“Unicode Glagolitic Pe’
- -Fact or Fiction?

SEBASTIAN KEMPGEN
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NO TEXTS




OTHER FACTS?
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~ PARIS ABECEDARIUM

A NAME, BUT NO
SHAPE
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- “PE GLAGOLITIC"
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“PE GLAGOLITIC”

SINAIL G ¢
STROKES




PE
GLAGOLITIC

SINAI G *
~ STROKES
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 WHICHEVER GLYPH IS CHOSEN
 FOR UNICODE PE GLAGOLITIC,
1T WILL REPRESENT EITHER

NONE OF THE ACTUAL GLYPHS
 OR AT MOST ONLY ITSELF




 PRINCIPAL PROBLEN
| a@@ Aaa@

 GLYPHIC VARIATION

HOW TO DERIVE A
~ CANONICAL SHAPE?
















~ RECONSTRUCTION




~ RECONSTRUCTION




~ RECONSTRUCTION




~ RECONSTRUCTION




VIORE EVIDENCE

CERNORIZEC XRABR, O PISM.

~ And he made them 30 letters and 8, _
some, indeed, according to the system of
the Greek letters, others, however, _
according to the Slavic speech... (Veder)




~ MORE EVIDENCE
- CERNORIZEC XRABR, O PISM.
® Pe character "modeled after Greek”

e at the end of the list, in group of
alternate sounds / variants / affricates

\|I§O or y y 0




~ MORE EVIDENCE
- ACROSTICS, LINE 26

Xeposnckoy mu- | muicas H oymn | Aawan-. | B
O uncrsnal. nphjcTam TpoHuE -2 |

AAk MO NA pajaccTh nphaoku .. | \lf
ibaomoyapsno. | Aa nausHoy nulcaTy .. |

" evidence for EB in this place is
undoubtedly more convincing than
that for any other letter” (Veder)




- HISTORY OF A LETTER

" PHASE ONE: ORIGINAL

- GLAGOLICA (KYRILL)




- HISTORY OF A LETTER
a) ‘I’ Gr > Cyr \lf

Eﬂ [DS] >[st]

-PHASE TWO: KIRILICA CREATED,
GLAG. LETTER RE-INTERPRETED




. msTOR-y OF A LETTER

E. [pe]
%Esll 'S )

EFFECT: ORIG. LETTER SPLIT UP
INTO TWO




" UNICODE GLAGOLITIC

e'ﬂ ]0 3“8 b b
008 | 2018 | ICEE | oM 2oee | 20ss

DISTORTED
- SHAPE, ORIG.
SOUND VALUE

“ FAITHFUL SHAPE,
LATER SOUND-
VALUE [ST?




UNICODE GLAGOLITIC
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 TWICE: ONCE
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UNICODE GLAGOLITIC

&:logﬂ[-]eu hBﬂB

ECRR o0 oiFrerenT
STAGES OF THE
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~ UNICODE

~ ENCODES CHARACTERS,

NOT SOUNDS!




~ UNICODE

CERTAIN PROBLEA




RESULTS

. PROGRESS ST?LL BE?NG MADE
- BASIS FOR INCLUSION INTO UC
DIFFERS FROM OTHER LETTERS
¢ SLIGHT AODIF. NECESSSARY
¢ GENERAL PROBLEM REAAINS




Thankh You!




