
'O ANCIENT ARGOS OF THE LAND': EURIPIDES, ELECTRA 1 

Eur. El. 1 ff. 

'Q yi i raXat6v 'Apyoq, 'Iva&Xov 'oa', 
0eMv iror' &pacc vavui X'iatq "Apr? 
e, yfiv ErrXEvoE Tpcp66' 'A yap.wvco iavat, 
KTetvaC 6c r6p KpaTovPT cv RIXtd6t XOoV 
fpiagpov, Xc)v - rC aLP&W'vOv KXCwW) iPr6X, 
4LdKET EC TO&5 

' 
Apyoq, 4 //?XWUl 6' brri 

vacww v0r?Ke UKVXa rrTXe&ra 3apf36pwv. 

1 'Apyoq (dpyoq) vexatum: capyoq probant nonnulli, alii alia tempt. 

Neither 'Apyoq nor ap'yoq 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. dpyoaq 
'a plain', indistinguishable from 'Apyoq, is similarly impossible: the audience 
would be baffled; k ro6 'Apyoq in 6 has to be the first occurrence of the vox; 
'streams' cannot be apposed to a 'plain', even if dLpyoq 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 217TepXeL6Z 'ip6et ire&6iov Eipevet lrOT(9, 805-6 7re6iov 'Auc7r6g poaiq I 
appet, otXov Triaapct BotrCo.wv X0OVi, P. V. 851-2 E'rraoov, 0"q Kapir wErclt I 60r?v 

rrarv6ppouv Nei\o- cLp6e6eL XOO6va, Eur. Hel. 1-3 NetXov pekv aL&5e KaXurLap- 
Gevot P5oai', I 6q ... A&iM7TTov nr6ov I... lypatveL (v.1. &p6vczt), A ntiope xlviii 85 
Kambitsis = iv B 57 Ar. = 79 Page (ire&ia... e'&p6&v), xlviii 114 Kamb. = iv 
B 87 Arn. = 107 Page, Tro.224-9, Pboen.645-8. 

Read: '&2 yrq 7raXat6' hp6p6k, 'IvadXov poat. &p66co is not attested in tragedy, 
in fact it is otherwise found only in epic (Homer onwards), but it is the noun from 
ap6w and quite unexceptionable. 

The suggestion, I discover, has been foreshadowed by Wyse, who proposed the 
vox nihili dip6oq (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. dpyoq] quasi ab aip6&. 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 dp65p6k 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. Aj.992-4, Ant.891-2, Trach.993, 
Eur. fr.443N2 (first Hipp.), fr. sine num. ap. Men. Sam. 326 (Qed.), Med. 1075, 
Hipp.1127,Hel.623, 1399.2 

1 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 7r0XL1 
in RhMus 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 'w + nom. and 

2 Some of these, like Eur. El. 1, are Lb 
+ voc. in tragedy (despite the evident 
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In almost any tragic context, it would not be all that surprising if &pp6/i6 
got corrupted into 'Apyo,~. In a line which identifies the location as Argos, it was 

practicalliy 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 XaEpe, 
Aesch. Ag. 508-9, fr. 144N2 , Soph. Pbil. 
145 3-5; 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, Tracb. 1040-1, Pbil. 530-1, 1 348, 
Eur. Alc. 568-70, Andr. 1 186-7, cf. Aesch. 
P. V. 88-92. The voc. at Eur. El. 54, 'wv6 
AeLXaWa, )(JVOECA)V a&UTPWV TPOq) , IP 

, 

To6 &Yy~oq KTr?, is I think unparalleled: I 
hesitate to propose TpOlqlo', but Tpo4p~ 
must be acknowledged to be anomalous. 
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