8 Book 10: Everyday tools and how to say them

The last book of the Onomasticon focuses on tool names, both common and techni-
cal. This book is only recorded by families b and d, since, as Bethe already pointed
out, the last three books of Pollux (8-10) were not present in ¢ or were lost over
time. Therefore, A and x, or their common ancestor, had to resort to manuscripts
belonging to the d family. On the other hand, a (i.e. manuscript M) preserves only
parts of Books 1 and 2, and therefore obviously cannot be taken into consideration.
As far as Book 10 is concerned, we cannot speak of two redactions. The only section
in which the text of b and d differ significantly is the very beginning (see Section
4.2 above).
The manuscripts can be divided as follows:
- Db(=FS)
- d (= CL BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPgPnPrRoPsVuWn, Lu, A
and x)

8.1 Prefatory material

Book 10 contains its own index and the letter addressed to Commodus. The letter is
preserved by both the b and d families; F omits the index, while S presents a lengthy
and detailed one which, as in Book 5, resembles that printed in the Aldina. Below
are the two indexes of the d family, not edited by either Aldus or Bethe:

a &v To0Tw TQ PLPALY okeL®V Té £0TY Ovopata kKal doa mept alTd fj T aVT®V TemoinTal, Kal
Qyyela év olg eépetar, Kal ToMoL &v 0ig TUTpacKeTal, Kal mepl oikiag SeomoTov, kai doa mepl
BVpag oxevn, Kal 1 Tapackevn) TV BLPwWPOD cKELVY, Kal T TTPO KOLTAVOG Kal TA £V KOLTMVL
dxpLKAWGV Te Kal OTPWUV®Y, Kal 01g TI¢ Xprioetal T0 TPOcwToV Kabapouevog, Kai oxnuatwy
€l8n, xal ta mpdoopa Tij €ml Cevy®Vv i MMV alwproel okevn, Kal Td AOywv AoKroeL Tpo-
opopa, Kal 6oa SwkalovTt oikela, kal T £l yvpvasie kal AovTpd, kal Ta mpod dpioTov Kal
v apiotw kal &m apioTw, év olg Kal cLUTTOTIKA Kal Payelpkd Kal ApToToukd okeln, Kai Ta
nepl pupa, i AVYVoug, Kal Ta mpog Koltnv Emtidela, Kal Td yuvakwvitidog okeln, kat T &v
ayp® okevn, kal Td VauTikd okevn, T mepl €08 Twv Bepaneiav kal §ov dnotiBevtal, KOUpPEWS
OKeLN, GKUTOTOUOU, KUVNYETOV, GTPATLWTOV, TEKTOVOG, XAAKEWG, 0LKOSOUOV, VEWAKOD, UETAA-
AW, tatpod, kuBeutoD, copomolod, Kal T mi ToVTOIg UIKTA, TavToSaItd, (v Toig MAeloTolg
TPOOKELTAL TA LAPTVPLAL

CL BEI AmFIFrFzZLuMnMrMvNeOrPsRoVuWn XaXbXdXgXh

initio mivag tod Sexdtov BLPAlov T@V Ovopaotik®v IToAvdevkoug add. FzNe | 1-8 év
00T — €V Ayp® okevn deest in Xh ob mutilationem || 1 ¢ BLPAiw : T0 BLBAlov Mv || éut’ :
&’ MV || a0T@v : avtae C || 2 mumpaokovtat BET AmFIFrFzZLuNeMnMrMvOrPsRoVuWn x ||
mepl ante oikiag om. XaXbXg || 3 Bupwpo’ : Onpwdod FrLu || kat ante okev®v add. Mv ||
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7p0 : tepl Mr || 3—4 xal Ta 1po KOLTGvVog — KA@Y Te om. Mv : el oig Mr || 4 post te kai BE
AmFIFrFzZLuMnMrNeOrPsRoVuWn x add. okev®v kai | oig : €i¢ Mn, €lg¢ MvRoVuWn ||
oxNUatwv : dxAnuatwv L : oxpnuatwy Lu || 5 Cevy®v : Cuy®dv L BEI FIFrFzZLuMnMrMv
NeOrPsRoVuWn x | aiwpnoet : éwprioet I | 6 mpo : mpog L Ro || 7 év dpiotw kat om. L ||
Gopiatov Mr | €0 ante ér’apiotw add. C || CUUTOTIKA : GLVOTTIKA C || APTOTOLKA : APW-
noukd Xb || 8 A0yvoug : Abyva B AmOr x || koitnyv : xoltov C : kottdva L : kommy FrLu ||
8-9 xai ta &v &yp® okevn om. E FIFrLuMrRo || 8-10 xai ta év &yp® — Koup€wg oKev om.
AmOr | 9 ayp® : apyvpd Fz*MnMvNeVuWn | kai ta év yp@ okeln post év aypd okeveL
add. MnMvVuWn || & ante vautikd om. L BEI FIFrFzZLuMnMrMvNePsRoVuWn x | ta
nepl €00 TWV — Koupéwg okevn om. E FIFrLuMr || 10 okutotépoug I || xoaAkéw : aAkéwg
Xb || veouvAkod BET AmFIFrFzZLuMnMrMvNeOrPsVuWn x : veoAxo® Ro | 11 copomotod :
yoporotod x || 12 mpdokettal : mpdkettat B AmFzMnMvNeOrRoVuWn x || kabwg eiprico-
vtatin fine add. L

b 148 €veotwv év Tf] 100 IloAvdevkoug BiPAw SekATn TOV OVOUACGTIKOY OKELGOV Ovopata Kal
OV A’ avT®V mepl oikiag SeomdTov kal doa ént BOpav okevN, kal 1} Tapackevr) T00 Bupwpod
OKEVAOV Kal Etepa.

GH BrOxPgPr A
1 BiPAw post Sexaty coll. A | 2 B0pav : Bipav G BrOxPgPr | o0 : tv H PgPr

These two indexes correspond to the d textual tradition of Book 10, which — as will
be shown shortly — is divided into two groups: one represented by B, E, I, ¢, and h
and the other by G, H, and their apographa. The second index above (b) is clearly an
awkward abridgment of the longer index (a), in keeping with the general behaviour
of the branch to which these manuscripts belong. The last letter to Commodus, as
mentioned above, is preserved in the manuscripts of the d family and in b:

Praef. 10

Koppddw Kaioapt TovAtog MoAvSevkng yaipewv. évétuydv mote BPAiw T TOV EeVo@@VTog
Tnmk®v €€nyelobat Aéyovtl. ebpwv 8¢ ovopatog kpioet 1o0To Epatosbévny €v 1@ Lxevoypa-
QK Aéyew, EniADBE poL {ntelv 10 00 Epatocbévoug BLpAiov 81 10 mposaywyov Tig xpioews
0G 8 ebpov HOALS, 008EV elyev GV ATILLOV. TO Toivuv U’ £U0T pev EATLaBéy, LI Ekeivou §
00 TANPWOEY Eyvwv avtdg ékteAéoal. Kal olual ool Telpwuévy eaveiobal Toutt 0 BLpAiov
OTEP TTAVTA TR XPElQ Kal yap el unde T@v dAAwY undév €€w Tol ypnoipov, TodTo yolv S Tiv
ovvnBeotatwy fikel Kal Ov ékdotote yprlopey. 81 TodTo Kal mhelovg Emnyaydunv évtadda
TOUG HapTUpag, OTL Ta AW TMV OvouaTwy droioyiag | Bpaooug £8€TTo. el 8¢ Tva TGOV (VIV)
elpnuévwy kav To0TR yéypamrat, i mévu Bavpdong abpoifovta yap Tag TV oKeL®Y TPOaN-
yoplag oUK €K TiV ToAaLiV GUAAEYELY UOVOV GANA KAK TGV (8lwy ESeL. eDTUYEL KUPLE.

b(FS) d(CL BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPnPrPsRoVuWn
AXaXbXdXg)

praef. 1 ¢ntotoA initio add. AbFz XaXbXd || Kopuédw Kaioapt TovAwog (1. om. d praeter
XaXb) IoAvSevkng xaipewv F CL E FIFrLuMnMrMvOrPnPsRoVuWn XaXbXg : TovAlog
IToAvSevkng Koppodw Kaloapt xaipewv S AbFzNeNp : om. BH Am AXd : TovAtog Katoapt
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Koppodw yaipew G BrOxPgPr : Kopp6dw Katoapt IToAvdevkng yaipew I: Kouddw Kaioapt
TToAu8evkng TovALog aipey Ma || €vETUXOV : évTuyWV b : évTéTuxov B || tw : T@v CL: ¢ b
d?| tov:tev F:100S: om. d || 2 Ty : mikes S || €&nyelabat : Siyeiobaib || 8&:teb
| kpioeL: xpfiow b | to¥to : toGtov S || Epatocbévng Ro | 2-3 Exevoopik®d Ma || 3 Aéyew
: AéyeL b : post todto coll. GH BrOXPgPr Ax | To0 om. d? | mpocaaywyov : Tpooaywykov B
| 4 pOAg : uéyg b | glxev : Exew b : elxov GH BrOxPgPr AXd || fiAr{ov GH BrPgPrPs™ Ax :
fjArioa b CL EI AbFIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNeNpPnPsRoVuWn : jAntioe B AmOr | v’ om. H
A:émw Ma || €pol b : épavtod d (praeter épavt AXa) || 4-5 U1 éketvou 8 o0 TANpwHEY om.
Ma || 500 om. L || £yvw¢ Wn || olpai oot : fueoo F | oot : 0e S C: oov L : de F non constat ||
TEPWUEVY : TANpwuévov F : melpapévey G PrPsd, melpapéveg Pg || Touti 0 BLAlov Bethe
: ToUTW T007T0 T0 PLPAloV F : ToUTw Td BLBAlw S* : Todto T0 BLBAlov SP¢ CL BEI AbDAmFIFr
FzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOrPnPsVuWn : todto BiAiov Ro : Touti GH BrOxPgPr Ax | mévta
s @mavta S | 6 unde : uy b AbFzMaMnMvNeNpRoVuWn || 7 xprilopev : xpnlopat F | kai?
ante 81a to07to coll. b || énnyayouny : émgyayov b : vmnyayounv GH AXaXg! : annyayounv
Lu || 8 £€8¢lto : i 8elro Mr | viv add. Wackernagel || 9 kv : kal E FIFrLuMrRo | ToUtw :
70070 Ro | yap om. F || 10 o0k om. Ro || suAAéyewy pdvov om. b || €8et post cuAAEyeLy add.
AmOr || dAAG k&K T®V : AN’ b 1 @AAQ Kal Tdv E AbFIFrFzLuMnMrNeNpPg | i8iwv b CL
LuMa : véwv A : i8edv ceteri | eTUXeL kUpLe C Pn : Slatuyelv kOpte F : éppwoo S : om. d’

8.2 Family b

The only extant branch of the tradition for Book 10 apart from d is b. Again, F and S
share significant errors and characteristic readings:

10.10 67tov Bekker : 6mov FS || wko8opovv : oitkodopovy FS || xata v oikiav : kat’ oikiav FS | oot
yéypantat Bentley : ouyyéyparmtat toig FS | énimroa d : énimiea FS || 10.11 émwkopiCotto d : xopi-
Cowto FS | wvoualov post xpnothpia coll. FS || 10.12 olov : Gomep FS || éoti: éni FS || kai Aipiog &v
AmoAutovon om. FS || éotwv : €otatl FS || tavdtnv om. FS | 6vopdoat : @vopacev FS || 10.13 kwpwSolg
: KwUkolg FS || kpepaotd d : okevaotd FS || menointat om. FS || 10.14 1y tév vmokpltdv eite om. FS
| v om. FS || oi apd : T mapd FS || 10.15 éokevontomuévoy : éokevacuévov FS | mpdyua om. FS ||
nept T00: vMEp 100 FS | dovokevaatov : okevaotov FS | 10.16 dnookevai : okevaig FS || oltw(g)
ante ofovtat coll. FS | t® éktw Madelag : év tf) Haideia FS | €pn : enot E, 8¢ gnot S || ta mAglota
: post mavta coll. FS T omisso || 10.17 xaumdAov om. FS || dAAa piv kal avagopov om. FS | 10.18
KUKAOL : KOKAOV FS et post wvopdagovTo coll. | Sttt T@v KOKAwY : €v T® KUKAW FS || Tiv mpdcwy om.
FS || 10.19 mapaptioacbat : mapactioacbat FS || 10.20 Tt om. FS || ioTiomayova : éotiapwva FS ||
KAnTéov : xpnotéov FS | avtov post 0£Aoig coll. FS || Sewog 6w : voodv FS || elvat ante vouifotg om.
FS | 10.21 Avtipdvng : Aptoto@davng FS | Twwapétav L : Tt papéta SP° : i papéra FS* | 10.22 tag
ante BUpag om. FS || OxA€l : 0xelg FS || yryyAvuot : yryyot FS | mapd 8¢ Aplotogdvel év Zongt
katakAel8eg om. FS || 10.23 énonaotijpes : émotatiipeg FS | éktw om. FS || uépoug : uépog FS | 10.24
év Alodooikwvt : €v aioAvaikovt F, évatoAvaikovn S || mapaonuela : mapacnueiov F, mapaonuelwv
S || 10.25 év AloAocikwvi : €v aloAvatkovn FS || kal 8U omiig kamt téyoug (kal Stomiig kamtéyoug C
LuPn, xat 810tiig kamitéyoug L) d : kat o Semng kat odlemietovg FS | mapaxieloat ouykieloat om. FS
| 10.26 Gvetvat om. FS || avanetdoat post éknetdoat add. FS | kAgloov : kAeloal FS || BefaArdvwke :
éxBepardvwke FS | 10.27 Bardvou : Baraviov F, Baraveiov S || 10.28 ToUTw : ToUTwV FS || T0 oxedog
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Kal 70 kaBappa : 10 kdbapua kai 0 okevaoua FS || 10.29 ei 6¢ kal KaAAOveL — kKaAAUVTpov om. FS
| 10.30 kat Swappaivey om. FS || kwbwva : Bwkdvag F Bwkwva S | yutpelov : yutpaodv FS || 10.31
KNAwVE{OL : KUAGV oL F, kotAwv 0¥ S || 10.32 kAtvnv : kAtvai FS || 10.33 kAwiSa : kKAwiSia FS || 10.34
uépn : uéxpt FS || oatvpols : catupwv FS || 10.35 xeAwvng : xedwvnv F, gedwvnv S | oeevsauvov :
o@evSapvodv FS || Zxipwvt : kip®VLE, kepdvL S

As expected, F has errors that S does not, and vice versa, confirming they are sib-
lings:"

- F:10.11 G €in : €in F | xpnotnpla post okevn coll. F || 10.14 okevaywyelv et OKELOQPOPETY inv.
F | 10.15 ovUtot : 00Tog F || év T® — okevaoial om. F || 10.17 petaBoAropevog : uetarAopevog F ||
10.18 tva: év @ F || mutpdokovow : mutpdokovrat F || 10.23 tag kAelg om. F || 10.26 (omep : bmep
F | 10.27 otupakiw dxovtiov : atupaxiokov tivou F | 10.28 npdogopa : mpo@opa F || 10.29 dAw
: 6dwvog F | 10.31 0(g: & F

- 8:10.12 tf xat’ : TV xatr S || 10.14 éneokevaopéva : éntokevacpéva S || @ ante voOyla om.
S || oxevaywyol : okevayol S || éveokevdabat : éveokevabat S | 10.15 okevaasial : okevasiav S
| 10.16 fjynTar : ot YijTar S || 10.19 & om. S | wvopdobat : dvopacBévTa S | amoloyolo : AmoA
et tum sp. vac. #5 litt. S || 10.20 toD mavtog oikov SeondTnV : 100 SeomdTOL S || GTEYAVOULOV !
oteyavopia S | 10.21 ITuBaydpou : MubBayopeiov S || 10.25 eipntadt : ebpntal S || 10.27 ApyiAoxog
1 ApxiAnxog S | 10.29 pvAwve : poAw S || 10.30 kepaueoDy : kepduov S | 10.31 apmayng : apmig S
| 10.35 Kpitwvog : kpdTwvog S

8.3 Family d

The d family is indeed more complicated, but the situation in Book 10 is not very
different from that in Book 5. First, all manuscripts of d have conjunctive errors or
characteristic readings when b is correct or erroneous:

10.11 t& ante mpog om. d || 10.15 év 0 om. d | 10.17 &¢ : 8n d (8¢ tantum XbXgXh) | 10.18 kai
TPOCETL — TEPLPEPELS om. d || 10.19 8¢ post Oeoppaotw add. d || 10.22 yolv om. d || 10.24 ménpatar :
yéypamntat d | 10.25 ntapaotddag : mapaoctddes d | kai U 6mig k&t T€youg (kal SLomijg KAmLTéyoug
C LuPn, kat 810tig xamitéyoug L) d : xat o Semng kat odiemtetovg b | 10.28-9 kal 10 pév okedog
Kopnua — yapat om. d || 10.30 xutpelov : yutpaiov d || 10.33 £ml 8¢ T®V KAWVGY — kAwiow om. d || kg
év Aloviow — womepel kKAwTAplov om. d || 10.34 LogoxAfg — épetSetat om. d || wg €v ¢ Alovuoale-
Eavdpw — mapamugov om. d

To these I would also add the conjunctive errors of C (together with its late apogra-
pha) and L in the passages that are omitted by the later d manuscripts:

1 See Chapter 5.



Familyd =— 139

10.12 BatTov om. C L LuPn | &i Tt paaxov — mapakatadiknv om. C L LuPn | 10.17 elye b : elyov
CL LuPn || 10.18 ¢v om. C L LuPn || 10.22 x)Aeie® 1j : kpoveTat C L LuPn | 10.27 makTodv : TAKTOU
CL LuPn | §j méw xal émutaktodv om. C L LuPn || 10.29 pdAwvt : puAdot C L LuPn || 10.35 6 ante
Evputidng add. CL LuPn

In examining Book 5, I was able to ascertain that the d family underwent contin-
uous multiple abridgements. The same applies to Book 10: C does not contain the
errors which can be found in L and all later manuscripts. Therefore, a sub-arche-
type d* can again be postulated, with the necessary caution, as shown above, due to
the common errors shared by C and L:?

10.14 ai ante okevaywyol add. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn
Ax | 10.16 ¢x om. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax | moumeiwv
: topntiig L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax || 10.22 énimaotpov L
BEGHI AbAmFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, éninatpov Br || 10.31 ék om. L BEGHI
AbAmBrFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax | 10.34 au@ikoAAog : duoikairog C Pn
: apgixopog L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPsRoVuWn AXaXbhXdXg, aueikopov
Xh : apoixpog Pg, auoet sp. vac. Pr || 10.35 Aploto@avng — o@evSapvivor om. L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFTF
zMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu

Even more errors and omissions can be found in the manuscripts of d that date
from the Palaeologan Age or later, with the exception of Lu and Pn, since the former
used C to fill in the gaps, as we will show below, and the latter was copied from C.
Below is a list of errors that confirm the hypothesis of the existence of a d? sub-ar-
chetype descended from d* (or d), as for Book 5:

10.10 amodnxny : vrobrknv BEGH AbAmBrFIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax |
10.11-2 4AX’ éyw xpivw — | TaykAnpia om. BEGHI AbAmFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVu
Wn Ax, habet Lu || 10.14 duopot : 6punpot BEHI AbAmFIFrFzZLuMaMnMvNeNpPgPrPsRoVuWn AXa*
XbXdXgXh, duotpot Mr : 6unpog G BrOxPs® || 10.15 6 & avtog — Anpéav om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFz
MaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu | 10.16 toltov 8¢ — T®v oltiwv om. BEGHI
AbAmMBrFrzFIFrMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPrPgPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu | fntat : fjynotar BEGHI Ab
AmBrFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn x, éynotat A || 10.17 0Kevo@OPLOV : GKEVO-
@optav BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax || IIatwv 8¢ — 61t xeln-
T om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu | oxevo-
@oplwTNV : okevowopitnv BEG™HI AbAmBrFIFrFzLuMaMnMvNeNpOxPsVuWn Ax, kAogopitnv
Mr, om. PgPr | 10.18 ®g AAe€Lg — Aigilog om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPs
RoVuWn Ax, habet Lu || ta Towadta okevn : ta okevn ta toladta BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzLuMaMn
MrMvNeNpOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax || ebpotg — 10 6vopa om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNp
OrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu || 10.18-9 tobvoua 8¢ | artaptia - eig ta avépamoda om. BEGHI
AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVvuWn Ax, habet Lu || 10.19 Nopwv : vopw BEGHI

2 On this matter, see Section 7.3.
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AbAmBrFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn AXb*XdXg*Xh | 10.20 kal iotionauova
Awpk@®g om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu || 10.20-1
nailwv — Tapavtivolg om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet
Lu || 10.22 tp&ta om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax || kat yty-
yAUpot om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRovuWn Ax, habet Lu | Iooei-
8utnog — 1) 6Vpa om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRovuWn Ax, habet Lu |
10.23 @not yoOv — o8npd om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVvuWn Ax,
habet Lu || 6Tt kal mapa Anpocbével — xateayota om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOr
OxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu || év 8¢ @ Avciov — evpnxauev om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMn
MrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu || 10.25 év 8¢ Kpativov — téyoug om. BEGHI AbAmBr
FIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu || 10.26 kai 0 (uyw6ptoov — TatTewy om.
BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRovuWn Ax, habet Lu || 10.27 6 6¢ @ovkudidng
- 70 KAeloat om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu || 10.29
1 Xpiiolg — puAnképw om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRovuWn Ax, habet
Lu || 10.30 &V : 00 BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax || 10.31 oitw
yap — avéonwv om. BEGHI AbAmBrrIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRovVuWn Ax, habet Lu |
10.32 eite xat Tpiyantév Tt Pantév om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVu
Wn Ax, habet Lu || 10.34 pépn 8¢ — eipnuévov om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOrOxPg
PrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu | xatakekoAAnpévny : xekoounuévny BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzLuMaMn
MrMvNeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax | 10.35 év yov — m68a om. BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMv
NeNpOrOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax, habet Lu

Both C and L contain individual errors, indicating that the former must have been
copied from d, and the latter from d*. However, neither does d* derive directly from
C nor does d? derive directly from L:

—  C:10.12 podakd : podaxai C LuPn || 10.15 obtot : o0tw C LuPn || 10.17 8t : 67t C Pn || 10.18
kUKAoL : KUKAowov C Pn | 10.20 iottomduova L : éotidova C LuPn | 10.21 Twapétav L : i
papétav C LuPn | 10.23 pépoug L : pépet C LuPn || 10.25 Atovuoaiegavspw : AtovuoaAe€dvspou
C LuPn : Aloviow AXe€avSpw L || 10.34 0 pévtol émikAwvtpov post énikivtpov add. C LuPn ||
Ap@ixoAAog : duikairog C Pn

- L:10.11 ént tev : émt Tv L || 10.12 v 8¢ toladtnv bis habet L | évSoueviav! : évduvpeviav
L || évSopeviav? : €év8ov pev av L || 10.14 ta ék TdV dyp®v — éveokevdobal om. L | oxevny :
okevov L || évokevdoat : éveokevdoal L | kal avtdokevog 6 avtoupyods : kal abtéokevol, Kal
avTOoKELOG O eVTEANG Kal avToupydg L || 10.17 tolT Aploto@avng : To0to @avng L | KaAel :
koAeltat L || 10.18 kpukt : knpukiov L || viv om. L || 10.19 dnoAoyolo : amoloyoig L | Tnnwmva-
KT0G : inm@va katd L || 10.20 oikov 8eomdty : oikoSeomdtnv L || elvat vouigols : £tt vouigolg
L | 10.23 é¢nonaotipes : émutaotiipeg L || 10.24 €otl: ént L | Anuomparolg : Snutompdraig L ||
10.25 uoxAwoov : poyAog L || 10.26 ¢ott post tavtov add. L || 10.35 kai opevéapvivqv om. L ||
Spapacty : ypappaot L

On the basis of the readings collected for d* and d? the attentive reader will have
already noticed that, as mentioned earlier, A and x (I have put their sigla at the
end for the sake of clarity) agree in error with them and no longer form a separate
family: from Book 8 onwards, the ¢ family has ceased to exist and, in order to obtain
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the missing text, its manuscripts resorted to various sources undoubtedly belong-
ing to the d family.

8.3.1 G, H, and the fate of A

A distinct branch of the d family is formed by manuscripts G and H and their apo-
grapha, as evidenced by numerous conjunctive errors:

10.10 Oovkvidng 8¢ : 8¢ Boukvdidng post amobnknv GH ABrOxPgPr | avtnv koaiel om. GH
ABrOxPgPr || 10.11 vetepov — Amookevn : 1N 8¢ amookevn vewtepov GH BrOxPgPr, om. A | ov
AéAnBev : ovk éhabev GH ABrOxPgPrPs || 6 kwukog post IIAdtwv coll. GH ABrOxPgPr | 10.13 kat
Grupa: kal dropa G OXPgPr, om. A || @OTEP — KPEUATTA : TPUPLKA, VOUTIKA, EOAVA KAl KPEUAOTA (WG
Zevop®v GH ABrOxPgPr || 6 6¢ : kal g GH BrOXPgPr, kat A || amotpipnyv : amotpipr) GH ABrOxPgPr
| 10.14 €ite % fj GH ABrOxPgPr || eire n: iy GH ABrOxPgPr | xal év : w¢ év GH ABrOxPgPr | kal 10
pRua : T0 8¢ piina GH ABrOxPgPr || T0 oxevaywyely — dvackevaeadal : GKELOPOPETY CKELAYWYETV
avaokevaleoBat GH ABrOxPgPr || 10.16 ()¢ onot AnpoaBévng : 0g Eevoo®dv GH ABrOXPgPr || éotke
om. GH ABrOxPgPr | kaAelv : kaAel G*H ABroOx® : kaiodol G OxPgPr | Anuocbévng — okevw-
POVUEVOV : OKELWPOLUEVOY (G AnpocBévng GH ABrOxPgPr || 10.18 uiv et om. GH ABrOxPgPr ||
70V 1610V om. GH ABrOxPgPr | £6éAolg kaelv : pact GH ABrOxPgPr XaXbXdXg : om. Xh || 10.19
£0€M01G : €0eAnoelg GH ABrOxPgPr || 10.20 kAntéov om. GH ABrOxPgPr | pdvov ante vadiov coll.
GH ABrOxPgPr | éyeig mpoetpnuévov om. GH ABrOxPgPr | 10.22 eiolv om. x GH ABrOxPgPr |
kal ov kal om. GH ABrOxPgPr || tovtolg om. GH ABrOxPgPr | mapa 8¢ Aplatodvel v Zonél :
Kal WG Aplotopavng GH ABrOxPgPr || 10.24 év pévtol : kal €v GH ABrOxPgPr | 10.25 v Anuviaig
ApLoTo@avoug : 1§ Aplatopavng €v Anuvialg GH ABrOxPgPr | 10.26 ¢otL @ om. GH ABrOxPgPr |
onpaivel : 6nAot GH ABrOxPgPr | womep : wg GH ABrOxPgPr | éketvol om. GH ABrOxPgPr | 10.27
Aavaiow : Sacpopopolg A : Sakaieg G PgPr, Saxaiolg (-oug BriOx) Br: Sa sp. vac. 21itt. H || €on : Aéyet
GH ABrOxPgPr | 10.29 t{ kwAVet om. GH ABrOxPgPr | kaAelv om. GH ABrPgPr | 10.32 ¢ ginot om.
GH ABrOxPgPr | 10.33 00 uévtol dyvod — KaTaoTopvOUEVOV : GANA Kal TO €L THS ApaEng kelpevov
KAWIG (- G BrOxPgPr) kaieltat GH ABrOxPgPr || kAwtiiplov : KAwvtoplov Xa'Xgs GH ABrOxPgPr

G and H can therefore be traced back to a common sub-archetype (d°). H has a
better text than G, but it also has individual errors:

10.24 ovopdadovtal : @voualovto H A || 10.25 émBareiv : émdafetlv H AXaXb9Xg || 10.27 Aavaiow :
Saopo@opoig A : Saxaieg G PgPr, Saxaiotg (-oug BriOx) Br : Sa sp. vac. 2 litt. H || 10.35 opevSauvivnv
s opevdauvivwv H A

These errors clearly show that A was most likely copied from H or a witness related
to it. In this respect, the error in 10.27 seems highly revealing:

10.27 Aavaiotv : Sacpogdpolg A : Sakaieg G PgPr, Sakaiolg (-oug BreOx) Br : 8a sp. vac. 2 litt. H
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A presents a very different reading from the other manuscripts, i.e. Sacuo@dpotg. I
suspect that this happens because the copyist of A (or the copyist of its antigraphon)
had before him the text of H, which had a blank in place of the title of the play, and
so invented a new one.

H cannot have been copied from A for simple chronological reasons. However,
the presence of individual errors in A that are absent in H also allows us to rule out
the possibility that it may have used an older manuscript:

10.10 avta : Tadta A || 10.11 £vikny : EAAnviKnY A || inolg — oikntipla okevn om. A || 10.15 €é0kevo-
TIOLNUEVOV : GKEVOTTIOLNUEVOY A || EOKEVOTTOLNUEVWY : EéokevoTouéval A || 10.16 fvntat éPnotat A
| 10.19 axripatov : axipuktov A | 10.23 76 Te PéPOG — TQ) UéEPEL : TO T€ oKeDOG TH) PéPEL Kal TO PEPOG
T okevel A || 10.30 molel : €xel A | 10.31 10 VSwp amavTAelg post v coll. A || 10.35 ddo&oTtépwv :
év80goTépwv A

On the other hand, as we now know well, G has many individual errors which it
shares with its apographa Br, Ox Pg, and Py, and thus represents a second branch
called d*:

10.11 61t : 60a G BrOxPs® || 10.13 kataokevdoaoBal : katackevaohat G BrOx | évokevdoat :
elokevdobat G BrOxPs® | 10.14 6popot : 6unpog G BrOxPs® | 10.16 okevacdpevol : okevacdpe-
vog G BrMrOxPgPrPs® || 10.17 ta&iépyolg : tagiapyw G* PgPr | 10.18 wvoudalovTo : 6voudiowto G
Bre'OxPgPr | 10.19 doAoyolo : &noAoyoiog G* BrOxPgPrPs¢! | 10.22 oxAelg : oOyAelv G BrOxPgPr ||
10.24 ¢v Ailodooikwvt : év aiodoSikwvi G* PgPr || kAeldiov : kAeldiw G BrOxPgPr || 10.28 einwpev :
eimowpev G BrOxPgPr | 10.31 apmdyng : apméyewv G OxPgPr, dpmatny Br

Among these apographa of G, there are two groups for Book 10. The first group is
formed by Br and Ox (the former being probably copied from the latter, see Section
6.3):

10.15 tév ante tettépwv add. BrOx || mAeiotouv : mAola BrOx, mAeia Pg, mAeiw Pr || 10.16 kA€l : KaAel
G"H BrOx* A : xahoot G* OxPgPr | 10.22 Bodavaypat : Baravaypag Brox | 10.24 €v Aiodocikwvt
: aloAioSikwvt Broxr | 10.33 mapoyov : matpog Bre, mapdg Bre : mapd Ox || 10.35 éAepavtivny :
drepavtivav BrOx || PivBwvog : pibwvog BrOx

The second group includes Pg and Pr, which probably descend from a common
antigraphon.® Both groups of manuscripts were in some cases able to correct the
text of G (see the list above), probably through contamination or by ingenuity, since
they do not share all of its errors. The evidence for a common ancestor of Br, Ox, Pg,
and Py, derived from G, is meagre: 10.15 mAeioTov : mAola BrOx, mAeia Pg, mAeiw Pr.

3 See Section 5.1.
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8.3.2 The end of family ¢

As shown earlier, in Book 10 manuscript A descends from H. But what about the x
group? From the collations, it appears at a first glance that x has minimal similari-
ties with A, since it does not share any GH errors (see right above, Section 8.3.1). On
the other hand, x shares some conjunctive errors with other witnesses:

10.13 pév post Eevo@®v coll. BEI AbAmMFI(8¢ Fl*)FrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpRoVuWn x || 10.19 €6élotg
: €0éAelg L BEI AbDAMFIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNeNpPsVuWn x | 10.25 Aploto@avoug : ApLotopavng
BEI AbFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpPsRoVuWn x

The following are the individual errors of x:

10.33 xaAelrat : €kalelto x || 10.18 el yuvaikeiav : kal yuvatkeiow x

However, on closer inspection, it becomes clear that there are indeed conjunctive
errors between A and x:

10.18 €0€AoLg kaAely : aot GH BrOxPgPr A XaXbXdXg : om. Xh || 10.22 eictv om. GH BrOxPgPr Ax
| KAEWY : kAETG Ax | 10.25 émiPadely : émhafelv H AXaXbsXg® | 10.31 6tu yap : §TL 6¢ b BEGHI AbAm
BrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPgPrPsRovuWn AXd | 10.33 xAwthptov : kAwvtoplov GH BrOxPgPr
AXaSIngl

Some of these errors are shared by A and the entire x group, others only by some
members of x, but it is clear that A and x had access to a common source, or at least
that they are somehow connected. Once again, we can see how the copyists of the x
manuscripts were in the habit of registering variants above the line and felt quite
free to adopt or disregard them. Two scenarios can be suggested, assuming that ¢
is a mutilated manuscript which, for unknown reasons, lacks the last three books
of the Onomasticon:

(D A and x supplied the lost books of c: the former through H (or a very close
manuscript), the latter with a d* witness, one linked to B, E, I, ¢, and h. The conjunc-
tive errors of A and x can therefore be explained by a slight contamination: the
connection between the two manuscripts is not in doubt.

(2) We can hypothesise the existence of a ¢* sub-archetype. This witness, now
lost, had c as its source for Books 1-7 and H (or a close relative) for Books 8-10. A
was copied quite faithfully from c? alone (though we can of course assume that
some corrections were made by Isidore), while x did indeed use c?, but only as one
of its sources, since it clearly corrected the text of ¢’ by consulting a manuscript
belonging to d* H (from which ¢! is partly derived) does not preserve a very good
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text, so the copyist(s) of x decided to follow the other manuscript of d* instead, but
could not get rid of all the readings inherited from c™.

I would side with the second hypothesis. But now another question arises:
when was ¢’ written? Given that Books 8-10 descended from H, it would be possi-
ble to place the creation of ¢’ after the end of the 13th or the beginning of the 14th
century. In any case, ¢’ shared all d? errors, so it must reflect the state of the text
of d during the Palaeologan Age. For all we know, ¢’ could also have been an early
Renaissance creation.

A final focus on the x group allows us to identify the presence of some relevant
sets, along with the usual contamination:

- XaXbXgXh: 10.11 énutiov : éninAoov XaXbXgXh | 10.22 Baravaypat : BaravaoTtpal Xa, ard-
otpat XbXgXh | 10.28 einwpev post 1dv okevdv coll. XaXbXgXh | 10.31 dtL yap : §tL XaXbXgXh

- XaXbXdXg:10.19 Nouwv : vouw BEGHI AbAmBrrIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMv NeNpOxPgPrPsRoVuWn
AXb*XdXg*Xh | 10.22 eipnvtat : elpntat BEI AmMaFlFrFz*LuMnMrMvPsRoVuWn XaXbXdXg

- XaXdXgXh: 10.22 Zonéi : o@y€l CL B AmLuPn XaXdXgXh

- XaXbXg: 10.24 ntiyeg : mTUxal Xa*Xb*Xg*

- XbXgXh: 10.13 kai oxevn vavtikd om. XbXgXh || 10.15 i} okevwpia om. XbXgXh | 10.17 8¢ : 81y
d (8¢ autem XbXgXh) | okevo@opov : okevopdplov XbXgXh || 10.19 evpely : kaAelv XbXgXh ||
10.22 Baravaypat : Badavaotpal Xa, Bardotpal XbXgXh || 10.24 napaonpela om. XbXgXh

- XbXg: 10.11 koAeTtal : kKaAgvTal XbXg | 10.19 Aeydvtwv : Aedvtwv XbXg || 10.20 oteyavopov
: oteyavopolov EFIFrLuMr XbXg | 10.29 ¢aing om. XbXg || 10.31 apmdyng : apmaong XbXg |
10.32 8¢l : Sokel MnMrVu XbXg

- XbXh:10.11 vewtepov 8¢ pdrAov 1 amtookevry om. XbXh

- Xa: 10.13 oke0n ante vavtikd om. Xa | 10.14 évoxevdoal : évokevdobal PgPr Xa | 10.22
BaAavaypat : Baravaotpat Xa, fardotpat XbXgXh || 10.24 Anuompdrolg : SnuomAdrolg Xa ||
10.25 émppa&al : émgpdaoat Xa

- Xb:10.14 &vaokevaleabat : avaokaesbal Xb | 10.16 okevacauevol T ovsiav GG enot Anpo-
06¢vng post Anuoabévng add. Xb

- Xd:10.10 Yuyaywyols : hayaywyoic Xd | 10.14 okevopdpa : okevo@opla BG AmBrOxPgPrPs!
Xd || 10.18 naunpactiav : tapnanpaciov Xd || 10.20 oteyavopoy : yavopov Xd

—  Xh:10.10 ofov & : & Xh || 10.11 kataokevy| : okevl Xh | 10.14 avackevdleodar : avaykaleobal
MvRo Xh

The manuscripts Xb, Xg, and Xh form a solid sub-group, whereas Xa and especially
Xd seem to be more independent. Each of them also has individual errors, with
the exception of Xg. This can be explained by considering Xb as an apographon of
Xg, since there are numerous conjunctive errors between Xb and Xg, but Xg is not
subject to those found in Xb.
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8.3.3 B, E and their apographa

Two important Paleologan Age manuscripts are still missing from this discussion: B
and E. Each of them has individual errors, so it is possible to determine which more
recent manuscripts descend from them.

As already noted, B is a very reliable manuscript, but it cannot be taken as
representative of the entire d family, since it also has some characteristic errors:

10.11 fj om. B AmOr || 10.14 ta €x : Tv €x B || 10.19 dmoloyoio : amoloyotot B Xb*XdXg™ || 10.23
ékatepov om. B AmOr || 10.28 8¢ post et om. B AmOr || 10.32 got om. B

In some other cases B shares errors with C (and Lu and Pn, its apographa) and L:

10.11 Buatav : Buaiag CL B AmOrPn | 10.22 Zonéi : o@tyél CL B AmLuOrPn XaXdXgXh

It is noteworthy that some of these errors in Book 10 are found not only, as usual,
in Am (see Sections 6.3, 7.3.1), but also in Or, which in Books 2 and 5 is linked to the
textual tradition of E, and seems to be close to Lu (see Sections 6.5, 7.3.4). But in
Book 10 the Or manuscript has the same characteristic errors as Am — when Am has
them, of course — and, as seen above, as B:

10.11 o0 AéAnBev : oL AéAubev AmOr | eipnkev : eipeto AmOr | 10.15 okevaoial : okevasic AmOr
| 10.19 ®g om. AmOr | 10.25 é¢v Anuviaig Aploto@avoug om. Am || cuykAeloat om. AmOr | 10.25-6
Kal mepagatl — kataxAtvat om. AmOr || 10.29 gnoels : @aing AmOr | KwAVeL : T0 KwABov AmOr ||
10.30 apgopiokov : aupoploudv AmOr

It seems likely that the scribe of Or, Iohannes Rhosus, switched his antigraphon in
this book and used the same source as Am, or perhaps even to Am itself, which is
thought to be slightly older than Or and belonged at the time (late 15th century) to
Giorgio Merlani, for whom both Trivizias and Rhosus worked with as scribes in
Venice.* Unfortunately, in the collated section I was not able to identify any error
made by Or but absent in Am to prove the derivation of Or from Am.

Similarly to what happens in the other books of the Onomasticon, as far as we
can see, E continues to form a cohesive group with the same manuscripts, with
the exception of Or, which we have just examined: Fl, Fr, and Mr, together with Lu,
where d? gaps have nevertheless been filled using C (see Sections 5.2 and 6.5):

4 See Vendruscolo (1995, 355 n. 78).



146 —— Book 10: Everyday tools and how to say them

10.17 ¢xopiCeto : évopiCeto E FIFrMr || 10.19 drtoAoyolo : amoAoyei E FIFrLuMr || 10.20 oteyavoutov
: ateyavopolov EFIFrLuMr XbXg || 10.24 év Aiodosikwvi : év aiodecikwvt E FIFrLuMr || 10.26 x)eloat
: émukAgloal E FIFrLuMr || 10.30 xdAmwy : kGAnog E FIFrLuMr | 10.33 kAwiSa : kAwada E FIFrLuMr
| 10.34 €idn 8¢ : el 6¢ EFIFrLuMr | 10.35 Kpitwvog : kptottwvog E FIFrMr || yap ante a80&otépwv
om. E FIFrLuMr

It is worth noting the presence of conjunctive errors between Fr and Lu, which
again suggests that Lu was not copied from E itself, but from this apographon. The
two manuscripts are roughly contemporary, but Fr does not have the insertions
that Lu derives from C, so the reverse does not seem to be possible:

index 10.3 Bupwpod : Onpwsod FrLu || index 10.8 xoitnv : kwmnv FrLu || 10.16 ¢okevaotatl : ¢okeva-
oat FrLu || 10.26 unv : pié Fr, om. Lu

8.3.4 The relationship between manuscripts within d?

The most striking agreements in the d? group are undoubtedly those between G and
H, which allow us to assume a common sub-archetype between the two. Conjunc-
tive errors also allow us to isolate a second branch in this group:

10.13 pév post Eevoe®v coll. BEI AbAmFI(8¢ F1*)FrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpRoVuWn x || 10.17 6tw :
oUtw BEI AbAmFIFrFzZMaMnMvNeNpPsRoVuWn | 10.22 eipnvtat : eipntat BEI AbAmMaFIFrFz*“Lu
MnMrMvPsRoVuWn XaXbXdXg | 10.25 Aptato@avoug : Aptoto@avng BEI AbFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMv
NeNpPsRoVuWn x | 10.28 émeti : ént BEI AbAmFIFrLuMaMnMrMvPsRoVu

This group includes B, E, their apographa, AbFIFrFzMaMnMvNeNpRoVuWn and Ps:
these manuscripts can therefore be traced back to another common sub-archetype
(which will be called d%). As far as the other witnesses of d* are concerned, they
can be attributed to a common archetype (¢), as can be seen from the following
conjunctive errors:

10.11 00 AéAnBev : oLk €Anbev AbFzMaMnMvNeNpRoVuWn | 10.15 toUtwy : To0Tov AbFZMaMnMv
NeNpRoVuWn | 10.16 év Iavontalg : émavontalg AbFzMnMvNePsRoVu, émr’avontalg NpWn ||
10.18 i ante yvvakeiav om. AbFzMaMnMvNeRoVuWn, kai Np || 10.26 tadtov @ — ént{uy@oat om.
AbFzMaMnMvNeNpRoVuWn || 10.35 coevSauvivny : cpevdapvivov AbFzMvNeNpRoVuWn, o@ev-
Sauviov MaMn | Kpitwvog : kpeittwvog AbFzMaMnMvNeNpRoVu

Within ¢ it is also possible, as in Books 2 and 5, to identify another sub-archetype, h,
from which Ab, Fz, Ne, and Np are derived:

10.16 Staokevacapevog : Stackevaopuévog AbFzNeNp | okevacduevol : okevaopévol AbFzNeNp ||
10.17 maifwv post ékaAeaev coll. AbFzNeNp | 10.30 dugopéa : dupopéav AbFzNe, éppopéav Np
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The two manuscripts Ne and Np, written in the same period in Southern Italy, pre-
cisely in the region of Hydrunton, share several errors:

10.18 tiig ayopdg : v dyopav NeNp | 10.25 Siémplotog : Stwmplotog NeNp | 10.28 kopelv v :
kopelov NeNp | 10.33 kKAwTipLov : KAnThpLov NeNp

Also in Book 10, Np was copied by Ne, which does not show the errors made by Np:

10.19 &g Umép : Momep Np || 10.30 1oLl : molelv Np || 10.34 mapdmugog : mapapvéog Np

The sub-archetype h curiously integrates an omission common to the entire d
family. This does not mean that h had access to the text of b, but it is a sign of a
careful reading by the copyist, who realised that the preposition was needed before
the title of Aristophanes’ play, also by analogy with the nearby quotations in 10.32-3:

10.32 év ante Aattaredowv b AbFzP°NeNp : om. C L BEGHI AmBrFIFrLuMaMnMrMvOxPgPnPrPsRo
VuWn Ax

The other witnesses of t (i.e. MaMnMvRoVuWn) are less easy to deal with. Their
relationship is not obvious, and the sets of shared errors do not provide sufficient
grounds to infer any significant affinity. This leaves us with the impression of per-
vasive contamination. Each manuscript of ¢, with the exception of Vu, contains
varying degrees of individual errors:

-  MnMvVu: 10.20 eondtny : Seondtov MnMvVu

—  MaRo: 10.11 anéBeta : anobévta MaRo | 10.16 oikiag : ovoiag MaRo

—  MvRo: 10.14 avaokevdleoBal : avaykalecbat MvRo Xh

- Ma: 10.18 £0€)oLg : €6édav Ma

—  Mmn: 10.26 avelvat post ékmetaoal coll. Mn

- Mv: 10.11 xodeltal : karelto Mv | 10.20 otéyapyov : atévapyov Mv || 10.24 tijg BUpag : Tolg
Bupact Mv || 10.30 kai xatappaively om. Mv || 10.30 kepapeoDy : kepapotv Mv

—  Ro:10.11 okeln post Bewplav coll. Ro || 10.13 amotpipny : anotpPelv Ro | memointal : memoin-
vtat Ro || 10.16 ta mAelota om. Ro || 10.22 BaAavol : Baravov Ro || 10.23 Aéyewv : Aéyet Ro || 10.24
év Ailodoaixwvi : €v 6Aoaikovi Ro || 10.25 Stamplotog : §1muatog Ro || 10.31 ékeépeTal : pépeTat
Ro

- Wn:10.23 mpoorkewv : mpofkey Wn

Further evidence of some kind of affinity is provided by the agreements in error
between E and ¢ (10.14 may have been somehow corrected through h):

10.11 6uciav : Buoia E AbFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpPsRoVuWn | 10.14 éneokevaopéva : AooKeL-
acpéva E FIFrLuMaMnMrMvNeNpRoVuWn
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We must therefore hypothesise the existence of an additional sub-archetype (d®)
descending from d* which gave rise to E and ¢; in time, t gave rise to h. Further
conjunctive errors are scarce and cannot be used effectively to assess further rela-
tionships:

- BG:10.14 oxevo@opa : okevo@opla BG AmBrOxPgPrPss Xd
- MnMrMv: 10.32 8¢t : Sokel MnMrVu XbXg

8.3.5 Other manuscripts of d

Like a nimble fish, Ps keeps escaping our nets. This late manuscript clearly belongs
to d?and it is also possible to ascertain that it is closer to d* than to the branch of G
and H. However, it does not share individual errors of B, E, I, t, or h:

10.14 70 ante okevaywyelv om. BE AbAmFIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNeNpPsRoVuWn x || 10.11 6vaiav :
Buoia E AbFIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNeNpPsRoVuWn | 10.17 6tw : oUtw BEI AbAmFIFrFzMaMnMv
NeNpPsRoVuWn | 10.22 eipnvtat : eipntat BEL AbAmMaFIFrFz*LuMnMrMvPsRoVuWn XaXbXdXg
| 10.25 AploTtopavoug : Aptoto@avng BEI AbFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpPsRoVuWn x

Ps used not just one source, but several, and — I think — collated them to obtain
a better text, even though the copyist evidently had no access to any manuscript
outside of d? as is the case in all three books I have examined. Ps writes many
variant readings above the line, mostly drawn from G or a similar manuscript:

10.11 971 : doa G BrOxPs* || 10.13 évokevdoat : eiokevdoal G BrOxPs® || 10.14 okevo@opa : OKEL-
0popla BG AmBrOxPgPrPs® Xd | 6popot : dunpog G BrOxPs® || 10.16 ¢v IavomTalg : EmavonTalg
AbFzMnMvNePs*RoVu || 10.19 droAoyolo : danoioyolog G* BreOxPgPrPss!

In Lu and Pn we again find the long shadow of C, but in different forms. Lu is mostly
copied from E or one of its apographa (see Section 5.2), but in this codex the gaps
that can be traced back to d? have been filled by using C or a faithful copy of it (see
Section 8.3). In the passages where Lu draws on C, it always agrees with C in error:

10.12 paakd : paaxai C LuPn || 10.15 obtot : 00tw C LuPn || 10.20 iotondpova L : éotidova C LuPn
| 10.21 Twpapétav L : Tij papétav C LuPn || 10.23 uépoug L : uépet C LuPn || 10.25 AtovucaAe€avSpw
: Atovuoae€avdpou C LuPn : Aloviow AAeEavSpw L || 10.34 10 pévTol EMKAWVTPOV post ENIKALVTPOV
add. C LuPn

On the other hand, Pn is a complete and faithful copy of C or an apographon. It
shares all the individual errors of C:
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10.12 paraka : poakai C LuPn || 10.15 oot : 00tw C LuPn || 10.17 87w : 671 C Pn || 10.18 KUKAOL
KkUKkAolov C Pn | 10.20 iotiomdpova L : éotidova C LuPn | 10.21 Twpapétav L : T papétav C LuPn ||
10.23 pépoug L : uépet C LuPn || 10.25 Alovuoode&avdpw : Atovusare€avspou C LuPn : Aloviow Ale-
Eavdpw L || 10.34 10 pévtol émixAwvtpov post émikAvtpov add. C LuPn || aueikoAAog : AueikadAog
CPn

8.3.6 The relationship between b and d in Book 10

In Book 10, the two families b and d preserve roughly the same text; there is no
need to assume the existence of two different redactions for the section I examined.
Nevertheless, as I have tried to show, each family descends from a different sub-ar-
chetype. In the earliest branches of the tradition, there is only a conjunctive error
between b and C, which could easily have been corrected by Ls scribe:

10.20 Aaupavotto L : Aaupavel 70 b C LuPn

The situation is different if we consider the conjunctive errors of b and d” or d*

- bd* 10.15 ovokevasdapevol C LuNe : okevacapevol b L BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNp
OxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax | 10.16 ta €k tiig oikiag post okevasduevol coll. b L BEGHI AbAmBr
FIFrFzZLuMaMnMrMvNpOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax

- bd*%10.15 apyutoAsog b BEG*HI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpPsRoVuWn Ax : Tod yutoAt-
00¢ G*PgPr | 10.22 ei om. b BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzLuMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax
|| xat kAfiBpa om. b BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpPgPrPsRoVuWn Ax || 10.31 dtL yap
: 671 8¢ b BEGHI AbAmBrFIFrFzMaMnMrMvNeNpOxPgPrPsRoVuWn AXd

These errors are not present in C, and several of them are not present in L either.
One gets the impression that there was a progressive — clearly limited, but also
undeniable — contamination between b and d*, and later also d2 This process took
place during the late Middle Ages, but it seems to have been interrupted at some
point. Other agreements in error are less relevant and can be disregarded as prob-
ably polygenetic:

10.22 eipnvtat om. b GH BrOxPgPr A || 10.26 kwpw801G : Kwuwkoig b E
Finally, as a farewell to Pollux and to his Onomasticon, the reader will find here a

diagram showing the main relationships between the most important manuscripts
of Book 10.
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