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[ Mr., Grenfell, who has been exploring ih,

(Egypt last winter, brought last week to Dub-
lin the many fragments he had diccovered
and transcribed, and ameong them are seve-
1al passages in iambics, one in anapests, and
some in prose, which he has not yet been

~able to - assign to any known Greek author. '

There is one prose passage so like Plato in
style that it seems hardly possible it can be-
long to any one clse. But we have not yet
identified it. These fragments are in very
old hands, as old as the classical fragments

/in the TPetrie papyri, and therefore dating
from early in the third century s, o, per-
haps even earlier. Fvery syllable we can re-
cover of Greek writing so ancient as this

‘has, at any rate, a great palaeographical in-
terest. But there are u good many of these

fragments rexiresenting an early copy of some

books of the Iliad—I hesitate to eay the whole
1liad, from the size of the wri!inﬁ. For the
rofessional book hands of this date are (so
ar as we know) much smaller. The {rag-
ments in Mr. Grenfell’s possession amouﬁt
to about eighty lines or parts of lines, and

‘come from various books, iv., viii,, xxi,,
xxii,, and xxiii. There is no doubt what-
ever that the writing is of the earliest kind

'we know and thus undoubtedly dates from
before the days of the Alexandrian ecritics,

To me, therefore, who published the first

‘serap of such a - text in the Pelrie papyri, it
was naturally of the highest interest to learn |

‘whether the newly discovered text presentel
the same peculiarities. i

- It will be remembered that the former

‘serap from the eleventh book sghowed begin-
nings and endings of lines not 1n

our texts, and this so frequently as to

amount to a surplus of one-sixth. Mr. Gren-

»tgll had already examined his fragments from

this point of view, and showed me that out

of about eighty lines thirteen are not to be
dound in our vulgate. The conclusion, there-
fore, which I had drawn, that before the re-
cension by the Alexandrian critics the Iliad
resented a very different appearance, is here-
confirmed, in spite of tho adverse ciiti-

‘cism of some learned Germans, They held
that the Petrie text was an accidentally bad
Eud slovenly copy with many variations from |
he texts received even in that day. In the
face of the new discovery 1 am disposed to
maintain my original conclusion, and now
rophesy that whatever new texts of the

iad, in band-writing of this great age, are
hereafter found, the additional lines will
amount to 15 per cent. I may not be right
in every case, for in the present group of

Iragments those from the twenty-first book
show hardly any departures from our test,
but the general result will, I believe, cor-
roborate the facts now ascertained. When

 Mr. Grenfell publishes these fragments, the

~crities will have ample opportunity of exam-
ining this interesting question. ‘

. We already possess a very large number of
specimens of the Ilind from the second to the
fourth century a. . BEvery year adds to

l’ them. But they all represent (discounting
mere blunders) the vulgate text of our print-

| ed editions, The solitary exception isthe Ge-

| nevan fragment published by Prof. Nicole.
| This has many additional lines like the old

‘ fexts, but a glance at the writing will show
any palmographer that it must have been writ-

(ten (in the second century A. D, ) three or
four hundred Tyears after the pre-Alexandrine

| fragments. 'The considerable variants in this

 fragment show that the old, perhaps loose
| and prolix, text still survived. It affords us,

at all events, a third witness to the fact, and
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