ARISTOPHANES, LYSISTRATE 264

Aristophanes, Lysistrate 256—65 ~ 271—80 runs as follows. I print the much-
discussed! and frequently emended? lines 260—65 ~275—80 as they appear in
the manuscripts (the strophe survives only in R) and testimonia, and shall argue
that they are sound with the exception of 264, for which I suggest an emendation.

N MO ehnT’ éveaTw év TeoL uakpt fiot, Pev, 256/7
émel TiS av ot HAMO’, O TTpuuddwp’, axoboat 258/9
yvvaik ag, as é8ooK ouev 260
Kar' oikov éuparves Kaxkov, 261
kara uév &ywv éxew fpérag 262
kard 7" ak pémo\w éuav \afew, 263
uoxAoiaw &€ kai k A\iudpoow 264
T4 TPOTUNALA TTAKTOUV; 265
o0 yap ua Ty AnunTe’ éuob §wvTos éyxavoivTat 271/2
émel ovbe Kheouévns, b avtnv karéoxe mpoTos, 273/4
amp\dev aParaktos, AN’ 275
SuwS Aak WK oV Tréwy 276
uxeto dOHTAa mapadods éuo, 277
MK POV Exwv TAvY TPYBWYLOY, 278
TEWWY PUTOY ATapdTIATOS, 279
&£ éTov dhovTog. 280

256 Su a 551 (om. ¢eb) 264—5 Su 7 31 makTobv KAelew, acpalifeodat. MOXAOITL TA

mpomiAata makTovv. 'AptaTopdvne AvalaTpdrnt. 273—5 Su Y 8 kal &y dAakTos 'AptaTopbrne:

mp TS AmAdov (-9ev G) &Y dhakTos aAN duws Aakwvikov méwr. 279—80 Su a 1361

amapdrdtos . . . 4Aovros.

256 éveorw Reisig: éotiv R Su 259 Z1puuddwp’ Brunck : Zrvuu- R 277 duxer’ émAa R

279 nwev R

The metre is essentially iambic dimeter: 256—9~271—4 = iambic dimeter
+ ithyphallic (cf. Frogs 395 £.); the ithyphallic returns as a final clausula in
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265~280." 262 f. have regular tribrachic resolution: UUU UJU/U-U-, while the
antistrophe (277 f.) shows -JU -JU u-u-. This responsion is unusual but its
genuineness is guaranteed by its repetition in successive lines. We should think of
the first metron of 277 f. as ‘dactylic anapests’? in which syllable-counting has
inverted the normal uu-.3 Compare the similar responsion, in the first half of a
dimeter, at 324 vnd 7" avéucwv (Oeri: Te vouwy codd.) dpyaréwy ~ 338 €ic
mOMY ¢ Tptralavta (Herkenrath: Tpirahavrov codd.) fdpos: uuLvU- -UVU-~
-UU -UU -UU-.

The difficult 264~279 remain. 264 is certainly corrupt but there is nothing
objectionable in the language or metre of 279. Tewwv, rejected by all editors
(except Holden) as a banalization of mwwv, should stand in the text: mwacw, not
attested elsewhere,* would be tautologous with purcv. And note Birds 1282
(describing ‘Lakonizers’) éx duwv, émelvwy, éppumwy, é0wkpdrwy. The metre of
279 is --u-/UUU-U, an iambic metron followed by a trochaic one. Mixed
systems in which iambs alternate with trochees are found not infrequently in
Euripides’ later plays (e.g. Hel. 167 ff., Phoen. 1018 ff.) and there is a notable
example in Frogs, 209 ff.5 At Pindar, O 2.1 and Fr. 108.1 trochees follow
iambs in the same dimeter, as also at Aeschylus, Pers. 638~645, Euripides,
Suppl. 374~378 (note 376~380: U-- U-U-|-U--; 375 and 377 are iambic
trimeters). In our passage the trochaic metron probably serves as a piquant
bridge into the ithyphallic clausula; ithyphallics are appropriate in both iambic
and trochaic environments. Note Lys. 1305 ws ZrdpTav duviwues, - - -|-u--,
which bridges an iambic dimeter and a trochaic dimeter (compare Eur. Hel. 363).

Is there a simple way to bring 264 into acceptable responsion? Brunck’s easy
uoxMoio[w] and kAMBpotot[v], accepted by Rogers and Hall/Geldart, involves no
change in 279 but would allow a syncopated trochaic metron in 264 to
correspond with an unsyncopated one in 279 (Y-U-10UU-U); 1 find no
parallels.® Besides, the ‘palimbacchius’ (--U) scarcely appears to occur in
comedy (Dale, p.88). Other editors resort to emendations in both lines. Coulon
prints uoxAois but retains k Mitfpotow, with Schroeder’s pun’ in 279, giving a
catalectic iambic dimeter, U-UUU U-U. But pUT is unparalleled (this plural
only at Homer, Od. 6.93) and unlikely (‘filthy with regard to his dirt’?).
van Leeuwen in 264 adopts, for no apparent reason, Meineke’s suggestion,
HoxAois 6€ kat kAMporol uov, leaving 279 as in the manuscripts instead of going
all the way with Meineke and transposing anapdriAtos pumwv, to give
U-UUU --U-, an iambic dimeter. I see no justification for uov, and the Suda
seems to tell against the transposition. Wilamowitz is even more violent:”’
KMBpows 8¢ <81> kal uoxAoi- ~ mwwv pumwy arapdrih-, giving iambic +
cretic but spoiling, I think, the delicacy of the song’s phrasing.

The Suda does, however, support Wilamowitz’s transposition of kA1tfpotoy(v)
and poxoiot(v), as does the only other collocation of these words, Eur. Andyr.
950 f. mpoc T7AS” €V PpuNdoTETE | K AMNOPOLOL KAl LOXAOIOL SLWUATWY TUNGS.

! For resolution of the first syllable in pp.133 ff. Note that Birds 1394, cited by

265 cf. Frogs 395 f. and see Prato, p.187 Denniston (p.134), is not an example: see
(at Birds 944). Fraenkel, p.185 n.1.

? For possible parallels see Denniston, ¢ See Wilamowitz, Verskunst, pp.269 ff.
pp-139 ff. for possible licences in Euripides.

® Dale, p.78 n.1. 7 Cf. Verskunst, pp.481 f.

* Brunck conjectured mwvra at Plutus ® First suggested by Hermann (at line
297 (rewwvra codd.). 192) and Reisig (in Enger, ad loc.).

* Further examples in Denniston,
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Accordingly I suggest k MyBpotot 8 ab kai uox\oiot, giving 264~279 —-u-|
UUU-U, iambic + trochaic (for the resolved trochaic responding with an unre-
solved one cf. Aeschylus, Pers. 638~645). Just a few lines earlier (255) R shows
faulty transposition of words; and for confusion of 8’ ab and &¢ cf. 426 & ad R:
8¢ cett. & ab, ‘and further’, provides an emphatic contrast with uév (262) and
marks a fresh item in the oldsters’ catalogue of feminine enormities.

Yale University JEFFREY HENDERSON
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