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P.OXY. 2463: LYCOPHRON AND CALLIMACHUS!

The present paper concludes that P. Oxy. 2463 contains remnants of a commentary
on the Aitia of Callimachus. Identifying the commentary makes it possible to
reconstruct the missing part of Heracles’ conversation with Molorchus (SH 256-7),
confirming its place in the Victoria Berenices and settling the latter’s relationship to
the Aitia. The argument takes its departure from a vexed passage in Lycophron.

For its first editor, John Rea,? P. Oxy. 2463 was a hypomnema on a poetic text
that, although Hesiod, Pindar and Corinna were not wholly ruled out, could be
identified in Lycophron, Alexandra 326-9:

7 els BabBeiav Aawuloas mowpwavdpiay
atedmpopov Boiv Sewos dprapos Spdrwy
paigel TpirdTpwt paoydvwt Kavddovos
AUkots 76 mpwTdodaxTov Spkiov axdoas.

In this context, the nonce word mowpuavdpia has troubled ancient and modern
commentators. Scaliger recalled that ravdypa may mean ‘cauldron’ and ingeniously
suggested the same meaning for mowwavdpia, evoking Poimander, the founder of
Tanagra.® But it is by no means clear how these Boeotian details fit into the context,
if Lycophron is alluding to the sacrifice of Polyxena, slaughtered by Neoptolemus on
Achilles’ tomb. Moreover, blood from sacrifices was poured not into a cauldron but
into a trench dug in the earth.?

Credit for relating the passage not to Polyxena but to Iphigeneia, sacrificed by
Agamemnon Spdxwv in Aulis, belongs to Wilamowitz.® Unfortunately, however, in
the context it seems unbearably forced to suppose both an ellipsis of rd¢pov with
Babeiav and the joining of [Toipwavdpiav with oredndopov Boiv.

Much more attractive, then, appears the solution offered by Rea and supported by
Lloyd-Jones, citing Tzetzes ad loc., Ae(meL T0 Tddpov - kal yap Tois kaToLyouevols év
koiAots Tomous éfuov. In their view, the term moipavdpia would in fact indicate the

! My thanks to Professor Hugh Lloyd-Jones, at whose invitation an enlarged version of this
paper was read as the Gaisford Lecture at Christ Church, Oxford, in May 1987. SH throughout
stands for H. Lloyd-Jones & P. Parsons, Supplementum Hellenisticum (Berlin—-New York, 1983).
The English of this shorter version owes much to John Van Sickle, Brooklyn College and the
Graduate School, City University of New York.

® The Oxyrhynchus Papyri XXVII (London, 1962), pp. 104-10; see the important
complements by H. Lloyd-Jones, Gnomon 35 (1963), 449-50.

3 Cited by L. Bachmann, Lycophronis Alexandra (Lipsiae, 1830), pp. 81, 466, who sees that
Scaliger depends on Hesychius, s.v. ravdypa, cf. below, p. 146), and Pollux 10.165 for his
‘imaginific’ translation: ‘namque in capacis ventre mactans naviae / bovem infulatam draco
cupencus inpius, / iugulae tripatris caedet hanc clunaculo, / priora confedusta dans hirpis
sacra.’

* This is émervuBiov alpa (Triphiodorus 686, cf. Quintus Smyrnaeus 14.316-19): i.e. the
blood was collected in a trench dug around Achilles’ tomb, according to the normal practice in
sacrifices for the dead. Here I would like to underline that the analogy, noted by Paul Maas, CQ
44 (1951), 94 [ = Kleine Schriften, p. 421], between the sacrifice of Iphigeneia in Aeschylus, Ag.
231ff., and the sacrifice of Polyxena on an Attic amphora of 550 B.c. supports my argument that
Lycophron superimposed these two myths.

® IMowavdplav means Aulidensem, cf. 195 Ipaiav: ‘ Die beiden Elektren’, Hermes 18 (1883),
225-6. This interpretation can claim a precedent in the tradition of the Lycophron scholia, p.
130.30 Scheer. The doubts expressed by C. von Holzinger, Lycophron Alexandra (Leipzig, 1895),
p. 21, will not bear critical scrutiny.
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trench in which Polyxena’s blood is to be collected. Against this, however, it can be
objected that the use of mowpavdpia {Tddpos) as a common noun, cf. InplkAeiov, sc.
moTijpiov, would in any case presuppose a Boeotian link that would be out of place
if Lycophron meant to allude to the myth of Polyxena.

In my view the passage in Lycophron can be interpreted only by supposing an
oracular double meaning — a delight in alluding simultaneously both to the sacrifice
of Iphigeneia (a) and to that of Polyxena (b). The ambivalence is confirmed by the
insertion of Cilla mdp7s in the parallel section concerning Laodice (lines 315fF.). It
depends on the ambiguous relative pronoun v and is articulated as shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Oracular double meaning

Alluding to sacrifice of

Iphigeneia Polyxena
Babeia mowpardpia Av)is Babeia® sacrificial trench
atedmpopov Boiv Iphigeneia’ Polyxena
Sewds dprapos Spdxwy Agamemnon® Neoptolemus®
TpurdTpwt pagydvwe K. Tantalus’ Sword?!? Peleus’ Sword!!

The passage from Lycophron that now seems less dark does not, however, appear
to be the text referred to by the hypomnema of P. Oxy. 2463. Against Rea’s
hypothesis, two insuperable objections arise: (1) the mention of Amphitryon (4),
regardless of any link with Poimander, has no bearing whatsoever on the
interpretation of Lycophron 326ff.; and (2), the ample genealogical development
provided by the commentary seems to go far beyond the terms of explanation
required by Lycophron’s motpavdpia and to concentrate rather on obscure aspects of
the mythic local history of Boeotia.

6 Here naturally Lycophron translates the Homeric Bafeiav. . . rdépov (II. 7.341). On Aulis
Babeia see Oberhummer, RE 2.2409 (still today the two ports are called Mixpo xai Meyddo
Ba#y). It appears quite normal that Aulis should be felt to form a part of Tavaypala, cf. the
semantic link between 40Als and ITowwavdpia. On the sea as Td¢pos, cf. Call. Del. 37 Bafiv
fAao Tdépov with the comment of Mineur (pp. 84-5) and my remarks RFIC 115 (1987), 81.

? The garland recalls the nuptial destiny of the two heroines, both promised brides of Achilles,
as well as the use of garlands in funeral sacrifice. Note how the image of the heifer evokes the
animal metamorphosis of Iphigeneia.

8 Agamemnon appears as pdxwv kdpa BeBpoTwuévos drpov in Stesichorus, fr. 219 Page;
even if agreement is lacking on the interpretation of Clytaemnestra’s dream (J. Viirtheim,
Stesichorus [Leiden, 1919], pp. 52-4), it is probable that Lycophron alludes to a less widespread
version of the premonitory apparition.

® In Vergil, Aen. 2.471, Neoptolemus is compared to a ‘coluber...mala gramina pastus’;
perhaps the Virgilian simile depends on the same now lost material that suggested the serpent
image to Lycophron.

10 The sword with which Tantalus butchers his son Pelops and with which Atreus cuts the
throats of Thyestes’ sons; this weapon, handed down through the Atreid generations, very likely
had in epic or tragedy a tradition of its own, like that of the sceptre inherited by Agamemnon
(Paus. 3.40.11).

11 The sword of Acastus, forged by Hephaestus and conveyed by Chiron to Peleus, hence
inherited by Achilles and Neoptolemus, cf. Hes. fr. 209 Merkelbach-West ; Pind. N. 4.59 (and
schol. 3.80.23-81.5 Drachmann); schol. Aristoph. Nub. 1063 Koster; schol. Ap.Rh. 1.224, p.
27.20-8.11 Wendel; Apollod. 3.1.13. Styling it du¢ixpvoov, Euripides, Hec. 543, also surely
recalls this tradition. Along the same lines, Kavddwv would be Hephaestus xalwv kai Salwv, see
Holzinger, pp. 218-19. According to Wilamowitz, the ‘wolves of Candaon’ are instead the
bellicose Greeks (938, 1410), which is not to rule out, if one wants to avoid the enjambement,
that Kavddovos is the Boeotian epithet for Orion (schol. p. 130.19ff. Scheer), son of Irieus, with
whose sword Diomedes sacrificed Polyxena (vers. b).
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At this point it will be well to look at the text of P. Oxy
of Lloyd-Jones at lines 18 and 29:

€[
eme .| ]. .7e[
maka[ ~ ]....[v-
0 "Audrplvwros av|
katadoymy éavrais [
xreivar. ‘Puavos 8 év [t
“is ‘HpaxAelas IoJuav-
8pov ¢maor yripar Zrplaro-
vikqy Ty Ebwvilpov
Kkai viols pév y’ yplvioar
"A . xurmov kai “Edurnlov kai
Aevkermov, Buyatélpas 8¢ B’
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Tois TedevTioar - y.[
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THit moAer mepieBd[Aero,
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Swamnddv, Tov 8¢ [
Since it seems necessary to seek a new candidate
hypomnema, we should remember that, according to
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for the paternity of this
Stephanus of Byzantium,

Tavdypa = IMowwavdpia was mentioned also by Callimachus (fr. 711 Pf.). Its context

in Callimachus could not be determined by Pfeiffer but
Lille 76 col. I [ = SH 257.1-8]:

els épw nuuk(
Swke Tavay[pa
madi kaowyv[nT-
ws déxwv €. [
Apriat Tageo
Mjvea youvva[
nwrnfeio’ av|
kvrrwleis Ta[
Elsewhere I have shown that in this fragment Heracles,

now can be identified in P.

while a guest in Molorchus’

humble hut before killing the Nemean lion, reminds his Argive host of the Argive

origin of Heracles’ own father, Amphitryon, and rapi
migration to Boeotia:!?

dly sketches Amphitryon’s

Amphitryon’s unintentional killing of his father-in-law, Electryon (2-4),

his flight to Thebes (6),
his campaign against the Taphians (5),

the betrayal of Comaetho and the death of Pterelaus (7-8),

2 Gnomon 57 (1985), 593; cf. ‘Callimaco e la Beozia’, ZPE

67 (1987), 31-3.
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all are clearly recognizable in the papyrus, which in addition associates Amphitryon
with Tanagra.

The latter association, which clearly troubled Rea, can now be explained by the
following reasons:

(a) both Amphitryon and Poimander, the eponymous hero of Tanagra, had killed
a close relative: Amphitryon his father-in-law Electryon, and Poimander his son
Ephippus;*®

(b) cattle, which caused Amphitryon to move to Boeotia, are well known as a
distinguishing mark of Tanagra (cf. AdAls) and appear to be connected with its
founder, Poimander;!*

(c) the last exploit of Amphitryon is the killing of the Euboean invader Chalcodon
in the territory of Tanagra (Paus. 8.15.6, 9.17.3, 9.19.3);

(d) Poimander’s son, Ephippus, asks his kinsman Tlepolemus, son of Heracles, for
aid in freeing Tanagra from the Achaeans:!*

Iolpavdpos Tolvuv, 6 *Edimmov marip, ért Tis Tavaypikiis kata kupas olkovuévns év rdn
. , , o, s oy ,
kadovpevwr Zrépovri moAoprovpevos vmo v *Axaidv 8ia 76 p1) Povdecblar suoTpatevew,
s s \ Sy s ;o <oy . .
ééélume 10 xwpiov éxeivo vikTwp kai 1y Tlowpavdplav érelyioe. mapwy 8¢ IloAvkpiros 6
, , , v \ e, L ,
dpyiréktwy StapavAllwy Ta épya kal karayeddv Umepridato Ty Tddpov. dpyiabeis o
, . Mmoo L C e ., ;s R
Iolpavbpos dpunoe Alfov éuBaleiv avrdr péyav, 6s fv avTol xexpuppeévos éx malaiov,
“ Fe Ly , s N ) , s, rr p .
vukTeAlots lepois émkelpevos’ - TovTov dvagmdoas Umo dyvoias 6 Iloluavdpos éBale, kai
M s

—— - , p Ny ., s o,
100 pév IToAvkpiTov Surjpapte, Aevrimmov 8¢ Tov viov dméxTewev. édew uév odv kata Tov vopov
, , X " Cey , , s oa oy ey ,
ék Tjs BowwTias peraorivar, édéoTiov kai ikérny E€vov yevdpevov - odx v 8¢ pdidiov, éu-
BeBAnkdrwy els iy Tavaypwny Tdv *Axaidv. émeupev obv *Edurmov 1ov viov "Axdéws
; con 4. . , \ , e , . ,
Senadpevov. 6 8¢ kai TovTov elodyel melaas kal TAnmodepov Tov ‘Hpardéovs kai [Imvérewv

1ov ‘ImmdAkpov, gvyyeveis aitdl dvras - v’ dv 6 IToluavdpos els Xarwido ovvexmepdbeis

13 Already Rea, p. 107, had observed that Amphitryon appears in Hyginus 161, in a chapter
devoted to those ‘qui suos cognatos occiderunt’. From a comparison between Apollodorus 2.4.5
(see my article cited above) and Plutarch. Quaest.Gr. (cited below) a clear parallelism emerges
between the destiny of Amphitryon and that of Poimander: (a) unintentional manslaughter (SH
257.4 ws déxwv, cf. Pherecydes, FGrHist 3 F 13 dxovoiws ~ Plutarch dmo dyvolas); (b) exile
and supplication, SH 257.6 AMjvea? ~ Plutarch épéoriov kai ikérnr; (c) purification, performed
for Amphitryon by Creon, for Poimander by Elpenor; see R. Parker, Miasma (Oxford, 1983),
pp. 378 and 390; (d) founding exploit (of Amphitryon against the Teleboians, of Poimander
against the Achaeans at Tanagra just after its founding). It all suggests that the local, Tanagran,
version of the Theban Amphitryon was Poimander, who was later connected with the Theban
founder by means of genealogy and myth (the same myth taken up by Callimachus in SH
256-7). The fragments of cantharoi found at Tanagra bear the inscription HIAPOZX and/or
HEPAKAEOYZX (A. Andreiomenou, ADelr 32 [1977: 1984], B’ 1.97; cf. A. Schachter, The
Cults of Boiotia, 11 [London, 1986}, p. 12).

4 In the Hellenistic age, A0\ is treated as a kdbun Tavaypaiwy (Strabo 9.403, Paus. 9.19.8).
Poimander’s figure appears to be attested no earlier than the fourth century B.c., see Schachter,
op.cit., pp. 204-5, with the timely note that *if Poimandros is to be associated with any historical
event, it might be with one during the period when parts of the Tanagraia ... were brought finally
under Tanagran control’; and to this period might be traced the process of relating him to
Amphitryon and Heracles. How Callimachus came to mention Tanagra in the verses now lost
may perhaps be imagined with the aid of two inscriptions from Delos, 1. Délos 2552
Mowavdpiav yaiav, IG vii.580 ITowpdudpov...yaia, 581 ITowudvdpov [yleverj. Callimachus
must have found a further hint to connect Poimander and Amphitryon the Cowherd in the most
important Tanagran cult, that of Hermes Kpioddpos (Fiehn, s.v. ‘Tanagra’, RE 4.a, 2159).

!> The decisive aid of Hermes in the war against the Eretrians was recalled in a local legend,
reported by Paus. 9.23 (cf. also Strabo 9.404, Steph.Byz. s.v. I'épupa): cf. Herodot. 5.57, Plut. De
Herod. mal. 23.
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kal kabapleis map’ *Eledrivopt 76v ddvov, ériunae Tods drdpas kai Tepévn maow éfeilev dv
70 "AxiMéws kal Todvoua daterrpnkev. (Plutarch, Quaest. Gr. 37)'®

The convergence of all these elements lends strong credence to the hypothesis that
P. Oxy. 2463 contains a commentary on Callimachus, Victoria Berenices, SH 256-7.
Not a single citation from the text appears to survive in the commentary, but the
connection between Tanagra-Poimandria and Amphitryon relates the poem of P.
Lille 76 col. I to the hypomnema of P. Oxy. 2463 and makes the proposed linkage hard
to resist.

A strong confirmation comes from the fact that ] xaraA€éyecin P. Lille 76 col. I [ =
SH 256.32] corresponds to karaloyrvin P. Oxy. 2463. The terms, in the two different
scholia, evidently referred to the same interpretative difficulty in Callimachus — no
doubt in the genealogy that Heracles was recounting to his host, Molorchus."’
Callimachus in his characteristic manner compressed into a few verses (that began
surely in the last part of P. Lille 76 col. I [ = SH 256]) material that was told at length
in the ‘HpdrAewa of Rhianus of Crete (SH 715) and that appeared in a partly
analogous form in the ®pd.£ of Euphorion (SH 415 col. 11.14-19), which can provide
us with a telling example of the incisive speed of such allusions:'®

oV ydp kev viiootow Exwd[a]w éoxiupavro

ot.[.Jveov KepdMowo rai *Audirpvwvos apol 15
éx [8¢ Tlpixa xpvoény wdpons drofe Kou[aif

nafrplos éob — s 81 p’ drados Tddos elo méAotTo —

€l w1y Midinuae yvas érduovro fdeaat

TyAeBgar dia mdvrov am’ *Apaivowo po[Advres.

16 The new Callimachean evidence can now be added to the magisterial discussion of the
Plutarchan quaestio in W. R. Halliday, The Greek Questions of Plutarch (Oxford, 1928), pp.
159-64. The copious genealogies furnished by the commentary in P. Oxy. 2463 are meant
precisely to point out the family connection between Amphitryon and Poimander, unfortunately
lost also in the poetic text that prompted the scholiastic digression. This part of the poem might
also have contained, too, a hexameter fragment vukreAlots iepois émikelpevos (amoreipuevos
con. Wyttenbach) that found its way into Plutarch, if the excellent conjecture of A. D. Nock,
mentioned by Halliday, p. 160, is confirmed by my reconstruction.

17 Therefore it seems impossible to accept the meaning registered for xaraloyr by Rea, p. 107
(‘conscription’ Dio Chrys. 43.10; ‘respect’ Polyb. 22.12.10, Phryn. p. 398 Rutherford and
perhaps Hesych. « 1244 Latte; Dittenberger 328.8, 334.3, P. Oxy. 787, etc; Preisigke-Kiessling,
Waorterbuch s.v.) or to consider the expression equivalent to mpos xdpw €éavrais with Lloyd-
Jones, p. 449. Rather recall the use of karadéyew for ‘mention, cite, include’ in the scholiastic
tradition (H. Erbse, Sch. Gr. in Hom. Il. vi.378), particularly suited then to the discussion of
Heracles’ genealogy. But here I would like to suggest also another possibility, [pomalov
puplev]...0lmo Audirpliwros gvla Tyv|kartaloyny éavrais [... ... | kTeivar scilicet "HAex-
Tpvwva, comparing, for the roundup of the cattle, Apollodorus 2.4.6 dmodauBdvovros 8¢
adrod Tas fdas, pids éxbopovons "Audirpvwy ém’| abTny deriker 6 perd xeipas elye pomalov,
76 8¢ dmokpovalév dmo TV wepdTwy els Ty "Hextpiwros xepadny éXov dméxTtewey
avTov.

18 In recalling that the Tavaypaiot ovx éorpdrevaav, schol. b ad Hom. /I. 2.498 (i. 293.2-4
Erbse) cites a verse of Euphorion, ol mAcov fpvijoavro kai pxiov Aiyadrjwy (fr. 59 Powell = 64
van Groningen), for which one would like to know the context, which certainly offered an
explanation of the famous refusal by the Tanagrans to take part in the Trojah War. In Oropos
und die Graer (KI. Schr. v. 1, p. 16), Wilamowitz suggested an appropriation of Graia by the
Tanagrans, eager at any cost to get into the ‘Catalogue of Ships’. This hypothesis seems now
to be confirmed by the allusive play of Callimachus, who in SH 257.2 and 14 writes Tavayp[-
/oxdAos clearly echoing 1l. 2.497-8 ZxdAdv e ... ['paidv Te. The Homeric scholion recalls
Graia as the mother of Leucippus, who was called son of Poimander both in P. Oxy. 2463 and
in Paus. 9.20.1, Plut. Q. Gr. 37.
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But there is more. My reconstruction of the contents of SH 257 makes it possible
at least to place correctly the fragment of a Callimachean scholion contained in P.
Oxy. 2258 B fr. 2.'® One side (r) of this scrap contains verses 4-6 of fr. 177 Pf. [ =
SH 259] together with scholia. On the other side (v) some scholia can be read that
belonged to the lower margin of the page. If (r) came before (v), the scholia of (v)
ought to refer to a section of the ‘Mousetraps’, but this seems to be ruled out by
content. If rather, as now seems certain, (v) came before (r), the scholia of (v) ought
to cast light on a section of the Victoria Berenices that precedes verses 4—6 of SH 259
by no less than 23 verses and no more than 46 verses. This clearly takes us back into
the midst of SH 256-7 —into the fragment that contains the conversation between
Heracles and Molorchus. Thus the hypothesis recently advanced, that the scholia of
P. Oxy. 2258 B fr. 2" must refer ‘to verses at the very beginning of 257°,2° can now
be fully confirmed by comparing verses 1-8 of SH 257 with the scholia that
commented on them:

1.0

JAwaoarp|
].movyapoife .
].avra -. .in[
levTwTpexe. ] S
].v.Tovued. [
Jéevoo.Aa.[
]. wevueyebn . [
]..0ew[.].vemr . X.[
1.[.1v.[.Ixalx. [ 10
1-[- -18p[ . lavra[.].[
1. .[]-[]7a8]

In fact, if we examine the scholia line by line, we find

Line 5: év 7). Tpéye.[v alluding to the Nemean race won by Berenice, who therefore
was mentioned in the lost part of SH 256 as well as in the last part of SH 255;

Line 6: mov uéM[ovra describing Heracles as he girds up for his Nemean exploit;
the shift from Berenice to the hero’s Argive feat could have been rather abrupt, in the
Pindaric manner (‘... Heracles too was a guest in Argos...’);

Line 8: edueyeln.[ perhaps a citation from the text, alluding in a typically witty
fashion to the hugeness of the hero, who will not fail to enjoy the feast laid on for him
by Molorchus;

Line 10: ya)xe[ apparently explaining the gloss ravdypa, ‘cauldron’, SH 257.2, cf.
Hesych. 7 116 Schmidt ravdypa * dyyeiov yadkoiv, év i fpTvov Ta Kpéa;

Line 11: here one had best exorcise the dangerous ghost of the ‘bronze statue’ and
read now wodu[av]dp[av, which consequently must have been found in the text of
Callimachus from which Lycophron borrowed it.

This interpretation of the scholiastic fragment has extraordinarily important

1% For a description of this sumptuous Callimachean codex in coptic uncials, see E. G. Turner,
Greek Manuscripts of the Ancient World (Oxford, 1971), p. 67 n. 47. The scholia at the foot of
the page may refer to a text much higher up, in our case up to 46 lines before SH 259.4.
Calculating that SH 257 contains the remnants of about 40 lines (the last can be scholia), one
can infer that the scholia of P. Oxy. 2258 B fr. 2" pertain to a section of Callimachean text
between the end of SH 256 (wholly absent from P. Lille 76 col. I, where only some letters survive
at the end of the line) and the beginning of SH 257. That in this section Heracles tells of his own
genealogy and episodes of his family history is confirmed by a comparison with the Hecale: see,
for instance, the tale of the sword of Aegeus told by Theseus in frr. 235-6 Pf.

20 N. Krevans, ‘ P. Oxy. 2258 B fr. 2: a Scholion to Callimachus’ Victoria Berenices’, ZPE 65
(1986), 37-8, who does not, however, seek to reconstruct the beginning of SH 257, which she
styles ‘unclear’.
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consequences for reconstructing the architecture of the Victoria Berenices. 1t fully
confirms the sequence brilliantly suggested by Lloyd-Jones and Parsons, SH
256-257-258-259. At the same time it rules out a recent attempt by A. S. Hollis.*!
Following Pfeiffer, Hollis saw in P. Oxy. 2258 B fr. 2" an allusion to the aition of
Euthycles of Locri [ = frr. 84-5 Pf.]. Consequently Hollis had to think up a different
location for the ‘Mousetraps’ — at the beginning of the Molorchus episode. Indeed he
even had to suppose that the Molorchus aition had come into place twice, first as an
autonomous piece at the end of Airia III and then as a part of the Victoria Berenices
in the epekdosis, when Callimachus set the two great Berenice pieces respectively at
the beginning of Aitia III and end of Aitia IV.

But already the Florentine diegeseis left no room for Molorchus between Euthycles
(frr. 84-5 Pf.) at the end of Aitia 111 and Daphnephoria Delphica at the beginning of
Aitia IV ; nor was there any reason to suppose that the Victoria Berenices had been
copied in P. Oxy. 2258 (sixth century) in anything but the form we know.

Thus we hardly need emphasize that the scholion of P. Oxy. 2258 B fr. 2¥, now, if
it has been interpreted aright, quite categorically rules out putting SH 259 before 256
to make the Molorchus scene begin with the ‘Mousetraps’.

The daring hypothesis that the Victoria Berenices came out twice, without and with
the ‘Mousetraps’, thus proves to be unnecessary. The issue differs completely from
that of the Coma Berenices, which was a new poem added to the end of Aitia IV in
the epekdosis. For the Victoria, one had to suppose that Callimachus, in the second
edition of the Aitia, added his epinician poem to the beginning of Book III and while
doing so stitched into it an aition removed from the end of the same book. For such
a complicated manoeuvre, no proof whatever exists.

If the arguments made here hit the mark, we shall have reached a threefold,
unforeseen, goal: (1) attributed P. Oxy. 2463 to a Callimachean hypomnema;** (2)
reconstructed the lost part of the colloquy between Heracles and Molorchus in SH
2567, as well as correctly relating the colloquy to the structure of the Victoria
Berenices and the Victoria to the composition of the Aitia; (3) clarified an especially
dark place in Lycophron. The probable identification of a further fragment of
Callimachus vukreAiows iepois émxeluevos is of great interest (could this be reflected
in Ovid, Ars Amatoria 1.567 Nycteliumque patrem nocturnaque sacra?).?®

Universita di Firenze ENRICO LIVREA

21 A. S. Hollis, ‘' The Composition of Callimachus’ Aetia in the Light of P. Oxy. 2258, CQ
36 (1986), 467-71. His entire ingenious reconstruction has been undone by the fact that
[av]8p[t]dvTa, suggested by Lobel for P. Oxy. 2258 B fr. 2". 10-11, appears only as one among
the possible supplements (see already Parsons, mentioned in Krevans, art. cit. p. 37%), and by the
fact that mentions of statues are rather frequent in Callimachus and do not therefore imply a
reference to the Euthycles aition (e.g. frr. 99, 114, 384.44fT. etc.: for other contexts, see R. F.
Thomas, ‘ Callimachus, the Victoria Berenices and Roman Poetry’, CQ 33 [1983], 96-7).

22 In all likelihood the author of the hypomnema will have been Theon, discussed by Pfeiffer
ii.xxvii. That Theon did write a commentary on the Victoria Berenices is known in any case from
Etym. Gen. A s.v. apuoi, cf. Pfeiffer on fr. 383.4.

23 This parallel was suggested to me by the Editors.
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