‘O ANCIENT ARGOS OF THE LAND’: EURIPIDES, ELECTRA 1

Eur. El 1 ff.

*Q v mahawy "Apyos, Tvaxov poai,

60ev mot’ Gpas vavol xuias "Apn

éc ynw émhevoe Tpwad' "Ayauéuvwy dva,
KTelvas 8¢ Tov kpatovvt' €v Thadt xfovi
Mplauov, ENcov 7€ AapSavov KAewnY TOAW,
apikeT’ éc 768" "Apyos, vYynhww § énl
vawy éfnke okvla TAetoTa fapfapwy.

1 "Apyos (dpyos) vexatum: dpyos probant nonnulli, alii alia tempt.

Neither "Apyoc nor dpyos can stand. ‘Argos of the land’ (or, ‘of land’) is nonsense,
and even if it were not, is absurd as an apostrophe of the River Inachus. doyos

‘a plain’, indistinguishable from "Apyos, is similarly impossible: the audience
would be baffled; é¢ 706" "Apyos in 6 has to be the first occurrence of the vox;
‘streams’ cannot be apposed to a ‘plain’, even if dpyos could have been under-
stood as meaning this.'

What is wanted is a word that describes the role or function of the Inachus
in relation to the land. And what rivers do to the land is water it: cf. e.g. Aesch.
Pers.487 Zmepxelos dpdel mediov evuevel moTw, 805—6 mediov "'Acwmds poais |
apdet, pihov miaoua Bowwrdow xbovi, P.V. 8512 "Emnapov, 6c kaprnwoerar | donv
mAaTuppovs Neiloc apdevel xfova, Eur. Hel. 1—3 Nelhov uév aibe kai\imap-

Bevou poai, | &s . . . Aiyvmrov médov | . . . Uypaive (v.l. apdever), Antiope xlviii 85
Kambitsis = iv B 57 Arn. = 79 Page (nebia . . . ékdpdwv), xlviii 114 Kamb. = iv
B 87 Arn. = 107 Page, T70.224—9, Phoen.645—8.

Read: Q yA¢ makatos apduds, Tvaxov poai. apduds is not attested in tragedy,
in fact it is otherwise found only in epic (Homer onwards), but it is the noun from
dpdw and quite unexceptionable.

The suggestion, I discover, has been foreshadowed by Wyse, who proposed the
vox nibili dpdos (reported with glowing approval by Platt in CQ 10, 1916, 84),
and in a different way by Murray, who comments in his O.C.T. apparatus,
‘suspicor id vocabulum [sc. dpyoS] quasi ab dpdw dictum intellegi’(!). Wyse,
Platt, and Murray all saw what was needed, but were led into more or less fantastic
straits in order to achieve it. Perhaps what deterred them or anyone else from
putting forward apduos was its unambiguously nominative form. I cannot here
mend the deficiencies of grammarians’ treatments of what is baldly and mis-
leadingly known as ‘nominative for vocative’, but will simply invite recognition
of the fact that in Eur. EL 1 a nominative is perfectly acceptable (as a vocative
would not be): cf. e.g. Aesch. P.V. 88, Soph. A;.992—4, Ant.891—2, Trach.993,
Eur. fr.443N? (first Hipp.), fr. sine num. ap. Men. Sam.326 (Oed.), Med.1075,
Hipp.1127, Hel.623, 1399.%

! These objections are in substance ‘hanging’: so too the initia of the Alcestis
almost identical to those made by G. Zuntz and the Andromache (where read moAic
in RbMus 113 (1970), 276-8, which I had not with VP and Hermann). A semantic distinc-
read when the above was written. tion is to be made between & + nom. and

* Some of these, like Eur. EL1, are & + voc. in tragedy (despite the evident
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In almost any tragic context, it would not be all that surprising if apduds
got corrupted into "Apyo<. In a line which identifies the location as Argos, it was

practically inevitable.
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metrical expediency of the nom.). It is true
that nom. is occasionally found where voc.
might have been expected (e.g. with xaipe,
Aesch. Ag.508-9, fr.144N?, Soph. Phil.
1453-5; not vice versa); but transition from
exclamation to address is to be recognized
in such places as Soph. El.1354-5, Ant.
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1284-5, Trach.1040-1, Phil.530-1, 1348,
Eur. Alc.568-70, Andr.1186-7, cf. Aesch.
P.V. 88-92. The voc. at Eur. EL.54, & v§
pélawa, xpvoéwp LoTpwy TPOoYE, | v Y
706’ &yyos k7, is I think unparalleled: I
hesitate to propose Tpo®ds, but Tpopé
must be acknowledged to be anomalous.
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