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The Persian Gospel codices of the Matenadaran collection, written in Armenian script in
the eighteenth century in Shamakhi and Ganja, are important sources for the study of the
interethnic, interfaith, and intercultural circumstances of historical Shirvan (located in
Transcaucasia) of that period. These manuscripts are also considered to be essential
sources for the study of inter-linguistic issues of Armenian and Persian, the Armenian
orthographic rules of that period, and one of the local versions of Persian, spoken in
Shirvan. In the eighteenth century, Persian was the interethnic contact language of
this area and the manuscripts examined here were written for the Christian
Armenians of the region. This article presents how the Armenian alphabet reflects the
phonetic system of eighteenth century Persian spoken in Shirvan using the orthographic
rules of Armenian.
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Introduction

If we leave aside the fragments (mainly religious) and single words, phrases or verses,
which appeared in the Armenian manuscripts from the fourteenth century onward,
we know of only a relatively small number of manuscripts containing what may be
called “Armeno-Persian,” i.e. Persian material written in Armenian characters.!

Hasmik Kirakosian is a senior researcher at the Institute of Ancient Manuscripts-Matenadaran and
Associate Professor of Iranian Studies at Yerevan State University.

1 . . . . .
The cataloging of Armeno-Persian fragments found in the Armenian manuscripts of the Matena-
daran is in process.
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Two analogous Persian Gospel codices written in Armenian script (Ms. 8492 and Ms.
3044%) are held in the depository of Armenian manuscripts of the Matenadaran,
Mesrop Mashtots Research Institute of Ancient Manuscnpts of Yerevan. Ms. 3044
(compiled in 1780 in Ganja, center of Ganja Khanate®) is a copy of Ms. 8492
(ertten in 1717-21 in Shamakhi, the center of the historical Shirvan region in Trans-
caucasia®) which is confirmed by the colophon of the manuscript written by an Arme-
nian member of the clergy, Father Mikayel:

Ms. 3044, fl4lv np p RUPL (1228) hu wlp Uppuyhju gplgh ophiuulh
(nughnph - huppd - Swlnphic np gplwy Ep h pupup Gop i qunnig
dwdlwlbnulih junwy duwdoy. ww dbp gpliguwp up wilmwpwiu b punupl
Quiituy b hugpuwylnnyamil hugng inlounl Updholih i p wnnihu wnnilp
nbounl bupuypyh, nprny jhpwnwlp ophii(nt] knpgh:

Or i RMIS (1228) es ter Mik ‘ayils grec'i érinaki lowmyho/e i hak ‘im Yakobin or
grml éri kalak " S65 i vatowe Famanaki yavaj Zamdv. sa mek * grec ‘ak * sb avetarans
i k'alak 'n Ganiay i hayrapetowt yown ha g/oc teatn Simidni ew i towns atownk "
teatn Israyili, oroy yisataka érbnlow) efic'i.

(Thus I, Father Mikayel, wrote [the Gospel] in 1228 [according to the Old Arme-
nian Calendar, 1779-80], after the original by Hakim Yaghub [the author of Ms.
8492] may God bless his soul, which was written in the city of Shosh [Isfahan;
Hakim Yaghub notes in his colophon that he is from Isfahan, but he translated
the Gospels in Shamakhi] at an earlier date. We wrote this Holy Gospel in the
city of Ganja in the Armenian patriarchate of Father Slmlon and in the
Aluwnk® Catholicate of Father Isracl, may God bless his soul.®)

The other colophon of Father Mikayel confirming the same fact is written in the
Introduction of the manuscript (about the Introduction see below):

*The manuscript record numbers in this article refer to their numbering in the collection of Armenian
codices of the Research Institute of Ancient Manuscripts of Yerevan—Matenadaran.For descriptions, see
Ms. 8492, Catalogue of Manuscripts of the Mesrop Mashtots Matenadaran, vol. 2, Yerevan (1970), col. 756;
Ms. 3044, Catalogue of Manuscripts of the Mesrop Mashtots Matenadaran, vol. 1, Yerevan (1965), col. 927.
On these manuscripts see: Gulbenkyan, The Translation of the Four Gospels into Persian, 70, n. 196;
Anasian, Armenian Bibliography, col. 539-40. The current research was conducted mainly on Ms.
8492, aside from a few comparisons that were supplemented with Ms. 3044.

30n the ethnic and political situations of the Ganja Khanate (1747-1804) see Mkhitaryan, 7he
/Idmmzstmtzve Political formations in Trancaucasia, 29-30, 59.

“From the second half of sixteenth century to the eighteenth century the main part of northeastern
Transcaucasia was in Shirvan beglarbegi (beglarbeg “governor-general”) with the centre Shamakhi in the
Safavid state. On the frontiers of Shirvan see Tadbkirat al-muluk, 167-8.

SQuotcd passages from Armenian and Armenian script are fully transliterated using a version by
Hiibschmann-Meillet; the Persian passages are transliterated according to a simplified version of Encyclo-
pedia of Islam EI 3.

®The literal translations conveying the sense of the original texts are mine.
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Ms. 3044, £10r Lhpopl gpnn up. Uillnwpuudhu inkp Uppuyhy wnwyuangh np
f Quibiwy plaullug, nkup owh jmuwghnph Ovwibpupl o Swilmphl, np
npubdip iu Epl gplowy B bu h lngnili ophluulh gpliugh: <n'qh Unipp,
oqliliu) puqiuyglln gpspu, (FUPL. jiujph PE.

Verjin grot sb. Avetaranis ter Mik ‘ayil astapatc i or em Gancay bnakeal, tesi jan low-
sayhok i Qvanisin ew Yakobin, or norank " ews éin greal ew es i noc ‘own drinaki
gresc 'i: Ho'gi Sowrb, dgnea’y bazmaymet gr¢'is, RMIO. ynvri IE.

(I [as] the last scribe of the Holy Gospel, Ter Mikayel from Astapat living in Ganja
saw the efforts of Ovanes and Yakob, may God bless their souls, that they also wrote
[this Gospel] and I wrote [it] based on their sample. May the Holy Spirit help [me],
the sinful scribe. 1228 (equal to 1780), the 27th January.)

Two codices—Ms. 8492, Ms. 3044—have the following structure: the introduction,
four canonical Gospels according to Matthew, Mark, Luke, John and the content of
the passages. The introductions are the transcript versions of the Unified Gospel’s
introduction from the thirteenth century written in Persian.” The colophon of the
Unified Gospel is also preserved in these introductions rendered in Armenian script:

Ms. 3044, f10v ... ppulwd jpughduy huughloul hhophy dwghd nupwin ph pp
qppwi hlpwl pup hipwh punilimuy dppojuan wiluy wwwyuny ponuy duppye
hipwd ppappwdc hupup pwipfunwdn [pwph whn) wq qpewh pon phowgh
wuwn  quippy  hipwh  dpbowinn  Gugdhwnpuion  [Gugdhpudboion)  pugnih
dpnup uwd.

. t'amam t ayifay isayiean injil mazim darvand ki ba zoban insan bar insan
xownday misévat amay sapap astal masit " insan bazaban p “arsi jaritand [jari and)
az zoban xor ki asli ast labal insan misnévant naymiadant [naymidanant)

bayown maltdar saf-

(The whole community of Christians has the holy Gospels which are read for them in
their languages but because of the daily employment they know Persian better than
their own original language [which] they often hear but do not understand currently.)

This data underlines the fact that since the thirteenth century the Christian com-
munity of Iran, comprising mainly Nestorians and Armenians,® has been Persophone:
they knew Persian better than their own languages. The situation was the same after
five centuries when Hakim Yaghub decided to translate the Gospels into Persian and
use the Armenian script (with consideration to Armenians), which he emphasized in

his colophon:

’See A Unified Gospel in Persian, 51-81.
8Sec Thomas, A Restless Search, 74-80.
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Ms. 3044, £10r wiluy snil ple pubinuy wphqowphi Gunniy ppl Puwgnniyh hbGhy
rpwpgnuduy puwpiuyh Plauhbwy pphc Erfug puy ghanuad ppufnep qup gpy b
puwhnuy bunp puan pup pubmugh gnibugpup pugnmad wiluon ph b pubnuy
bhq puwpeniduy pupnud prloud hliphy dwgpd puy wq wiuy Uwge quyhinub
Guny wq bugopuwy nuunipe yh dwy buwwy b wyhbuy jpudlwdub pwhwp
Jlghpuls Ghg ppnpl dwgpmp buy ppmd upuy ph Blawhbuy Ghpm Guy pugun
wann ph pwhwp nuipupy hund pupnui funiy . buy ppph fupug puy ph
hwp priqudhl pup pugh uown wuwpuwan ophuge nile wi ph dh jumloulon
nhlpup wuwdlgewn wupunn pup hl uwwuoy sihl pugunwd buy pup hwunon.

amay ¢own in banday ajizt ‘arin Eatowp ban Laylowli indil t arjowmay k ardayi
leahéay bon Evaz ray ditam basiar dar dal in banday nafs bast bar bandayi gownayk ‘ar
lazowm amat k i in banday niz t ‘arjowmay k ‘ardam k ‘ownam injil mazim ray az aval
Mat “ zayitan Esoy az nat jay dawowt " vi fasl fasl vé ayieay t ‘amaman jabar injilan niz
badin mazbowr nay baown xial ki Ieaheay nik ‘'ow nay k ‘art ast k i jabar daxal ham
k ‘ardas xowp nist. nay badi xial ilay k i har k ‘owdamin bar jayi xot pasat johat “ own an
k ‘i mi xownant dikar asant ‘ar pasat bar in sapap ¢ ‘nin k ‘artam nay bar hasowti.

(But as the poor servant Yaghub Ibn Isaghuli saw the Gospel which was translated
by Yahya Ibn Eyvaz and left traces in the heart of the servant. [It] became necessary
to the humble servant to translate the Holy Gospel, to compose the Holy Gospel
from the beginning of Matthew Gospel, the birth of Jesus son of David, chapters by
chapters and all parts of the four Gospels with this order. I composed this not
having in mind that Yahya did not do well mixing it and it is not good [to mix
Gospel chapters]. Not having in mind but [I hope] each one will be at its own
place and it will be easier everyone who reads it, for which I did it and not for envy.)

The scribe Hakim Yaghub also outlines the other reason for translating the Gospels
in Persian:

Ms. 8492, £236r: ... publipunuy wupjun E pppugnlpub wqhq ph vwyuiy hbGhy
dwqpd bfpppowh ppqpupuit dwpup pluynun ph wpuwp dwypnlud dupgpdwboud
wh npmuie dhgpppdnwion puy pwilfyplivge huwghwl pup pugugh wpuwp
shquy ph milybonl hlwy hlsboul win.

... danastay pasit é baraydéran aziz k'i sapap inlil mazim nvist ‘an bazapan farsi
inpowt ki ak ‘sar maliman msalmanan an dalat’ migaraftant bay jamiyieat'
isayian dar balayi ak ‘sar ¢ ‘izay ki ownd ‘nan ieay iné nan ast.

(Be aware, dear brothers, that the reason for writing the Holy Gospel in Persian was

that most of the Muslim intellectuals argued on a wide range of issues with the
Christian community: which is not so or which is so.)
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The data of the mentioned colophon lead us to map out the tradition of religious
debate and Islamic propaganda among Armenians in the cighteenth century. The
Armenians had to argue the religious issues with Muslim clergy in Persian, strengthen
Christian knowledge and for this purpose these codices were visibly effective means.’

A tangible social factor impacting on the diffusion of Persophony among Arme-
nians living in eastern Transcaucasia, ie. the need and requirement to use Persian
which was in a hierarchical bilingual partnership with vernacular Armenian and was
spoken by the rulers and by the majority of people of that area.'® Herein lies the ques-
tion: was the choice to render Persian into Armenian characters motivated by a prag-
matic factor or was there anything distinct or symbolic for the Armenian script itself?

Armenian letters and literature, and in particular the alphabet, were imbued with
sacral meaning and symbolized to their users the association with Christianity
during the domination of religious ideology in mediaeval period.11 Indeed, for Arme-
nians, the Armenian alphabet has sacrosanct qualities as a marker of cultural identity.

Ordinary Armenians knew Persian only for routine. They understood it very well,
spoke it, but could not read and write it because the Arabic script was not included in
the syllabus in primary schools for Armenian children,'” and in the educational
procesls3 learning Persian with Armenian characters obviously had pragmatic consider-
ation.”~ In this regard, we could mention the manuscript of the Persian—-Ottoman
Turkish bilingual dictionary Tuhfe-ye Shahidi (Ms. 10586), written in Tabriz in
Armenian script by Hovhannes Abegha,14 dated 1721, which is held in the depository
of the Matenadaran.'® Taking into consideration the educational role of this type of
dictionary in the mediaeval period, the Armeno-Persian-Armeno-Turkish version of

%For further details about the colophons of Ms. 8492 and Ms. 3044 and historical context of the
writing of the codices see Kirakosian, “On the Colophons .”

°For instance the European traveler J. Bell evidences (in the cighteenth century): “Shamachi is situ-
ated in about forty degrees north latitude ... The greater part of the inhabitants are Persians. There is also
a considerable number of Georgians and Armenians. The vulgar language is Turkish, but the people of
distinction speak Persian.” See Bell, Travels from St. Petersburgh in Russia, 65-6. On the social history of
the written and spoken Persian language and on Persian’s role as a transregional contact language see
Spooner and Hanaway, Literacy in the Persianate World; Green, The Persianate World; Fragner, Die “Per-
sophonie.”

"!See Aslanian, “Prepared in the Language of the Hagarites,” 68; Papazian, “On the Foreign Literature
on Armenian characters,” 211.

">The same appearance we can assume for Armenians in Ottoman Turkey where the education was
circumscribed by the millet system boundaries: “The Armenian Patriarch governed over his millet and
Armenian children were educated separately and it wasn’t necessary to learn Arabic script. Armenians
went to Armenian schools and did not attend Quranic primary schools and have been educated in
reading the Armenian script.” Aslanian, “Prepared in the Language of the Hagarites,” 70-1.

Many medieval Armenian sources and authors reveal the learning of Persian among Armenians since
eleventh-twelfth centuries (see Chugaszyan, The Armenian and Iranian Literacy Interactions, 34-5).

" Abegha was a monk, also a priest in the Armenian Church, who was involved in teaching,

">For the description, sce Ms. 10586, Catalogue of Manuscripts of the Mesrop Mashtots Matenadaran,
vol. 3, Yerevan (2007), col. 127; Catalogue of Turkish materials written in Armenian letters of Armenian
manuscripts and the Turkish manuscripts in Armenian letters (comp. by Stepanyan Hasmik) Yerevan
(2008): 154 (in Armenian).
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abovementioned dictionary could be used for teaching Armenians Persian and
Turkish even in primary schools. Through this type of dictionary16 Armenians
could also learn Persian poetry by quoted verses from the Persian literature. Hence,
the Armenian Christian elite clergy probably knew the Arabic script: they had mas-
tered the writing and speaking of Persian. One of the arguments is the Armeno-
Persian introduction of Ms. 8492 and Ms. 3044, transcribed from the Arabic script
introduction of the Unified Gospel in Persian by the scribe Hakim Yaghub.

The usage and knowledge of the Armenian alphabet also distanced and dissociated
Armenians from the members of the broader ethnic community of northeastern
Transcaucasia, which was composed of Persians and the other Iranian tribes, Turk[ic]
people, Lezgins and other Lezgjc tribes.

The audience of the Armenian script Gospels was the ordinary Armenian popu-
lation and the manuscripts were used by the Armenian clerics for reading the
Gospel’s texts in the ceremonies for the Persophone Armenians who used to pray
in Persian. As Krsti¢ states, “in a society with limited literacy reading aloud or recitin
was an important aspect to the communication and articulation of social identity.”1

The abovementioned manuscripts are evidence that for the Armenians of Shirvan
in the eighteenth century Persian was the interethnic language of communication
which they knew better than the vernacular Armenian. The following analysis of
the transcription of Persian into Armenian script illustrates that the manuscripts
were written based on the principles of traditional Armenian orthography18 and pho-
netic Persian. The rules of Armenian orthography were utilized by Armenian scribes
for writing Persian.'” This allows us to study the Armenian orthography of the eight—
eenth century as well as the variety of Persian spoken in eastern Transcaucasia.”

The Transcription of Persian Vowels

Persian vowels that are not reflected in Arabic script, namely short 4, ¢, and #, are
transcribed in the aforementioned manuscripts by Armenian letters w [a], L/l
[¢/e),” o/n [6/0], respectively. That is, mainly, the short and long vowels 2 and 4

®0On the educational role of the medieval bilingual Persian-Ottoman Turkish dictionaries see Kira-
kosian and Sargsian, “The Educational Role .”

7See Krsti¢, Contested Conversions to Islam, 38.

1811 the basis of the writing of Grabar and literary Ashkharbabar (western Armenian, eastern Arme-
nian) in the eighteenth century were the same three principles: phonetic, etymological, and traditional or
classical. In that period of the development of Armenian two processes were equally visible: the cultivating
of the new literary Armenian and restoration of Grabar by using the mentioned forms of orthographical
rules.

YOn the rules of cighteenth century Armenian orthography, sce Gyulbudaghyan, The History of
Armenian Orthography; Gyulbudaghyan, “On the 18th Century Armenian Orthography.”

*°Ms. 3044 and Ms. 8492 contain many oddities in their transcription that make it difficult to inter-
pret the correct pronunciation of the word. For example, Pers. anjir “fig,” which is transcribed wiitijip
[ancir] in Ms. 8492, f. 106r and Ms. 3044, f. 771v (Mark 11:13), wiliphp [anjir] in Ms. 8492, f. 25v
(Matthew 7:16), and plighp [injir] in Ms. 8492, f. 138r, Ms. 3044, f. 90r (Luke 6:44).

21 About these vowels see p- 10, footnote 25.
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are transcribed the same way, because they were pronounced similarly, which is a
characteristic of colloquial speech, and quite possibly how Persian-speaking Armenians
may have pronounced them. Besides this, the Armenian alphabet does not distinguish
long and short vowels. Particularly, in Middle Armenian texts the Persian short z [']
(in the foreign words) was a reduced vowel in contrast to long 4 [1] and was mainly
rendered by the Armenian letter 2 [p]. Consequently, this short vowel (sometimes
also the vowel e) is often dropped in the middle of words or pronounced -z- and
written with the letter p2 [2], as a continuation of the Middle Armenian orthographic
rule.”* Sometimes the pronunciation of short vowels /¢ fluctuates. The short vowels
are also often dropped in contemporary colloquial Persian.

Short a*> Tt is rendered by the letter y2 [2]. Besides the causes noted above, it
appears in spoken Persian as an z, prior to a stressed syllable with a long 4, when :
is an allophone of Persian short 4:

Ms. ont‘axtam [plpwununi] —NP (New Persian) andikhtam “I throw”;**

Ms. minohant [Uhtiphwlin] —NP minahiand, CP (Colloquial Persian) minihand
“they put”;

Ms. nahat [Gphun]—NP na(e)had, CP nihad “T put”s
Ms. zob/pan [qpp/wuli] —NP zaban “language,” etc.
In the remainder of cases, it is transcribed as w [2]:
Ms. aval [wijuy]—NP avval “first”;

Ms. andiSay [wlinhpuy]—NP andishe “mind”;

Ms. az [wq]—NP az “from”;

Ms. fazap [nuquiuy]—NP ghadab “anger,” etc.

**This pronunciation and phonetic transcription could be also connected to developments within the
Persian language itself. The development of the pronunciation of the short 2 phoneme and its stages of
change in the course of the cighteenth to twentieth centuries occurred due to both internal and external
influences. For details on this shift towards e, #, and, in between, z > 2 (which is written p [2] in these
manuscripts) as well as its influence on Turkic adstrat, see Pisowicz, Origins of New and Middle Persian,
91.

*In analyzing phonemes we don’t mention in more detail in which part or sentence of the manuscript
the words appear, because we choose the forms which have high usage in the whole text.

*In colloquial Persian this verb is also used in the form endixtan.
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Persian lax, short ¢.*> In initial position e- is replaced by fi- [i-] in words of Arabic
origin which are caused by regressive assimilations to the high vowel of the second syl-

lable;™® cf.
Ms. i8t'iat [hphwn]—NP eshtiaq “alacrity”;
Ms. in¢il/injil [ht6hy/htigh)]—NP enjil “Bible,” etc.

Transcribed as y1 [2] in word-initial position in words of Arabic ori%in, if the next
syllable’s long 4 vowel influenced the previous syllable’s -e- > a- [-p1-]:

Ms. ant‘ohan [phpephwul]—NP emtehin “examen”;
Ms. ant‘ohay [plpphwy]—NP enteha “finish”s
Ms. olt‘omas [prepiwu] —NP eltemas “adjuration,” ete.

In the Verbailgpreﬁxes and first syllables of the verbal forms, the vowel -¢- is also written
as -o- [-p-],"" eg:

Ms. badahat [pppuuhun]—NP bedahad “may he give”;

Ms. novistant [Gpyhpunulin] —NP neveshtand “they wrote”;

In Middle Armenian, the difference between & [¢] and F [¢] had changed—they had lost their
“closed” or “open” quality. Since there was no difference in their usage, they were quite often interchange-
able in writing see Aghayan, Oz the History of Literary Middle Armenian, 27. The confusion that had
arisen in the medieval period between these letters had been resolved in the eighteenth century, with
word-initial ye- being transcribed with i [e] and ¢- with £ [¢]. On the diachronic analysis of orthography
and phonetic values of Armenian vowels ¢ [£] and e [ti] see Katvalian, The Issues on the Armenian Dia-
lectologies, 121-200. We often see the confusion of these letters in these manuscripts, for example Ms.
p e/&lambar [shli/Enundpupn]—NP  peyghambar “prophet” and Ms. mowne/ént [dnilili/Elun]—NP
manand “similar,” etc. However, the main Armenian orthographic rules regarding fr [¢]—£ [¢] are pre-
served in these Armeno-Persian manuscripts.

**This phonological feature is typical of Turkic languages and in the manuscript is quite well-inte-
grated mainly for the Arabic origin words.

*Cf. vowel harmony, which is typical for the Shamakhi dialect of Armenian also spoken by Ms.
8492’s scribe; see Baghramyan, The Shamakhi Dialect, 30-1. The vowel harmony mentioned in the para-
graphs above refers to the Arabic origin words, which we assume, is the result of Turkic influence and
these words in these forms were inserted in the Armenian dialect spoken by the manuscript’s scribe
and the usage in these text was primarily linked by their existence in the Armenian dialects.

BCf. the use of the letter p1 [2] following the verbal prefix §- [£-] in cighteenth century Armenian
manuscripts: §p Jupnugih ko kardactvi] “ic will be read,” §p philufh [ko sinvi] “it will be built,” §p
hwulpughlilip (ko haskac'nenk‘] “we will make them understand,” see Gyulbudaghyan, “On the 18th
Century Armenian Orthography,” 88.
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Ms. bongorit [ppligpphn]—NP benega/arid “let you watch”;

Ms. baxownit [ppfuniihn] —NP bekh™anid “let you read,” etc.

Transcribed w [4] at the end of the Persian past participle -e reflects its pronuncia-
tion in Early New Persian (ENP). In all probability, the ending of the past participle
continued to be pronounced 2. While this disappeared in literary Persian in approxi-
mately the sixteenth century, it remains in some contemporary Persian dialects and
Iranian languages, as well as in the manuscripts under discussion:

Ms. p‘aray k‘anday [thwipuy puilinuy]—NP parakande “(having been) dispelled”;

Ms. dar manday [pup dwlinuy]—NP dar mande “(having been) overpowered,”
etc.

The suffix -esh, used to create substantives (< ENP -ish, Middle Persian /MP/ -ish
/-ishn < Old Persian /OP/ *-shna), is transcribed -fip [-is] (e- > i- perhaps (?) before
fricative -sh), e.g.:

Ms. baxsis [pwpuphp] —NP bakhshesh “donation, forgiveness”;

Ms. asayi$ [wuwyghp]—NP asayesh “convenience”;

Ms. ravi§ [nuhp]—NP ravesh “approach,” etc.

The -esh- > -fip- [-is“] transition is evident in the following words:

Ms. forist*ay [dpphpuy]—NP fereshte “angel”s

Ms. novist‘ay [Gpyhpeuy]—NP neveshte “written,” etc.

In the manuscripts, we find the West Middle Iranian form of this suffix, -ish# (also
in the form -eshr) which isn’t preserved in the contemporary NP:

Ms. xayhi/est [fuwyhh/tipn] —NP kh“ahesh “request.””’

The fluctuation of short -¢ and short -z in literary and everyday colloquial Persian is
common and is also found in the manuscripts, e.g.:

Ms. baradér [pupuntp]—NP baradar “brother”;

2 About this suffix see Durkin-Meisterernst, Westmitteliranischen (Partisch und Mettelpersisch), 171.
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Ms. madér [Umnktp]—NP madar “mother”, etc.

In the initial position [y-] + short vowel [-¢] is rendered by - [-e-] for the sound
[ye], as in modern and dialectal Armenian which was primarily regulated in the eight-
eenth century (see footnote 25):

Ms. ek* [tip] —NP yek “one”;

Ms. eganay [tiquliuy]—NP yegane “only”s

Ms. eganegi [iquiiigh]—NP yeganegi “oneness,” etc.

In the eighteenth century Armenian the diphthong -7a- [-fuu-] was written -fuu- [-ea-]
and this rule was also suitable for the manuscripts; i.e. in Persian the most common
VV combination involves the sequence [i] + [a] > -ia- (&), which in these texts is
visible via the phonetic group -filiui- [-iea-], and this phenomenon also refers to the
rules in Armenian according to which before a word-ending consonant cluster and
in stressed syllables before -ui- [-a-] vowel is only written -&- [-e-]:>°

Ms. gowieant [qnihtilin]—NP gayand “they will say”;

Ms. darieayi [nuphtiugh]—NP daryayi “a sea”s

Ms. jamieat® [punihtiwe] —NP jam‘iyyat “population”;

Ms. xowdayieat® [funinuyhtie]—NP khudayat “your God,” ete.

As stated above (see footnote 25), the equal use of the letters & [e] and £ [¢] is the
result of the elimination of the differences between these letters in Middle Armenian.

For the scribe, these letters had the same phonemic values, which is reflected in these
examples:

Ms. dé/el [nk) / nti]—NP del “heart”;
Ms. vé/e [JL/Jt]—NP va “and”;

Ms. mowné/ent [UnLitln/dniitiiin] —NP manand “similar, alike,” etc.’’

30Gee Katvalian, The Issues on the Armenian Dialectologies, 221.
3!There are some scribal difficulties in definition of the letters & [e], £ [¢], h [i].
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See also:

Ms. $&owm [PEpnitd]—NP sheshum “sixth”;

Ms. vézayif [Ubquyh$]—NP vazayef “duties”;

Ms. béhést [pthtyn]—NP behesht “paradise”;

M. élise [Ejhpti]—Personal name Yelise;,

Ms. eliay [inhuy]—Name of Prophet Efias, arm. Yelya;

Ms. ieatub [htiwnnip ]—Personal name Jacob;

Ms. abéd [wipkn]—NP abd “eternal”;

Ms. javéd [pukn]—NP javid “eternal,” etc.
Short u. According to the rules of eighteenth century Armenian orthography all
foreign words containing the phoneme % were written with the letter o [4] in any pos-

T . ] . .. .
ition.”” This rule is preserved in the Armeno-Persian manuscripts in words of Iranian
origin. See:

Ms. oftat [odmnun]—NP uftad “he fell”;

Ms. goft [qodun]—NP guft “he said”;

Ms. soxan [uohuwil] —NP sukhan “speech, word”;

Ms. i6x [noju]—NP rukh “face”;

Ms. sbok® [upop]—NP sabuk “light”;

Ms. p*or [thop] —NP pur “ful’;

Ms. k*dstant [popunmuulin] —NP kushtand “they killed.”
See also:

M. fot° [pop]—NP fo[w]t “death.”

328ee Gyulbudaghyan, “On the 18th Century Armenian Orthography,” 86.
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It is known that in Persian one of the less common word-end short vowels is -z and
usually occurs before the word-end consonant except in some words: z# “you”; du
<« » <« . » <« » . . .

two”; pulu “cooked rice”; buru “go.” In the examined manuscripts the mentioned
words fu “you,” du “two” are written with the final -ow (see below), and -# only
appears in the final position as a result of dropping word-ending -/ and the glottal
stop eyn. In these cases, the scribe used the traditional Armenian orthographic rule
of the letter n [0], i.e. in Armenian the letter 7 [0] was the word-end letter for the

sound o and was closed with the glide 7 [y]. See:
Ms. $oroy [opnny]—NP shura® “beginning”;
Ms. goroy [qnpny]—NP gurth “group,” etc.

In the middle position of words, -#- is rendered by -nz- [ow] in the following words,
reflecting ENP pronunciation, which, apparently, was preserved in the spoken Persian
of eighteenth century Shirvan. See:

Ms. xowda [funinu]—NP khuda, ENP khuda “God”;

Ms. xowdayvant [funipuyjuibtiin] —NP khudavand, ENP khudavand “God”;

Ms. k*ownand [pniiiwbiy/m]—NP kunand, ENP kunand “they will do”;

Ms. k*owja [pnipw]—NP kuja, ENP kaja “where”;

Ms. dow [nni]—NP du, ENP di “two”;

Ms. tow [enL]—NP ta “you,” etc.

In words of Arabic origin, # reflects its unique Classical Arabic pronunciation and is
transcribed 712 [ow], which shows that a “Persianization” of its pronunciation had not
occurred in spoken Persian. See:

Ms. mowqadamay [Uninunuduwy]—NP muqaddame “preface”;

Ms. mowxtaysar / muxtasar [UniLhumuyuwp/dntfunwuwp] —NP  mukhtasar
“brief”;

Ms. sowriani [uniphwlth]—NP suriani “Assyrian”;

Ms. mowxalofat® [Untjuwpdue]—NP mukhalefat “opposition”;
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Ms. mowdat® [Uninwie]—NP muddat “time, while.”
See also:

Ms. 16qaz [jonuq]—NP lughat “word, speech.”
The shifting of the short u, ¢, a to p [2] before liquid r and I. These short vowel pho-
nemes are transcribed z2 [2] before the liquid 7, which is explained by Persian’s pho-
netic rules. In general, ENP does not allow for word-initial consonant clusters,
which is why a vowel is added at the beginning or is placed in between the consonants
(anaptyxis). Contemporary Persian has also inherited this practice. However, collo-
quial Persian had not established distinct pronunciations for these added vowels
and they were pronounced [1]. See:

Ms. sarowde [uppninti]—NP surade “song’s

Ms. ¢fora [sppua]—NP gera “why”;

Ms. boray [pppuy]—NP baray “for”;

Ms. forow [$ppni]—NP furd “down”;

Ms. gart [qppun]—NP gerd “round, circular”;

Ms. aforit [wdpphin] —NP afarid “he created,” etc.”

Also transcribed g [9] prior to the liquid / in words of Arabic origin, e.g.:

Ms. hasal [hwup)]—NP hasel “outcome”;

Ms. jalol [pwn)]—NP jalil “magnicifent”;

Ms. volayieat® [Upjuyhtie] —NP velayyat “province,” etc.
Long labialized 4. This phoneme is sometimes rendered by o- [4-] at the beginning of a
word, sometimes as 712- [ow-] at the beginning and in the middle of a word, but mainly,
in all positions, as -wi- [-a-]. The -4- > -i- shift before a sonant is a characteristic of

colloquial Persian (farsi-ye ‘ammiyane) based on the Tehrani dialect. On the render-
ing of 4 in the manuscripts see:

»In these Armeno-Persian manuscripts we find the elision of short vowels (ginulpp—thtynudpunp,
Junuy—pannu). In such cases the scribes would insert abbreviation marks.
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Mss. ovarday [oywpnuy]**—NP avarde “brought”;
Ms. 6mat [odwn]—NP amad “came”;

Mss 6nan [oliwll]] —NP anan “they’s

Ms. mowné/ent [UnLll/Glwn]—NP manand “similar”;
Ms. k‘aodowm [ppnnid]—NP kudim “which”;

Ms. own [nLll]—NP an “that”;

Ms. at‘a$ [wipw]—NP atash “fire”;

Ms. ap [mwy]—NP ab “water,” etc.

Long it and i. These phonemes are written as they would be pronounced in contem-
porary Persian, e.g.:

Ms. iman [hdwli]—NP iman “sure, sacred”;

Ms. nifrin [Ghdpht] —NP nefrin “curse”;

Ms. zomin [qpuuihli]—NP zamin “ground, land”;

Mss t'izt‘ar [phqpwp]—NP tiztar “sharper”;

Ms. rowz [pniq]—NP raz “day”, but Mss roze—NP ruze “fast”;
Ms. p‘i$ [thh]—NP pish “nearby”;

Ms. mi [Uh-]—the verbal prefix NP mi-;

Ms. gownaygown [gniliuygnil] —NP ganagan “assorted, varied,” etc.

The Semivowel Y

In the manuscripts discussed above, the voiced dorso-palatal glide ; [y] is written
according to the rules of traditional Armenian orthography, inserted at the final pos-

3*For final 4 [-y] see next section.
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ition of words after the vowels w [] and -7 [-0], and in the remaining cases according
to Persian phonetic rules.
Words ending in w [4] and -n [0] (see below) are “closed” with a syllable-ending s

y], eg:

Ms. Esoy [Gunj]—NP ‘Isa “Jesus”;”

Ms. downiay [nniithuy]—NP dunya “world”;
Ms. ask‘aray [wppwipuy]—NP ashkara “clearly”;
Ms. p‘arday [thupnuy]—NP parde “curtain”;
Ms. hamay [hudwy]—NP hame “all”®® etc.

Persian’s past participle ending -¢ was pronounced -a. In the text of the manuscripts
it is rendered by -w- [-a-] and closed with a -- [-y-]. See:

Ms. nagay dastay [Gpquy nuupumuy]—NP negah dashte “kept”;

Ms. $nitay [p0hwnuy]—NP shenide “heard”;

Ms. larzanday [jupquibtipuy]—NP larzande “rocking,” etc.

The Persian negative prefix za- is also closed with a - [-y] before the verb roots
beginning with consonants and vowels. In contemporary Persian, the y semivowel is
only added prior to verb roots beginning with vowels to avoid hiatus. In the manu-
scripts, the negative prefix is written separately, which forces it to follow the rules
of Armenian orthography, explaining why it ends in 7 [y]. See:

Ms. nay gowzast® [luy gniquige]—NP nagudhasht “did not allow”;

Ms. nay t'vanat [y pywliun]—NP natavanad “cannot’;

Ms. nay $6vant [huy poqwlin] —NP nashavand “they do not,” etc.

It is interesting that according to the traditional Armenian orthography p proper nouns ending with
n [0] did not get the syllable-ending -7 [-y] and this feature distinguished the proper and common nouns in
general, see Gyulbudaghyan, “On the 18th Century Armenian Orthography,” 88.

3*This word’s ending -¢ is only typical for contemporary Persian. In ENP, colloquial Persian, Tajiki,
the dialects of Khorasan, and others, the ending - is expected; see Taj. hama which originates from *a.
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The [y] semivowel is added prior to the Persian plural suffix -47, as well as follow-
ing the vowels -4, -i, and -i. In a word ending in -e (written -w [4] in the manu-
scripts), we have the plural ending -gdn. This can be explained by diachronic
analysis. The -¢ phoneme at the end of the historical root reappears, restoring the
Middle Persian noun forming -4¢ suffix > Modern Persian -e. This practice is pre-
served throughout the text of the manuscripts. In almost every case, the Armenian syl-
lable closing 7 [y] semivowel is also written. See:

Ms. forast‘aygan [ppppopuyquuiil] —NP fereshtegan “angels™

Ms. sot‘araygan [uppupuyqubl] —NP setaregan “stars”;

Ms. bé¢‘aygan [ptouyqull] —NP baggegan “children.”

But:
Ms. biganogan [phquilinqui] —NP biganegan “strangers”;
Ms. yeganegan [iquilitiquuli] —NP yeganegan “individuals,” etc.

The same can be observed in plural nouns containing the present participle suffix

Ms. -wiliquy (MP -andag > NP -andeb), prior to the ending -gan. See:
Ms. dafandaygan [nunwiinuyqub] —NP darandegan “those having’;,
Ms. dahandaygan [nuhwbnpuyquil] —NP dahandegan “those giving”;

Ms. k‘ownandaygan [pniwmblinuyquii] —NP kunandegan “those doing,” etc.

The Diphthong ow

The diphthong ow is written in the ENP texts with the short “4” sign (fatha) and was
probably pronounced as in the words, zaw “new,” jaw “barley,” and rawzi “day”38 (see

*The addition of non-etymological -y- after -i- is also attested in ENP texts, specifically in those
words that have their own suffixes. For example, judiygina “separately” < judi(y) “separate” < MP
yutik + -gana suffix or kbdiyvand “Lord,” which has been incorrectly interpreted as deriving from
khSi(y)- + -vand with the addition of the y semivowel. It is apparent that this word’s etymology is
ENP khbivand < khativan- or kbatidvani-. See Lazard, La langue des plus anciens monuments, 73. Let
us note that in the manuscripts under discussion, this -y- is written with the - semivowel. This can
be observed in the transcription of junipuyyuifun for the term “lord” (the translator has used the
term kbday [Juninuy] to mean “God”).

38See Lazard, La langue des plus anciens monuments, 192.
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NP no[w], jo[w], ruzi, correspondingly). Thus, Pisowicz con51dcrs the oy diphthong
as being made up of 0 +#, in which # is an allophone of v.>> The ow chphthong is
phonemlc In the manuscripts bemg discussed, the ow diphthong found in the
middle of words is rendered by 0y [6v]:

Ms. sévgant [unyquilin]—d.w. so[w]gand “oath, swearing’;

Ms. toviay [noynuy]—NP gho[w]gha “tumult”;

Ms. move [Wot] —NP mo[w]j “wave”s

Ms. név [oy]—NP no[w] “new,” etc.

The Diphthong ey

In the middle of a word, the Persian d1phthong -ey- is rendered by £ [¢], which is
typical for eighteenth century Persian.*! See:

Ms. p‘éday [thtnuy] ~NP peyda “apparent”;

Ms. p*ék*ar [thbpup]—NP peykar “digit, figure”;

Ms. pévasta [thEJuumnw] —NP peyvaste “connected, always”;
Ms. féz [Phq]—NP feyz “benignity”;

Ms. fér [ntp]—NP gheyr “other.”*

The Pharyngeal Phoneme ayn

This phoneme, which is a glottal stop in words of Arabic origin, is written in certain
ways in these manuscripts.

*See Pisowicz, Origins of the New and Middle Persian , 24-7.
OSce Mahootian, Persian, 230.
“pisowicz, Origins of the New and Middle Persian, 59. Pisowicz also discusses the -ai- — ai/-¢i-/-e —
/ey/ historical development from the thirteenth to twentieth centuries. The transcription of /- [¢] in the
manuscripts reflects the stage of development of this diphthong in the eighteenth century (ibid., 89). Let
us also note that similar transcription of words of Arabic origin in these manuscripts is a result of the
adoi)ted style of Persian orthography.
*We also found the form nlgp [feyr] in Ms. 3044, £. 73r.
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At the beginning of the following words, it is transcribed as uy- [ay-]:
Ms. aynasowr [wylimunip]—NP ‘anasor “elements”;
Ms. ayhot [ughpunn] —NP ‘ahd “promise, covenant.”

Mainly, this glottal stop is deleted in consonant clusters, whether word-final or
word-medial positions. See:

Ms. alam [wyud]—NP ‘alam “world”;

Ms. atl [wn)]—NP ‘adl “justice”s

Ms. asay [wuwy]—NP ‘asa “cane, stick”;

Ms. $oroy [opnny]—NP shura® “beginning”;

Ms. mazam [dwiquui]—NP mu‘azzam “honorable”;
Ms. marowf [twupnid]—NP ma‘riaf “famed, famous”;

Ms. bad [puun]—NP ba‘d “after, then,” etc.

The Transcription of the ezafe
In Persian syntax, the connector between the determinant-determinate and substan-
tiator-substantive is the ezafe, which is not always reflected in the manuscripts.
Following a consonant, the perceptible ezafe like -e is not transcribed according to
the Arabic and Persian writing rules:
Ms. avaz ow [wjuiq ni]—NP avaz(-e) @ “his voice, his song”;
M. tir ingan [pohp hlpwlh]—NP tir(-e) inshan “their sword,” etc.

In a very rare cases, following a vowel, it is transcribed as -jf1 /-yi/:

Ms. k*onarhayi zomin [ppluphuyh qpuh@t] —NP kenarha-ye zamin “the edges of

earth”;

Ms. xanayi ibrayim [fuwlugh hppuyhd]—NP khane-ye Ebrahim “Ibrahim’s

house”;
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Ms. jhar gwsayi alam [phwp gnipuyh wijud]—NP ¢ehar guashe-ye ‘alam “the four

corners of the world,” etc.

In general, the connective clitic of ezafe was not written after vowels, either.

Persian Consonant Transcription

In the manuscripts under discussion, the rules of Middle Armenian orthography of
consonants are utilized. There are original sources from that period (for example,
the verses of Constantine of Erzincan, etc.) where a system of four levels of consonants
is used.* In these manuscripts, voiced plosives in word-initial position are rendered by
Armenian’s voiced plosives (that is, b-, g-, d-, j- are written p- [b-], ¢- [¢-], n- [d-], 9- [J-]),
whereas in the middle and at the end of words they are rendered respectively by their
unvoiced non-aspirated counterparts, -iy- [-p-], - [-k-], -in- [-¢-], and -6- [-£]% We
think that in this case, this difference comes from the voiced plosives’ position, based on
the contrast between aspirated and non-aspirated phonemes. Non-aspirated voiced
stops in the middle and at the final positions of words preserve their voiced quality
and differ from their counterparts at the beginning of words that are aspirated. That
is, voiced plosives at the beginning of words are aspirated, expressed by voiced letters,
while in the middle and at the end of words they are non-aspirated and are rendered
by non-aspirated unvoiced plosives.”” This observation from these manuscripts
allows us to conclude that the scribes of Armeno-Persian manuscripts used orthogra-
phical rules which were typical for the Armenian Araratyan dialect,*® where the
voiced consonants in the initial position are aspirated ones and the unvoiced, non-aspi-
rated consonants are voiced in the middle position.47 This peculiarity was special to the
Armenian Nor-Jugha (Jolfa) dialect,”® which was the mother dialect of Hakim Yaghub,
the scribe of Ms. 8492.% Thus, the examined Armenian-script Persian texts brought us

43Aghayam, On the History of Literary Middle Armenian, 123.

*Eighteenth century Armenian scribes often transcribed foreign voiced phonemes with Armenian
unvoiced letters see Gyulbudaghyan, “On the 18th Century Armenian Orthography,” 91.

“The shift of unvoiced consonants is also attested in the Armeno-Persian dictionary of the sixteenth—
seventeenth century by the Armenian philosopher-theologian Hovhannes Mrkuz of Jugha in a few forms.
See Mirzoyan, “An Unstudied Monument of Armenian Dictionary Writing.”

“The basic structural dialect of the contemporary castern Armenian.

#7Jahukyan notes a special trait of the Armenian of the ci%htecntht century which was a four-level stop
consonant system, where the partially aspirated stops f2 ¥, ag.n & /’, f)]b were not distinct phonemes,
but were dependent on that voiced consonant’s position see Jahukyan, The Development and Structure of
the Armenian Language, 53.

4BGee the aspiration of initial voiced plosives in the dialect of Nor-Jugha and the consonants’ rank 72 ¥,
q gh, 7 dh, a ]J’, ?j}’: “the voiced consonants of old Armenian carry many changes [in Nor-Jugha dialect]:
the trilled consonants in the word-initial position and after »- aspirated, after /- and in foreign dialects
stay trilled, after x- unvoiced or aspirated trilled, and in word-end position these consonants aspirated,
unvoiced.” See Acharian, The Analysis of the Nor-Jugha Dialect ; Sukiasean, The Dictionary of the
dialect of Nor-Jugha.

“For more on the origin of the scribe Hakim Yaghub see Kirakosian, “On the Colophons,”53.
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to understand the usage of Armenian orthographic rules only and not the change of
Persian phonetic units’ value.>

In intervocalic and final positions NP -g- — Ms. -fj- [-k-]. See:
Ms. dikar [nhljup]—NP digar “other”;
Ms. akar [wiljuup]—NP agar “if”;
Ms. ankapin [wlljuhti] —NP angabin “honey”;
Ms. bazorkear [ppgonpwn]—NP buzurgtar “bigger”s
Ms. tank [pwlilj] —NP tang “narrow”;
Ms. sank [uwlil] —NP sang “stone,” etc.

New Persian ¢- > Ms. g- [g-] in initial position:
Ms. goroy [qnpn)]—NP gurih “group”;
Ms. -gan [-qul)]—plural marker —gan;
Ms. gardanat [qupnuliuwn]—NP gardanad “will become,” etc.

In the middle and at the end of words NP -6- — Ms. wy [-p-]:
Ms. k'ot*ap [pppwiwy ] —NP ketab “book”;
Ms. sapap / sabab [uwwquiyy / umpup]—NP sabab “reason, cause”;
Ms. powt [wnin]—NP bad “was”;
Ms. nay pasat [iwy) wyupwin]—NP nabashad “not be”s
Ms. powtant [wnimwbin]—NP badand “they were”;
Ms. iplis/iblis [hugthu / hpihu] —NP eblis “Devil”;

Ms. xap [fuwwy] —NP kh%ab “sleep”;

*In general, in colloquial Persian the voiced stops partially devoice after a voiceless segment. See
Mahootian, Persian, 325.
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Ms. pasat [ujupuin]—NP bashad “will be”;
Ms. aftap [wdwmuwwy ] —NP aftab “sun”s
Ms. palk‘i [wquph] —NP balke “rather than,” etc.
Word-initial NP 4- — Ms. p- [b-]:
Ms. bay [puy]—NP ba “with”;
Ms. mibinam [Uhphwd] —NP mibinam “I see”;
Ms. biayieat / piayieat [phughtiun / whughtiwun]—NP biayad “he will come™;
Ms. basiar [ppuhwin]—NP besiyar “most”;
Ms. banday [pulinuy]—NP bande “slave, servant”;
Ms. zoban/zopan [qnpull/qpuyuili] —NP zaban “language”s
Ms. bwniad [pnilthwn]—NP bunyad “base, basis”;
Ms. barak‘at® [pupupwe]—NP barakat “blessing,” etc.
New Persian -d- > Ms. -in- [-#-] in intervocalic and final positions:
Ms. $6tan [omwli] —NP shudan “to become”;
Ms. mownént [UnLiktn]—NP manand “resembling, like”;
Ms. antaxtay [plinwiumuy]—NP andakhte “thrown”;
Ms. dmatan [odwnwill]—NP imadan “to come”;
Ms. dahat [nuhwn]—NP dahad “will give”;
Ms. $6vat [pojwin]—NP shavad “will be”;
M. afrit [wpphin]—NP afarid “created”;

Ms. k‘art [pupun]—NP kard “he did”;
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Ms. bongirant [ppiighpwitin] —NP benegarand “they will watch,” etc.
Word-initial and in the intervocalic positions NP -d- — -n- [-d-]:
Ms. andiSay [wlinhpuy]—NP andishe “idea, mind”;
Ms. dar [nup]—NP dar “in”;
Ms. adam [unud]—NP adam “men”;
Ms. dit [nhwn]—NP did “he saw”;
Ms. dél [nk]—NP del “heart,” etc.
New Persian -j- > Ms. -4- [-¢-] in intervocalic and the final positions:
Ms. in¢il [hih)] —NP enjil “Gospel”;
Ms. xaro¢ [fuwppti]—NP kharej “outside”;
Ms. move [Joyf] —NP mowe “wave”;
Ms. t'owdar [enLwp]—NP tujjar “merchant,” etc.
Also NP -j- > Ms. -9- [ -]:
Ms. jay [ouy]—NP jay “place”;
Ms. jayhat‘ [puyphwie] —NP jehat “course, reason”;
Ms. johan [pphwili] —NP jehan “world”;
Ms. borji [popgh] —NP burji “a tower”;
Ms. ownjay [nLlipuy]—NP anja “there”;
Ms. mévjowp [oypniuy] —NP muvajeb “occasioned, consequence,” etc.

There are few words in which the NP voiceless affricate ¢ is rendered by the voiced
affricate -p- [-j-], in all other cases this phoneme is written ¢:

Ms. jar [pup]—NP ¢ahar “four”;

https://doi.org/10.1080/00210862.2019.1649960 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1080/00210862.2019.1649960

The Eighteenth Century Armeno-Persian Gospels 317

Ms. jarsat [puipuwn]—NP ¢aharsad “four hundred”;

Ms. nayjar [uyoun]—NP nagar “helpless, compelled,” etc.

As we see here, this sound shift occurs only in the case of the word ¢ahar “four”, which
is in its Arabicized form when written with a -j-. This is also present in the contem-
porary colloquial Armenian.

In Persian consonant clusters /%, kbt, st, sht the second phoneme # (apicodental, voi-
celess) is rendered by the Armenian unvoiced non-aspirated letter w2 [#], based on
Armenian orthographic rules. According to these rules, the only position where
unvoiced non-aspirated plosives retain the former quality is next to voiceless fricatives.
Based on this rule, foreign voiceless plosives in these positions were rendered by their

respective unvoiced non-aspirated letters. This rule also applies to the manuscripts
under discussion. See:

Ms. goft [qodun]—NP guft “he said”;

Ms. rast [nwuwm]—NP rast “true, right”s

Ms. ast [wuwmn | —NP ast “is”;

M. $ok‘ast [pppun]—NP shekast “he broke”;,

Ms. k*63t [popun]—NP kusht “he killed”;

Ms. dastam [nupunud]—NP dashtam “T had”;

Ms. amowxtam [wdnijunuwd]—NP amikhtam “I learned”;

Ms. $naxt [2iupuin]—NP shenikht “he knew,” etc.

. . . 1. . . . . . .
Persian’s voiceless plosive # phoneme" is written in Armenian with its respective
aspirant counterpart, /o [#'], in all other positions. See:

Ms. t'amam [pudwd]—NP tamam “finish, whole”;
Ms. timat® [nhiwe] —-NP geymat “cost, valuation”;

Ms. Bét‘almowtatas [phpupininuunumu] —NP Beyt I-Mugaddas “Jerusalem”;

*!No differences in the # and ¢ phonemes’ rendering,
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Ms. t‘avanat [pujuliun]—NP tavanad “will be able”;

Ms. bat*al [pupn)] —NP batel “null, void”;

Ms. git‘i [ghph] —NP giti “world.”

The voiced plosive becomes devoiced before the comparative suffix -zar, while the
voiced fricatives are preserved. This morpheme is mainly written separately and is
treated as a separate word, preserving the word-initial aspirant, - [£°-]:

Ms. zowtt‘ar [qnin pwn]—NP ziadtar “before”;

Ms. bazorke*ar [ppqonl] pup]—NP buzurgtar “bigger”;

Ms. bélantt‘ar [pojulin pup]—NP bulandtar “higher,” etc.

Persian’s voiceless plosives p, #, and ¢ have been transcribed with their appropriate
voiceless aspirated counterparts in Armenian th [p‘], p [£°], ¢ [¢°]. See:

Ms. k*nar [pliwup]—NP kenar “side, edge”;

Ms. ¢ap® [swith]—NP cap “left”s

Ms. ek* [tip] —NP yek “one”;

Ms. ask‘aray [wppwinuy]—NP ashkara “open, frank”;

Ms. p‘adisayan [thunhuywt]—NP padeshahan “kings”;

Ms. k‘i/e [ph/ti]—NP ke “that, which”;

M. tfarik® [puphp]—NP tarik “dark”;

Ms. ¢a$m [swpu]—NP cashm “eye,” etc.

The Persian dorso-uvular voiced phoneme ¢ is comprised of two distinct allo-
phones, the uvular, plosive, voiceless £, and the postdorsal voiced fricative y. Their pro-
nunciation does not have an effect on the word’s definition, but is still apparent
depending on the style and genre of the text. In the Armeno-Persian Gospels, the
writing of these allophones does not indicate any distinctive peculiarities. Both of

the allophones are rendered by the Armenian character # (1], which denotes a
voiced, postdorsal, spirant sound. See:
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Ms. xalt [fuwn]—NP khalq “people”;
Ms. 16m [nod]—NP qum “tribe”;
Ms. bali [punh]—NP baqi “rest, left”;
Ms. afaz [mnuq]—NP aghaz “beginning’;
Ms. p‘elambar [thtiquipun]—NP peyghambar “Prophet”;
Ms. fosas [npuwiu]—NP gesis “punishment” etc.”
The Persian nasals 72, 7 and the lateral liquid / are written with their Armenian
counterparts if [m], & [n] and j [/], respectively.
Seghe transcription of Persian 7 is quite mixed, sometimes written with z1 [7] or 22 [7].
Ms. twz [nniq]—NP raz “day”;
Ms. ray [puy]—NP ra postposition;
Ms. raftan [puudunmall] —NP raftan “to go”;
Ms. bar [pup]—NP bar “on, upon”;
Ms. at‘raf [wppup]—NP acraf “sides”;
Ms. harak‘at’ [hupwpwe]—NP harakat “movement”;
Ms. xar/i [fuwp/n]—NP khar “donkey”;
Ms. p‘ai k'ayi [thun puyh]—NP parr-¢ kahi “chaff’s

Ms. baraygan [punwyquifi)] —NP barreha “lambs,” etc.>

>The transcription of faragi “growth” as “pupuulji” (Ms. 8492, f. 159v, also Ms. 3044, £. 100r
[Luke 13:19]) is worthy of note.

3The phonemes kb, z (db, z, d), s (th, 5), sh, f; v were not discussed separately in the article because
they do not change phonetically and are written with their Armenian counterpart sound markers: x, 2, 5, §

fo
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Morphophonology
Spirantization. In colloquial Persian, the dorso-uvular stop ¢ phoneme loses its voiced
quality and spirantization takes place next to unvoiced aspirants and sibilants and is
pronounced x. In the manuscripts under discussion, this phoneme is rendered by
Armenian -fu- [-x-]. See:

Ms. vaxt/t [uup/n]—NP vaqt “time”;

Ms. nox/1t*ay [Lohu/neuy]—NP nuqte “point, dot”;

Ms. maxsowt [Uwjuuniin]—NP magqsad “aim, purpose”s

Ms. t'axex [pufutiu] —NP tahqiq “research, disquisition,” etc.

Dissimilation. In colloquial Persian, the affricate j sometimes spirantizes and

becomes a fricative before another occlusive. The manuscripts preserve this in the fol-
lowing example:

Ms. sowzde [unidnti] —NP sajde “prostration.”54

Labialization. The nasal 7 labializes before -6 and is pronounced -mb-. In the
manuscripts it is written —up- [-mb-]. See:

Ms. hambonéay [hunipolisuy)] —NP anban [amban] “sack”;

Ms. t'ambé [punipt] —NP tanbih [tambih] “punishment”;,

Ms. $ambé [puipk]—NP shanbe [shambe] “Saturday.”

Deletion. The glottal -h deleted in medial consonant clusters and word-end no-
cluster position. In the manuscripts in the word-end position -/ deleted giving way

to 7 [-y] (see above), which is also unique to colloquial Persian,”> and -b- is deleted
whether it is the first or second consonant of a cluster, e.g:

>*We also rarely find this feature in colloquial Persian, and j—% are considered the allophone of the
same phoneme. See Pisowicz, Origins of the New and Middle Persian, 31.

The dropping of the endings -7, -d, and -sz in word-end position, typical of colloquial Persian, is not
attested in these Armeno-Persian manuscripts. However, the phoneme -4 is dropped. For example: Ms.
nfilpup—NP digar—Coll. Persian dige, Ms. wljuip—NP agar—Coll. Persian age, Ms. wuin—NP ast—
Coll. Persian -e, etc. This observation allows us to state that the former drops in word-end position
occurred at a later date than the dropping of word-end -4, while Pisowicz believes the opposite. See Piso-
wicz, Origins of the New and Middle Persian, 63. In the manuscripts, we find the dropping of the -z
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Ms. Sar [un]—NP sharh “explanation”;

Ms. Sar [un]—NP shahr “city”;

Ms. gay [quy]—NP gah “date, time”s

Ms. day [nuy]—NP dah “ten”;

Ms. garoy [qnpnj]—NP gurth “group”;

Ms. nogay [ipquy]—NP negah “look, view,” etc.

Insertion p [2] before the -un- [-st-] cluster. In Middle Armenian, an p [2] was pro-
nounced and written in word-initial position prior to such a cluster. Thls tradition
was also followed in the eighteenth century Armenian orthography, and we have
noted this phenomenon in Armeno-Persian manuscripts used for combining words:

Ms. danastay [nuilipunnuy]—NP daneste “known”;

Ms. sankastan [umlijpumnwli] —NP sangestan “rocky”;

Ms. nasastan [Gpopuunuul] —NP neshastan “to seat”;

Ms. mi tvanast [Uh pywbpumn]—NP mitavanest “he could.”

And development of unstressed vowels to shwa [9] in word-initial position:

Ms. ostat [punnumn]—NP istad “he stood up”;

Ms. astatant [punuunwlin] —NP istadand “they stood up.”

Shifting. The shift -h- > -x- in the manuscripts is only seen in words of
Arabic origin, depending on their pronunc1at10n in Armenian dialects where the
shift -5- > -x- had already occurred.”” We believe that this is a result of the scribe

(halled from Nor-Jugha) and spoke a subdialect related to the Armenian dialect of
Tabriz, which distinguished itself mainly through its -h- > -x- shift. >8

element in word-end -5z in a few cases. See Ms. nniu upn [dows dast] —NP dist disht “he/she/it loved,”
and once Ms. as—NP asz “is.”
56Sec Gyulbudaghyan, ‘On the 18th century Armenian Orthography,” 87.
%7See Katvalian, “The Correspondence of the H-X Phonemes in Armenian Dialects.”
58Gee Acharian, “Armenian Dialectology,” 88.
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Ms. zaxmat® [quifudiwe] —NP zahmat “bother, discomfort”;
Ms. raxmat® [nwpuiwe]—NP rahmat “charity”;

Ms. oxtia¢ [pfumnhw] —NP chti(y)aj “need”;

Ms. taxm k‘own [pwijud pnili] —NP rahm kun “have mercy”;

Ms. xo$xal [funpuwy] —NP khushhal “happiness” (which is in fact not entirely a
word of Arabic origin, and is made up of Persian khush “good” and Arabic hal

“state”);

Ms. faxlat’ [pwifujue] —NP rehlat “death,” etc.

Word-initial pp- [shk-] is written up- [sk‘-], and was probably pronounced as such:
Ms. sk‘anjay—NP shekanje “torture.”

A §— sshift is seen in the Ms. 3044 f. 38r, in the word, smuud [¢‘asm] “eye,” see NP
cashm.

The shift -»- > -/- occurs only in the word, barg “leat” > NP balk [puyj] (Ms. 8492,
£. 57v).

The shift -4- > -v- met in the Ms. 8492 f. 63v, in the word mafvar G up]—

maqbar “tomb.”

There are particular writing conventions that reflect the pronunciation of the word
that was already present in Armenian due to an earlier borrowing:

Ms. hownarmand ¢ ar [hniluuplwbing jpup]—NP hunarmandtar “more talented.”
The Persian term hunar had made its way into Armenian dialects via Turkish as
hunar.

Ms. dév [nb]]—NP div “demon, evil spirit” appears as Arm. < MP dév with the
meaning “evil spirit” in the Biblical tradition.

Ms. het* [hliy] —NP hi¢ “nothing”; cf. ENP hég > Arm. dialects he¢® [hfy] via
Turkish.

>See Acharian, Dictionary of Armenian Roots, 658.
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Ms. méjlis [tpihu]—“assembly, collective”; cf. ENP majles > Arm. dialects méjlis
[UEothu] via Turkish. See also Ms. mélisian [kgjhupuit] “guests.”

Ms. mélik* [iljhp]—“prince, landlord”; cf. NP, ENP malek > Arm. dialects mélik*
[Ulghp] via Turkish.

Conclusion

Thus, the scribes of the Armeno-Persian manuscripts Ms. 8492 and Ms. 3044 success-
fully utilized the Armenian characters and their phonetic values to express the Persian
spoken in eastern Transcaucasia in the eighteenth century. The study of the writing
features of the texts sheds light on the typical peculiarities of the Armenian orthogra-
phical rules and on the Persian pronunciation of the time.

The writing of Persian phonemes and their phonetic values expressed in Armenian
letters in Ms. 8492, Ms. 3044 are presented in the following tables:

Vowels:
New Persian Armenian writing Armeno-Persian Mss
a n [2], w [a] 9,2
a w [a], o [8], nL [ow] a,0,u
e E[e], & [e], h [i], n [2], w [a] e, 1,9, a
a nL [ow] a
i h [i] i
u o [6], ni [ow], n [9] u, 4, 9
Consonants:
Armenian writing Armeno-Persian Mss
New Intervocalic and Initial Intervocalic and
Persian  Initial position final positions position final positions
g q [g] U (k] g 8
b p [b] w [p] b b
d n[d] w [t] d d
) 2 [} 6 [¢ 7 :
r n (not always) n r (not always) r
eyn wy (not always) S S S
(Continued)
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Continued
Armenian writing Armeno-Persian Mss

New Intervocalic and Initial Intervocalic and
Persian  Initial position final positions position final positions
k n [ q
gh n [ q
h h [h], in some Arabic words Ju [x] h, x
h h[h],) [yl = hy
m, n, | U [m], G [n], | [I] m, n, |
Diphthongs
New Persian Armenain writing Armeno-Persian Mss
ow oy [6v] ov
ey E[é], b [e] e
Clusters
New Persian Armenian writing Armeno-Persian Mss
ye ti [e] ye
ft dun [ft] fr
kht huwn [x] kht
st uwn [st] st
sht o [3t] sht
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Figure 1. Ms. 3044, f. 10a: a part of the Unified Gospel colophon written in Persian
(thirteenth century) rendered in Armenian script (eighteenth century).
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Figure 2. Ms. 3044, f10b: the colophon of the introduction to the Persian Gospels
manuscript. The first part written in Persian and rendered in Armenian script and
the second part is written in Armenian.
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Figure 3. Ms.8492, £236b: The colophon of the manuscript.
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Figure 4. Ms. 8492, f187a: the first page of the Gospel according to John.
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