ }‘B1
,,.md%@«nux/ﬁvzz.,,afza m&’@y@’g L2

ﬁim%ﬂm ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁmwgﬂwwo@ S 4| sy
///mmw PN & SETR A

St

L

T e 72T Wy B2 heE b1
mﬁ,m%%’ P =S L R

o

2

96
At ol ko dAd o Zholno.B75 A= |1

156
A SEE A, <> T

/1*’%92? %‘7 ) *?%%’prw s e | A

2 B VA = e WP A o JE 022 | By

=Z B N5 LN A A T 2R

e mﬁ%«ﬁ;fé ‘qutor;‘:i@ 9;;*“9’5\9& ﬂg/&‘;ﬁao%q B1
16.2

don AL T e o LA U 8 R

B gi—99; R 15.1-106.3

t.a Omission of & perhaps due to lack of space at line end.
%{
3.a So Grapow 1913:743, G 1923:22; contra VG pl.7a ({P 7).

4.8/6.a Traces: \J ;(ﬂbres realigned). Restoration
*/57” uncertain: 4y ... § yor :{‘%‘f{l]@zwﬁ”(ﬁ 1,577

5.4 © to one side,

6b 8o B 1,57,

10,2 Traces: Y’Z

11.a  Added later,



19 B1 go—107; R 16.3—

17.4

(old: Br 68-76; R rr2—121)

< Z AW M LRI g
oA W SN 28

{ =t 44

165

oL T EG AR o) W SREA K -2l

SN el AR =R R
Wl =S WEG A %o 'S4 %o 2 Yk

d2o08 A I (oo i1 o = A= B0,

B e S (T OV s e

10

R e i LAk o e

FirmAl Y/ g al) ] S -4 LAbegNZo &> Z s

A~

Bl

R

B1

B1

B1

S22 BT Z1E7 M A |81

17.4

Fsd =i fo=ZLEM T4 IR

10

B1 go-—-107; R 16.3-17.4

o
4.2 Just space to restore A-@f (so BI:61; contra S:28 [Ar]).
6.a Very faint,
6. Traces: }m,ﬁ %} . Contra B 1,61 (e o0 57),
7.4 Written as a single horizontal group, wider than the fine.

8.a Obscured by sign from unrelated fibres inseparable in unrolling.




Bi ro7-113; Ro17.4-18.4
(old: Br 76-82; R r21--128)

a 108
fi - »
mon ot S 70 ou, 2% B

llw

<> Q&Wwﬂ ‘!;\TT (\n.‘,olla %M{}MH%G § R

l(\?

“%‘?’uﬂ{gg‘f;@“%%g%m =7/B M I=A b ¥
B> T EA S B2 L.

ﬂfa’é T

1 1o

£ < o fln =1 .
9= BT T B Rl AT o | B

17.7
2 Ty R

g A LR of e B B
W SR Ao E TR (E R

9 mﬁ T ‘)vﬁi”j:::é @U%A% ”{\81
oo S ﬁ;ﬁg//////////////xgw@léu &2/t = ¢ M/éé/‘m

e ol E ,m /ﬁ >1B1
. ,,V‘r
///,Mmuio :Mp%gfﬁa? ////_ _‘5,, %@ﬁ?"%i R

10

B

4.a

8.b

9.8

12.a

12.b

12.¢

Short vertical line, inset into a column of horizontal lines.
Bl 109-45 is written in columns of horizontal lines.

Tr .k .4
races: .g% Q«y;

Traces: i
v

b

4

Traces of a stroke under &

Traces:

Traces:

Uncertain

VG pld bis a (55 K

Traces:

prpnn
Contra VG pl.7a ( 2 rsehr kursiv'; for ‘nhit see
Fautkner 1964:31), Cf. Bl 113; VO's <

(cf. M.xviii n.1).

N
4.)

traces:

A
7

1 —y

Cf. R 18.7; space to restore e

Jon P

@7&

[es

2NN gt gs 7

may be merely a
tick at the end of the ligature, or to be read ~

127

e

*\Lﬁ‘-‘j} 2). (2 Contra V(J&}:é -Aa

&



Broriz—u0i8; RO18.4-19.5
(old: By 82+87; R 128-136)

114

m /Z/wmn// QE;A
Vo EAR 7 o e o U I

AR B1
IR

15
AN, MMT&:;Q ek ey

PN BT @m‘“f* e D O B Ao Hv%ém»‘?hmi,ww'ﬁm =~ |B1

(:”}A"“p /éao»c‘}"'—“"""

Ha7

T _E N A8 VA S 00t R

116

. . - 2 ] Sy
s shosmoa nTREINE e B

a
AP

B T o P e
PR N I8 ﬁ»}ﬁi@ @ an;f " M\O9<>@m©

M?&BM%& ({%QAWOOQD ?v £ me&/ﬁ P % Bi

!‘)" W!

VIRV i =0 & S RN MM, |

Pt

31

19.3

R s 13 L=t B R A Y8 A
= L QL M e e e 0 LA R

T |B1

e

10

Broviz—ni& Roai8.4-19.5

2.2 Traces: -, . 2.b Traces: 2 p"

3a P apparently with extra stroke, as if < | As in
i Bl 118

3.b The two © s are run together into a single stroke, Contra VG
pl.7a {757

1y

5.2 Traces: kﬁ Restore ‘4\?\ , followed by X with a long
&b line {so S:1%),
6.8 See 14a.3.a. So G 1923:22-3, BF:64, which is
1 supported by the context. Contra VG pl.7a, S:10*
1)
7;;9 So BF:63, Contra §:10%.
10.a See 3.8

10.b ‘W,’?
1la ‘&

13.a For restoration of. R 19,2,

G 1

Mi); §:10% (m\rz i(w)

4 bis a, Blackman 1934:218 (

Pal.15.

. Blackman 1934:218, reading

4 ); for this orthography see

Fischer 1968 ‘34 Contra VG pl.7a (w5 ?“/J\)
23 (-#1TY; Sethe 1978a:23.14-$

)}’)’

). Cf. ML69S, 709, James 1962




B
ta

Bi r1o-123; R 19.5-20.7
(old: B 88-02; R 136-145)

19.6

MBI 2B Lo a0 = S PN A

g%u %@L QC)C\ B1

107

e ///M%M e AAAL 2. Vs R

.

5‘63@3‘ B1
W, - /Q/KJM%%% AR Un

1"()

dﬁ,@ﬁb@@ﬁwg@@ = feL g ’ﬁm T B1

LA

2() 3

N e 2B A2 IR

KZI

L & 2B

m)*{i?,c% o 9 KD 9@&&mﬂ)@m&§

Yoo WpoBiptho an T I,

o

RN

= b o PEONMNAL TZ =2 0 :Zé;ma Ao |B1

20, (» 20.5

W Wt Yty s—4 Yo

ot

R

123

= AoWAL LA whess AS X NNA A9 Ao|B1

”‘4} 7

=AMV WA, DRUA A 2l

10

Bi rro-123; Ro19.5-20.7

1.2 Restore U5 with numeral, perhaps "10° {for the ratio of bread
to beer see Sid( 1.314, P Westcar 7.1-2 ).

1.b Contra G 192322 ( %)
3.2 Restoration necessary unless line short {cf. R 19.7),
3.b Short line (unless 4> is to be restored: unlikely).

3.c The exact restoration is uncertain. Number of groups lost uncertain
-~ all but a full lne.

5.2 To judge by other rubrics and following traces, this lacuna is
longer than as now mounted and as shown in VG pl4 bis,
Fragment 1 should be some 2 cm further left; R 20.5, 20.6 were
probably shorter lines than R 20,1.

5.b Tllegible traces: /’L@?‘")

DL e |

VG pl4 bisa suggests 7 Wil o ['Jfé?j mﬁ‘”, which is just possible.
sk/( c’]owwﬁgxs presumably tm be restored between end of traces
copied here and :§\:j7 .

Perhaps read ¥22 |

9.2 Traces: "N,?

10.a Bl 121 is 3 half line, ending column,

: B
11.a  Traces: dj? Restore e (.

13.a  Unidentifiable traces at end of 20.7:
Perhaps © of nwdw {= Bl 123)7 V\}



BI 1'73 137

A EIQQ“E%maﬁifow'ﬂmfﬁ& 5T o e Bl
giuggxlﬁ?gﬁimﬁm‘iifgﬁm‘f?’i?& g
oD PHE a4 E Fo Ao

o &p%{fﬁﬂ@m«@%@mw@gﬁfj Lo 2

128

e S A T nwﬁ@@&wé&f’fﬁ"mm 5
Z1 e 2 %@‘?%“‘%9@‘““&%&? =802%
ﬁ@ =3 0 90 ”mec&f MQQQ W ?mi!?&i’&

13
3 o T D
%ifzmw?awmmw ==l (4%
13”

fgﬁ@ 4@w+9a@ama m‘;’fﬂg@ 9.~=»qizz '@

gd“?’w‘D@fféfzzﬁ&wp& Tf&d%é’/?fooﬁd@q 10

M{lﬁ wa?c\ﬁmam H:WQQ 9!’@9(@?{&

Iy

M}Lﬂmﬁ @9§9mﬁ?§g'@'?’ﬁﬂ£gﬁm9g& e
"’9£ﬂﬁq&m!&ggmw§m%?*n N %’&ggi

2 e L Y L e ey P

Brora3~137

la :/; So VG pl.8a, BFi64. Contrn S:10v ( 5 ),

5.a So G 1923:23, BF:64, S:11* (cf. P Edwin Smith 2. 1),
Contra VG pl.8a (MM) Cf 28a.9.b,

5.b Large but certain. 5.c Ses M.14%5; G 1923123; of. 293.5.4.
6.a ' SO@G 1923:23 {for wth); BF:64. Contra VG pl, 33

e ( AL 5 of. Grapow 1913724-5); S:10* (8 =
7.4 Contra G 192323, BF:64 ( “’““;;,) S0% (L),

A Elsewhere in Bl jt is invariably determined with v 4.

7.b ; So VG piBa et al.
8.a 'l; Contra 8:12% (2% ; see $:48),

‘ So G 1923:23, BE:64. Contra VG pl8a { © }3
9.8 ’»z Contra 8:12% ( fﬂi;:w; see §:48),

10.a ’ 4 8o G 192323, Contra VG pl.8a (<> + 9 Y; §:12%
{9 +a).

-
10.b (“:; So G 1923:23, BF64. Contra VG plba, S:12¢ (25,

to the unusual form'. Contra V(3 pl.&a {‘“ ) 82w

10.¢ So G 1923:23 ’probably no importance is to be attached
? (7> 3 see Blackman 1934:218).

il.a ~ first written at level of top of f‘ and then obliterated,




24 Br og7—1s52; R 23.1-23.3
(old: B 106~121; R 160-162)

138

W (4= Digeon i
c’b“«*—" o Hi?ﬁﬁs’@r}\ [=3 o 9T b p— 9

Fzi = M@gﬁ%aﬂagaﬁm@@%ﬁ%ﬁmﬂ

éro.c”‘?&&omm»me? g o@ww%m‘,,m«)}%
™ 2] fa?’;f;'“ B0 200 Do LA S
@%ﬂ9é£&ﬁu’]@mﬁ‘b‘é‘>£%@4@

A= Adle Dol dd = |

&({_(\‘L“j‘llw

ﬂé\’faﬁ\“‘ ‘@%@Wqﬁé@sg& %{ﬁﬂwm MQ/K%«%E}&&

| B1

“%’ﬁ”:“ﬂfggat} 5

H?

FooZlon'sd o d
/x{@gmgmxﬁ%q@ﬁnguﬁ%gm% =fwdlj)
KR SN DA
[ Iwe-=Som PR Y

W e R

m‘:'ﬁﬁ:"ﬁ e TV I e,

15} a
e tﬁax%ﬁﬁwgﬂ@i B1

152 o
L =N ST T < W(}o—ﬂ-o B1
el gy | A € e ST Annan
4233 233
#

M- - - - Mot Ve W YRS IR

Brorzy—rsa; Ro23.1-23.3

2.3 # So BF:65; see G 1923:23, 11 n.B. Contra VG pl.Ba (f tH
§:12% ( &H)

2.b Contrs VG pl.8a et al. {»n); of “® in B1 209, Cursive,
& but certain,

2.c "“7,3 So Guan 1921:102, G 1923:23, BF:65 (for hw?). Contra
V97 (e Aoy s (O b

3. Faint © under <% intentionally erased.

b 4 Contra §:12% (= ).

4a } So BF:65; very fike & O .
5.a é So BF:65. Contra VG pl.Ba et al. { %% ),

5.0 = corrected over a faint —=* intentionally erased.

S.e 4 80 G 1923:23. Contra VG plBa, 812 (s ),

7.8 4 So VG pl8a et al 7.b  Short line ending columm,
B 146-52 are vertieal lines.

7.c So VG pl9a, G 1923:23, noting ‘the supposed r more like 22 g,
Contra BF:65 (el 52y §:12-3* OnfesLi02; his division of = ;
and ~ is due to damaged fibres).

bl 2 030 0 192323, BESS f
20i5:12-3 SIS BOL ST ).

B

8.a Contra VG pl‘ga EBSDE
(2SS B

%&’:‘

A

: . el
11.a So G 1923:23, Contra VG pl.9a, S:12* (’iﬁﬁjfé}

13.a So BF:65, G 192323, -
A Contra VG pl.9a, $:12* ( oy )

14.a  Traces of ri were once visible, but lost by 1936 (B 1,83).

jﬁ
~ { k}x“
b

14,b  Traces: “» The top trace is O , f%em fhe 2{1{1 of
. R22.3. Read perhaps 9o Y
C;;f (=Bl 147). L]

1




25 Brorsa—1359; R 23.3-24.5

(old: Br 21—

b 153

Mool PR EIso R
ﬁsf'y//////////:fmmv///,&v @ ® ‘@ﬂo,z;d%

154

R N i - H

235

b 2 D T2 2 2Ry L PAS <2 1

155

A§£ éﬂsomgqcﬂgfw\:T %99 7 o

23,51
A ﬁ%@gﬂﬁﬁﬁ%w V2 e w25 | R

156

21T Ao Do h B AN <0 b o0 [ B1

128, R 162-1771)

B1

,~%$@R

~MSalB1

S A ///@m@%,wm R

@&Qlﬁﬁoo@ QQAU ‘QC)‘A T m’;ﬁa &6&“@\
. a//jf// R

= fo Bl

24,2
%‘ 1R

;;%Mmpm@ BARZS MR Z 2T |

7 oz:i:ﬂ
///a& 0

24.5

%~ - ~%W9QT%~ SRS

10

B orsa-150; R 23.3-24.5

1923:23; cf, Bl 156. Contra VG pl9a {1, )

1.a Traces: % 8o Dévaud (Grapow 1913:745-6), douhtmﬂ by
s12e (4 0).

1.b B1 153-217 written in columns of horizontal Ines.

1
2.a Traces: ﬁ‘d

2.b Traces: if};‘“"%{
™, (é

<
3a i Palimpsest traces above «>

4.8 Traces: {l ?

a ‘ So G 1923:23, BF:85. Contra VG pl9a («;;?’9?}; 5:12%
{ j{?) {\ apparently corrected, from a high = or 9 .

—a may be s,

For full form of &/ in R of. R 5.1, R 13.10,

2.¢ Traces:

9.2 Bl 1567 is obscure:, .
Vi115 read i Y07 &
VG ploa B 1O% o g
G 1923:23 ?*/ffc“"m"b{f 2 notmg that 'w has been corrupted nto a
form resembling <o ' 5114 a,m, M lob a4 .
{Grapow 1913:746), but unlikely. ?erhaps read

10.a Traces: 75,

1l }

So VG pl.9a, BE:66. Contra Siia* ([).




26 Br1orso-1066, R 24.5-26.3
182)

(old: By 128135 R 171~

1ot
T o

xnm= L gl 0D o < T o Adze i ,a

"= A
!ttzin&ﬂ P &Q mC“l@(MULm c/Q@A mﬁ{}//aj@[]@a{hp

o ALo SAT < (4

253 7w2
PoMETL 7 WellAT e z)Z o Y

f@%{f‘g@io@ﬁﬁ d‘)yor’%@t’ W@ﬁ/z@m I

254

/a //, 22 B 4 AY > Wm0 h fa

J')jgﬁqy"\m‘) 4®E4 Mff‘?[:”ﬂf:?mm 9<>q

TS BRI sangdi==F

166 e
%MT:-_E: 7] Lot 16
it

:z:uarﬂa@u:m@‘ﬂ?ﬁ’oqg‘ _@ﬁ&%@?o@f‘f‘)DT

26.1

B- =i )BR miﬁvm% 3

uxﬁ/c‘i’ WM”'(:: ‘Zﬁ"%}?’;?q&ﬁw?ﬁ%— // ﬁlcwﬁgf /A8

B1

R

Bl

B1

R

B1

R

10

B 159-166; 10 24.5-26.1

3.a-b Placed thus: fff “3’4’ LA $:14-5* reads with Bl 159 {m
?«»“‘&)‘“ h3w ntj jme=k), groundlessly.
3. 3

i
7.3/ So G 1923:23, waces of an erasure or palimpsest above.

10.a Traces of an erased sign (or palimpsest 7) after ter

@ was written near top of line, then rewritten, more
cursively, lower down. Contra BF:67 et al. (7 ).

10.b ‘3 So VG plda, BF67; not 111 or ?T’V, .

<4

| bbbk it B



27 B1 166-173; R 26.1~27.3
{old: Br r3s-142; I 182-192)

b 167
SIS I C I X Aty Y v O b
26,5 2.2
K s NASWEET o Ao A 5V R

158

Q%W%{wﬁtﬂxwﬁﬁ%éﬁ??ﬁg&QQQAf iBl

S0 SA Roo Vil = hs A5

H

Yo AT Bl

f A @w&f””r%ﬁdﬁ%@ A ﬁac—,\m 1R
@n’lw ﬂ g\a"”(@ m%@/@mom B1
Qmﬁ{ﬂ Mw@ﬁ@é\ “7{//707”‘ @&IMZ M R

71
f

<>
ma@&Omﬁww—m iy §1 [ . RPGY c:t:vOf;} o w:-)*‘@?@ B1

-y

272

78RS e 21 ¢ IR
%Wm &gq&ﬁ ki w@&?ﬁ?ﬂ of '”ﬁ"g“;gg? B1
Do 7l B AN

e e i s IR

Br 166-173; R 26.1-27.3

12 ¥ Contra VG pl9a { O ).
L.b é Contra $:14% (£ ); palimpsest traces above »< .

2.8 The line endings of column 26 are all fragmentary; any further lost
signs here unlikely.

3.4 Nothing lost (G 1923:23)
3. Contra $:14*% {(irspe),
&
4.2 Probably nothing lost; one group at most,
e
8.a Traces:

o |
T 1%

10.a Traces: L{;}?

1l.a )

So G 1923:23, BF:68. Contra VG pl9a ( 9 ).

10




28 Br ry3—185; R 27.4-27.8 Br 173185 R 27.4-27.8
(old: B 1q42-154; U 193-197)

174
i 6 So V:124, Gilula 1978:129. Contra G 1923:23, 3:14%,

W?dﬁ%&@,}‘ﬁgﬁﬁ;z Bl A A %o m b 20 By " BF:68 ().

e}
7.4

3 275
AN , : ;
m () el W e Al 1.b So BF:68; of. 33a.13.3, 38a.7.b, 382.8.b, 40a.5.a,
% %.u . //J/,' : gﬁ;g 6 q # W/L/L% R 40a.6.a, M.466. 'Certainly not the ordinary ' j it

Iooks more lke -+ {3 1923:23),

176 175 o \fé

o <> o s .a  Traces: L

= o -8 A EFA 26T P YA T+ e 2T

, 27_.(: " 7.a So G 1923:23. Contra VG pl.10a (f“’”l ).
I 4842 o T °

g.a Traces: ’z\xffé‘

o " s S o , pe 2:68. Contrs Aa (S,
TN BEZ T X S od a® Sl 5 e e e

27.8 e P [ 1
7:7 , 27.7 oy 9.2 A short , written over 8 9 1 8 correction or,

9 , AN a T e ali
< z///, ¢ /@égéw C\-j‘@" M w //// ? ///; R he fore. prabably, pilimpeest.

96 Contra V:128, VG pl10a, 5:14% (Z0.); resemblance to &
iy is due to surface. Cf. 23a.5.a.

S o b oo ta e T e E 0|1

T2l > W

10.2 “}i’“‘* So BE:68. Contra VG pli0a et al [ ).

R 10.b 6 No trace of tick; emend fo @25,
L 4
" 9 1l.a So 3 192323, Conira Gunn {BF: *}\;Wj; 3
@?‘ AARAN a T '
9 ﬁwp Mﬁgww c):g@g:;{é 9ﬂMmﬁ < 2 a
i = 9o Bl 13.a Traces: o J So BEF6H. Contra $:16-7% ().

8 180 ’5\ r

LolBo ZZE A dmeZ o Ald o
SO S RB N S o0 B E IS

=352 T AT AENAZ oA

IRl ol 0 15 W = s W A o 2T




29 By 185~
(old: B1 154-17;

202: R 30.6-31.1
s RO219-222)

oo :oom%.ﬁfofmh J= e 2 pimmay By
88
& &fngU{ic)L r"ﬁv(ﬁﬁaﬂﬂ rﬁ:c»ﬁ9%2tym§:‘?y
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SEAT Ftrod F
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r.”j &‘ o

s o (
1 o e,

r:‘.”:nva AP .5

AP 2 RUA LAS 5w =0

DWI}OWWEEKJQQ%OU@?KDJ?%i;opgfixsg

197
R v “Mw@) /wvv‘\( = “ [La—
~7 90y W ont =5 [Lw;%qr‘){](}@‘@@éﬁfﬂ@-%v

199

Sl oftow e S ‘:’“mh% 10
gf//ﬂ‘ﬁ %DQ ﬁQ@ md 90%5 ILMF'?Q B1

a

/A ? _Zin

EEART Mwﬁfﬁff‘ma LL 1AL o o = |1

/R R 1 {198 I

\

\\\

j
|
|
i

B 185202, R 30.6-31.1

2.2 Apparently a stroke thus.

3.a z So BF:69; alternative suggestion of VG pl,10a (2} is unlikely,

4.a) ’ So G 1923:23, BF9. Contra V133 (7o) ¥G plila (1 ).

5.2 See 23a.5.c.

7.2 Or perhaps an erroneous < 9

7.b Small, like o |

8.a See 3.a.

8.b See 7.b.

=

é 'Ob nicht eher & 7' (VG pl.ila, comparing Az L A
/ Bl 233). Resemblance to .- may be due to being

written over a palimpsest trace.

wa LY o

10.b The | is distinct from —=*in line above (contra B 1,100).
JUSy

12.a  Traces: ! The end of R '%04 may rcad&% QM

[ =p1 199),
' and R 3051 i (=B 199).

s
12,6 Probably nothing lost.

So BF:69, cf. Yaulkner 1856:25 n.113a~b. Contra V:139
(=338 16* { ; /‘{ Y/;f{l i of. Blackman 1934:219),

. )
13.b rey Contra S:16* (27 4; cf. Blackman 1934.219).

14.a  So BF:69; cf. M.447 (Bulag 18). Contra VG pl4 bis a et al, (i).




30 Bi 202-209; R 31.1-31.8
(old: Bt ryr-178; R 222- -224)

o X ﬁﬁ, {q&(ﬁ aﬁ‘}ﬁ_gamé;ﬁmﬁﬁé\ﬂﬁg 913.:&:/'1 B1
BB Y

WY

=& foa S x5 = 1

W2 A v

( ﬂ/ T F Ao s
Z%WM Y, * 7Ir
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TI9F o AN ene tau 90 | B
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872 DE0 ) eoiin
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xn“)tﬁ:’mﬂiﬁ(ugmﬁiﬁ % %,%ﬁﬁgﬁﬁgw‘ﬁl
W ZOAZZ, «~->§7//////53f i B2 R

=7 ﬁgfﬁfﬁﬁwﬁ iy QDMP@& c:::»g'{} 9amﬁ B1

STHMVZNTY  Yhow AR

el

318

L ENeoTY 2

% =

Mo Aidon=A |

10

Bi

8.b

8.¢

202-209; R 31.1-31.8

A added later, overlapping s

Size of these lacumae uncertain; R 30.7 -8 suggest that they
are larger than as shown in V(_v pld bis.

gf" So BF:70. Contra VG pllla et al. {c=),

Traces: )J. > Contra VG plda bis ( di/7).
Following traves: [
f" (ZN <!

Traces: ‘ %
Traces: g;

ey So BF:70, VG pld bis a. Or {11 7




B1 209-227
(old: B1 178-196)

210
E T INSANET 0B e 20 e A4 11
212 B

A 580l Ao ASL2 M i DS Bare o A
A Y 20 85 A oDt o AT P
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215
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5

B1 zog—227

3a y So VG plila, 8:16*, B IL3, Contra G 1923:23 (‘hardly
be 57 or 33? , mislead by blot above).

8.2 Bl 218-87 are vertical lines.

@
9.a Contra Sethe 1928a:23 1.20 n. {_= . of. Sethe 1927:30).
9.b Large, like <>,

10.2 See 9.b,

12.a /;

12, z




S——

12 Br 227245

{old: Br 196-214)

WE"J9&ﬁiwmﬁf$mﬁﬁﬁw‘zzz’mgga@wﬂ Bl

D[] wema

ﬁgm‘)ﬂwﬂ T = 'H@ iowl@z\_m M»JLM

ouoéﬁ*%,ﬁwﬁ%&,ﬂ%\.
e A0 897 ol . fﬁ‘:’lﬁm(g Dﬁ@ @%ﬂn

233 TW@

&&5&1% o g..m?‘om <:>l‘§§ N\ ? g l@éﬁ«ﬁz\#ﬁ.ﬁ‘
:ﬁ;&ﬁf}%} oy aﬂg@m @ﬁ\:""m =
Ko lmo SA N M2 2V A

237

iﬁc)l@f %i—mﬁ@ooagxm{[‘@x pT
ix:{@i%bo m(ﬁfv i 4@4&{}@@?{

740

I ieed - f1o2 7 X B A=l b <2 AT 0s

241
F A LT AN TS T

Fodd= 2ok dB M=l =~

'?H 243

SoR EelAle s B, ugd

245

22 Qo dad 9 onm Ab o | Zanjfr =

10

15

SR

i A——iki:

Bi1 227-245

So VG pli2a, BF71. No indication that
it is palimpsest (contra G 1923:23),

3.a Traces: d
i

3.b Written ™ with traces of a o under LQ y Inter erased,
="

4.a Traces: So BF:71, G 1923:23.

Contra V1155, 'v‘c; piua (/&/f(j A
Sag-g+ (77 S

&kmazm

5.a S0 VG pl.i2a, very cursive.
6.a ) So VG pli2a, BF:71. Contra §:18+ {9
8.2 Reading certain,

So BE72. Contra VG pli2a. A tick is part of T
A, BY 259, 270 (although not in BI 142); here right
tick is merged with broad lower stroke.

10.b Large like <,
12.2 Contra $:20-1% ( {sn} s,

13.a /A; So Vi160, BF72. Contra 5200 (J7 7).

158 o™ Contra $:20% { <o ).




13 Br1 245-263; B2 Foi-2

(old: Br 214-232)

a 246
—ob oo leﬁriwaTgﬂ@{M ol Al ux =T B1

247

D L ARAE T B 55

2 ‘3(7

Awngm@%/i/@om Q/zmwuf 4-5

?51

oo AN & IR B SART Sl
SAEC Y i TS VAL Ao n
WY oo 2’%%@;@%@@ Voarad
RTAA 502 e T = AN oL =4

2560

LRSS Bl SskTE S
W s Yisn Aol e Plol ool
%?’W@:AN& %&(%%%@??f%% 37

260

Q%M@§&£ en{&&({muﬁjlﬂ’@,uéﬁo

262

0o Sl b+ DL ERE N RLLAY

a@wdmaavgzﬁ?dﬁﬁwm%ﬁ w2 A B

70 //n-% 2 n)

10

15

| A

e e RUSRRES

Bi1 245-263; B2 F.i-2

l.a t So VG pl12a et af. Contra §:20% ([}1; cf. 25a.11a).
2.2 ‘L So VG pl.i2a et al. Contra §:20* ({“ﬁt{; cf. Bl 265),

3.a ’q The ligature zi% is treated as if T/ .
¥

o
5.a Placed after @2 due to lack of space,

10.a  Previous traces are certain. Following traces much
clearer in LD V1,109, n
L

l.a Hiegible traces: - ]
Perhaps restore 2311V 7 A

11.b -1‘ Contra VG pl13a, $:20%, )
BF72 (& ). /

—
12.a Contra §:20% (??“ﬁj‘\’f’?z&fy‘l)« {x
LL o
e H
I
”
4
13.a So M.466, BF:72: see 28a.1. b,
38a.7.b, 38a.8.b, 4()&5;{
~7 40a.6.a,
15.a  Traces? ?‘uﬂ Pegnps of another group before line end
7 (e B
o




B B1 263-278; B2 Foa-3, G
(old: Bi 232-247)

e L= %m@ﬁﬂ/imm@%‘@q@miﬁ%{m

///‘ > E

mm@

B2

bt Tld>so 5o 6L£Ng9md%”m“”l;s1
%KJ%&BW«»‘?M&WKZ«JO%/&%EJ&O “‘f§95l

268

TN o8 <l D <Aoo= D=
R0 o B B AN -

271 27(

73] S P/ ANY ZoAFN AP H SA

272

B28 P kb el

oapiq&ﬁéﬁmwméwaﬁom&a/m <8
LA K2 T e M8 R AT
AT CINBAA S VA o 1852 2 52 1

ZER Ve Y IR/

A e A
ODU——.@}’

AL &R~ P ?ﬁﬂx@&@fﬁ'f@m*@@ﬁﬁwhn

Vs

)

27 //,__,,___v_?_______/? o AVRN 5020 X@*Bz

10

Br 203-278; B2 F.a—3, G 3

2.2 Certainly the end of a line (see fig. 5).
11.a 8o G 1923:24, 5:22%, BF:73; not <= (suggested by VG pli3a).

12.a  See fig.5. b(:{s‘ cramped, and T{‘ written to left, to avoid line
end. Number of groups lost based on comparison with B2 1.

i

13.a fﬁ"? (fibres misaligned as mounted),
£

142 Traces level with /F(Q

P
oA




3s B1 278-288; B2 19 B1 278-28%; Ba 1-9
(old: By 247-257)

20 77 5

““’“%ﬁn&-@ M J op2X %ﬁ{%’mﬁfw B1 1 |
il <> —H—] ” 9 o7 Y )
A =T %%U%u—»’ﬁ ., @M%mtf% B2 |

J,

4

L7

E’Ii

2.2 Traces:

3.a Traces of a < to the left between < and zg , either palimpsest or
a correction.

== AN p\umwﬁ‘hﬁe«mﬁ Qﬁ"éﬁé’[m/[m
AVWM@W I _‘%iﬁ:@a% 1 =qm g B2

I EE A A

4.2 Traces:

&/omww c@ﬂumw@é&n ==& B s

&m&n/amQ&{ ﬁumwQé% ///37

-
{

5.a / So VG plida e al.
QZ‘Q ) ( e - T v 47 Contra §:22% (2 H ).
ﬁf’%"’ @ “’/‘g"jﬂ@//@mﬁlm“’wﬁﬁmﬁcﬂ m&,ﬁ.m@‘: B2 s5.b So VG pl.ida e al.
Af? Contra §:22% { -, ),
20

N T < SA N oo (1 B

J 66 " 55 VG pl.18a; see S.a, 6.0 So VG pl.i8a: see 5.b.
Qp TANEPN 4ﬂg§gdﬂ Q%ﬁ@mﬁ()pﬁﬂ: (%&ﬂ-m B2 10 —y ’4’ pli8a; see

\qumdk-w

6.d Possibly room for another sign (so BF:74), but doubtful,

a 288 287

ﬁ ﬁﬁ /VWM 9o %Sgwnlix{@m»&:ﬁ:ﬁ@/&ﬁpeaq}31 8.2 Traces: \],4(!’“’
ﬁ@ﬁ o T Oa‘e&:@wum\_({[{:}dmﬁ {g@gﬂ > B2 z’ (

Lﬁ

11.a  Beginning of verso. B! 288-335 written In c@umns of horizontal lines,

“——-__



36 Bt 288-294; B2 g~17
(old: B1 257-263)

289

W““f’i:ﬂ L”&“%”;”Zgz m&m@gﬂgﬂ&mc\.w% Bl

m

=AM o2 aF s

290

9ﬁ NN, ff flrs..en = e TN *@‘Mmd B1

DVeSnod_V_gzm e Kﬁ@ﬁ%%%% B2

0
PN d 1 g S 00 beero 4 |2 =11
hg

=N ﬂ’aﬂgg'Q mﬁ@o mﬁ?fﬁrﬁ 9‘1(}&@ B2

292

”"“Qﬂw &‘@“7 of

If P Faxl) b BI
= L] oA b e =, 50

wquw—; ﬁa =0

9"6

i&nt::-‘)&xu?@‘)s\o mm?ﬂ“——w&% Bl

mﬁ%ﬁf%{m 9?{3
@%é‘%m of b

291

ﬂ’m‘g’//m%

n@@lwﬁﬁ‘)a Dr= mm@ﬂ &dj\%% B2

m(f£“‘&fa«mcmﬁ?ﬁ B1

?m%a&& ?I;‘&i"'\t?‘)&wd‘:a{ /& [\ A:{Ki‘:‘?@%ﬁ B2

T SRR R St R e

10

B

i

2.4

b

3.a

4.a

7.a

9.b

10.a

288-294; B2 917

So G 1923:24 ('the det.s of Jwsw in [Bl 333, 354] are
somewhat similar’), Contra VG pl.ida (suggest ng )
8:22% (83},

!
Traces: *4{4

d/ See 1.a,

ﬂ Séi /G& 192324, BF:174. Contra $:22¢ (] /] ); su157

So G 1923:24 (‘o trace of < but a small
horizontal sign (111 7) after 'ﬁﬁ ' BETAL Contra
VG pli8a (r;!gmfb) Palimpsest traces also present,

Anh s

Traces: 0 (collated with LD VI 113), ap;mrmtli wiped
U7 away. Contra VG pli8a, BEJ4 (AL . oo,
G 1923:24).

A stroke joining Q and ﬂ .
é So VG pl.ia, BES et al. ‘Cloulld be i( e
j (B 11,22). Contra Faulkner 1962296 (% 5).

e
Or =20

AR

’ So VG pl.i18a, BE75 e al.; see 9.a,

S o

Y




37 B 294-301; B2 1725
(old: B1 263-270)

ﬁfi"ma‘“ ?&@9*@5 L B0TH.LU B In

P [ QB s lQaﬁfﬁigﬁ‘mﬁMﬁg u‘f-ﬂw“"ao B2

Kwdo@lgﬁ SR8 Mot 4 |5

20

B2 ZA AR o e 4 B2

297 'R
oIt d@’zmm’i&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁw%ﬁ S~ == s

298
ﬁmiﬁm/gﬁwmﬁwﬁtj ta“‘f”f oniB1

23

a)‘go ;m«;m;/(cyﬁw M@: %@ﬁg’f/}m@ m”‘ﬁg%? B2

3(30 299

“*-Lvmamé} ﬁ/x‘#\m ‘% 95; <= CWS)?MUI‘ ?%OTgW) B1
ai®ud B LSS Wﬁ%@/ﬂg«mw B2

30t

s e 2002 T g B =W g B1

%{%Q&MMO u] Qiﬁ P2 @[}pm mﬁ?ﬁmcm&’

B2

10

1.z 'Long  like »

Br 294-301; B2 1725

Short line ending column.

5.8 ? So G 1923:24; . €3 in Bl 220. Contra VG pl.14a ( 2’:3 ).

6.4 Traces: Qﬂ

Contra VG pl.iRa (= ¥ unread in G
192314 er al. CE B2 25,

9.2 Widely spaced, with - near the top of the line, perhaps to
avold damaged surface,

10.a  Traces: 'ﬁ { {collated with LD V1,113),

12.a Blot to right of group.

126 Written 255 =

to avoid long line.



> Br 301-307; B2 26-34
(old: By 270-276)

4 do2afor i <z oty
4 g'%fu% o8 T m!@’fo?ﬁé?

B1

B2

33

D228 2 P R M 2 i g,
20 o8 T T AR @m(m

~e =B 50 2022 4ol
e80T st A2 i

b e a
mg:@fﬂmmmﬁi’&%b’;@ﬁg a2 5 By
31 @
giﬁffﬁ@ mfz"’:%@%&@ oy —2 % B0

The ETAVS pR 5@@@%& 50ips

I BT A Z R, Ak19 rTET2 5],

T —————

B 3or-307; B2 26—-34 38

1.a t ! Clearly thus; no palimpsest.

g

3. ﬁ s corrected over Lo 9
e

,//

7.2 After this line two lines were written (=B1 310-2), then erased,
leaving a short column (see fig.4).

7.b S0 VG pl15a, BF:76; of, 282.1.b, 33a.13.a, 38a.8.b,
5;” 40a.5.a, 40a.6.a.

oo
8.a ;g So BF76. Contra VG pli%a ( ? 3.

8.b ’»4;7 Su BF:76: see 7.,

11.a Traces: #‘9

)




39 Br 308-314; B2 3442
{old: Br 277-28)

309 508
e ey

EST i s I 2 IS oo s n s
o%tmu—ww A#Q«%qmﬂ ﬂ'ﬂﬂmﬁ‘)ﬂum B2

30

g p%r? 2o '% (I ﬁﬁ’ﬁ)% e L

EEMEETE . AT TR e i

B1

B2

311

L& Tod AW TR AT T

B1
FRY 24T 9%&1@'% BT AT S
mmog%fﬁl‘“ SIFE 'a@mﬁﬁ‘i @féﬂ

3
; @

{_ A\ l@m 220 FE ke B 8l

9ﬁ ﬁ%EQﬁT RN} &-wz%(aﬁ Sl.fa %39(}9‘} B1

9ﬁ&§%i9[}o m’"\f“?%»«’%&wﬂ %ﬁmﬁowg ;(} B2

% ﬁ = ﬁmﬁg @gggoﬂﬂ@mgiiﬂo i a A0 IB1
B LY N 9 (01 ) 3 WA TP

Br 308-314; B2 3442

3. Traces: % f So VG pl.15a, BF:76, Contra §:24% { {f&g’ 3
3y % See 36a.1.a. So BF:76, Contra S:24% (0.4},

4.a / See 36a.2.b. So BF:76. Contra §:25% {g== ),

4.b Written to one side to avoid long line/edge.

7.2 é‘éﬂ, 4 z E, So VG pl 153 et mf Contra
Saar (& Croel y,

B.a  Written ﬁf”q‘ﬁ So G 1923:24 (contra VG pliSa, adding 111),
%Z”

8b So VG pl1%9a; see 7.a.

12.a /{ So G 1923:24, BF:77. Contra $:25% ( JE7).




40 Bt 314-321; B2 42-51
(old: Br 283— 290)

ERDZ AN, 07,0 IR P . 4=p
KR ~P W?’iaéfwﬁﬁﬂ b &¢147 ﬁﬁﬂﬁ 4| B2

a 316

ARNNA, Ty .

" NWJ\Q{ b po]
Mﬁqmm“qg{gmn.@@om ﬂ“:W@A B2

317
@ﬁmmgﬁﬁmmqu‘Qﬁfﬁﬁé&@xT =< |81

46

318
Mf*&%@?d% ST e %K,&%}x = Bl
47

% Ma@?‘ﬁ@ - T T o T a2, U o

3 ?(3

;n iQUofg &!ll‘)Wnli@XQOqf?Dxu o ...%XDOMTBI
m‘&lqi9ﬂ,o§( &_H {wltl’m 4 WQU&’Q{& }{4\(_@_‘% B2

=1 ’f’Mm@%c\- fv%’@ﬁ.&”ﬁmgq - 90/B1

5] B0
Qm%/fﬁﬁﬁm»gﬁ%\ MM‘@'?T‘?‘?QM B8 L T B2

SISl

B 314-321; B2 4251

3.a So VG pli5a et al. Contra $:24* (5 o ) who reads thus in
following lines in Bl and B2. The signs are;

BL: B2:
2

\%Mﬂa

So BF:77; see 28a.1.b, 33a.13.a, 38a.7.b, 38a.8.b,
40a.6.a.

Or wsm?

VY pppvye

5. /‘ Unread in BF77 e al, 8o Gunn {BF) *from some
confusion wiith] pd “sharpen"?'. Contra §:24-§% (G
‘un oeil blanc’).

6.2 'k’ So BF:77; see 5.a.

6.b P So G 1923:24 ot al. Or s

i

d”@
8.2 Blot thug: "
12.a M"Q bwrcorrected out of 11,




41 Bi 321-327; B2 $1-59
(old: B1 290- 296)

332
e T[22 2] Rl L Sz

A P N A U

df”g@ﬂ@ wm»@o B2

{ &0 0P 40 B
QST Ol 52 oD PAR B2

3
&ﬁ?m{m onZ Qﬁ?&d%
o@‘
..m)‘

3

b a e NG ’
ST MDD B R
55 a o 51,4
AT rd T s I = 1

325

m‘mﬁgn ‘t:n’ i By ! &}T&%wg m»gﬁo E?\T% B1

326

&4«:&&&@&%%5\-@&:1&@ [L%hf?’%m

> l&a
Q 40”@&/%6-*@”@.0%{&«::%'& B2

c::‘)a»é«uu ﬁ/{@[} Ei9éw&f%h‘"fgﬁ§*2;g B1
<>9a X?im%@ ?fq u._w‘)/ Mgr‘%&m« H{ZZ‘? VI sooen| B2

10

Br 321-329: Ba $1-59

&

ang

4a Wwritten ¥ M 15 gyeid long line/edge,
c[§ {f)
5.2 Contra VG pli6a ( » gﬁg ) the stroke is a palimpsest trace,

5.6 WW {collated with LD VI,110). So BF78
e = et al. Contra VG pli6a ( ‘«"’ w@?\)

6.a Section heavily damaged, to be restored after
LD VI,113:

6.b Blot (see 6.a),

%‘vﬁxﬁ%

&

9.a ” So Gunn {MB). Contra
VG pli6a et al, (<> IR

/

s

10.a Traces, clear in LD VIUE ?
Contra VG pl.20a ( (ff? ‘:Q.,

7\

)ﬁ NN

oot

10.b ﬁ So Gunn (MS). Contra VG pi.?,()a et al. (<),

10.c  Trace, clear in LD V1,110,
1.2 Short line ending column,
11.b % ’ So VG pl.i6a, BF:78 et al. Contra Luft 1983:141 {«> ),

12.a = S0 VG pl20a, BF:8 ef al.; see 11.b,

AV AU iéd jir e

41a



B R

42 B 327-333; B2 5967

B1 327-333; B2 5967
{old: Br 296-302)

a8
2 7, %
T gy i < 8.4 3 # So VG pl.16a, BF:79 et al. Contra Luft 1983:141 { < i3
It m 4@{} & O r::‘:‘;::,{{ ot ﬂ”f‘f m}g o _i.” - | B1 Perhaps corrected out of < |

,‘mm&w«m{wm«w U & SN UOGE mame o

7). Cf. B1 330,

129

g-—» , da w9 5o VG pl0a, BEJO e al.; see 3,
‘}20 . 4b 3% So VG pl20a, BF:79. Contra $17% [ f“} ). Cf. B2 63,
L0 mﬁl’@ <> Wﬂk%m&wm @Z,&of\f ?%gﬁ;. QQ/vwvs B2
4.c o So G 1923:24 ('a low wide form found elsewhere eg.
{B2] 85 top'), BF:79. Contra $:27% {*n dittog.").
Ay T
anml!'gar}mgg‘?g/}m& oi’ﬁmﬁ\z% B1 5
&Y
O ’ﬂt & — Q 9 4\_ ﬁ}é @Q ‘%y @% B2 B.a Written » | €5 K to avoid long line/edge.
9.a ¥ Contra G 1923:24, BF:79 (e S2000);
3 @56‘" i A 5126% (9050w 111 corrected
A o Anion @ ﬁ I e 8y N over 3 hence cramped form of
9w M /‘zw’b»g&lmg,waqw j}’ [ «-«m:“@ ;3) B1 second =, No trace of any % |

palimpsest traces also present.

E’U% Wﬁ %@lMﬁ.w}anmﬁ@fﬁj}awg@g@ B2 o w

—s . . 10.a w}( (i;ﬁ(;@, m: ;;fg 3%(;{15';2) VG pl.20a (suggesting ﬁa o and
%m o9 Eg_ﬁﬁ%m“v‘) %9)33’3“'1}«::»@? B1 7
o f?(é:‘:? e ﬂ o é z 4‘ o %5 — 1.2 V So $:26* (although the mthagraphy with O .
@ R SRR = T $LA oy g BB o
o < .0 & #14 v 0 VG pl20a. Contia §:27% (% BIT9 (el
12 o b @ EHIS) e ¥4 “'pég,ﬂp,l 12.a ’z‘ So VG pl.20a. Co RGP Y (o ).

*Qﬁmﬂmﬁ»ﬁm'&’m‘fk‘m@ %ﬁm&f mw(vf’? 9& B2




43

B1 333-340; B2 6775
(old: B1 302-309)

EEWAN A <ol DF2p
96 A9 9ﬂmﬂ§fﬁﬂ%f}%fé%»m9pwﬁuiﬁ B2

9&,3'%{3&%!}

334
[

e i o— |
ﬂ./muw{muur@@gﬁ"%xaio muwﬁ“,[fa }31

69 a

%’3//:: & 7 1 gﬁﬁﬁ? X ?-E—o mmﬁTy///Qm w—n | B2

335
@rd&«:/mm D S Do, i&%/xm cm:/c:-n.‘,ﬂgmé‘vm B1

ééf@;;;mm I = I,

70
s 2 e | B2

336

b 337
fg =< . wﬁ?o % m&% = @«'Mfsi—:aoo {{fe:;m» y‘—’o‘ B1

Sl = émmcﬁﬁ, 2 a2

33‘?

WA Ly e :éﬂ sy =4 {159

AN oo aﬁzﬂoﬂ S22

w&ﬁﬂ'z%gﬁﬂ‘@@»fg 120k 121

T

74
e *gﬁﬁmwrﬁ; gm&m—yﬁi QQS Qﬂ o) 1§Tc>qg: 32

10

[ wbby

B1r 333-340; 132 6775

la }\ and O widely spaced due to blot between. Palimpsest traces
also at bottom of column and in Bl 334,

4.8 Traces: ”ié"’f
Cd

- "
4.b /Z clear (contra G 1923:24: 4{’&""unusual in form*).

5.2 Short line ending short column. Bl 336-57 are vertical lines,
6.a Contra B 11,39 (‘prob. only one group {after / 3 ] e wountr,
7. ‘ o4 So BF:80. Contra VG pl.17a (suggesting /7 L) Lis
corrected out of &

7.b ‘:‘,‘7! = corrected out of (\.

8.a ' So G 1923:24, BF:80. Contra VG pl.21a ( 1)

9.2 Written to left to avold long line.




Br 340-348; B2 7582

(old: Bt 30031 7)

341

9 &l?&?aﬁﬁiqu«e}()p 3‘@ «a)’a;ou__vﬁp* B1

Lot 2100

xxi@wﬁga ;W B2

342

90 <<y fert WD g0 210 =11
e w@#{f@?’)—émﬂ 'FQ%OM E;@ﬁg

B2
3‘?4 b . @
2 o0’ B AL M 2 LB |4
78 b
4::;&92?/‘%04«.“ QDne:.«.j %f%ﬁmﬁwg?ﬁ@qm B2

346

A BCC Ll e R Lo T =P,
A D faﬁﬂﬁoﬁﬁpm%a{}&o%@% B2

2% T ARRT S EBELA B <ol |51
oo dXoniantd ERIE AR A Rl ot |32

MR

=4 U VN D R T Bt

81

i Gl S 2 R 5 B2

By 340-348; B2 7582

i.a L Contra Gunn (BF; /&)

3.2 Added to right of line by scribe who started 1o write fﬂ;qf vfg
as in B2,

5. 2 Contra VG pli7a et al. {51,
5.b % So BF:80.

6.a 4»! So BF:80; cf. 46a.3.a.
6.b »wsclear in LD VI,114, Room to restore w , i a slightly long line.

v
9.2 swritten over an erased 9o,

sonsa



43 Br 349-3506; Bz 8289

(old: B1 318~
Q3§0 - - — .
M\M@QGMI’!@Q&{&@%%&W g
83
ST TR AN F T T

351
B T <
RNV =SS ol ST, Pt
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B : = T g
= =SS B PO ch T BT

352
le A= -5y e W

86 @ 85
P AAARA, tnts A N
o A n“"'*f'\f B
f)cﬂa%u‘%q <. Oﬂtﬁn/am%‘gmazﬁ&:/am

bR il b g )
e RSN ol 1T S A

ko ﬁ%@ﬁ Uwffs§@m$§w<>¥€%@ ef:%@f?m
o BoMAA x50 A FE—, 2T o bl & Jis N

356
. D N 2ty T 7 % = g
%%Oaml’\_m wxg,!@wﬂl/\’z;bmwtyawl [E PN

89
el 2y = s T ey gy
M“‘*‘“ODM owmgl@wnx@m[jw@@mzn&

325)

B1

B2

B1

B2

B1

B2

B1

B2

B1

B2

Bi

B2

10

Br1 349-356; B2 82-8¢

2.2 Blank space 3-4 groups long. Traces {¢f. LD VI114): »‘%’
Either signs purposely obliterated, or palimpsest
traces, over which scribe would not write.
Probably former,

G.a -y
e

14

7.a

f,

So G 1923:24, BF:81. Contra VG pl.2ta (7

Contra $:26% { 57 : left blank in VO pli%a e af,
Not a misformed “i' , but a correotion; perhaps the
scribe started to write g{{@ , then realized his
mistake, and wrote ot over the haif finished sign,

q written to left to avoid long line,

3
Probably no loss between % and & | There is an
erroneous stroke, lke e, through ¢

So James 1962:139-4D. Contra VG pl17a { Ki‘); G
1923:24, BF81 ( B | comparing Th. {Naville) 125
Schiussrede 32 Ca); $:28-9* ( “@A’? ‘peut-ftre un vase'),

Contra VG pl.21a et al.; see 9.,

So VG pl.17a, BESL; of. Bl 313, Or &:,fg% With no s ¢




40 B1 356357 B2 Q0107
(old: B 325-326)

37
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i

9_ oy g } - T maman o
290 mee o A BB Lo T Bl AL B o
94

Q%&g i?lé::ﬁ @ﬁm9¥<’[ﬁ§~mﬁ m quwﬁi?g;g?:r

b 954
SBE2 BN S8BTy 2
a %
T 24 e SRR =
98 4

b " 97
AAT N 2870075 oo SN T R AT

o R A D AL o S5 o B2 B
R LW ol SN PNy
e B R BN T o A G

ANzl = B o[PS TR S
R QAT e AANA ST W e (1
et mTA DT o e TN ol od

N EAATASAR s KAV T AT

10

Br 356-357: B2 9O—-107

1. L So VG pli7a et ol Conta S8 ( § ).

2.8 /L So VG pl21a ef al.; ses 1.a. 3.a Mi So BF:81; of. 44a.6.a,

So VG pl.22a, BF:82, Contra §:28* =

>4

note distortion of fibres,
Unread in VG pl22a er al,
"The suggestion bjn tam
[VO pl.222] s impossible’
(G 1923:24).

5.b Traces: ™ L
j VI114:
“i The first vertical sign is
damaged., The last sign

(A
53
) looks ke @fi{.,: for the
>
ef. 472.10.a,
I

twist on the sign above
6. Lﬁ‘:, S0 VG pl.22a et al. Contra §:28 (57, J ).

7.a So VG pl.22a et al. 7.b
Contra 8:28-9%{ 11y ),

So G 1923:24, RFR2,

T.¢ So VG pL22a e al. 7.4 ﬁ Contra Gmlij?‘s:%,
Contra §:28% (- j BES2 { 7 4V ) s
of. 40a.3.a). ; ("5 L 7). perhaps

o ~» a4 misformed 9 (cf. P
"’7 : Prisse 7.11)7
9.a W Faint traces {collated with LD VI114),
So G 1923:24 (‘highly probable’), BF42,
Restore o (S:28%), or "7 {just enough space). E
9 Collated with LD V1,114 . So BF82; 'for an -

approximation of the det. of hwd to £ | see Adm.8.2.
The correction in the margin is clearly /% ' (G ;::
1923:24), Faulkner transcribed the misformed

determinative as " (1962:186). Contra 8:28-9* ,«4

(lﬁ)ﬁ»cf‘{z@im:{? 2. la correction marginale est q

double: 1. le trait complétant & 2. le signe 1,
-

complétant w(1){T)'; ¢f. Blackman 1934:219).

10.a 111 corrected over aeen (7).

12.a  Palimpsest traces above z‘fi{

142 9 written over another sign - perhaps a badly formed %
which was rewritten more distinctly,



Bz 107-125

FRT ML A== i o T M'I B2
%ﬁwqma——'qw s ‘medo 0 o

rn
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mpn%w‘ﬁm =4 802,
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SRAT<E PN Th . = ek sS4
N2 o Z R0l I At T
~BSUBD2 A7 IR0t d
B IRt 2 g T e b
fhe= o o dl ZEARRE a4
~ASENG BB 5= AL
ogé%ngmpr;:»_,,mawanuappu
~NOEN TS o2 BAR RS K=

A& G- q.llgﬁéfﬁ@{} od o .0 ke gl

o

B2 107-125

W
2a Traces: 4§ !j Restore 40\  (BF82). Written thus to
{ ’ avold jong an ‘edge.

Lr

5.a &‘L So BF:82. Contra G 1923:24 O o er, M3 [Stnube)),

Ga Traces: {
&
-
T
9. Traces: "f“"-’
10.a So G 1923:24 (‘the middle — has a peculiar twist st

right end, the effect of which Is ungcrnu:d by
loss of fibres'), BFB3, Contra V:228 (5 == =k
5:30 (170 252). Middle ~~~ s distinct flum =3
(contrm VG pl 23u); cf, B2 120,

S

1.2 Traces at line end: ﬁ’
S0 BF#B3. Contra VG
plida (3 ). 2 |

\' |
g 4
1]

'l
* ; Y

11.b  Faint traces (collated with LD VI114):
50 G 19213; Id BF:83. Contra VG pl.23a
(suggesting B/ 14 ).

LA
)
L
120 50 VG ph23a; not ~sin, No trice of & after AR (conten VG
pl.23n).
."_ .
13.0 No further loss; traces: e )
o |
N

142 Full form; an error for (G 7

14.b Written 10 one side: perhaps added later?



B2 126-142

127 b a 126
cﬁi (\?}fﬁ :‘%‘gﬁ M:fj« o {gT ﬁmﬁm@ © fHe m:?&%%TBQ
) a — - 128
Z’ZQ »@wﬁi m@:ﬁzmmwﬁ WZ&Y@T@&&O
b 12 12

N 2 Yon T B A =g

AIRICHDRE LD N0 gz padl
M8 R A B, T e 1= 5
A RN M= S . 1
el e R el 1=

136

C b ;
n aban Th L a0 I T s f
////éérﬂg‘m&% VsRaney /o ol V277 oo A

138 b @ 137
T . 2, A SRS
o <o @, = m. NI
o0 m T -] 11 %c‘.b wwzl®] H":-‘go ////f//i/,{'/fr/////

139

REERY o W e dhm 10

b a 140
o . 7 Ts ] 7
Zoow ZETUNILY s VBB

142

B2 126-142

{

)
la Traces, collated with LD VI,113: L
So G 1923:24-5 (‘42 .5 seems probable'), Restore ]
Q:m?t mué; there is Httle room for any /_ {contra §:30%), é 3}
The group has completely vanished, but Is not
'purposely expunged’ {contra B 11,52); of. lacunae
B2 130, 132

1.b Short line (by ¢.2.5 groups). Read dd. < j>n; apparently no loss
(cf. LD VI113),

2.8 Traces: é‘? (collated with LD V1,113). So G 192325,
»4%,' contra VG pl23a (suggesting s} 4 <),
1,‘%{ For form of @ ¢f, B2 79, Uncertain if any
&

L Incuna thereafter, but probable (BF:83).
3.a Traces: ﬁ So G 1923:25. Contra VG pl.23a (% ).
-] Room to restore Qf,‘ﬁ” or ] (as Sethe

RS 19282:28 1.10); possibly no further loss.

¢
3.b Traces: VL So G 1923:25. Contra V230, VG pli3a
14

A T

h

Restore G, with short fine (G 1923:25,
BF:83). Contra V:230 ([l 78,

5.8 Traces: Q

5.0 Traces certain.

6.a Traces: X&JJ

s

2 s,
Restore 4 /{72 27, with tong tine tike B1
132, unless written to ons 5id§3 é& 1923:28,
L

7.2 Traces: \‘Sf

s

BE:83). Contra V231 (.,

]
h
7.b Traces: 3 {collated with LD VL113). So G 192325, BF:83.
¥

( o fe JrE &
8.2 This lacuna too small to restore Z_\Qfﬁmé X@X%M {contra V1231);
restore an item of goods. Traces: o)™




48b B2 126-142

B
8.b g Very faint. Unread in VG pl.24a, G
\ 1923 25, BF:83, save for last two signs
i i)y of which §:30* read 111 as wmg® . The

suggestmn hrw=f (V:231) is 1mpmssibie.

;;; written to left,

8.c Traces: Vl‘)

A

9.a So BF:83. Contra VG pl.24a et al,

9.b Certain traces, '3[w=f] is probably ehough to fm iacuna, if 2

short Hne; contra Sethe 1928a:25 L17:. W AR.20w ks,
10.a &/\j After LD VL113 (collated); now very faint. So G

1923:25, BEB3. Contra VG pl.2da {735 92),

10.b  Traces: 11411 ‘ )

\f’/
Iy
11.a Faint traces {collated with LD VI,113): - Ilé
Rl f%
cdd

Ld
VG pl24s suggests TS 2 | which @ /
is impossible unless arranged 111 woen |
myE is possible, but unlikely In context. / .
11.b  Trage certain: restore either %
s O 2 R i
12.a  As B2 142 begins with the start of the colophon, this
probably a full line; number of groups lost uncertain, and
probably widely spaced.

13.a So G 1923:25 (almost certain in large sprawling

forms'), BF83. Contra VG pl.24a, §:30* (/4 n). One

might expect B2 to rubricize a colophon, but rubrics

3 are often omitted near ends, of mss (Posenar 19516176 n.5).
;_;. Restore wa il /&*‘{f’\f@,wmwﬁf’} Compare vertical

é colophons in other MK literary mss:
”\

B2 P Berlin 3022 P Ermitage 1116a P Berlin 3024
restored (Sinuhe B) (Shipwrecked Sailor) (Lebensmitder)
1.309 1.186-7 11545

& &~ A A~
2 g Z
U— r‘i& ;7

ferd

E

%




