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STUDIES IN THE LATER MANUSCRIPT 
TRADITION OF ARISTOPHANES' PEACE* 

Aristophanes' Peace is preserved in ten manuscripts, the oldest and most complete of 
which are the tenth-century Ravennas 429 (R) and the eleventh-century Venetus 
Marcianus 474 (V). A third manuscript, Venetus Marcianus 475 (G), is almost 
certainly a direct copy of V and can therefore be eliminated.1 The seven remaining 
manuscripts of the play, along with the Aldine edition of 1498, share numerous 
variant readings, as well as lacunae at 948-1011 and 1076b, and can accordingly be 
described as a family.2 As I will argue in detail below, the stemmatic relationship 
among the members of this family can be most economically represented as shown in 
Figure 1.3 

The readings contained in these manuscripts have never been fully reported, and in 
many cases the reports which are available are inaccurate.4 In this paper, I will 
reconstruct the lost common ancestor of the family, trace its gradual physical decay, 
and offer a selective catalogue of its unique errors; provide a detailed description of 
two manuscript subfamilies descended from this ancestor and thus, in the second case, 
of the work of Demetrios Triklinios; and trace the sources of Marcus Musurus' 
Aldine edition of the play. 

I. LAURENTIANUS, PLUT. 31.15 AND A LOST EARLY MANUSCRIPT OF 
ARISTOPHANES' PEACE 

Laurentianus, plut. 31.15 (F) is a fourteenth-century manuscript, which now con- 
tains Euripides' Hippolytus, Medea, Alcestis, and Andromache, and Aristophanes' 

* Thanks are due G. M. Browne, Benjamin Millis, David Sansone, and especially Stephen 
Heyworth for their comments on and criticisms of several earlier drafts of this paper. The 
readings reported in this article represent my own collations of microfilms of the manuscripts or, 
in the case of R and V, of the photographic reproductions produced by J. van Leeuwen (Leiden, 
1904), and J. W. White and T. W Allen (London and Boston, 1902), respectively. Thanks are due 
to Martha Landis of the Special Collections Office in the University of Illinois Graduate Library 
for her help in obtaining microfilms. Much of the research for this article was completed during 
the 1994-5 and 1995-6 academic years, during which I held at different points a Junior 
Fellowship at the Center for Hellenic Studies in Washington, DC, a Fellowship at the Center for 
Advanced Study at the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, and an Arnold 0. Beckman 
Research Award. 

' Thus already Dindorf at vol. IV. 1 .iv of his 1835 Oxford edition, followed by Konrad Zacher, 
'Die Schreibung der Aristophanesscholien im Cod. Ven. 474', Philologus 41 (1881), 15-16; 'Die 
Handschriften und Classen der Aristophanesscholien', Jahrbiicherffur classische Philologie Suppl. 
16 (Leipzig, 1888), p. 545; and J. W White, 'The manuscripts of Aristophanes. I', CP 1 (1906), 4. 

2 The Suda contains citations from Pax 948-1011 (e.g. 951-3 [. .. K. a^qrog] at X 171; 959 
[... '. . pdbw] at 8 31; 981-5 at 7r 366; 991-2 at K 2095; 993-8 at 7r 1185, a 1154), and the text it 
preserves cannot therefore necessarily be identified as a member of this family, although it does 
occasionally share readings with it. Verses 948-1011 were first added to modern editions of Peace 
in the second Juntine of 1525, apparently from a manuscript (now lost) closely related to R; cf. 
J. W. White, 'The manuscripts of Aristophanes. II', CP 1 (1906), 256-7. 

3 No assertions made in this paper about the textual history of Peace should necessarily be 
taken to imply anything about any other play. 

4 The most complete and most frequently relied-on report of the readings of the manuscripts 
in this family is that in the apparatus of K. Zacher, Aristophanis Pax (Leipzig, 1909). (Platnauer 
in particular seems merely to have taken over information contained in Zacher's apparatus for his 
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Acharnians, Ecclesiazusae 1-1135, Knights, Birds 1-1419, Wasps 421-1382, 1385-96, 
1494-1537, and Peace, and which originally contained Lysistrata and the rest of 
Birds as well.5 The text of Peace preserved in F occupies twelve folios, the contents of 
which are as follows: 

f. 151 Hypotheses 1, 2, and opening lines of 3 (remainder of recto and entire verso 
left blank) 

f. 152 Pax 378-449 

own, as also, apparently, did Sommerstein for RVFPCB.) Unfortunately, as Bachmann's preface 
to Zacher's edition makes clear, Zacher himself collated only R, V, C, B, and (presumably, 
although this is never said explicitly) the Aldine, and relied on von Velsen for F and the first 131 
lines in P, and on Wilmanns ('cuius collatio non semper satis accurata videtur', as Bachmann 
delicately puts it) for P in Pax 132ff. As a result, the information Zacher provides frequently 
requires amplification or correction. Coulon also collated R and V (from the photographic 
facsimiles), as well as B and the Aldine, for himself, but relied on von Velsen's collations of r, and 
omits any mention of P and C. The readings in L (whose existence was first announced to the 
scholarly world by R. Barbour, 'Summary description of the Greek manuscripts from the library 
at Holkham Hall', Bodleian Library Record 6 [1957-61], 609) and Vv17 were both described for 
the first time in 1962, by N. G. Wilson, 'The Triclinian edition of Aristophanes', CQ n.s. 12 
(1962), 32-47, and S. Benardette, 'Vat. Gr. 2181: An unknown Aristophanes manuscript', HSCP 
66 (1962), 241-8, respectively. Both Wilson and Benardette relied on Zacher's reports of the 
readings in the other Triklinian and post-Triklinian versions of the play (i.e. in B and the Aldine) 
and, because of chronological coincidence, were unacquainted with one another's work. The 
readings in H have never been systematically reported. Useful basic descriptions of R, V, P, C, H, 
L, Vvl7, and the Aldine are given by C. N. Eberline, Studies in the Manuscript Tradition of the 
Ranae of Aristophanes (Beitrage zur klassischen Philologie Heft 119) (Meisenheim am Glan, 
1980), pp. 27-8, 41-2, 52-3, 37-8, 5-6, 21, 34, and 45-6, respectively. 5 Zacher (1888), pp. 549-54 offers a basic physical description of r, with particular attention 
to the text of Peace. See also A. Turyn, The Byzantine Manuscript Tradition of the Tragedies of 
Euripides (Rome, 1970), pp. 335-7. r was apparently known to Victorius; cf. E. Cary, 'Victorius 
and Codex r of Aristophanes', TAPA 37 (1907), 199-216. 
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f. 153 Pax 450-90 (one line on recto and approximately 30 lines on verso left blank) 
f. 154 (recto left blank) Pax 548-82 
f. 155 Pax 792-837, 893-915 (om. 896b) 
f. 156 Pax 916-47, 1012-42 
f. 157 Pax 1043-1107 (om. 1077b) 
f. 158 Pax 583-659 
f. 159 Pax 660-730 
f. 160 Pax 731-91 
f. 161 Pax 1108-26, 1190-1243 
f. 162 Pax 1244-1300 (part of verso left blank) 

r suffered physical damage at some point, with three leaves (either 155-7, or 
158-60) detached and reinserted at the wrong point (i.e. after 154 rather than 160, if 
155-7 were detached, or after 157 rather than 154, if 158-60 were detached). Much 
more important, r's exemplar was clearly defective, and the F-copyist was aware of at 
least some of its deficiencies. He therefore left a considerable portion of folio 151 
blank in order to mark the lacuna between the end of his fragmentary text of the 
hypotheses and Pax 378, and again left much of folios 153 and 154 blank in order to 
mark the gap between Pax 490 and 548. The second gap is of approximately the right 
length, i.e. approximately 66 empty manuscript lines for 58 lines of missing text, and 
was therefore probably more or less precisely indicated in the exemplar. As for the first 
lacuna, on the other hand, either its length was unknown to the F-copyist or he chose 
to sacrifice strict accuracy on this count in order to avoid wasting so many leaves in the 
text he was producing. There are additional lacunae within F's text of Peace on folios 
155 (Pax 838-92), 156 (Pax 948-1011), and 161 (Pax 1127-89). As all of these are left 
unmarked, the obvious conclusion is that their presence was not noted in F's exemplar, 
but it is also possible that the r-copyist grew less careful as his work proceeded, and 
ignored whatever additional problems he encountered in the text he was copying. 
What is certain is that, at the time r was copied, its exemplar contained the following 
verses: Pax 378-490 [113 verses - 57 verses x 2], 548-837 [290 verses - 58 verses x 5], 
893-947 [55 verses], 1012-1126 [115 verses - 57 verses x 2], 1190-1300 [111 verses 56 
verses x 7]. The following verses (along with 896b and 1076b) were omitted: Pax 1-377 
[377 verses- 54 verses x 7], 491-547 [57 verses], 838-92 [55 verses], 948-1011 [64 
verses], 1127-89 [63 verses], 1301 ff. [approximately 60 verses]. As the figures in square 
brackets make clear, virtually all of both the portions of the text of Peace preserved in 
the exemplar and its lacunae can be analysed in terms of units of 54-58 verses. The 
apparent exceptions are Pax 948-1011 (64 verses), 1127-86 (63 verses), and 1301ff. 
(approximately 60 verses?), but none of these exceptions holds up to close inspection. 
At 948-1011, first of all, PCH (all of which can be traced to the same ancestor 
manuscript as r [cf. below]) mark a lacuna of 52-55 verses, and a number of short 
verses in the passage (i.e. 950-5, 974-1011) could easily have been combined in an 
earlier copy of the text to reduce the number of manuscript lines required to precisely 
this number. Indeed, in L and B (both descended from another copy of the same 
ancestor manuscript [cf. below]), Pax 1127-89 are organized so as to fill 57 lines, and 
in the Aldine edition of the play (probably dependent on another copy of the 
exemplar of PCH for the final portion of the text [cf. Section IV below]) Pax 1301ff. 
occupy 54 lines. It thus seems apparent that the text of Peace contained in F's 
exemplar (or in the text from which that exemplar was itself copied), hereafter referred 
to as /, originally consisted of 24 folios, each of which contained 54-58 lines of text, 
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i.e. 27-9 verses per recto or verso, although by the time r (or F's exemplar) was copied 
from it, its leaves 1-7, 10, 16, 18, 21, and 24 had been lost.6 

A reconstruction of the content of the foliation of f's text of Peace. Numbers marked with an 
asterisk can be regarded as certain; others are approximate. 

f. 1 Title; Pax 1-7 f. 13 Pax 664-721 
f. 2 Pax 48-102 f. 14 Pax 722-79 
f. 3 Pax 103-57 f. 15 Pax 780-837* 
f.4 Pax 158-212 f 16 Pax 838*-92* 
f. 5 Pax 213-67 f. 17 Pax 893*-947* 
f. 6 Pax 268-322 f. 18 Pax948*-1011* 
f. 7 Pax 323-77* f. 19 Pax 1012*-69 
f.8 Pax 378*-433 f. 20 Pax 1070-1126* 
f.9 Pax 434-90* f. 21 Pax 1127*-89* 
f. 10 Pax 491*-547* f. 22 Pax 1190*-1245 
f. 11 Pax 548*-605 f. 23 Pax 1246-1300* 
f. 12 Pax 606-63 f. 24 Pax 1301*-end of text 

/3 was copied on at least two other, earlier occasions, and the characteristics of the 
manuscript subfamilies descended from those copies allow a reconstruction of the 
ancestor manuscript's gradual physical deterioration. 

By the time / was copied for the first time, to produce the manuscript (hereafter 7r) 
which became the exemplar of PCH and, most likely, of the final section of the Aldine 
(cf. Section IV below), it had lost its eighteenth folio, i.e. Pax 948-1011, and both the 
gap (noted in PCH and the Aldine) and its size (indicated in PCH but not the Aldine) 
must have been marked by the 7r-copyist. In addition, PCH and the Aldine lack 
1365-6 (where all four mark a lacuna), and it is a likely if not necessary conclusion 
that this gap goes back to /. Much more important, PCH (but not the Aldine) indicate 
two additional lacunae, the first of 7-9 lines between 440 and 441, the second of 
approximately 6 lines between 1348 and 1349. Although neither lacuna is marked 
elsewhere in the manuscript tradition (although cf. Zv 1344), the precision of PCH's 
(i.e. rT's) knowledge of the other problems with /'s text suggests that these claims ought 
to be taken seriously. 

By the time / was copied for a second time, to produce the manuscript (hereafter r) 
from which L, B, and Vvl7 are all ultimately descended (cf. Section III below), it had 
lost, in addition to its eighteenth folio, its twenty-fourth, i.e. Pax 1301-67, which lines 
are missing in both L (and hence Vv17) and B (although the former case is a 
complicated one [cf. Section III below]), as well as in r, and for which there are no 
Triklinian scholia in the Aldine.7 As a result, it is impossible to determine whether the 
omission of 1365-6 was a peculiarity of .r or whether the verses were already missing 
in /3, and we lack any further information about the lacuna PCH indicates was marked 
between 1348 and 1349 in 7r and so presumably in /3. LB also fail to mark the lacunae 
that PCH know at 440-1 and PCH and the Aldine know at 948-1011, and have been 
heavily influenced by the editorial work of an individual generally (and doubtless 
correctly) taken to be Demetrios Triklinios. Since Triklinios would certainly have 

6 For the method, pioneered by Lachmann in his commentary on Lucretius, see G. P. Goold, 'A 
lost manuscript of Lucretius', Acta Classica 1 (1958), 21-30. 

7 The fact that r as well omits precisely 1301-67 argues decisively against the more 
complicated alternative reconstruction, which is that the F-copyist saw / in the same condition as 
the 7r-copyist did, and that the closing lines of the play were lost when r was damaged. 
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noted the gaps in f, had he been working with that manuscript itself when he 
produced his own edition of Peace (hereafter v), these facts combine to suggest that he 
had access only to a copy of P, i.e. to r. A lost manuscript descended from v ultimately 
served as the most important source for Marcus Musurus' text of Pax 1-1300 in the 
Aldine (see Section IV below). 

By the time P was copied for a third time, to produce F (or F's exemplar), it had lost 
(as argued above) ten additional folios, including its first seven, and had become little 
more than a fragment, albeit one whose importance was apparently still recognized. 
After this final copying, f disappears from the historical record. 

The following errors are found in all descendants of f but nowhere else, and are 
thus to be traced to the ancestor manuscript:8 

18 avAAaf'c;v] 7rpoaAapw'v PCHLBAld 
31 it-qU'roT1 In roT' PCHLBAld 
48 Ev ti"aEw: avat&E'w, RV] dvat&4 PCHLBAld 
59 'IiKKo'PI] KOPEL PCHLBAld 
64 Town'] S&Ta PCHLBAld 
192 aot] om. PCHLBAld 
246 c] h;PCHLBAld 
287 a7ro'qepe] &rToqSvpe PCHLBAld 
353-4 a7roAAVftE9a] a1TrwAA.L Oa PCHLBAld 
384 AaKac 'Lrat] AaK'crETEr PCHLBAld 
412 tidg] Vt'jLa rPCHLBAld 
475 onXS': ev'S'V] ev' rPCHLBAld 
606 ILETaUaXOL] ILETagX?) rPCHLBAld 
644 V7rTo0V8] &V7TT0V 1'PCHLBAld 
743 vrapEAVUEv] KaTE'hvaEv rPCHLBAld 
831 -avept-] -avEpL- IPCHLBAld 
847 TalhTar] -a15Ta PCHLBAld 
847 TroVpavoO] rci(v oi3pavciv PCHLBAld 
900 tWa 871] 7?VL'Ka 8,9 rPCHLBAld 
929 Sat] S ' rPCHLBAld 
1023 Tot] 8' rPCHLBAld 
1074 To 'E 77P'OTEPOV: TOTE 7rpOTEPOV V] TO5TE irpC;TV OVPCHLBAld 
1074 Toi?u8 T oiq 1'PCHLBAld 
1081 ki?Eov] /IEt'Lw 1'PCHLBAld 
1086 7TpqXV'V] TrpaXzv FPCHLBAld 
1119 W'] om. rPCHLBAld 
1146 'K] om. PCHLBAld 
1164/5 #;aEL] bV'EL PCHLBAld 
1179 7jvL'K' av 8' ?7vlKa 8' a1v PCHLBAld 
1195 TOVgs] Ta'g 1'PCHLBAld 
1205 KaKEp&'va/1tEV] KaKEPSaLWVopEV rPCHLBAld 
1221 a&rnr] EK IPCHLBAld 
1250 J,q] o&r rPCHBAld 
1260 y' om. IPCHBAld 
1272 E p?7v)r,] Elp27vr)s y' rPCHBAld 
1275 a1iri'8os-] da7rvtasa rPCHBAld 
1301 ToK'larg] TOK7)WV PCHAld 
1309/10 oi'8Ev] o7'U PCHAld 
1330 T] 8' PCHAId 
1361 y I yoOv PCHAld 

8 The initial lemma represents what I take to be the correct reading in the line. 
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In addition, a number of unique errors are found in all pre-Triklinian descendants 
of ,f although not in all Triklinian or post-Triklinian texts, where the alternative 
reading appears to be either a deliberate correction or an additional mistake of some 
sort, and these errors as well can probably be attributed to ::9 

239 TroO PAE'tLaro9] K.at roV ftL,XA'aTros PCHLAld (Kal fA,'tXiaaros B) 
256 apyo's; ovTroa aUro] yap cpyosg ovroal PCH (apy6o' ovroaU yap LBAld) 
313 evXAaPe3a6e vvv KELVOV TOV KEptgEpOV] evAaletEaOe vvv EKElVOV Trv Kep]epov PCH 

(EVXaaPeEa0' KEt?vov rov KP4epfpoV Kat eSIrTTEa0E LBAld) 
409 OTln V6) Ala] OTt vj /la rPCH (JoL vj rTOV Jta LBAld) 
509 yE roI] YE PCH (TE &r L: ye 87 BAld) 
545 yoOv] om. PCH (yap LBAld) 
547 KaTE7rap8ev] Kara7re`rapSev PCH (7re`rapSev LBAld) 
601 TOVOrV] om. FPCH (717 LBAld) 
627 av advpjv] adv8pv 7PCH (dvWpcv yE LBAld) 
650 er'] om. rPCHB (TrS LAld) 
682 nro] om. rPCH (aol LBAld) 
714 d7rdyaye] arTay e IPCH (adraye av LBAld) 
819 tA0Eiv v jpv ap' EeAew v av pa FPCH (?jv eX0eiv ap' LBAld) 
855 Kavoa0e] Kava8e PCH (KaL Kava LBAld) 
900 tva 8)] r'vlKa 8?) IPCH ('7viKa oE LAld: ,vLf'Ka ye B) 
1033 ov dtv OVK] av OVK FIPCH (OVK av LBAld) 
1116 rt 3al 'yy] T' 8' Ey rPPCH (r' S' ywoye LBAld) 
1132/3 cKKWas] OVK Eia PCHLAld (otvK edow B) 
1181 81 om. PCH (y' LBAld) 
1184 B0e rTC KaKW] OEl rT KaKOv PCH ('OeL TO KaKOv LAld: 0e KaKOv B) 
1292 e7r)s] s FPCHAld (WraOa B) 

II. SUBFAMILY rr 

7r was copied at least three times, to produce Palatinus Vaticanus 474 (P; fifteenth 
century), Copenhagen, Gamle Kongelig Samling 1980 (H; fifteenth century), and 
Parisinus Regius 2717 (C; sixteenth century), and probably a fourth time, to produce 
the text (hereafter ,L) which became the basis for the Aldine's text of Pax 1301-67 
and the source of a few other readings there (see Section IV below). The manuscripts 
in this subfamily lack hypotheses and scholia, and appear to mark change of speaker 
with a name or abbreviation thereof only in portions of the text also preserved in r, 
with which they regularly agree in this respect.10 These indications of change of 
speaker must therefore have been taken over either directly from r or its exemplar, or 
perhaps from / itself after it had decayed into the condition it was in when r (or 's 
exemplar) was copied from it. Elsewhere, PC appear to give no indication of change 
of speaker except within lines, where a space, clearly intended to be filled in during a 
second stage in the production of the manuscript, is left blank. H leaves similar 
spaces, but frequently also has a dipunct at the end of lines which are followed by 
change of speaker, or within lines before a blank space or abbreviation of a name 
indicating a change of speaker; similar marks are occasionally found in F. PCH omit 
859 and 1135, and share many unique errors, most of which should probably be 
traced to 7T, although it is possible that, in some cases where PCHLBAld are the only 

9 The lemma represents what I take to be the correct reading in the line. 
10 For a complete catalogue and discussion of this aspect of the manuscript tradition of the 

play, cf. S. Douglas Olson, 'Manuscript indications of change of speaker in Aristophanes' Peace', 
ICS 21 (1996), 5-34. 
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remaining descendants of f and LBAld agree with RV, LBAld's reading is a 
successful Triklinian correction and the error assigned here to r ought actually to be 
assigned to f. Errors found in PCH but nowhere else include:" 

3 av'rTs] om. 
9 7rpos OeWZ] 7rpos TL&V Oe?vV 
18 ap'] yap 
20 8e y' Eq Ay' E 
41 7trcos] &rSTO 
57 AotSope?raL] AolScpeLTaL 
76 co ] it 
80 o Ea7Tro'7rrs yap /Lov] o yap 8earro'rrs 

81 L7ri78'v] L'TLrSOV 

84 pa)fJL] p'L .r7V 
92 7TOi] 7rr 
100 KaLvoFL] KaLVaLS 
109 D Lovvaov] AdLvvaov 
114 3 7rrrep2] om. 
118 7raTrep] om. 
118 /e] ;ELE 

136 TOL7] om. 
138 avrTo] om. 
148 Tpay8I'a] TpayySI'av 
163 7radvTrwv] ad7rvTTwv 

189 o a 
199 T7V] om. 
203 8' oJ] 8E 
206 3oeVAETa] OV'ArlrTaL 
218 v) At'] v) Tov A"' 
254 raTTLKoV] 8' ATTLKOV 

258 vE'flaAes] dvEflaAes 
258 el's] om. 
269 et 282 daAErpLtfavo] OAerpi-pfavos 

278 JuEtLv7r)JLvos] Le?LV7//e'vos 
311 TOLOVTOv] TOV TOLOV1TOV 

360 r7tLv] Vi4v 

361 &d,bA6ojev] dae'A{oitat 
373 Lao'] otCaO' 
382 Alaaotalt] A71jaoaL 
428 8paadoo,ev] 8paUOWLev 
529 O(EL] O;eL 

541 raVTa] TavT7r 

552 es/] om. 
566 ap'] om. 
646 'EAAas] dAAds 
654 KVKr7)ypOV] AlKr7Opov 

715 av] ao0 

C contains a large number of careless errors (e.g. 8 rtvKvacs] TrvKpasS; 62 AXUv] 
A,ycov; 63 EKKOKKL/cta] EKKOKKoaaS; 67 Tpols] om.; 75 Ka'Talr/v] KaTaoJ(V; 126 and 

141 7T7VOsr] 7TTr7po's; 134 KaV7rtUCwpofVEVoS ] KaVTLrLwvo6LVEvos) and was accordingly 
eliminated by Platnauer as a bad copy of P, with which it not infrequently agrees in 

I1 The lemma represents what I take to be the correct reading in the line. 



LATER MANUSCRIPT TRADITION OF ARISTOPHANES' PEACE 

error against the other manuscripts. That this was a misjudgement on Platnauer's part 
can be seen most obviously from the fact that P has verses 1280-i after 1289, while C 
(like H and all other manuscripts except V, which omits the verses) has them in their 
proper place in the text. In addition, P contains numerous minor errors which C does 
not repeat. Examples include:'2 

20 7LST] t 
64 adO'] KaGO 
128 e'Aav'vev] 'AavELV 
201 OecEv] 8W;V 

270 EKVKa] EKKV'Ka 

289 ai6tLo8] Za'KTL809 

304 tLLaoAa'LcaXor glaoAo/kLaXog 
418 H7avaO 'vaL1 Iapa8q'vaLL 
419 Tar2] om. 
448 iv' E"v' 
451 1rTapEarKEvaatLEvoSF] 7TapaaKEvtaapkE'v 
522 OTw] oTa 

605 qieL8laa] Oetatag 

816 AOmc] E'o'S 
883 ApL0pci8i,g] MptcdSqg 
1012 MqSE(Qa] Mq&8daag 
1021 86epj slJp' 
1047 '?pEo0] 'JQpLoi 

In some of these cases, C's reading might represent a spontaneous correction by the 
copyist. This seems particularly unlikely in the case of proper names (289, 304, 605, 
883, 1012, 1047), however, and the generally low level of competence displayed by the 
C-scribe makes it much more probable that C is not in fact a copy of P. CH never agree 
in error against P, but PC agree in error a number of times against H and all other 
manuscripts. Examples of errors shared by PC but found in no other manuscripts 
include:'3 

16 ye] TE 

62 SpamEtsjE 8paiaLa 

106 ai4a6a77ivawvT V 7raSwravT-wv 

120 aL'T L'" Tj at'Tlq'5rq-r 

550 TOVsj] TOV' r OV' 

583 7rTO'9c i] TaO 

601 Tr%v] To 

720 ouKa3`2 oL'KaaEL 

916 E'K7TL- S] E7TL7r 

1078 'ELyotEz1'v- E7TLyO/E671 

1246 /io'AvuSov] pio'ALov 
1258 ToLaVTaal ToLaVTa7TaL' 

1274 avv A' EgaAov] avppe'9aAov 

It is thus possible that PC are copies not of 7T itself but of a copy of 7T, to which 
their common errors are to be traced. The fact that PH agree in error against C at 863 
(otIaa] o4wa) and 1075 (itc] om. PH: 7Tpw C), however, makes it more likely that all 
three manuscripts are in fact independent copies of it and that H contains a few simple 
corrections. 

12, 13 The lemma represents what I take to be the correct reading in the line. 
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III. SUBFAMILY r 

r appears to have contained only Pax 1-947 and 1012-1300 (see Section I above), 
and did not mark the lacunae between 440 and 441 and at 947-1011, with the result 
that neither was marked in v. Versions of Triklinios' text of the play survive in three 
manuscripts: Holkham Greek 88 (L; 1400-30 C.E.),14 Vaticanus graecus 2181 (Vvl7; 
fifteenth century), and Parisinus Regius 2715 (B; sixteenth century), as well as in the 
Aldine (see Section IV below).15 The text of Peace contained in Vv17 appears to be a 
copy of L after the latter had lost its final pages but before it had been corrected (see 
below), and can therefore be eliminated.16 L and B share numerous unique readings, 
many of them patently conjectures designed to address difficulties in the text found 
either in all other manuscripts or in rPCH (i.e. in the other descendants of f) alone. 
Many of these readings are found in both L and B, and often in the Aldine as well, 
and can thus be traced to v, although it is possible that some are not Triklinios' own 
emendations but were taken over by him from earlier editors, and Wilson argues that 
the close affinities between the text of the other plays in L and Vaticanus graecus 
1294 (Vv5) show that L represents the final stage of Triklinius' editorial activity.17 
Examples of readings found in L, B, and the Aldine but in no other manuscripts 
include:18 

265 77EL] 7e:El yE 
269 cdAErplf3avos] aAETrplfavos, opas 
282 AaKE8aqLovLOLaLv] AaKE8aLt.ovLolaL KaKOS 

292 vitivJ] l,Vtv 
313 evAaleLaOe vvv EKElVOv Trv Kepfepov: e3AageicOde vvv EKELvOV 

KepflEpov PCH] evAafleLaO' EKElVOV T6v Kepfgepov KaL 8ESLTTeaue 
318 orjs] PoAjs 
334 7roil 
337 t/r7 Tr Kal] /LrKET" oWV 

340 ydp] 8' (thus also Apostol. XV83a) 
345 EKyEVOLT: yEvoLrT PCH] to yE'voLTr 

345 /e] om. 
350 av ,': ,t' av RaVPCH] y' av a' 
356 darnlM] darirlU Te 
373 'a1] y' 
380 Tro] om. 
390a 7raAiyKorTo] 7raAlyKoToS TLS 
390b '7t/V] '^4/V YE 
399 ,eCLs] om. 
407 erflAovAevovre: '7rrqgovUAeovTaL VrPCH] ErTLfovAevovaL 
409 oTLn Vr) Ala: OrT vl) Ala IPCH] vi) rTv l'a 

14 The L-scribe was apparently the same man who produced Marc. gr. 622 (Hesychius' 
lexicon); see 0. L. Smith, 'On Holkham Gr. 88 and Marc. Gr. 622', Maia 27 (1975), 205. Some of 
the early history of L has been traced by M. Amanda Giannini, 'Holkham Hall 88: Cuarino's 
Aristophanes', CRBS 12 (1971), 287-9. 

15 For Triklinios' edition of Peace, see K. von Holzinger, Vorstudien zur Beurteilung der 
Erkldrertdtigkeit des Demetrios Triklinios zu den Komodien des Aristophanes (Akademie der 
Wissenschaften in Wien, Philosophisch-historische Klasse, Sitzungsberichte 217.4) (Wien und 
Leipzig, 1939), pp. 96-115. 

16 Thus also M. Sicherl, 'Die Editio Princeps des Aristophanes', in R. Fuhlrott and B. Hailer 
(edd.), Das Buch und sein Haus I (Wiesbaden, 1979), p. 201, n. 64. 

17 Wilson (n. 4), p.34. 
18 The initial lemma represents what I take to be the correct reading in the line. 
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415 7raperpwyov] traprpwyov y' 
424 a7rEv&vw] a7rev8wv 
439 8La'yeLv] SLayeLv eL 

445 7TO'Trv] 7roTvia y' 
455 rovuvv] rovvv y' 
465 ov] oVXl 
465 oyKVAAEaeO OyKVAeaO' 
intra 489 et 490 c eta J eLa add. 
496 KaKovol TlVEs' KaKOv OL'TLVE PCH] KaKOV, el TLves 
542 Kvadovg] KvcdoLs 
545 yoOv r6v: rTv PCH] yap T6v 
587 ti4ylaTov] TO /LdyLaVov 
599 wpoayeAaaETra] rrpoayAacaovTal ae 
601 TO0TOV: om. IPCH] {8,/ 
606 TV7X1 s] o&lK7 
612 aKova'] iKova' 
627 av advSpcv: dvSpdv r1PCH] &dvpcv ye 
630 8s77'] 87Ta y' 
630 AOov] rov A9Oov 
645 E'vovv] E&vovv 
648 6] om. 
663 EtEv] EteV y 
676 07Tep] a7rep 

680 rTTKVL' 7TVVKL 

682 7ro: om. rCH] aov 
699 pLTOS] T77-S pItr 

714 a7rayaye: aTrayE 1tPCH] airaye av 
729 /zLELs] V/ELS 
732 VAadrTTETE: V VAaTTE Rl'PCH] qVAaTrE ao 
752 e'TrXELPEL] EfLXEltpe 
761 o. ] om. 
819 EAEirv iv ap': EAELVE v v Ipa FPCH] iv eOeiEv ap' 
819 E0Ev] veCv 
822 aro TouVpavoi] arr' ovpavov 
832 ap'] ap' ovs' 
855 KavOdSE: Kavaid PCH] Kat Kava 
865 'rnlas: Trrlas PCH] asd 
906 OEaal] i'' 
910-11 OeaTg7] JOaTLS y 
919 Tpvya;os] om. 
931 ApRta] pIt6a y' 
1028/9-9 Xpe?v E'aT 7Tv] E aTl Xpewv 7ov ye 
1030 Topltco E 7hToALn] Ka'L rTOpL - 7oA'Lr 
1084 ET TO AoLToO V E'T TOV AotlT' ev R] rOV AhotLro y' 'v 
1111 rrpoaowaeL: Wpo8oaeL RI'PCH] 8UaeL 

1112 7rpoao&0vaL: 7rpo8Sooval R1PCH] 7rptv sLtovam 
1116 r' 8at 'ya : -y n 7 8 yd RV: T7 8' 'yco FPCH] r7 8' eycoye 
1127 y']om. 
1159 77VLKa 8' av] 1vlK' av 
1181 8': om. PCH] y' 

Both L and B also share a number of unique readings with the Aldine but not with 
one another, and most of these readings as well can probably be identified as 
Triklinian conjectures designed to address difficulties in the text as preserved in A or r. 
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Examples of readings shared by L and the Aldine but not found in other manuscripts 
include:19 

121 ,] jv 
143 rO 8o 7rAotov: Tr rrAooov &S PCH] rTO rAoFov 8' 
331 TOVTOyL] TOVTOSL 

387a-b EJLOVO] /LOv ye 
391 r77vo: iT-V 8E PCH] TOos 

557 aaLuevos] dalzevos y' 
649 ov7rep Ear' eLfaL] o0) 7rapear eEvaL 

650 T': om. IPCHB] rtL 
733 ooaa Te vovs EXEL] Xcoaa 're vovs avrs EXEL 

836 Ws 8' 'AO] Lo'are y' 
900 Lva 86?: 'vLKvKa or81 ]PCH] '7VKa o 
939 0Es 0E Ar7] 0eAh ye 
1184 e? TO)7 KaKW: OEL T7O KaKOv PCH] eEl TO KaKOV 

Unique readings shared by B and the Aldine but found in no other manuscripts 
include:20 

261 AOr7vaiwv: A)1Ovalots L] AlOrvaLovs 
509 yE' TOL: E PCH: TE 8) L] ye 8' 

B also contains a substantial number of additional conjectures, some of them very 
good and the majority probably to be assigned to the work of an enterprising 
anonymous post-Triklinian editor. 

L contains extensive scholia and has changes of speaker marked throughout. L was 
damaged relatively early on and therefore preserves the text of Peace only as far as line 
1227; it was at this point that Vv17 was copied from it. At some time after that, Pax 
1228-68 was added to L by a second hand (= L2), which also marks corrections 
throughout. These additions and corrections are all from the Aldine, and L2's readings 
can therefore be eliminated. B has no scholia and does not appear to mark changes of 
speaker, although space for the latter has been left throughout the text. Like L, B has 
been checked and occasionally corrected by a second hand, which generally does 
nothing more than underline the offending letters or words. 

IV THE ALDINE 

Marcus Musurus' text of Peace in the Aldine edition of 1498 contains many of the 
unique readings found in LB, including a number known from one manuscript (most 
often L) but not the other (cf. Section III above), and has scholia up to 1300. In 
addition, the Aldine offers Pax 1301ff. (missing in LB) in a form closely related to the 
text in PCH, as well as occasional readings elsewhere in the text known from PCH 
but not from LB. In 1979, Martin Sicherl identified a fragment (Wealth only) of what 
appears to have been Musurus' printer's copy of Aristophanes. This manuscript, 
Selest. 347, was produced by Zacharias Kallierges in the late fifteenth century and, 

19 The initial lemma represents what I take to be the correct reading in the line. 
20 The initial lemma represents what I take to be the correct reading in the line. That B is not 

simply dependent on the Aldine (which is to say, that the readings B shares with the Aldine but 
not with the L are not simply to be attributed to Musurus rather than to another post-Triklinian 
editor) is apparent from the fact that B lacks Pax 1301ff., which the Aldine has. 
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Sicherl argues, is a direct copy of L.21 As Zacher pointed out long ago, the presence 
of a subscription at the end of Birds in the Aldine makes it clear that Musurus' 
Aristophanes was originally intended to contain only seven plays and that Peace 
(along with Ecclesiazusae) was a last-minute addition.22 Sicherl accordingly argues 
that Musurus had Pax 1-947, 1012-1227 at hand in Selest. 347, but had decided not 
to print the play, since he did not have its end.23 At the last moment, however, he 
came upon another manuscript that contained the final portion of the play 
and which Sicherl (mistaking both the actual relationship of PCH and r and 
Bachmann's position on the matter) suggests must have been very closely related to 
r.24 In fact, as Bachmann recognized and I have argued in detail above, Musurus 
new manuscript (hereafter ,) must have belonged to subfamily 7T, which alone of the 
descendants of / preserves Pax 1301ff. and notes the lacuna at 948-1011. That 
Selest. 347 was a copy of L after it was damaged, as Sicherl argues, rather than of v 
(i.e. of L's exemplar), moreover, cannot be taken for granted, and the opposite 
hypothesis is in fact suggested by: (i) a number of readings scattered throughout the 
text which are shared by B and the Aldine but are not found in L or any other 
descendant of /,25 and which are most easily explained on the thesis that they are to 
be traced back to v and were for some reason omitted in L; (ii) in particular, avv p' 
'P,aAov (BAld; thus also V) in 1274 (i.e. in the portion of Pax missing in L after it was 

damaged and thus, on Sicherl's hypothesis, also missing from Selest. 374), which is 
most easily explained on the hypothesis that Musurus knew a Triklinian version of 
Pax 1228-1300; (iii) the presence of scholia (present in L and Selest. 347, but missing 
in PCH and thus presumably in ,t) in the Aldine up to verse 1300.26 It thus seems 
likely that the text of Pax preserved in Selest. 347 was not a copy of L but of some 
other manuscript and quite possibly of L's exemplar, i.e. of v. 

Musurus' version of Peace contains numerous simple errors (e.g. 64 ovycJ] oyco; 
107 FoL] om.; 114 ap' evtx6OSk yE] eTVHtOS yE ap'; 123 KovSVAov] KO6vSLAov; 166 p.' 
adrToAet] om.; 174 rov] To; 227 tp6ad] difkg) as well as some easy corrections and 
minor emendations of the text (e.g. 51 avaSpatv LB] dvSpaut (thus also RVPCH); 58 
3ovAEvvr LB] govAESet (thus also RVPCH); 74 'vd'yKaev RVPCHL: 7v'dyKaLe B] 

yva/yKaae; 95 vr'ET PCHLB] 7rTTEL (thus also RV); 103 SLavo- CSHLB] SiavoEc (thus 
also RVPC); 112 es] EtS), none of which implies knowledge of any additional 
manuscripts. In addition, the Aldine contains a few more complex corrections or 
rejections of Triklinian emendations, all of which are explicable on the hypothesis that 

21 Sicherl (n. 16), pp. 189-231, esp. 206-8. 
22 Zacher (1888), p. 558; followed by J. W. White, The Scholia on the Aves of Aristophanes 

(Boston and London, 1914), p. xxxv; von Holzinger (n. 15), pp. 29-30; Wilson (n. 4), p. 35. 
23 At this point, Musurus would have been unaware of the lacuna at 948-1011, which is not 

marked in LB. 
24 Sicherl (n. 16), pp. 220-2. In fact, Bachmann, in his preface to Zacher (1909), p. xxv, argues 

expressly 'Ex eodem illo codice a [i.e. ,x] cum P ut videtur cognato Musurus supplevit extremam 
fabulae partem . . ., quae deest in B pariter atque in F". 

25 Cf. the final catalogue in Section III above, as well as: 89 Leivov RVBAld vs. /ieivcov PCHL; 
134 a' RVBAld vs. a)' y' PCHL; 276 7retLooaEOa RVBAld vs. Irataoe0eOa PCHL; 382 AtaaoxcatL 
VBAld vs. Ahaoouat RF-L: Ahaooioax PCH; 500 Meyapfs RBAld vs. Meyapefs vel Meyape{s 
VPCHL; 643 jaorLev RBAld vs. caOlov VFCHL: EaOLov P; 802 xopov RVBAld vs. xopcv 
FPCHL; 1176 Kv,:K-VLKo6V V2BAld vs. KVqrK:qVLtKO'V L: KVuLK'qVOV RPCH; 1270 alpXOwIteOa 
RVBAld vs. adpXo6pEOa FPCH. 

26 For the last point, cf. Bachmann in his preface to Zacher (1909), p. xxiv, and note in 
particular that the Aldine scholia include versions of ' Pax 1261, 1286b, 1297a-d, 1300c, all of 
which are missing from the version of the scholia preserved in V but present in the version 
preserved in F, i.e. in the branch of the tradition accessible to Triklinios. 
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,I belonged to the same subfamily as PCH. Examples of such corrections include:27 

312 exovras (thus also RVPCH) vs. Xovrd y' LB 
408 Troi (thus also RVrPCH) vs. TONS yap LB 
415 KVKAOV (thus also RVPCH) vs. om. FLB 
415 7rape`rpwyov (thus also RVJ'PCH) vs. 7rape'pwoyov y' LB 
600 aLEp,va (thus also RVrPCH) vs. alpeva LB 
769 7ai (thus also RV/PCH) vs. 7rjs LB 
785 tvraKovaers (thus also RVFPCH) vs. tvradar LB 

1084 ETI ToV AotTLro y' Ev (ErT ro7 AhoITTO 'v VrVPCH) vs. Tro AoITroo y' Ev LB 
1142 Tr7vtKda8 (thus also RVPCH) vs. S' av r7VLKCaeE LB 

1213 TovrovT (thus also P-C) vs. TOV7OVL RVrPPHLB 
1301-67 habet vs. om. /LB 

University of Minnesota, Twin Cities S. DOUGLAS OLSON 

27 The initial lemma is the text in the Aldine. 
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