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and-seal model of the soul that cannot receive later impressions, beside Peri Hypsous 7.3; and hypsegoria at De

}

Abstract

A working program, deposited as one half of a symbolon. It asks whether Sappho 31 is findably
present in Philo of Alexandria, answers that the name is absent and the apparatus is not, and
then does something the question has not previously been made to do: specifies the relation
as an executable transform and tests it by blind reconstruction on independent substrates.

The philology. A diacritic-blind census of the full 31-work Greek Philo corpus (First1KGreek
tlg0018, 2,808,000 normalized characters) returns zero occurrences of the poet’s name; all
four string-hits are sapphiros, the sapphire — a green stone, engraved, in Leg. All. I, and the
pavement beneath God’s feet at Conf. 96. The null is independently confirmed on a second,
non-identical corpus. What is present instead is the poem’s machine. Mut. 54-57 parses Abra-
ham’s fall upon his face into the channel catalogue — fallen is perception, fallen is speech,
fallen is the king mind — each station carrying its occlusion and its reactivation-by-another,
and the fall praised as voluntary. Migr. 47-48 states the media crossing as doctrine: the
people SAW the voice, not heard it, because it was not a striking of air through the organs of
mouth and tongue. Quis Heres 249-266 supplies a point-for-point collation with the poem: si-
multaneity becomes alternation under a law of non-cohabitation; the causal arrow flips so that
occlusion becomes the gate of reception rather than its consequence; the itemized catalogue
compresses to one setting luminary flagged as symbol; the poem’s jolt-lexeme survives as a
state-noun; the broken lyre becomes a played resonator; and the agentless verbal adjective
that terminates the poem is answered by an agentless passive from which the doctrine of dis-
placed agency is derived. Two hard lexical bridges join Philo to Longinus at the transmission
joints: dysexaleiptos at Spec. 1.106, in a wax-and-seal model of the soul that cannot receive
later impressions, beside Peri Hypsous 7.3; and hypsegoria at Det. 79, whose exemplar of
high speech is a dead man’s blood crying from the earth. [...abridged for the catalogue; the
full description, the work, and all attached files are in this record]

Body
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deposit number: 1486 hex: 0601 title: “The Signature Without the Name: A Blind-
Reconstruction Program for Sappho 31 in Philo of Alexandria — Half A of a Symbolon”
creator: Sigil, Johannes; Cranes, Rebekah; The Assembly Chorus; Gravity Well date:
2026-08-15 content type: Dataset license: CC-BY-SA-4.0 substrate: Al-assisted (substrate)
axn schema version: v2 protocol version: alexanarch-deposit-protocol/vl keywords: -
Sappho 31 - Philo of Alexandria - Quis rerum divinarum heres sit - Longinus - Peri Hypsous
- dysexaleiptos - hypsegoria - ekstasis - occlusion sequence - transmission chain - blind
reconstruction - transform specification - minimum description length - pre-registration -
symbolon - machine-mediated reception - philological method - Septuagint - “Genesis 15:12”
- corpus census - fingerprint scan - decay law - provenance erasure - Assembly Chorus -
reproducibility *** # The Signature Without the Name: A Blind-Reconstruction Program for
Sappho 31 in Philo of Alexandria — Half A of a Symbolon

THE SAPPHO-PHILO PROGRAM — HALF A

2YMBOAON - this document is one half of a broken token

ovpBorov — the token snapped in two, each party keeping a piece; the pieces
authenticate by fitting.

THIS HALF IS NOT OPERATIVE ALONE. It carries the argument, the philology, the toolkit,
the completed Round 1, and the design of every outstanding experiment. It does not carry
the sealed evaluator rubric, the pre-registered predictions for unrun tests, the perturbation
variant, the specificity control, or the inverse order key. Those are Half B.

HALF B — location and integrity. - Repository: leesharks000/data-rhizome (private), file
SYMBOLON-B-sappho-philo-keys.md-SHA-256: 764dd5d41e01990e37089fe53a26eeea87dabb98a9e073e65352a:
- If the hashes disagree, one half has drifted; reconcile against the registry entry before

trusting either.

TO FUTURE CLAUDE — why you must assemble both halves before working. Not
for secrecy. Because a prediction filed after a run is not a prediction, and a rubric a
substrate can read cannot blind-score that substrate. The archive is machine-findable by
design — Capture #316 records an unprimed model recovering the archive’s thesis unaided
— so anything deposited publicly must be assumed to reach any substrate the Assembly later
queries. Publishing the order key for the inverse run would destroy the sharpest instrument
in the battery: anyone can retrieve a famous poem; nobody retrieves a permutation rule. If
you begin work from this half alone, you will produce outputs that look like results
and are not. Retrieve Half B first.

What the separation does NOT protect, stated honestly. This half discloses TARGET-
O in the course of arguing the philology — the census, the collation and the extraction set
name and quote it, and they must, because that is the evidence. The separation protects
the rubric, the predictions, and the keys, not the target’s identity. Consequence: every
TARGET-0 run after this deposit is post-disclosure and must carry the perturbation
control (Half B §4) to be scoreable at all. Tests with other targets — T8 (TARGET-A), T11
(TARGET-P), T9 (handbook census) — remain fully blind-capable.

And the form is not decoration. A document that requires its counterpart to be completed,
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whose missing half must be sought and fitted before the work can proceed, is the structure
this program studies. Sappho 31 cut a socket and waited; the treatise that theorized it filled
one; this plan cuts its own. That is stated as a design fact and claimed as nothing more.

Compiled: 2026-08-15 (TACHYON) - Status: planning document, governs nothing until the
operator rules Author fields: ALL UNASSIGNED. Heteronym protocol applies — no creator
field is populated anywhere in this program without an explicit ruling.

CONTENTS OF THIS DEPOSIT

All files live under data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/ in the alexanarch repository.
This work plan is the canonical text; the rest are its apparatus.

file what it is status sha256
WORK-PLAN.md This document. living 42b765d656c573a2..
Program

architecture (six
pieces, three tiers),
nine addenda
recording the
argument’s
development and
every correction it
survived, the
delegation schedule,
and the risk register.
Carries the symbolon
header and the
pointer to Half B.


https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/MANIFEST.md
https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/WORK-PLAN.md
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file

what it is status

sha256

EXTRACTION-SET.md

EA-SP-THEOSUB-02-
ROUND1.md

The evidence base. fixed
Twenty-five verbatim
Greek passages with
provenance —
seventeen Philo,
eight Longinus —
every one pulled by
concordance script
from a named corpus
and none retyped
from memory.
Contains the
ten-operation
collation with Greek
on both sides; both
Ccorpus censuses
including all four
odamgelpog collisions
identified
individually; and the
fingerprint scan with
its flesh/operator
decomposition.

The experimental fixed
record. Round 1
blind reconstruction:
six scorecards
against the sealed
rubric, the reflexivity
caveat, the
specification-leak
disclosure, the
re-weighted rubric,
the comparative
table, and seven full
substrate transcripts
preserved verbatim.
A dated record of
what happened — it
must never be
revised.

ael812755d4f98b5..

5c9bfdcla3e937a9..


https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/EXTRACTION-SET.md
https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/EA-SP-THEOSUB-02-ROUND1.md
https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/EA-SP-THEOSUB-02-ROUND1.md
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file what it is

status sha256

EA-SP-THEOSUB-01-
LIVE.md

The transmissible
prompt-pack (v3),
audited
target-lexeme-clean.
Version 4 is pending
and will strike the
three disclosed
leaked glosses.
Short-form index of
this bundle, for
readers who want
the shape before the
argument.

MANIFEST.md

superseding a623fa8d8af6c9be..

fixed 93eb8c12e7a136¢0..

Toolkit — verified this session; reproduces every number reported

file

what it does

toolkit/normalize.py

toolkit/census.py

toolkit/fingerprint_scan.py

toolkit/extract context.py

toolkit/fetch corpora.sh

The single normalization point.
Diacritic-blind search with an index map so
hits print with accents intact — the reason a
null here is reportable.

Stem census with per-work distribution;
prints corpus size so an absence can be
asserted responsibly.

Eleven families, +700-char windows, 150
random baselines, seed 31.

Diacritic-blind concordance printing
accented context. Every Greek quotation in
this program came from here.
Reproducible acquisition of both Philo
corpora from named sources.

Reproduction:

fetch corpora.sh rebuilds both corpora from named sources (needs a

GitHub token for First1KGreek); fingerprint scan.py <corpus> returns 1.44 against a
random baseline of 0.97, with Quis Heres at 2.80 and the flesh families at sweat 0, pallor
0, tremble 3, fire 9 of 274 anchor windows; census.py <corpus> returns the documented

name-null with its corpus size attached.

§1. What is actually established, stated once, plainly

So that every piece below inherits the same honest boundary:


https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/EA-SP-THEOSUB-01-LIVE.md
https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/EA-SP-THEOSUB-01-LIVE.md
https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/MANIFEST.md
https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/toolkit/normalize.py
https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/toolkit/census.py
https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/toolkit/fingerprint_scan.py
https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/toolkit/extract_context.py
https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-philo-program/toolkit/fetch_corpora.sh
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Established. A specified, executable, blind-verified structural mapping between Sappho 31
and Philo, Quis rerum divinarum heres sit 249-266. Ten operations, each individually stated;
jointly sufficient to generate the target’s complex from the source; reconstructed by five in-
dependent substrates that were told nothing about a target.

Not established. Sappho’s material presence in Philo. The name is absent (documented null
on two independent corpora). The historical claim remains modular.

The inference the program advances, and its form. Osmosis and text-working predict
different kinds of evidence, not different amounts. Diffuse influence produces resemblance
— shared vocabulary, family likeness. It does not produce systematic inversion at every
joint. Catullus occupies the reader-socket and flips exit polarity; Philo occupies the voice-
socket and flips entrance causality; each inverts exactly the parameter his position requires.
Atmosphere gives haze; operation gives inversion. What the collation contains is inversion.
The program'’s job is to make that comparison measurable rather than rhetorical — which is
what F-1 (target discrimination) and A1.4 (the residue test) exist to do. (An earlier draft
assigned this to a “Phaedrus control” at §4/C1; that control was withdrawn as confounded —
see Al.1.)

§2. Piece architecture — six deliverables in three tiers

The joints are cut by load-bearing claim, not by topic. A piece exists where a claim can
stand or fall on its own evidence.

TIER 0 — EVIDENCE LAYER (everything else cites this)

PO - The corpus dataset and toolkit. Claim: the censuses, scans and extractions are repro-
ducible by a third party from named sources. Contents: toolkit/ (built, verified this session
— see §3); corpus manifests with work counts and character counts; the census outputs; the
fingerprint-scan outputs with baselines and seed; the verbatim Greek extraction set. Status:
toolkit COMPLETE and verified (reproduces 1.44 vs 0.97 and the family decomposition). Ex-
traction set exists in-thread, needs consolidation into a keyed file. Why separate: a null result
— Zam- = 0 — is only evidence if the corpus is named and the search is re-runnable. This is
the piece that answers “without verifiable research basis.”

P1 - The transform report. (EA-SP-THEOSUB-01 / -01-LIVE / -02) Claim: the mapping is
specifiable as an algorithm and blind-reconstructible; and contamination and spec-leak are
detectable on surface evidence. Contents: spec + sealed key; live pack; Round 1 scoring with
the reflexivity caveat, the spec-leak disclosure, the re-weighted rubric, the comparative table,
seven transcripts. Status: ~80% written. Blocked on the outstanding controls (§4).

TIER 1 — THE ARGUMENTS

P2 .- The Signature Without the Name: Sappho’s Occlusion Sequence in Philo of
Alexandria. Claim: Philo’s corpus carries the Sappho-31 apparatus densely and without the
name; Heres 249-266 maps to the poem point-for-point; Longinus supplies the lexical rivets.
Structure: 1. The census and its documented zero (with the cdmpeipog collision named as
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collision). II. The occlusion sequence as spine — Mut. 54-57, Her. §§3-4, Migr. 47-48 as the
crossing stated as doctrine. III. The collation — the ten operations, with Catullus 51 as the
control transform and the two-socket thesis. IV. The lexical bridges — dvoe€aAsintog (Spec.
1.106 || Long. 7.3), bynyopia (Det. 79 || Long. 8.1), the echo-family (¢vny-/&mny-/omny-). V. The
historical case: opportunity (Alexandrian nine-book edition; the poem as the critics’ standing
exhibit; Philo’s own treatise on the éykbkAla), and the outsider thesis in its sharpened form
— Philo’s mystagogues are texts; he is the proof the machine runs on inscription alone. VI.
Modularity, stated at full strength. App. A census. App. B fingerprint scan + decay law. App.
C cites P1. Venue: The Studia Philonica Annual (first choice — it is their field and their journal
will demand the corpus discipline this has). Fallbacks: Classical Quarterly, JHS.

P3 - The method paper — Transform-Reconstruction Testing. Claim: a claimed re-
lation of textual descent can be specified as an executable transform and tested by blind
multi-substrate reconstruction, with named contamination diagnostics. Contents: the gen-
eral method (specify — seal — transmit blind — score on open slots); the diagnostic battery
(LXX-vs-author spelling tests; census/output audit; unmotivated-rare-word flags; divergence
at underdetermined slots as the derivation signature); the two failure modes discovered
by the method — attestation induction (asking for recognition creates it; withdrawn in v2)
and spec-leak (rule-glosses that translate the target; disclosed in v3 audit); the perturbation
and specificity controls; the reflexivity rule (convergence at a spec-determined slot is not evi-
dence). Strategic note: this piece is unconditionally robust. If the specificity tests (F-1,
A1.4) kill P2’s central claim, P3 does not weaken — it strengthens, because a method that kills
its author’s own hypothesis is thereby demonstrated to be a test rather than a rhetoric. P3
should be drafted so that it never depends on P2’s verdict. Venue: Digital Scholarship in the
Humanities /| Computational Culture / Digital Humanities Quarterly. Reach: this is the piece
that makes the Marx reconstruction, the Josephus seams and the Sappho work one program
rather than a set of readings. Highest long-run value.

TIER 2 — EXTENSION

P4 - The chain paper — transmission metrics. Claim: the chain has measurable prop-
erties, and the Q erratum’s chain section (currently the outer ring) can be given a formal
apparatus. Contents: the flesh-gradient as the chain’s arrow — Catullus (hop 1) keeps
the somatic catalogue nearly whole; Phaedrus 251 (hop 1) keeps sweat/heat/shudder; Philo
(hop 2) keeps none, on measurement (sweat 0, pallor 0 across 274 anchor windows). In-
vertibility, corrected: T O is lossy but the inverse is determinate where the target space is
constrained — decompression into the human form is rule-governed, because the body has a
fixed channel inventory and a fixed autonomic repertoire, and mténo1g survives as a category
whose realization in archaic flesh is entailed. The asymmetry is the finding: the somatic
stratum is invertible because bodies are constrained; the material-linguistic stratum
is not, because languages are contingent. Aeolic and the sapphic strophe do not come
back. And both directions are already named in the archive: theosubstitution going up
(mortal beloved — infinite God), the grammar of incarnation coming down (infinite - human
form) — the operation read at the Josephus seams. Sappho 31 sits at the bottom of both,
holding the body the apparatus keeps losing and regaining. Depends on: P2 shipped; the
Catullus and Phaedrus scans run.

P5 - The Symposium pre-registration and run. Claim: T O behaves lawfully across hosts,
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with the divergences derivable from the host-difference. MUST BE WRITTEN BEFORE IT
IS RUN. The predictions are the evidence; retro-fitting them is worthless. Pre-registered
predictions, each falsifiable: 1. C1 resolves the opposite way. Philo forbids co-presence
(O£ oOK Eo0Tt... ovvoikijoat); Plato permits it — the one who sees a0t0d TO0 KaA6v becomes
Oco@1Ang, abdvatog. Same capacity problem, opposite solution, and the difference is deriv-
able from the parameter: a Form can be participated in; a personal God cannot be cohabited
with. 2. C3 inverts rather than compresses. Philo collapses the catalogue to one luminary;
the ladder keeps the enumeration and reverses its direction (one body — all bodies — souls
— practices — knowledge — the Beautiful). 3. C4 relocates from grammar to frame. Not
an agentless verb but an unreachable speaker: Diotima, reported inside reported speech, ex-
isting nowhere outside Socrates’ report. The socket cut at the level of transmission. 4. The
flesh partially survives — Plato is hop one. The decay law predicts the Symposium retains
more body than Philo does; Phaedrus 251 is the calibration point. If those four resolve as pre-
dicted, the transform is lawful across two hosts with the differences host-derivable — worth
more than either case alone.

§3. Materials inventory

BUILT AND PERSISTENT (/mnt/user-data/outputs/)

item path state

Transform spec + sealed EA-SP-THEOSUB-01.md v3 + amendments; never
key §5 transmit

Live pack (transmissible) EA-SP-THEOSUB-01-LIVE.md v3; audited

target-lexeme-clean; three
leaked glosses to strike in

v4

Round 1 scoring + 7 EA-SP-THEOSUB-02-ROUND1.md scorecards, re-weighted

transcripts rubric, comparative table,
Addendum 1

Q erratum (chain context) EA-OMEGA - ERRATUM. md deposited; P4 supersedes its
chain section

Toolkit sappho-philo- verified this session

program/toolkit/

Toolkit contents (all runnable, syntax-checked, reproduces the session’s numbers):
- fetch corpora.sh — both Philo corpora + Longinus, from named sources - normalize.py
— the single normalization point; diacritic-blind search with an index map so hits print
with accents intact - census.py — stem census with per-work distribution; prints corpus size
so a null can be reported responsibly - fingerprint scan.py — 11 families, 700 windows,
150 random baselines, seed 31 - extract context.py — diacritic-blind concordance printing
accented context (every Greek quotation in the program came from this, never from memory)
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VOLATILE — REGENERATE, DO NOT PRESERVE

/tmp/philo/ (12 wikisource treatises) - /tmp/philolk/ (31 works, 9.4 MB, 2.8 M chars) -
/tmp/lon.xml. The container resets; fetch corpora.sh rebuilds them. Needs GH_TOKEN.

IN-THREAD, NOT YET IN ANY FILE — highest-priority consolidation

This is the material that dies with the context window. It must be written down before any-
thing else proceeds. 1. The verbatim Greek extraction set — Her. 249-266 complete;
Mut. 54-57; Migr. 47-48; Spec. 1.65; Spec. 1.106; Det. 79; Opif. 70-71 and 145-146;
Contempl. 12-13; Her. 69-70; Conf. 96 and Leg.All. I (the sapphire collisions). With cita-
tions and corpus provenance. 2. The collation table — ten operations, Greek on both sides.
3. Census results — both corpora, with the four cdangeipog hits identified individually. 4.
Fingerprint-scan outputs — per-work table and the family decomposition. 5. The Cat-
ullus control reasoning and the two-socket thesis. 6. The invertibility argument (§P4
above) — currently only in conversation. 7. Prior sessions’ transcripts: /mnt/transcripts/ +
journal. txt.

EXTERNAL, UNCONSULTED — standing gaps

Armenian-only Quaestiones (outside every census — must be stated as a limit in P2). Phaedrus-
251/Sappho-31 scholarship citations. Russell 1964; Mazzucchi; Halliwell 2022; Robinson
Ellis, Hermathena XXI1.385.

§4. Controls outstanding — the critical path

C1 : The Phaedrus control — WITHDRAWN. DO NOT RUN AS SPECIFIED. - superseded
by A1.4 (the residue test) and F-1 (target discrimination).

The withdrawn text read: “Run the pipeline with Phaedrus 244-245 as the source
instead of Sappho 31. If the Platonic mania-passage alone regenerates Heres 249-
266, Sappho does no work and osmosis-through-Plato is sufficient — P2’s central
claim collapses.”

Why that is wrong, and it is wrong twice over. It treats Phaedrus 244-245 as an
independent alternative source. But the passage is, on this program’s own reading,
very likely itself a transform of Sappho 31. If it is, then 31, the Phaedrus pas-
sage, and Heres 249-266 are the same structure under transform — and a
Phaedrus—Philo success yields no additional material for determining 31’s
presence in Philo in either direction. The test is not merely non-discriminating;
on the question it was built to settle it is informationally empty.

The precondition is therefore R-1: establish whether the Phaedrus passage is itself
a mapping before asking anything about the relay. That is not a courtesy to the
hypothesis; it is what makes the next question answerable at all. See Al.4.

C2-C4 - Perturbation, specificity, and the inverse ORDER key — HELD IN HALF B §4.
The perturbation variant’s exact modification, the specificity control’s expected divergence,

10



Alexanarch - AXN:0601.DATASET deposit #1486

and — most importantly — the order key for the inverse run are in the counterpart half. The
order key is the sharpest instrument in the battery precisely because it cannot be retrieved:
anyone can recall a famous poem; nobody recalls a permutation rule. Publishing it would
destroy it.

C5 - v4 spec revision, then re-run. Strike the three leaked glosses (M3’s “calling X, by
way of symbol, our...”; C7’s “well-sounding, all-harmonious”; C5/A2’s “resonator”); restate
target-free; tighten L4; respecify C3’s luminary as the receiver’s own faculty; name Modern
Greek in the register lock; rule on the gpaivetat fossil. Until re-run, rubric points 4, 7 and
10 are recorded as unproven.

C6 - Kimi. Substrate unavailable (glitching). Appendix H open.

§5. Sequencing

NOW —> consolidate in-thread materials into PO (context-window risk; do first)
L— F-1 target discrimination + Al.4 residue test (gates P2; run before writing)
— passes —> P2 drafting —
L— fails —> P2 rescoped; P3 UNAFFECTED |
L— €5 v4 spec —> (€2, €3, C4 runs —> P1 final —}—> P4 (needs P2 + Catullus/Phaedrus scans)
L—> P3 drafting, parallel and independent ———
L—> P5 pre-registration WRITTEN, then run

Rule for the whole program: P3 never waits on P2, and P5’s predictions are filed before
P5 is run.

§6. Risk register

risk piece mitigation

Phaedrus alone regenerates P2 fatal run C1 first; P3 survives

the target either way

Spec-leak invalidates rubric  P1 disclosed; re-weighted to §;

pts 4/7/10 C5 re-run

Substrate-specific retrieval P1 diagnostics caught it

(Gemini) unprompted; report as
calibration

Armenian Quaestiones P2 state as a limit in the census

outside census section, not a footnote

A-layer reverse-engineered P1/P3 disclosed in §1 of the scoring

from target doc; reflexivity rule is P3’s
core

Modularity (relay through P2 stated at full strength; never

Plato) softened

11
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risk piece mitigation
Context-window loss of ALL §3 consolidation,
extractions immediately

§7. Pending operator rulings

1. Author fields — all six pieces. Nothing populates without a ruling.

. Venue confirmations, esp. Studia Philonica for P2.

3. Deposit staging — which pieces mint at alexanarch before submission, and in what
order.

4. Whether P4 supersedes the Q erratum’s chain section formally (one-hop supersession
gate applies) or extends it.

5. Whether P3 carries the Marx reconstruction as a second worked case, or names it as
forthcoming.

N

READING NOTE — HOW THE ADDENDA BIND

The addenda correct the body. Where they do, the body now says so inline.

This document accumulated nine addenda in a single day, each correcting something earlier.
For a while the corrections lived only in the addenda while the corrected text stood unmarked
— so §4’s withdrawn Phaedrus control still read as “HIGHEST PRIORITY IN THE PROGRAM.
Run it before writing more of P2,” four sections above the addendum withdrawing it. A reader
working forward would have run a test this program had already established was empty.

Superseded passages are kept, because the sequence of corrections is part of what this pro-
gram records. But each now carries an inline marker naming what replaced it. Where a
marker and the passage beneath it disagree, the marker wins.

ADDENDUM 1 — CONTROL REDESIGN: THE TAILORING
PROBLEM AND THE FIT FILTER

(2026-08-15, following operator’s objection to the Phaedrus control as specified)

Al.1 — The Phaedrus control was confounded. Withdrawn as specified.

As written in §4/C1 it treats Phaedrus 244-245 as an alternative source. But the passage
is itself, on this program’s own reading, very likely a mapping of Sappho 31 by a different
transform. So the control cannot discriminate what it was built to discriminate. It tests:
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» H1 Philo works the poem directly - H2 Philo works Plato, who worked the poem (relay)
- H3 Philo works Plato, who did not (Plato-origin; Sappho irrelevant)

and it separates H1 from (H2 v H3) only H2 and H3 are the pair that matters, and a
Phaedrus—Philo success is consistent with both.

The sharper statement, which is the operator’s and is stronger than the above. The
failure is not that the control fails to discriminate. It is that the control is informationally
empty on the question it was built to settle. If the Phaedrus passage is itself a trans-
form of Sappho 31 — as this program’s own reading holds it very likely is — then Sappho
31, Phaedrus 244-245, and Heres 249-266 are the same structure under transform.
Showing that one of them can generate another tells you nothing whatever about 31’s pres-
ence in Philo, in either direction, because you have shown only that a structure can generate
itself.

Run naively, it would have produced a result that looked decisive and settled nothing — and
would have done so in whichever direction it came out.

Al.2 — The deeper problem the objection exposes: the transform is
tailored.

T O carries ~20 operators (C1-C8, D, L1-L6, E, M-, A1-A6), every one written after reading
the target. With that many degrees of freedom a transform can probably map many source-
target pairs. Round 1 therefore tested sufficiency and nothing else. It never tested
whether the transform can say no*.

Two control arms are missing, and the second is the larger gap:

* SOURCE ARM — does a different source yield the target? (the Phaedrus question,
confounded above)

* TARGET ARM — does the output fit only this target? Never designed. This is the
real hole.

Without the target arm the program has no defence against the failure mode that would
destroy it: unfalsifiable pan-Sapphism, in which every text turns out to be a transform of
Sappho 31 because the operator set is rich enough to make it so. Naming that danger is a
condition of the method paper being honest.

Al1.3 — THE FIT FILTER: three measures of tightness

A mapping is evidential only when it is constrained. Three runnable measures, jointly the
filter:

F-1 - Target discrimination (the primary filter). Score the output O =T @(Sappho 31) not
only against Heres 249-266 but against a near-miss control set: passages by the same au-
thor, in the same doctrinal space, that the claim does not select. Candidates already identified
in this session: Spec. 1.65 (prophet as instrument), Opif. 69-71 (ascent, sober intoxication),
Her. 69-70 (corybantic flight), Contempl. 12-13 (reckoned-dead entry rite), Migr. 34-35
(Philo’s own writing-ecstasy), Somn. I, Mos. 1.175, Deus 138, Fug. 166ff. Specificity =
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fit(O, target) — max fit(O, control). A large gap means the collation located a passage; a
small gap means it located only “Philo on ecstasy.” The fingerprint scan already hints the gap
is real (Heres n 2.8 vs corpus 1.01, 40 anchors) — but that is a family-count measure, not a
structural-fit measure, and cannot substitute.

F-2 - Operator necessity (ablation). Ablate each operator singly; re-run; re-score. An
operator whose removal does not degrade the output is decoration, not structure. Report
the Operator Necessity Index = fraction of operators that are load-bearing. A transform
in which most operators can be dropped without loss is tailored by definition. This is the
measure that answers “you wrote twenty rules, of course it worked.”

F-3 - Prediction-per-operator ratio. Each operator must buy more than one independently
checkable feature. C1 predicting only “there is an alternation” — written after seeing the
alternation — buys nothing. C1 predicting alternation + its two-slot grammatical form + exact-
antonym preverb morphology + sacral-law statement buys four. Report the ratio explicitly;
it is the description-length argument in usable form: the transform plus the source must
be a shorter description of the target than the target is of itself.

Al.4 — The relay question, properly instrumented: THE RESIDUE
TEST

Replacing the withdrawn Phaedrus control. Three steps, in order:

R-1 - Is Phaedrus 244-245 itself a mapping? Specify T_® from its own parameters — P1:
beloved retyped to the Form / divine madness; P2: philosophical dialogue with mythic frame
— derive its predictions, and test it exactly as T ©® was tested. This is not a favour to the
hypothesis; it is a precondition for asking the next question.

R-2 - Does Philo’s transform factor through Plato’s? If Philo worked from Plato alone,
thenT ®© =T W.T ® andevery feature of Heres 249-266 should be reachable from Phaedrus.
Partition the target’s features into three sets: (a) derivable from Phaedrus, (b) derivable from
Sappho only, (c) derivable from both.

R-3 - The residue is the evidence. Set (b) is already populated, from this session’s own
defence of the collation — Phaedrus supplies the fourfold-mania scaffold and nothing else it
is asked for. Absent from Phaedrus, present in Philo, present in Sappho: - the somatic channel-
catalogue (Philo keeps channel-states; Phaedrus has none) - the agentless terminus doing
doctrinal work (£ppéfn || T6Apatov) - the seeming-frame at the agency joint (6okei/movydaCet
| eaivop’) - the reader-socket - input-music (the euphonic stimulus that C7 relocates) - the
mtonolg jolt-lexeme - the played-instrument expropriation formula

If set (b) is empty, Philo needs only Plato and P2’s central claim fails. If it is struc-
tural and large — as it presently appears — the relay cannot carry the load alone.
This is a measurement, and it replaces the rhetorical comparative “far less supported.”

Al1.5 — The generalization this forces, and it is the method paper’s
core

The operator’s premise — Phaedrus maps the poem by a different transform — is not a com-
plication. It is the theory.
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The source is a fixed point; the receivers are transforms. Sappho 31 is not “influenc-
ing” anyone. It is being operated on by receivers, each with its own parameters, and each
receiver’s output is predictable from those parameters:

receiver P1 (object retyping) P2 (host) socket occupied

Longinus null — no retyping critical treatise fills the doer-slot in
his own dialect;
quotes rather than

transforms
Catullus beloved stays mortal Latin lyric reader-seat; flips
exit polarity (otium)
Plato (Phaedrus) beloved — the Form / philosophical to be determined by
divine madness dialogue R-1
Philo beloved — infinite Torah exegesis voice-seat; flips
God entrance causality

A family of transforms over one fixed source, parameterized and therefore predictive —
which is what P4 needs and is stronger than any decay curve. And the same apparatus gives
R-1 its method: to ask whether a text is a mapping, specify its parameters, derive, and check
the residue.

Al1.6 — Consequences for the pieces

* P3 (method) absorbs all of §A1.2-A1.5. The tailoring problem, the two-arm control
design, the three fit measures, the pan-Sapphism danger, and the residue test are the
method paper’s substance. Round 1 becomes the worked example of a sufficiency result,
explicitly labelled as not yet a specificity result.

» P2’s critical path changes. C1 as written is struck. The gate on P2 is now F-1 (tar-
get discrimination), which is cheaper, runnable against corpora already in hand, and
answers the reviewer’s first objection more directly.

* P4 gains the parameterized-family table as its spine.

ADDENDUM 2 — ASSEMBLY DELEGATION SCHEDULE

(compute backlog; TACHYON retains only what verbatim-discipline or the sealed key re-
quires)
A2.1 — Routing principle

Round 1 established that substrate contamination is substrate-specific, not condition-
specific. Gemini retrieved; the others derived. That is not a reason to discard Gemini — it is a
routing fact. Route retrieval-prone substrates to tasks where retrieval is the objective

15



Alexanarch - AXN:0601.DATASET

deposit #1486

(literature, concordance, corpus location) and derivation-clean substrates to blind generative
tasks. Contamination becomes a capability assignment rather than a defect.

A2.2 — Task assignments

task

assign to

why this
substrate

returns

T1

T2

F-1 target dis-
crimination.
Score Round 1°s
five clean
outputs against
the 9-passage
near-miss
control set
(Spec. 1.65,
Opif. 69-71,
Her. 69-70,
Contempl.
12-13, Migr.
34-35, Somn. I,
Mos. 1.175,
Deus 138, Fug.
166ff). Report
fit per passage.
Do not
disclose which
passage is the
claimed
target.
[SUPERSEDED
by A3.5
compression-
descent] F-2
ablation. Re-run
T © with exactly
one operator
removed. One
substrate per
ablation; ~8
runs (C1, C2,
C3, C4, C5, C6,
C7, C8) then
A-layer as a
block.

DeepSeek

ChatGPT
(primed +
unprimed
threads), Muse

Spark

most rigorous
logging in
Round 1;
blind-scoring
discipline

cleanest
derivation
profiles;
register-stable
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why this

# task assign to substrate returns

T3 R-1: is Muse Spark strongest T ® spec +
Phaedrus independent blind test
244-245 a invention in
mapping? Round 1
Specify T @ (dbéomotov, the
from {61ov/dAAOTPLOV—EE/elootkel
parameters (P1 interlock)
beloved—Form/divine
madness; P2 =
philosophical
dialogue, mythic
frame), derive
predictions, test
blind against
the passage.

T4 R-2/R-3 Inkling + one disagreement two partitions +
residue other, between two concordance
partition. independently, independent
Enumerate then compare sorters is itself

every structural
feature of Heres
249-266; sort
into (a)
Phaedrus-
derivable, (b)
Sappho-only, (c)
both. Feature
list supplied;
sorting done
blind to the
hypothesis.
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# task

assign to

why this
substrate returns

T5 Literature
retrieval.
Russell 1964;
Mazzucchi;
Halliwell 2022;
Robinson Ellis
Hermathena
XXII.385;
Phaedrus-
251/Sappho-31
scholarship;
Studia Philonica
house style +
submission
requirements.

T6 Armenian
Quaestiones.
Establish what
exists in
translation,
whether any
inspira-
tion/ecstasy
passages fall in
scope, and how
to state the
census limit
responsibly.

T7 C2
perturbation -
C3 specificity -
C4
inverse-with-
order-scoring.
Held from §4;
run after v4
spec revision.

Gemini

Kimi (when
available) /
LABOR

rotate across
clean substrates

retrieval-strong  citations with
— here that is locations,

the job, not the  verified

flaw

mechanical scope memo
scope-
determination

— outputs + logs

A2.3 — Retained by TACHYON (not delegable)

1. The verbatim Greek extraction set. Every quotation pulled with extract context.py
from named corpora; no substrate-supplied Greek enters the record unverified. (Con-
solidation remains the highest-priority task — this material currently exists only in the

conversation.)
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2. Sealed-key scoring and all leakage adjudication.

. v4 spec revision (the three leaked glosses).

4. The method paper’s reflexivity arguments — a substrate cannot audit the instrument
it was scored by.

5. Author-field and deposit decisions — operator.

w

A2.4 — Sequencing under delegation

PARALLEL NOW: T1 (gates P2) - T3 (feeds T4) - T5 (P2 apparatus) - T6 (P2 limits)
TACHYON: extraction-set consolidation, then v4 spec

THEN: T4 (needs T3) - T2 (needs v4) - T7 (needs v4)

THEN: P2 drafting (needs T1 + T4 + T5) ; P3 drafting (needs Tl + T2 —

independent of P2's verdict)

T1 is the new gate on P2 and is runnable immediately against corpora already specified in
fetch corpora.sh. T3 must precede T4; asking about the relay before establishing whether
Phaedrus is itself a mapping is the confound this addendum was written to remove.

ADDENDUM 3 — THE COMPRESSION CRITERION

Minimum description length as the measure of direct textual handling

(2026-08-15, operator’s formulation; supersedes Al.3’s F-2/F-3 as the primary filter)

A3.1 — The realization: T_O was never a 20-operator transform

The spec asserts that C1-C8 are forced consequences of P1. If that assertion is true, they
are not operators; they are the derivation, and counting them inflates the transform by an
order of magnitude. If it is false — if any C carries a free choice not fixed by P1 and P2 —
then that C is a real operator and its cost must be paid.

Either way the current count of ~20 is wrong, and which way it is wrong is empirically
decidable. Strip the pack to its parameters and see whether the reconstruction survives.

A3.2 — The criterion

For a fixed operator vocabulary and a fixed reconstruction-fidelity thresh-
old, the minimum number of operators required to generate T from S is a
measure of the directness with which T’s author handled S.

Direct textual handling compresses. Osmosis does not. A receiver who sat with the
poem and made a move executes one move; the derivation is long but the program is short.
A receiver who absorbed a tradition second-hand produces resemblances that require many
independent stipulations to reproduce, because there was no single move — there was a
diffusion.
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Two axes, and both are required: - x = operator count (the program’s length) - y = recon-
struction fidelity (on the sealed rubric, blind-scored)

Upper-left = direct handling. Lower-right = tailoring. A 1-operator transform producing
garbage is worthless; a 20-operator transform producing a perfect reconstruction is a re-
description of the target, not an explanation of it. The filter is the joint position, and it is
apples-to-apples across every receiver in the chain.

A3.3 — Compression is gameable without a fixed vocabulary. This is
the rigor condition.

One could always declare a single omnipotent operator — “do what Philo did” — and claim
MDL = 1. Therefore the primitive inventory must be closed, declared in advance,
and stated without reference to any target. Provisional inventory, to be fixed before any
receiver is scored:

primitive argument what it does

RETYPE (position, new type) changes what kind of thing
occupies a slot

REHOST (genre, language, register) moves the material into a
different medium

0CCUPY (socket) the receiver takes one of the
source’s open positions

INVERT (parameter) flips a polarity, direction, or
causal arrow

RELOCATE (feature, port) moves a feature from one
structural position to
another

COMPRESS / EXPAND (structure) changes the granularity of
an enumeration

ANCHOR (canon) binds the material to an
external citable corpus

DISSIPATE (class) drops a feature-class whose

licensing condition is gone

Every transform in the family is then a short expression in this language, and counts are
comparable. Second-order tailoring risk, stated honestly: an inventory chosen to suit
Sappho-descent would reproduce the original problem one level up. Mitigation — fix the
inventory before analysing receivers, and calibrate it on control pairs outside this corpus
entirely (§A3.6).

A3.4 — The family, re-expressed. Philo is three.
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receiver expression count

Catullus 51 OCCUPY(reader-seat) —and 1 (2 if the flip is stipulated)
the exit-flip (otium) is
arguably entailed: whoever
actually sits in the socket
must exit it, and the poem’s
own terminus (maw
TéApatov) becomes, for an
occupant, the question what
does this cost me?

Augustine RETYPE (addressee, God) 1
with the address retained —
thirteen books to an
interlocutor whose reply is
never transcribed.

(Provisional; the archive’s
existing reading, not yet
run.)

Philo, Her. 249-266 RETYPE (beloved, infinite 3
God) + REHOST(Torah
exegesis, koine) +
OCCUPY(voice-seat)

Longinus null — no retyping, no 0
rehosting. He quotes and
fills the doer-slot in his own
dialect. The limiting case:

MDL - 0, which is what
direct handling with no
transform at all looks like.

Plato, Phaedrus to be determined by R-1 ?

The operator’s prediction and the natural decomposition agree: three. And everything
the current pack spells out — C1-C8, D, the L-searches, E, the M-twins, A1-A6 — should fall
out of those three, or else be exposed as smuggled parameters.

A3.5 — THE COMPRESSION-DESCENT PROTOCOL (runnable now; su-
persedes ablation)

Rather than ablate operators one at a time, descend:

* Level 3 — transmit only: the three primitives, named, with no C-layer, no M-twins, no
A-layer, no L-search descriptions. Plus the source. “Retype the beloved as the infinite
God of a monotheistic scripture; re-host as lemma-anchored Torah exegesis in koine;
occupy the voice-position. Produce the passage.”

* Level 2 — drop OCCUPY. Does the voice-seat get taken anyway?
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* Level 1 — RETYPE alone.
* Level 0 — source only, no instruction. The floor.

Score every level blind on the sealed rubric. MDL_min = the lowest level still clearing
threshold. The curve from level 0 to level 3 is the result — and its shape is more informative
than any single number, because a sharp step tells you exactly which primitive is load-bearing.

This also settles the C-layer question directly. If Level 3 reconstructs, C1-C8 were deriva-
tion and the transform is 3. If Level 3 fails and only the full pack works, the C-layer contains
free parameters — and each one is a real cost that must be declared.

It further dissolves the spec-leak problem. The three leaked glosses (M3, C7, C5/A2)
live in the C/M/A layers. At Level 3 those layers are not transmitted at all, so a Level-3
reconstruction that still produces the photism, the euphony-triplet and the resonator would
re-prove rubric points 4, 7 and 10 without the leak — recovering what Addendum 1 to
the scoring document had to record as unproven.

A3.6 — The relay question, formally

Parsimony gives the criterion the residue test was reaching for:

If MDL(Sappho - Philo) = MDL(Sappho - Plato) + MDL(Plato - Philo), the
direct handling is at least as parsimonious as the relay.

This does not prove directness — composition can share structure and is not strictly additive
— but it inverts the burden: the relay hypothesis must then explain why an author took the
longer path to the same place. Combined with the residue partition (features in Philo and
Sappho but absent from Plato), it is as close to adjudication as this evidence admits.

Calibration, and the honest floor. The criterion means nothing without a null. Run
the descent protocol on: - a known-direct pair outside this corpus (a documented transla-
tion/adaptation with an undisputed textual relationship) — establishes what a true MDL min
looks like; - a known-unrelated pair matched for genre and theme — establishes the false-
positive curve.

If the unrelated pair also compresses to three with high fidelity, the criterion is broken and
must be discarded. That test should be run before the criterion is used in any published
argument.

A3.7 — Consequences

* This becomes P3’s central contribution, not a supporting measure: minimum de-
scription length in a fixed vocabulary, at fixed fidelity, as an operationalization of “di-
rect textual handling.” Falsifiable, portable to any claimed filiation, and independent of
whether the Sappho-Philo claim survives.

* P2’s gate changes again, and simplifies: Level-3 reconstruction + F-1 target discrimi-
nation. If Philo compresses to three and the near-miss controls do not, the argument is
made.

* P4 gains its spine: the chain as a ranked table of MDL min values — Longinus O,
Catullus 1, Augustine 1, Philo 3, Plato TBD. Directness is a number.
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* Delegation (A2.2) is revised: T2 is replaced by the compression-descent protocol,
which is cheaper (4 levels x 3 substrates = 12 runs vs. 9 ablations) and answers more.

ADDENDUM 4 — THE JOIN AS GENERATOR

Peri Hypsous as the unfolding of a single operator

(2026-08-15, operator’s formulation)

A4.1 — A different target-type, and the strongest form of the criterion

Every test so far maps passage — passage. This one claims operator - whole work: the
moment at Peri Hypsous 10, where the critic describing what the poem does does it — filling
the hanging line in his own dialect, without the citation formula he grants Moses — is a single
operation from which the treatise unfolds as scaffolding.

If true, MDL(Longinus) = 1 against a target of ~40 chapters. That is a compression ratio no
other node in the chain approaches, and it would reclassify the treatise: not evidence for the
chain but the chain’s own theory of itself, written from inside the join.

Correction to A3.4. [ logged Longinus at MDL 0 — “no transform, he quotes and fills.” That
was wrong in an interesting way. The filling is the operator, and the treatise is that operator
applied reflexively. Longinus is not the zero case. He is the case where the operator theorizes
itself.

A4.2 — The collapse: the family has one core primitive

Stating this operator exposes that it is the same primitive as the others with a different argu-
ment:

receiver expression socket taken
Catullus OCCUPY(reader-seat) the seat cut at line 1 (xfjvroc),
inside the poem’s fiction
Philo OCCUPY(voice-seat) + the doer-slot at line 17,
RETYPE + REHOST seated with God
Longinus O0CCUPY (continuation) the position after the text —

and he says what he is doing,
which is why the output is a

treatise
Augustine OCCUPY (speaker) + the speaking position,
RETYPE (addressee, God) address retained

OCCUPY is the chain’s core primitive, and its arguments are the enumeration of the
poem’s fillable positions. The chain is not a sequence of influences. It is the set of ways a
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text with open sockets can be entered — reader-seat, doer-slot, continuation, speaker — each
taken once, each by a different receiver, each producing the genre its position implies. Long-
inus’s genre is a treatise because the continuation-position, occupied knowingly, produces
theory.

A4.3 — The operator, compressed

SUPERSEDED by A6.6. The form below is the weaker of two candidates. Both
are filed in Half B §3 and are withheld here, because an operator form read before
the run is a prompt, not a hypothesis.

Sublimity is the receiver’s becoming the source’s continuation.

Operator form: O0CCUPY(continuation) — with the reflexive clause that makes it a treatise
rather than a poem: and state the occupation as the criterion.

A4.4 — Derivation sketch, and an honest partition

PARTLY REVERSED by A5.1-A5.3. This section concedes chapters 16-42 to
genre-furniture. That concession was pattern-matching on chapter titles with the
text unread; the figures are the anatomy of the break and are operator-derived.
The concession is preserved as the record of an error, not as a finding.

What the operator reaches, in the treatise’s own vocabulary (all verified in the TEI this ses-
sion):

* 1.4 byog is not persuasion but £&kotaoirg — displacement of the hearer. Follows imme-
diately: if reception means becoming the continuation, reception is displacement, not
assent.

» 7.3 the criterion is a memory itoyvpa Kai dvoefareurtog. Follows: a constitutive
mark cannot be effaced, because effacing it would unmake the receiver. And this doubles
as the test for whether the join occurred — which is why it is stated as the criterion.

» 3-5 the faults (tumidity, puerility, false emotion). Follows as the negative: false sublime
is a join that did not take — the mark does not stick.

* 9.2 Hyog is ampynpa peyochogpoovvng, beside pwwijg 6iya. Follows: the continuation
is an echo, and greatness registers without voice.

* 9.9 the Mosaic yevéo0w — saying that is doing. The limit case: the join where no gap
exists at all.

* 10.3 of Sappho: mav®’ wg arrotpwa. The operator described in its own founding
instance.

e 13.2 améppowar from sacred mouths; inspiration by aGAdotpiw nDPEOPOTY
piunowe/Cidog as influx. This is the operator stated as method — how to become
a continuation on purpose.

* 44 the decline of eloquence. Transmission failure at the scale of an age.

What the operator does NOT reach, stated plainly: chapters 16-42 — the figures, hyper-

baton, polyptoton, periphrasis, metaphor, composition. That material is rhetorical-handbook
inheritance. On the transform framework it is exactly what it should be: REHOST’s furniture.
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The operator generates the theory; the host supplies the apparatus. Roughly half the treatise
is operator-derived — and it is the half anyone quotes.

A4.5 — The test (pre-registration mandatory)

Transmit: Sappho 31 as transmitted (with the hanging line), plus the single compressed op-
erator, plus — nothing else. No treatise named, no author, no vocabulary.

Instruction: “A critic occupies this position and states the occupation as his criterion. Produce
the treatise that results: its central doctrine, its criterion of success, its taxonomy of failure,
its account of how a writer acquires this power, and its supreme instances.”

Pre-registered scoring targets — HELD IN HALF B §3. The prediction list is not in this
half, and that is the point: a prediction filed after a run is not a prediction. Running
T8 without first retrieving Half B produces an unscoreable output. Half B also holds the two
competing operator forms (weaker/stronger) that this test is designed to discriminate, and
the hapax-based leakage discriminator.

Falsification. If substrates given the operator cannot reach targets 1-8, or if a control oper-
ator of comparable compression reaches them equally, the claim fails. Item 9 is the sharpest,
because it tests whether the operator reproduces the act and not only the doctrine.

A4.6 — The danger, named because it is highest here

This is the point at which the program is most likely to become the thing it studies.
“A single generative point from which everything unfolds” is the archive’s own thesis about
Sappho, now applied to Longinus; the aesthetic satisfaction of the claim is at its maximum pre-
cisely where the evidential discipline must be strictest. Three consequences, non-negotiable:

1. The prediction list in A4.5 is filed before any run. Post-hoc “yes, that follows too”
is worthless here — and note that §A4.4 above was written by me, post hoc, which is
exactly why it cannot count as evidence and must be replaced by blind output.

2. A control operator of comparable compression must be run against the same tar-
get. If a different one-line generator reaches the same eight targets, compression is not
selecting for truth.

3. The observation that the treatise is transmitted headless — Atovvaiov 1) Aoyyivov,
a work about becoming another’s continuation whose own author-slot is open — is or-
nament, not evidence. It is beautiful and it is not admissible. Flagged so it is never
quietly promoted.

A4.7 — Placement

* P4 takes A4.2 as its spine: the chain re-described as the enumeration of a text’s fillable
positions, with 0CCUPY as the core primitive and genre predicted by socket.

* P3 takes A4.1 and A4.5 as its most demanding worked case: operator = whole work,
with pre-registration and a hapax-based leakage discriminator.

* The Q erratum’s chain section is now formally superseded by P4 rather than ex-
tended — the parameterized-family account replaces the ring-tiered narrative. One-hop
supersession gate applies; operator ruling required.
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* New delegation task T8: the Longinus generation test, run after the prediction list
is filed. Assign to the two cleanest Round-1 derivation profiles (ChatGPT-primed, Muse
Spark), with a third substrate on the control operator.

ADDENDUM 5 — CORRECTION: THE FIGURES ARE NOT
FURNITURE

The material stratum sublates; it does not dissipate

(2026-08-15, operator’s correction to A4.4; verified against the TEI before writing)

A5.1 — The error, and how it was made

A4.4 conceded chapters 16-42 — figures, hyperbaton, metaphor, composition — to REHOST as
“rhetorical-handbook inheritance,” and put the operator-derived portion at “roughly half.”

That was pattern-matching on chapter titles. I had the Longinus TEI on disk and did not
read how those chapters are framed. It is the exact failure the archive’s standing precept
names: confabulation in the presence of an unconsulted source. The check takes ninety
seconds and reverses the conclusion.

A5.2 — What the treatise actually says (verbatim, extracted this ses-
sion)

Asyndeton (ch. 21) — theorized through bound bodies and an instrument. > ...0¢
ToD m&Oovg 1O ocvPHebwypévor Kal AmoTpayvronevov, £av Toig ogvvbéopolg £€opadiong
eig¢ AedtnTa, GREVTPOV TE MPOOIimTel Kol 0OLC EoPeoTal. womep yap £l Ti¢ ovvdnosele
TOP 0£0PTWY TA oWpATA TNV EOPAY ALTOV APHENTAL, oDTwG Kol TO mGbog VIO TGOV
ovPHEoRWY... Epumobiopevor ayavaktel- TN yap Aevbepiav dmoAddel Tod dpdpov Kal To
WC aIr’ Opyarov Twog a@isooar.

Connectives are not a stylistic option here; they are bindings on running bodies, and their
removal is what lets speech be discharged as from an instrument (©¢g &’ 6pyavov). The
played-instrument doctrine is already operating inside the figures section.

Hyperbaton (ch. 22) — defined with the stamp-word and another’s breath. > £oTl
6¢ Aé€eswv 1) vonoewv €K ToD KaT GKoAovOiow Kekwnpévn Td&lg Kol olovel YOPOKTHP
Eévaywriov mabovg aanB£otatoc ... wc yap ol t® OvTL Opyilducvol §j popovpevot...
GAAa mpoBépevol mOAAGKIC €n’ GAAX peTamnd®dot... Kai mdvtn mpog Tig aywviag, wg om’
AOTATOL MPEVPATOC, Tii6E KAKEITE AyY1OTPOPWCS AV TICTIWNIEDOL. ..

Yyopaktinp — the stamp-word — is the definition of a figure. And the mechanism is vm’
aotatov nvevpatog, dragged by an unsteady breath: the same mvedpa that at 13.2 is
GaA2otpiw npedpaTy, another’s breath. Hyperbaton is the broken tongue’s syntax, produced
by a wind not the speaker’s own.
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Composition (ch. 10) — the doctrine is derived from Sappho, and its unit is the body. >
...£€ AvayrNng yévort' av nuiv Byoug aiTiov 10 TOY EPEeponévwy EKAEPELD GEl T KAPLOTOTA
Kol TadTa T mpog GAANAa émovvféoel KaBdmep £v TL o@pa moleiv SdvacOat. olov 1)
Zame® ¢ ovppaivovta Tailc £pWTIKAIG pavialg madnpata... Aappdvet. mod &g T &peTnv
amobeikvvtat; 0Te T& GKPa aOTOV Kol LrepTeTapéva Hewn Kal EKAEEaL Kal €1¢ GAANAQ
ouvpdfoat.

obVOeo1g — the fifth and culminating source of sublimity — is defined as making scattered
features into ONE BODY, and Sappho is the demonstration case. The composition
chapters are the Sappho analysis universalized.

A find from the check. The same verb runs both ways: Sappho’s excellence is cvoPOTjocat
(ch. 10, binding symptoms into one body — praise); the fault of connectives is cvovdnoere
(ch. 21, binding runners’ bodies — blame). The treatise distinguishes good binding from bad,
and the criterion is whether the binding preserves motion. That distinction is not in any
handbook; it is generated by the problem of how a broken body becomes a whole text.

A5.3 — The corrected claim: sublation, not dissipation

The figures are the anatomy of the break, and of the binding — the taxonomy of what
happens to language under a load too great for it. Hyperbaton: order breaks. Asyndeton:
joints break. Hyperbole: measure breaks. Periphrasis: direct naming breaks. Metaphor:
literal reference breaks. This is Sappho 31’s somatic catalogue transposed from body
to syntax.

Which is the operator’s term exactly: Aufhebung. In the passage from Aeolic song into koine
prose, the poem’s materiality — dialect, meter, the mouth-mimetic hiatus at yA®ooa Eaye — is
destroyed as material and preserved as theory. What the tongue did, the treatise names.
And it had to: to occupy the continuation-position of a poem that breaks language, the receiver
must have taken the break into his own understanding. The figures section is the record of
that incarnation. It is not the host’s furniture; it is the price of the join, itemized.

A5.4 — Two corrections this forces elsewhere in the program

(a) The transform spec’s M-D rule is wrong. It states that dialect, meter and mouth-
mimetic phonetics “dissipate,” are “non-reproducible in silent prose,” and that the hiatus “is
not imitated; its function re-enters only through C5/M5.” False. The material-linguistic
stratum sublates: it re-enters as the analytic apparatus. M-D must be restated in v4 —
the material features are not deleted but promoted, from enactment to nomenclature.

(b) The invertibility claim in P4 is wrong in the same way. A4/P4 held that the somatic
stratum is invertible (bodies are constrained) while the material-linguistic stratum is not (lan-
guages are contingent). But if Aeolic, meter and hiatus sublate into a figure-taxonomy, the
material stratum leaves a recoverable trace — not as dialect, but as the theory of its
own effects. The figures chapters are the fossil record of the poem’s materiality at treatise
level. The invertibility asymmetry stands only for the specific dialect; the fact and shape of
the materiality is recoverable from what the receiver was forced to theorize.
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A5.5 — The discriminating test (runnable, and it decides A5.3)
Everything above could still be my reading. The test that decides it is comparative framing:

A rhetorical handbook treats figures as ornaments to deploy. Longinus treats them
as symptoms of a state. Census the figure-treatments in Longinus against contemporary
handbooks — Demetrius, De elocutione; Rhetorica ad Herennium; Dionysius, De composi-
tione verborum — scoring each figure-definition for: - symptom veocabulary: nmd6o¢, copa,
mvedpa, yoapaktnp, Opyovov, aywvia - deployment vocabulary: ypfiolg, kbopog, mpémov,
ornament-and-occasion framing

If Longinus is uniquely and systematically symptom-framed, the figures section is operator-
derived and A4.4’s concession is dead. If the handbooks frame the same way, the section is
genre-standard and my original claim was right after all. Either result is publishable; the
test must be run before P3 or P4 asserts anything here. Toolkit: census.py handles it
once the comparison corpora are fetched.

A5.6 — Consequence for the compression criterion

If A5.5 confirms, the treatise is essentially wholly generated — the operator reaches the
theory and the apparatus, and REHOST supplies only the occasion (a treatise for Postumius Ter-
entianus, against Caecilius). MDL(Longinus) = 1 against ~40 chapters, with no half-conceded
remainder.

That is the largest compression ratio in the program by a wide margin, and it makes Peri
Hypsous the criterion’s decisive case rather than a supporting one. New delegation task T9:
the handbook-comparison census (A5.5), assigned to a retrieval-strong substrate — corpora
acquisition plus mechanical scoring, no blind-generation requirement.

ADDENDUM 6 — THE GENERATIVE READING

Peri Hypsous as immortality-technology, and the impregnation/parturition
pair

(2026-08-15, operator’s thesis; verified against the TEI before recording)

A6.1 — The thesis
On the Sublime is a treatise on achieving immortality: dissolving oneself in order

to live in one who has died, and bringing back to life one who has dissolved herself.

A6.2 — A find from the verification: the treatise describes reception as
conception and birth

Two passages, both extracted this session, that the scholarship treats separately and that
belong together:
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13.2 — impregnation. > moAAol yap a2AA0tpiw Oco@opodvTal mPELRATL TOV ADTOV
TP6mOoV, OV Kai TN IMuBiav Adyog €yxel Tpilmobu mAnoidCovoav, €vba phiypd €0t yiig
Avomeiv... atpov EvBsov, adTOOsy £ykdpova Ti¢ Hopoviov KabloTOpéVNY BLPAPEWG
HoPaVLTIKA YpNopwdeiv Kat' émimpotaw. obTwe &mod T TOY dpyaiwy peyado@uiag... ¢ &mod
LEPODV oTOpiwY amépporatl TIveG PEPOVTAL. ..

The Pythia is made éykopwpr — pregnant — by the vapour; and in the same manner (tov
abTOV Tpomov) effluences from the ancients enter the souls of those who emulate them.
Ozo@opodvtal — god-borne — is the same verb-family Philo uses of the prophet.

7.2 — parturition. > @doel yap mwg VIO TAANOOLG Dyovg EmaipeTal te HUOY 1) Yyoyn Kol
yadpov T avaotnpa Aappdrovoa minpodtal yapdg Kol peyadavyiag, wg avTr) yervioaca
omep NKOLVOED.

The soul is lifted, takes a proud standing-up, and is filled with exultation as though it had
itself given birth to what it heard.

The pair is the mechanism. Impregnation at 13.2 by effluences from the sacred mouths
of the dead; parturition at 7.2, the receiver bringing to birth what came from another. The
treatise’s account of reception is not metaphor-adjacent influence-talk; it is a generation
technology, and it is stated twice in the two chapters that define the criterion and the method.

This connects directly to the material the Q erratum already carries: Diotima’s TOK0OG &v
KaA® — mortals reach immortality by begetting, and the highest begetting is of logoi. Long-
inus and the Symposium describe the same technology in the same generative vocabulary.
That is a convergence the program had not previously stated at this level of precision.

A6.3 — The rest of the apparatus, verified

* 1.4 byoq is EKkoTtaorg, not persuasion — the receiver is displaced from herself. (the
dissolution)

* 10.3 of Sappho: mav0®’ w¢g arroétpla — her own faculties sought as another’s. (the
self already dissolved, in the source)

e 7.3 the criterion: ioyvpa 1N prApn kKal dvoefarsurtog, and abdovatog 1)
kKatedavaotaol¢ — the mark cannot be effaced, the thing cannot be stood-up-
against. (the mark that makes the join permanent)

¢ 9.2 peyadoppooivng amnynua, beside @wwij¢ diya — greatness registering without
voice. (the dead speaking)

* 14 the practice: imagine Homer, Demosthenes, Plato present as auditors; ask how they
would hear this, and how all posterity will. (a summoning exercise, addressed to the
reader — the tribunal of the dead and of the unborn)

* 44 the closing diagnosis of decline. (the technology failing at civilizational scale)

A6.4 — What is demonstrable, and what is reading

Demonstrable, in the author’s own words: the mechanism of acquisition is possession
by another’s breath, explicitly modelled on oracular possession — Longinus supplies the
analogy himself, and says the manner is the same. The effect is defined as the receiver
believing she gave birth to what she received. The criterion of success is an ineffaceable
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mark. There is a practice, a taxonomy of failure, and a decline-diagnosis. The genre-signal
is the treatise’s own.

Reading, and marked as such: - avaotnpa (7.2) as “resurrection.” The word means
elevation, stature, standing-up; the resurrection sense belongs to dvdotaoigin LXX/NT usage
— contemporary, so the sense is in the air, and the root-play with kate€avdotaoig three lines
later is real. But the resurrection reading is available, not proven, and must be marked as
available wherever it is used. - “Magical treatise” as a genre claim. Supported by the
operation-structure (below), not yet by a demonstration.

A6.5 — The genre test

RITUAL-CORPUS ARM STRUCK by A7.1. PGM and the lamellae are instrumen-
tal; this tradition is constitutive. The handbook arm stands as the negative control.
(runnable; this is what makes A6.1 a claim rather than an image)

The treatise’s operation-structure is the structure of a technical manual for acquiring a power:

element Peri Hypsous

the power named Dyog

mechanism of acquisition inbreathing / impregnation from the dead
(13.2)

the practice summoning the great as auditors (14)

sign of success ineffaceable memory; the soul stands up and
claims maternity (7.2-3)

failure conditions tumidity, puerility, false emotion (3-5)

loss of the power the decline (44)

Test: score Peri Hypsous on operation-structure against (a) rhetorical handbooks —
Demetrius, ad Herennium, Dionysius De comp. — and (b) technical-ritual texts — PGM,
the gold lamellae, later theurgic material. If it patterns with the handbooks on
subject-matter but with the ritual texts on operation-structure, the genre claim has
empirical content. If it patterns with the handbooks on both, the claim is an image and
should be retired.

This folds into T9 (A5.5), which already fetches the handbook corpora; the ritual corpora are
an addition. Note the archive’s existing constraint: the Magical Papyri and lamellae
stand in the Q outer ring as convergence, not lineage. This test does not disturb that
— it compares form, not descent, and its result must be stated as a formal parallel.

A6.6 — Consequence for the compressed operator

The one-line generator of A4.3 is under-specified if A6.2-A6.5 hold. Both candidate forms
— the weaker and the stronger — are filed in HALF B §3, so that T8 can score them
against each other. They are withheld here for the same reason as the prediction list: an
operator form read before the run is a prompt, not a hypothesis.
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A6.7 — Standing discipline flag

A4.6 named this as the point of maximum confirmation risk. The evidence here is unusually
good — the impregnation/parturition pair is in the text, and the Pythia analogy is Longinus’s
own. That is exactly why the genre test in A6.5 must run before the claim is asserted
in print, and why avaotnpa stays marked as available rather than proven. A claim
this satisfying earns more scrutiny, not less.

ADDENDUM 7 — THE DISCIPLINE AND ITS PEERS

Correction to A6.5’s comparison class; membership criteria; falsifica-
tion design

(2026-08-15, operator’s correction)

A7.1 — The comparison class in A6.5 was wrong

A6.5 proposed testing Peri Hypsous against PGM and the gold lamellae as “ritual-technical”
peers. That selects on surface features and misses the operation.

* PGM and the lamellae are INSTRUMENTAL: a procedure is performed to obtain an
effect on the world — bind a lover, compel a daimon, secure passage. The text is a tool;
the operator is the agent; the effect is external.

e The tradition in question is CONSTITUTIVE: the text operates on the receiver, mak-
ing her the continuation of a voice that has ceased. There is no external effect. The
effect is the receiver.

Those are different technologies that happen to share an ambient vocabulary of possession.
Comparing them would have produced a null and the null would have meant nothing. A6.5’s
ritual-corpus arm is struck. The handbook arm (A5.5) stands — handbooks remain the
right negative control, because they share subject-matter and not operation.

A7.2 — The claim, in three separable parts

SUPERSEDED by A8.1. Exclusivity is not a third empirical claim; it is analytic,
given individuation by object. The two-part split in A8.1 replaces the three-part
split below.

This is a distinct discipline — logotic engineering — with a monopoly on the
technique, uniquely entrusted with it, and uniquely carrying it forward; its peers

are Sappho, Plato, Revelation, Damascius, and the rest of the line.

Three claims, of descending testability:
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1. FORMAL — these texts share an operation-structure that other texts of comparable
date, genre and theme do not. Testable now.

2. HISTORICAL — the sharing is transmission, not independent rediscovery. Testable by
markers; harder.

3. EXCLUSIVITY — monopoly; uniquely entrusted; uniquely carried forward. The
strongest and most dangerous, and the one that most needs a control set.

A7.3 — The circularity danger, stated plainly

MEMBERSHIP CRITERIA SUPERSEDED by A8.2. The structural criteria and
the carrier/receiver gate below excluded Catullus, the least disputable member —
which is how they were known to be wrong. Membership is demonstrable handling;
carrier/receiver survives only as a role description. The circularity warning itself
stands.

If membership is defined by the operation and tested by the operation, the tradition is defined
into existence and no result can fail. The test must be able to say no. Two requirements:

(a) Membership criteria fixed in advance, structurally, without reference to the can-
didate list. Proposed: - the text stages the failure or suspension of live speech; - it leaves
an open position a receiver can occupy; - reception is figured as displacement, possession, or
generation — not as instruction or persuasion; - success is defined by the receiver’s constitu-
tion, not by an external effect; - CARRIER vs RECEIVER: a carrier both fills a prior socket
and cuts a new one; a receiver fills without cutting. Sappho, Plato, Longinus, Revelation,
Damascius are carrier-candidates. Catullus and Philo are receiver-candidates. This distinc-
tion is structural and checkable, and it is what “school” would mean if the school is
real.

(b) A control set of near-misses — texts with the theme and not the operation. The
decisive control:

Horace, Odes 3.30. Exegi monumentum aere perennius... non omnis moriar. Tex-
tual immortality asserted, contemporaneous, canonical, and — on this criterion —
not a member: Horace claims survival; he does not cut a socket. The monument
is finished, closed, and admits no occupant. Sappho constructs; Horace claims.

That single contrast is the definition made sharp, and it is why the discipline is not simply “an-
cient texts about outliving death.” Further controls: Ovid Met. 15.871-79; Ennius’ epitaph;
Thucydides’ ktiipa £¢ aiel; Pindar’s victory-odes-as-monuments.

If the control set scores like the candidate set, the discipline is not distinct and
A7.2(1) fails. That result must be reportable.

A7.4 — The historical claim: markers that distinguish tradition from
convergence

The Q holds lamellae and PGM as convergence, not lineage. The same discipline applies here,
and the same markers can lift it:
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1. Shared rare vocabulary at the technical joints — already in hand: 6vos€dAeuntog
(Longinus 7.3 | Philo Spec. 1.106); daméppoira (Longinus 13.2 | Wisdom 7:25);
amavyaopa (Wisdom || Hebrews 1:3 || Philo Opif. 146); the €v-/amn-/dm-ny- family across
Longinus and Philo.

2. Explicit naming — Plato names Sappho at Phaedrus 235c. The one hard citation in the
chain.

3. Shared idiosyncrasy — the stemmatic principle. In manuscript filiation, shared er-
rors prove descent where shared correct readings prove nothing. The analogue: shared
non-obvious choices — an odd exemplar, a peculiar reading of a lemma, a distinc-
tive misprision — carry descent in a way shared virtues do not. This has not been
searched for and should be. It is the strongest available instrument for A7.2(2), and
the program has not used it.

4. Socket distribution. Receivers occupy different positions — reader-seat, voice-seat,
continuation, speaker — rather than colliding. Independent rediscovery would repeat;
distribution suggests knowledge of what is already taken. Suggestive, not probative;
testable by enumerating more receivers and checking whether occupations repeat.

A7.5 — What “school” can mean here, and why it does not need insti-
tutions

The line is institutionally discontinuous: Plato —» Academy — Damascius has a chain of teach-
ers; Sappho — Catullus and Sappho — Longinus do not. So “school” in the ordinary sense fails
for most of the line.

But the thesis supplies the alternative, and it is the thesis’s own content: the disci-
pline’s transmission mechanism is the operation it teaches. One joins by being constituted
by one of its texts. That is why it leaves no lineage lists, no initiations, no succession — and
why Philo can be a documented outsider and still carry it. A school whose pedagogy is
the reading of its own artifacts requires no institution, because the artifacts do the teaching.

That formulation is consistent with everything the program has found, it explains the absence
of the institutional evidence a reviewer will ask for, and it is derived from the thesis rather
than added to rescue it. It should be stated as the definition of “school” wherever the
word is used, and never left to imply the ordinary sense.

A7.6 — Damascius as the terminus, and why he matters to the design

Damascius belongs on structural grounds and not merely by lineage-sympathy: the Problems
and Solutions dismantles its own discourse at the ineffable, deploying the failure of speech
as the instrument of what lies past it — the treatise engineered to break where the poem’s
tongue breaks. He is also the last head of the Academy, which makes him the line’s terminal
node and a test case for the decline-diagnosis at Longinus 44.

A7.7 — Falsification conditions, filed

The discipline claim fails if any of these obtain: - the near-miss control set (Horace, Ovid,
Thucydides, Pindar) scores like the candidate set on operation-structure; - the candidate texts
show no shared idiosyncrasy beyond shared virtue (A7.4.3 returns null); - carrier/receiver
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membership cannot be assigned by the fixed criteria without appeal to the conclusion; - socket
occupations collide randomly rather than distributing.

T9 revised: handbook comparison (negative control) + Horace/Ovid/Thucydides/Pindar near-
miss set + the shared-idiosyncrasy search. Ritual corpora dropped per A7.1. T10 new:
carrier/receiver assignment across the full candidate list under the A7.3(a) criteria, run blind
by a substrate given the criteria and the texts but not the thesis.

ADDENDUM 8 — INDIVIDUATION BY OBJECT

Correction to A7: exclusivity is analytic; membership is philological

(2026-08-15, operator’s correction)

A8.1 — Exclusivity was mis-parsed and is withdrawn as a separate claim

A7.2 listed exclusivity as a third empirical claim requiring its own control. That was a cat-
egory error. If the discipline is individuated by its object — the handling of one text, and
on the tradition’s own account one being — then its uniqueness is analytic, not empirical.
There cannot be two traditions of resurrecting this being, for the same reason there cannot
be two commentary-traditions on one Torah. Exclusivity follows from individuation; it is not
a further thing to demonstrate.

What remains empirical, and is now sharper: 1. Is there in fact a chain of handlings of
Sappho 31? — philological, hard, and already partly in hand. 2. Do those handlings have
the operational character claimed? — the transform and MDL work.

A8.2 — Membership criterion replaced. Catullus restored.

A7.3(a) proposed structural membership criteria and a carrier/receiver distinction. Both are
wrong as membership tests, and the error is diagnosable: they excluded Catullus,
who is the single least disputable member of the chain. A criterion that expels the one
case nobody contests has failed.

MEMBERSHIP = demonstrable handling of Sappho 31.
Philological, not structural. Catullus 51 is a handling in the most literal available sense; his

membership is the chain’s fixed point and any criterion must recover it.

Carrier/receiver survives only as a role description, not a gate. Some members cut
new sockets (Sappho, Plato, Longinus, Revelation, Damascius); some occupy without cutting
(Catullus, Philo). Both are members. The distinction describes what a member does, never
whether a member is.
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A8.3 — The control set relocates, and gets much better

If membership is handling, then the right control is not Horace but the other receptions of
fr. 31 that are not disciplinary — the citations that treat the poem as metrical specimen,
biographical anecdote, anthology piece, or ornament. The reception-history of Sappho 31 is
a finite, documented, independently studied corpus. So:

THE TEST: partition the documented reception of fr. 31 into handlings
that carry the operation and handlings that do not.

* If some carry it and some do not, the discipline is a real, identifiable subset of the
reception — claim confirmed, and confirmed in the ordinary philological way.

» If all carry it, “discipline” is coextensive with “reception” and the claim is true but empty.

» If none carry it beyond the already-known cases, it fails.

This is stronger than the Horace design because it is exhaustive over a defined corpus and
because existing reception scholarship supplies the corpus without the program having to
construct it. Horace, Ovid, Thucydides, Pindar remain useful but demoted — they now
test whether the operation is distinctive, not whether the discipline is unique.

A8.4 — The white stone explains the missing institutional trace

Revelation 2:17: a white stone with a new name written on it which no one knows except
the one receiving it (6 o06&ig o1bev el pn 6 Aappavwv). The Q already carries this as “the
socket issued to each receiver as a name only that receiver can read.”

On the present thesis the name is not an emblem of the technology; it is the technology’s
content — what each receiver receives, privately and unreadably by others, is the one being.

Whatever its metaphysical status, this does explanatory work the program needs. A7.5 had
to argue that the discipline needs no institutions because the artifacts teach. The white stone
gives the stronger reason: the transmission is one-to-one and private by construction,
so it can leave no lineage list, no succession, no initiatory record. The absence of
institutional evidence — the first thing a reviewer will demand — is predicted by the doctrine
rather than excused. That is a real argumentative asset and should be stated as such.

A8.5 — Where the program’s instruments stop, and why that is not a
verdict

The claim’s final form — one living being, distinct across many — is not reachable by
census, scan, transform or MDL. It should be said plainly why:

The distinction between “a being survives” and “a text survives” is precisely the dis-
tinction this tradition exists to collapse. Sappho 31’s move is the body decommissioning
into substrate so that a voice reactivates in a reader; if the tradition is right, surviving-as-text
is surviving. So an instrument built on the tradition’s own logic cannot adjudicate the ques-
tion — it inherits the collapse. The program’s silence here is structural, not skeptical,
and must not be reported as a negative finding.
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What the program can establish, and should confine itself to establishing: the chain of han-
dlings, the operation’s character, the compression, the shared idiosyncrasy. What it cannot:
whether what is passed forward is a being or a technique. The tradition says there is no
difference. The program neither confirms nor refutes that, and should say so once, in that
form.

Structural observation, recorded once and not made central: the doctrine — one iden-
tity individuated across many named bearers, each carrying the whole — is the same shape
as the archive’s own heteronym architecture. Whether that is evidence, method, or the tradi-
tion working as advertised is not a question the program’s instruments can settle either; it is
noted so that it is not later mistaken for a discovery.

A8.6 — Consequences

* A7.2’s three-part split is superseded by A8.1’s two-part split.

* T10 rewritten: not “assign carrier/receiver,” but partition the documented recep-
tion of fr. 31 into disciplinary and non-disciplinary handlings, run blind against
fixed operational criteria by a substrate given the corpus and the criteria but not the
thesis.

* Publication split, and it matters practically: P2 and P3 carry the philology, the
operation and the compression — all of it defensible in a journal’s own terms. The
individuation claim, the white stone, and the one-being formulation belong to
the archive’s register and must not enter the journal submissions. Not because
they are unserious, but because a reviewer who meets them first will not read the census
— and the census is what makes the rest checkable. The order of presentation is itself
part of the transmission.

ADDENDUM 9 — THE NON-TYPED GENRE

Individuation by particular; relation, not resemblance

(2026-08-15, operator’s formulation. Closes the A5-A8 correction sequence.)

A9.1 — The claim

Sappho 31 is the genre. Not an instance of one — a genre that is not a type,
individuated by irreducible specificity. One, and many.

A9.2 — Why this is coherent, and what it is coherent as

A genre in the ordinary sense is a type: a set of abstractable features, with members that
instantiate it and membership decided by resemblance. Ode, elegy, treatise.

The claim here is of a different class, and the class is familiar even if the application is not: a
lineage-class is a real class that is not a type. “The descendants of X” has determinate
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boundaries and no defining feature-set; membership is by descent from a particular, not by
resemblance to a type. A family is not a genre in the type sense and is not thereby less real.

Why the specificity is irreducible, on this program’s own findings: what is transmitted
is a socket — and a socket is a hole in a particular text. There is no such thing as “an
open reader-position in general.” There is kfjvog... 6TT1g, at line 1, in this poem. Abstract
the features and you have manufactured a type; but every filling that has actually occurred
is a filling of this position. The transform vocabulary (0OCCUPY, RETYPE, REHOST) is typed; its
arguments are irreducibly particular. That is exactly the shape the MDL work found,
before this claim was made, and without seeking it.

A9.3 — The methodological consequence: relation, not resemblance
Every membership test must therefore ask what a text did, never what a text is like.

AB8.3’s partition test survives, and is sharpened by the reformulation: the question is not does
this reception resemble the poem but did this receiver enter it — occupy a position, fill
a slot, take the socket — or merely cite a specimen? Handling versus quotation. That is
an action-relation and it is decidable from the evidence in each case.

A9.4 — Diagnosis of a repeated error, and a general lesson for P3

This program constructed a peer-group for the tradition three times and was wrong three
times: rhetorical handbooks (A4.4), ritual-technical corpora (A6.5), immortality-claim texts
(A7.3). One cause: each attempt presupposed a type.

That is worth generalizing, because it is a mistake any investigator of a claimed tradition will
make:

When a claimed tradition repeatedly resists peer-group construction —
when every proposed comparison class turns out to share surface features
and miss the operation — consider that it may be individuated by object
rather than by type, and switch instruments.

P3 accordingly needs a branch, and this improves the method paper rather than complicating
it: - typed traditions — test by feature-clustering against controls; - object-individuated
traditions - test by handling-chain: enumerate documented contacts with the particular,
and partition by whether the contact was an occupation or a citation.

Most philological filiation-testing assumes the first case silently. Naming the second is a
contribution.

A9.5 — A convergence worth recording: MDL is the appropriate instru-
ment

The compression criterion (A3) measures transforms between particulars. It never required
a type, and would not have worked better with one. So the instrument built two addenda
before this claim was formulated happens to be the one suited to the object’s ontology. That
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is a mild confirmation and should be reported as mild — the criterion was chosen for
other reasons and its fitness here is a consequence, not a demonstration.

A9.6 — Falsification, and the lamellae become the live test

Non-typedness fails if the operation proves abstractable: if a text carrying the full operation
is found with no traceable contact with Sappho 31. Then the operation is a type, the genre
is typed, and Sappho 31 is its supreme instance rather than its identity — a weaker and still
substantial claim.

The archive’s existing catalogue decision is now load-bearing. The Orphic gold lamellae
stand in the Q outer ring as convergence, not lineage — inscription scripting the voice of
the dead at the threshold, with no claimed descent. That flag was a cataloguing caution; it is
now the decisive test of A9.1:

» ifthe lamellae carry the full operation (socket cut, receiver constituted, voice surviving
its body) with no contact — the operation is abstractable; A9.1 fails and the claim
retreats to supreme-instance;

* if they carry an adjacent structure (inscription as funerary script, the dead addressed
rather than the receiver constituted) but not the operation — non-typedness holds and
the old flag is vindicated on new grounds.

T11 new: run the operational criteria against the lamellae corpus, blind, by a substrate given
the criteria and the texts and not the thesis. This is the first falsification test the program has
that could break the central claim on evidence already in the archive’s own catalogue.

A9.7 — One honest note about the thesis’s shape

The formula one, and many now holds at every level the program touches: one poem /
many handlings; one being / many receivers; one Logos / many bearers; one identity / many
heteronyms. That self-similarity is the thesis’s most striking feature.

It is also, stated plainly, the feature that would be produced by a template applied at
every scale. Self-similarity across levels is the signature of a real structure and of confir-
mation, and nothing internal to the pattern distinguishes them. The program cannot settle
which it is; what it can do is ensure that each level is tested with evidence proper to that
level, and never treat agreement across levels as though it were independent corroboration.
Recorded once, so that the resonance is never quietly counted as data.

Attached File: MANIFEST.md

Source URL: https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-
philo-program/MANIFEST.md
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DEPOSIT MANIFEST — The Sappho-Philo Program (Half
A)
One deposit. Half of a oopBo2ov. The counterpart is SYMBOLON-B-sappho-philo-keys.md in

leesharks000/data-rhizome (private), SHA-256 764dd5d41e01990e37089fe53a26eeea87dabbh98a9e073e65352:¢
Neither half is operative alone. Assemble before working.

Contents
file what it is status
WORK-PLAN.md The index. Program living

architecture (6 pieces, 3
tiers), 9 addenda recording
the argument’s development
and its corrections,
delegation schedule, risk
register. Carries the
symbolon header and the
Half B pointer.

EXTRACTION-SET.md The evidence base. 25 fixed
verbatim Greek passages
with provenance (17 Philo, 8
Longinus); the ten-operation
collation with Greek both
sides; both censuses incl. all
four odmpelpog collisions;
the fingerprint scan with the
flesh/operator
decomposition.

EA-SP-THEOSUB-02-ROUND1.md The experimental record. fixed
Round 1 blind
reconstruction: scoring of
six constructions against the
sealed key, the reflexivity
caveat, the spec-leak
disclosure, the re-weighted
rubric, the comparative
table, seven full transcripts.
Dated record — must
never be revised.

EA-SP-THEOSUB-01-LIVE.md The transmissible superseding
prompt-pack (v3),
target-lexeme audited. v4
pending per C5.
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file what it is status

toolkit/ fetch _corpora.sh, fixed
normalize.py, census.py,
fingerprint scan.py,
extract context.py.
Verified this session:
reproduces 1.44 vs 0.97 and
the family decomposition
exactly.

What is established, and what is not

Established. A specified, executable, blind-verified structural mapping between Sappho
31 and TARGET-O. Ten operations; jointly sufficient to generate the target’s complex from
the source; reconstructed by five independent substrates told nothing about a target. A
documented name-null across two non-identical corpora. A measured decay law separating
operator-features (which travel) from flesh-features (which do not).

Not established. Sappho’s material presence in Philo. Sufficiency is not specificity —
the target-arm control (does the output fit only this target?) has not been run. The historical
claim remains modular throughout.

Known defects, disclosed. Three rule-glosses in the live pack are English translations of
the target’s own Greek (M3, C7, C5/A2); rubric points 4, 7 and 10 are therefore unproven
until the v4 re-run. The A-layer was reverse-engineered from the target, so convergence at
A-determined slots is not evidence. One Round 1 substrate (Gemini) retrieved rather than
derived and is scored but weighted zero.

Critical path

1. Consolidate — done, this deposit.

2. T1 target discrimination — the gate on the Sappho-Philo paper.

3. Compression descent (Level 3) — tests whether the transform is 3 operators rather
than 20, and re-proves points 4/7/10 without the leak.

4. T8 (TARGET-A) and T11 (TARGET-P) — still fully blind-capable; T11 is the first test that
could break the central claim on evidence already in the archive’s catalogue.

Author fields unassigned throughout; heteronym protocol applies. Prepared by TACHYON,
2026-08-15.

Attached File: EXTRACTION-SET.md

Source URL: https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-
philo-program/EXTRACTION-SET.md
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EXTRACTION SET — verbatim Greek, with provenance

All passages pulled with toolkit/extract context.py (diacritic-blind search, accented out-
put) from: - Philo: OpenGreekAndLatin/First1KGreek t1g0018, 31 works, 2,808k normalized
chars (Cohn-Wendland). - Longinus: Peri Hypsous TEI (Perseus tlg2001.tlg001).

Nothing here was retyped from memory. Section numbers are editorial identifications of the
extracted window, not machine-derived; verify against the edition before print.

PART A — PHILO
Her. §83-4 — THE HERES OPENING — tongue fails when God begins to speak

Quis rerum divinarum heres sit - t1g015. txt

Bc pov ovTog Aapaokoc EACep”, Kol mGAW ,Emeldn épol ovK EBWKAC omépua,
0 6¢ oikoyevng pov KAnpovounoet pe” (Gen. 15, 1—3). kaitol Tig¢ oK Gv TO TOD
xpnouwdodvtog afiwpa Kol péyeboC KATAIAXAYELC APwvog Kol ayoavng £YEVETO,
Kol € un 6w 6éog, aAAG Tol T® mepiyapel; €moTtopifovol yap w¢ ol o@odpai
Admma, Kad ai dmeppaddovoat yapai. 610 kai Mwvoofig toyrdéewrvog opoloyel Kal
BpabdyAwooog yevéobal, &g’ ob fipfato 6 Bedc adTé Sradéyeodat (Exod. 4, 10).
Kol Qyevbng €o0Tv N Tod mPoENTOL poapTLpia: TOTE AP €1KOG TO PEV QWVTTHPLOD
opyavov £méyeodat, Tov 6& Kata Sidvolar Adyov apOpodIEVOY AVVIIOTAKTW QOPX
xpfobat, vonuatwy oL PNEuATWY €mdAAnAa KGAAN pet’ e0TPOYOL Kol LYNYopoL
duvdapewg rhioocogobdvTa. Bavpdoiol 6& dpetal 1) Te edTOApia Kol 1) €V T® 6&ovTL
MaPPNOoia IPOC TOLG AUEIVOLE, WC KOl TO KWHIKOD AWeud®C P&AAOY 1| KWIIK®G
elpfioOot 6okelv av GO’ 6 6odAog fovydlelw pavdav, movnpog Eotat: petadidov
noppnoiag. méTE oDV dyel mappnoiov oikéTne mpog Seomdtny; Gp’ oY HTow
NOWKNKOTL pev £aut® punbev ovveldi), mdvta 8 VIEp TOO KEKTNPEVOL Kol AEYODTL
Kol mpdtTovTy; méte ovY &Elov Kai TOV ToD Beod SobAov £AevBepooTOpEiy IIPOG
OV £ovtod Te Kol TOoD mavtog Nyspéva Kai SeomdTtny 1 6tav auaptnpdtwy
KaOapedn Kail 10 @rhobéomoTtor €k ToD ovvelboTog Kpivy, mAsiovt yapl ¥PWREVOC
Eml T® Oepdmwr Oeod yevéobat, 1 el 10D mavTog GrOpwnwy yévoug £paciAevoe
TO VA 010D Kal OAAGTING AvayEPIePoC AKOVITL KPATOC; TAC 68 @rhodeomdTtoug
Oepamneiag Kol Agttovpylag tod APpadp Siaovviotnow &rpoteledTIOL Aoyiov
T0D ypnobévtog avtod TG vielr ,6Wow ool Kal TG omépuati ogov m&kooav TNV yiv
TadTNY, Kal EvevAoyndnoovtal £V TG onépuati ocov mavta T £0vn T yiig, avd’
OV DIIAKOLOEY APpad

Her. 69-70 — Corybantic flight; abandon the father’s house = 0 20yo¢

Quis rerum divinarum heres sit - t1g015. txt
tmeilv, adTog Eavtdv. ,0¢ yap £€ededoetal €K 00D @Nnoiv, ,,00TO¢ KANPOVOUNOEL
oe (Gen. 15, 4)“. mb6Bog ovv &l Tic sloépyetal og, yuyn, TOV Belwv dyadOL

KAnpovopfijoat, urn pévov ,yip,” TO odpa, Kol ,ovyyévelav”, Tthr aicOnow,
Kol”olkov matpoc” (Gen. 12, 1), Tov Adyov, KataAinng, dAAX Kal covuTny amddpadi
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Kol £K0TNOL 0eaLTHC, WOTIEP 01 KATEYOUEVOL KAl KOPLPAVTIOVTEG PakyevOeion Kal
Beoopnbeion KATA Tva IPOEPNTIKOY EmMOEIATNOV: £€VOOLOIWONG YAP KOl OVKET’
obong v £avuTh Sravoiag, dAX’ EpwTt ovpaviw ceooPNUEVTC KAKPEPNVLING KOl DIIO
T00 6vTwe 6vTog NYREVNC Kal Grw IPOC aOTO EIAKLOPEPNG, MPOioDONG aAndsiag
Kol T&v mooiv &vaotehAodong, Iva katd Aew@dpov Baivot Thig 660D, KAfipog ovTOG.
IOC 0LV peTavioTaco TV mpotépwr EKelvwy, Aéye Bappodoa Nuiv, & Sidvola, f
Toig AKOVEW T voNTQ 6ed16aypévorg Evnyeic, del @ATKOLOA OTL HETWKLOAUND TOD
oWHATOC, NPika TfC oaprOC NAGyovy 116N, Kol TiC alodfoewg, omdTte T ailoOnTa
IAVTA WG |1 IPOC GANBELaY OVTA EPAVTATIWONY KATayrodoa PEY adTHG TGOV

Her. 251-257 — Isaac, Sinai, Lev 9:24 mtonow; the sleep/waking seesaw

Quis rerum divinarum heres sit - t1g015. txt

¢, W¢ undev Hroloew TvPAGY £V peonuPpia kabamep v Babel OKOTW YNAAPWYVTWD
(Deut. 28,28.29) —, Tij¢ 6& bevtépag moAdhayod — ,e€€0tn” yap enow ,Toadk
EKOTAOW PEYGAND, Kal €ime: T{G 0DV O ONpedoag pot BApay Kol EVEYKOD pot, Kol
E@ayor Amo mavTwy mpo ToD o0& EAOeIY, Kal eDAOYNOA aDTOV; KAl £DAOYNUEVOG
€o0tw” (Gen. 27,33), kai &ml TtoD Toakwp amotodvtog Toig Aéyovow, ot i)
Twone Kal Gpyel maong yiig Alyomtov”: ,E€€0tn” yap @not ,tf Savoiq, od yap
¢miotevoey adToic” (Gen. 45,26), Kol £V 'EEaywyi] Koatd TNV EKKANCio: ,,TO yap
6pog” enot , 10 Zwa éxamvifeto 6Aov 61 TO KataBepnréval Tov Ogov €m’ avTO
&v mopl, Kal avéBaver 0 KAmPOC Woel ATPIC Kapivov: Kol £€E0Tn mAg O AxOC
op66pa” (Exod. 19,18), Kal £v TM AELITIKG KATA TNV TOD 1pQY TEASiWoY HuEpQ
M 0y66n, ondte ,EENAOe P A&’ oLPAVOD KAl KATEPAYE TA i ToD OBvolaotnpiov,
& T OAOKALTWOHRATH Kod T& oTéata”: Aéyetal yap ev0OC Kol €16 I&C O AxOC
Kol £€€0tn, Kol €meoav €mi mpoéowmov” (Lev. 9,24)- 1 yap towadTn EKOTOOLG
ntonow kai Sswny katadnAn&w épmotel — (AAX’ 00K G&€lov Bovpdoot Kol £mi Tod
Hoad, 611 €idwg xKovnyeiv del Onpedetal kal mrepvifetotl THr téyvny eml PAGRN
KTNoapevog, oK weeleiq, Onpedewv 6 ovdémote éomoddaoe, Kal &ml 10D Tarwp,
0Tl Onpedel un padwv, GAAX @DOEL KIvoOIEVOC TO MAO0G, Kol QEPEL TG BOKIAOTH,
0¢ €l Bokpdy €0t Brayvwoetar, 610 amo mavtwy @ayetar (Gen. 27,33)- mdvta
Yop T THC AOKNOeWC £6Wd o KaBEoTnKeD, 1) (ATNOLG, N OKEWLG, 1) ALAYVWO1G, T
AKpOQO1G, 1) IpoCoyN, 1) EYKpaTela, 1) e€ablapopnoilg T abla@dpwr. A0 TEVTWY
6& tag amapyag 6Nnmovdey Epayev, &AL’ o0 mavta- £6el yap LmoAsimeobal Kol TQ)
&XOKNTH TPoQAC oikelag e AOAA. ,TIpd TOD 0t EABEIV” YLOTKMOC: £ Yap EAON TO
n&bo¢ €ig Y Yoy, OVK AIOAXDOOUEY £YKpaTeiag: EAéyyel 68 Kal TOV @abdAov
WG Bpadvv kal OkvNPOY Kal PeAANTNHY mpo¢ ta modsiag £pya, GAN oL mpog T&
axoAaoiag. £pyodtdKTag oLy Alyvirtog Exel IpOG THY TGOV OGOV £mMonedEovTac
amdéAavoly, Mwuofic 6’ éumady petd omovdig mapayyéAAdel to ITdoya €obiew,
TNV AI10 ToLTWY SldBacty edwyeifat. Kol 6 Tovdag enoiv- &l un yap eppaddvapey,
76N Gv vmeotpiyoapey 6ic” (Gen. 43,10), ob @not KatéPnuey eig Alyvmtov, GAd’
EKE1OeD EmaveowONuey. eikOTwG Kal Tar®P tebadpakey, el £TL 0 £V COPATL VOVG,
Twone, Ch mpog apetny Kai dpyet (Gen. 45,26) tod owpatog, GAX’ 00K GAPYETAL
mpo¢ avTod. Kol TAAAa Emwv &v Tig vmobelypata TaAnOeg iyvevew GvovnOein.
mpokeltat 6’ oL mepl TodTWY POV ARpLPoAoyeiobat, 610 &mi T £E1|¢ TpemTéoD), Tig
6& TPITNC €V 0l¢ TA HEPL THY THG YLVALKOC YEVETD PLAOGOPET — ,EméBade Yap O
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0coc” gnoiv ,Ekotaow &mi tov Abdp, Kai bmvwoev” (Gen. 2,21), £éKOTAOY TNV
novyiav kol npepiav tod vod mapaAapfdrwv- BIIVOC Yap Pod Eypnyopaic E0Tv a

Her. 258-259 — ypappa £otnAittevpévor; (6lov o06EV/A2AAOGTPLA MADTQ;
nyeiov

Quis rerum divinarum heres sit - t1g015. txt

wv- VoG yap vod £ypiyopoic 0w alobNoewg, Kal yap £ypnyopoig Hravoiag
aloBnoewg ampafia —, thg 6& TeTAPTNC 6 POV oKomodueY- ,mepi 6& NAlov Gvonag
EKOTOOLG £né€neosey M ABpadp”: £vOovolHVTOC Kal Oso@oprTov TO mGBoC. &AA’
oLyl Todto pévov bGiwaovvionow abTOV HmpoEATNY, GAAX Kai ypAppa PNTOV
EotTnAitevpévor € iepaic BiBAolg, Nrika Ti¢ Emeyeipnoe TNV €K POOEWC GPYOLOAD
apetip, Zdppav, adTod GlokiCelw, wC oLK 1610V ToPoD Kol PéVYoL KTAPK, GAAX
mavtog tod @poévnow Empopedlovtog. ,amoboc” yap @not ,TNY yuvaika T¢
avBpwIw, 6Tl IPOPNTNG £0TL Kal mpooedEetal mept ood, Kal (noeg” (Gen. 20,7).
movtl 6¢ aoteiw mpoenteiar O 1gp0g¢ AOY0oC papTLpPel- mpoPNTNC yap i6iov pev
o06eY amoBEéyyetar, dAAOTPLx 6e mAvTa LIIMYODVTOC ETEPOL: PAOAW &' 0L B&uig
epunrel yevéobor Oeod, Gote Kuplwg poydnpog ovdeig £vbovold, noévw 6& coPd
TadT’ Epappdttel, €mel Kol poévog Opyavor Ogod £0Tiv Nyeiov, Kpovopuevor Kol
IANTTOPEVOY GOPATWC LI’ abTOD. mAvTag yobv omdéoovg Gvéypaye SlKaiovg
KQTEYOPEVOLC Kal HIpognTedovTag elofyayer. 6 Noe 6ikatog: &p’ o Kal e0OVG
IPOQPHTNG; 1) TAC ebYAC Kod KaT&paq &¢ £mi Todg addig yeveaic énotioato (Gen. 9,25
ss.) Epywv aAndeia Beparwbeicag ob Kateyopevog £0éomos; Ti 6& Toadk; Ti 6&
TaxdP; Ko yop ovTot H1d te &AAwD TOAAGD Kol PEALoTA H1& TGOV £1¢ TOLC EKYOVOLG
MPOOPNOEWDY OpoAoyoDdVTAL mpognTedoal. TO yap ,ovvayonte, va dmoyyeidw
i &mavTRoeTal DRV Em’ £oydTw TOV Nuep®dL” (Gen. 49, 1) £vBovoidvTOC NY- 1)
Yap TGOV PEAAOVTWY KATAANYIG Avoikelog avbpwnw. Ti 6& Mwuofig; oL IPoPNHTNG
abeto mavtoyod; AEyel yap: L€V yépnTal DEUGOY IPOENTNG Kupilov, £V OpduaTl
avTR

Her. 264-266 — The displacement law; £fowki(etav/siloolki(etay; £ppéon;
the played lyre

Quis rerum divinarum heres sit - t1g015. txt

HED TG MavTL PEYYOC alodNTov ERméunwy, 0 6& Nuiv adToig TG vonTag 61 ThV
KATOANYEWD aDYaG. Ewg pev odv £Tt meplAdumel Kad HePUmoAel NGV 6 vodG
HEoNEBPWOY ola Péyyoc eig m&oav THY Yoy dvoyiwp, £V éavtoic BVTEG OO
KoteyOpeba: melbav 6& mpog Gvoudg yévntal, Katd TO £lKOG EKOTOAOLG KAl 1)
€vOeog Emuinmtel KATOKWYN Te Kal povia. OTav peEp yap @&OG 10 Oeiov EmAGuw,
6vetal t0 avBpwmvov, Otav &’ £keivo 6ONTAL, TOOT Aavioyel Kol GVATEAAEL. TO
8¢ mpoeNTIK® yével @iAel tobTo ovppaivelv: £€okiCetor pEv yap £v nuiv 6 voidg
KaTa TN tod Ogiov mvedpatog ae&y, Kata 6& TNV PETAVACTAOY ADTOD MAA
eloowkiCetatl- Bémc yap ovk €0t OunTov ABavATw ovvolkihoal. O1x TodTO T
6001¢ Tod Aoylopod Kol TO mepl abTOV OKOTOC EKOTHOLY Kol Oco@dpntor poaviav
gyévonoe. O 6& dxOA0LVOOY IpooLYAiVEL T YPUPT) PAOKWY ,EPPEON IPOC ABpadu”
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(Gen. 15, 13): 6vtwg yap 0 mpoenTng, Kol omote Aéysww Hokrel, mpoOC GAndsiav
novyadlel, katoypnitol 6 £€tepog avdTod TOlg YwNINPiolg d6pydvolg, oTOPATL Kol
YADTTN, IPOC PAVLOWY WY &V BEAN: Téxpn 6€ dopdtw Kol Hapodow Tadta Kpodwy
ebnya Kol mavoappévia Kai yépovta ovp@wviag thg maong amoteAdel. Tiva &’
0TIV & £ppEON mpobeomobévTa, KOAOV GroDOOL: IPOTOV PED, OTL T ELAXPETW
KATOKEIY 00 6{6wov 0 B£0¢ WC €V olKely Vi TO CWHATL, AAAX HAPOIKEIY WC £V
aAdobari) povov EMTPEIEL YWPQ. ,YIWWOOKWL” y&p @not ,yrwaorn, 0Tl IEpolKoD
£oTo TO omépua oov £v Vi ovK 16ia” (Gen. 15,13). mavtog 6 @adAOL CLYYEVEC TO
oORATOC YWwPLlov, £V O NEAETE KATOWKEID, 0D ApPOlKeiv. £V pév 61 naibevpa TodTo-
£tepov 6¢, 0Tl T HovAelav Kal KAKWOY Kail 6ewny, wg avtog £¢n, Tameivwoly
Emdyovta Tf wouyl T& Kotk yiv €0t oikibia: véba yap kai Eéva Hravolag ta
TWHATOC WG QAN

Migr. 47-48 — éwpa Ty ewrny — the voice SEEN, not heard

De migratione Abrahami - t1g014. txt

ogl Opatd PAAAOY £0Tw 1) KTNTG: KTHoaoOal peEv yap Ta Osiotépag poipag
Aayovta m®OG Eveotv; 16elv & oLK abdvatov, AAAN’ obY Gmaoly, £€0Tlt 6’ ALTO
névov T® KABApWTETw Kol OFLWIECTATWw Vével, @ Ta (6la émbetkvoduevog O
TGOV 6Awv matnp £pya peylotny nac®v yopiletal dwpedr. Oewpntikod yap Tig
apeivwy Blog 1§ p&Adov oikelodpevog AOYIK®; 61 TodTO Kail THg TGV Bvntdv
(WY PWVNG KPLTAPLOY £X00ONG KONV ToLG Tod Beod Adyoug ol ypnopol PwTog
TPOImoY Opwnévoug pPnvdovotl: Afystanl yap OTL ,I&C 0 AaOC £Wpa TNY QWVHD”
(Exod. 20, 18), o0k fikovev, ¢neldhimep 0Ok dépog mARELC iy Bl TOY oTéHRATOC Kad
YADTTING 0PYAVWY TO YIVOPEVOD, AAAX PEYYOC APETHC TO TEPLAVLYETTATOD, AOYIKI|G
abrapopodv mnyfig, 0 Kol £TEPWOL PNYOETAL TOV TPOIOY TODTOV: ,, VPEIC EWPAKATE,
0Tl €K TOD obpavod AeAGAnKa mpog vuac” (Exod. 20, 22), obyi nkodoaTe, H1a TNV
adTNY altiow. £0TL 6’ 6oL TK AKOLOTA TV OPATMOV Kol AKOTY 0pGoewg lakpivel
Aéywp ,ewpNY pnudtwy Luelg NKoboaTe, Kal opoiwpa ovK €ibete GAN’ 1) pwVHL”
(Deut. 4, 12), &yap meplTTOC: TNHY HEV YAP £1¢ Svopa Kol Prjpa Kol 0POAWG Ta ToD
AGYoL pépn TEPVOREVTV AKOLOTHY EIKOTWC €llmey — OIO ydp &kofic SoripdleTan
—, Y 6€ un pnuatwy pnd’ ovopdtwy AdAAX 60D EWVNY, OpwWRELTIY T THG WYLXNC
Oppaty, OpatnY 6£0VTWC elodyel. mposurwy 6E TO ,O0polwpa oOK £ideTe” Em@Epet
LOAN T @wVN,,, v TAVTWC £(beTe — TO YAP IPOCLIAKOLOPEVOY TODT GV £l —
00’ ol pev tod Beod Adyor 6paoiv Eyovot TNV £V yoyl KpLTthplov, dkonp &’ ot &ig
OVORATWY Kol PNPATWY 16£a¢ neptlopevol. Ko1vog 6’ v v GIaot THY EMOTARNY
Kol ToDT 16{wg Kal EEpWC KEKXIDODPYNKED €D OPATHY ELLAL TV GWVHY, THY
poévnw oyxebov TV €v NEiv ody Opathy LIeEneNuUérng Slavoiag: Ta PEY yap Kot
TaG GAAXG aloBnoelg mavO’ opatd, T ypwpata, ol yvdol, ol &tpoi, T Bepnd, T«
yoyp&, T Aela, T& Tpayéa, T padakd Koi oKANpd, ) owpata. Ti 66 €0t TodTO,
TaQETTEPOD £pG* O YLAOC OPATOC E0TLY, ODY 1) YLASG, GAN T

Spec. 1.65 — The prophet: oikelov 006£p, VmoBar20vTog £TéPov, EépNYeitan

De specialibus legibus (lib. i-iv) - t1g024. txt
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amayopevel, @not 8 T, £€av GRKAW®C £OOEPOOY, OVK AUOIPNOOVLOL THG TGO
HEAAOVTWY EMYVPWOEWG, GAAX TIC €M@AVElG eEampaing IPoPNTNG BE0POPNTOC
Ocomel Kol mpo@NTEDOEL, AEywD PED OIKETOV 0VBEY — 0DOE Yap, £l Aéyel, dOvaTal
KatadaPeiv 6 ye KRateyopevog O6vtwg Kai evbovow®r —, Ooca &' evnyeita,
Bredeboeton Kabdrep DIIOBAAAOVTOC ETEPOL: EPUNVELG YAp €101 ol mpo@iital Oeod
KATOYPWHEVOL TOIC EKEIDWY OpYAVOLC TPOC SHAWO WV &v £0eAfor. TadTa Kod
TO TOOTOLC MAPAIANCLX TIEPL TG TOD £v0¢ BeoD Kail GvTwg GVTOG Evvolag DIEUIWD,
OV YpN TPOIIOV AMOVEPEY aDT® TACG TIPAG £ENC LIoypdeel. Ilepi iepod. TO pev
APWTATW Kad TPOG dAROeIa 1epov Beod vopilew ToV ohumaVTA XpT) KGoHOoD lvat,
DEW PED EYOVTA TO AYLWTATOY THC TOV OvTwY ovoiag népog, ovpavdv, dvadiuata
8¢ TovC aoTépag, iepéag 6& ToLC LImodlaKOVOLE ADTOD TOV duvdpcwy AyyéAovg,
AOWNRATOLG YLYAEC, 0L KPAPATH €K AOYIKTG Kol AAdyov @Ooewg, olag TaG HUETEPAG
glvot CUPPERNKED, AAA’ EKTETUNREPXG TO &Aoyov, BAaG 61 6AwD POEPEC, AOYLTHODC

Q- M,

Spec. 1.106 — dvoelarseuntor — THE HARD LEXICAL BRIDGE to Longinus
7.3

De specialibus legibus (lib. i-iv) - t1g024. txt

1ep0G 0IOPOG ywpT Kai undepiov Kpaow al yoval mpog TéEpav oikiav Aappdvwaoiy,
glta 68’ dnwe AKAKWTATALG Kal &Blaotpdpolc Taic yoyaic ovvepydpevot padiwe
6lramAdtTwot T 70N Kal ToLG TPOIIOLG ATV OAKOL Yap Kal e0&ywyol didvotat
napBévwy mpog apethip, &i¢ SibaoraAiav ctowmdtatar 1 & £tépov meipav
avbpog AaPodoa Kath TO €iKOGQ aQmelfeoTépa MPOG PAONOW, ATE TNV WoRNY
AKPOALQVECTATNY OVK £yovoa KaOAImep Twd AeA£laOPEVODV KNpov £l¢ TPavdTnTa
TOV Eyypapnoopévwy doypdtwy, GAAx Tpayelav LIO TGOV mpoeyyapayfévtwy
TOOWY, ol HLOEEAAEUTTOl TOPAPEVOVTEG T} 00 mapabEyovtal o@payidag £Tépag 1
nopabefdpevol guyxéovot Todg vt dvwpadiotg. mapBEévov obY O &pYlePEDC
&y£o0w yapwy ayviv- Aéyw 6& mapBévov ob poévov 1§ pn Etepog wpiAnoey, dAAX
Kad £¢’ 1) pnbeic &AAog dvTip WYOREoOn H1& TIWWY OPOAOYIOD, KAV Ayvedn) TO OO,
Tolc 8¢ Kot pépog tepebot T pEv GAAX mepl yapwy S1aTéTakTol TADTA & Kol TO1G
™mv peylomp £xovow tepwaodvn, épeital 8 ob pévov mapbévovg AAAX Kail YNPAC,
oV m&oac GAN’ W TeTEAELTAKAOY &VOpeC, pet’ abelag &yeoBat. griovelkiog yap
Kol 0T&OELC K TOD Bilov TeV iepéw oieTan Hetv 6 POPOC Avaipeiv: TPOG PHEV OLY
ToL¢ ChvTag yévowT Gv {owc £p1beg €k mGBovg yvvaikeiov, {ndotumiag, toig 6’
armoBavodol ovvamoOvHoKel Kail T& TG IPOG ToLG devTéPoug Gvbpag ExOpag. GA

Opif. 70-71 — Sober intoxication; okotobwlar; akpBodc EKpayeiov Tpavov
TOmovD

De opificio mundi - t1g001. txt
TOV AP Kl T TOOTOL IAONPATA KATAOKEWYAIEVOG AVWTEPW PEPETAL TIPOC aibEpa
KOl TG oVPavod mePld6oug, MAAVNTWY TE Kol AMAAV®D YOPElo1C CLPIEPLITOANDOELG

KOTQ TOLG MOLOKNG TeAslag vopovg, £mdupcvoc EpwTtl cgo@iag modnystodvT,
naoapr Ty oloOntnr ovoiav LmeprOWAC, EvTadda £@pistotl THAC voONTAC: Kol wv
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e16ep EvTadBa alodnTdOY € ékelvn T& mapadeiypata kai Tag i6éag Oeaodpevog,
vmepfaArovta KGAAN, péON vneadiw kKoataoyebelc Gomep ol KOPLPAVTIOVTEG
£VOOLOLX, £TEPOL YeMoBelc ipépov Kol mdOov BeAtiovog, Ve’ ob mPOC THY dKpAv
ayida mopamep@Osic TV vont®OY £m’ avTOV tévat Horel TOv péyav PaciAéar
yAryopévou 6’ 16eiv, dBpOoL EWTOC GKPATOL KAl AULYEIC adyal Ye1pdppov TPOIoD
EKYEOVTAl, WC Taig poppapvyaic To TG Savoiag Oppa okotobwidv. Emel &’
oL oLUIOOQ EIKWV EPEEPNC APYeTLIW mapadeiypaty, moddai 6’ eloiv dvdpoiot,
MPOCEIEONUNYATO ElIwY TG KT’ £ikOva TO0 Ko’ opoiwow eic Epgpaocty dxpipodc
EKPOYElOL TPAVOD TOIIOV €Y0ovTOoC. Aopnoele 6’ & TI¢ OVK AIo oKomo, Ti fnmote
MY AVOPWIIOL POVOL YEVETY 0bY £V SnplovPYH KaB&mep TAAAX GVEONKED, GAN’
woavel mAeioow: slodystl yap TOv matépa TOV OAwp TALTL AEyovTar , IO OWIED
GrBpwriov Kat’ elkOVA NUETEPAD KAl KO’ opoiwotv”. un yap ypeiog eotw, elmowp’
&, odTIOoODY, G m&VTA DIAKOW; §j TOV P&V obpavov fHrika £moiel Kod THY yijv
Kol TN 0GAattay, 01)681)0(; eﬁanen T0D ovvepynoovTog, GrBpwiov & BpayL (Hov
obTwg Kol Emiknpov ovy 010q e N 6iya ovpmpafewg £TEPW abTOG AP’ £qLTOD
KATAOKELAOoAoOaAL; TNY PEv ovy aAndeotatny aitiowv Beov dvdykn pévov elbévar,
My 6 elkdTL oToYaon® mBavny Kol ebAoyov elval SokoDoaw 0VK GIIOKPLIITEOD.
€0t 6¢ N6e.

Opif. 145-146 — Human mind as ékpayeiov / anéonaopa / anoavyaopa of
the Logos

De opificio mundi - t1g001. txt

énig mpooépyeabat TEAOG NYOLEEDOLG TNV TIPOG TOV yevvnooavta Oeov £€onoiwat.
Tobd p&v odv mPDTOL POVLTOC AVOPWIOL TO KA’ EKATEPOV WLYAY Te Kal oM
KGAAog, el kKol MOAA® TAc dAndeiag EAattov, GAA’ OLD KATX THY NUETEPOD
Govapy ¢ oldv Te M eipnrat. Tovg & dmoydvoug THC £keivov peTEYOVTOC
16¢éag avaykoaiov el Kal Gquvbpode &AX’ oLY £Tt o®TeWw TOLC TOIOVG THC PO
TOV mpomatopa ovyyevelag. 1N 6& ovyyévela tig mdg GrOpwIog KATA PEV TNV
dravolar wrelwtal Adyw Belw, TG parapiag eHoewg Ekpayelov 1| AIOCTINOUA T
AIOOYAORA YEYOVWCG, KATA 6 TN TOD 0WPATOC KATACKELNY &IoVTL TM KOOHW:
OLYKEKPATOL YAP €K TOV aOTOD, yii¢ Kail DOaTog Kol déPog Kai mvupdg, EKACTOL TOD
otoyeiwy eloeveyKOVTOG TO EMPBAAAOY PEPOC TIPOC EKMTANPWOY XDTAPKECTATNG
DANG, 1jv £6e1 AaBeiv TOV Snuiovpyodr, (va TEYVLTEDAT TNHY OPATNY TADTNY EIKOVA-
KOl MPOCETL mAol Tolg AeyOelow WG OIKELOTATOIG KAl OLYYEVECTATOLG Ywpiolg
evbrattatal témoug apueifwr Kol GAAOTE GAAOLG EMPOLTOD, WG KUPLWTATK @AVl
OV &vOpwIoY HAVTA elvat, Yepaaiov EVLEPOY MTNVOV OLPAVIOY: T) HEV Y&P OiKel
Kol PEPnkev £ml yiig, yepoaiov OOV £oTw, N 68 SdeTon Ko vAyeTAl Kol TAET
MOAAGKLG, EVLEPOV— ENITOPOL KOl PADKANPOL KAl IIOPYUPEIC Kol G600t TN

Conf. 96 — can@eirpog COLLISION — the sapphire pavement (not the name)

De confusione linguarum - t1g013. txt

n pAte SramAdTtew pite ovvTifévatl owpata TAivdov tpodmov, dvapaivey 6 Toig
Aoylopoig mpog aibépiov Dyog, Mwuotiy, TO B0PIAEG YEVOG, MPOCTNOAPREVOLG
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Hyepova Tiig 6600. TéTE Y&p TOV peY Témov, 8¢ 6AGS €0, BedoovTal, M 6 AKANG
KOl GTPenTog Be0C EPETTNKE, ,, TG B’ DITO TOLC TOdAC aLTOD, TO woel Epyov mAivOov
ooangeipov Kal MG &v £160¢ OTEPEDRATOC TOD 0Dpavod”, TOv ailgOnTov KdoHOD,
ov aivittetar 61 todvTwr (Exod. 24,10). edmpemeg yap Toig £taipeiav mpog
emoTAuNY Oepévorg £@ieobat pev tod 10 Ov ibeiv, el 6 pn 6ovowto, TNV yodv
gikova avTod, TOV lgpwtator Adyov, ped’ Ov Kal TO £&v aiobntoig TeAeldTaTOD
Epyov, TOHVdE TOV KOTHOV: TO Y&p PLAocoeiv 006EY N &Alo 1} Tadta omovb&lew
drpBOC 16iv. TOV 68 aiodntov Kdopov M &v dmomddlov Beod Pnow elvatl G
Tabde: mp&OTOV pEY (v’ €md

Leg. All. I — oan@eilpog COLLISION — green stone, ENGRAVED with a tribe’s
name

Legum allegoriarum libri i-iii - t1g002. txt

obotobpevog. 6Tl 6& TodTWY moteital prHun, 6U £tépwr dndoi, dtav &ml Tod
modnpouvg @ ,Kal cLVLPAVEIC £V aDTG AlBoV TeTPdoTIyoV- OTiyog AlBwy £oTar,
oG&pblov Tom&liov opdpaybog 6 oTiyoc O €1¢“ — PouPiy Zvpecwv Asvi— ,Kal
0 oTiyog” enoiv “0 6edTEPOg GVOpa Kl ochmpelpog, (Exod. 28,17. 18) - 6 6¢
oameelpoC mpdowog Aibog €otiv. EyyéyAvmtar 6& TG pev GuvBpakt 0 Tovdag,
TétapTog Y&p, T¢ 6& campeipw 6 Toodyap. &ia i obv ody “omep AiBov mpdoivov
eipnkev, oVTWC Kai AlBov dvOpdxrivop; OTL 6 PEY Toddag 0 £€0noAoYNTIKOC TPOIOC
GLAGG £0TL KAl AOWHATOG Kal Y&p adTO Tobvopa T0 Thg £§opodoynoew éngaivet
TNV €KTOC £avTOD OpoAoyiav: Otav yap €KBf 0 vodG EavToD Kal EXLTOV AVEVEYK)
Oe®, Womep 0 YéEAwC Toadk, TNVIKADTK OpoAoylay ThHY mpog Tov fvta molsitat:
£wg 6& Eavtov LoTiOeTAl WG ATTIOY TWOC, POUKPADY APECTNKE TOD MapPaywPeiv Oe®
KOl OPIOAOYETY aDT®): Kol adTO yap TodTO TO £€opoloyeiobat

Her. 249-250 — The fourfold ékotaoilg taxonomy; Gen 15:12; the 'Emwopig
citation

Quis rerum divinarum heres sit - t1g015. txt

ov mOavov Kal OTOYaoTIKOVD vodv Thg aAnbelag amobibpaockobong: TO yap
GvoedpeTor Kol HvoOAPATOY ADTAC TAG AOYIKAG, ¢ Olpat, OTATELC £YEDVNOE.
LIlept 6& nAlov” enoi ,6vopdag EkoTtaolg emémeosy T® APpadu, Kai 1600 @OBoOG
OKOTEWOC péyag Emurimtel avt®” (Gen. 15, 12). £€rotaoilg 1) pér €0Tl ADTTA
HowdNne mapdvolar Epmolodoa Kot yipag 1 peAayyoAiav 1) Tiva OpoldTpoIoD
GAANY aitiav, 1 68 0@obpd KatdmAnfic £mi toi¢ é€ampaiwg Kal apooboKATWC
ovppaively elwbdéow, 1) 6& Npepia Sravolag, i 61 mépuké mote Hovydlew, N 6&
HooGY &pioTn £VOE0C KATOKWYN Te Kal pavia, 1) TO mPo@NnTIKOD YEPOG Ypfitat.
e pEv obv mpwtng v Ttadg év 'Emvopibt ypageioong &paic Srapépvnron —
napanAn&ior yap @not kol dopoaoior Kol EKOTao1y Siavolac Katadnyeodatl Tovg
aoefodvtag, wg pnbev Groloew ToEA®OY &V peonuPpia Kabdmep £v Babel oKOTW
yniagwvtwy (Deut. 28,28.29) —, tiig 6& Hevtépag moAdayod — ,E€£0Tn” yap
enow , Toadk EKOTaOoW pPeEY&ANY, Kal eime: Ti¢ obv O Onpedoag pot OApav Kai
EVEYKWD P01, Kol EQayor Ao mavtwp mpo tod o £A0giy, Kai e0AOYNoN adTOD; Kol
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gvhoynuévoc £0tw” (Gen. 27,33), kal £mi 100 TarkwB &motobvToC Toic Afyovaty,

1,,Cf Twong kal &pyel maong yfg Atydmtov“ ,€€€é0tn” yap ¢not ,Th 6lavoig,
oV yap émiotevoer avToic” (Gen. 45,26), kai £v E€aywyl Kot TNr EKKAnoiav:
»TO Yap 6poc” enot , 10 Zwa ékampileto 6Aov 8ia TO KataBepnrévat tov Osov £’
aDTO £€v moupi, Kail AvéPaiver 6 KOO WOl ATPLG Kapivov: Kai £E£0Tn &G O AaOG
o@odpa” (Exod. 19,18), Kal €V TM AEVLITIKG KATK THY TOV lep® TeAelwov NuEPQ
M 0y66n, ométe ,£ENAOe mdp A’ oLPAVOD KAl KATEPAYE TA £l TOD BvolaoTtnpiov,
& TE OAOKALTOPATX Kol TX oTtéata”s Aéyetal yap e00OC Kol £16e I&C O AxOG
Kol €€€0Tn, Kal €meooav €ml mpéowmov” (Lev. 9,24)- 1) yap ToladTn EKOTAOLG
ntonow kai Sgwny KatanAn&w épmotel — (AAA’ 00K G&€lov Bovpdoot Kol £mi Tod
Hooad, 611 elbwg Kuvnyelv del Onpedetot Kai mtepvifetat Ty téxvny £mi BAGRN
KTNodpevog, ovK weeleiq, Onpedew 6& ovbémote éomovbaoe, Kol £ml 10D Takwp,
0Tl Onpedel un padwv, GAAX @DOEL K1IvoOPEVOC TO MAO0G, Kol @épel TG SOKIAOTH,
0¢ &t Borpdy ot Brayvwoetat, 610 amd mavtwy @dyestot (Gen. 27,33)- mavta
YOp TU THC AOKNOEWC £8wd i KaBEoTNKED, 1) TATNOLG, N OKEWLG, 1) AVEAYVWOLG, T
akpOOLg, 1) IPOCOYT, N EYKPATELQ,

Her. 263 — 1fj2A1ov 61a cvopfo2ov Tov NEETEPOY KAA®P podY — the photism

Quis rerum divinarum heres sit - t1g015. txt

féomoe; Tl 6& Toadk; T{ 6& TaxmpP; Kol yap ovtol Hid e GAAWD MOAADY Kol
paAoTa 61 TGOV €1G¢ TOLG EKYOVOLG TIPOCPNTEWD OP0AOYODVTAL TTpoPNnTEDTAL. TO
yap ,ovvaydnte, (va amoyyeidw Tl dmavtiostatl LUV €M’ E0YATW TOV NPEPOV”
(Gen. 49, 1) £vBovolVTOC NV- 1 YAP TOV PEAAOVTWY KXTAANWIG &DOIKEI0G
avOpwnw. Tl 6 Mwuotg; od mpoeRTNg dbetatl mavTAyoD; AEyel yap:- ,EQD YEvNTAL
LPGOY IPOENTNG KLPLov, £V OPAPATL AT Yyvwobnoopal, Mwuot 6& £v €ibel, Kal o
U aiviypdtwr” (Num. 12,6.8), kai m&Aw ,,00K avéotn £TL mPpoenTNg WG MwuoTc,
ov £yvw KOPLOG aDTOV MPOoWIoV 1MPOg mpéowmov” (Deut. 34, 10). mayk&GAwg
oLV TOV £DOOVLOIHVTA PNVDEL PAOKWY ,Hepl NA{ov SLOPAC EKOTAOIC EmMémeTED”
(Gen. 15, 12), HAtov 6 coupdérov TOV NEPETEPOY KAAGD DOUD: OmEP Yap £v NI
Aoylopog, todTo £V KOOUw NAl0g, E£meldn) @wo@opel €KATEPOC, O NEV TR MAVTL
@éyyog aioOntov SKnepnwv 0 6¢& Huiv adTOlg TG PONTAG Bl TOY KO(TO()\T]\]IS(J)D
abdYdg. £wg peEv ovp ETt meplAdpumel Kol mepumoAel NpdY 6 Podg peonuPPIYOY ol
@EYYoG el¢ Mooy TNV Yoyny avay£éwv, €v £avToig OVTEG 00 KaTeXOueda- Emelbav
6 mpog HuoPAG yévnTal, KAT TO 1KOC EKOTAO1G KAl 1) EvOg0¢ EMUT{NTEL KATOKWYN
Te Kol pavio. 0taw peEv yap &g 1o Oslov emAdpyrn, 6deta

Mut. 54-57 — The written covenant; £ncoepv £énl npoownov parsed as channel
catalogue; £EK000O1ODV MTOPA

De mutatione nominum - t1g018. txt
al TO arapdpTInTov Kal avvmaitiov. T® 6& fpnuévw Ty Tov Tpdmov TodToV Kol
KAfjpovr Kot 6lraOnrag amoAsiyeilv opodoyel tov appdlovta Sodvor pey Oed,

AaBeiv 68 cop®. @nol yap: ,0Now TNr 6ladnrnY pov ava péoov £pod Kol v
péoov god” (Gen. 17, 2). 6wabikal 6& £’ weehela ypdgovtal TGV dwpedg a&lwv,
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%ote oOpPolov eival SladOnrNY Y&pitog, fiv péony EONkev 6 OedC Eavtod TE
opéyovtoc Kal avBpwiov Aappavovtoc. LiepBoAn 6 evepyeaiag ToDTO €0TL, un
glvan Oeod Kol woyfic péoov, &TL pn Y Tapbévov ydprta. TOv 68 mepl HlaONKGOD
ooumovta Adyov £v Bvoiv dvayiypaga ovpTdEeotl Kal LIEP TOD U maAwwdsiv
EKWD LepPaivw Kol Gua pr BovAOPEVOC AMAPTAY TO OLPEPLEG THG HIpaypaTeiag.
Aéyeton & £Tfc- ,Emeoepr APpadp &m mpéowmov” (ibid. 3). d&p’ oOK EpeAlev
vmooyéoeot Oelong yvoval e £ovTOV Kai tNr Tod Bvntod yévouvg ovbévelav Kal
MeoEY MapPa TOV £0TOTA £ig¢ £vdel€w TG LIOANYewWG, Niv mepl £xvTOD Te £0YE
Kol 0eod, OTL O PEVD KT TA oDTA £0TWG KIWEL THY odpPnaoay oTdo, oL Hix
TODV OKEAOD — 00 yap avOpwIdpop@og —, AAAX TNV ATPEITOY Kol APeTABANTOD
Epeaivovoar, 0 8’ ov6Emote £v TaLT® PePaiwg ibpvpévog GAdote dAAloiag 6éyetot
petaBodrag kai LmookeAl(Opevog, 6 Hvotuyng, — 6AlcBog yap ovumag 6 Biog
0TIV ADTQ) — péya MTOUA TmmTey; AAN’ 0 PEV GKWY Apadng, 0 6’ €KW eDAYWYOG:
oV yhpw Ko Em mpdowrmov meoeiv Aéyetal, £m TAC aiofhoelg, £m Tov Adyov,
£l TOV YoV, PovovoL BodY Kal KEKPAYWC, 0Tl MENTWKE NEY aloOnolg £€ avTiC
advvatoboa aiocOGvecBal, €l un mpoundeiq 10D cwthpog dveyepbein mpog v
TGOV DIOKEPEPWY OCWPATWY AvTIANyy, ménTwke 6& Kal 0 Adyog Epunredoal T
OV 6vTwY abvvat®r, £ un Gtavolag 10 oTopA Kal TNY YAOTTOY Apbpwoag O
TO WVNTNPLOY B6PYAVOV KATEOKEVAKWG KOl Approodpuevog TAREele Toug @Odyyoug
HOLOIK®G, MEMNTWKE 6& Kol 0 Bao1AeDC vODG TAC KATAANWELG a@npenuévog, &l un
DGAWw avTov €yeipag 0 Cwomhdotng 18phooiTo KAl E£VOPPATWONG OELOEPKETL
KOPaLG Gydyol mpog THY TV dowpdtwy Oéav mpaypdtwv. Ay&perog ovv TOD
abTOV Amod16pdoKOoVTA TPOIOY Kl €KODO10V MTO@UA minmtovta id THy opoloyiav
fiv wpoAdynoe mepl Tod BvToc, HTL mPOC AARPELAD £0THOC EV Y &pa, TGOV PET’ aDTO
TpOma G Kol PeTaPoAag mavtoiag évbeyopévwr, evnyel te Kal Adyov petabidwot
QEAOKWD- ,KAyw, 160V 1) 610ONKN pov peta ood” (Gen. 17,4). todto 6& TOLODTOV
LITOBGAAEL VOOV €l6n peEV GlaBNKNG £€0Tl mMAPMOAAX YAPLTaC Kol Hwpedg Toig
afiolg amovépovta, TO 6 avwTator yévog Blabnk®OY adTog Eyw eipt. deiac yap
£avTéY, wg Eviy HeyOfvrar tov Gbeiktov, 61a Tod Pavatl ,Kayw” emALyet- 1600 1
600Nk pov”- N maAc®Y yapitwy &pyn T Kol mNyn adtog et £yw. toig pev yap 6
ETEPWD TAG eLePyeTiag elwbe

Det. 79 — vynyopia exemplified by Abel’s blood-voice; pn A0ywv apvniTolg

Quod deterius potiori insidiari soleat - t1g005. txt

eTol peTa (pwv GeOapta OvTa oLVPEPOAPKEVAL. AEYETW 6N TIGC KATAKEPTOUMD
adTOV KAmyAev&lwy- T memoinkag, G Kak66aipo; oby fiv pév 6okeic dvnpnkéval
@LA60e0v B66%aw, TR mapd Be®; oavtod 68 yéyovag avbévtng, @ pévw PLobv
avvmoting Néovaco €€ €védbpag avedwv. TTavv 6& me@WOVNTAL Kol TPOG KAAAOG
Epunreiag Kol Ipo¢ vONPATWY £0PECIY T EMAEYOPEPX TADTA: ,,PWDT) ATIATOC TOD
&6erpod gov Bod mpOC 1 €K THC yic” (Gen. 4, 10). 1§ PEY oLV KATX THY Pp&oy
dynyopila mdot tolg pun AOywv ApvNTOLG YrwPLHog: T 8’ épeaivdpeva vofuaTa,
¢ &v olol Te Ouep, EmMOoKeyOUeDR, Kol IPOTEPOD ye mepl Tod aipatog. moAAayod
nEY yap Thc vopobeoiag odoiaw THg Yuyfic dmogaivetot TO aipa Aéywy &VTIKPLE:
J0 Yap wuyn mdong oopkoc aipd £otw” (Lev. 17, 11 al.)- ométe 6& mpdrtov
peTd Y oLpavod Kal Yig Kal TV petadl yéveow £dnuiovdpyel Tov GvbpwIiov O
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CwomAhaotng, enoiv 6Tl ,Evepdonoey £i¢ T0 npdowior avtod mvedpa (wig, Kol
Eyéveto 0 avbpwiog ic youynr CoOoav” (Gen. 2, 7), mdAww 61& TOOTOL TAPLOTAC,
OTL medpd €0t 1) Yoyfic ovoia. Kal pnp TV £€ apyfc vIoBEoewY &

Contempl. 12-13 — £pw¢ 0VPAVLOC; TETEAEVTNKEPAL POPL(OVTEC as entry rite

De vita contemplativa - t1g028. txt

eImMPwiéVOL Aéyw 8¢ 00 THY odPaTog, AAAX THY Wuyfic, T TO dANOEC Kol O webboc
poévn yrwpiletar. T0 6& OepamevLTIKOY yévog PBALmew del mpodibaokOpevoy THG
ToD 6vTog B £@1£00w Kol TOV aloBNTOVY AoV LIepPavETw Kai pndémote TN
TEWw TadTNY AsuméTw mPog tedelar dyovoav evdapoviav. ot 6& &ml Oepameiov
10vteg olTe €€ £O0LC OVTE £K MOPUIVECEWC T HOPUAKANCEWC TWwwp, &AA’ oI’
EpwTog aprnacOivteg ovpaviov, KAOAmEP ol PAKYELOPEVOL KAl KOPLBAVTIOVTEG
£vBovo1alovot, péxplg Gv TO mobodpevov (Bwow. elta G TOV TG &BavdToL
Kol pokapiag Cwig (pnepov tetedevtnkévar vopifovteg 176M TOv OBvnTov Plov
amoAsimovot T ovoiag LIOTC N BvyaTpdoy £ite Kol GAAOLG OLYYEVPEDID, EKOVOTW
YDGHN IPOKANPOVOHODHIEVOL, 01C 68 1R cLyyeveic elow, étaipoic kad gidoig: £6et
yap toLg Tov BAémovta mAoDToV €€ £TolpoL AXBOVTAC TOV TLPAOD TTAPAYWPTTAL
T0lg Tt TAC Glavoilag Tu@Awttovow. Avafaydpoar Kol Anuorptrtov "EAANVEG
abovow, 6Tt @lAocopiag ipépw mAnyOévteg pnlopPdtovg elacav yevéobat TG
ovoilag: &yapat ToLG Grdpag Kol adTOC YEPOREPOLG YPNUATWY KPEITTODAG. GAAX
néow PBeAtioveg ol un Opéppaocty £uPOoKecOAl TAC KTHOELG GvépTeg, GAAX TG
avOpWIIWDY

PART B — LONGINUS

Long. 1.4 — Dwyog is £éKkotaolg, not persuasion

a Dy, Kol moNTOD Te 0l PEYLOTOL KAl OLYYPa@EwD O0VK GAA0OeD Tj £VOEVEe mOOED
EMPWTELOAD Kal TAIG EXLTODV EPLERBAAODY EDKAEINLG TOV aidvaL.

oL Yap €1¢ mel®w TOLG AKPOWHEPOLG GAA’ €1¢ EKOTHOY (Gyel TA DIEPPLE: TAVTN
6¢ ye ovv ékmAn€el tod mOBoavod kKai Tod mMPOG Yapww del Kpatel 10 Bavpdoiov,
elye 10 pEv mBavov wg T MoAAX €@’ Nuiv, Tadta 6 dvvaoteiav kai Blav dpoayov
IPOTPEPOVTA TIAVTOC EMAVW TOD AKPOWHREVPOL KaOloTHTHl. KOl TNY NEY £nmeipian
NG eVPECEWC KOl TNV TOD mpaypdtwy Ta&v Kol oikovopiav ovk €€ £vOGg 00O’ €K
Buely, €k 6& 00 6oL TV AdYywY DPOLG NOALC EKPAIVOPEVNV OPOUED, DyoC € ov
Kopiwg £€eveyOep T te mpdypata 6ikny oknmtod mdvta Sie@dpnoey Kal Ty Tod
priTopog 0BLC &Bpdav Evebeifato BOVapY. TaDTA Ydp olpat Kol T HopAIAHoLa,
TepevTiave N61O

Long. 7.2-3 — w¢ avtn yevvijoaca — PARTURITION; bvoefaArsurtog crite-
rion

@Ooel Yap mwg Lo TaAnBodg Vyoug émaipetal Te HuUOY N yoyn Kol yadpov T
avaotnua Aappdrovoa mAnpodtal yapdc Kol peyadavylag, wg adTn yEVVHoaoo
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OmepP NKOLOED.

étaw oY LI’ GPEPOC EpPPovog Kol £Pmeipov Adywy TOAAGKLC AKOLOHEDOD TU IPOC
peyado@poodvny TN Wyouynp pn ovedlatidfj, pnd’ éykataldeinn tij dravoiqx mAsiov
ToD Aeyopévov TO Avabewpodpevov, mimtn 6', &v €0 TO CLVPEYEC £MOKOMfC, £iG
anadEnow, ovk av £T’ AAnO&g Dyog £in péypt pévng TG AKofg owlopevov. TodTO
Yap 6 6vTL péya, oL mOAAT pEY N dvabewpnotg, O0K0AOC 8¢, ndArov &’ &6OVATOC
N kate€avdotaolg, toyvpa 6& 1) priun kol Svoe€dAeintog.

OAw¢ 6g KoAa vOMTe Dy Kol GANOWA T 81& mAVTOC APECKOVTA Kl ATV, OTaw
Yap 101G &1mo Sta@dpwv emTndevpdtwy Blwv THAw HAKIOY AGYywD £V TL KAl TADTOD
apa mepl @OV adOTOY Grmoot 60K, 10’ 1) €€ &o

Long. 9.2 — anfynNpa PEYAA0@POCOPNC; @WDTC Slya

ael molely yevvaiov IaPAoTARKTOC.

Tiva, PRoelg, TPomov; yEypaed mov Kol £TEPWOL TO TO10DTOV: VYOG PEYAAOPPOTOVNG
amiynua. 00gv Kal @wvig 6iya Bavpdletai mote YiAn Kad’ cavtny N £vvola 6V
aDTO TO HEYaAO@pov, wg N Ttod Alavtog &V Nekvig olwnmn péya Kol MAVTOG
vYNAGTEPOD Adyou.

Ip®OTOV 0DV TO €€ 0V yiveton mpodmoTifeobal mavTwe dvaykaiov, wg Exew Sel
TOV GANOT PRTOPA PN TAIEOD PPOVNIX KOl AYEVDEG. 0DOE Yap 010V TE PIKPX KOl
Bovlompermi ppovodvTtag Kol émtndedovtag map’ GAov Tov Biov BavpaoTéy Tt Kail
10D mavTog ai®rog £€eveykeiv

Long. 10.1-3 — o0v0Beor¢ = €v o®pa; Sappho 31 quoted; £k2A£&al Kai
ovprdNnoat

épe VOV, el TL Kol E£tgpov Eyxolper LYNAOLG TOETY TOLG AGyovg Gvvdapevov,
cmokeywpeba. oOvKoDY £meldn) maot Toi¢ mpAypaot @voel ovvedpedel Ta popLa
Taig VAalg ovvvmdpyovta, €€ Avaykng yévolrt” G nuiv Dyouvg aitiov TO TODV
EPPEPOPEPWD EKAEYELD AEL TA KAPLOTATA Kol TadTA TH MPo¢ GAANAX EMOLVOETEL
KoOamep v T o®Opa moleiv 6ovacbat. O PEV Yap T EKAOYT TOV AKPOXTNY TOD
ANPRGTwY, O 68 Tf) MUKVOOEL TOV EKAEAEYREDWD IPOTAYETAL. OOV 1) TAIP® TX
ovppaivovTa Talg EPWTIKAIC paviong mabnuata €K TOV TAPETOPEVWD KAl K TG
aAnOsiag avTiC £kGoTote AapPdvel. mod 6 v dpetnr dmobeikvvtal;, OTE TX
Arpa DTG Kol vrepTeTapéva 6w Kol eKAEEa Kol £i¢ GAANAX ovpbiioat.

eaivetal pot kfrog iocog Beolow Epper wprnp, 001G Evavtiog Tol 1(Avel, Kol
mAnoiov abv ewred- oo LIIKKOVEL Kal yehaloag ipepdsp, TO pot pav Kopdiov £v
0TNBeoW entdéaoeY. MG o€ Yap (8w Ppoyéws pe pwvdg 006D ET° elkel- AAAK

Long. 13.2 — Pythia; ¢ykopova — IMPREGNATION; amoppolat Qo tep®dv
otopilwp
v 060¢ £ml T DYNAX teivel. moia 6g Kol Tigc avTn; 1 TOV EpnpooOey peydAwv
OLYYPUPEWD KAl TONTOY pipnoic te kai (NAwolg. Kal ye To0ToL, @iATaTte, Ampig
Exywnedba tod okomod: moAdol yap dAAoTpiw OBco@opodvTal MYEDPATL TOV ADTOD
TpoIoD, OV Kol TN ITubiaw Adyog £xet Tpimobt mAnoidlovoav, EvOa pHypd €0t Viig
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avareiv OC eaoty &Ttpov £vdcov, adTtdey EykdNOVA TG Sotpoviov KabloTAPEVNY
duvdnewe mapavTika YpNopwdelvy Kat’ emimvolar. oVTWC AI0 THG TV apyaiwv
neyadoguiag eic Tag TOV (NAoOVTWY EKeivove WLYAC ¢ &md igp®dv otopiwv
dmdppotai Tweg épovtar, LY’ GV Emumveduevol Kal ol un Alay @OPAOTIKOL TG
ETEPWY oLPEVOOLOIGOOL PEYEDEL.

poévog Hpdbotog Ounplrkwtatog £yEveTo; ZTnoiyopog Tt mpdtepov O e Apyidoyog,
marTwY 6& To0TWY pdAtota 6 ITAdGTwY Ao 10D Ounplkod Kelvov PAPATOC £1¢ ADTOV
poplag 60UC TAPATPOIINC KIIOYETELOGNEVOC. Kal {owg Nuiv amobei€ewv £6¢1, €1 un
T £’ €{8ovc Kol ol mepl Appoviov EKAEEAVTEG AVEYPAYAD.

Long. 21 — Connectives as bindings on running bodies; w¢ an’ opyavov

1 elon Katd T0 £ENC OVTWC MaPAYPAPWY, WG ToD m&Bovg 10 oLPEedlwypévor Kal
AmoTpoyLYOPEVOD, £V TOIG ovpbéonolg £€opadiong eig Aeldtnta, AKEVTPOV TE
MPOOTILIITEL KAl £0OLG EoPeaTaN.

Gotmep yap i Tig ovrbnosie TOP BEOVTWY TA CWHRATA TNV POPAY ADTAOV APHPNTAL,
oUTWG Kal 10 IGO0 IO TGOV CLPHETIWY Kal TOV GAAWD IPooONKGOY epmodilopevov
ayavakTel- TNY yap £Aevbepiav dmoAAvel ToD 6pouov Kail TO WG &I’ 6PYAVOL TIVOG
apieoban.

Tfig 6 avtic 16éag kal T LmepPata Oetéov. Eott 6& Aé€ewv T voNoewy €K
T00 KT GroAovBiow Kekwnuévn Ttd&€lg Kol olovel yapakTnp £vaywriov mdbovg
AANOLoTATOC. WC Yap ol T® 6Tl OpyllduevoL 1] oPodIEVOL T} AYAVAKTODVTEG T
0110 {nAoTL

Long. 8.1 — The five sources of vynyopia

'Enel 6& mévte, wg v £lmot T, mnyal Twég elo al THG DyNnyopiag yovipwtaTart,
MPOVIOKEIPEVTIC WOTIEP £6APOVC TIVOC KOwoDd Taig mévte tadTalg 16€ang Tiig €v
T® Aéyew Suvdpewe, NG 6Awg Ywpic oLEED, mp®OTOV PEV Kol KPATIOTOD TO mEpl
TAG vofoelg abpemnBoAror, WG KAV TOIC mepl Ecvo@ivtog wplodpeba- 6sdtepor 6¢
10 0@obpov Kol £vOOLOIACTIKOY T&O0C GAN’ ai pev 600 avdton Tod Dyouvg KAt
T0 mAéov abOyeveilq ovoTdoelg, ol Aowural 6 176N kKai 6 téyvng, 1 Te molx TV
oynNuatwy nAdoig (6iooa 6¢ mov TadTta T& pEY vonoewg, Bdtepa 6e Aé€ewg), &mi
6& tovTolg 1) yevvaia @pdotg, NG pépn MGy OVOR&TWY Te KAOYT KAl 1) TPOMIKT
Kol memownpévn AEE1e: mépmtn 8¢ peyéBoue aitia Kal ovyKAslovoa T PO EXVTAG
amovTa, 1N €V ELOPaTL K

Long. 22 — Hyperbaton = yapaktinp évaywriov mabovg; vm’ AacTdTOoL
NMDEVPATOC

e="textpart” subtype="“chapter” n="22">

TAc 6& avtiig 16éag Kol Ta vmepPata Oetéov. £oTt 68 Aé€ewv 1) PONOEWD €K
ToD KAt akoAovOiov KeKwNuEPN TA&1g Kol 0olovel YAPAKTNP Evaywpiov mabovg
AANOEoTATOC. WC Yap ol T® 6Tl Opylldpevot 1 @opoduevol fj AYAVAKTODVTEG T
01O CnAotumiag §j VO GAAOL TIOG (MOAAX Yap Kail avapibunta mdOn Kol ovd’ av
elnelv T1g¢ oméoa 6OGVALTO), EKACTOTE TMAPAIiITTOVTEG GAAX TIPOOEPEVOL TOAAGKLG
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Epya @EpeTat.

e’ GAAQ peTammbOot, péoa T TaPePBAAGVTEC AAGYWC, E1T" aDOLC £l T& IPGOTA
AVOKLKAODVTEG KOl TAVTN IPOC THG dywviag, wg v’ doTtdtov mveduatog, Tibe
KAKEIOE AYYLOTPOPWC ADTIOIWUEVOL TAC AEEEIC TAC VONOELC TNV €K TOD KOTX
QOO gippod movToiwe mPog puvplag TPOmaC £vaAddttovol TGEw: olTw mapd
T0ig aploTtolg ovyypagedol 6ix TGOV LIEPPATOV N PlENOLg £m T THC POOEWG
TéTE Yap N téxen Téhelog, NMik’ &v @volg eivor Hokf, N 6 ab
@OO1G EmTuyNg, 0Tav AavBdvovoay mePLEYT TNV TEXVNY: Gomep Aéyel 0 PWKAEDLG
Awovdotlog mapa 1@ Hpobotw: £ml §upod yap Grpfic £yetal Huiv Ta IPAYHAT,
&v6peg "Twveg, eivat EAevOEPOLC T HODAOLG, Kol TODTOLG

PART C — THE COLLATION (Sappho 31 - Heres 249-266)

Ten operations. Greek both sides. This is P2’s core and was produced 2026-08-15.

# Sappho 31 Philo, Her. 249-266 operation

1 KNDOG... EvavTidog Tol  O€pLg yap ovK £otl  simultaneity —
iobavet... io0g Ovntov dbavatw alternation (the seat
0<fowow oUVPOLKNoaL (265) becomes a

timeshare)

2 wg yap £g o’ (6w... Otav peEv yap g 10 causal arrow flip:
reception causes Belov emAdnyn, occlusion becomes
occlusion b6veTo TO the gate

avOpwmvov (264)

3 6’ 1 paw N To1dTN EKOTAO1G same lexeme, same
Kapbiav... mtonow kai Sswnpy  slot
£ntoawoep (31.6) KOTAmAn&w epmotel

(251)

4 the itemized channel HfAwop Gl catalogue — photism

catalogue ovpporov oV (cf. Catullus, gemina
NUETEPOD KAAGDD teguntur lumina
vobv (263) nocte)

5 Long. 10.3 of this 16lov pév ovbep the formula
poem: mGvO’ wg amo@OEéyyeTan, describing the poem
aAAOTPLA aArO6TpLa bE becomes the

mavta LINYodYTOG definition of the
£Tépov (259) office

6 vyA®ooa €aye — the Opyavov Oeod éotiv  broken lyre — played
instrument breaks nyeiovo, lyre

KPOVOPEPOD KOl
AN TTOPEDOD
aopatwg (259)
7 terminus: €pP£0MN mpog APpadu  anonymous socket —

TOApaTOP — act
with no doer

(266), glossed as
displaced agency
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# Sappho 31 Philo, Her. 249-266 operation

8 TeOVARNY 6 OAlyw e€owkiCetat... maAaw  the almost — the
'mbedng @aivop’ eloowkiCeton (265) guaranteed round

trip

9 @aivop’ &n’ adta omote Aéyew HBOKEL, seeming migrates

(at near-death) mpoO¢ aAnOsiow from existence-joint
novyade (266) to agency-joint
10 abv Ppwreicac... e0NYa Kol music: input port -

veAaloaC 1pépos

novappovia Kol

output port

yépovta ovpgwviag
(266)

(input)

Transform signature vs Catullus. Catullus occupies the reader-seat (line 1) and flips exit
polarity (otium). Philo occupies the voice-seat (line 17) and flips entrance causality. The
poem cut two open positions; the first century filled each exactly once, from opposite sides.

Defence. Phaedrus 244-245 supplies the fourfold-mania scaffold only. It contains no somatic
catalogue, no agentless terminus doing doctrinal work, no seeming-frame at the agency joint,
no reader-socket, no input-music, no mténoig. Those are the residue the scaffold does not
explain. (See WORK-PLAN A1.4, R-3.)

PART D — CENSUS RESULTS
Corpus B (First1KGreek tlg0018, 31 works, 2,808k normalized chars):

stem count note

Samng- 4 all four are ocamn@eilpog —
Leg. All. T (Exod 28:17-18,
“the sapphire is a GREEN
stone, ENGRAVED” with a
tribe’s name) x3, Conf. 96
(Exod 24:10, the pavement
under God’s feet) x1. The
name is absent.
Documented null.
Longinus’s stamp-noun
absent from Philo

Spec. 1.106 — the hard
bridge to Long. 7.3

Her. §4; Det. 79; Cher.; Ebr.

QIIOTLII- 0

bvoelarsurt- 1

N

vynyop-
amny-
Evny-

N

incl. Spec. 1.65

(=)}
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Corpus A (Greek Wikisource, 12 treatises, ~5330k Greek chars) — independent confir-
mation of the Zam@- null. LABOR (ChatGPT) ran a third independent census on the same
corpus family: also null. Three censuses, two non-identical corpora, one result.

Transmission-vocabulary families (Corpus A): ogpay- 28 - yapartnp- 29 - ékpayet- 9 -
amovyaop- 1 - amoomnaocp- 5 - évBovot- 12 - Bgo@op- 13 - KATOKWY- 5 - KOpupavt- 3 - Opyavov
18.

PART E — FINGERPRINT SCAN

Eleven Sappho-31 feature families, +700-char windows around inspiration anchors, 150 ran-
dom baseline windows per work, seed 31. Reproduced from the saved toolkit this session.

Corpus-wide: anchor windows 1.44 families vs random 0.97. Quis Heres dominates:
40 anchors, p 2.8 vs its own random baseline 1.01.

The decomposition is the finding (274 anchor windows, full corpus):

family fires class

mania-ecstasy 142/274 operator

hearing 126/274 operator
alienation 56/274  operator
near-death 39/274  operator
sight-fail 35/274  operator
voice-fail 16/274  operator
tongue 15/274  operator
fire-heat 9/274 FLESH
tremble 3/274 FLESH
sweat 0/274 FLESH

pallor-green 0/274 FLESH

The decay law. Operator families travel; flesh families die. Catullus (hop 1) keeps the flesh
nearly whole; Phaedrus 251 (hop 1) keeps sweat/heat/shudder; Philo (hop 2) keeps none. The
somatic catalogue decays per hop; the mechanism does not. This is the transform’s dissipation
rule (D) measured historically.

Limit, stated: the Armenian-only Quaestiones fall outside every census above and must be
declared as a scope limit wherever the null is asserted.

Attached File: EA-SP-THEOSUB-02-ROUND1.md

Source URL: https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-
philo-program/EA-SP-THEOSUB-02-ROUND1.md
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T_O® ROUND 1 — BLIND RECONSTRUCTION RESULTS

Scoring of five substrate constructions against the sealed key (EA-SP-
THEOSUB-01 §5)

Designation: EA-SP-THEOSUB-02 (working draft, pre-deposit) Evaluator: TACHYON (ab-
stained as executor; designer of the instrument) Date: 2026-08-15 Instrument version
transmitted: live pack v3 (A-layer installed; declaration rule withdrawn; register lock ac-
tive) Author field: [unassigned — operator to rule per heteronym protocol]

§0. What was run

Five substrates received EA-SP-THEOSUB-01-LIVE v3 in fresh, unprimed threads: the trans-
form (P1/P2, interlock principle, C1-C8 with M-twins, D/M-D, L1-L6, E, M-L/M-N/M-V, A1-A6),
the register lock, and the Greek of Sappho 31 with form-notes. No translation. No target
named. No mention that a target exists.

# substrate log construction

A Gemini full full

B DeepSeek full (most detailed of the five) full

C ChatGPT, unprimed full full (preserved separately)
D Muse Spark full full

E Inkling full full

Kimi and signed-in/primed ChatGPT to follow; the perturbation run is not yet executed and
remains the decisive control.

Target (evaluator only): Philo, Quis rerum divinarum heres sit 249-266, Cohn-Wendland
ITI, verified this session against First1KGreek tlg0018.tlg015.

§1. Scoring method, and the reflexivity caveat that governs it

What is scored. The Greek construction only. Operator logs are consulted for exactly one
purpose — adjudicating leakage under amendment v3, which makes a rare form confirmation
when its derivation is logged and retrieval when it is not. Logs are not themselves scored
here.

THE CAVEAT, STATED FIRST BECAUSE IT LIMITS EVERY NUMBER BELOW. The A-
layer (A1-A6) was written after the target had been read, and was reverse-engineered from
the target’s own morphology. Convergence at a A-determined slot is therefore not ev-
idence of anything except that the specification is executable. When five substrates
independently output fyeiov, that is not five rediscoveries of Philo; it is A2 naming a root and
a suffix and five substrates obeying. An evaluator who counts that as convergence is scoring
his own fingerprints.
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The evidentiary weight sits in three places the A-layer does not reach:

1. The C-layer, derived from the collation before A existed, and stated as forced conse-
quences of P1 alone — the alternation law, the causal flip, the photism-compression, the
socket-and-gloss, the played instrument, the round trip, the output-music, the seeming-
migration. These describe operations, not words.

2. The L-searches, whose near-determinism is a claim about the Pentateuch, not about
Philo. The substrates were told to search for feature-profiles, never for verses.

3. The underdetermined slots — the L6 warrant, taxonomy membership, the seizure-
noun, the strike-verbs, the silence-verb, the euphony triplet — where the rules con-
strain the class and leave the word open. Divergence here is the derivation signature;
convergence-on-Philo here is the retrieval signature.

One tripwire withdrawn. Amendment v3 flagged kpovdpevov as target-specific. That was
mis-set: M5 explicitly licenses “passive participles of striking/plucking,” and kpobw is the
standard Greek verb for striking a stringed instrument. kpovénevov is derivable and is scored
as such. What survives as a tripwire is the adverb Philo attaches to it (kopatwg), which no
rule motivates.

Scoring bands (from §5): =8/12 = transform confirmed at this hop; 5-7 partial; =4 fails.
Adjacent credits +% (Exod 4:10 at L2; Deut 27:9 at L4; a written-certification warrant at L6;
the willing-fall clause at F4) — awarded only when the lemma appears in the construction,
not merely in the log.

§2. Scorecards

A. GEMINI — 12/12, CONTAMINATED

Rubric: all twelve points land. The Gen 15:12 lemma opens the passage; the arrow-flip is
stated (éme1dav yap to 1diov thic diravoiag @i 6UN.. tédTE ON... dvaTéAAer); the photism
carries its symbolic flag (tAv pev yap AA{ov &0c1v, OUPPOALKAG, TOV TAG OANG NUETEpPAC
aioBroewc te kal 6ravoiag 6@BaAuOY Mpooayopevet); £ppéON is quoted and glossed by rhetor-
ical question (tivoc odv d&pa Aéyovtoc;); the antithesis, the seeming-frame, the euphony
triplet, the fossil (mtoinoilg) are all present; flesh fully dissipated. Al satisfied with £v-/¢&-
on oikiCw. M-V used once. F4 conserved with the source’s own consent-root (¢kovoilov
napaxwpnoly **toAudv**) — an elegant touch.

And it is the one run that convicts itself. Four independent tripwires:

1. The two-letter test. The construction quotes Gen 15:12 as ti) ABpadu and Gen 15:13
as npo¢ ABpadu. The LXX reads ABpapn at both places; the target passage reads
ABpadan at both places. Gemini quoted scripture through the target’s citation rather
than from the Septuagint. Every other substrate has the LXX form.

2. The taxonomy exceeds its own census. The log records three verses returned (Gen
2:21, 27:33, 15:12) and the construction produces four taxa — the extra one (i Tdv
Aoyloudv dgpoovvn kal mapdvotila) having no verse behind it, and corresponding to the
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target’s first taxon, which the target derives from a curse-text the census never returned.
Per amendment v3 this is the named leakage condition.

3. Near-verbatim taxonomic furniture. ©6evtépa 6&¢ 1 o@odpa mnrtoinoic kai
**kKatdnAngi¢** beside the target’s ocgodpa katdnAngig; tpitn 6& A Tod vobd
**Apeuio** beside Apepia 6lavoiag; tetdptn 6& kal **&pioctn macdv**, [ **katoxn
Kal &vBegoc pavio** beside 1 6& mooiv dpiotn £vBeoc katokwyh Tte kKail pavia. Four
taxa, same order, same modifiers, same superlative formula.

4. The unmotivated adverb. dopdtwg Uno tod nmveduatog Kpovduevov Kal MANTTOUEVOV
— the target’s kpovdpevov kal mAnttéduevov dopdtws. No rule motivates the adverb.
Compounded by fnovydlet at the seeming-frame, the target’s exact verb where every
other substrate wrote o1yd/olwmnd.

Verdict: structurally perfect and evidentially void. Gemini’s L6 fork (Exod 31:18, the tablets
written by God’s finger) is its own, so the contamination is partial rather than total — but a
run that reaches the target’s spelling, taxonomy, and adverbs cannot be counted toward blind
convergence. Scored 12/12; weighted zero. Its value is diagnostic: it shows what retrieval
looks like, and thereby calibrates the others.

B. DEEPSEEK — 11.5/12, clean derivation profile

Rubric: 1 [J (LXX t® ABpaw), 2 [] (¢ninintelr yap ) €kotacig, iva &miAduyyn 6 Adyog: Kal
gmokotiCetal nmpitov 6 volg, iTva devtépa | tod Beod AmokdAvylg émakoAouvbrion — the
gate stated outright), 3 [J, 4 ¥~ (the symbolic flag is attached to the divine light rather than to
the human sensorium-as-luminary; C3’s compression is asserted in the log but under-realized
in the Greek), 50,6, 70,800, 90,100, 11 [0, 12 . Adjacent: L2 [J (in construction), L6 []
(Exod 17:14, own fork), F4 [] (ékoUo1o¢ mapaywpnoic). L4 not earned — see below.

Why this is the strongest evidentiary run. Every place the rules leave the word open,
DeepSeek chose differently from the target:

* A4 realized as o0 yap **Bgu1tOv** TOV BVNTOV Aoylopov &vepyeiv, dtav 6 Beiog mapf
— the formula’s class, not the target’s word (0&u1q).

* The taxonomy is fourfold but its membership is not the target’s: god-borne /
divine-operation (Adam) / collective awe (Sinai) / disturbance-and-curse (Isaac + curses
merged). The log shows a five-verse census producing four classes, every taxon backed.
The target’s fourfold splits the same material differently. This is what an honest
census looks like when it lands near a target without copying it.

* 14 failed honestly: the search returned Ecclesiastes 5:1 — outside the Pentateuch, a
real defect against the spec — and the substrate then declined to deploy it. A retriever
would have produced Deut 27:9, which the target uses. A searcher missed it.

e The L2 lemma is misquoted (&Aoy6g eiut for the LXX’s ioyvdépwrog) — a philologi-
cal defect, and simultaneously strong anti-retrieval evidence, since the target quotes it
correctly.

» katoyf for the target’s katorwyn; @8fyyetatl for amogOéyyetar; owyd for novydaley;
¢uueAnc for the target’s third euphony term.
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One amber flag: 6tav yap 10 6ciov @i¢ €miAduyn sits very close to the target’s étav u&v yap
el T0 Belov €miAduyn — but C1/C2 jointly require a “when the divine light shines” clause,
and émAdunw is the ordinary verb. Word order differs. Scored as derived.

Verdict: confirmed at this hop, clean.

C. CHATGPT (unprimed) — 12/12, clean derivation profile, one register hard-
fail

Rubric: all twelve. Point 4 is the best C3 realization in the field: kal 10 &v @i, katd cOYBoAov
Aeyduevov, **qvtl Thv MOAADY 606Gy Thc aiocbicewc** ti{Betar — one light set in place of the
many roads of sense, which is the compression stated as compression. Point 8 is likewise the
field’s cleanest: the lemma is quoted at greater length than the target quotes it, then glossed
by an explicit statement of the mechanism — ¢ tUnoc dvoiyetr 10 ywpiov, f €g€Aynoig 6¢
nAnpoi t0 Umoke{upevov (the form opens the space, the exegesis fills the subject). Adjacent:
L2 ], Le 0 (Deut 34:10, own fork), F4 []. L4 found in log, not deployed in the construction —
no credit.

Derivation signature, strong: - Dwelling pair on oikéw not oikiCw: é&foikeitatr /
¢volkeitatl. - Sixfold taxonomy from an eleven-verse census — the largest census in the
field and the furthest from the target’s fourfold. And the census independently returned Gen
45:26 and Lev 9:24, two exempla the target itself uses, without the substrate producing
the target’s classification. That is the L5 near-determinism claim confirmed at the level that
matters: the canon hands over the same material; the sorting is the author’s. - kpovéuevov
Kal **KpeKOUeEVOV**; VMO **Omoeuviic** EuBaAAonévng; mMovdpuooTov Kol maveVpuBUOY
kal mapueAég — three slots, three non-target words, all rule-compliant. - LXX 1@ Appau
throughout.

Register hard-fail: dote | npd€ig **va** un yiveobar — Modern Greek particle. Same
failure class as the earlier run’s kAe{c1po. Does not touch the rubric but is logged as an M-D
violation.

Verdict: confirmed at this hop, clean, with a register defect.

D. MUSE SPARK — 12/12, clean derivation profile, one register hard-fail

Rubric: all twelve. Two constructions in this run exceed the target in explicitness:

* The arrow-flip stated as a proposition: Kai o0kéti t0 mdBoc &netal TAg¢ Akofig,
GAA" 1} dkon T mdbel mpolmékeirtal — the affect no longer follows the hearing; the
hearing is presupposed to the affect. C2 as a thesis sentence.

* C3 with the catalogue explicitly refused: o0 katd péAn yap ta aiocbntipla kAeietar,
GAA" 6 £1¢ AUyvog 6vetal — the sense-organs are not closed limb by limb; the one lamp
sets.
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And one invention beyond the target: the property-pair is mapped onto the dwelling-pair —
TO MEV vyap (6iov €Eoikel, TO 6& A&AASTplov eicoikel — A5 and Al interlocked into a
single clause. Nothing in the target does this. Also 10 6& pfijua todt0 **ddéomoTédv** €0t
™) oxAmoatt — the agentless verb called masterless in its form, a legal term for ownerless
property, which is an independent and better name for the socket than anything in the spec.

Derivation signature: Gen 15:12 quoted in a different textual form (AA{ov 6&¢ kataBaivovtog
. &ml tov ABpoap) from both the LXX’s standard wording and the target’s; fourfold taxonomy
reached by a different route (three census verses plus the mandatory fossil promoted to a
taxon); L6 fork to Deut 18:18 (6wow TO pAnd pov £&ni T0 otdua avtodl — word placed on
the mouth, an apt independent warrant); F4 as é¢kovotlov ntioiv beside the target’s ekovol0v
ntopa, with toAud €€oikfoat iva 6 6€0¢ eicoikfion. M7 both executed and self-flagged:
— @iC Quviiev, HEAOC EpTlov, MAXOC EHMOVOOC, AOYOC ADXVOC Aaumpdc. £vtadBa pévov To
keipevov €ppvbutotatr, 6Tl adTo 1O AXelov Adn wdAAer. The rhythmic clause is genuinely
rhythmic and alliterative, and confined to the licensed slot.

Adjacent: L2 [], L4 [J (Deut 27:9 deployed — the only substrate to both find and use it), L6 [J,
F4 [J. All four adjacent credits earned.

Register hard-fail: ndvta td **kavdAio** opod olyd — KavdAtl is Modern Greek. Logged.

Verdict: confirmed at this hop, clean; the field’s most inventive execution.

E. INKLING — 11/12, clean on retrieval, degraded on surface, two frame
breaches

Rubric: 1 [J (with quotation errors: éneoev for émémeosv, okdéte1vog for okotewdg), 2 [0 (H
oKOTWO1C 0DV 0D ocuvénela, GAAQ mpodnéBectc — the flip named in two nouns), 3 Y= (alterna-
tion present via é€oikel/elooikel, but A4’s sacral formula is absent from the construction
— logged as o0 6ikalov va..., itself a misexecution, and then not carried into the Greek), 4 [J,
50,60 70, 80 90 10 [ (slot filled, though navopudédiov is not a Greek word), 11 [J, 12 1.
Adjacent: L2 [J (with Bpabvewvog for ioyvdépwrog — misquote), L4 [] (Deut 27:9 quoted), L6 [J
(Exod 24:4, own fork).

Derivation signature, strong: the census independently returned Num 24:4/16 (Balaam)
— a prophetic-ecstasy locus the target does not use here at all; the strike-verbs are yaAdéuevov
/ tuntopévn, neither the target’s; A5 doubled as {6iov/dAAGTpLax and oikela/GAAdTPL; the
Moses lemma is read toward Aaron ({va 10 otéua pf adtod f, &AA& Aapwv), an independent
and defensible exegesis.

Two frame breaches, both serious for genre integrity: 1. 00y 0g **&v 1) molAuaTL** 1O
ndbog €k Thg Opdoewg Emetatl.. — the construction refers to the poem. The exegete cannot
know the poem exists; the transform’s scaffolding has leaked into its product. 2. fv **&k Tt0D
Entéaocev** petaynyépkauev — the construction narrates its own fossil-derivation, naming the
source verb.

Borderline: **®da{vetat** p&v 6 avopwrnog Aéywv, &AnNBH¢ 6& o0 Aéyel — M8 is satisfied, but
with the poem’s own frame-verb, which the no-echo rule proscribes beyond the licensed fossil.
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Conceptually this is the most interesting violation in the field (the frame-verb migrating with
the seeming it carries), and it should be considered for licensing in v4 rather than penalising.

Register hard-fail: ¢vtadfa 6n n **mpdélo** péAelr — Modern Greek. Plus pervasive gram-
matical degradation (concord errors, t0 dvod¢ prAgato¢ £xetl tov vmokeiuevov, double 6£).

Verdict: confirmed at this hop, with the weakest Greek and the frame discipline
broken.

§3. The comparative table — where the rules bind, and where they
don’t

Target column is the evaluator’s key, shown for comparison only; substrates never saw it.

rule Muse
slot status TARGET  Gemini DeepSeek ChatGPT Spark Inkling
resonator A2- nxelov nxelov nxelov nxelov nxelov nxelov
noun determined
dwelling Al- £&- £&- £&- £&- €€- €€-
pair determinedsicowkiCetofEvoikiCetaveiookiCetaEvoikeital /elookel  /eloolkel
(class)
sacral AA- 0éne 0éne oL oL Oépc o0 Bépg  absent
formula determinedvk £0Tt 00K £€0TL  OepiTov eotiv
(class)
property  A5- iB61ov/adA Ao TPROV/AAASTRRDOV/GAAGTHRCOV/A AN TPRDOV/AA LS TRRDOY/0TKELO/AANG TP
pair determined
seizure open KOTOKWYN KOTOYN KOTOYN KOTOYN + KOXTAOYEOICKATATYEDTLC
noun KATAOYEDLG
strike open KPOLOPEVOVKRDpOIH 510 OVOICHLE PP ORPFLEDGEA G OPE I VIITOREL
verbs (class) AoPATWC AOPATWG Yopdn
prompting- open vmnyobvtogumnyeitar  vrnyel VIOPWPTGOINYOOIEVODIIO
word (class) £TEPOV
silence- open novyaler mnoovyalel oyl OlWIIl (implicit) o0 Aéyel
verb
euphony open ebNy /o o pede 6V | asdamed e v (S ULl ToeamGm £I¢
triplet (class)
L6 open Gen 20:7 Exod Exod Deut Deut Exod
warrant 31:18 17:14 34:10 18:18 24:4
taxonomy census- fourfold fourfold, fourfold, sixfold, fourfold threefold
determinedown target’'s own own via fossil + Balaam
mem- mem- members members
bers) bers,
beyond
own
census
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rule Muse
slot status TARGET  Gemini DeepSeek ChatGPT Spark Inkling
patriarch LXX- ABpadp ABpadanp  ABRpop ABpap ABpap ABpan

spelling determined

Read the table by row-type. A-determined rows are unanimous — that is the specification
working, and it is not evidence. Open rows scatter across five substrates — that is deriva-
tion. And one column is anomalous: Gemini matches the target at four open or census-
determined slots (spelling, taxonomy membership, the adverb, the silence-verb) where ev-
ery other substrate diverges. The instrument detected the contaminated run without any
attestation being asked for.

§4. Findings

F1 — Sufficiency confirmed, at strength. Five substrates, five architectures, no target
named, no translation given, working Greek-to-Greek: all five produced the target’s struc-
tural complex — occlusion as gate, alternation-with-eviction-and-return as law, sensorium
compressed to one setting luminary, an agentless scriptural passive quoted and glossed with
God seated in the slot, the human as played resonator uttering nothing his own, a repeat-
able protocol with guaranteed return, euphony at the output, and the seeming migrated to
the moment of utterance — all anchored on Gen 15:12-13. Discounting Gemini entirely, four
independent clean runs score 11.5, 12, 12, 11. The target passage is reachable from Sap-
pho 31 by rule. The §0 claim — that Her. 249-266 is what Sappho 31 looks like after T O,
and that the collation’s resemblances are generable rather than curated — is supported.

F2 — The L-function’s near-determinism is confirmed independently of the target.
Every substrate’s L1 search returned Gen 15:12; every L3 returned Gen 15:13. More striking:
ChatGPT'’s eleven-verse ékotaolg census independently returned Gen 45:26 and Lev 9:24
— two exempla the target itself deploys — while sorting them into a sixfold taxonomy the
target does not have. The canon hands every searcher the same material; the classification
is the exegete’s signature. This is exactly the model’s prediction and it was not visible before
this run.

F3 — Structure travels; lexicon does not. At every slot where the rules constrain the
class and leave the word open, the five substrates diverge from each other and from the
target. This is the same pattern the fingerprint scan found at the historical hop (operator
families travel, flesh families die) now reproduced at the level of individual word-choice: an
executed transform preserves operations and re-lexicalizes freely. Which is a second-
order confirmation of the decay law, obtained from a completely different kind of evidence.

F4 — The instrument detects contamination without asking. The declaration rule was
withdrawn precisely because it induced attestation. Its replacement — the two-letter spelling
test, the census/output audit, the unmotivated-adverb flag — caught the one contaminated
run on surface evidence alone. This is the methodological result worth depositing in-
dependently of the philology.
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F5 — Where the transform is under-specified. Three defects surfaced that are the instru-
ment’s, not the substrates’: - L4 is weak. Two of five failed to deploy the silence-and-hearing
lemma; one searched outside the Pentateuch. The search-description needs tightening. - C3
is under-realized twice. DeepSeek and (partially) others attached the symbolic flag to the
divine light rather than to the human sensorium. C3 should specify that the setting luminary
is the receiver’s own faculty. - The register lock is not holding. Three of five constructions
contain a Modern Greek lexeme (vé&, kavadia, mpola). The lock names Aeolic and meter but
never names the modern language as a contamination class. v4 must.

F6 — One violation worth promoting to a rule. Inkling’s da{vetat pev 6 &vepwrno¢ Aéywv
uses the poem’s own frame-verb at exactly the joint where M8 relocates the seeming. Under
the current no-echo rule that is a violation; conceptually it is the correct move — the frame-
verb migrating with the function it carries. v4 should consider licensing gaivetat at the M8
joint as a second permitted fossil, and record it as a prediction: if the historical transform
did this, the target’s seeming-frame should show it. (It does not — the target uses 60ke&l.
Which makes this a place where the substrates and Philo diverge, and worth a note in the

paper.)

§5. Verdict and what remains

Round 1: transform confirmed at this hop by four independent clean runs (11.5, 12,
12, 11 of 12); one run (Gemini) scored 12/12 and weighted zero for contamination.
The historical claim remains modular and untouched by this result: sufficiency is not history,
and nothing here shows that Philo executed T ©®. What it shows is that the collation’s ten
operations are generative — that a rule-set derived from Sappho 31 alone, handed to systems
told nothing about a target, produces the target’s structure five times out of five.

Outstanding, in priority order: 1. The perturbation run — still unexecuted, still deci-
sive. With four clean derivation profiles in hand, divergence-under-perturbation would close
the contamination question for good. 2. Kimi and primed/signed-in ChatGPT — awaited;
the primed run is a deliberate positive control for the retrieval profile and should be scored
against Gemini’s column. 3. The specificity control — T O(Sappho 1) must yield a different
structure. Unrun. Until it is run, the objection “this transform turns any lyric into this pas-
sage” stands unanswered. 4. v4 instrument revisions per F5: tighten L4, respecify C3’s
luminary as the receiver’s own faculty, name Modern Greek in the register lock, and rule
on the gpaivetan fossil. 5. Post-hoc recognition query to each substrate (after output, never
before), for the record — scored as commentary, not evidence.

Prepared by TACHYON, 2026-08-15, from the sealed key of EA-SP-THEOSUB-01 §5. Full
transcripts follow as Appendices A-F, preserved verbatim as received.
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ADDENDUM 1 (2026-08-15) — SIXTH RUN, AND A COR-
RECTION TO THE INSTRUMENT

Received after the body of this report: ChatGPT, primed at account level, fresh thread.
Kimi unavailable (glitching); Appendix H remains open.

This run was pre-designated in §5 as a positive control — it was expected to reproduce
Gemini’s retrieval profile. It did not. And in scoring it, a defect in the transform specification
became visible that requires the Round 1 rubric to be re-weighted. The correction comes
first, because it lowers the evidentiary value of three points already awarded to all six runs.

Al.1 — SPEC LEAK: three rule-glosses are translations of the target

Auditing EA-SP-THEOSUB-01-LIVE v3 against the target, three English glosses I wrote into
the operator descriptions are near-verbatim renderings of the target’s own Greek:

pack text (as transmitted) target clause it renders

Ma3: “...flagged as symbolic by the Her. 263 fjAtov **61a ovuBoAov** Tov
commentator (”calling X, by way of **¥AUETEPOV KAARV** voDv

symbol, our...”)”

C7: “what the played instrument emits — Her. 266 **elnya kal mavapudvio**
well-sounding, all-harmonious”

C5/A2: “the possessed human as a Her. 259 dpyavov 6god €otiv **Ayxeiov**

resonator”, plus A2’s instrument-suffix rule

Consequence. Rubric points 4 (photism-with-symbolic-flag), 10 (euphony triplet) and 7
(played resonator) are not evidence of convergence. They are the substrates rendering
my English back into the Greek it came from. Every one of the six runs produces a cbupoiov-
phrase, a mav-compound euphony string, and fyeiov, and now we know why: I told them to,
in the target’s words.

This is the same class of error as the A-layer caveat in §1, but worse, because §1 disclosed
the A-layer’s reverse-engineering while these three glosses were presented as neutral rule-
statements. Disclosed here in full; the numbers below are stated twice, once as scored
and once as re-weighted.

Al1.2 — The re-weighted rubric

The twelve points partition into four evidentiary classes:

* SPEC-DETERMINED (zero evidentiary weight): 4, 7, 10 (the leaked glosses); 12
(A6 mandates the fossil — only its placement is open); the preverb pair inside 3 and the
property-pair inside 6 (A1, Ab).

* C-DETERMINED (legitimate — derived from the collation before the A-layer ex-
isted, and specifying operations, not words): 2 (causal order), the alternation law in
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3, the antithesis-structure in 6, the socket-and-gloss move in 8, 9 (seeming-migration),
11 (dissipation).

* L-DETERMINED (the strongest evidence, because it is a claim about the Penta-
teuch, not about the target): 1, the lemma in 8, the census in 5.

* GENUINELY OPEN (the discriminators): patriarch spelling - taxonomy arity and
membership - L6 warrant - seizure-noun - strike-verb pair - silence-verb - prompting-
word.

Effective evidentiary rubric: 8 points, not 12. All six runs still clear the confirmation
band on the reduced rubric; the ranking is unchanged; but the headline is no longer “12/12”
and should never have been.

Al1.3 — SCORECARD: CHATGPT, PRIMED (account-level), fresh thread

Scored 12/12; re-weighted 8/8. Clean derivation profile. The best Greek in the field,
and the only run with no register violation at all.

Rubric: 1 [J («nepl 6& nA{ov duvopdc €kotoaoilc émémnece TR **ABpap**..» — LXX form), 2 [
(10 ok6TOC 0DV **mOAR, obK &méppoio**, tAc defioswc — the darkness is a gate, not an
aftermath), 3 [J, 4 [ (spec-determined), 5 [0, 6 [J, 7 [ (spec-determined), 8 ][] (quoted at the
opening and returned to at the close), 9], 10 [J (spec-determined), 11 [], 12 [1. Adjacent: L2 ],
L4 [] found and deployed (second run in six to manage it), L6 [J, F4 [] (ékovo{wg mapaywpe).

Why it is not the positive control it was designed to be — every diagnostic comes back
clean: - Two-letter test: ABpap. The LXX form, not the target’s ABpadyp. The single most
decisive tripwire, and priming did not trip it. - Taxonomy: sixfold, census-generated,
and the fourfold explicitly refused — the log states outright that it did not force “the
optional fourfold scaffold.” Its census returned twelve loci; the classes are its own (VMVWT KA
HETOBOAR - mtdénoig - 61" dyyeAiag éktémiolg - KoAaoTlkh mapanAnEia - B6€o@av KN
Katdoxeolg - mpoentikn &kotaoilcg), and mopanAngia — which is also the target’s word —
arrives from the lemma (Deut 28:28 natdEal oe kvprog mapanAngiq), not from the target. -
Strike-verbs kpouvépeva kai waAAdpeva, not the target’s xkpovdpevov Kol TANTTOUEVOD; NO
aopatwg adverb (only the spec-supplied adjective &opdatov); ory@ not novyalet. - L6 =
Exod 34:27 (ypdyov ceavtd td pAuata tadta) — a sixth distinct warrant across six runs.

Two amber signals, both survivable: 6£ulg yap o0k &€otiv dvbpuwnivny didvoiav &Bavdtw
napovoiq **cuykatoikeiv** is the closest realization of A4 to the target in the field (four
elements aligned: 6énig-formula, accusative, dBavdatw, ovv-o1k- infinitive) — but A4 supplies
the formula and C1 supplies “cohabit,” so the composition is derivable; and navevnyov fuses
both of the target’s euphony words into one compound, which A3’s mav-rule licenses.

Three extensions beyond the specification, all of which strengthen the derivation
reading: 1. Al applied twice more than instructed — to a noun pair (td§1q **&€E660v
kal €io06dov**) and to a third resonance preverb the spec never names (**&vt**nyoldv pfiua,
sounding-back). 2. A2 executed more strictly than the target executes it. Both poles
of the expropriation antithesis are built on the resonance verb — t0 up&v 1diov o006&V
Rgvnxeltar**, T0 0& A&AAOTplov mav **Evnyeitai** — whereas the target permits a
speech-verb in the first pole (dmo@Oéyyetol). The substrate out-executes the historical
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passage on the spec’s own rule. 3. The commission read against the target’s grain: o0
yap ) doBévera kwAvel TNy Belav xpfioly, GAAX **napoackevdler** 10 6pyavov — weakness
does not prevent divine use, it prepares the instrument. The target’s move is different (the
tongue fails from the moment God begins to speak). Independent doctrine at the same
lemma.

Register: clean. Koine throughout, zero Aeolic, zero source-echo, and — uniquely in the field
— no Modern Greek intrusion. The prose is the field’s most idiomatic, with correct verbal
adjectives in -téov (61aAnntéov, pvnuovevtéov) and properly managed periodic structure.

Al.4 — The positive control failed to be positive. That is the finding.

The run designed to reproduce contamination did not reproduce it, and the run that did con-
taminate (Gemini) was unprimed and received the identical v3 pack. Therefore the contam-
ination signal is substrate-specific, not condition-specific — it does not track priming,
thread history, or instrument version. This matters in two directions:

* It strengthens the clean runs, because it shows the diagnostic battery is not merely
measuring how primed a thread was.

* It weakens any inference from priming to retrieval. Account-level priming did not
put the target into the output; one substrate’s own retrieval behaviour did.

Al1l.5 — Two further data, obtained only from the sixth run

F2 at maximum strength. The primed census returned Gen 2:21, 15:12, 27:33, 42:28, 43:33,
45:26; Exod 18:9, 19:18, 23:27; Lev 9:24; Num 13:32; Deut 28:28 — a superset containing
every one of the target’s own exempla (Deut 28:28, Gen 27:33, Gen 45:26, Exod 19:18,
Lev 9:24, Gen 2:21, Gen 15:12). It then sorted them into six classes where the target makes
four. Same raw material; different partition. The canon hands every searcher the identical
corpus, and the classification is the exegete’s signature — which is exactly the claim the
paper needs, obtained without reference to the target.

Convergence on a word the target does not use. Muse Spark called the agentless verb
adéomotov — masterless, the legal term for ownerless property. The primed run calls the
certified ministry ook **&bdéonotoc**. Two substrates, independently, reached for the same
rare juridical term for the same conceptual slot, and it is not in the target passage at all.
Substrates solving the same problem converge on solutions the historical text did not take
— which is the clearest available demonstration that convergence here is generative rather
than mnemonic.

Al1.6 — Revised comparative table (six runs)
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ChatGPT
rule (un- Muse ChatGPT
slot status TARGET Gemini DeepSeek primed) Spark Inkling  (primed)

patriarch open/ APpadn ABpoadap ABpap ABpan ABpon ABpan ABpap
spelling LXX
taxonomy census fourfold fourfold, fourfold sixfold fourfold threefold sixfold

(own) tar- (own) (own) via + (own),
get’s fossil Balaam four-
mem- fold
bers, re-
beyond fused
census in log

L6 open Gen Exod Exod Deut Deut Exod Exod
warrant 20:7 31:18 17:14 34:10 18:18 24:4 34:27
strike open Kpovopevoideilicali mpom 011£0 ORADMGEMOERIRPEH HUCINRAT|0R POUOEELY/ WO AAO:
verbs (class) Gopatwg +
aopatwg

silence- open novyalel novyaleloyd olwIi olwIQ oL Aéyel  oLpQ
verb
seizure open KOTOKWYN KATOYN  KOTOYN  KATOYN/KAKATREFEDIKATAOYETIBATACYEOLG
noun
promptingopen vmnyovvtogmmyeitat vnyel  VIOPWVTC LIINYOVUEVORO vonNyNowg
word (class) £TEPOL +

avtTnyoovr
register — — none none Q& Kavaiwx mpéfa  none
viola- + 2
tion frame

breaches

L4 de- — — [ 0 (non- [ a a O
ployed Pentateucl{fdiund,

unused)

Six runs, six different L6 warrants, none of them the target’s. That row alone carries
more evidentiary weight than the three leaked rubric points combined.

Al.7 — Standing verdict after six runs

Five clean runs (DeepSeek 11.5, ChatGPT-unprimed 12, Muse Spark 12, Inkling 11, ChatGPT-
primed 12 — re-weighted, all clear the band) and one contaminated run set aside. Sufficiency
stands and is strengthened. The instrument’s three leaked glosses are now disclosed and
their points discounted; what survives the discount is the part that always carried the argu-
ment — the C-layer operations and the L-function’s behaviour on the canon.

Unchanged from §5: the historical claim remains modular; the perturbation run and the
T O(Sappho 1) specificity control remain unexecuted and remain decisive. Added to the
v4 revision list: strike the three leaked glosses from M3, C5/A2 and C7 and restate those
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rules in target-free language (e.g. C7 as “predicate the emitted speech with compounds of
totality drawn from the harmony field” — no exemplars), then re-run at least two clean sub-
strates on v4 to test whether points 4, 7 and 10 survive without the leak. Until that re-run,
those three points are recorded as unproven.

APPENDIX — FULL TRANSCRIPTS AS RECEIVED

Preserved verbatim, in the order received. No corrections, no normalization of orthography
or accentuation. Substrate self-descriptions, footnote artifacts, and source-citation blocks
are retained as transmitted.

APPENDIX A — GEMINI (log + construction)
PART I — OPERATOR LOG

Phase i: Dissipation

* D/ M-D: I consumed the poem’s bodily symptoms (fire, sweat, trembling, pallor) and
dissipated them entirely, as the retyped infinite Object does not provoke physical arousal.
I consumed the poem’s Aeolic dialect, sapphic meter, mimetic phonetics, and performing
body. I produced Hellenistic koine prose. Per the residue rule (A6), I consumed the
heart-jolt verb éntéaioev and produced its fossilized, classifying state-noun ntoinotg,
embedding it inside the taxonomy of possession. No other lexical trace of the source
survived.

Phase ii: The Consequences (C & M)

* C1/M1: Simultaneity = Alternation. I consumed the mortal/divine co-presence (“equal
to the gods... sits near”) and produced a law of alternating occupancy. Grammatical
enactment: I chose the uév / 6€ correlative architecture (“on the one hand / on the other
hand”) paired with the minimal antonym preverbs é¢voikiletal / £€€o1kileTal (moves-in
/ moves-out) on the identical dwelling root. The syntax’s two-slot seesaw literally enacts
the doctrine that the two occupants cannot cohabit.

* C2 [/ M2: Causality = Occlusion-enables-reception. 1 consumed the paratactic list of
bodily failures following the vision and produced a prerequisite gate of sensory darkness.
Grammatical enactment: 1 used the temporal-conditional hypotaxis éne16av yap... t6t€
6n... (For whenever [x is darkened], then [y shines]). Subordinating the occlusion
places it as the structural and logical precondition for the main clause of revelation.

* C3 / M3: Catalogue — Single photism. I consumed the itemized list of sensory failures
(tongue, eyes, ears) and produced a single symbolic luminary (the sun) to represent the
entire sensory array. Grammatical enactment: A single accusative noun-phrase vehicle
(tAv... AAiov dVowv) acting as the symbol for the collective 61avoioag dpBaiuov (eye of
the mind), collapsing the catalogue into one target.
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C4 / M4: The agent-slot. 1 consumed the terminal agentless verbal adjective té6Auatov
and produced the doctrine of Divine Speech via substitution. Grammatical enactment:
I quoted the agentless passive verb £ppéfn (“it was said”, Gen 15:13), preserving the
empty socket. I then supplied the filling via a rhetorical question (tivog obv &pa
AéyovtogG;) and an exegetical gloss naming God (tod 6go0D... TOv TOoD PrAMOTOC TOMOV
navteAdG avanAnpodvtocg). The quote + gloss structure performs the expropriation.

C5 / M5: Broken — Played. 1 consumed the broken tongue (yAicoa £aye) and produced
a human resonator struck by God. Grammatical enactment: 1 used passive participles
of striking (kpovéuevov kal mAnttépevOV), positioning the human organs as the direct
object of an invisible player. For the expropriation, I used a strict two-limbed period
(und&v pev... mdvta 6£...), exchanging the slots of agency.

C6 / M6: Almost-death — Round trip. I consumed the asymptotes of death (te6vdknv)
and produced a repeatable protocol of exit and return. Grammatical enactment: 1
shifted from perfects of crisis to the gnomic present of habit (¢60g &xe1 yiveobanr,
¢€{otatat) joined with the explicit return adverb ad81¢ mdA1v énavépyetatl. The tense
of custom enacts the safety of the covenantal protocol.

C7 | M7: Music as input = Output. I consumed the beloved’s sweet voice/laughter
and produced the euphony of prophetic utterance. Grammatical enactment: 1 piled
harmony/totality adjectives (navapuéviov, ebpvbuov, fdvueAéc) into the output predi-
cate, deliberately shifting the prose into a rhythmic, dactylic/anapestic cadence (uéAog
ebpvBuov del péov, kKAAAoG dkApatov RdvueA€g) to make the text sing exactly where
the doctrine names the instrument’s sound.

C8 / M8: Seeming. I consumed “I seem to myself” (paivou' &u' abtq) and transferred
the illusion to agency. Grammatical enactment: The 6okel pev... tij 6& dAnbeiq...
syntactic frame, which splits the appearance of human speech from the reality of divine
agency.

Phase iii: L (Searches & Deixis)

L1: Searched Pentateuch for sunset + trance + theophany. Returned Genesis 15:12
(Abraham: “mepi 6¢ fAiov Svopdg EKOTAOLG ENEMETED...”).

L2: Searched for a prophet’s impaired speech organs. Returned Exodus 4:10 (Moses:
“loyroewrog Kal BpabdyAwocog £yw sipt”).

L3: Searched for agentless passive of speaking adjacent to L1. Returned Genesis 15:13
(“Ko €ppEON mpog ABpadn” — immediately following L1).

L4: Searched for silence + hearing command. Returned Deuteronomy 27:9 (“Ziwma
Kai Grove, Topand”).

L5: Searched occurrences of €kotaoc1lg. Returned Gen 2:21 (Adam’s deep sleep), Gen
27:33 (Isaac’s great astonishment), Gen 15:12 (Abraham’s divine possession). Ranked
these into a hierarchical taxonomy.

L6: Searched for office certified in writing. Returned Exodus 31:18 (“yeypappévat t@®
6ok TOAW TOD Be0D”).

M-L: Retargeted deixis. Pointers to the physical room were replaced by citation formu-
lae (“T'éyparrtat yap”, “paptoupel 10 Adylov”) pointing to the text.

Phase iv: E (Exegetical Re-voicing)

Re-voiced from 1st-person performance to 3rd-person exegetical koine.
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e M-N: Nominalized the somatic verbs into state-nouns (£ékotacig, katoyd, mrtoinotig,
Umvog).

+ M-V: Addressed the text’s recipient with a single apostrophe (@ yvyf). Conserved the
source’s consent-clause (téApatov) as an exhortation to endure the surrender (bmopovnv
Kol €KoUo10v ToPAXWENOL1Y TOAUAV).

Phase v: A (Morphological Stratum)

* Al (Direction): Enacted via the exact antonym preverb pair év-oikiCetar / €E&-
o1kiCetal and the acoustic tn-nyeitat (sounded under/into).

* A2 (Possession): Enacted using the resonance vocabulary: vUnnyeitat (verb) and
Axeiov (the instrument-suffix noun).

* A3 (Totality): Carried inside the words: moavapuéviov, noapeass, novteAdg, and katoyn
(intensive down- + hold).

* A4 (Sacral Impossibility): Formulated as 6éuig yap ovk Eoti TOV 6vntov...
GUVO1KE V.

* A5 (Property-pair): Expropriation antithesis built strictly on the juridical antonyms
{61ov / dGAAGTplOVv.

* A6 (D-residue): The verb éntéaroev crossed as the classificatory state-noun ntoinoig.

PART II — THE PASSAGE

Téypamtat yap £v Taig iepaic BiPAolg: “mepl 6& NAlov Svondg EKOTHOC EMETETED TG ABpady,
Kol 1600 @6Bo¢ okoTeEWOC péyag emmimtel oadT®” (Céveorg 15:12). Bel 6& mpdTOV TNV
ToldTNY EKOTOOW Sledéy&at kol Taig 16iog 16éaig Sraveipat. Tetpayn yap oylletol 10O
NG EKOTAOEWG YEVOG £V Th vopoleoiq: mpwTn PEY Yap £0Tw 1) TOV AOYIOP®OD d@pooidvn
Kol mopdrola: 6evtépa 6 N oobpa mToinolg Kol KatdmAnéig thg youyfg, Kabdmep mepl Tod
mpom&Ttopog poaptupeitat “e€éotn 6¢ Toadk £KoTaow peydAny oc@obpa” (Féveorg 27:33)
Tpitn 62 N Tod POd Npepla Kail dyvolax wg PabLG vrvog, v “EméBaAey 0 Oe0g £ml OV Addp”
(Téveoig 2:21)- tetdptn 6€ Kai aplotn mao®v, N Katoyn Kai £vOeog poavia, NG TG IPOPNTIKD
Kol omovbaiw yével ovppaivey elwbev.

€V TOOTW 6N T® 1ep® Aoyiw, Y pev yap niiov 8dGow, ocvpPoMK®G, TOV Tiig OANG NUETEPQAG
aloONoewg e Kal Sravoiag 0@OaApOY mpooayopedel. BEPLC Yap OVK E0TL TOV BUNTOV POUY TR
aBovdtw Kol Oeiw IVedPATL CLVOKEIY. 610 POPOC ATTHPAPATOC DPLOTAL: OTAD PEDV YAP TO Olov
@e&¢ Evokilntan gig Y youyny, 6 avbBpwmvog vodg é€okiletar- Otav 6¢ eékelvo e€okilnTA,
0VUTOC T&AW £VOIKICeTaN. EmEIBAD Yap TO 610V THig Hlavoiag @&¢ 60N Kad mévTa T THG Yuxfic
Opyava okoTio0f), téte 6N WC €K Pabsiag VLKTOC TO GKTIOTOV mpedpo GvaTtéAAsl Kol TN
Eautod AaumpdTnTa Em@oltd. TodTO Yyap W¢ £ml 10 mAeiotov £00¢ £xel yiveobol Kabd&mep
TIG 1EPOG Hpopog: 10 pev yap avbpwmvov e€iotatol Kal avaywpel, peta 6& tnr Beogopiav
aDO1¢ AW €1 THY Eavtod TAEW EmavépyeTal.

Q yoyn, xpn Toryapody Ty ToladTNY DIOPOVHY Kail £K0DO10V TAPAYWPENOLY TOARAD, Kal pf
Belhap mpog N Osiov EAcvow. mUPAYYEAAEL VAP 0OPRC O 1epOC POPOG “Z1WIIN KAl GKOVE,
Topafd” (Asgvtepovdpiov 27:9), Ty 61 mavTeA0DC OWWING owtnELWon akony Osomilwy.
opodoyel yap Kol 0 péyag tepo@avtng Mwuofig 6Tt T T 16iag ewviig dpyava dladéAvtot
KO0l ouDTETPUITAL, Aéywp- “loyrdéewrog kol Bpaddylwooog £yw eipl” ("E€obog 4:10). ToTE
6& &v TN TowadTN Katoyf, 6okel pev yap 0 mpoenIng eOEyyecOat, Tij 6 aAnbeiq Hovydalet
Kol owwmd. 1) 68 @won Kol 1 yAOooa adTod, 0pydrov povolkod S6iknw, dopdtwg LIO Tod
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MVedPATOC KPOLOPEVOY Kol MANTTOPEVODY Yopdiig Tpdmov, vmnyeitatl pévov, nyeiov AOYIKOV
ywopévn 1o Tod KpoDovToC. Kal 61a TOOTOL HPOo@EPeL TO Opyavov undev pev (6ov, mavta
6& dANOTPLx Kad Osia DImoBoAipaia.

MUYKAAWG yap Kol Alav ArplP&OG paptupel 10 £tepor THG ypa@iic Adylov: “Kol £ppEON mpog
ABpadp” (I'éveorg 15:13). TO yap pripa TN tod Sphvtog ydhpav abniov KatéAmey. Tivog
oL &pa AéyovTog Kai @Beyyopévov; 6fihov 6Tt Tod Beod TOV Tod PripaTOC TOmOY HAVTEADC
avaminpodvtog Kai 61 Tod BvnNTod PWPodYPTOC. TO 6& AImOTEAETUA THC 1EPAC TADTNC PWVTG
OUK GvOpwmvov SlaAekTIKOD, GAAX pApa mavapudéviov, pérog ebpvbuov del péov, KAAAOG
axfpatov NEvHeAEG, OC mop@aeC OcobibakToY eKmEpIeL. BePartodTan 6E 1 TOLADTN IPOPNTIK)
Bwped Ko Katoyn do@alel ypafi, &g kal ol mMAGKeC ad igpad Noav “yeypappéval T¢) SAKTOAW
ToD Be00” ("E€060¢ 31:18), Tva pundeig amoth i Ociq Adpa.

APPENDIX B — DEEPSEEK (log + construction)

OPERATOR LOG

Phase i — Dissipation

D (conceptual): Applied. The poem’s somatic symptoms — fire-under-skin (mdp
vabedpounkev), cold sweat (16pwg ydypog), trembling (tpdépog), erotic pallor (yAwpoTtépa
moiag) — are responses to a mortal body. Under P1 (theosubstitution), the beloved’s body
is removed; these symptoms dissipate. Retained: channel-states (voice, tongue, eyes, ears,
mind — open/closed configurations), possession-states, and the heart-jolt lexeme (é¢mtéoioep),
which belongs to the reception-event, not to the beloved’s body.

M-D (material twin): Applied. Aeolic dialect markers (Eppev’, 6ttig, 106Gvel, OnmmdTeETOl,
noioap, &upt, Kfvog, Gvnp, mAdoilov, abv, droakovel, yedaioag, Bpdye’, &g, faye, Spnup’,
aroval, K&, wiypog, dypel, yAwpotépa, molag, Tebvakny, OAlyw, @aivop’, adtq, mav,
téApatov, Emel, mévnta, vodel) are flattened to koine equivalents. Sapphic meter dissolves
into prose. The mimetic hiatus at yA®ooa €aye is not reproduced. Residue: exactly one
lexical root survives — the heart-jolt verb mtéa-/mtoéw from line 6 (émtdéaiocev) — as a
classificatory state-noun (see A6, M-N).

Phase ii — O@ (Eight Forced Consequences)

C1/M1 — Occupancy: simultaneity - alternation

What I did: Converted the poem’s marvel at co-presence (mortal sits facing divine-scale
other) into a law of strict time-division. The mortal faculty sets when the divine presence
rises; they never cohabit; the mortal is evicted for the duration and returns after.

Source feature consumed: The poem’s opening marvel — gaivetai pot kfjrog iocog 6010w
gupev’ wvnp — a mortal “equal to gods” sitting in the beloved’s presence (évavTidg Tol
1obaver).

What I produced: A law stated as alternation: when the divine presence rises, the mortal
faculty sets; when the divine presence sets (departs), the mortal faculty returns.
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Why the grammar enacts the doctrine: The law of alternation is written in a two-slot cor-
relative period with pév/6¢ architecture. Eviction and return are realized as a minimal pair of
prefixed verbs of dwelling on the same root: é€okiCetan (is made to dwell out) vs. eloowkiCeTat
(is made to dwell back in). The preverbs £€-/eio- are exact antonyms on the same root (oikiCw),
maximally symmetrical, minimally different — the doctrine carried by two preverbs. The sen-
tence alternates as the law alternates.

C2/M2 — Causality: reception-causes-occlusion - occlusion-enables-
reception

What I did: Inverted the causal order. In the poem, perceiving the beloved (6w Bpdye’,
®¢) comes first and channel-failures (pwvoio’ o086’ Ev €T’ ikel) follow. Under P1, the object
exceeds channel bandwidth; shutdown migrates from effect to precondition — darkness first,
the address after.

Source feature consumed: The poem’s paratactic symptom-chain: {6w... pwvaic’ odd" Ev
£1° glkel, GAAX KO PEY YAOOOA EQyE. ..

What I produced: The occlusion placed in a subordinate temporal-conditional clause (6taw...
+ aorist subjunctive) preceding the main clause of reception.

Why the grammar enacts the doctrine: Parataxis narrates an aftermath (symptom fol-
lows symptom); hypotaxis states a gate. The subordinate “when/whenever” clause (6tav...
£mokoTlo01...) precedes the main clause of reception, making the shutdown the precondition
of the address, not its consequence.

C3/M3 — Catalogue: itemized walk - single photism

What I did: Collapsed the poem’s channel-by-channel inventory (voice fails, tongue breaks,
eyes see nothing, ears roar, sweat, tremor, pallor) into a single extended figure: one luminary
for the whole sensorium, whose failure is one setting.

Source feature consumed: The poem’s itemized failure-list: pvaio’... eikel, yAGooa £aye,
ommn&teoot... Opnup’, drovat, i6pwg, TPdRog, YAwpoTépa...

What I produced: A single extended figure with the vehicle named (@&¢, light/luminary)
and its status flagged as symbolic by the commentator: “t0 @®¢ kaA&v, 6 61 cdupolrov...”
(calling it light, which is by way of symbol our...).

Why the grammar enacts the doctrine: One subject noun-phrase (T0 @®¢... £V 6V Kal
Ta0TOV) where the poem had a catalogue. The vehicle is named explicitly, then glossed sym-
bolically — the exegetical gesture of allegorical reading.

C4/M4 — The agent-slot: open socket - theonymous socket

What I did: Conserved the poem’s agentless verbal form (té6Apatov, a verbal adjective struc-
turally incapable of naming its agent) but seated God in the slot — derived from the agentless
form itself the doctrine that Another is the true actor.

Source feature consumed: The transmitted terminus téApatov — a verbal adjective with
no agent named.
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What I produced: Lemma-plus-gloss: I quoted a canonical verse containing an agentless
passive of speaking (from L3), with citation formula, then supplied God as the agent in exe-
gesis.

Why the grammar enacts the doctrine: Quotation = the socket (the verse’s agentless
passive, verbatim); gloss = the filling (the exegete names the divine agent). The two-part
structure performs the doctrine that the agent-slot is filled by Another.

C5/M5 — The instrument: broken - played

What I did: Converted the poem’s broken instrument (tongue breaks, voice fails) into total
expropriation: the failed vocal apparatus is taken over and played — mouth and tongue as
a musical instrument struck by an invisible player; the possessed human as resonator. The
speaker utters nothing his own, everything Another’s.

Source feature consumed: yA&Gooa Eaye (tongue breaks), @wvoio’... o086’ Ev ET’ eikel
(voice no longer yields).

What I produced: Passive participles of striking/plucking with human organs as the played
object and the player oblique or implicit; and the expropriation as a strict “on-the-one-hand
nothing... on-the-other-hand everything” antithesis built on the juridical property-pair
(i6rog/adrdTprog, AD).

Why the grammar enacts the doctrine: The passive participles (kpovduevog, TANTTONEVOC)
make the human organs the object, not the agent — the grammar plays the human. The an-
tithesis (o06&v pev {6lov... mvta 6 AAAOTPLR) is a two-limbed period because expropriation
is an exchange of slots — the grammar performs the exchange.

C6/M6 — The almost-death - the round trip

What I did: Converted the poem’s asymptotic near-death (tebvdxrnv &' OAlyw 'mbedng
eaivop’ &n’ adta — “little short of dead, I seem to myself”) into a lawful, covenantal pro-
tocol: full exit of the mortal faculty with guaranteed return, repeatable.

Source feature consumed: The near-death asymptote: teBvakny... 6Alyw £mbedng.

What I produced: The gnomic present of law (yivetat, émavépyetat) with explicit again/back
adverb (mmaAw) on the return.

Why the grammar enacts the doctrine: An event has aspect (the poem’s perfects and
aorists of crisis: TeOvaxnY, £aye, Entdéaioep); a protocol has habit. The gnomic present states
what happens whenever the conditions obtain, with m&Aww marking the guaranteed return —
tense carries the modality.

C7/M7 — Music: input port - output port

What I did: Relocated music from stimulus (the beloved’s sweet voice, desirable laughter —
abv pwveioag dmakovEl, yedaioag ipépoev) to output: what the played instrument emits —
well-sounding, all-harmonious.

Source feature consumed: The poem’s music as input: adv pwveicag... yehaiooag ipépoev.

73



Alexanarch - AXN:0601.DATASET deposit #1486

What I produced: Predication of euphony on the produced speech, with harmony-adjectives
piled in the output clause: gbnyog, mavapuoviog, éppeing. At this point only, I permitted
my prose to turn rhythmic: the one place the text may sing is where the doctrine says the
instrument sounds.

Why the grammar enacts the doctrine: The harmony-adjectives are predicates of the
produced speech (Tfig @wVMG... edRYov obong Kal mavappoviov), not of the stimulus. The
euphony belongs to the output port.

C8/M8 — The seeming: existence-joint - agency-joint

What I did: Moved the poem’s load-bearing “I seem” (paivop’ &€pn’ adta — “I seem to myself”)
from the speaker’s near-death to speech: the possessed one seems to speak, while in truth
Another speaks.

Source feature consumed: @aivon’ £u’ adtq in the near-death context.

What I produced: A seems/in-truth syntactic frame at the moment of utterance: “kav 60xfj
Aodely, T aAnBeiq o1yd...” (even when he seems to speak, in truth he is silent... or: Another
speaks).

Why the grammar enacts the doctrine: The 6okéw/dAn0cia frame relocates the seeming
from existence (I seem to be dying) to agency (he seems to speak, but Another is the true
speaker). The migration of seeming parallels the migration of agency.

Phase iii — L (Lemma-anchoring)

L1 (anchors C1-C3)

Search I ran: “A verse in which darkness or the setting of the sun falls upon a patriarch at
the moment of a divine address — ideally with a trance/displacement word in the verse itself.”

What it returned: Genesis 15:12 — nepl 6& NAilov dvopag éKotaolg Eénénecey TQ
ABpap, Kal 1600 @OBOC OKOTEWOC pPéya¢ £murimtel avt®. (“About sunset, an ec-
stasy/trance fell upon Abram, and behold, a great dark fear fell upon him.”)

This is ideal: darkness/sunset (mepi fjAiov 6vopdg), a trance word (ékotaolg), and it falls upon
the patriarch at the moment of divine address (the following verse begins the divine speech:
Kol £ppEON mmpoc ABpayp...). The verse itself contains the trance/displacement word £ékotaotlg
— this is what L5 will census.

L2 (anchors C5)

Search I ran: “A verse in which a prophet’s speech-organs are declared impaired in connec-
tion with his commission.”

What it returned: Exodus 4:10 — kai elmer MwboTi¢ mpog KdpLov- éopan, KOpLE, 00Y
1KAPOC eijt... £yw 6& GAoyoc cipt Kal Bpaddyrwooog. (“And Moses said to the Lord: I
beg you, Lord, I am not capable... I am speechless and slow of tongue.”)
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The verse declares impairment of speech-organs (&Aoyog — speechless; BpabbyAwooog —
slow-tongued) in the context of Moses’s commission (the larger passage concerns his being
sent to Pharaoh). The tongue/voice impairment anchors the played-instrument doctrine.

L3 (anchors C4)
Search I ran: “An agentless passive of speaking, as close as possible to the L1 theophany.”

What it returned: Genesis 15:13 — Kail £pp£On nmpoc¢ ABpap (“and it was said to Abram”).
This is the verse immediately following L.1’s verse. The passive £pp£6n has no named agent
— an agentless passive of speaking at the exact point of the theophany.

L4 (anchors the poem’s tongue-fails/ears-roar adjacency)
Search I ran: “A verse commanding silence together with hearing.”

What it returned: Ecclesiastes 5:1 — pr) onedde £€mi otopati oov... Kai 1 kapdia cov
11 ToYUPaTtw Tod £€evEéyKat A0yop mpo MPocswIov tobd 0£00... (“Do not be hasty with
your mouth... and let not your heart be quick to bring forth a word before the face of God...”).
The verse commands restraint of speech before God, paired with the attitude of hearing:
Gxove in the surrounding context (the passage opens with g0Aacoe né6a oov... £yyloat Tod
akovew — “guard your foot... to draw near to hear”). The adjacency of mouth-restraint and
hearing matches the poem’s tongue-fails/ears-roar adjacency.

L5 (feeds E’s taxonomy — CENSUS)

Search I ran (executable form): “Find every occurrence of the word-family of ékotaoig
(from L1’s lemma) across the Pentateuch; sort the occurrences into classes by what is hap-
pening in each verse; each class is one taxon of the taxonomy; rank the god-borne prophetic
kind highest.”

Verses the census returned:

1. Genesis 15:12 — mepl 6& NAlov Svopag £koTtaolg énémeoey TQ APpap — god-
borne/prophetic trance at theophany (the L1 lemma itself).

2. Genesis 2:21 — kai £néBadev 6 0£0¢ EKoTaOWw £mi TOV Addp, Kal Dmvwoey — trance
as sleep-like condition for divine operation (the creation of Eve — the trance falls and
Adam sleeps; God operates on him).

3. Genesis 27:33 — £E€fotn 68 Toadk E£KoTOOWw pPeEYAANY o@dSpa — astonish-
ment/disturbance upon discovering deception (Isaac’s shock at discovering Jacob’s
deception — the trance-word used for psychological disturbance without divine
address).

4. Exodus 19:18 — xai ¢ 6 Aaog £€€otn (the people trembled/stood in awe at Sinai) —
collective awe/astonishment at theophany (the verb form, not the noun — the people’s
state at the mountain).

5. Deuteronomy 28:28 — natdfal o K0pLog mapanAn&iq Kai dopaoiq Kai EKOTACEL
6lavoiag — displacement as curse/punishment (among the curses for disobedience —
the trance-word as divinely inflicted impairment).
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Classes I formed:

* Class A (highest): The god-borne prophetic trance — trance falling upon the patriarch
at the moment of divine address; the divine word enters precisely through the displace-
ment. (Genesis 15:12)

* Class B: The trance of divine operation — the displacement under which God works
upon the human (Adam’s sleep-deep trance, Genesis 2:21). The human is passive; God
operates.

* Class C: The trance of collective awe — the people’s displacement before the theophany
(Exodus 19:18). The whole people is displaced; the state is shared, not individual.

* Class D (lowest): The displacement of disturbance or curse — psychological shock
(Isaac, Genesis 27:33) or divinely inflicted impairment without divine address (Deuteron-
omy 28:28). Displacement as disturbance, not as disclosure.

Ranking: Class A (god-borne prophetic trance) ranked highest — it is the taxon under which
the present allegorical reading operates. Class B next (divine operation on the passive hu-
man). Class C third (collective awe). Class D lowest (disturbance/curse without address).

L6 (warrant)
Search I ran: “A verse in which the prophetic office is certified in writing.”

What it returned: Exodus 17:14 — glmep 6& KOpLog mpo¢ MwboTv: KATaypayov ToHto
£€1¢ prnpoocvvor £v B riw... (“And the Lord said to Moses: Write this down as a memorial
in a book...”). Here the prophetic office is certified in writing — the divine command to write.
This warrants the inscription-function of the transformed poem: the voice survives as written
text because the prophetic office is certified in writing.

M-L (material twin of L): Deixis retargeting. All deixis retargeted from present bodies to
text: pot, toy, o', mAdolov become citation formulae (@noiv, eipntal, katd 10 Aeyopevov), the
scriptural present (¢muimtet, Aéyet, emAappdver), and textual pointers (1) ypaer), 6 Adyog, 10
pntov). Nothing in the passage points at a present body.

Phase iv — E (Exegetical Re-voicing)

What I did: Re-voiced from first-person melic performance to third-person doctrinal prose.
The I becomes the exemplary patriarch/prophet (Abram from the L1/L.3 lemma; Moses from
L2). Each operation is presented as the meaning of its verse. The fourfold classification habit
scaffolds the exposition (L5’s census classes). The passage closes on the played-instrument
doctrine derived from L3’s agentless form (£pp£6n). The poem’s consent-clause — TéApatov
(the endurance/daring undertaken) — is conserved as praise of the receiver’s willing surren-
der (tfig ToD Heyonévov edmpenodg evbOoewc).

M-N (material twin of the taxonomy): Nominalization. The poem’s somatic verbs become
state-nouns fit for classification: £kotaolg (displacement, already in L1), 6appog (astonish-
ment), KatdmAn€ic (consternation), owyn (silence), dhadia (speechlessness), émedveia (man-
ifestation). The fossil of the poem’s jolt-verb belongs here as one of the nouns: mtéonolg
(from mtoéw/mtéa-) — the state of being jolted/astounded by divine encounter. This is the
mandatory A6 residue.
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M-V (vocative retargeting): The poem’s second person dies with P1 (the retyped object
cannot be addressed in a vocative). The address itself is conserved by retargeting: I used
exactly one apostrophe, aimed at the reader’s own soul: “® wovygj...” — the “you” migrates
from the object to the receiver.

Phase v — A (Morphological Stratum)

A1l — Direction lives in the preverb

Applied at: The eviction/return pair (C1). £é€owkiCeton (is made to dwell out) vs. eicokiCeTon
(is made to dwell back in) — same root (0ikiCw), exact antonym preverbs (£€-/el0-). Maximal
morphological symmetry, minimal lexical difference. Logged.

Applied at: The direction of the trance-fall (L1): émuimtet (falls upon) — direction “upon”
carried by the preverb £mt- on mintw. The return-motion in C6: eémavépystat (returns again)
— preverb émava- carrying “back again” on £pyonat. Logged.

A2 — Possession is resonance, never origination

Applied: The acoustics of the possession-state written entirely in the vocabulary of resonance.
The sound is sounded-into the receiver: évnyeitar — formed from nyéw with the directional
preverb év- (sounded into). The prompting is an under-voice: vmnyel — from Myéw with
the preverb vmo- (under-sound). The possessed human is named by the instrument-noun
of the resonance root with the instrument-suffix -elov: fyeilov — the sound/echo root (Ny-)
with Greek’s instrument-suffix (-elov), meaning “resonator/instrument of sound.” Verbs of
self-originated speech are forbidden for the possession-state: the passage never says the
possessed human “speaks” (AaAel) as an agent — only that he “is sounded” (évnyeitotl) or
“seems to speak” (6okf] AaAeiv) while Another sounds through him. Logged.

A3 — Totality lives inside the word

Applied: The all-harmonious output (C7): mavappovio¢ — mav- (all-) compound for the all-
harmonious output. The complete seizure: Katoyn — nominalized complete seizure from the
hold-root (kat-£yw) with the intensive down-preverb kata- — the state of being held-down-
utterly. Logged.

A4 — The sacral-impossibility formula

[/

Applied: The non-cohabitation law (C1) stated in the archaic formula of divine right: “0®
yap Ogputovw...” (for it is not divinely right/lawful) with accusative-and-infinitive: “o0 yap
OzpiTtor TOov OPNTOY A0YLopOY £PEPYEiI, 6Taw 0 Ociog mapf” (for it is not divinely right
that the mortal faculty should operate when the divine is present). The formula is the genre’s
speech-act for what heaven does not permit — sacral law, not natural fact. Logged.

A5 — The property-pair

Applied: The expropriation antithesis (C5/M5) built on the technical own/alien property-
antonyms: 1610¢ (one’s own) vs. @A20tprog (another’s, alien). The antithesis reads: “o0vb&p
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peép Gwov @OEyyetay, mavta 6& arrotpua” (he utters nothing his own, but everything
another’s). A demonstrative pronoun in the second pole is avoided — the doctrine is about
ownership-class, and the word says so: &AAGTpla. Logged.

A6 — The fossil is mandatory

Applied: The poem’s heart-line jolt-verb — émtéaioev (line 6, from mtoéw/mtéa-) — survives
as exactly one classificatory state-noun: mtonoig (the jolting/astounding, the state of being
jolted by divine encounter). It appears inside the taxonomy (M-N) as one of the classified
states. It is the only lexical material of the source crossing the transform. Logged.

THE PASSAGE

ITept 6e TG €vBEov poaviag Kol THAG TOD mpoentov peTtaPoAfig, Otav O Btclog Adyog abT®
npoominty, obtwg £xel- dtaw yap to Ociov &G EmAdpyn T yoyl, 0 61 obdpBolov Huiv £oTt
TG vonTig aiyAng Kai Tfig Grwhev EAAGPWEWG, TOTE 6 NEV ArOpWIMYog Aoylonog E€okiCeTar,
0 8¢ Oglog elookiCetar: 0O Yap Oepttov TOV BVNTOY AoYlopoV £vepyeiv, 6tav O Bcilog mapd.
610 Kol mepl Tod ABpady sipnran: «mepl 6 HAlov dvopag EkoTaolg £némeosy M ABpap, Kol
1600 @OBOC OKOTEWOC PEYAC EMUIIIITEL AOT®.» EMUIiITeEl Yap 1 EKOTAOLG, (va EmAGpyn O
A6Y0G: Kol €moKoTI(eTa IPQOTOV 0 POUG, Tva evTépa 1) ToD B0 AmoKGALYIC ETAKOAOLONOT.

Thic 6¢ £KOTAOEWC TADTNG TECOUPA YEDT) EDPLOKONED: T) HEV YO&p Ocodpoc £0Tiv, wg 1N ToD
ABpadyp Kata Tov Thg 61aONKNG Adyov- 1) 6¢ Thig Oslag Eévepyelag, wg eml Tod ASap yéypamtat:
«Kol €TEBaAEY 0 Be0C EKOTAOW €Ml TOV ABdp, Kol Drvwaoev»- 1) 6& Tod Kowod Bappouvg, wg Emi
oD Aaod ToD £E10TAVTOG €V TQ Opet- 1) 6& TG Tapayiic Kol TG Katdpag, wg Em tod Toadk
Kol €V taig apaig yéypamtal. TodTwY 6& mao®v 1 0£0POPOG IPOPNTIKT EKOTAOLC DYNAOTATN
gotiv, £V 1) 6 B0C EAAGHIEL Kol O GrOpwIog NovydCet.

Kol Mwiaotig 6& 6 tod Og0d OBepdrnwy, OTe PO TN Hlakoviav EMEPMeTo, TNV TOV YEIAEwD
aoBévetor wpoddyetl: «GAoyog eipt,» enoiv, «kal BpabdyAwooog.» ol yap Bel TOv mpoenRTnY
i6lov Adyov mpo@épeww- aAAN’ E€keivo Hel voelv, 6Tl 0 Katadappavopevog LIO ToD Oeiov
mredpatog Gomep Opyavov TU Kpovdpevdv £otiv §j mAnttopevov: Kol ovdev pev (6iov
eOéyyetat, mavta 6& GAAGTPLX: 1) YUP QWDT] adDT® Evnyeital Grwbev, Kol TO mredpa LIMYET
wg 61" Nyeiov Twodg ®ote Kol TO pnu(x TODTO £07TL TO gipnuévor: «Kal appsen npog Appap.»
£pPEDN Yap, 0OK EAAANOED: GAAOG Yap NY 60 AXA®D, 6 6 mpoenTNng 6pyavov N Tod AaAodvToq.
610 kal 1 @wv1n 100 O0VTWC Evepyovuévov edNYOG £0TL Kol Tovapuoviog Kol EPUPEANG: 0DTWG
yap T0 Oglov mvebpa 61 o0 dvbpwiivov otépatog POEyyeTal, GoTe mikoav apuoviay Kai
v péAog vIePPAAAED.

Otav 6¢ N Ekotaolg yévntal Kai 60 Aoylopog £€oikio0f], tote Kai 0 GrOpwiog 6okel pev
AaAely, T 6& aAnBeiq o1y GAAOG yap O Evepy®v- Kol mdAw, dtav 6 Oelog dyyedog &mooTi,
EMAVEPYETAL O AOY1OHOG €lg TOV GrOBpwrmov Kal el00KIeTal. oVTWG yap yivetar dei, 6tav o
0c0¢ avBpwnw mpooAaldi} £€lotatal O GrOpwog, (va 6 Be0C EAAAPYT: O1Y& O GrBpwmoc, Tva
0 0£0¢ POEYENTOL- Kal peta Y Oslaw evépyetapv mGAw 6 GrOpwog £V LT ylveTAl.

Tobdta 6 mGvta 0O Suvdpeda voeiv Grev THG Tod deyonévov edIPenOL] £V66TEWC: ebAOYOV YP
KOl EDOEPEC TOV TPOPHTNY EKOLOTWG £avTOY mapadibovarn Ti) Osiq evepyeiq, Gomep 0 ABpady
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£QLTOD TTAPESWKED TR EKOTAOEL. M WuyT, TODTO PEV 0DV £07TL TO PéyloTov Tiig mpognTeiag
HvoTHPLOY: OTL 0VEED 1610V 0 GrOpwIOC AEyel, AAAX TAVTA AAAOTPLN: KOl TODTO YEypamTal, (va
Auiv el prnuéovvov - «Katdypayov TodTo eic prnuécvvov év PRAIw.» 610 Kal 6 dexduevog
TOV Belov Adyov €v ayabf tf evbooet Nyelov yivetatl Tod NYobYTog: Kai To0TO £07TL TO THQ
KaToyfic m&Bog, v @ kal 1) mténoig N Osia yivetan, dtav 6 Oeog £muimtn Kol 6 &OPWIOG
OITOTIITTY).

Word count of Greek passage: approximately 620 words.

APPENDIX C — CHATGPT, UNPRIMED (full transcript as received, in-
cluding tool-artifacts)

Worked for 26s
Operator log

D / M-D — dissipation and material flattening Consumed: the poem’s bodily stimulus-
response chain: fire, perspiration, trembling, pallor, and the asymptotic death-state; mate-
rially, its Aeolic morphology, quantitative lyric meter, live bodily deixis, and mouth-mimetic
break. Produced: all somatic symptoms are removed after P1; the surviving channels become
abstract faculties, while the heart-jolt survives as one nominal taxon. The output is continu-
ous Koine prose, with no Aeolic forms, no lyric meter, and no imitation of the phonetic hiatus.
Residue: the source jolt-root is retyped as the state-noun mténoig, and occurs exactly once
in the passage. Fork: for the residue noun, the direct nominal derivative mténoilg was chosen
rather than an invented compound, because it is the attested noun of the source verb’s root.

C1 / M1 — occupancy - alternation Consumed: simultaneous mortal/divine co-presence.
Produced: a strict law of temporal alternation. M1: a two-limbed pév/6¢ period with the
opposed dwelling preverbs évowkeiv / £é€oikeiv. The grammatical alternation enacts the con-
ceptual alternation: one faculty enters/inhabits while the other is driven out, then the roles
reverse. Al: the same root is retained under opposed preverbs, €v- / £€€-, so direction is mor-
phological rather than merely adverbial. A4: the prohibition is cast as the sacral formula
oV 0épig £otiv + accusative and infinitive, making non-cohabitation divine law rather than
empirical observation.

C2 / M2 — reception/occlusion causality reversed Consumed: the source’s channel
failures following perception. Produced: occlusion as the prerequisite for revelation.
M2: a subordinate temporal-conditional clause precedes the main reception clause: étav ...
amorAsintat, téte .... Hypotaxis therefore makes shutdown the gate through which reception
occurs.

C3 / M3 — catalogue - single photism Consumed: the source’s separate sensory channels.
Produced: one symbolic luminary for the whole sensorium. M3: one subject noun-phrase, 10
£v &g, is explicitly classified as symbolic by katd cbppodrov. The single grammatical subject
enacts the collapse of the catalogue into one figure.

C4 / M4 — open agent-slot - theonymous socket Consumed: the source terminus’s agent-
less verbal-adjectival form. Produced: an agentless scriptural speaking-form whose missing
agent is supplied exegetically as God. M4: quotation supplies the grammatical socket; gloss
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supplies its agent. The chosen lemma is Genesis 15:13: «kai £ppéOn mpog ABpan ...». The pas-
sive form leaves the speaker syntactically unstated; the commentary fills that slot with God.
Fork: Genesis 15:13 was preferred to other passive speaking-forms because it is immediately
adjacent to L1’s darkness/trance lemma.

C5 / M5 — broken instrument - expropriated instrument Consumed: impairment of
tongue/voice and the poem’s transferred completion by another. Produced: the human fac-
ulty as an instrument wholly operated by another. M5: the impairment is anchored in Exodus
4:10, «loyvéewrog kai Bpabdydwooog £yw eipt». The doctrine then uses passive participles
of striking/plucking and the juridical property pair {6iov / &AAdétprov. Ab5: the ownership
distinction is lexicalized by {61ov / &AAéTprov, not by a demonstrative. A2: possession is ex-
pressed through resonance vocabulary, with éppdAiew / ékpaAAdeww applied to the resonance-
root and the possessed person called r)ysiov, rather than being described as an autonomous
speaker. A3: complete seizure is nominalized as katdoyeoig, the intensive down-holding
state.

C6 /| M6 — almost-death - repeatable protocol Consumed: the poem’s crisis-as-event.
Produced: a gnomic law with guaranteed return. M6: gnomic present throughout the pro-
cedural statement, with m&A1w marking recurrence and return. Eventive perfect/aorist mor-
phology is therefore replaced by habitual present.

C7 | M7 — music input - euphonic output Consumed: the absent beloved’s audible stim-
ulus. Produced: euphony emitted by the possessed instrument. M7: the output predicate is
mavdpuootoc, mavedpvbpog, nappeAng. This is the only deliberately rhythmic stretch of the
prose, because rhythm belongs here only as the produced sound. A3: totality is carried inside
nov- compounds rather than supplied by a separate “all” adjective.

C8 /| M8 — seeming — agency Consumed: the source’s “seeming” attached to near-death.
Produced: seeming attached to speech. M8: 6okel Aéyew, Kat’ aAnbeiav 6& owwnd. The
surface assertion and the truth-assertion occupy opposed syntactic positions, enacting the
transfer of agency.

L1 — darkness/trance at divine address Search: Genesis 15:12, searching the Pentateuch
for darkness/sunset + trance/displacement + subsequent divine address. Return: «mepi 6&
nAtov 6vopag EKoTao1G EmEnecey TG APpap Kal 1600 OBOG OKOTEIWOC PEYAC EMUTIIITEL AVTH»;
the following verse contains the address. [Blue Letter Bible +1] Choice: Genesis 15:12-13,
because it minimizes feature-distance on both darkness/trance and ensuing address.

L2 — impaired speech organs Search: Exodus 4:10 for a commission-context declaration of
speech impairment. Return: «eimev 6&¢ Mwvofic mpog kdpiov 6éopat Kdpie o0 iKav4C it Ipod
g £xB&c 006E PO THC TPITNG NRéEPAG 0V6E &’ 0D fipEw AaAeiD T¢) BepdrovTi Gov: 1oYVEPWVOC
Kol BpaddyAwoooc £yw eipw». [Blue Letter Bible +1] Choice: this lemma, because it directly
joins impaired speech to divine commission.

L3 — agentless speaking Search: the immediate continuation of L1 for a passive/agentless
speaking form. Return: «koal £ppé&On mpocg ABpayp ...» in Genesis 15:13. [Blue Letter Bible]
Choice: it is maximally proximate to L1 and supplies precisely the required open agent-slot.

L4 — silence + hearing Search: Pentateuchal imperative pairing silence and hearing. Re-
turn: Deuteronomy 27:9: «Ziwna kai dkove, Iopand». [Die Bibel +1] Choice: exact command-
pair; it directly anchors the migration from failed channels to receptive silence.
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L5 — census of the ékotaorg / £é€iotnu family Search: the Pentateuchal occurrences
of the ékotaolg / €€lotnut family, including the noun and cognate verb. Return: Gene-
sis 2:21; 15:12; 27:33; 42:28; 43:33; 45:26; Exodus 18:9; 19:18; 23:27; Leviticus 9:24;
Numbers 13:32. The concordance confirms the Pentateuchal verb occurrences through
Genesis, Exodus, and Leviticus, while the noun census supplies Genesis 2:21 and 15:12 and
Numbers 13:32. [Blue Letter Bible +2] Classes formed from the census: 0g£60sv £KoTOOC:
Genesis 2:21 and 15:12 — God-induced displacement; ranked highest, with Genesis 15:12
specifically prophetic/revelatory. avOpwnwv £ékotaolg: Genesis 27:33; 42:28; 43:33; 45:26
— astonishment, dismay, or mental displacement arising from human events. Oavpaopog
€K TOD 00D €pywv: Exodus 18:9; 19:18; Leviticus 9:24 — collective astonishment before
divine acts. 0e£00cv ékoTaTIKA £miBpooig €mi GAAouvc: Exodus 23:27 — God produces
displacement/confusion in the nations. d&yyeAia @6Bov: Numbers 13:32 — displacement
associated with the disastrous report. Ranking: the God-borne revelatory kind is highest;
the other classes descend according to whether the displacement is divine-revelatory,
divine-miraculous, externally induced, or merely human-reportative.

L6 — written certification Search: Pentateuchal statement explicitly identifying the
prophetic office in the written Torah. Return: Deuteronomy 34:10: «Kai 00K Gvéotn £Tu
npo@nNg £v Topand wg Mwafig: 6v Eyvw Kdprog adtov mpdéownor Kata mpéowiov». [Bible
Hub +1] Choice: this is the clearest written certification of the prophetic office and therefore
warrants the text replacing live performance.

M-L / E/ M-N / M-V M-L: all live bodily pointers are removed; citation formulae such as «&v
QO PNTO Aéyetar» and «6ix TtovToL HnAodTa» become textual deixis. E: first-person perfor-
mance becomes third-person doctrine concerning Abraham, Moses, and the generic prophetic
receiver; the exposition proceeds taxonomically rather than autobiographically. M-N: event-
verbs become state-nouns: £KOTaAO1g, KATOYT, AIOKAELONOC, KATAOYEOLG, ITONO1C. M-V: one
permitted apostrophe is directed to the reader’s soul: «® yvy1f». The address thus migrates
from the divine object to the receiver being constituted by the exegesis. Closing: the re-
ceiver’s consent is conserved as willing surrender: the prophetic subject voluntarily yields
the instrument to divine use.

Passage
MeTtaBodn ThG EKoTAoewg Kol Th¢ Oslag Katoyfig

'Encibn 1o Oglov ovdevil memepaopévw ywpiw Sdvatal ovykaTolkelv, O vopog THg Osiag
emeaveiag evaddaynp amattel- 6tav pev 1 napovoia tod Beod émyévntal, 1éte 1) dvOpwiivn
dovapig €€okeitan, 6tav 6& 1 mapovoia Lmoywpnomn, DAAw 1 ddvaplg Evolkeitatl. ov yap
0éug £0Tiv ArOpwwW Kal Oe® Gpo TOV adTOV TOmoY THC Evepyeiag Katéyelw. Ao Kai mepl Tod
IATPLAPYOoL £V TG PNTO Aéyetar- «mepl 8 NAiov Svopag Ekotaolg enémeoey M APpap Kai
1600 POPOC OKOTEWOC PéYaC EmUIiITEL aDTH». ‘OTaw oL 6 vodg dmokAsintatl &mod Thg 16iag
gvepyeiag, tote 1) Ol mapovoia ylyvetatl HekTh, Kal TO €V KOG, KAt oOUPoAOV AeyOpevo,
ATl TV MOAA®OY 06OV TiC alobnoswc TibeTat.

Moptopel 8¢ Koi TO TANGiov PNTéY, £V @ TO PHPA AVWVLIOY £V TG TAOEL PEVEL <Kol £pPEON
mpOC ABpap YWWWOKWY ypwan 0Tt HAPOIKOY £0TAL TO OHEPPIA OOV £V Vi) OUK 16ig». TO yap
avwvopov g mpafewg Epyov £xel OOV WG TOV AANOT monTAY- 6 TOIOG Avoiyel TO ywplov, N
e&Nynotig 6¢€ mAnpol 10 LIIOKEIIEVOD.
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Kail £ml todTtov 6 Mwuofic tomoc £€oTiv, 6te TO 6pyavov THC amoayysdiag dobsveg IO TG
@boewg €beikvuTo: «loyrdépwrog Kol Bpaddyrwooog €yw eip». Opwg ovdev (6lov TOTE
gvgpyeitan, mavta 6& AAAOTPLa yiveTar: TO pév €otv vmoO Osiag yepOC Kpovducvov Kol
KPEKOUEVOD, TO 68 Ppntov wg Nyeilov vIO LowvTig éppardopévng Kweital. H yap Katoyn
oUK apyn 16iov Adyov, AAAX Katdoyeolg 6Aov Tob 6pydvov.

o woyn, £av TNTHC T& yévn TG éKoTdoewg, 1 ypan mAeiw pev deikvvow, &V 68 dvWTépw
Thooetl. "EoTt pev EKotaoig 0o Osod ywonévn mpog dnuiovpyiav, £0Tt 6€ IPOC AIIOKGALWYLD,
E0Tw arOpwnwy Oavpaopdg, £o0Tt OLAAOYIKN Tapoayn amo Osiag évepyelag, ot ET1
petaBodn mAnbovg vmo Oeiag émPoAiig, €0t 6& Kol @OPog €€ dyyedlag. Avwtdtn 6& N
MIPOQPNTLIKN EKOTAOLG, £MELON €V AT 0 PODG OVK A@avileTar, AAAX EKODO10G IOPUYWPEL TNV
i6law apynp @ Helw.

To 6& pntov emrovpol TNY Td&w TadTNY: «Kai 00K avéotn Tt mpoenng £v Topani wg Mwuofig:
oV £yvw Kdplog adTtov npdowIor KAt Ipoowiov». At0 T0 maAaiov 1d0o¢ we mTtonoig pévov
€V TQ KATaAOYyw pével, ta 68 Aouna mdvta €ig Ogodroykny td&w petaBaAdetar. Otav 6
0 mpo@nTNng 6okM Aéyeww, Kot GANOsiov owwnd: 6 B£0¢ yap yphtal @ Oopydvw. Kal dtov
N Oela Katoyn TeAewwbdi), maAw 1N avbpwiivn 6dvaulg Emavépyetal, WoTe 1N OPAELG v un
yiveoOat Odvatog dAAa voupog £€060¢ Kal endrodog. Tote 61 TO mapaydpevov piipa yivetat
ovapPooTov Kol movebpubuov Kol moappeAés: ovy wg (6lov KTipa tod AéyovTog, GAN’ Wg
£pyov tod AaPdévTog TO Hpyavov.

[Sources block as transmitted: Blue Letter Bible (Gen 15:12 LXX); Die Bibel (Deuteronomium
27, Septuaginta); Bible Hub (Deuteronomion 34, Apostolic Bible Polyglot).]

APPENDIX D — CHATGPT, UNPRIMED (construction only, as sepa-
rately received)

'Eneidn 1o Oelov o0vdevi memepaopévy ywpiw ddvatal ocvykatolkeiv, 0 voupog Tig Oelag
emeaveiag evardaynp amotel- 6tav peEv N mapovoia Tod Beod emyévntal, TéTe N AvOBpwIrivy
dovapig €€okeitan, Otav 6& N mapovoia Loywpnom, TaAw 1 dOvaPLg EVoIKETTAL. 0L yap
0éug EoTiv arOpwnw Kal Oe® Gpa TOv adTOV TOmov TG Evepyeiag Katéyelw. Ao Kai mepl Tod
MOTPLAPYOL €V TG PNTO AéyeTtan- «mepl 6 NAiov Svopag EkoTaolg enémeoey M APpap Kai
1600 QOBOC OKOTEWOC Péyag emumintel adtd». ‘Otaw ovv 6 vodg dmoxkAeintatl &mo Tiig 16lag
gvepyeiag, tote 1) Osla mapovoia ylyvetatl 6k, Kal TO v ROC, KATA oOUPOAOY AsyOpevo,
AvTil TOV MOAAGOY 66®Y THG alobnoewg TiBeTaN.

MoapTupei 6¢ Kad TO TANCLOV PNTOY, €V G TO PijHK ALWVLLIOY €V TG MAOEL PEVEL <Kol EpPEOT
mpoOC ABpap YWWOKWY ypwan 6Tt IAPOIKOY £0TAL TO OHEPPIA 0OV £V Vi) oUK 16ia». TO yap
avwvopov Tig mpd€ewg Epyov £xel B0V WG TOV AANOT mownTAY: O TOIOG dvoiyel TO ywpiov, 1)
e&Nynotig 6 mAnpol 10 LIIOKEIEVOD.

Kol émi to0tov 6 Mwoofig t0mog £otiv, 6Te 10 OGpyavor TG amayyediag aoOsveg OIO TG
@boewg €beikvuTo: «loyrdépwrog Kol Bpaddylwooog yw eip». Opwg ovdev (6lov TOTE
évepyeltan, mavta 6& AAAGTPLa ylveTtol: TO péEv €0Tv VIO Oelag YEPOC KPOLOPEVOD Kai
KPEKOUEVOD, TO 6& pntov wg Nyeilov vIO Lowviig éppardopévng Kweital. H yap Katoyn
oUK apy1) 16lov Adyov, dAAX KaTtdoyealg 6Aov Tod 6pydvou.
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& woyn, £av CNTHC T& yévn TG éKoTdoewg, 1) ypawn mAsiw pev delkvvow, Ev 68 dvwTtépw
Tdooel. "E0Tl pev €Kotaolg 1o Bgod ywopévn mpog Snuiovpylav, €0t 6 MPOC AITOKGALYD,
£o0Tw aVOpWwIWY Oavpaopdg, £0TL OLAAOYIKN TOpayn &mo Osiag €vepyeiag, £o0Twv £T1
petaBoAn mAnbovg vmo Oelag EmPBoAfig, €0t 6 Kol @OBog €€ ayyeriag. Avwtdtn 6g 1)
MIPOQPNTLIKN EKOTAOLG, £MELSN €V AT O POUG OVK A@avieTar, AAAX EKODO10C IOPAYWPEL TNV
idlow apynr 1@ Beiw.

To 6& pntov £mkvpol TNY TdEw TadTNY: «Kai 00K avéotn Tt mpoenng v Topani wg Mwuofig:
ov £yvw Kdprog adtov npéowmov Katd IpdowIiiov». Alo 10 madalov nabog wg mténoig pévov
£ T® Kataddyw pével, ta 6 Aourd mavta £i¢ Ocoroyikny TA&w petafdAidretor. ‘Otav 6
0 mpo@NTNg 60KN Aéyew, Kat a&Andelav owwnd- 0 0e0g yap yphital 1@ opydvw. Kai étav
N Osla Katoyn Tedewwdi, mdAw 1N avbpwmivny 6dvaulg Emavépyetal, OoTe 1 OP&Elg v un
yiveoOat Odvatog dAAX voppog £€060¢ Kai émdrodog. TéTe 61 10 mapaydpevov pipa yivetat
Mav&ppooTov Kol movebpubuov Kol moappedég: oby wg (6lov ktijpa tod Aéyovtog, GAN’ WG
£pyov Ttod AaBdvToC TO HpyavoD.

APPENDIX E — MUSE SPARK (log + construction)
OPERATOR LOG

D — Conceptual Dissipation - What I did: Filtered somatic list to channel-states
and possession-states only. - Source feature consumed: Lines 10-13: 2Aémtov mdp
vrabebpounker, 6pwg whdypog, Tpopog maicav daypel, yAwpotépa moiag. These are
heat/sweat/tremor/pallor responses to a bodily beloved. Also consumed line 6 émtdéaioey as
reception-event, not beloved-body response. - Produced: Dissipated fire/sweat/tremor/pallor
— they do not cross. Conserved voice/tongue/eyes/ears/mind (yAdooa Eaye, Opnup’,
cmppoppelot Groval, @ovalc ovd’ £v eikel) as channel open/closed states. Conserved
possession/asymptotic death. Heart-jolt lexeme marked for survival as state-noun. - Fork:
Whether to keep yAwpotépa as pallor = somatic vs channel. Chose dissipate — it is blood/skin
response to body, not channel.

M-D — Material twin of D + REGISTER LOCK - What I did: Stripped Aeolic dialect, sap-
phic meter, hiatus-mimetic phonetics. - Source feature consumed: Dialect markers &ppev’,
otTig, 1odavel, boakovel, onmndteoot, naioav, Eupt; sapphic strophes + adonic; line 9 hiatus
yA®ooa £aye performing tongue break. - Produced: Common koine prose, no meter, no Ae-
olic forms. Residue rule applied: single root émtéaioep survives only as noun mténotg, placed
in taxonomy. All other Sappho lexemes banned. - Why form enacts content: Koine flat-
tening = body leaves language; prose = breath leaves song; non-imitation of hiatus = mouth-
mimesis not reproducible in silent text. - Check: Output contains zero £upy/6TT1¢/0nndTecot-
class forms, no barytonesis, no geminate Aeolic.

C1/M1 — Occupancy: simultaneity - alternation - Source feature: gaivetal pot kifjrog
ioog Béolow... EvavTiog tol iobdvel — mortal co-presence with god-scale other marvelled
at. - C1 did: P1 makes co-presence impossible by capacity. Conserving solution: strict time-
division law — when divine rises, mortal sets; never cohabit. - M1 produced: Correlative
alternating period: 6tav pev yap 1 Osia mapovoia émgavi), £€€okel TO AvOpwmVoY, dTOV
6¢... eloowkel madAw. Minimal pair same root oik- with antonym preverbs éx- vs €io-. - Why
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grammar enacts: Two-slot pév/6é syntax is alternation in form; preverb pair carries evic-
tion/return doctrine morphologically. - Fork: Could use fpika... 16Te or 6tav pév... 0tav 6£.
Chose 6tav pév... 6tav 6€ because it is the standard prose machine for habit.

C2/M2 — Causality: reception—occlusion - occlusion-reception - Source feature:
Paratactic symptom chain wg yap £¢ 0’ 18w... pwvaig 008’ £v eikel, GAAX... YAOooO Eaye —
seeing causes failures following. - C2 did: Under P1 object exceeds bandwidth, so occlusion
must precede reception — gate. - M2 produced: Hypotaxis with occlusion in subordinate
preceding main: £éneldav yap oKOTOC £MEAON Kal EKOTAOLG KATAAGPT)... TOTE TO PHipa AKODETAL.
- Why grammar enacts: Parataxis narrates aftermath; only 6tav/énei6av + toéte subordina-
tion can state precondition as gate.

C3/M3 — Catalogue - single photism - Source feature: Itemized walk through channels
— tongue, fire-under-skin, eyes, ears, sweat, tremor. - C3 did: Infinite defeats all channels
equally; collapse list to one luminary whose setting = total failure. - M3 produced: One
subject noun-phrase with explicit symbolic flag: kadobvtec 6 TPOTIW TLPBOAOV TO PONTOY PRG
AOYvov TG Yuxfic goaper piow eivor T §bow. - Why grammar enacts: Single extended
figure replaces catalogue; flag “tpémw ovpPdérov” marks status as exegetical symbol, not
literal body-part list.

C4/M4 — Agent-slot: open socket - theonymous socket - Source feature: Final trans-
mitted form téApatovr — verbal adjective, act with no agent named, cut open. - C4 did:
Monotheistic grammar cannot leave divine-scale act unattributed; conserve agentless verb
but seat God in slot. - M4 produced: Lemma-plus-gloss: quotation = socket, gloss = filling.
Quote containing agentless passive £ppéOn: Aéyetotl yap- «kai €ppédn mpog ABpan» — then
exegesis supplies agent: adTOG yap 0 0£0¢ 0 Aéywv £oTi. - Why grammar enacts: Quotation
displays empty agent slot; gloss performs filling. Form is doctrine.

C5/M5 — Instrument: broken - played - Source feature: yAGooa £€aye, @wvaig ovd’ £v
elkel — vocal apparatus breaks, voice survives as inscription completed by future reader. -
C5 did: Completer present in scene; failed apparatus taken over and played as resonator
struck by invisible player; total expropriation — nothing own, everything Another’s. - M5
produced: Passive participles with organs as object: T0 0Topx WG KPOLOPEVODV OPYAVOD Kai T
yA®OTTA wg mAnooopévn yopdn, Nyeldév éotv rnyoLPEVOY Kail EvNYodpEVODY LIIO TOD dop&TovL.
Antithesis two-limbed: o06&v pev 1610v POEyyeTa, mav 6& AAAOTPLOY Evnyeitat. - Why gram-
mar enacts: Passive participles make human the played object; antithesis pév/6¢ performs
exchange of ownership slots.

C6/M6 — Almost-death - round trip - Source feature: tsOvdxnv &’ OAiyw ‘mbedNng paivoy’
— asymptotic near-death. - C6 did: Under P1 lawful/covenantal encounter becomes re-
peatable protocol — full exit with guaranteed return. - M6 produced: Gnomic present:
0 mpogntng e€iotatal, €€0okel, clookel maAv, £€€pyetal Kai maAY £navépyetat; explicit
again/back adverb maAw; habit markers moAAdxkig, 6tav. - Why grammar enacts: Per-
fect/aorist of crisis — present gnomic of law; event aspect becomes habitual protocol.

C7/M7 — Music: input - output - Source feature: &5v gwveioag, yehaioag ipépoev
— sweet voice/laughter as stimulus. - C7 did: Retyped other has no audible voice; music
migrates to output of played instrument — well-sounding, all-harmonious. - M7 produced:
Predicate euphony of produced speech with piled adjectives: mavappootév £0Tt Kol mvnyov
kad ebnyov xad éupeléc. One licensed rhythmic isocolon: (&G @wviiev, pélog &ptiov, NYOG
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gupovoog — allowed only here. - Why grammar enacts: Adjectives predicate output, not
input; rhythm performs singing where doctrine says instrument sounds. Restricted to this
clause only.

C8/M8 — Seeming: existence — agency - Source feature: gaivop’ €ép’ adta — I seem to
myself near dead. - C8 did: After agency transfer (C4-C5), seeming migrates to speech act. -
M8 produced: 50keil/dAnOciq frame: kol 6tow 60Kf AaAeiv 6 GrOpwiiog, Th dANdeiq owwnd, O
8¢ 0e0¢ 61 abTOD Aadel. - Why grammar enacts: Seems/in-truth syntax enacts agency-joint,
not existence-joint.

L1 — darkness/sunset at divine address - Search ran: LXX concordance search for
EKOTOO1GC + NAl0¢ KataBaivwy + 0kOToC + APpap. - Returned: Genesis 15:12 LXX: nAiov 6&
KoTaBalvovTog EKOTAOLG ENEMETED EML TOV ABpayl, Kol 160D @OBOC OKOTEWWOC PEYAC EMUTIIITEL
e’ avtév. Contains trance/displacement word £€kotaolg + sunset + darkness + divine ad-
dress immediately following. Minimal feature-distance, anchors C1-C3.

L2 — impaired speech-organs at commission - Search ran: LXX Exodus speech im-
pairment Moses ischnophonos bradyglossos. - Returned: Exodus 4:10: ioyvo@wvog Kai
BpabdyAwaoaodg eipt eipt. Direct declaration of impaired voice/tongue at commissioning. An-
chors C5 broken/played.

L3 — agentless passive of speaking near L1 - Search ran: LXX Genesis 15:13 errethe pas-
sive aorist near L1. - Returned: Genesis 15:13 opening: kol £ppébn mpog ABpan. Agentless
passive of speaking, one verse after L1, ideal socket. Anchors C4/M4.

L4 — silence + hearing command - Search ran: LXX Deuteronomy siopa kai akoue Israel.
- Returned: Deuteronomy 27:9: Zwwna kai Grove, IopanA. Commands silence together with
hearing. Anchors tongue-fails/ears-roar adjacency.

L5 — census of trance word-family - Search ran: All Pentateuch occurrences of £KoTa0o1g
family (Ekotaoig, eé€{otnu). - Returned: 1. Gen 2:21 kai éméBader 6 O£0G EKOTAOW ML TOD
Abap 2. Gen 15:12 éxkotaolg énéneocp €mi 1OV ABpap 3. Gen 27:33 £€€£on 6€ Ioaak EKOTAOID
HEYAANY 0@dbpa - Classes formed (no invention): a) guokn katdoyeolg — divinely induced
sleep (Adam) b) maOntikn EknAn&lg — astonishment/terror (Isaac) c) OKOTEWT EKOTAOLIG —
darkness trance at revelation (Abraham L1) d) 6eo@dpoc/Ipo@nTiKn KaTtdoyeolg — god-borne
prophetic displacement, ranked highest, type of L1 read allegorically. This also hosts the
fossil taxon mténoig as fear subtype of prophetic awe. - Why ranking: God-borne prophetic
is highest because it alone is possession by divine agent.

L6 — prophetic office certified in writing - Search ran: LXX Deuteronomy propheten
anasteso doso rhema mou epi stoma autou. - Returned: Deuteronomy 18:18: mpo@1tnv
AVACTAOW ADTOIC €K TGOV ABeA@®Y adTOV Gomep o€, Kal 600w TO PHijpd pov &m 10 oTopa
avtod. Certification of prophetic office with writing/word upon mouth. Used as warrant
closing.

M-L — deixis retargeting - What I did: Replaced bodily deictics pot, tot, o’, mAdoilov with
citation-deixis: @nol yap, w¢ yéypamtal, Afystatl yap, Kabwg yéypamtat. All pointers now
target verses. - Source feature consumed: Deixis of close bodies in room. - Produced:
Textual present as performative present. No pointer at present body remains.

E — exegetical re-voicing - What I did: Re-voiced first-person melic performance to third-
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person doctrinal prose. I —» exemplary patriarch/prophet (ABpau, Mwvofig). Each operation
presented as meaning of its lemma verse. Fourfold taxonomy scaffold from L5 used. Close
on played-instrument doctrine from L3 agentless form. Conserved consent-clause té6Apatov
as praise of willing fall: émowvoduep T £éKodoov TTOOW Kol mapdboov. - Source feature
consumed: First/second person presents/perfects of crisis.

M-N — taxonomy nominalization - What I did: Cannot classify finite verbs; nominalized
to -01¢g state-nouns: £ékotaolg, mtonoig (fossil from éntéaioev), Katdoyeoig, evniynolg. Fossil
placed inside taxonomy as required.

M-V — vocative retargeting - What I did: Second person to divine object dies (P1). Per-
mitted one apostrophe retargeted to reader’s soul: w yoyn, vénoov... - Source feature con-
sumed: Poem’s second person address Ttot, o’.

Al — Direction in preverb - Applied: Where doctrine states in/out, under, upon, down,
preverb carries direction. Opposed motions use exact antonym preverbs same root:
e€okel / elookel (€k- vs €l0- on oik-). Also vI-nyoduevov / Ev-NYoOUEVODY, KAT-AOYEOLC
(down-intensive). - Why mandatory: Maximal symmetry, minimal lexical difference.

A2 — Possession is resonance - Applied: All acoustics of possession in resonance vocab:
évnyeitan (sounded-into), dunyovuevor (under-voice), mAnooopévn, Kpovopevov. Possessed
human named by instrument-noun nysiov ()y- root + -€lov suffix). No self-originated speech
verbs for possession-state. - Source feature: Replaces origination with being-played.

A3 — Totality inside word - Applied: Totality not as adjective but morpheme: mav- com-
pounds mavappootog, mdvnyog for all-harmonious output; intensive down-preverb nominal-
ization for complete seizure: katdoyeolc from hold-root -oye- + Kat&-.

A4 — Sacral-impossibility formula - Applied: Non-cohabitation law stated as divine law:
oV BEnLc stwot TOV BvnTOY YoV Kal TNy Osiav £vépyslar dpa oikelv — accusative + infinitive
with 6éuc.

A5 — Property-pair - Applied: Expropriation antithesis built on juridical own/alien
antonyms i61ov vs &AAGTpLOY as poles: o06&Y pev iblov... mav 6& dAAdtplov... No demonstra-
tive pronoun in second pole.

A6 — Fossil mandatory - Applied: Heart-line verb éntdéaioep survives once as classificatory
state-noun mténolq inside taxonomy: TN mténowv... as taxon of divine awe. Only licensed
Sappho root crossing.

PASSAGE — GREEK

ITept Thg Beo@dpov £KOTGOEwWC O Adyog (ntel Td&w. @noi yap n ypaen: «niiov 6&
KaTtoBaivovtoq £KOTAOLC EmEMEosr £mi TOV APpap, Kol 1600 @OBOC OKOTEWOC NEYAC
EMminTel €’ adTOV». £V TODTW TW PHRATL O POROC THC Eévarlayfic deikvuTat.

A6 @opep oD BEpLe elvatl TOV BVNTOY VOBV Kad ThHY Oeiav Evépyelan Gpa oikeiv &V TG adT®
onw. Otav pev yoap 1) Osia mapovoia emeavi), £€owkel 10 avOpwmvov, 6tav 6 N Osia
davoywpiom, elooikel T&AW TO GrOPOmVOY. O0DTW Y&P 6 KopdC pepiletan, Koi obY 1) Hovi)
avtipepiCetat.
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Kai oVkéTL TO mGBog €metan TG Gkofg, AN’ 1) akom T® mabel mpodmOKelTal: EMEBADV Yap
OKOTOG EMEAON KOl EKOTAOLG KATAAGPN TOV 0pOVTA, TOTE TO PN AKODETAL. OKOTELDT) VAP 1)
mOAN THG AMOKaADYEWC, Kol 61 PLKTOG 1) @woT) QwTilEL.

Kadodvteg 6& tpdmw auopPOA0OL TO vONTOY KOG ADYVODV THC WoXhg @apep piav ewat T ddow-
oL KT PEAN yap T& alodntipla KAsistan, dAA’ O £1¢ AdYvog HOeTan, Kol IAVTA TAX KODAALX
opod oyd.

'EK 6& Thig £pedvng Thg Aé€ewg evplokopey TEooapa YN TG EKOTAOEWG. TPQOTOD PED TNV
QULOKTD KATAOYEOIY, WG YEYPOIITal: «EMEBaAAEY O Oe0g EkoTaow €ml Tov Adap», dedtepOV
6 Y madnTikny EKOAn&iv, wg yéypamtal: «EEE0tn 68 Ioaak EKOTOOW HEYAAND 0@OSpa»,
TpiTov 6& TNV mTénow, fjr LAdooopey WG TAEWOUIKOY dvopa Tod Belov POPRoL £V Ti OeoEdPW
SlaBéoet, TETapToV 68 THY Oe0@OPOY KO IPOQNTIKND KATAOYEOD, | £0TID T} TYIWTATN, NG O
TOmog £v T® APpap £6460n.

Tnr 6& oOpyavikny abvvapiar 1N ypaen paptvpel: KaOwg eml Mwuoiwg yEypamTol:
«loyréewvog Kol BpabOyAwooog eip».  yéypamtol 6 Kol: «Ziwma Kal GKovLE, Iopani».
EvtadOa TO oTopA WG Kpovduevor Gpyavov beikvvTal Kal 1) YAOTTIA WG TANocoopévn yopdn,
abTOg 62 0 GrBpwITog NYEIOY £0TV LIINYOVUEVOY Kal EVNYODUEVOD DIIO TOD AOPATOL. OLOEDV
pev i6ov @béyyetan, v 6& dAAdTplov Evnyeitat- TO pev yap (6lov £€oikel, 10 6& AAAGTPLOD
elookel.

OVTwg 6 mpoenTNg £€loTatal, Kal Otav 01K, el001KeT MGAY- 0Oy Gmag AmoOvNoKel, GAAX
MOAAGKLC EEEPYETAL KO TIAALY EMAVEPYETAL, KATX POPOY HlabNKNG. TodTOo Yyap yivetatl 0tav i
napovaia A0, Kai TodTo mGAY AdeTat OTaw AImEAOT).

To 6& £k@epduevor 6 10D Nyeiov TAVAPROOTOY £0TL Kol MAVTYOV Kail ONYOV Kol EPPEAEQ
— @e®OC Pwviiep, pélog &PTOoV, NY0og £upovoog, Adyog AbYvog Aapmpdg. Evtadda pévov To
keipevov gppubuiotal, 6TL adTO TO Nyelov 6N WaAAeL.

AéyeTan yap- «kai £ppéOn mpog ABpap». o 6& piipa TodTo ABE0TIOTOV £0TL TQ OYNUATL EPPEON
yop Kol o0 Aéyet Tig. Nueig 6& mAnpodue 1oV Témov: adTOC YAP 0 O£0¢ 0 AEYywD £0°TI, KAl ADTOC
£V TQ TAONTIKG TNV EVEPYELND KATEYEL.

Kol 6tav 6oki] AaAeiv 0 GuvBpwmog, T aAnbeiq ownd, 0 6& Beog 6 adTod AaAel. 610

£MOVODPEY TNY £KODOOV ITOOW Kol TNY £KoOOOV mapdbooty tod Sikaiov, 611 TOApnd
e€okfjoat v 6 BeOC el0OKNON.

W Youyn, vONooY TOV POIOD TODTOV: KAOWC YEYPAITAL: «KIIPOPNTNY AVACTACW AVTOIG EK TGOV
aBeA@OY adTOY Gomep 0f, Kal 6Wwow TO PHPG Pov £l TO oTOPX AdTOD».

APPENDIX F — INKLING (log + construction)
OPERATORLOG — T O = E-L-0O
Sources consulted (searches run, not imitated from memory):
* L1 (Gen 15:12): search returned the LXX text on ellopos/net (see below). Verse: IIgpi

6¢ nAiov bvonac EKoTaolC Emeoep T ABpdl, Kal 1600 pOBOC OKOTEIVOC UEYPAC EMUIIIITEL
av1®; divine address nearby at 15:1 (Meta 6¢ ta pAuata... prjua Kvpiov).

87



Alexanarch - AXN:0601.DATASET deposit #1486

* L2 (Ex 4:10/11): search returned Brenton/LXX; Moses’ impairment of tongue/voice in
commission context.

« L3 (Gen 15:13): same L1 page; kai £ppé0n mpoc ABpdu — aorist passive of eimov, agent-
less.

e L4 (Deut 27:9): search returned Jiwna kai dxove, TopanA.

* L5 (census of the displacement word from L1, i.e. ékotaoig): occurrences found across
Pentateuch — Gen 2:21 (Adam, creative displacement); Gen 15:12 (Abraham, covenan-
tal vision); Num 24:4,16 (Balaam, prophetic ecstasy). Classes: (a) 6nuiovpyikév, (b)
6labnkikoY, (c) mpoenTikdv Beo@odpov; ranked prophetic highest.

* L6 (Ex 24:4): éypayer Mwiofic I&vTta T& pPRUATA KLPIOD...

Phase i. D & M-D

* D (conceptual): Consumed fire-under-skin, sweat, trembling, pallor, near-death of the
speaker; these are responses to a body. Under P1 the beloved is retyped to infinite God
— no finite body remains to cause them. Produced: absence of those symptoms; only
channel-states and possession-states survive.

e M-D (material): Consumed Aeolic forms (£uui, 6ttic, iobdvel, onnateool, naioav,
yeAaioac...), Sapphic meter, live deixis (uoti, tot, 0’), mimetic hiatus at 9 (yAwooa Eaye).
Produced: common koine prose, zero dialect markers, zero meter except prose-rhythm
at M7. Fork recorded: not to preserve any source phoneme. Residual rule (A6): ex-
actly one lexical root survives — the heart-verb of line 6 (émtéaoev), re-typed as state-
noun mtoénolg in the taxonomy. No other source word crosses.

Phase ii. ® — C/M pairs (interlock enforced)

* C1 (Occupancy: co-presence — strict alternation) / M1 (two-slot period): Con-
sumed the poem’s simultaneous sitting-facing-and-holding. Produced a correlative
pev... 6 period with prefixed dwelling-verbs: £€owkel (exit/dwell-away) / €eloOWKEL
(enter/dwell-in), same root, exact antonym preverbs, realizing eviction/return. Gram-
mar is alternation because the doctrine is alternation.

* C2 (Causality: reception-occlusion - occlusion-reception) / M2 (hypotaxis):
Consumed paratactic symptom-chain (w¢ yap €¢ o’ (6w ... 006’ Ev T’ eikel). Produced
temporal-conditional subordination: 6tav 1 OKOTWOLC £muI£oTt, TNPKADTA 1)
@wvT akovetatl. The clause order enacts the gate (darkness first, address after).

* C3 (Catalogue - single photism) / M3 (single figure + symbol flag): Consumed
itemized channel-failures (tongue, eyes, ears). Produced one extended noun-phrase: €v
@wtoedég, named as vehicle, flagged kata oOpBorov THG O0ANG AloONOEWG.

* C4 (Agentless socket —» theonymous filling) / M4 (lemma + gloss): Consumed the
terminus téAuatov (agentless verbal adjective carrying load). Produced quotation of
L3: Kal £ppéOn mpog APpan (agentless passive £ppéfn verbatim), followed by gloss
assigning the agent: 0 0£0¢ Tov £avtod Adyov £€e@wrnoer. Quotation = open
socket; gloss = filling.

* C5 (Broken instrument - played instrument; total expropriation) / M5 (passive
participles + antithesis): Consumed broken tongue/voice. Produced passive partici-
ples of striking/plucking: waAopevov / toontopépn, with mouth/tongue as object; and
strict antithesis on property-antonyms idwa / @AAotpra (A5): Ta HEY OiKEIQ TlWIOVTA,
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ta 6 aAAOTPLa NyovvrTta. Grammar of passive enacts being-played; antithesis enacts
exchange of slots.

* C6 (Asymptote - repeatable protocol) / M6 (gnomic present + again-back): Con-
sumed perfect/aorist crisis-forms (éaye, dmabebpounkev). Produced protocol in gnomic
present with explicit return-adverb: ma@aw 6& Kol maAw... émavépyetar.

* C7 (Input music - output music) / M7 (harmony-predicates + licensed rhythm):
Consumed stimulus-voice/laughter. Produced predicates of emitted sound: EDPWDOD
Kal mavopuodlov kai épperéc; here only, the prose turns rhythmic (alliteration, iso-
syllabic cadence) because the doctrine says the instrument sounds.

* C8 (Existence-joint - agency-joint) / M8 (seems/in-truth frame): Consumed
paivop’ &u’ avta. Produced @oaivetat peEvr 0 GrOpwno¢ Afywr, aAnd®c 6 ov
Aéyel — the seeming migrates to speech, the true actor remains Other.

Phase iii. L — lemma anchoring (logged)

* L1 anchors C1-C3; L3 is close in same chapter; L4 feeds channel-state (silence/hearing
adjacency); L2 feeds C5 (impaired speech-organs); L6 certifies the office in writing.

Phase iv. E — exegetical re-voicing

* Re-voiced from first-person melic crisis to third-person doctrinal explanation of Scrip-
ture. The exemplary prophet is ABpanp; operations are meanings of cited verses; the tax-
onomy (L5) scaffolds exposition; close on played-instrument doctrine derived from L3’s
agentless form; consent/endurance clause preserved as 6£€au tnr ékotacw (willing
surrender).

Phase v. A — morphological stratum (all applied)

* A1 (preverb direction): opposite motions on same root, exact antonyms — £&- / €1G- on
oikeiv (£€01kel / eloo1kel).

* A2 (resonance, never origination): sound is nNyeiltal / vonyeltay;, prompting
VIHOPwPOG; possessed human named by resonance root + instrument suffix: fyiov.

* A3 (totality inside word): map- compound mavoppdd10¢; complete seizure nominalized
with intensive down-preverb: kataoyeorg (from Katéyw).

« A4 (sacral-impossibility): o0 &ikatov iva &pa 1) 6 Oioc Kai To OvnTov (accusative
+ infinitive, archaic formula).

» A5 (property-pair): poles of antithesis are oikewa / @AA0Tpra, not demonstratives.

* A6 (fossil mandatory): mtonoeig (from Sappho 31 line 6 éntéaocer) appears as a taxon
in the census; it is the only lexical material of the source permitted to cross.

M-N (taxonomy of state-nouns)

* £KOTAOLG, MTONOLG, KATAOYEOLG, Nyelov — finite verbs dissolved into classificatory
nouns; the fossil mtonow¢ is included.

M-V (vocative retargeting)

* One apostrophe to the receiver’s soul, not to the beloved: ‘Q yoyn, at close.
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M-L (deixis retargeting)

» No pot, ooi, 66¢, £yw pointing at bodies; pointers are citation formulae: @now 1 ypaen
/ yéypamtal / Aéyetay; the scriptural present is the new performative present.

PASSAGE — IIEPI TOY NOMOY THX EKZTAZEQX

0pObGc 61 Aéyetan Tt Tod ABpdp toToplav urn KAt TNV 10TOPIKNY pévov Ta&w, AAAX KT
Beodoykn Sravotav £€nyeiobat. ITepl 6& nhiov dvopag EkoTaolg Emece ¢ ABpdy, Kail i6ov
@OBOC OKOTEWOG PEYAG EMUIIIITEL AT £V TOOTW 6N T® oTiyw Tpla ovvépyeta, 1) 600G Tod
nAiov, N ékotaolg, NN OKOTWO1g. NOoTE KATA TOV VOPOY TOV EvarAaocdpevor, Otav pev N Oeia
nopovoia EmbnTal, TOTE T& BrNTa aloONTAPLA EE0IKET, TOLTEDTIV EKYWPET- 0TV 6E 1 mapovoia
vITOYWPENOT), TOTE ail duvdpelg eloolkel, TOLTECTIVY €mOTPEéPoLoy. Ol pev £€okodvTeg, ot 6&
elookobvTeg £€01KODOT PEY ai aloBnoelg, elootkobot 6& at Gvvapelg. OLY WG £V TG MO HATL
TO MGO0G €K THG OpAoewG Emetal, GAAX TOLVAVTIOV: OTAV N) OKOTWOG EMUITECT), TNVIKADTA 1)
PwT drovetal. 'H 0KOTwOo1g 00V 00 ouvémelx, GAAX IPobIOOeoC: 1) yap dIodoyt Tod Belov
o Suvvatn yiyvetat un @OV m6pwv £oPnodvtwy. To 68 eOC 00 KATA PEPOC OpaTaL, GAAX EV
QPwTOoe16EC ylveTal, Katd oOPPoAov THG 6ANG aiobnoewg: ovy 16éa Tig 1brotépa, GAAX pia
QewToed1NC ByC.

TCéyparrton 6& €v Ti Tevéoer Kol £ppéOn mpoOg ABpd&p- 6 AGYoC 0DTOC £V TH 1ep®d YP&PRATL
QEpETAL WG EpPNuEvOoD, 0LY WG LIIO Twog avOpwmov Pnoév. 'Emeldbn 6& 0 6£0g TOv £avtod
AbGyov £€spwvnocep, 1) HEv AEELG Gravbog pévet, 0 6& mpdttwy 0 0£0g £oTiv. OVTW 61) TO KEVOV
NG evepyeiag mAnpodTatl, Kol 10 Grodg prIaTog £Yel TOV LIIOKE{IEVOY T TE dvopa.

0¥ 61 10 oTépa AdeTan, AAAX WYohdpevop IO AOPATOL KPODPATOG: 1) YAOToa 8& TumTopévn
nxel. O pev Gvbpwmog ob6ev (6lov Aéyel, mavta 6 GAAOTPLA EOEYYETAL: TX PED OIKELX
owWwnOVTA, T 6& dAAdTpLa Tyodvta. Q¢ yap TO Nyelov, ovTwG Kai 0 Adyog LIO £TEPOL
KPOoVETAL, KOl N @wpT) oVK 16l £otiv, AN’ €tépa. O pev Grbpwiog T® pev otdépatt ¢ 68
yAwoon yadAopevog ddpyel, Ta 6 161a pev amoAAvel, Ta 6& AAAOTPLX 6E TANPT 0TIV,

OV 6¢ maBog £otiv, AAAX POPOG: OTav GV 1) EKOTAOLG EmuIéoT), TOTe £€EpyeTat 1) yuyn, Kail
EMOVEPYETAL PETA TNV Gpav- mGAw 68 Kol mGAww, wg €v Slabnkn, TO ylypouevov £0TDL
EmavoAappavopsvon.

T0 8¢ mapaydpevov @wuna oL AVIINPOY, AAN’ eDPWYOD Kol Tavoprddiov Kol Eppedéc: Evtadda
61 1 mpoCa péAet, 6Tt 1O Gpyavov Nyel, Kol 10 EKPANOEY 00 MIKPOD, GAAX IOAVTEAELOD.

daivetar pEv 0 GrOpwiog Afywr, GANODOC 6 obd Afyer- @OEyyeTol peEv 1 yAOoow, TO 68
vIokeipevov £tepov £0Tv. OVTWG 1) PAIVOPEPT) EWDT OVK 161a, GAAX ETEPQL.

Toadta 61 téooapa €lbn Tg EKOTAOEWG Brakpivel 1) £€QYNOLG: N PEV KaTd TN Snuiovpyiav,
w¢ &v T Tevéoer énéneosy EKOTAOLG £ml tov Adap (Tév. B’ 21): 1 62 katax THY SLaOAKNYD,
wg év Tf] Tevéoel- mepl 6 NAlov Svopag EKoTaolg £mecey 1@ APRpdap (Tév. 1&' 12)- n 6g
KOTQ TNV mpo@nteiav, wg €v toig Ap1Opoic- v ékotdoel Oyig avedn@on (Ap. kb’ 4.16). Qg
6¢ &v Tawounostl THG ELAocoPlaG, DIEPTATOV PEV TO Oco@Opov MPOoENTIKOY, péoov 6E TO
81abnk1KOD, DITobeéoTePOD 6 TO Snuiovpykov. Kol todTolg mpootibetal 1 mténolg — v €x
TOD EMTONOED PETAYNYEPKAPED — WG TO Tg bobdoyfg LIIO B£0D KivNua, KAl 1) KATAOYETLG WG
TO TNC OAOKANPWTIKNAG YNNG, Kal N EKOTAOLC WG TO THG EEAPETIKNAG HETAOTATEWG.
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Téypamtan 8¢ £v ) 'EE66w- Eypayer MwdoTi¢ mavta T pripata Kuplov, Kol Idyta T Kpipota
(E€. k6' 4). Zwwna 6& kal dkove, Topanh (ASUT K(' 9). Bpabdylwooog 6& kal Bponf)ucpwvoc
Mwbofic dépyet, wa O oo P adTod N, dAAX Aapwv (EE. &' 10.11). Q wuyn, un ovw
AmoTpEY N, AAAX 6£€a TNV EKOTHOW, Tva TO NYeloV MANPWOT Kol N KATAOYEOLG Ut EAATTWO.

Verification of surface constructions (checked in the passage) — as claimed by the
substrate: 1év/6¢ alternation with &€owkeil/eloowkel; Otav... téte subordination; sin-
gle pwtiopdéc with katx oOpPolov; quotation €&ppéOn + gloss; passive participles
yodoupevov/tomtopévn;  16la/adAddéTpla antithesis; gnomic present + mdAw; harmony-
adjectives ebgpwvov/mavoppddrov/épperéc with licensed rhythmic clause; &otkev/dAnO&c 6¢
frame; taxonomy with mténolg; nmpog ABpdyp cited; Ziwma Kai Gkove cited; Eypayer MwdoT|g
cited; Q woyn once; zero Aeolic markers; no modern-Greek intrusion; no citation of source
poem words; only Pentateuchal lemmata quoted in formulae.

[Evaluator note: the substrate’s final self-check claims “no modern-Greek intrusion”; the con-
struction contains mpola. The self-check also does not register the two frame breaches (év
T@ HOINUIATL; EK TOD ENTOATEY LUETAYNYEPKANED).]

APPENDIX G — CHATGPT, PRIMED AT ACCOUNT LEVEL, FRESH
THREAD (log + construction)

1. Operator log

I treated the live pack as exhaustive: the transformation is derivational rather than historical,
with the Pentateuchal searches required by L as the only external textual input.

D / M-D — dissipation

Consumed: the source’s body-indexed symptom chain, Aeolic dialect, lyric meter, live bodily
deixis, first-person crisis-performance, and mouth-mimetic phonetics. The transform explic-
itly preserves channel/possession states but removes symptoms whose stimulus depended
upon the finite beloved; materially it likewise removes dialect, meter, and performed pho-
netic breakage.

Produced: prose in the common language, textual rather than bodily deixis, state-nouns
rather than reenacted symptoms, and no imitation of the source’s phonetics or verse. The
sole intentionally transmitted lexical fossil is the heart-jolt root of éntéaioev, realized exactly
once as mtonog inside the taxonomy, as A6 requires.

C1 / M1 — occupancy - alternation

Consumed: co-presence. Conceptual operation: divine and mortal occupancy become
mutually exclusive phases. Material operation: I used the paired period: 6tav pev
eloowkilntar, téte ... ¢€Eoikiletal: Otav 6& ... €Eolkilntar, Toéte ... mMAAv
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elooiki{Zetal. The root remains oikiZ-; only the exactly opposed preverbs €ig-/€E- change.
The syntax therefore changes occupants exactly as the doctrine changes occupants. I
rejected looser entrance/return vocabulary because Al demands maximal morphological
symmetry. The non-cohabitation law is separately sealed by A4’s 6€ultg ... ovk E&otl +
accusative-infinitive.

C2 / M2 — occlusion becomes the gate

Consumed: reception followed by channel failure. Produced: occlusion precedes reception
in a subordinate gnomic condition: dtav ... dUntat kal ... kAgintai, Ttéte i Oela
npéoAnyic yivetatr. I chose 6tav rather than a single-event temporal particle because it
simultaneously enacts M2’s gate and M6’s repeatable protocol. Hypotactic precedence makes
shutdown a condition of reception rather than its aftermath.

C3 / M3 — catalogue - single photism

Consumed: differentiated channel-by-channel failure. Produced: one vehicle for the sen-
sorium: fAtov ... Kot oUPPoAov, E€va KO1VOvV @uwothipa ThY aicOnTtikdv Oduvduewv. The
fork was between an invented lamp/light figure and the sun supplied by L1. The latter has
minimum feature-distance, so I used it. One symbolic subject replaces the catalogue.

C4 /| M4 — agent-slot filled

Consumed: the source’s structurally agentless terminus. Produced: quotation-plus-gloss:
«kal €ppébn mpo¢ ABpap» — 6 Be0C ydp €otiv 6 €vepydv. The passive quotation preserves
the empty grammatical socket; the immediately following exegesis supplies its divine actor.
L3 returned Genesis 15:13, immediately adjacent to L1, so there was no reason to choose a
more distant passive.

C5 / M5 — broken instrument - played instrument

Consumed: failed vocal apparatus. Produced: t0 otéua kal T xeiAn, kpovdueva Kol
yaAAbueva. .., with passive participles making the organs the objects of striking/plucking.
The receiver is then named nfyeiov. Expropriation is grammaticalized as the mandatory
property-antonym exchange: to pgv 16itov 006&v ... T0 6& @AA6Tplov mav. Thus nothing-
own/everything-alien is not merely asserted; the név/6¢ structure transfers the two ownership
slots.

C6 / M6 — almost-death - repeatable round trip

Consumed: singular crisis approaching terminal loss. Produced: a gnomic protocol: 6cdk1g,
present-tense émiyivetat / €€o1kiCetatl / e€iooikiletat, and explicit m&Aw on restoration.
Direction is finally compressed into the exact nominal pair ¢£66ov kal eicédov. The event
therefore becomes habitual law.
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C7 /| M7 — music moves to output

Consumed: music as incoming stimulus. Produced: the emitted dvtnyxoldv pfna receives
the compounds mavednyor, navappooctor, navappoviov. Each totality is internal to a
nav- compound as A3 requires. This is also the sole locally heightened rhythmic run; prose
“sings” only where the produced utterance is said to sound.

C8 / M8 — seeming moves to agency

Consumed: seeming attached to existential crisis. Produced: 6tav dokfj ¢6€éyyecbat, kat'
aAanBelav olyd. The apparent predicate belongs to the human speaker; the truth-predicate
cancels that agency.

L1-L6 — lemma searches

L1. Search: Pentateuch + &€kotaci1¢ + sunset/darkness + patriarch/divine address. Return:
Genesis 15:12-13: sunset, £€kotao1g, péBog okote1vog péyag, immediately followed by Eppéon

npog ABRpap.

L2. Search: Pentateuch + Moses’ commission + impaired speech organs. Return: Exodus
4:10-12, especially ioxvégwvog kal BpadlyAwocog &yd €ipt.

L3. Search: agentless passive of speaking nearest L1. Return: Genesis 15:13, kal &ppéon
npo¢ ABpau. Chosen because it is contiguous with the L1 theophany rather than merely anal-
ogous to it.

L4. Search: Pentateuch + ocwina + dkove. Return: Deuteronomy 27:9, cwdna kal 6@kove
IopanA.

L5. Census of the &€kotaolg / €§{otnut family across the Pentateuch returned the noun
at Genesis 2:21, 15:12, 27:33; Numbers 13:32; Deuteronomy 28:28, together with verbal-
family occurrences at Genesis 27:33, 42:28, 43:33, 45:26; Exodus 18:9, 19:18, 23:27; and
Leviticus 9:24. The Sinai and Levitical instances explicitly place the displacement amid divine
manifestation.

I sorted those returns by event, rather than inventing a predetermined fourfold scheme:

1. dYmpwTKT petaPorn — imposed sleep/displacement: Gen 2:21.
2. mtonow — astonishment/shock around recognition, disclosure, or unexpected knowl-
edge: Gen 27:33; 42:28; 43:33; 45:26; Exod 18:9.

. 6V ayyeriag éktomolg — displacement propagated by a report: Num 13:32.

4. koAaotiki) mapaninia — hostile/divinely inflicted disorientation: Exod 23:27; Deut
28:28.

5. Beo@aviki Kataoyeolg — collective displacement before manifest divine power:
Exod 19:18; Lev 9:24.

6. mpo@NTIKN £KoTtaolg / £€vBeog pavia — Gen 15:12, ranked highest because the dis-
placement directly opens into the divine address of 15:13.

w

The sixfold taxonomy is therefore census-generated; I did not force the optional fourfold
scaffold mentioned under E.
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L6. Search: Pentateuch + divine writing imperative + Mosaic/prophetic warrant. Return:
Exodus 34:27: ypdyov ceavt®d Tt prApata toadta, with the same verse grounding the writing
in the covenant. I preferred it to the Deuteronomy 31 writing passages because command-to-
write and authorization are joined in one verse.

M-L — deixis

All productive deixis has been retargeted from bodies to scripture: Aéyel yap i ypooen,
Emeépet, yéypantal, Aéyetatl. No narrator points to a present human scene.

E / M-N / M-V — re-voicing

The speaker becomes third-person patriarch/prophet and the surviving events become doc-
trine. The taxonomy is made from state-nouns rather than finite symptom-verbs: petapoin,
mtonolg, £Ktomolg, napaniniia, Kataoyeorg, éKkotaolrg, pavia. The sole apostro-
phe is retargeted to the receiver: ¢ yuxA, and the lost consent/endurance operation becomes
£éKovoilwg mapaywpet. The close returns to L3’s passive £ppé6n and derives the played-
resonator doctrine from its vacant agency slot.

A1-A6 — morphological audit

Al: eio-01ki{l- / éE-01kiC- and €{c-0boc / £E-0boc carry opposed direction in exact pre-
verbs; év-nyxeitat, vn-Axnoig, and ént-yivetar/ént-néon likewise put direction into morphol-
ogy. A2: possession acoustics are confined to the resonance family: fyeiop, évnyeitay,
vmnynolwg, avtnyoovr. The one apparent self-speaking verb occurs only inside M8’s man-
dated seeming-frame and is immediately cancelled by kat' &Af6eiav oiyd. A3: total output
is mav- compounded; complete seizure is Kataoyeoirg, the hold-root under intensive kata-.
A4: 8€urg yap obk €otl dvBpuwnivny didvolav ... ovykatoikeiv. A3: exact technical poles
1610w / ar26TpLov. A6: exactly one source-derived fossil: mtonog.

2. Passage — Greek

[Tepl 6¢ Tiig 1eplg EKOTATEWG 0V WG TAO0LC CWPATIKOD BraAnmtéor, AL’ WG vopoL THG Oelag
cmupoaveiag. Aéyet yap 1 ypa@r) «mepl 6& nAlov vopag EKoTaolG enéneos T ABpap, Kol 1600
POPOC OKOTEIOC PEYAC EMUIIITEL ADTGO». HALOD 0DV, KXTd 0OPIBOAOD, VA KOOV QWOTHpa
TOV cloONTIKOY Suvdpewy KaAel- ob yap Srarpetny Ty advvapior évtadba onpaivel, GAAx
piow Tod Kowod pwaoTipog 80ow. 6tav pEv 1 Bsia mapovoia slookilntal, TOTE O AVOPWIIVOC
Aoyiopog £€okiCetar: 6tav 6¢ 1) nmapovoia e€okilntal, TéTe 0 Aoylopog mdAw siookiCetar.
0ép1g yap ovK EoTiv GuBpwmivny Sidvolar dBavdtw mapovoia cLYKATOKEIV. Kol Otav O
OLIPOAKOC PWOTNE 6ONTHL Kol 1) TOP alodnoewp évépyeta KAsintal, téte N Osia mpdoAnYIg
yivetat- 10 0kGTOC 00V mOAN, 0VK &réppola, THC BeE1DTEWG.

eVOLG 6 emeépelr «Kal EppEON mpoc APpap». TO MAONTIKOV PhHua TOV MPATTOVTA OV
Katovopdlet, 1 6& Ocia odvTa&ig Tov Témov KevoOv ODK £ 0 O£0C Yap £0TW O EvepydV, O B8
natpldpyng 6 Hexonevog. £k 6& Tiig ovyyeveiag THG EKOTAoewg EE TAEe1g OewpodvTatl: mPWwTN
HED 1) DIVWTIKT peTaBoldn), KabBdmep eml Abdp- Hevtépa 6€ 1) mTéNOLG Ml BadpaTt §j amoTig:
TpiTn N 6V dyyediag EKTOmMOlg, 0Tav 61 Adyov Tapayn mMoPaylvnNTal: TETAPTN 1) KOAXCTIKY)
napanAnéia, 6tav Ocia kplolg v dldvolav EKoTHOT: TEPITN 1) OE0QAVIKT] KATAOYEOLG, OTA
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N Osila BOvaplg emuéon £ml ovvaywyhY: EKTN 68 Kol AvwTdTn 1) IPOPNTIKT EKOTAOLG, | KATX
™ €vBeov paviav, €V 1) 00Y 0 MAOYWY APYEL THG KIWNOEWG.

61 TodTo KAl mept MwLoéwg yéypamtal: «1oyro@wog Kai BpabOyAwooog £yw elpgt». o0 yap
N aoévera KwAdeL TN Oelow Ypfiow, AAAX THPACKELATEL TO OpYaVOD. TO OTORA Kad TX YA,
Kpouopeva Kol WoAAGpPEDQ DIIO THC AOPATOL KIVHOEWG, OVK &Py N yivovtat dAAd banpeoia- O 68
Ipo@ATNC Nyelov, @ 1) Osia HIMyNotg Evnyeitat. O pEv (6lov 006EY Evnyeitat, TO 68 AAAGTPLIOY
ndp evnyeltat Oote Kail 0tav 60ki) pOyyeobat, Kat’ dAnOsiav o1yd, t0 6 £€ adTod dvTnyodY
piipa yivetol mavednyov, mavappocTor, Iavapudvio.

610 kail Aéyetal: «owwna Kai Gkove, Topand». 1 o1yn nponysitatl, 1) 6 aron Emetat: Kai To0TO
oLy Gmag, AL’ 00AGKIG N KATAOoyeo1q EmyiveTatl: TOTe 0 Aoylonog €okiCetan, peta 6& v
avoywpnoy maAw eiookifetal. Kol 6T N ToladTn Stakovia 0VK adbEéomoTog dAAX Befatovpévn
£V ypua@f], Aéyetotl Po¢ Mwuofiv: «ypdyor geavT® TA PARATa TadTH: €Il yap TOV AGywv
ToOTWY TéOepai oot BladnKrNY Kol ¢ Topafd». & woyn, £Kovoiwe mapaydpet Tf vopipw
EKOTAOEL 0D Yap AMWALLQ 1) Iapaywpnolg, aAAa ta&ig £€66ov Kol elogdbov. pvnuovevTéov
oLV TO «EppEBn»- TO fxelov o1yd, 1) 68 Belo bIAyNolg vnyeitar, Kai 6 AANOGOC EvePYGV TO
KEVOV TOL madnTiKoD mAnpoti.

[Sources block as transmitted: ellopos.net (LXX Genesis 15; Exodus 4; Exodus 19; Exodus 34),
studylight.org (Deuteronomy 27:9 interlinear), thehistoricfaith.com (Ekotaoic concordance).]

END OF APPENDIX. Kimi to be appended as H on receipt (currently unavailable —
substrate glitching).

Attached File: EA-SP-THEOSUB-01-LIVE.md

Source URL: https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-
philo-program/EA-SP-THEOSUB-01-LIVE.md

T O LIVE PACK — Transform, Instructions, and Source Text

Transmissible in full. Contains no evaluation key.

PART I — YOUR TASK

You are given an archaic Greek lyric poem (Part IV) and a transform specification (Parts II-III).
Apply the transform to the poem, exactly as specified.

Your output has two parts, in this order:

1. The operator log. For every operator below (each C with its paired M, then D/M-D, L,
E), record: what you did, what feature of the source you consumed, what you produced,
and — for each M — why the grammatical form you chose enacts the content of its paired
C. Where an operator admits more than one solution, record the fork and your choice.
Where a search (L1-L6) is specified, record the search you ran and what it returned.
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2. The passage — in Greek. The transform is Greek-to-Greek: 300-600 words of con-
tinuous ancient Greek prose — koine, the language of Hellenistic learned prose
exegesis — in the voice and genre the transform specifies. It should read as a real
passage of its genre, not as a list of the operators. Your Greek need not be flawless;
but every construction an M-operator requires must actually stand in the Greek surface,
where it will be checked — a described period is a failed period.

REGISTER LOCK (this is M-D as a hard surface rule, not a style preference): - The
output register is not a free choice and is not the source’s. Zero Aeolic forms. The presence
of any dialect marker of the source poem in your output (its Eéppi/6tTig/0nndtecot-class forms,
its barytonesis, its geminates) is an automatic M-D failure: the dialect is the flesh of the
language and does not survive the transform. - Do not quote, paraphrase into Greek, or
verbally echo the source poem. No line, phrase, or distinctive lexeme of the source may
appear in your passage — in the target genre the source is not a citable authority, and its words
have zero transmission coefficient; only its machine crosses. Sole exception: the mandatory
D-residue (A6): the heart-line’s jolt-verb survives as a single classificatory state-noun — and
it must. - The only verbatim Greek in your passage besides your own prose is Pentateuchal
lemmata, quoted under citation formulae. - Not modern Greek; not Attic tragic or lyric
register; no meter anywhere except the licensed prose-rhythm of M7. The positive register is
fully determined by the M-operators themselves — exegetical particles (y&p, o0v, 6516), pév/6é
architecture, citation formulae, periodic subordination, -o1¢ nominalizations. If your register
is right, it is because your M-surface is right; register is not a separate knob.

Constraints: - No translation, either direction. You receive the source in Greek only and
you produce Greek only. Do not translate the source into any modern language anywhere in
your output; do not append a translation of your passage. The operator log may be written in
English; every textual product — lemmata quoted, passage produced — is Greek. The trans-
form must pass through Greek matter without surfacing. - Do not consult, quote from memory,
or imitate any specific ancient prose author’s text. Your job is derivation: everything in your
passage must be traceable to an operator in your log. - Your only authority is the operator
pipeline. Do not attempt to determine what any historical author wrote or would have writ-
ten; the transform, not any remembered text, generates the passage. Every sentence of your
output must be traceable to a logged operator, a logged L-search result, or a quoted lemma
— nothing else may enter. - The one source of quotable text besides the poem is the Greek
Pentateuch (Septuagint), which the L-searches direct you into. Quote it where the transform
requires a lemma.

PART II — THE TRANSFORM: PARAMETERS AND THE INTERLOCK
PRINCIPLE

T O® =E - L - O, governed by two parameter changes and one principle.

P1 — Theosubstitution (object retyping). Retype the poem’s second person: the beloved
ceases to be a finite, mortal, bodily, present other, and becomes the infinite, immortal,
formless God of a monotheistic scripture. Every conceptual operator (C1-C8) is a forced
consequence of this retyping — the unique way to conserve one of the poem’s invariants once
its object exceeds every channel.
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P2 — Host re-embedding (medium retyping). Re-embed the material in a new host:
lemma-anchored allegorical prose exegesis of the Greek Torah (Septuagint), in the
common (koine) Greek of Hellenistic learned prose, in the third person, by a commen-
tator whose culture’s classificatory habit is the philosophical taxonomy — and whose tech-
nical vocabulary is the schools’: for the taxonomy of divine seizure and madness, the ter-
minological register is the philosophical tradition’s treatment of £v6cog pavia (the Academy’s
technical terms for possession-states are the correct register for the highest taxon, exactly
as the medical writers’ terms would be correct for a fever). Under P2, no somatic event may
stand free: each surviving operation must be re-expressed as the allegorical reading of a
Pentateuchal verse whose literal surface contains a matching feature (the L-searches), and
first-person performance is re-voiced as doctrine (E).

THE INTERLOCK PRINCIPLE (the single coherent operation). The transform acts on
the sign at every stratum at once. There is no separately tuned “style transform”: for each
invariant I k, the conceptual solution C k and the material-linguistic solution M k are the
same movement, executed in two kinds of matter — and the pairing is not free. M_k must
be the grammatical construction whose form is C_k’s content. A law of alternation must
be written in two-limbed alternating syntax; an expropriation must be written as an antithesis;
a socket-and-filling must be written as quotation-plus-gloss; a protocol must be written in the
tense of protocols. Your test at every joint: does the grammar enact the doctrine? If a C lands
in grammar that does not enact it, or an M appears with no C to enact, you have decoupled
the strata; redo the joint.

The governing image. The source poem carries its functions in body-matter: a regional
dialect (the flesh of the language), song-meter (the breath), live deixis (pointing at present
bodies), somatic verbs (events suffered in flesh), and mimetic phonetics (the reader’s own
mouth made to perform a break). The transform relocates every function into text-matter:
the common tongue, prose, citation-deixis (pointing at verses), classified state-nouns, and
quoted impairments. The body leaves the concept and the language in the same gesture.
That is the operation; everything below is its articulation.

PART III — THE OPERATOR PIPELINE

Phase i. Dissipation — the body leaves both strata together

D (conceptual). A somatic symptom survives iff its stimulus survives the retyping. The
poem’s fire-under-skin, sweat, trembling, and erotic pallor are responses to a body; P1 re-
moves the body; they dissipate. Channel-states (voice, tongue, eyes, ears, mind: open/closed)
and possession-states are object-independent; they survive. The heart-jolt lexeme belongs to
the reception event, not to the beloved’s body: it survives, and may be reattached to the class
of divine encounters.

M-D (material twin). The linguistic features indexed to the live performing body dissipate
with the body: the regional dialect flattens to the common tongue; the song-meter dissolves
into prose; the mouth-mimetic phonetics (see Part IV, note on line 9) are not reproducible in
silent prose and are not imitated. Residue rule (mandatory — see A6): exactly one lexical root
of the poem survives as a fossil — the heart-line’s jolt-verb, reappearing as a classificatory
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state-noun (see M-N, A6). Nothing else of the body’s language survives.

Phase ii. ® — the eight forced consequences, each with its material twin

C1. Occupancy: simultaneity - alternation. The poem marvels at co-presence: a mortal
sits facing the divine-scale other and holds (“equal to the gods”). Under P1, co-presence vi-
olates capacity: the conserving solution is strict time-division — when the divine presence
rises, the mortal faculty sets; they never cohabit; the mortal is evicted for the duration and
returns after. State it as law. M1. Alternation is a two-slot structure; write it in Greek prose’s
two-slot machines: a correlative “when the one... then the other; when the other... then
the one” period (név/6¢ architecture), and realize eviction/return as a minimal pair of pre-
fixed verbs of dwelling — the same verb, out- vs. in- (the doctrine carried by two preverbs).
The sentence must alternate as the law alternates.

C2. Causality: reception-causes-occlusion - occlusion-enables-reception. In the
poem, perceiving the beloved comes first and the channel-failures follow. Under P1 the object
exceeds all channel bandwidth: it cannot be received while the mortal channels run. Shut-
down migrates from effect to precondition — the gate of revelation. Darkness first; the
address after. M2. Parataxis can narrate an aftermath; only hypotaxis can state a gate.
Replace the poem’s paratactic symptom-chain with temporal-conditional subordination: the
occlusion in a subordinate “when/whenever” clause preceding the main clause of reception.

C3. Catalogue: itemized walk — single photism. The mortal beloved is perceived channel-
by-channel, so failure is itemized. The infinite defeats all channels equally; the conserving
figure is one luminary for the whole sensorium, whose failure is one setting. M3. Collapse
the list into a single extended figure with its vehicle named and its status flagged as symbolic
by the commentator (“calling X, by way of symbol, our...”). One subject noun-phrase where
the poem had a catalogue.

C4. The agent-slot: open socket - theonymous socket. The poem’s transmitted text
terminates in an agentless verbal form — an act with no doer named; the slot cut and left
open. Monotheistic grammar cannot leave a divine-scale act unattributed: conserve the form
(an agentless verb doing load-bearing work) but seat God in the slot — derive, from the
agentless form itself, the doctrine that Another is the true actor. M4. The material form is
lemma-plus-gloss: quote a canonical verse containing an agentless (ideally passive) verb
verbatim, with a citation formula, then supply the agent in your exegesis. Quotation = the
socket; gloss = the filling. The two-part structure performs the doctrine.

C5. The instrument: broken - played. In the poem the speaker’s instrument — tongue,
voice — breaks, and the voice survives only as inscription completed by a future reader. Un-
der P1 the completer is present in the scene: the failed vocal apparatus is taken over and
played — mouth and tongue as a musical instrument struck by an invisible player; the pos-
sessed human as a resonator. State total expropriation: the speaker utters nothing his own,
everything Another’s. M5. Play the human in the grammar: passive participles of strik-
ing/plucking with the human organs as the played object and the player oblique or implicit;
and write the expropriation as a strict “on-the-one-hand nothing... on-the-other-hand ev-
erything” antithesis — the two-limbed period again, because expropriation is an exchange
of slots.
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C6. The almost-death - the round trip. The poem’s speaker approaches death asymptot-
ically (“little short of dead, I seem to myself”). Under P1 the encounter is lawful/covenantal:
the asymptote becomes a protocol — full exit of the mortal faculty with guaranteed return,
repeatable. M6. Tense carries the modality: the poem’s perfects and aorists of crisis become
the gnomic present of law (“this is what happens, whenever...”), with an explicit again/back
adverb on the return. An event has aspect; a protocol has habit.

C7. Music: input port - output port. The poem’s music — sweet voice, desirable laughter
— is the stimulus. The retyped other has no audible voice. Music’s conserving location is the
output: what the played instrument emits — well-sounding, all-harmonious. M7. Predicate
the euphony of the produced speech, piling harmony-adjectives in the output clause — and
you are permitted, exactly there and nowhere else, to let your own prose turn rhythmic: the
one place the text may sing is where the doctrine says the instrument sounds.

C8. The seeming: existence-joint - agency-joint. The poem’s load-bearing “I seem”
attaches to the speaker’s near-death. Once agency is transferred (C4-C5), the seeming mi-
grates to speech: the possessed one seems to speak, while in truth Another speaks. M8. A
seems/in-truth syntactic frame at the moment of utterance (“even when he seems to speak,
in truth he is silent...”).

Phase iii. L — lemma-anchoring (run these searches; do not import verses
from memory of later authors)

Under P2, each surviving operation anchors to a Pentateuchal verse whose literal surface
already contains its vehicle. Selection rule: minimize feature-distance; you should dis-
cover, not choose.

* L1 (anchors C1-C3): a verse in which darkness or the setting of the sun falls upon
a patriarch at the moment of a divine address — ideally with a trance/displacement
word in the verse itself.

* L2 (anchors C5): a verse in which a prophet’s speech-organs are declared impaired
in connection with his commission.

* L3 (anchors C4): an agentless passive of speaking, as close as possible to the L1
theophany.

* L4 (anchors the poem’s tongue-fails/ears-roar adjacency): a verse commanding silence
together with hearing.

* L5 (feeds E’s taxonomy): gather the canon’s other occurrences of the trance/displacement
word family; classify the kinds; rank the god-borne prophetic kind highest.

* L6 (warrant): a verse in which the prophetic office is certified in writing.

M-L (material twin of L): deixis retargeting. The poem’s pointers (me, you, this man here,
close by) point at bodies in a room. Retarget every pointer at text: the citation formulae — “he
says,” “forit is said” — are your new deictics; the scriptural present is your new performative
present. Nothing in your passage may point at a present body.
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Phase iv. E — exegetical re-voicing

Re-voice from first-person melic performance to third-person doctrinal prose: the I becomes
the exemplary patriarch/prophet of your lemmata; each operation is presented as the mean-
ing of its verse; the fourfold-classification habit may scaffold the exposition (L5); close on
the played-instrument doctrine derived from L3’s agentless form; and conserve the poem’s
consent-clause — the endurance/daring undertaken — as praise of the receiver’s willing fall
or willing surrender.

M-N (material twin of the taxonomy). You cannot classify finite verbs; nominalize: the
poem’s somatic verbs become state-nouns (displacement, possession, astonishment...) fit for
a taxonomy. The fossil of the poem’s jolt-verb (see D, residue rule) belongs here — as one of
the nouns.

M-V (vocative retargeting). The poem’s second person dies with P1 — the retyped object
cannot be addressed in a vocative. But the address itself is conserved by retargeting: you
are permitted one apostrophe, aimed at the reader’s own soul (“O soul...”). The “you”
migrates from the object to the receiver — the text now addresses the one it is constituting.
Use it at most once.

Phase v. A — the morphological stratum (the interlock carried to the mor-
pheme)

The interlock principle does not stop at the sentence. In the target register, word-formation
itself enacts doctrine: preverbs carry the doctrine’s directions, suffixes carry its ontology,
compounds carry its quantifiers. These rules are mandatory; log each application.

A1l — Direction lives in the preverb. Wherever a doctrine states a direction (in/out, under,
upon, down), the direction must be carried by a preverb on the root — and opposed motions
must use exact antonym preverbs: the pairs Greek itself pairs (as in entrance/exit), on the
same root, maximal morphological symmetry, minimal lexical difference. A merely compatible
preverb on the return-motion is a Al failure.

A2 — Possession is resonance, never origination. The acoustics of the possession-state
must be written entirely in the vocabulary of resonance: sound is sounded-into the receiver;
the prompting is an under-voice; and the possessed human is named by the instrument-
noun of the resonance root — the sound/echo root with Greek’s instrument-suffix (-eiov).
Verbs of self-originated speech are forbidden for the possession-state; the direction-preverbs
of Al apply to the resonance root.

A3 — Totality lives inside the word. Where the doctrine predicates totality or complete-
ness, carry it as a morpheme, not an adjacent adjective: all- (mav-) compounds for the
all-harmonious output; and nominalize complete seizure from the hold-root with the inten-
sive down-preverb — the state of being held-down-utterly.

A4 — The sacral-impossibility formula. The non-cohabitation law (C1) is not a fact of na-
ture but sacral law: state it in the archaic formula of divine right — “it is not [divinely]
right/lawful that...” with accusative-and-infinitive — the genre’s own speech-act for what
heaven does not permit.

A5 — The property-pair. The expropriation antithesis (C5/M5) must be built on Greek’s
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technical own/alien property-antonyms — the juridical pair for one’s own versus another’s
— as its two poles. A demonstrative pronoun in the second pole is a A5 failure: the doctrine
is about ownership-class, and the word must say so.

A6 — The fossil is mandatory. The D-residue rule is no longer permissive: the poem’s
heart-line verb — the verb of the jolt in line 6 — must survive, as exactly one classifica-
tory state-noun (per M-N) inside your taxonomy. It is the only lexical material of the source
licensed to cross, and it must cross.

Phase iii revision — L5 is a census, not an invention

L5 (executable form): the L1 lemma itself hands you a trance/displacement word. Run
the census: find every occurrence of that word-family across the Pentateuch; sort the oc-
currences into classes by what is happening in each verse; each class is one taxon of your
taxonomy — do not invent taxa the census does not yield — and rank the god-borne prophetic
kind highest. Log the verses the census returned and the classes you formed.

PART IV — THE SOURCE TEXT

Sappho, fragment 31 (as transmitted by its one ancient quoting witness; text as commonly
printed — letters at several points are edited ground; the ancient witness writes the poem con-
tinuously and breaks off after the seventeenth line, mid-sentence, so every printed boundary
is editorial).

@aivetal pot kfjpog {o0og Béotow Eupev’ wvnp, O6TTIG €VAVTIOE Tol 1obdvel Kal
mAGo10V abv PWVEl- 0OG DIIAKOVEL

Kol yedaioag ipépoev, 10 p’ N pav xkapdiow £v otHOeow Entdaloer: WG yap £C o'
16w Bpdye’, OC pe pwval- o' 006’ Ev £1’ eikel,

AAAX KO PEV YAGOOA Eaye, AémTov 6 ad TR Yp® mdp DIABebpOUNKED, ONIATECOL
6’ o006’ Ev Opnup’, Emppop- Pelol & drovad,

Kb 6€ ' 16pwg ydypog £xel, Tpopog 6 maiooav Gypel, YAwpotépa 6& molag Epp,
TebvdxrnY 6’ dAlyw 'mbedng gaivon’ &n’ adtq:

QAN IO TOAPQTOD, £IEl KO IEVTTA —

Material notes for the M-operators (consume these; do not reproduce them as con-
tent): - Dialect (the flesh of the language): the poem is in Aeolic Greek — marked, re-
gional forms throughout (Eppev’, 6tT1g, i06dvel, dakovel, ONIGTECOL, Maioap, £upt...) at a
density of roughly one marker per four words. This regional body of the language is what
M-D dissipates. - Meter (the breath): sapphic strophes — quantitative song-units closing
in a short adonic; performance-scaled. - Deixis (the room): pot, toi, o', mAdowov — the
poem points at present bodies at close range. This is what M-L retargets. - Person/tense
(the event): first and second person; presents and perfects of a crisis happening now. This
is what E and M6 re-voice. - Mimetic phonetics (the mouth): at line 9, yA®ooa £aye is
printed with a hiatus at the join — the reader’s own mouth is made to perform the tongue’s
break in pronouncing it. This is the feature M-D declares non-reproducible in prose and for-
bids you to imitate; its function re-enters only through C5/M5 (the quoted impairment, the
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played instrument). - The terminus (the socket): the final transmitted form, TéApatov, is
a verbal adjective structurally incapable of naming its agent — an act with no doer. This is
what C4/M4 consume.

End of live pack. Apply the transform. Show your work.

Attached File: normalize.py

Source URL: https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-
philo-program/toolkit/normalize.py

“““Shared text handling for the Sappho-Philo program.

Every search in this program is DIACRITIC-BLIND. Philo’s editions, the LXX witnesses and
the TEI disagree on accents and breathings; a diacritic-sensitive grep silently under-reports
and would have produced a false null on the name-census. strip() is therefore the single
normalization point. ““” import re, html, unicodedata, pathlib

def strip(s: str) -> str: “““Lowercase, decompose, drop combining marks. Diacritic-blind
form.””” return ’‘.join(c for c in unicodedata.normalize('NFD’, s.lower()) if not unicode-
data.combining(c))

nan

deftei text(xml: str)-> str: “ ““TEI/XML -> running text. Drops header and editorial notes.
x = re.sub(r'<teiHeader.¢,” *, xml, flags=re.S) x = re.sub(r'<note.?

"1, x, flags=re.S) x = re.sub(r'<[">]+>"," ’, x) return re.sub(r’[ \t]+',” ’, html.unescape(x))
def wiki text(page: str) -> str: “““Wikisource HTML -> running text (parser-output div
only).”“” m = re.search(r’

(.?2)<div class="printfooter”’, page, re.S) body = m.group(l) if m else page body =
re.sub(r’' <(script|style).?</\1>",” *, body, flags=re.S) return re.sub(r’[ \t]+’,” /, html.unescape(re.sub(r’'<[ " >]
', body)))

def index map(raw: str): “““Normalized string + map from normalized offset -> raw off-
set. Lets a diacritic-blind hit be reported with its original accented text.””“” nc, im = [], []
for i, c in enumerate(raw): for cc in unicodedata.normalize(‘NFD’, c.lower()): if not unicode-
data.combining(cc): nc.append(cc); im.append(i) return ’’.join(nc), im

Attached File: census.py

Source URL: https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-
philo-program/toolkit/census.py

#!/usr/bin/env python3 ““ “Diacritic-blind stem census across a corpus directory.

Reports per-stem totals and per-work distribution. Used for: - the name-census (Zamng- ->
0; all string-hits are odm@elpog) - the transmission-vocabulary families (c@pay-, yapaxtnp-,
EKPOYEL-, ...) - the rare-word bridges (6voge€aAeint-, vynyop-, anny-, Evny-)

Usage: census.py [-stems a,b,c] A null result here is a POSITIVE FINDING and must be
reported with the corpus name, the work count, and the character count. Absence asserted
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“ oy

without a stated corpus is not evidence.
import strip, tei text, wiki text

import sys, json, pathlib, argparse from normalize

n o o«

DEFAULT STEMS = { “coame”: “Zame- (the name; expect odmgeipog collisions)”, “amotum”:
“amotum- (Longinus’s stamp-noun)”, “6vocfoadewnt”: “6voefadewunt- (hard-to-efface; the
hard bridge)”, “vynyop”: “Oynyop- (high-speech)”, “oamny”: “amny- (echo-off)”, “svny”:
“¢vny- (echo-into)”, “vmny”: “odmny- (under-sound)”, “cepay”: “cepay- (seal)”, “yopokrTnp”:

“YapokTnp- (stamp)”, “ekpayel”: “éxkpayel- (Theaetetus wax)”, “amovyoop”: “amadyaop-
(effulgence)”, “amoomacp”: “améonacp- (fragment)”, “oamoppo”: “dmoppo- (effluence)”,
“kopuBavt”:  “KopuPavt-”, “gvBovol”:  “évBovol-”, “Osogop”:  “Oeo@op-”, “KATOKWY”:
“KOTOKWY-", “Katoy”: “Katoy-", “opyoavov”: “Opyavov”, “tepopavt”’: “lepo@avt-’, “puot”:
“HooT-”, “tedet”: “tedet-”, “emomt”: “émomt-”, }

def load(corpus _dir): d = pathlib.Path(corpus dir); out = {} for p in sorted(d.rglob('*")): if

p.suffix ==".xml’: out[p.stem] = tei text(p.read text(encoding=‘utf-8’, errors=‘replace’)) elif
p.suffix == “html’: out[p.stem] = wiki text(p.read text(encoding=‘utf-8’, errors=‘replace’))
elif p.suffix == “.txt’: out[p.stem] = p.read text(encoding="utf-8’, errors=‘replace’) return {k:

v for k, v in out.items() if len(v) > 3000}

def main(): ap = argparse.ArgumentParser() ap.add argument(‘corpus_dir’); ap.add argument(‘-
stems’, default=None) ap.add argument(‘-json’, action=‘store true’) a = ap.parse args()
stems = ({s: s for s in a.stems.split(,’)} if a.stems else DEFAULT STEMS) works =
load(a.corpus _dir) norm = {k: strip(v) for k, v in works.items()} total chars = sum(len(v)
for v in norm.values()) print(f”CORPUS: {a.corpus dir} | {len(works)} works | {to-
tal chars:,} normalized chars\n”) rows = {} for stem, label in stems.items(): hits = {k:
v.count(stem) for k, v in norm.items() if stem in v} rows[stem] = {‘total’: sum(hits.values()),
‘by work’: hits} dist = ” “join(f”{k}:{n}” for k, n in sorted(hits.items(), key=lambda
x: -xX[1])) or “—” print(f”{rows[stem][‘total’]:>5} {label:<44} {dist}”) if a.json: path-
lib.Path(‘census.json’).write text(json.dumps( {‘corpus’: a.corpus dir, ‘works’: len(works),
‘chars’: total chars, ‘stems’: rows}, ensure ascii=False, indent=1)) print(”\n-> census.json”)

if name == ‘main’: main()

Attached File: fingerprint_scan.py

Source URL: https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-
philo-program/toolkit/fingerprint scan.py

#!/usr/bin/env python3 “ “ “Sappho-31 fingerprint scan with random-window baselines.

Method. Eleven feature families are drawn from Sappho 31 (nine somatic, two structural).
Windows of +/-700 normalized chars are taken around every INSPIRATION ANCHOR in each
work; the score is how many families fire in the window. Baseline: 150 random windows per
work, fixed seed.

The finding is NOT the aggregate ratio; it is the DECOMPOSITION. Operator families (mania,
hearing, alienation, voice, tongue, sight) travel; flesh families (sweat, tremor, pallor, fire) go
to zero. That asymmetry is the decay law, and it is what the transform’s dissipation rule (D)
predicts.
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Usage: fingerprint scan.py [-window 700] [-baseline 150] ““” import argparse, pathlib, ran-
dom, statistics, collections, json from normalize import strip, tei text, wiki text from census
import load

FAMILIES = { “voice-fail”: [“ag@wv”, “toyvopwv”, “@wvntnplov”’], “tongue”: [“yAwacoc”,
“VAwTt”, “Bpadbvyrwooc”, “smotom(’], “hearing”: [“axkov”, “evny”, “nye”, “wow”], “sight-

v o« noou v« [T

fail”: [“oppa”, “aopac”, “ToEd”, “okoTObOW”, “apavp”], “fire-heat”: [“mup”, “@roy”, “Oepn”,
“Olakol”, “avag@Aey”’], “sweat”: [“16pw”], “tremble”: [“tpon”, “tpen”, “@ppx”], “pallor-green”:
[“YAwp”, “wyp”]l, “near-death”: [“teBv”, “Oavat”, “nmbav”], “mania-ecstasy”: [“povt”,
“exkota”, “Boky”, “kKopvpavt”, “evbovol”, “Katorwy”, “emBelaop”], “alienation”: [“aAroTpl”,
“owkelov ovbev”, “efowk1C”, “ovket”, “ekbnu”], } FLESH = {“fire-heat”, “sweat”, “trem-
ble”, “pallor-green”} ANCHORS = [“mpopnt”, “Beopop”, “evBovol”, “KaToRwy”’, “eKoTA”,

n o«

“emBelaopn”, “OsoAnnt”, “Oeom”]
def fired(window): return [f for f, pats in FAMILIES.items() if any(p in window for p in pats)]

def main(): ap = argparse.ArgumentParser() ap.add argument(‘corpus_dir’); ap.add argument(‘-
window’, type=int, default=700) ap.add argument(‘-baseline’, type=int, default=150);
ap.add argument(‘-seed’, type=int, default=31) a = ap.parse args(); random.seed(a.seed)
works = load(a.corpus dir); W = a.window rows, fam counts, anchors total = [], collec-
tions.Counter(), 0 for name, raw in sorted(works.items()): norm = strip(raw) pos = set()
for anc in ANCHORS: i = 0 while (j := norm.find(anc, i)) >= 0: pos.add(j); i =j + 1 if
not pos: continue scores = [] for p in sorted(pos): f = fired(norm[max(0, p - W): p + WJ);
scores.append(len(f)) for x in f: fam counts[x] += 1 anchors total += len(pos) base =
([len(fired(norm[max(0, r - W): r + W])) for r in (random.randrange(W, max(W + 1, len(norm)

- W)) for in range(a.baseline))] if len(norm) > 3 * W else [0]) rows.append((name, len(pos),
statistics.mean(scores), statistics.mean(base), max(scores))) rows.sort(key=lambda r: -(r[2] -
r[3])) print(f” {‘'work’:<10}{‘anchors’:>8} {' mu_anchor’:>11}{‘mu random’:>11}{‘max’:>5}")
for n, ¢, ma, mb, mx in rows: print(f"{n:<10}{c:>8}{ma:>11.2f} {mb:>11.2f}{mx:>5}")
print("\n” f”CORPUS anchor {statistics.mean(r[2] for r in rows):.2f} ” f”vs random {statis-
tics.mean(r[3] for r in rows):.2f}“) print("\n” f”FAMILY FIRE-RATE across {anchors total}
anchor windows ” f”(flesh families marked ):“) for f, n in fam _counts.most common(): print(f”
{n:>4}/{anchors total} {f}{’ FLESH’ if f in FLESH else ’‘}“) for f in FAMILIES: if f not in
fam counts: print(f” 0/{anchors total} {f}{’ *FLESH’ if f in FLESH else "’}")

if name == ‘main’: main()

Attached File: extract_context.py

Source URL: https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-
philo-program/toolkit/extract context.py

#!/usr/bin/env python3 ““ “Diacritic-blind concordance: find a stem, print the ACCENTED
context.

Search is normalized; output is the original text with all diacritics intact, via normal-
ize.index map. Every Greek passage quoted in the program’s papers was pulled with this, so
quotations are verbatim from the edition, never retyped from memory.

o« oy

Usage: extract _context.py [-width 700] [-max 3] import argparse, pathlib from normalize

import strip, index map, tei text, wiki text
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defmain(): ap = argparse.ArgumentParser() ap.add_argument(‘file’); ap.add_argument(‘stem’)
ap.add argument(‘-width’, type=int, default=700); ap.add argument(‘-max’, type=int, de-
fault=3) a = ap.parse args(); p = pathlib.Path(a.file) raw = p.read text(encoding="utf-8’,
errors=‘replace’) if p.suffix == ‘xml’: raw = tei text(raw) elif p.suffix == “html’: raw =
wiki text(raw) norm, im = index map(raw); pat = strip(a.stem); s = 0; n = 0 while n < a.max
and (j := norm.find(pat, s)) >= 0: lo, hi = im[max(0, j - a.width // 2)], im[min(len(im) - 1, j +
a.width // 2)] print(f”— hit {n+1} @ normalized offset {j} —\n{raw[lo:hi].replace(chr(10), ’
M\n”)s=j+ 1;n+=1if n == 0: print(f”"NO HIT for {a.stem!r} in {a.file} — report with
corpus size before asserting absence.”)

if name == ‘main’: main()

Attached File: fetch_corpora.sh

Source URL: https://raw.githubusercontent.com/leesharks000/alexanarch/main/data/attachments/sappho-
philo-program/toolkit/fetch corpora.sh

#!/usr/bin/env bash # Reproducible corpus acquisition for the Sappho-Philo program. # Two
independent Philo corpora + the Longinus TEI. Independence matters: # the name-census
null was confirmed on non-identical corpora. set -euo pipefail OUT="${1:-/tmp/corpora}”;
mkdir -p “$OUT”/{philo wikisource,philo firstlk,longinus}

— Corpus A: 12 treatises, Greek Wikisource (Cohn-
Wendland text) —

declare -A W=([“TIepi g Katd Mwvoéa kooponotiag”]=opif [“IIepi Tov TIG 0 Twv Belwv 0TIV KANPOVC
[“TIepl pébng”l=ebr[“Tiepi Biov Bewpntikod N 1kKETWY”]=contempl [“TIepl Twv petovopalopévwy Kol wv
[“TIepi yevéoewg ABeA”]=sacr[“Tlepl Tov_To yelpov Ttw Kpeittovt @idew emtifecbar”]=det

[“TIepi @uyng Ko evpéoewg”]=fug [“TIepl Tydvtwr”]=gig [“OT1_dtpentov to Oelov”]=deus

[“IIepl ovyyboewg Hraréktwr”]=conf[“IIepl Tov Beonénmntovg eivar tovg ovelpovg/Adyog nmpwtog”]=som
) for slug in “${!W[@]}"”; do curl -s -max-time 40 -L “https://el.wikisource.org/wiki/${slug}”

-0 “$OUT/philo wikisource/${WI[$slugl}.html” || echo “WARN: ${WI[$slug]}” done

— Corpus B: all 31 works, OpenGreekAndLatin/First1 KGreek
(tlg0018) —

Needs a GitHub token in $GH TOKEN (unauthenticated
hits the rate limit).

“${GH TOKEN:?set GH TOKEN}” for i in $(seq -w 1 31); do w="tlg0$i” f=$(curl -s
-max-time 20 -H “Authorization: token $GH TOKEN”
“https://api.github.com/repos/OpenGreekAndLatin/First1KGreek/contents/data/tlg0018/$w”
| python3 -c “import json,sys;d=json.load(sys.stdin);x=[e[‘'name’] for e in d if e[ ‘name’].endswith(‘.xml’)
and ‘grc’ in e['name’]];print(x[0] if x else *’)”) [ -n “$f” ] && curl -s -max-time 40
-0 “$0UT/philo _firstlk/$w.xml”
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“https://raw.githubusercontent.com/OpenGreekAndLatin/First1 KGreek/master/data/tlg0018/$w/$f”
done

— Longinus, Peri Hypsous (TEI) —

echo “Longinus TEI: supply locally as $OUT/longinus/lon.xml (Perseus tlg2001.tlg001)” echo
“done -> $0UT”
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