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New Manuscript of the Divisiones Aristoteleae

Introduction

The following is one leaf of a manuscript containing a fragment of the work now called
the Divisiones quae vulgo dicuntur Aristoteleae (DA). Of the sixty-nine divisions that are
known from M (Marcianus gr. 257), our most complete manuscript, six (37-42) are
preserved in the newly discovered copy. The manuscript (hereafter B) was acquired by
the Harold B. Lee Library at Brigham Young University as a part of a three-volume
collection on January 19, 1979. The DA is bound in the second volume and occupies ff.
5-6. Also contained in volume two are lectionaries, a portion (chs. 26-30) of the treatise
[Tepi MeBodov Astvdtnrtog by Hermogenes of Tarsus, and several liturgical texts. This
fragment of the DA is the first text to be published from the volume."

The manuscript is written in a single, early tenth-century miniscule hand. While the
body of the text is written with miniscule letters, section headings are written in
majiscules. The letters are scrupulously formed and display no discernable slope. All
letters stand on the line, suggesting that the text was written in the first half of the tenth-
century, when scribes began forming characters below the scored line.”) Comparanda
include Harley MS 5694 (ca. 912-4); MS. Laud gr. 39 (early tenth-century); Laurentianus
69.02 (tenth-century); and Clarke MS. 39 (AD 896).” Such an attribution would make B
the earliest manuscript of the DA by three centuries.”

The first line of each section displays reverse-indentation (ekthesis) to the width of
one letter (always delta), which is written in the left gutter. Diacritical marks and marks
of punctuation are regularly applied, though marks of diaeresis are absent. Accents are of
the rounded type, and slight stylizations demarcate section headings. The leaf measures
200 x 130 mm. and the text is written in a single column. The scoring of the manuscript
comports with Sautel’s standard ruling type 20A1.%

Dorandi has demonstrated that in comparing the extant manuscripts of the D4, two
dominant grougs emerge: a late pairing of manuscripts (LN) and a somewhat earlier
pairing (AM).” Based upon textual evidence, it can be said with some certainty that
manuscript B is closely related to manuscripts L (Leidensis Vossianus gr. Q 11) and N
(Leidensis BPG 67C). While manuscripts A (Parisinus gr. 39) and M diverge from the
readings of BLN throughout, LN stray from B’s text only slightly. For disjunctive errors
that suggest a division between the two sets of manuscripts, see H.8, 8-10; F.8-9, 12-3,
16. Moreover, where the text of A is wanting, the discrepancies between M and BLN
often verify the genealogical distance between B and AM. Conjunctive readings that
indicate an association of B with LN are shown in the apparatus wherever LN do not
appear with an alternate reading. These readings are most instructive when AM diverge

! Roger Macfarlane has edited volume one of the collection and [current state of project].

% See Barbour (1981, xxx).

?) Plates can be found in Thompson (1912, 227-30) and Wilson (1973, 15). For Harley MS and
Laurentianus 69.02, see digital images at, respectively, http://www.bl.uk/manuscripts/ and
http://teca.bmlonline.it/TecaRicerca/

K Diogenes Laertius transmits an earlier account, however it only preserves divisions 1-32, and
may transmit its own, distinct corpus. Cf. Dorandi (2011, 145-8).

%) Cf. Sautel (1995, 45). For the significance of each component of the formula, (17-23).

% See Dorandi 2011.



from B (see above). This affiliation between B and LN demonstrates that the LN family,
as a distinct tradition, has older origins than was once supposed.” More detailed
explanation of larger passages is provided in the commentary following the transcription.

7 The most recent representation of the manuscript tradition is given by Dorandi. In his schema, he
imagines that the common source of LN (8) was produced after M (2011, 637).



Transcription: Leaf I, Hair Side

1. Kaoovvn i dvdpeio. Beopntikdv 8¢ oic Bempodpey
10 TO10DTOV, TOTEPOV TAVTOV £6TL VOGOG Kol Vyeig kol
evetia 7| Etepog, Eprotikai 8¢ ai<c™> 10D dpovg dvarpod-
LEV, 0lov ovK dottv eve&io EE1c GmUATMV 1) Kpa-

S. tiom. Auwipeoic Avang:
dtapeiton 1 Ao €ig tpia. Eott yap avthg &v pHev
&v oig TpoonkeL TOV pdviLov Avmelchat, &v 88
10 €n” dALoTpiolg ayaboic AvmeicOat, &v 6& 10 €mi mh-
o dyaboic kol kaKoic kai Toig dALO1G TOlC UNdEV Tpo-

10. onkovsty AvmelcOat. EoTv 88 1O pév £¢° oig mpo-
onkel AomeicBat, oiov €ni Toig Eavtod dTVYNUOCLY
1 T®V avTod TIvOG oikel®V 1} PIA®V 1) TG ATAoNG
TOAEMG Kol EML TOV BAL®V TAV TO10DTOV, TO O & dA-
Aotpiotg dyaBoig Avmeichat oty eBOVOG Kol Backa-

15. vio Kol VIOV TOV TooDTOV, T0 08 £l TaoV
Kako1g T€ Kol dyafoig kol T Toig GAAOLG TOTG Un-
d&v mpoonkovot Avreichat, TO PEV ml TO1g KOKOIg
101¢ AAAOTpiolg ELe0G, TO O¢ Emi TOlG dyaboig
@B6VOoG, 10 ¢ €mi TOig AALOTG TOTG UNOEV TPOo-

20. onkovct EOGVoG kai Packavia.

Awipeoig ‘Hoovi|g:
drapeitan 1) Hdovn €ig Téooapa. E0TL yap avThg v
pev mepl 10 AoYLoTIKOV, €V 08 mepl TO EmBLUNTL-
KOV, &v ¢ mepl 10 Bupukdv, &v 6¢ mepl Tag aio-

25. Onoeig. Eotiv 68 10 AOYIoTIKOV €lTE 4O TOD pav-
Bavew kol dvevpiokey dovi kol ai tolodToL Te-
pi 6¢ 10 ooy €ite 10D KPOTEV Kol VKAV Kol EmiTi-

28. nopeicHor 6 8 dmBvpunTicdv olov dmd TPLPRC

1-5. kaocvvn...A0mng om. A 1. —koi@ovvn, avdpia, Bempnrtikov, Bswpodpe\v/ B | Bewpntical LN 2. Hyia,
TavTeVv B | olov ante motepoV, vosoc Eotiv M | kai ante vyeig om. L 3. épiotikn B | dpiotikai, Todg povg
LN | 6¢ om. L | o0 pro &tepog M | Etepov N 4. 1j om. N | | M, om. &g 4-5. kaAliotn L 5. Awipeoig
Avng om. MN 6. doupfitoan B | eigpron M 7. ppovnpov, LoweicOot B 8. 10 ante én” om. AM | €mi 101G
dAlotpiotg ayaboig kal kakoig kol toig dAlolg Toig undev mpoonkovct ante Avreicbor AM  8-10. &v &¢...
AvneicBot om. AM  9-10. npoorjkovst LN 10-20. oty 8¢... Baokavia om. A 10. ot L 11. tov
opévyov ante AvmeicBat add. M 12. andc\ing/ B | oopmdong M 13. én” dAlov LN | €ri toig dAAotpioig M
14. éott L | pB6vog Tigc M 15. wdv 10 totodtov M | wdv totodtov L, om. tdv, ndow | tdot M 16. nict L |
dyafoic te kol kakoig LN | te om. M 18. &lecc B 21. Awipeoic Hooviig om. AMN 22. Swupfiton B | &
A 23.20ywdv M | 8¢ om. N 23-24. Qupikov pro émbountikov, Enbounticéy pro Oopicov A 24, &v 68
€mi 70 émBupitikov N | &v ¢ mepi 10 Bopucév om. M 25, 1 te pro gite M, add. §j 10 pavOav(ew) mepi ante
70 Aoytotikdv | Eott, | te L | fite N 25-4F, gotwv...évtoliag om. A 26. Hdoviy L | & towadta M 27. fjte
LN | olov 1) ¢ M | 10D ante vikdv add. L 27-8. émtnuopsicOon B | avtitipopeicon M 28. ki oi Toladtar
al 6¢ mepi 10 Embovunticov ol te anod tig tpoeiig M | Tpuenv N




Transcription: Leaf II, Flesh Side

1. Kol cuvovsiag Kol ol TotadTot ndoval ywvopevat, 1 6&
nepi TdV aicONTIKGV, TEPL TG 0icONoElg olov gite
dwi Tod Opav Kol yeveohHat kai dcepaivesHor kai ai Tot-

adtot noovai. Awipeoig 'Evtadiog:

5. dwpeitan 1) evtoaéio €ig T€ooapa. 0Tl yap avTic &v
nev mepl youyny, &v o0& mepi odpa, &v 0¢ Tepl AR -
Boc, &v 8¢ mepi kivnotv. 1} pé&v obv v Tf Yoym edto-
Ela yvopévn Katdotaoty Tottat, 1) 08 &V copa-

Tt euTa&l’ £yyvopuévn KOAAOG KoAETTOL, 1) 08 &V T TAY-

10. Be1 oiov oTpatoméd® Kai ELeLOEPOLG KOl OiKETONG
Kai Toig AALO1G T01G TorovTo1S TEWapyia evTasio
TPOCAYOPEVETAL, 1] O &V Kiviioel evTaio Yivoue-
vn evpubuia ovopdaleral. Awipeoig Atagiag:
dwpeiton 1 dratia €ic téocapa. E0TL yap aOTHG

15. &V HEV &V yuyd), &v 0& &v capatt, &v 0¢ &v mAN-

Oct, &v 8¢ &v kvioet. 1) H&v odv &v yinm dratio
yvopévn, olov domtio dcolooio koleital, 1) 62
&v oopartt dragio £yyvopuévn aicypotng KoAeital,
1N 8¢ év 1@ mAnBet dtaéio dmeBopyio KaAel-

20. Tat, 1 0€ €v Kvnoet atatio dpubpio TpocayopevETaL.
Awipgoig @ [IpofAnpatt 1@ év dhocopiq:
dwapeitan T £V prhocopiq mpoPfAnpoTa €ig TEVTE.
EoTv Yap aOTAV &V PEV TOMTIKOV, &V OE dlade-
KTIKOV, &V 08 eUOIKHV, &V O& N0V, &V O& pn-

25. TOPIKOV. TOMTIKOV [V OVV EGTL TO DIEP VOU®OV
Kol TIUAV Kol TILOPL®V TpoPaildpevov, olov mo-
TepoV Ol KoAALew Td Egvika apapTipota 1y

28. TO TOAMTIKA T} Avopota kol Ta dALo Ta TotadTa.

2. 10 aicOnTkov M 3. yebyesBat, dogpaivesBot B | fite LMN 4. ndovai om. M | Awipeoig 'Evta&iog om.
AMN 5. Swipfiton B| S A 6. yoy(qv) B 7. xivioeig AL | tfi om. LN 8. yevouévn B 8-9. koopiotng
pro kdAhog AM, om. ywvopévn... e0Taél’ | Katdotacty...£yywopuévn om. LN 9. &yywop\e/(vn) B 10.
otpatonaidw B | otpatonén®, oikeiog N 9-11. 1) 6 &v 1® odpatt evtagio KAAAOG KakelTat. 1) 08 €v
Kivioet edtoio edpuBuio dvopdleton 1) 88 &v @ mAN0et olov 1 TpdG dpyovTag pro 1 88...toodtoic M 9-12.
1M 8¢ év 1@ copatt kKGAAog 1 8¢ €v Kivioel evpubuio 1 8¢ &v T@ TAN0eL Drtakon pro 1| 8¢...tpocayopeveTal A
12. 7 8¢ mepi odpa olov svpopeia sdedio kai 1) TGV HeA®V £ kai dppolovrog Exovaa Bécic ante 1) & &v
add. L 12-13.1 6¢...0vopdletar om. AM 13. dtaéio\g/ B | Awaipeoic Ato&iog om. Vulg. 14. dwpfjtor B |
doavtog kol pro Stupgital, & A | tiig 82 draiog pro Stoipeitar... avtiig L 15. yuyn B | ot ante év add.
L 14-16. nepi odpa wepl yoynv mepi thnbog mepi kivnow pro Eott...kivijoet A 15-16. mdn0n B 16. add.
1] ante yoyn add. AM 16-18. 1 év tfj wuyij ara&io dootio wepl odpo aioypdmc A 17. &yywvopuévn M,
om. oiov, add. f| ante dxoAacia | dxorakio N 18. kodeitor om. A | ywopévn, aicypdc Ti¢ pro. aicypdimg N
| dkolacia pro dtaio M, add. t@ ante copati, om. £yywopévn | dtasia Eyywopévn om. L 19. aneifeia
pro anebapyio A | dkoracio pro dto&io M 19-28. koleitat... towdta om. A 20. edpvbuio M, om. dro&io
| ap1Bpioa N 21. mpofinudte B, L | év om. L | Awaipeoig 1@ [IpoPAruatt td &v dihocopiq om. MN 22,
Spfiton, € B 23. modntucdv B | ot LMN 25, moAntikdv, voum(v) B 26. tivédv M, om. koi ante
Tpwopdy 27. 81 B 28. molnticd B | T §Aha N | tdAda LM



COMMENTARY

HAIR

1. -kawoovvn ij avopeia The leaf begins in the middle of division 37 (dwipeoig
uebodwv). The initial word must be dikarocvvn. As indicated in the apparatus, the
manuscript reads —kotmoHvn, thus lengthening the omicron to omega. This and all other
such instances of vowel alteration have been amended in the text and noted in the
apparatus.

3. é¢proTikai  An undecipherable character precedes the epsilon in épiotucai, which
seems to be a scribal error. While the form approximates minuscule beta, it can be
identified with none of the characters found in the remainder of the document. A smooth
breathing mark ensures that no consonant (such as the proposed beta) was intended to
precede the epsilon. Moreover, the breathing mark, while directly above the error, is
consistent in its placement with breathing marks on epsilons throughout.

5. Awipeoig Avmmg This provides our first indication of the manuscript family of B.
The section title Awaipeoig Avmng, as well as all other section headings excepting
Awipeoig Atatiag, is only present in L.

8-10. AvmeioOor... AomeloBon Manuscripts A, M transmit the reading of a common
source (Dorandi 1996 hypothesizes v). Thus, A, M preserve a reading that results from
the parablepsis of y, who supposedly skipped over the text between AvreicOot (In. 8) and
AurcicOon (In. 10). B preserves the fuller reading, which is also manifest in L and N. This
further suggests a connection between B and L, N.

10-20. £oTIv 8%... packavia. Manuscript A reflects a substantial abridgment of the DA
text.”) Where the text of A is lacking, we are left with only M to represent the common
reading from vy. In such circumstances (H.1-5, 10-21; H.25-F 4; F.10-28), M indicates a
divide between the two sets of manuscripts, being in substantial disagreement with B, L,
and N. In lines 10-20, for example, note the variants of M in lines 11-6.

FLESH

8-9. evtaia ywvopévn... evtali’ éyywvopévny All other manuscripts record an
abbreviated version of the text transmitted in B. In each MS, the abbreviation is caused
by inadvertent parablepsis. A, M record a reading that omits ywopévn to evtaét’, whereas
L, N (Dorandi 2011 hypothesizes a common source 6), omits KOTAGTAGLY to &yyIVOUEV.
The scribes of A, M (or of y) errs in jumping from gvtaia to evta&i’, and the scribes of
L, N (or of ) commit a similar, though discrete error in in jumping from ywvouévn to
gyywopévn. A, M read koopiotng whereas L, N agree with B is reading xéAroc.

9-12. 1] 8¢... mpooayopeverar The readings of the manuscripts in this area of the text
diverge greatly. N accords with the reading of B, but all other manuscripts differ. A, M

® For further discussion of the lacunose state of A, see Boudreaux (1909, 221-2).



preserve a reading that is entirely distinct from B. The variant readings of A, M follow
the same general formula, but vary from one another in vocabulary and concision. L
agrees with B, N where A, M provide alternate readings, but L adds to the text attested by
them.

21. wpoPipatt The spelling has been corrected from the original reading of
npoPAnudrtw, where the scribe mistakenly used the second declension ending of the
dative singular rather than the third. The same mistake is made in L.

28. 10 dAra o TOw0DTO... The leaf terminates approximately halfway through division
42.”

? [Acknowledgments to be added]
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