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late imperial) or its Homeric model that suggested the Helen motif to Constantine. 
the reference in his own poem to the mixing of the ?ap/AaKov in a cup of wine puts 
it beyond doubt that it was a drug like Helen's he had in mind, something to make 
him forget his pain. No reference then to love potions or witches-and no lost 
Hellenistic poem. 

The other parallels between Propertius and Constantine adduced by Cairns add 
up to no more than commonplaces: a warning for others to beware of love, and 
the benefits of travel as a cure for it. Cairns himself draws attention to "marked 
differences between the treatment of some of the themes in the two texts" (p. 110). 
With the disappearance of the most striking of the supposed coincidences, the 
idea of a common "learned tradition of erotic poetry" behind both Propertius and 
Constantine is probably best abandoned. 

ALAN CAMERON 
Columbia University 

MOSCHOPOULOS AND THE SCHOLIA TO THE 
BA TRA CHOMYOMA CHIA 

There is contained in two manuscripts' of the Batrachomyomachia, U = Ambro- 
sianus H 22 (saec. xv) and Po = Ottobonianus Gr. 150 (saec. xv/xvi), a set of 
scholia (to verses 1-208) which is attributed in P? (fol. 110r) to Moschopoulos: 
'O,A7pov Barpaxo/,voUAaXla Ier' $eS77'yiaTews dC0EXLJWktraTr7s TOU MooxoTrouXov.2 The attribu- 
tion has not, to my knowledge, been questioned; but, in their text tradition and 
contents, these scholia present so many anomalies when compared with the texts 
and practices of Moschopoulos that their cumulative effect makes it almost 
certain that they were not composed by him. 

THE TEXT 

It is certain that the Batrachomyomachia was never part of the poetic sylloge of 
Moschopoulos (Iliad 1-2. 493, Hesiod Opera et dies, Pindar Olympians 1-8, the 
Byzantine triads of Sophocles [Aj., El., OT] and Euripides [Hec., Or., Phoen.], and 
Theocritus Idylls 1-8).3 The text of the Batrachomyomachia is not found in any 
MS containing the whole, or the majority of the components, of the sylloge, 
although it is occasionally found in a MS which contains part of the sylloge (e.g., 
Baroccianus 46: Hesiod with scholia of Tzetzes and Moschopoulos; Ambrosianus 
L 73: Moschopoulos' commentary on the Iliad; Casanatensis G IV 16: Hesiod, 
Moschopoulos' commentary on Theocritus). No component of the sylloge and no 
other work of Moschopoulos is in U or P?. 

1. The first three scholia are found without attribution in ua (Ambr. H 22, foll. 184 ff.). I use the 
sigla and edition (pp. 198-308) of A. Ludwich, Die Homerische Batrachomachia des Karers Pigres 
(Leipzig, 1896), cited hereafter as Ludwich. 

2. E. Miller, Catalogue des manuscrits grecs de la bibliotheque de l'Escurial (Paris, 1848), p. 330, 
no. 41, listed a MS containing Batr. with the scholia of Moschopoulos, scholia of Tzetzes to Hesiod, 
and Apollodorus' Bibliotheca. The MS came into the possession of Cardinal Ottoboni in Rome 
and was later incorporated in the Vatican's holdings by Benedict XIV (Miller, p. 305). It is tempting 
to identify the Escorial MS with P?; but, if Miller's description is correct, the identification is not 
possible (Ludwich, p. 119). 

3. For bibliography see "Moschopoulos and Harpocration," TAPA 100 (1969): 204, n. 13, and 
"Moschopulea," ByzZ 64 (1971): 303, n. 1. 
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Second, it is normal for MSS containing Moschopoulos' scholia to carry the 
same text4 of the work on which the scholia comment. The texts of the Batracho- 
myomachia in po, U, and Ua belong to different recensions: Po to A. Ludwich's5 
class III3, U to I2, and Ua to I3. Further, the scholia in U comment upon a recension 
different from the one in U.6 

THE CONTENTS 

The contents7 of the scholia in U and Po show even more anomalies by the stand- 
ards of Moschopoulos' usual practice. Each of these anomalies is, perhaps, not of 
much weight by itself, but again I stress their cumulative effect. The criteria I use 
are (a) manner of citation, (b) authors cited, (c) works used, (d) faulty quotations, 
and (e) comparison of the content of the scholia with analogous passages in 
Moschopoulos' nEpi -xE&5Wv.8 

(a) Manner of citation. The scholiast frequently refers to Homer as ovros 6 7rotLrL7S 

(28; cf. 2 6 7rotr7ljOs oaros, 4 irapd rOC 7otL7Tc roVrY). The standard mode of reference in 
Moschopoulos is Trap' 'O,uipy; and he would not have used the scholiast's expres- 
sion, for the demonstrative pronoun so used is superfluous.9 When Moschopoulos 
quotes Scripture, the quotation is anonymous.10 The scholiast, on the other hand, 
cites Aaci5 (2: Ps. 5:3) and 6 ,IaXcqbo6s (165: immo 1 Kings 2:10). 

(b) Authors cited. The scholiast uses Eustathius and frequently (7, 8, 30, et 
alibi) refers to him as 6 OeoeaaXovLK1i. Moschopoulos also uses Eustathius," but never 
cites him by name-he also never cites Tzetzes and the scholiast does (1). In his 
scholia to Homer and Hesiod,12 Moschopoulos cites Porphyry and Proclus but, 
with a single exception,13 never elsewhere cites an ancient scholarly source. In 
contrast, the scholiast refers (usually, if not always, from an intermediate source 
like Eustathius or the Etymologicum magnum) to Theodosius and Herodianus 
(124: from Eustathius), Choiroboscus (13, 24), Aristophanes 6 ypaAjAarKo's (98: 
from Eustathius), and to Aristocles' Ilepi iaXeKTWV (69: from Eustathius). Finally, 
citations of Cornutus are unexampled in Moschopoulos, but he is quoted by the 
scholiast (171: Kopvoiros 6 laropiKO6): the quotation is fictitious and seems to be a 
garbled reminiscence of a passage in Tzetzes.14 

4. I avoid the phrase "Moschopoulean recension" because of the doubts recently expressed by 
R. D. Dawe, Studies on the Text of Sophocles (Leyden, 1973), pp. 55-57. 

5. Ludwich, p. 56. 
6. Cf. Ludwich, Index lectionum in Regia Academia Albertina (Kbnigsberg, 1891-92), p. 25, 

where 0 is Ludwich's earlier siglum for U. 
7. In what follows, numbers, unless otherwise specified, refer to lines of Batr. 
8. Hiep/ axeM&v = Manuelis Moschopuli "De ratione examinandae orationis libellus" (Paris, 

1545). On this work, see "Moschopulea," pp. 303 ff. 
9. II. ax. 17. 29: cs orav eiTrco "6 7rot'7Tri'" s6es ya&p robv '"O1Apov eto6xs voeZv t'io!wu. 
10. II. o-. 5. 26: cs T6 "a 6 0eos &ea017pe, auV ,I) KOLVOv" (Acts 10:15 = 11:9); 7. 27: ucs r6 

"8avelreTra 6 a6aprwXoS Kat o06K &aroTiret" (Ps. 36:21). Sometimes Moschopoulos makes general 
reference to Scriptural usage (II. ax. 25. 23: irapd Tnr crvwr,e7 rTs Oetas ypaf7Js; ad Pind. 01. 1. 1 
[52. 13 Abel]: 7rapa Tp 6Ode 7ypa<o4). 

11. Compare especially the discussion of Zutv,ev (II. 1. 39) in Moschopoulos (L. Bachmann 
[ed.], Manuelis Moschopuli Scholiorum Homericorum, particula prima [Prog. Rostock, 1835], p. 10) 
with Eustathius ad loc. (1:56 Van der Valk). 

12. In the scholia to Hesiod, he is especially reliant on Proclus: cf. M. R. Dimitrijevic, Studia 
Hesiodea (Leipzig, 1899), pp. 46-48. 

13. The exception is the citation of Gorgon of Rhodes (FGrHist 515 F 18) ad Pind. 01. 7. 1 (214. 
7 Abel), which he got from the scholia vetera. 

14. Cf. Ludwich, p. 275: "Freilich steht in der 'E7rL5pojx) rTv KaTa& TrJv 'EXXPVKV O6eoooyiav 
trapa5e3oj,.uvv, des Kornutos nichts davon, dass er die Kentauren fur Thessalien erklarte." 
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(c) Works used. Moschopoulos never refers to or quotes the Hesiodic Scutum, 
as the scholiast does (141), nor the Batrachomyomachia itself. A large number of 
the scholia contain the kind of etymologizing familiar in (and in many cases drawn 
from'5) the Etymologicum magnum. I would not affirm that Moschopoulos never 
dipped into that farrago, but he does not make the kind of systematic use of it 
evident in the scholia. 

(d) Faulty quotations. When Moschopoulos quotes from memory, as I assume he 
does at least occasionally for Homer and Scripture, the quotations are either 
accurate or slightly (but not misleadingly) inaccurate.16 Quotations of more diffi- 
cult authors-Sophocles, Euripides, Aristophanes-are precise. No one will claim 
precision for the scholiast. Doubtless some of the faulty quotations are the result 
of the oral nature of the scholia,'7 and it is probably the fault of a "wenig achtsam 
Zuh6rer"'8 that we find errors like aav7rjs for &' abris (4, quoting I. 6. 490). For 
the majority of errors, however, blame must be assigned to the scholiast himself. 
Examples need not be multiplied. I point to 2, where Eixro 6' 'Ar6XXwov ttVaKTL is a 

conflation of Iliad 4. 119 and 1. 35-36; to 94, where Euripides Orestes 5-7 (TavraXos / 

KopvOU4s ibrepTrXXovra 8eF .aLivwv aT'rpov / &p pt TorTI7at) is rendered 6s rpoaoetiat'vwv Irerpov 

6p pt irorarar; and to 152, where r60' etvat Kal sELaavTre is apparently a corruption of 

Aristophanes Ran ae 133 r60' eltva KaZ a-v aavrov. 

(e) Moschopoulos' HIIpi axe~&v. For the sake of convenience, Moschopoulos uses 
the same explanatory material in different contexts; and it is worth noting that 
the kind of correspondence which can be observed between his scholia and the 

HeIIpl axeo&v cannot be paralleled in the Batrachomyomachia scholia. I begin with 

the latter. 

Scholia 1: x6pos ar7.atvet L o' 6o xpos 6 rov KVKXoV' Kal eTrvfjoXoyeLrat 7a ro To riv xeLpa 

6p~yEPtv Kal lrapeXetv. i7 irapa rO xapa. r, 6 KaG KperTTov, Trapa TO KOpos 1 X i6prao'ts. 

iyLPerat K po KarTa Tpo7rlV To ) els K , ex eraTTeaovroS Ka. rov rT vov KopeeOvrPTes 

ypap o cprot avlaravTra els ro 1raietv Katl opevetL . Kal xopos TOr rXios. 

II. ax. 76. 17-18: xopos, 7rX\70ovs Kara KVKXOP aTTpof)r fvapuobvtos. 

Scholia 10: -yevetov evravOa rov 7rw&ywv&a 070-t. 6td 6&if6-yyov $e 7ypaceTrat, wS 'repLeKTtKov 6v 

r&ov rptxp v, cos r6TO aXcaveov, voaoKo.oeLov, O arTpcov, a evo5oxeLov Kal a\Xa. 

II. a-. 67. 16-17: 'yeveLov, at Kara ras atcayovas rpixes. 

For contrast, we may adduce: 

Mosch. ad19 II. 1. 151 : v 66v eXOeuevaL] iyOovv ls XO6ov' Kal 7rapd roZt pTropalov err TroTO 

EP Xproaet-. ArllAo<rO'vr7s 
" 
fv 6b6 KaOeXdvW20 rTyovv v46pap. el 6' 4,tXco)eOr, OaodLv, aV 

irporipa, rOv 3acO#jov ofrl/alPvet. 

II. oX. 132. 7-10 : b66s, r 7ropeta Kal 6 Xo6os, Cos lrapda L77oafOvel "0 f v 65o KaOeXwv." rotourop 

etvaL, aaori, Kal rb '017pLK6bv "0 666v iXOekAevat." 

15. Cf., e.g., Ludwich's comments at 11 and 69. The phrase rufvoXo3ye?rat aro is a favorite of 
the scholiast, but I have noted only one instance of it in Moschopoulos (II. oxX. 109. 20). 

16. For example, the proper reading in Acts 10 and 11 (cf. n. 10) is &KaaO&paev; at H. oax. 29. 
15, IfeT. roofftv O $ZUL is a mistake for lfeTra 6e oetv 371. 

17. Cf. 8: v OpvrTolat] roTro rd6 r&aos orpoorxpT?.Lartoils XkEyeTra, cS irpwrAl e Lp7vKaiJpev fv r7c 

"6Xrotao" (3). 
18. Ludwich, p. 121. 
19. Bachmann, Moschopuli Scholia Homerica, p. 19. 
20. From Harpocration, s.v. 
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Mosch. ad21 I. 1. 179: Kat ot,s &rapoiaLv] t&arpot, ol Tpoa0OtKrELWU9VTE Kard& fXLtav' IlXoL, 

o0 OLKet&OL KaL KaT& yevos TrpoarKOPTevs' Trat, ol aOrv rot LOL iXoL' yyelrove, ol wXTaolov 

MAVOPTES. 

II. 0x. 121. 1-9: itXos, 6 OiKeLos Koal KarTa yeros rpoo 1rKw, o lS Trap' 'OIAjpcQ .. . tLafpeL of 

rou &raipov Tcrep (5arorep?) 6 Tr7s ro0 yeiTro0vo. LXoos #Av ya&p abTr6, orep e4pnraL, 

iraZpos 5' 6 irpoaoLKetwOefL Kaar qt\Xiav, i7rep 'O"0Lr?pos oLaKpivwv Xyet . . . 17 

b aovvwanos 4iXos, yeiroves Si ol TrXrlilov uHvoTreS. 

I subjoin two smaller pieces of evidence to add to the cumulative effect. The 
Lexicon of Harpocration is used occasionally in the Moschopoulos scholia to the 
Iliad22 but is not one of the sources of this scholiast. The 2vuXXoy 'ATTLKCPV ovop.arwov, 

usually23 but wrongly24 attributed to Moschopoulos, does contain material drawn 
from his commentaries: it does not, I think, contain material from these scholia. 

I conclude, then, that the attribution of these scholia to Moschopoulos in po 
is wrong. Presumably the conjectural attribution was based on the analogy of 
Moschopoulos' scholia to Homer and Hesiod. 

JOHN J. KEANEY 
Princeton University 

21. Bachmann, Moschopuli Scholia Homerica, p. 20. 
22. Cf. "Moschopulea," p. 318, n. 45. 
23. Still so by Dawe, Sophocles, p. 58. 
24. Cf. "Moschopulea," pp. 314-15. 
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