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The concluding formulae in Punic
votive inscriptions

K. Jongeling

1. Introduction

The main body of Punic and Neo-Punic texts is formed by two types of more
or less stereotyped texts: votive texts and tomb inscriptions, the votive
texts being more numerous than the tomb inscriptions. Although these
texts are rather monotonous, detailed study even of their most stereotyped
elements may be interesting. The main body of these texts exhibits the
following elements: dedication to one or more deities, the name of the
dedicant and the reason for this form of devotion. These basic elements
may be found in e.g. a text from Carthage (N 7):

1) [Cdn 1€l mn nd® ladin Iabal amin nada
2) r 75 ndr® bClpg® r 2% nadara balpigo
3) §m? qP° bri? Samé qalo barako

To the Lord, to Bal Amun, a votive offering, which Balpigo has dedicated,
he heard her voice and blessed her. Of course there are many differences
and quite a few much longer texts, especially when the dedicant is not a
private person but an official or official body. In those instances a date
may be added (cf. e.g. Maktar N 11), or an indication of the situation
from which the votive offering originated (cf. e.g. Bir bou Rekba N 1). In
almost all these texts, however, some equivalent of the just quoted words in
line 3 of Carthage N 7 is to be found. Although in some texts the formula
is to be found somewhere in the middle or at the beginning of the text, it
is mainly used to conclude the text.

As far as we know the only overview encompassing these concluding for-
mulae in Punic texts is the one by Alt in 1944. The point he is mainly
interested in is the question whether imperfect forms with the preforma-
tive element # may be considered as forms indicating the 3rd p. m. pl. and
even the 3rd p. m. sg. As several new inscriptions have been made known
since then it may be worthwhile to see whether the material will lead to new
conclusions. To give the reader a fair impression of the extant material we
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give in an appendix those formulae that are used in the discussion below.
The formulae are differentiated in the following manner:

CAPITALS: the deity (deities) to whom the votive stele is dedicated and/or
an extra dedicatory formula;

normal letters: information concerning the dedicant(s); in many instances
where we have chosen for a singular male dedicant other interpretations
remain possible, but they are less probable.

The following combinations are attested:

Bm Bal, dedicant sg. m.

Bp Bal, dedicants.

Em El, dedicant sg. m.

Sm Sid, dedicant sg.m.

Sm Shadrafa, dedicant sg.m.

B&Tm Bal & Tinnit, dedicant sg. m.

Bé&Tf+m  Bal & Tinnit, dedicant sg. f. + dedicant sg. m.
Té&Bm Tinnit & Bal, dedicant sg. m.

T&Bm+f Tinnit & Bal, dedicant sg. m. + dedicant sg. f.
T&Bf Tinnit & Bal, dedicant sg. f.

T&B[ ] Tinnit & Bal, [ ]

[ JBm [ ] & Bal, dedicant sg. m.
[]m [ ], dedicant sg. m.
[]f [ ], dedicant sg. f.

[] []
[]&[ Jm [] & [], dedicant sg. m.

BTBBm Bal Shamem, Tinnit, Bal Hammon & Bal MGNM, dedicant sg. m.
B&Dm Bal & d€lhrm, dedicant sg. m.

Mmém Melqart, dedicant sg. m. + dedicant sg. m.

S&Mp Shadrafa & Melqart, dedicants.

Amém Ashtart, dedicant sg. m. + dedicant sg. m.

m dedicant sg. m., no deity mentioned.
Ym bym nm wbrk, no name of deity mentioned, dedicant sg. m.
YBm bym n°m wbrk, Bal, dedicant sg. m.

The last two combinations are only mentioned when they are combined
with the dedicatory formula §m€ ¢/°, etc. Where Bal is mentioned, mostly
Bal Hammon is meant. In several cases, however, only Bal is mentioned
without a differentiating element.

2. Verbal forms containing a prefixed personal element.

In view of the article by Alt we first discuss the formulae in which verbal
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forms with initial + are found, and we compare these formulae in the first
place to those in which an element y- is attested.

To get an impression of the material used in this discussion we first list all
the constructions in which forms of a prefixconjugation are attested. As
the actual orthography may be found in the Appendix, we only mention
the most ordinary spelling of these formulae. The numbers in this list refer
to the numbers in the Appendix. The dedicatees are designated as in the
Appendix, see above for the abbreviations used. Between [ ] the number of
attestations is given. The following indications for the type of construction
are used: y indicates a verbal form of a prefixconjugation beginning with
a personal prefix y, divided according to the verbal roots used. Thus “1.3
vy " means ‘the formulae containing one verbal form beginning with either
y or t, as mentioned in the Appendix sub 1.3., and “1.3.1 y-§m® means
‘the sub-group of these formulae beginning with y and derived from the
root §m®. In these indications ¢ is used to indicate a verbal form without
a personal prefix.

13yt [ Jm [1]
1.3.1 y-sm® [ 1&Bm [1]
»m qP [ 1&Tm [1]
TéeBm 2] 1.3.4 t-brk
P o
1.3.2 t-5m° T&Bm [4]
t5m€ qPP T&Bf [3]
T&Bm [15] B&Tm [1]
T&Bf [2] Tm [1]
B&Tm [1] [ ]1&Bm [2]
Bm [2] [ Jm [2]

m [1] [£[1]

[ Jm [1]

(62 P
1.3.3 y-brk T&Bm [1]
ool 1.4 gyt | yto
T&Bm [3]

1.4.1 $m® & y-brk
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§m? qlP ybrk’
T&Bm [1]

1.4.2 $m€ & t-brk
smC ql° tbri?
T&Bm [3]

Bm [1]

1.4.3 y-sm€ & brk
ySm€ qP bri’
T&BE [1]

m [1]

1.4.4 t-3m€ & brk
8mC ql° bri?
T&Bm [2]
B&Tm [10]
B&Tf [1]

Bm [21]

Bf [1]

1.4.5 t-brk & §m€
tbri? ¥m? [ql°]
T&Bm [1]

1.4.6 t-§m€ & w-brk

t5m? ql° wbrk’®
B&Tm (1]
Bm [1]

1.5yt yt

1.5.1 y-§m€ & y-brk

¥§m€ gl ybrk®
T&Bm [4]
T&Bf [1]
T&B[ ] [1]

[ 1&Bm [1]

(S)m [1]

1.5.2 +-5m€ & y-brk
5m° ql° ybrk’
T&Bm [2]

T&Bf [1]

[Jom [1]

1.5.3 t-5m€ & t-brk
5m qlPP tbrk’
T&Bm [13]
T&Bf [1]

Bm [1]

[ Jm [2]

1.5.4 t-hnn & t-brk
thn? tbrk’

[111]

1.5.5 y-¥m€ & w-y-brk
v§m€ ql° wybrky

[ Jm [1]

1.5.6 +-5m€ & w-t-brk
5m° ql° wtbrk®

[101]

1.5.7 y-brk & w-y-§m€
ybrky wysmC ¢l €d €Im
BTBBm [1]

2 w-Intro

2.2 wyt ty

2.2.1 w-y-§m€ & y-brk
wysm? ql° ybrk?
T&Bm [1]

K.

JONGELING
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3.3.1 ksmC€ & y-brk
k $m€ qP° ybrk®
T&Bm [32]
T&Bf [6]
T&Bm+f [1]

[ J&Bm [1]
Mm&m [2]
Bm [2]

[ Jm [9]

[101]

3.3.2 ksm®€ & t-brk
k $mC qP tbrk?

[105]

3.3.3 ksm® & w-y-brk
k §m€ ql° wybrk’
Bm 1

3.3.4 k brk & w-t-¥m€
k brk? wtsm® qlP°

Bm [1]

m (1]

4 gk

4.1 nke

4.1.1 t-brk & k §m€
tbrkn k $m€ qin

43

(W
" P @ 9

T&Bm [26] T&Bm [1]

T&Bf [4]

[1&Bm [2] 5 l-Intro

Tm [1] 521yt o

Sm [1] 5.2.1 1 y-§m€ & brk

sm? qls brk’

[Im 5] o

The number of attestations of the different types as related to the dedicatees
may be represented as follows (F = female deity, M = male deity), see figure
il

Before proceeding to the prefix-conjugation examples proper, we want to
stress that it is interesting to note that in this collection the conjunction k
is always followed by a form of the suffix-conjugation. Sub 3.1 and 3.2 the
formulae combined with k only exhibiting suffixconjugation forms are listed,
and sub 3.3 those where the verb not directly following the conjunction & has
the form of a prefixconjugation. Under 3.3 we have collected 100 instances
of this construction, while the combination of k£ with only suffixconjugation
forms is attested 423 times. We are convinced that this cannot be by
chance, therefore we conclude that k introduces a clause giving a reason
based on what has happened: k §m® ¢/’ = because he / she has listened to
his voice. When variation between prefix- and suffixconjugation without
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dedicatee | tm | FM| MF| MF| PM| F | M [ M [ s | FM| OM| OF| 11| 0] | 1]
dedicant m|f |m|f |mf|m|m/|f |m/|[[]]|m]|m|m]|ft |[] |tota
y¥m€ 2 1 3
5m¢ 152 |1 3 1 1 2 | 25
ybrk 3 1|1 |1 6
thrk 4 13 |1 1 2 2 |1 14
thnn 1 1
§m€ ybrk 1 1
§m€ thrk 3 1 4
yE¥m€ brk 1 1 2
t5mC brk 2 10 |1 21 | 1 35
thrk $m¢ 1 1
5m€ whrk 1 1 3
y¥m€ ybrk 4 |1 1 1 |1 8
$5m© ybrk 2 |1 1 4
5mC thrk 13 |1 1 1 16
thnn tbrk 1 1
y§m® wybrk 1 1
5mC wibrk 1|1
ybrk wysm€ 1 1
wysm€ ybrk | 1 1
ksm® ybrk 32 | 6 1 4 9 1 | 53
kSm€© thrk 26 | 4 1|1 2 5 5 | 44
ksm® wybrk 1 ;!
kbrk wism® 1 1 2
tbrk k¥m€ 1 1
ly¥m® brk 1 1
total 111f 19 |14 |1 |1 |2 |3 |1 |2 |1 |7 |1 |22]|1 | 10] 22

figure 1.

difference of meaning were possible in Punic one would expect constructions
of the type ktg / ktwg / kys / kywg. This means that we may add the
attestations of + and y- forms in the combinations kg(w)t and kg(w)y to
the t and y groups. We now make abstraction of the dedicants and leave
those attestations where the dedicatees are not known. At the same time
we combine several other types, ¢ and y in these combinations indicating
resp. a verbal form with prefixed element ¢ or y, ¢ indicating a verbal form
without prefixed element, see fig. 2.

As we then suppose that the examples of the types tg, twg, gt, yg, gy are
also to be explained as the indication of something that has happened (the
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g-forms) and something else, we may add these instances to the t- and
y-forms.

M | F | F&M | M&F | total
Yy 2 45 1 48
t 512 62 2 71
2y 1
ot 1 3
yg 1 1
174 23 3 12 38
Yy 1 7 1 9
ty 3 3
tt 1 14 15
total | 33 | 2 139 16 | 190

figure 2

We also combine ¢ and tt, resp y and yy, and leave the three ty examples
as being too small a number to draw conclusions from. This results in the
following division, fig. 3:

M| F | F&M | M&F | total
y 3 54 2 59
t 30 | 2 82 14 128
total | 33 | 2 136 16 | 187

figure 3

In percentages this gives the following picture, according to the dedica-
tee(s), fig. 4, and according to the prefixed element fig. 5:

M F | F&M | M&F

y 9 39.7 | 12.5
! 90.9 | 100 | 60.3 | 87.5
total | 100 | 100 100 100
figure 4
M| F | F&M | M&F | total
y | 5.1 91.5| 3.4 100
t 1233 1.6 64.1 11 100

figure 5

We note the following. The number of inscriptions only invoking a female
deity is too small to draw conclusions from. Further, in inscriptions in
which only a male deity is invoked, the number of ¢-prefix-conjugation forms
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is so high that it seems impossible not to explain these forms as second
person singular of the imperfect, as there are no indications elsewhere in
Phoenician and Punic linguistic material that a third person masculine of
the prefix-conjugation may be introduced by ¢-. This conclusion leads us to
the supposition that also in those instances where both a male and a female
deity are invoked, the male deity prior to the female one, t-forms point to
a second person. We are left then with the problem of those texts in which
the first dedicatee mentioned is the female deity. The percentage of ¢-forms
in this situation (60%) is much lower than the percentage of ¢-forms for
dedications to a male deity only (90%), that it seems highly improbable
that many of these forms are originally meant to be 3d person sg. fem.
The y- forms in these texts (the F + M group), are best explained as the
well-known use of a masculine form for a subject encompassing both male
and female. The variation between 2d and 3d person forms is probably best
explained as a regional variation. Some other variations are also regionally
determined. We may mention that most of the FM inscriptions are from
Carthage, and that the 23 texts in which only a male deity is mentioned
and the concluding formula is of the t-type are all from Constantine.

Several of the ¢ forms have been explained as 3d person singular feminine,
thus DNWSI s.v. §m€ for the following forms:
t5mC ql°

T&Bm CIS i 252

[ Jm CIS i 506, 2775;

t5mC ql° tbrk’

T&Bm CIS i 1109;

s5m? qPP

T&Bm CIS i 411 (thus also FR p. 61.), 2075;
t5m ql

[ Jm CIS i 1144;

t5m qP°

T&Bf CIS i 4664;

and ibidem s.v. brk:

¥m€ ql tbrk

T&Bm CIS i 2521;

tbrk

[ Jm CIS i 3797;

5m P thrk

T&Bm CIS i 5597;

k §m€ ql dbrm tbrk

[ |Bm CIS i 5688;
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k $smC qP tbrk

T&Bm CIS i 5714;

tbri?

T&Bm CIS i 3785 = KAI 79, 5507;

k $m? qP tbrk’

T&Bm CIS i 180;

k §m€ qP tbrk?

T&Bm CIS i 327, 3712, 5518;

T&Bf CIS 1 4771;

Tm CIS i 3777;

5mC ql° tbrk?

T&Bm CIS i 5657;

t5m® ql° thrk’

T&Bm CIS i 5709;

k $mC ql thrk?

Sm Antas 8.

Both constructions with ¢- and y- are found among this number:

5m? ql° ybrk’®

T&Bm CIS i 4320;

5mS? 2yt glm ybrky’

T&Bm CIS i 3604.

It remains possible that some of these forms are indeed fem. forms of the 3d
person sg. but the chance that they represent 2d person formations is much
greater. Whether in some instances these forms should be considered 2d
person sg. fem. is difficult to say for those cases where a male and a female
dedicatee are mentioned. When only a female dedicatee is mentioned this
explanation seems rather probable, of course. The two last mentioned texts
present an extra difficulty. Is it possible that the dedicant invokes Tinnit
to hear and Bal to bless 7 It seems less probable in view of the rest of the
texts. Note also that the two texts only invoking a female deity have i-
forms of the root brk in their concluding formula (CIS i 3793: #brk” and CIS
i 3777: k §m€ gl tbrk”). On the other hand a switch from the 2d to the 3rd
p. is also not very attractive: may you hear his voice and may they (or he)
bless him. We opt for the latter solution, however.

3. The representation of suffixed personal pronouns.

The most normal form of the suffix, as found in these formulae, is -2, indi-
cating a suffix of the 3d person sg. masc. or fem. This form of the suffix is
used both with nouns and verbs, cf. e.g. sub 1.1 and 1.2: §m€ ¢P° and $me
gl° brk? (attested passim). The other possibilities are:
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ql brk ybrk tbrk

suffix| m |[f |2 |m |f |? |m|f |? |m]|f |? | verb| total
-2 615| 50| 35| 317| 15| 18 44| 2 |2 | 43| 6 |6 | 453 | 1153
-y 3 11113 1 4 8 13
-” 1 3 31211 9 10
2y 1 111 2 3

£ 2 1 3

£ 1 1 2

—oC 1 1

-h 1 1

-m 7 2 4 1 7 14

-n 1 1 1 2

v (attested following ¢/: 5 times, following a verb in perfect brk: 4 times, in
imperfect ybrk: 4 times)

¥’ (attested following gl: once, following a verb in perfect brk: 3 times, in
imperfect ybrk: 6 times)

%y (attested following gl: once, in imperfect tbrk: 2 times)
¢ (attested following g/: 3 times)

€ (attested following g/: 2 times)

7€ (attested following gl: once)

h (attested following g/: once)

m, indicating the suffix 3d p. sg. masc.! (attested following gl: 7 times;
following a verb in perfect brk: twice, in imperfect five times, following ybrk
four times and brk once)

n (attested following g/: once; following a verb in imperfect tbrk: once).

Several of these spellings are easily explained. From the Punic text in Greek
script found in Constantine (KAI 174) we know that ¢/° and §m€ rhymed:
xouhw / oogued. As these two words occurred next to each other in most of
the forms of the concluding formulae it is not surprising that the spelling of
the form of §m€ influenced the spelling of ¢/°. The correct historical spelling
of the verb followed by the suffix -2 is of course ending in -°. This spelling
may have been reinterpreted sometimes as an indication of /o/, and used
as such following the noun gl. §m is attested 3 times, y§m® 2 times and

1The instances in which -m indicates the suffix of the 3d. p. pl. were left out of
consideration, as are the two forms of the plural suffix -n, in §m? gln brkn, which might
be explained as the suffix of the 1st. p. pl., but the subject b2 hmkt“rm in this text (H.
Maktar N 110) and the parallels with the same subject and the suffix -m rather point to
an explanation as suffix of the 3d. p. plur.
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t5m® once. One of the two attestations of ¢/? occurs in a text which also
contains one of the examples of y¥m®. The spellings with -¢ and -”¢ which,
like -, only occur with ¢/, may be explained in the same way, as analogous
with spellings of §mC.

The spelling with -4 is best explained as an example of the use of 4 for
/0/, as influence of forms of §mC is less probable. §mh is attested six times,
t§mh once, all attestations from Constantine, while in Dougga §”mh is found
once, but §mh does not seem to exist.

Interesting are the forms with -y, -y”, -?, to be explained as result of a
development *-i-hiz > *-iyia?. If this is correct the spelling -% is a lapsus for
-y’ and the low number of attestations does support this line of reasoning.
As there is no reason to suppose a double development in the same dialect
the forms with y must represent a dialect less succesful than the dialect
using -0 for the suffix 3 sg. m. and f. Another possible explanation may be
that -y was used to indicate the suffix purely as a historical spelling, while
it was realised as /6/. In that case both -3” and -7y can be explained as the
historical spelling y combined with a phonetic complement  representing
/6/. As the distribution of these y-forms does not indicate a special area for
this use, the texts with these forms originate from Carthage, Constantine,
Guelma, Sousse and Lepcis Magna, we opt for the second solution. Note
also that twice the suffix -y with occurs both in combination with ¢/ and
with brk: qly brky in CIS i 4620 and qPy tbrk’y in CIS i 4635. Also CIS i
3709 ysm© qI° ybrky’ may be adduced to support the second solution.

The existence of a suffix of the 3d. p. sg. masc. -m is so well established
that it does not require any discussion. Note, however, that all the examples
are masculine.

In some instances the representation of the suffix is g, cf.:

§m€ gl brk’ 5m€ ql brk’

Bm Constantine 18. B&Tf Constantine 103.
§m? ql brk’ 5m€ ql brk

Bm Constantine 58, 68 T&Bm CIS i 3962.
bri? $m€ gl ¥§m€ ql ybrk

B&Tm Constantine 67. [ |Bm CIS i 2723.

t5m ql t5m€ ql thrk’

[Jm CIS i 1144. T&Bm CIS i 4893.

Sm€ gl thrk t5m€ gl thrk

T&Bm CIS i 2521. T&Bm CIS i 4872.

2See PPG3, p. 66.





























































































