Philologus 2019; 163(1): 156-160 DE GRUYTER

Miszelle

Nikoletta Kanavou*
P.Oxy. VI 866: A Fragment of Comedy or
Historical Prose?

https://doi.org/10.1515/phil-2018-0027

Keywords: fragments, Menander, prose

P.Oxy. VI 866, which comprises some small parts of the first seven lines of a
column, was first published in 1908 by Grenfell and Hunt as an unidentified
“prose fragment”, possibly from a historical work. The fragment was dated by its
editors to the first century AD on palaeographical grounds. Several decades later,
in 1968, Turner edited a 62-line fragment of Menander’s Karchedonios (P.Oxy.
XXXIII 2654), a fragment apparently written by more than one hand, one of
which, as the editor noticed, is “very like” the hand of P.Oxy. VI 866. The latter
fragment also happens fortunately to contain the word K]apyn&ovio (1. 5). Turner
subsequently suggested that these two fragments might come from the same work
and indeed from the same roll.

Although Turner, who reedited P.Oxy. VI 866, implied that the fragment does
not have to be metrical, and that “certainty in regard to identity is unattainable”,!
the possibility of its being attributed to Menander has exercised a strong appeal.
The fragment was included in CGF (as Menander fr. 158),2 in Arnott’s Loeb edition
of Menander’s Karchedonios (as “tentatively assigned” to this play),’ and in the
recent Budé edition of the same play by Blanchard, where it is integrated into his
reconstructed version of the Karchedonios as directly following from P.Oxy.

1 P.Oxy. XXXIII p. 8.
2 C. Austin, Comicorum Graecorum Fragmenta in Papyris Reperta, Berlin 1973, 169.
3 W. G. Arnott, Menander. Vol. I, Cambridge, MA 1996, 98—-99.
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XXXIII 2654.* All three subsequent editions largely adopt Turner’s text,” which is
the following:

TOALCLOY[

Klapxndovio| 5
pevelcr [
lpevl

]
lo
]
]sxaeo)\ou[
]
]

After a new examination of the fragment, I propose the slightly altered text
below:°

JmoNopart|
Jaw muBopelv
JoBahovon|[
].€ xaB6Aov[
Klapxndovio| 5
lpevegm [

lpevl

1.1 JmoAwopart[: Turner and Grenfell and Hunt printed JmoAicyov[ and ] moAwg pov[
respectively, but an « after p here is just as likely as an o. There is a trace of a
further letter after a that could suit either a T or an v. Turner’s alternative
suggestion JmoAicnp [ is palaeographically weaker than either [moAwopar[ or
JmoAwcpovl.

1.2 JoumwBope[v: Itis reasonable to supplement a v here, as did Grenfell and Hunt.

1. 3 Jopahovon[: Grenfell and Hunt printed JoBaAovat [; but the last letter cannot
be 1, as the horizontal stroke of an n is clearly visible. We may supplement
amjoBatovon| or mplofarovion| or bijofarovon| and assume either a genitive
or a dative case.

1. 4 ] .e: There are traces of a letter before €.

1.6 ]pev eig mut [: This is the word division proposed by Grenfell and Hunt. It is
conceivable that we have here the ending of a verb in the third person of a

4 A. Blanchard, Ménandre. Vol. 111, Paris 2016, 144.

5 But they print Jat tvBope] (1. 2), anjoBarovon] (. 3; the supplement was proposed by Turner in a
note to his edition), and Je kaBoAov| (1. 4).

6 Ihave studied the text from the scan of the papyrus found at: https://library.artstor.org/#/asse
t/SS7730556_7730556_9246175;requestld=8a61009e73d702bf7f50dcdc3621d7ef (Special Collec-
tions and Archives, Trexler Library. Muhlenberg College). Last access: 15 August 2018.
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past tense (Jpev), followed by eig (preposition) or ei¢ (numeral), and the
beginning of a word (r [).

Let us now revisit the two arguments in favour of the attribution of the fragment
to Menander’s Karchedonios. The first argument stems from the similarity of the
hand of P.Oxy. VI 866 with one of the hands of P.Oxy. XXXIII 2654, which
ostensibly encourages the attribution of both fragments to the same papyrus roll
and to the same Menandrian play. However, the similarity is not close enough’ to
guarantee that the two fragments were written by the same hand. In other words,
the palaeographical argument may be taken to be indicative of a single hand and
a single roll but cannot be conclusive. It is also worth further stressing that even
fragments which are written in a seemingly identical hand may come “from the
same roll, from two different rolls of the same work, or two different works”.®

The second argument in favour of a Menandrian attribution rests on the word
Klapxndowvto (1. 5). As far as content is concerned, this is the only possible point of
correlation between our fragment and Menander’s play. The text is otherwise too
meagre: P.Oxy. VI 866 contains substantial parts of only 5-6 words,’ only one of
which (kaBdMov) is fully legible (and these words are hardly enough to either prove
or disprove the use of metre). The word K]apyn8ovio, however, may equally point to
a work of historical prose, as was noted already by Grenfell and Hunt.'* Carthago
and its fortunes are indeed a frequent topic in Greek historiography, most famously
in Polybius’ Histories, which includes a first-hand account of the sack of Carthago
by the Romans in 146 BC, and in the works of Diodorus Siculus and Appian.
Moreover, Strabo, Plutarch (especially in his Timoleon) and Dio Cassius are further
notable sources for Carthago’s history. Additionally, as the following small selec-
tion shows, there are verbal similarities between our fragment and passages from
Hellenistic and Imperial prose writers that refer to Carthago. These similarities
include the use of moAiopata or moAopdtia (if the reading JmoAwopar[ in 1. 1 is
correct), the participle muB6pevog and the adverb kaBoAov.

7 Cf. Arnott (n. 3) 83. The form of the letters p and p differs, as Turner noted.

8 G. W. Houston, Inside Roman Libraries: Book Collections and Their Management in Antiquity,
Chapel Hill 2014, 295 n. 50.

9 Regarding their possible relevance to Menandrian vocabulary: for moAwopa, cf. Men. Sam. 325;
Menander uses muBdpevog frequently; his plays include two anéBalev (Epit. 471; 503), but no
participle form of this verb; kaB6Aov (occasionally written: ka8’ 6Aov) does not occur at all in
Menander’s plays and is much more common in works of prose (especially from Aristotle
onwards, as TLG searches show) than poetry.

10 P.Oxy. VI p. 173: “A mention of the Carthaginians in 1. 5 suggests that this fragment ... is
historical, but the context is quite uncertain.”
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Polyb. 1.24.13: v 8¢ Kapapwaiwv moAwv pkp® mpdtepov G’ adT@V GnooTtdoav, TOTE
TIPOOEVEYKAVTEG £pya Kal KaToBaAOVTEG TA TelXn KaTéoXoV- Opoiwg 8¢ kai TNV "Evvav kai
£tepa meiw moAwopéTia 1oV Kapxndoviwv."

Diod. Sic. 14.54.4: ol 8¢ Kapxndéviot mv@opevor 16 péyedog Tiig 100 Alovuoiov Suvdpews,
£xpvav oA ToIG TOPACKELAIG aTOV UrepbEabal. (= Ephorus fr. 204)

Cass. Dio 15.57.28: 0Tt 0 Zxumiwv MVOOUEVOG TVOG Tapaockev&leobal TV Pwpaiwv v 1€
Papuny éykataAmeiv kai Ty Trodiav SAnv ©g T@v Kapxndoviwv écopévny ...

App. Pun. 211: olnw 8¢ olte Kapxndoviot tovde odte ‘Pwpaiot muOdpevor, ot pv néoteh-
Aov Mdywvt, Eevohoyodvtt £Tt KeAtovg, £oBalelv eig Ty Trahiav ...

Plut. Vit. Dio 25.11: ... kol 8¢ovTeg EAap@G eprttoiol kot Mivwav wppioavto, moAopdrtiov
£v Tii Zikeligq tiig Kapxndoviwv émkpateing.?

Diod. Sic. 5.38.3: ka@0Aov yap et Kapxndoviot Siemorépovy ...

Polyb. 1.20.2: éAmicavteg 8¢ ka®6Aov Suvatov sival Tovg Kapxndovioug ékPaletv £k g
VOOV ...

It is necessary to ask whether JoBaAovon[ (1. 3) would fit within the sort of
historiographical context which is suggested by the above quotations. While
compound verbs of BdAAw are generally very common, TLG searches prove that
feminine aorist participles which could correspond to JoBalovon] (l. 3) are not.
Possible supplements include &mjofarovon[, mpJoBarovon| and UmjoBarovon].
Among these, &mjopadovorn][ is the most likely supplement, as it is the most
common form, and its sense fits the type of context suggested here. One possibil-
ity is that its subject is a feminine noun such as Kapyn8wv or moAw. In a political/
military context, the participle’s possible objects include TOv oTpatdv/TOUS OTPO-
TIWTAG, THY 86&av etc. (cf. Diod. Sic. 18.21: oi pév odv Kuprvaiol kai ai meptotkod-
oat toAeLg ToUToV TOV TpOTOoV drtofalodaat Trv ENevbepiav OO TrV [IToAepai-
KNV BaotAeiov ETdyOnoav).

In addition to showing the verbal affinity between our fragment and prose texts
of a historiographical bent, the above passages further serve as a reminder that
references to Carthago are spread across texts that range widely in theme, date and
focus. Our fragment could thus come from any text that refers systematically or

11 Cf. 1.53.12-13: oi 8¢ Kapxndoviot ouveyyioavteg 0 pév mp@tov EMeBAAOVTO TOALOPKETV
TOUTOVG, UTOAXBOVTEG TOUG pPEV GvBpag KaTamAayévTag eig TO TOAGPATIOV Aoy wPTOEY, TV 8¢
TIAOIWV GOPAADG KUPLEVTELV-

12 Cf. Vit. Tim. 11.5: ‘0 & ‘Ikétng mvBopevog v oD ToAeovtog SidBaotv kai QoPnoeig,
petenépato moAAag T@v Kapxndoviwv tpuipets.
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occasionally to Carthago. One attractive possibility is that it originates from a lost
work dedicated to the history of Carthago or Magna Graecia. Fragments from such
works are collected in FGrH,” and the authors mentioned there include, for the
classical and Hellenistic periods, Philistus of Syracuse, a historian of Sicily (FGrH
566), Timaeus of Tauromenium (FGrH 556), whose Histories treat the history of Italy
and Sicily until the first Punic war, and Menander of Ephesus (FGrH 783), author of
a Phoenicica. Another notable work on Carthago, the lost Greek Carchedoniaca of
the emperor Claudius,' may (but does not necessarily) postdate our papyrus.

In conclusion, the extreme brevity of our fragment means that its genre
cannot be determined with certainty, but the above discussion suggests an even
better case for the fragment’s assignment to a piece of historical prose rather than
to a Menandrian play.

P. Oxy. 866. (recto).
Special Collections and Archives, Trexler Library. Muhlenberg College.
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13 F. Jacoby, Die Fragmente der griechischen Historiker. Vol. II-1II, Berlin 1926-1958.
14 The work is mentioned by Suetonius (Claud. 42.2).



