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Two kinds of definiteness in Coptic

Barbara Egedi, Budapest

Abstract

The paper deals with a grammatical micro-variatioat ttan be observed between Coptic
dialects. All dialects have a rich system of deteers, but in certain varieties simple
definiteness can be marked by two series of defiaiteles. According to the proposed
hypothesis, in dialects that make use of a dowsdtem of determination, in Bohairic and in
Fayyumic, the distribution of the articles corres@e to the strategy as to how the referent of
a noun phrase is identified in the given discouflge main claim is that weak articles
grammaticalized to encode inherently unique anénatly relational referents, while strong
articles are used in anaphoric contexts. This matdlehccount for the asymmetry attested in
plural forms as well as for the seemingly inconsisteariation of determiners in similar
syntactic contexts.

1 Introduction

1.1 Aims

The aim of this paper is to describe in a compagatiay how definiteness is marked in
certain Coptic dialects. While the situation is Ma@scribed in Sahidic, the distribution
of definite determiners is less understood in Bobaand Fayyumic, where simple
definiteness is marked by two series of definitécks. The paper will overview this
micro-variation, on the one hand, and aims to anghe& question, on the other hand,
what the functional difference is between the defideterminers in dialects that make
use of a double system of determination. | willgse that the functional split can be
explained by taking into consideration how the mefié¢ of a noun phrase can be
identified in a given discourse. Even though thedikiesis presented in this paper has
not been widely tested in the texts, it aims tol@xpcertain features in grammar that
have not been adequately accounted for. Moreoweng sobservations that come from
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general linguistic literature, both synchronic adidchronic, may support the claims
from a typological perspective as well.

After a short introduction about the definite ddim Egyptian and about the Coptic
dialects, the notions of definiteness and refeatmtiarking will be addressed in Section
2, also providing two semantic models that are &bleandle the various uses of definite
articles. Section 3 gives a survey of the artigfsteam in Sahidic, while Section 4
presents the Bohairic system and offers a propasab how the two kinds of definite
articles can be explained in terms of the differgrategies of referential identification.
Some preliminary studies on early Fayyumic willgresented in Section 5, and finally,
Section 6 concludes the paper with some typologioakiderations and some thoughts
on language chande.

1.2 The definite article in Egyptian

Earlier Egyptian had no definite article. The sgsdéic and consistent use of the article
in all written registers can be dated to the Newgd€iom, admitting that the definite
article must have emerged (or more precisely, graticalized) as early as in colloquial
Middle Egyptian. The Egyptian definite articlejust like in many other languages
developed out of a series of demonstratives, theaiedps-series’ Its emergence was
one of the most significant changes in the histifrthe language, which also motivated
to make a typologically distinction between theliearand the Later phase of Egyptian
(as suggested by Loprieno (1995)). The emergendbeoflefinite article had a more
general consequence that concerns the compleigargpation of nominal constructions,
but this latter topic falls out of the scope of tiresent paper.

What factors conditioned the change in definitenessking seems to be an
understudied question in the literature. Not muttbrsion has been given either to the
early history of the definite article, or to theaciges in its functions in the subsequent
language stages. As to my knowledge, a detailedrigéien of the process was only
provided by Kroeber (1970) and Lopriono (1980). &dly, Kupreyev (2014) started to
approach this linguistic problem in a more detaiteghner.

It must also be noted that while the more or léasdardized written traditions of
the language stages before Coptic concealed thsibp®sgeographical divergences,

1 Work on this paper was supported by the JanosaB&gsearch Scholarship of the Hungarian

Academy of Sciences, which is gratefully acknowksdipy the author.

For definite and possessive articles in Late Egpp consult:Cerny-Groll (1978: §3.2. and
§3.5); Erman (1933: §8§17182); Junge (1996: §2.1.1-3); Loprieno (1995: 6&veu (1996:
§2.1).
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many differences can be attested in the articleerys of the Coptic dialects, as will be
discussed in the following sections below.

1.3 The Coptic dialects

The Coptic dialects have been claimed to differniyain pronunciation and spelling, in
addition to minor diversities in vocabulary. The jardy of grammatical features that
might appear to be divergent between dialects restsifas formal varieties conditioned
by general phonological rules and morphophonoldgmarespondences (cf. Funk
1991)2 Recently, more efforts have been done to demdesteses of micro-variation in
syntax as well. It must be remembered, howevet, tthere are no coherent syntactic
descriptions for all the dialects attested betwibendth and the 6th centuries, except for
Sahidic and Bohairic, whose significance and ugénwritten records goes beyond that
period? Minor literary dialects, unfortunately, disappehrin later sources, thus a
comparative study will always be restricted in tiemed will also be subject to chance as
to how many and what type of manuscripts have h@ererved. Due to the gaps in
syntactic descriptions, the inter-relationship ofng dialects is still a matter of debate;
therefore, addressing even minor grammatical featun a systematic way may
contribute to the understanding of how closely aiartvarieties (and subvarieties) are
related.

As for the use of the definite article, many of thmor dialects seem to behave like
Sahidic, while other varieties (Bohairic and Fayyo)nrdefinitely diverge since they
make use of two sets of definite articles. Thiselaphenomenon will be focused on in
the second half of the paper with the aim of eXpprhow these systems of
determination worked as compared to Sahidic.

2 About definiteness and reference

The semantic and pragmatic notion of definiteness be considered universal, its
grammatical realization, however, is a languageiiperoperty’ The definite article is
a possible grammatical device to encode definignasdoubtedly a typical one, but it is

3 About the Coptic dialects in generaiter alia Funk (1988); Kahle (1954: 19378); Kasser
(1991); Vergote (1973: 559); Worrell (1934: 6382); and Egedi (2012: 128).

4 Text edition usually provide an introductory cteapwith notes on the grammatical

peculiarities of the manuscript they publish. Thebservations, however, principally fall into

the above mentioned category of phonological angbhwphonological variation.

For a general overview on definiteness, see Lyd899), esp. Chs. 1. and 7. and Abbott

(2004).
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far from being exclusive. Many languages have ticlarat all, since definiteness can be
marked through case distinction, through aspewtutih the position of the noun phrase,
or the combination of more than one of the possilgeices (van Gelderen 2011: 146).
Furthermore, the extended use of possessive ssiftiaa easily fulfill the functions of
determination. This strategy has been observeeharal Uralic languages, as well as in
Turkish (seenter alia Schroeder 2016: 58598). At the same time, in languages that do
have a definite article, the articles may behavieeqdifferently from one language to
another. There are also languages that may explefgsiteness by more (types of)
determiners through distinguishing more than on@fdefinite articles.

The question that should be addressed first ofsalhat definiteness means in
grammar. The basic function of the definite artifde any other grammatical strategy
that encodes definiteness) is to identify the mferof the noun phrase: the speaker
signals that the hearer is able to assign a refdmena certain noun phrase, either
because it is accessible in the discourse, or Becis familiar to the hearer based on
his/her general knowledge of the wofld:he existence and uniqueness of a referent
referred to by a definite description must holdhivitthe universe of discourse, which
can be characterized by specific pragmatic parameldis pragmatic set can even be
very small (the immediately observable or just nmred objects), or else, it can also be
a considerably large set that includes all entititbsse existence is universally accepted.
The point is that the speaker and the hearer nmase ghe relevant set in their discourse
situation (cf. Hawkins 1991).

The table below overviews the different ways howcdurse referents can be
identified in a conversation. The table is the ltesfi a combined application of the
models proposed by Himmelmann (1997, 1998, 2001d &agons (1999) who
themselves relied on Hawkins (1978The strategies for referential identification are
illustrated through mini-discourses given in Enlglis the right column of the table:

The idea of considering definiteness as refeakidientification principally follows Lyons
(1999).

For another approach with quite similar distion, consider also the three types of mental
structures for grounding referents in Givon (20089-465).
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Table 1. Strategies for referential identification
anaphoric use “Theres new cafén our street. We have nothing in the
fridge. Let's go and see what we can geh&café”
associative-anaphoric use  “Thera'siew cafén our streetThe cheesecakés just
perfect!” / “The ownerhas just come back from Japan.”

situational use “What doeghe cheesecakeost?”

= situational uniqueness| (here, in the café where we are at the moment)
larger situational use “The sunis shining brightly.”

= inherent uniqueness | “I am never bored witlthe Italian cuising

Anaphoric strategy is used when the object has bemrtioned previously, likéhe café

in the first row of Table 1 In associative-anaphoric use, the object itsedfs vimot
concretely mentioned in the preceding textual cdntiés presence or existence is only
assumed by association, as is the case twélcheesecakandthe ownerin the second
row of the table. The situational use of definieneneans that the referent of the noun
phrase is considered unique in the speech situdtiotihe above cited sentence “What
does the cheesecake cost?”, the referenhefcheesecakean only be interpreted as
unique if it is clear that we are speaking aboet ¢heesecake that is sold in the café
where we stay at the moment. Finally, inherentligue nouns are considered unique
according to our knowledge of the world, so the@ferents can be identified
independently of the speech situation.

What is common in inherent uniqueness, situatiamafjueness and associative-
anaphoric use is that they perform amrtra-linguistic identification of reference.
Whereas situational uniqueness is evidently noepedident of the direct situation,
inherent uniqueness is completely discourse-inddgen The associative-anaphoric use
is a more complex phenomenon: the referent of tbennphrase is identified
anaphorically, but not in a direct way. The heafttve reader), within a discourse
situation, always activates a general, extra-listiciknowledge in order to set a whole
universe of possible referents which may be astamtisvith the referents that were
already introduced explicitly. Accordingly, the asmtive-anaphoric use is related to the
larger situational use in another feature, sincgeaeral knowledge of the world
definitely needed for both, due to the fact that teferents are not present either in the
previous discourse, or in the immediate speeclatsito. This feature has an important
grammatical consequence as well: it has been wgallgrobserved that demonstratives
can never be used in these two contexts.

In the second part of the paper, the analysisalglb rely on the semantic model of
Sebastian Lobner (1985, 2011), who studied thedot®n of determination with lexical
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meaning. Lébner distinguishes four basic concepaxdtal types of nouns, his proposal
is summarized in Table 2. below. Sortal nouns amopypical nouns, which are
compatible with all modes of determination. Indivéd nouns include proper names,
personal pronouns, nouns for unique institutiorsstract nouns, etc., which can be
assigned a unique referent in every appropriatéestnT he referents of relational nouns
are characterized in terms of their particulartrefato some other object, typically a
possessor expression (e.g. kinship terms, termsxdounique parts, deverbal nouns,
etc.). Finally, functional nouns are relational nsuhat are, at the same time, unique
(typically kinship terms, body parts, abstract termimensions, such asother, author,
head, age, priceetc.)® The lexical types can be characterized by two ryifieatures:
inherently relational types are marked as [+R],l@/iherently unique types are marked
as [+U].

Table 2. Basic conceptual lexical types of nourisbfier 2011)

-U +U
R sortal nouns <e,t> individual nouns <e>
stone, book, adjective, water moon, weather, date, Maria
+R relational nouns <e,<e,t> functional nouns <e,e>
sister, leg, part, attribute father, head, age, subject

The default use of inherently unique [+U] nounssisgular definite. Lobner (2011)
claims that inherently unique concepts are semahticinique, while nonunique-[J]
concepts can only be pragmatically unique, theeefloe distinguishes congruent vs.
incongruent definiteness. Extra marking of semartiogruent definiteness is redundant
in Lobner's model. This claim predicts that an asytry may easily develop in the
grammatical encoding of semantic and pragmatic uenigss. As will be shown, this
prediction nicely corresponds to what we find windiserving the distribution of Coptic
articles in dialects with a double article system.

3 Definite articles in Sahidic

Examining the Sahidic system of definite articlegglmh be an appropriate point of
departure before turning to comparative considenati The Sahidic articles present a
couple of context-dependent allomorphs, as shovexamples (1) and (2) below:

8 Note that nouns are usually polysemous, so they lelong to more than one types, or

undergo a type-shift in a given utterance.
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(1) a. mpome b. Tcoge C. NpwMe/cwwe
p-rébme t-so6Se n-réme/sése
DEF.SG.M-man DEF.SG.F-field DEF.PL-man/field
‘the man’ ‘the field’ ‘the men/fields’

(2) a. megpooy b. Teczmme C. NECNHY
pe-hroou te-shime ne-snéu
DEF.SG.M-voice DEF.SG.F-woman DEF.PL-brother
‘the voice’ ‘the woman’ ‘brothers/siblings’

The articles are always proclitic and display tlrangmatical features of gender and
number just as other determiners. This means liegthiave three allomorphs depending
on the noun they are associated witbven though the noun itself does not present these
morphological categories, except for irregular sg®g.cnny in (2¢)). Accordingly, the
articles have a masculine and a feminine form ngdiar, and a gender-independent
plural form.

The longer formsie-, Te-, ne- in (2) are conditioned by phonological constraint
Long articles are regularly attested before consbohusters (more precisely before a
complex syllable onset). Longer forms also appeth & few nouns denoting time
expressions, such ass-yoewy pe-uoeis ‘the time’rmre-gooy pe-hoou ‘the day’;re-
pomrie te-rompe ‘the year're-ynoy te-unou ‘the hour're-yan te-usé ‘the night’.

Definite determiners, including articles are caketin Table 3. below. They form a
natural class in the sense that they mutually ebecleach other and are always
interpreted as definite. The determiners in thet ftwo rows are usually considered
simple articles without encoding deixis or poss@ssi

Table 3. Definite determiners in Sahidic

SGM SGF PL
Definite article n-/me- T-/Te- N-/N-/Ne-
m-determination m- +- NI-
Demonstrative article mel- TEl- NEl-
Possessive article neq- Teq- Neq-

In what follows, the so calledi-determination will shortly be discussed. The fimtiof
this series is not completely understood as sonestiit seems to be closer to

®  For a fullFormenlehreof Sahidic definite articles, one might consult fokowing grammars:

Lambdin (1983: §81.3, 17.2); Layton (2000: §52¢ifdorff (1951: §136139); Stern (1880:
§§227-230); Till (1961: §88791, 94-99); Vergote (1983: §§12122, 124125).



8 [Author’'s name(s)]

demonstratives. As a matter of fact, theseries in Sahidic has often been described as
the reduced form of the demonstrative artillét was Hans Jacob Polotsky (1957:
229-230), who first listed exhaustively the four cortgei which them-series regularly
appears: i.) it appears as a fixed component ipéeah and spatial expressions, in which
its function can clearly be derived from an eariemonstrative meaning; ii.) it appears
in comparative expressions of the foRme n-ni- ‘like’, but always in plural form; iii.)

it appears as an anaphoric identity markar the reinforced expressian-... N-oyoT

‘the same...’; iv.) finally, them-series may have an affective/emotive use in aiifb
constructions, when something is described as atbtaior horrible?

The use ofn-determination does not to be frequent in SahiBar. example, apart
from its appearance in set phrases (ergkpo n- e-pi-kro n-‘across/beyond’)m- can
only be attested twice in the 5th century Gospelatin (P. Palau Ribes Inv 183, used as
a test-corpus in my earlier studies),:

3) John 5:44, Sahidic (S)

neooy TIEROA 2ITM moya NOY®T
p-eooy p-ebol hitm pi-oua n-oudt
DEF.SGM-glory  DEF.SGM-out from DEF.SG.M-0ne ADJZ-single

‘How will ye be able to believe, taking glory froone another, and the glory
which is from the/this only onge seek not for:?

4) John 9:11, Sahidic (S)

AJOYWWB XE€  TNPOME €TOYMOYTE €poq X€ IC
a-f-oudsb ¢e pi-rébme et-ou-moute ero-f e i<ésou>s
PF3SG.M-answer that DEF.SGM-man REL-3pL-call to-BGM that Jesus

‘he answered that the/this man who is called Jésu® who made clay and put
it on my eyes...)’

10" For the determinam- and its corresponding pronominal form-, see Lambdin (1983: 30.8.

remote demonstrativgsLayton (2000: §58affective demonstratiye Steindorff (1951: §89
and 8§136); Stern (1880: §8227); Vergote (1983: §5128).

The term is mine, cf. also Layton's (2000: 858&jirdtion of this use as “insisting upon
identification”.

The use of an emotional article is not unparadielt has been reported, for instance, in certain
Polynesian languages to convey sympathy or bealittte, its main function being to add
information about the speakers’ attitude, cf. Hirfmmenn (2001: 836), with references to the
relevant literature.

The Coptic examples are cited after Quecke (19849.translations are drawn from Horner’s
edition of the Gospel with the relevant context.

11

12

13
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The meaning of the sentence in (3) suggests alliteanslation oloywT ‘single’ and,
consequently, the so called emotive usenefmight be attested here. The quote in (4)
forms part of left-sentenceThe speaker here does not simply answers a qoebtit
also wants to focalize the agent of the event. Tfight be the reason for his using an
affective determiner. (Note that the Lycopolitamdon Gospel (Thompson 1924) has a
simple definite article at the locus cited in (8hile Horner’s Sahidic version and the
version in dialect W have a demonstratiwa- at the place cited in (4).)

As will be shown in the following section, the Bafimdeterminers that correspond
in form to the Sahidic emotive article, have quiierent functions.

4 Definite articles in Bohairic

Bohairic demonstrative and possessive articles db present any peculiarity as
compared with Sahidic. At the same time, definitéickes appear to constitute a real
double system, with two series of definite articlele two series are traditionally called
‘weak’ and ‘strong’ articles (see Table 4.). Thader forms fe-, Te-, ne-) attested in
Sahidic are absent here, but aspirated allomorphbeo‘weak’ series appear before
sonorant consonants with a relative consistéficy.

Table 4. Definite determiners in Bohairic

SGM SGF PL
‘Weak’ article n-/ ¢- T/ o NEN-
‘Strong’ article m- - NI-
Demonstrative article Tal- Tal- NAl-
Possessive article neq- TEe(q- NE(-

(5) Early Bohairic (B4)

a. TmomM b. T¢e C. NEN@HPI NABPAAM
p-iom t-pe nen-$éri  n-abraam
DEF:SGM -sea DEF:SG.F-sky DEF.PL-son POSSAbraham
‘the sea’ ‘the sky’ ‘the sons of Abraham’

14" The Bohairic examples are early Bohairic, citedrfrB. Bodmer Il (ed. by Kasser 1958).
Example in (5¢) can be found at John 8:39. On idak8ohairic articles, see: Stern (1880:
§8226-227); Mallon (1907: §84444); Polotsky (1968: 243); Depuydt (1985); Shistedeny
(1994; 2007: 430447).
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(6) Early Bohairic (B4)

a. mpwmMi b. tcamn C. NIipoMI
pi-romi ti-shimi Ni-rémi
DEF.SG.M-man DEF.SG.F-woman DEF.PL-man
‘the man’ ‘the woman’ ‘the men’

Observe that the form- seems to be entirely absent in Bohairic (but Betsky
(1968) for a revision thereof). The form of thenaluweak’ article is rathexen-, but its
use is quite restricted since it only appears ass@ssed nouns, as illustrated in (5c¢). In
all other cases, plural noun phrases are deterntiped-. This asymmetry between the
singular and the plural forms, of course, needsetaccounted for.

According to Leo Depuydt (1985: 51) the two setarficot be studied regardless of
their syntactical links with the two ‘genitive’ gares n- andnTe-" because it is the
possessive construction that conditions the detetioin of the first noun in the pattern.
This claim, however, is an overgeneralization. dality, only one of the possessive
constructions is restricted in use, namely, thestrantion connected bw-: it has
selectional criteria with respect to the lexicabmerties of the head noun which must be
an inherently relational noun. As for the articlédse ‘weak’ series can appear in both
possessive constructions, but in the constructiediated by- only ‘weak’ articles can
determine the possessed noun (Egedi 2012). Ataime $ime, both ‘weak’ and ‘strong’
articles in singular appear independently, outgidesessive constructions, and these
uses have to be accounted for as well.

Of course, the issue has already been discussadabpy authors, who aimed to
explain the functional difference of the two sefsBwhairic articles. The history of
research is quite long. Even though the claimsretenecessarily conflicting in the
literature, the terminology is not uniform. Thenef@ variety of definitions will be cited
in Table 5. to illustrate the different opinionsitéx evaluating this table, a new proposal
will be presented which aims to cover all the pheapna that can be observed in this
dialect, and is based on distinguishing semantigragmatic definiteness. To support
the hypothesis, a whole paragraph will be citednftbeGospel of Johmith an analysis
that explains the distribution of the determing¢Mote that textual context is extremely
important when examining strategies of determimatin this case isolated sentences are
not informative enough.)
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Table 5.
‘weak’ articles ‘strong’ articles
Stern (1880: §227) | “(...) hat der schwéachere artikel “(...) hat der starke artikel eine
gewohnlich eine allgemein bestimmendevereinzelnd und unterscheidend
bedeutung, und findet daher vor bestimmende bedeutung”

generischen und abstracten begriffen
seine anwendung”

Mallon (1907: 842) | “détermine d'une maniére moins précise;‘détermine avec plus de

il se place devant les noms génériques| gorecision, il indique un individu
abstraits et devant les noms d'étres en patrticulier”

uniques”
Polotsky (1968: 243)| ‘generically’ ‘individual
Depuydt (1985: 59) | “ the indication of unique beings, agrees on previous definitions

- the generic use,
- the use ‘par excellence’ (e.g. the river),
which all derive from the basic notion of

v

indicating one element of a genus as th
representative of the entire genus”

Shisha-Halevy “the genus or class naming “deictic, cohesive specifying

(1994: 233-234) determination” article”

and (2007: 389, 392)| “the determinator is deictically inert, | “characterizes the noun as
non-phoric, properizing” familiar and of high specificity”

--- “non-cohesive, pure actualization

designative or naming article”

Earlier works cited here claim that weak articlesédna generic function, and determine
less precisely than strong articles do. Strongclegj on the other hand, indicate
individual or particular reference. Mallon's defioh already refers to the concept of
uniguenesswhich is a central notion in this paper. From sBaiHalevy's complex
explanation, it is worth picking out th@n-phoricnature of weak articles, which is also
in accordance with what will be proposed below.

Based on the models presented in section 2, | o explain the distribution of
the two series of article in the following way. Vkearticles can be found with inherently
unique nouns, both concrete and abstract nounssavheferents can be identified
through a general knowledge of the world, or elsmugh the knowledge of the actual
situation. This would correspond to the strategiafied situational use and larger
situational use in section 2. Weak articles alspeap with singular generic noun

11
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phrases, because generics refer to kinds, andchs they behave like labels, and are
usually associated with an existential presuppmsitiStrong articles are anaphoric

instead, that is to say, they are used in contekere the referent of a noun phrase can
only be identified in the given discourse. Accoghn strong articles encode pragmatic

uniqueness/definiteness in anaphoric and assogiatiaphoric contexts.

This proposal also accounts for the asymmetricatupe that has been observed in
the case of plural noun phrases. Weak articles apime possessive constructions as
determiners on the possessed noun. Moreover, thal pheak articlenen- can only
appear in possessive constructions. This mightvais to assume that weak articles
grammaticalized not only to encode inherently uaigancepts, but to encode inherently
relational concepts as well.

Table 6. Basic conceptual lexical types and granuai@ted weak articles in Bohairic

-uU +U
R sortal nouns <e,t> individual nouns <e>
stone, book, adjective, water moon, weather, date, Maria
‘R relational nouns <e,<e,t> functional nouns <e,e>
sister, leg, part, attribute father, head, age, subject

From this proposal it naturally follows that weatices either appear in singular with
inherently unique nouns in situational or largduaional use, or they appear in both
singular and plural in possessive constructiong fidason for the fact that the plural
weak articlenen never appears outside possessives is straightidrwaherently
relational nouns may appear both in singular andgplbut an inherently unique concept
will necessarily figure in gingularnoun phrase.

It might be useful to stop for a moment and togdfse question how we know that
anaphoric, strong articles are indeed articlesherathan demonstratives. Marking
discourse-anaphoric reference is one of the maictions of demonstratives as well.
Moreover, as was indicated abowa;determination in Sahidic still preserves some
features of the original demonstratives from whitldeveloped. However, Bohairic
strong articles are different from the Sahidieseries. Bohairic strong articles are also
used in associative-anaphoric contexts, in whicldemonstrative can normally appear
(cf. section 2 for this claim). This use is illud in (7) below:

(7) John 11:17, Early Bohairic (B4)
aqi Ae NX€ IHC AgxemMq €aqoyw
a-f-i de re ié<sous>s adem-f e-a-f-oud
PF3sG-come SP PTCL Jesus PF3sG-find-3sG SBRD.PF3sG-complete
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€eqepA NN€E20OoY PEN-TII-M2AY
e-f-er-4 n-n-ehoou xen-pi-mhau
SBRD-3sG-do-4 PART-DEF.PL-day inDEF.SG.M-tomb

‘Jesus came, and he found that he (Lazarus) eddyl been ithe tomb four
days.’

In this sentence, “the tomb” is mentioned for tlstftime, but the noun phrase is
determined by a strong article. The directly prémgaontext reports about the death of
Lazarus and about the fact that Jesus wants ttheesight it happened. The referent of
“the tomb” is not accessible either in the situatior in the previous discourse. It is
definite, because its existence is taken for gdhttteough association. This is a typical
associative-anaphoric context, from which demotisga are excluded by nature. Thus
the determinern in examples such as (7), must be an article.

Nevertheless, Coptic manuscripts do not appeae@dar as it might be expected

on the basis of the picture outlined above. A greatillation, an apparently
nonsystematic variation can be observed in the. ddta same noun or noun phrase
sometimes appears with a weak article, sometimé#s avistrong article. This overlap,
however, can be derived from the twofold approantppsed here. The use of weak
articles has been defined by semantic criteria)enttie use of strong articles is purely
defined by pragmatic criteria. Variation follow®in the fact that such a system is very
permissive with respect to the pragmatic definigsneA concept which is unique or
relational in a semantic sense, can always becomagh@ric in a given discourse
through the mere fact that it is mentioned repdgtéithis means that pragmatic factors
can freely overwrite the basic conceptual typesd, ahthe end, it is the chosen strategy
of referential identification that will select tla@propriate article.

Examining sentences in isolation is hardly evemwoimfative enough, as far as

referential properties are concerned. For thisamas longer text sample has been
chosen from the early Bohairic Gospel of John (&drBer Ill. edited by Kasser 1958),

where most types of referential identification dam studied. For sake of simplicity,

glosses are not given for the whole excerpt, batrlevant noun phrases are high-
lightened both in the original Coptic text and lre tEnglish translation. An analysis of
the determined noun phrases follows the citation.

(8)

John 6:16-21, Early Bohairic (B4)

€TAPOY2! A€ WWOTTI ANE(JMAGHTHC €1 €2PHI €EPIOM - AYAAHI €YXOl AYQE
E€TIAT MIMIOM EKAPAPNAOYM NEATXEMTC OYW® E€CYWMINTE NEMIMATEIHC 1

2APWOYTIE - NEATIOM A€ TWOYN ETIYWITIE NTENOYXINNI(I NTEYNIQT
NOHOY - €TAY<OY>€l €BOX NKENCTACION I€ X - AYNAY €IHC €(MOog)I



14 [Author’'s name(s)]

2IXENTIIOM EA(YHWNT EMXOI - AYEP20T - Neoq A€ Tlexaq Nwoy
XEANOKME MMEPEP20T - NaAY<OY>W@ A€NE€ €@Oori( EPWOY ETMXOl
CATOT( ATIIXOl MONI E€TIXPO €MMA [ENAY|NA2®A €pOq

“!®An evening having come, his disciples came dowtésea; *’and having
entered inta ship, they were going acroske sea to Kapharnaum. Anthe
dusk had now come, and Jesus had not yet come to tiand the sea was
heaving by the blow of a great wirfdHaving then been distant about twenty-
five stadia or thirty, they saw Jesus walking upoasea, approachinghe
ship, and they feared’But he said to them: ‘It is me, do not be afraidhey
were wishing then tgethim intothe ship with them, and immediatethe
ship landed athe shore ontheland to which they were to go.”

The following list contains all the noun phrasestiod text that are determined by a
definite or an indefinite article. Each Coptic forenaccompanied by its transcription, its
translation and by the strategy with which the mexfié was identified. The strategy, of
course, can only be defined in the knowledge otéfeual context.

¢prom p'-iom ‘the sea’ first mention, but unique reference/
oyxol ou<oi ‘a ship’ first mention, new referent v
oM pi-iom ‘the sea’ unique reference, anaphoric a4
txemtc t-K'emts ‘the darkness’  abstract noun, unique referenc v/
oM pi-iom ‘the sea’ unique reference, anaphoric v
oM pi-iom ‘the sea’ unique reference, anaphoric v
TIXOl p-coi ‘the ship’ expectedanaphoric ?
mXxol pi-¢oi ‘the ship’ anaphoric a4
TXol pi-¢oi ‘the ship’ anaphoric a4
xpo p-k'ro ‘the shore’ relational v
M pi-ma ‘the place’ cataphoric v

The noun phrases that are mentioned more thaniortbe paragraph deserve a special
attention here. The first mention of “the sea” haseak article, as its referent is unique
in the situation. In its second, third and fourtantion, “the sea” displays a strong article
because of the anaphoric use of the same nounepl@asphoric use is marked by
double check-marks in the right column of the ligthe referent of “the ship” is neither
inherently, nor situationally unique, so it hasiratefinite article when mentioned for the
first time. However, after having been introducetbithe discourse, it is determined by
the anaphoric, strong article. The only exceptmmhis tendency can be found in (John
6:19), marked by a question-mark in the list. Thkerent of “the ship” is expected to be
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identified anaphorically, but it is the weak amit¢hat determines the phrase, in spite of
the fact that neither is “the ship” unique in th@ntext, nor it is a relational concept, like
e.g.nixpo “the shore”, later in the text. Unfortunately, lack of native informants to
test, one will never be able to decide whether tlaise is a real contradiction to the
theory, or the use of the weak article might hanealiernative source (e.g. the actual
decision of the speaker/composer to consider tferen@t situationally unique and to
suppress the anaphoric aspect of reference; vexgugtively, a scribal error can never
be excluded either). Of course, exceptions ofgbis come up all the time. Dealing with
a dead language will always have these limits, dataonly be collected, counted and
evaluated to produce statistical support for oiregjdhe theoretical claims.

5 Definite articles in early Fayyumic

Fayyumic is not among the most studied dialecSayitic, in spite of the relatively long
period its sources cover. A sketchy grammaticatdetion has been provided by Till
(1930), where observations are mostly based osicdayyumic texts.

In a previous comparative study of possessive oaectgdns in Coptic dialects
(Egediforthcoming, it has been found that the early Fayyumic gramofigossessives
is quite similar to that of early Bohairic. Evidbntthis observation pushed me to
examine whether the model proposed for Bohairitha last section can be applied to
the system of determination in this dialect. TilCerestomathig(1930: 3) is laconic,
simply listing the possible forms of articles witb interpretation. The nature of the only
reference | found about the use of Fayyumic agiglél clearly show how insufficiently
this dialect has been described: in a footnoteoffonograph on Bohairic syntax, Ariel
Shisha-Halevy (2007: 387 n.28) quotes a letter f&R00, written by Wolf-Peter Funk,
in which the latter scholar remarks that early kayic (F4) is close to Bohairic as far as
the plural article usage is concerned, while irgsiar the situation is similar to that of
Mesokemic.

The neglected status of the dialect has good reasmncourse. Early Fayyumic
texts are few, and they are all very fragmentamya preliminary study presented here, |
examined a single manuscript of the British Musgi@&kl Or. 5707, ed. by Crum and
Kenyon 1900) that contains a short section fromGlspel of Johr{3:5-4:49). In this
text 122 simple, definite determiners could be idiel. According to this investigation,
early Fayyumic turned out to have a double systerwell, with two series of definite

15
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articles, both in singular and plurdl.Table 7. below summarizes the uses of the
occurrences, with the number of tokens given ieptresis.

Table 7. Definite determiners in the early Fayyumi& BM Or. 5707

SGM SGF PL
possessed (10) NEN-
inherently/situational unique (70) m-/rre- T-/Te- -
generic (7+7)

. NI
direct anaphor (8) m- t-
art.+rel.conv. (16) m-€T- T-€T- N-€T-
art.+N+rel.conv. (4) m-... €T- no data no data

The longer formsre-, Te- can be attested with the same conditions as lida Weak
articles appear with possessed nouns on the or lad with unique nouns on the
other (encoding both inherently uniqueness andattnal uniqueness). Weak articles
stand with generic noun phrases in singular, widgerics in plural are determined by
the strong article. Strong article can be foundinect anaphoric use elsewhere, as was
expected on the basis of Bohairic patterns. It nheshoted that there are two cases of
strong articles which, considering the textual eahtare not used anaphorically, but
seem to mark contrast instead. Finally, the sheggk article regularly appears (both in
singular and in plural) if it is heading a relatisfause. This latter group of data seems to
be special in the sense that the distinction ofas#im vs. pragmatic uniqueness is
neutralized in this syntactic context, and the tfideterminer has a single, invariable
form in this position.

6 Concluding remarks with some typological consatiens

No doubt, such a complex hypothesis should be destere widely, i.e. in a larger
corpus that involves texts from more periods amdnfivarious registers (this latter, for
instance, might be a relevant aspect in the castas$ical and late Fayyumic). In this
study, only early texts have been examined, datirige fourth or fifth centuries.

As for the moment, let me consider some typologacal diachronic facts that might
support the hypothesis advanced in the previousossc The division between semantic
and pragmatic uniqueness in grammatical systentanibhie use of two distinct sets of

15 The same survey has been carried out in anatherfer manuscript, BM. Or. 6948 (ed. by
Gaselee 1909), which contains fragments fromAbis and a similar system has been found
as far as the forms of the articles are concerned.
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articles is not exceptional. A very similar distriton has been observed, for instance, in
many German dialects. The two sets are usuallyresfdo as weak vs. strong articles or
reduced vs. full form of articles. Weak articlesialty appear to encode (situational or
larger situational) uniqueness, while strong aicare claimed to have an anaphoric
nature®®

Interestingly, the distinction between semantic pragmatic uniqueness may have
a crucial role in language change as well. Invetsitig the early use of the article in Old
Hungarian, it has been claimed that the new derenmiwhich developed during the
individual history of the languad first appeared to encode pragmatic definiteness o
(Egedi 2013, 2014). The use of the article onlyepded to inherently unique nouns, to
generics and the possessed nouns at a later dtéye language. Furthermore, in some
Slavic language varieties, in which a relativelywnarticle is in use, a similar
phenomenon has been observed: the new articleatiypiappears to mark pragmatic
uniqueness (cf. Czardybon (2012) for the Uppers&ile dialect of Polish; Breu (2004)
and Scholze (2012) for Colloquial Upper Sorbiankgmoin Eastern Saxony).

Lébner (2011), whose semantic model was adoptekisnpaper, also assumed that
in languages where article derives from a demotigtrait is a usual scenario that there
is a stage when only incongruent definiteness ragmatic uniqueness) is marked by
the definite article. However, this generalizatibas not been justified so far by a
comparative and exhaustive empirical study. What een found in the history of
Hungarian suggests that distinguishing two kindsleffniteness might be revealing not
only in understanding synchronic systems with tets ©f articles, but in reconstructing
diachronic processes as well. What is needed, ftrereis collecting and studying
relevant data from languages that do have histosoarces and the article can be
assumed to have emerged during their written histdncient Egyptian, more precisely
the transition from Middle to Late Egyptian, is @fect candidate for this task. It would

16 Languages (mainly German dialects) in which abi®article system has been reported: the

Frisian dialect of Fering (Ebert 1971); see alsmidelmann (1997: 5455) with further
references to earlier literature on Rhineland dtaleabout the Low German dialects of the
North Sea region and Scandinavian languages, sa®edter (2006); about the semantics of
contracted vs. non-contracted forms in Standardn@erprepositional phrases, see Schwarz
(2009); for Swiss German, consult Studler (2014)sdéme languages the opposition emerges
in the form of simple marking vs. double markingg(eSwedish). For similar double systems
in other, unrelated languages, e.g. Hausa and ltakkee Lyons (1999: 53-54).

7 The closest relative languages, Khanty and Maiwinot have an article. Neither does the
majority of Uralic languages have one. Whether ¢heergence of the Hungarian definite
article is due to an internal innovation, or is thseult of some sort of contact situation is still
matter of debate.
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not be the first time when describing the grammiaCoptic contributed to a better
understanding of the earlier stages.
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