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CRITICAL STUDIES IN THE CANTICA OF 
SOPHOCLES: II. AJAX, TRACHINIAE, 

OEDIPUS TYRANNUS 

Ajax and Trachiniae, with Antigone, are probably the earliest extant plays of 

Sophocles, followed by Oedipus Tyrannus. Lyric passages in Antigone were considered 
in a previous article, with some general prolegomena and touching on some issues in 
the other six plays.l 

AJAX2 

172-181 ' pa ao Tavpo7roAa JiLOs 4prTEtLS, 

(-182-191) ct5 eya'Aa 0arts C4 
fLarep alaXvvags eags, 

cp,iaae n7av8aLovs etL f3o0s ayeEAaas', 175 
7rOV TO LVOS vlKaS aKapTOJ- 
TOv XaptLV (rt pa KAv'w vapwv 
0,evaOeEa'9 aSLcpoLS ELr' AabafoAi'aog) 

1 XaAKKoO'pac ao( Tnv' 'EvvaALOS 

PLOL v EXa v vovEOV vvo opos Evvvxtol 180 

t,qrxavas eTeilaaro Ac)/av' 

I have discussed elsewhere the rhetorical structure of this strophe, defending 1 p/a 
'either' in 177 against Hermann's Tjpa (accepted by LJ-W).3 I abstained there from 
colometric discussion, but I take this opportunity of affirming, against L and most 
edd., my lineation of 176-8 as above (~186-8 Kat Zevs KaKav Kat' oifos Apye-l/wv 

' C. W Willink, CQ 51 (2001), 65-89 (hereafter CS I). 'The vulgate' for Aj., Trac., and O. T 
includes the editions with commentary of A. Garvie (Aj.), P. E. Easterling (Trac.), M. Davies 
(Trac.), and R. D. Dawe (O. T.); also O. Longo, Commento linguistico alle Trachinie di Sofocle 
(Padua, 1968). Newly relevant for Ajax is A. Pardini, 'Note alla colometria antica dell' Aiace di 
Sofocle', in B. Gentili and F Perusino (edd.), La colometria dei testipoetici greci (Pisa and Roma, 
1999), 95-120. On the chronological issue, see especially Easterling, 19-23. If Antigone is assigned 
to 442-1 (so Griffith), I incline to the sequence Aj. - Ant. - Trac. - O. T rather than Aj. - Trac. - 
Ant. - O. T (afortiori Trac. - Aj. - Ant. - O. T), finding the lyrics of Trac. closest of the three in 
metric on the one hand to O. T., on the other to Eur.'s early plays (Alc. to Hipp.). For convenience 
I repeat some bibliographica from CS I. The siglum LJ-W embraces the Oxford Text of 
Lloyd-Jones/Wilson and their discussions in Sophoclea (1990); LJ-W2 refers to their Second 
Thoughts (Gottingen, 1997). West, GM refers to his Greek Metre (Oxford 1982), and West, ATto 
his Aeschylus Tragoediae (edn Teubner, 1990). References to Stinton are to his Collected Papers on 
Greek Tragedy (Oxford, 1990). Parker1 = CQ 16 (1966), 1-26, and Parker2 = CQ 18 (1968), 
241-69. As in my commentary on Orestes (Oxford, 1986, 1989), to West's metrical symbols I add 
ba (baccheus), sp (spondee), T ( - -- - -), A (--- - - - - -) and i (diaeresis), and for his 
"gl and gf' I prefer respectively ch ia and wil (wilamowitzianus). 'Enoplian' is used in an adjectival 
sense (comm. Or. xx, cf. CS I, n. 13). I am again indebted to Professor C. Collard and the 
anonymous CQ referee for their criticisms and corrections. 

2 There are references in CS I to Aj. 199-200 (85), 348-9/356-7 (n. 93), 596/609 (73), 
599-603/612-16 (78), 603-4/614-15 (80), 607/620 (n. 55), 622-5/634-7 (78), 629/640 (n. 49), 631 
(82, and n. 25), 694/707 (n. 60), 704/717 (85), 1185/1192 (67), 1197 (89, and n. 9), 1202/1214 (n. 38). 

3 Mnemosyne 51 (1998), 716. 
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THE CANTICA OF SOPHOCLES: II AJAX 

Oa6nvl EL S 0 .kV'8' 
5 
a3olpevot I KAe`T7 -OUU 'Oovs' dpEya'AoL laatAijSj: i.e. as - e - e - 

D2 (with symmetrical word-overlap), not the vulgate - e - e - e 11 D.4 There is indeed a 
symmetry here between 177 ... Xacpv and 187 ... a6rtv; and one might compare the 
certain period-end at Medea 416-17 EPXETaL TLrt/a yUVaLKELWL )/EVEL. OVKE;L ... But 
two considerations favour the run-on here: the rhetorical unity (as argued) of 176-8, 
and the unusual absence of penthemimeral or hepthemimeral caesura when 176/186 is 
lineated as an iambic trimeter.5 

The concluding verse 181 ('191, see below), following two iambelegi (- e - D), is not 
'alien' (Dale, Pohlsander), but still enoplian (e - d -), the stanza ending like 0. T 895-6 
El yap at 'roat& 7pc4Ets TqLaL, 1 t SEL I.E XOPEVEoa "910- 1 to iaIrov TL(LaLS 

Aro'AAowv 4 u,Oav g, EpPEl UE -ra OEta (e - e e - e d -); cf. also Aj. 408-9/426-7 
and Hipp. 564 (-554) Pe`ALaaa S' ot6 rtS 7TTE7T0TraTara. Terminal - - often invites 
recognition as the catalectic correlate of - - - - - - (D), and the colon x - - - - is 
variously rz, tlA, and x D-. It is irrelevant that - x - x - - - - - might, in a different 
context, be better taken as an aeolic hipponactean (West's hi"). The choice is close 
between ,PaX- and P-qX- in 181.7 

190-1 j?) /7q, FLt, avae, 0' dS' Eba'AoLS KALat'Sa 190 

OPPE EjXCV KaKa" v 0btLV ap77L. 

190 p 4 semel OVG (teste Dawe) 

The vulgate pq% ) p.L7j, /avae (Wilamowitz) introduces an improbable hiatus. There is 
little supporting evidence elsewhere in tragedy of residual digamma. LJ-W appeal to 
0. C. 1485 ZEO 'ava, aot "bwvJ, but that is a dochmius doubtless to be scanned with a 
correption like ZE?3 cia'E6rop in anapaests at 0. C. 143.8 After Kvi6ala I suggest lvi) 

/_<av>, 'avae (av easily dropping out before av-). tt-)' payv + subjunctive in a strong 
prohibition will be akin at once to ju 'v with imperative (rare in tragedy, and epic-toned) 
and to emphatic oi 1tt'4v in statements (GP 330-2). Of the variants, t ' P'(not reported 
by LJ-W) may be older than ju / t' (cett.), the second p coming in as a correction 
of the unintelligible p'. p t ... might indeed seem to be supported by 0. C. 210 0) 

VL Vp r T' EL/L (cited by Jebb); but that could well be a similar corruption of ju 
PL<av> aVEp'qL... 

192-200 a'AA' awva e6 ''pavcvv, 
ooTov /LaKpatwvt 

" Cf. Andr. 789 91 7rndopat Kal ao;v Aarn'OaLOr aE KEv-Tat-lpots 5 : uAjiuaat Sopi' 
KAELVOTaT1W L (e - D - e - D), where the vulgate division after SopL with brevis in longo is more 
obviously incorrect. 

Cf. Diggle, Euripidea 475, n. 158. 
6 Sic (not ot'a); I have discussed Hipp. 563-4 (-553-4) in CQ 49 (1999), 413. 
7w-qxavaEs! H (conj. G. Wolff; 'fortasse recte', Dawe); cf. Bj6rck, Das Alpha impurum 178. All 

MSS have tk'qXavaEs at Ant. 349 (juaX- Bergk, Erfurdt); cf. Ant. 363 a&p-qxavwv, 365 ,pq)xavo'Ev. 
p-qxav- is similarly the norm, if we believe the MSS, in Euripidean lyric, as a hybrid like 0rj7,a, 
etc. (cf. Barrett on Hipp. 155-8). The position is similar in Aeschylus, with ttaxav- attested only at 
Septem 134, against Persae 113, etc. 

8 On correption in dochmiacs (especially Sophoclean), see n. 18 below. 
I am indebted to Dr Dawe for knowledge of Kvidala's proposal IL ) p 'v in ZOEG 13 (1862), 

402. He has also persuaded me that the MSS' 0ip.k/1' EXXwv is right in 191 (no need for Reiske's 
4qPpvwv), comparing the use of O'tpta in 140 and 167 (especially -r aov 05ppa in the latter). 
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T'Vptl7t R7OTE raTl' ayWTovU aXOAcL, 
aTav ovpavtav oArycv' 195 

EXO0pcV' 8 S3ptL dS' JrdapfrTyra 
oplfJLiaL Ev EVave',jOLS fdaraatg, 
TIrcVToW tf3aKXaSovrcot yAaaatas 
SapvdAyqTra- 
EOLt 8 daxoS EaraKev. 200 

194 irorE] irOTn Zc (Ritschl): do'Sa Morstadt 197 optiar' codd., corr. Tr 198 
PaKxad'vrwv LaCGQR(-XE4-): KayX- fere cett. (BayX- LPC); KaX- Livineius ('p') 
199 fSapvuAy7-ra Aug. b (Lobeck): -/7-' codd. 

192-3. Two verses (so most edd. since Pearson), though only one in L. The short 
verses are in Sophocles' manner, and ia sp is particularly characteristic (cf. Trac. 
827-8/837-8, 847/858, O.T 1097/1109, 1333/1353, El. 512, etc.); whereas D x e sp 
lacks parallel as a single verse. For presumable neglect in L of an archetypal division, 
cf. in this play 180 (Pardini 97, n. 11), 199-200 (see below), 606. 

194-5. gl ia (with pause) and gl, both beginning -- - - ... (the spondaic base 
perhaps preferred in this context as akin to - - ... .). gl ia is rarer than some 
other compounds (K. Itsumi, CQ 34 [1984], 78-80), but viewable as the non- 
catalectic correlate of gl ba (the 'phalaecian hendecasyllable'), and related also to the 

frequent gl sp (Itsumi, ibid.; cf. my note on S. El. 137-9 in CQ 47 [1997], 299-301). 
rTOre is commonly emended, but defended by Garvie, comparing del Troe. 

196-200. The MSS divide 196-8 as above, but treat 199-200 as a single verse (with 
PapvdAyrplr' E,o l... ). Since - - . --- does not make metrical sense, it is 

likely that here too, as in 192-3, two shorter verses have been combined. The ancestral 
lineator will presumably have analysed 199 as a monometer ending a run of five 
anapaestic metra. 

The concluding . .. II - --- I has been recognized by most editors 
since Lobeck, but not hitherto in conjunction with the transmitted division after 

yAcdoaaaL. The favoured redivision before yAcxUaaats apvaA'yryra gives 'twin' 
clausulae ... I x - - - - x - - - - - I (approved by Dale, Collected Papers 7), but 
there is no clear warrant for that.10 

There are other uncertainties in 196-8. The brevis in longo without sense-pause at 
drdpfr1,ra is surprising (unlike that at fapvd'Ayrqra'); the more so since with drdp-l 

r0' O ... we should have an overlapping colon like Ant. 864 (-845) KOt U7aTdc r' 
avToyev-lvr1T'... (there followed by ... . gl sp; cf. 596-7/608-9 and 602-3/615-16 in 
this play). (ii) Correction of opiTr' to op/dTrat is sufficiently certain;11 but the 

10 Division after yAaoaatals apvdAyrrTr' (as LJ-W) impossibly gives elision at 'pendent close 
before anceps', i.e. at a period-end according to Stinton's rule (326). Division after yAwaaas 
fapvdA- (already an unusual overlap) would give a 'dragged glyconic' in 200, against which in 
Sophocles see CS I, n. 8. On the 'full close' effect of... - - - -, cf. CQ 49 (1999), 409, and CS I, 
n. 7. The verse x - .- - - (occurring elsewhere at 704/717, Ant. 1122/1133, Trac. 848/859, Med. 
851/861, I.T. 1127/1142, IA. 799, Cyc. 656, Hypsipyle 61D) may be a dragged telesillean, but I 
prefer to take it as a hypercatalectic extension of x - - - - (rz -). ' On such false elisions of -aL due to 'the habitual failure of scribes to recognise correption', 
see especially Diggle, Studies 3 (on E. Su. 60-2) and Euripidea 313 (against West's toleration of 
elided -al 'in later tragedy'). 3optar' should not have been accepted here without comment by 
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THE CANTICA OF SOPHOCLES: IIAJAX 

abnormal scansion EUaVE1L0Lt is doubtfully supported by Laocoon fr. 342 yAaVK&gs 
Elav4Ltov AL4vas in unknown metrical context. (iii) The phrasing is strange: the 
metaphor is doubtfully made intelligible by the gloss <; i'Or p>, and the Ev'- epithet 
sits oddly in the supposed comparison with a forest fire. (iv) Dispute continues 
concerning the participle in 198. LJ-W mention only the choice between KayX- and 

PaKX-, without reference to the metre. and favour faKX- on the ground that 'running 
riot' goes better with yAu%uatsa than 'laughing'. Garvie sufficiently counters that: 
'jeering naturally combines laughter and speech ... it is a pity to eliminate the laughter 
that is so regularly associated with ;fpts in this play'. yAcioraLs is evidently equivalent 
to the longer phrase E'V KEPTO/LLOLS' yAca%uaLt at Ant. 962. Cf. also . yE)/ACwvTwv. 
KaxaSov-rwv (accepted by Dawe) is doubtless conjectural (see LJ-W, Sophoclea 271), 
but not necessarily wrong for that reason; 7Ta'vTwV KaXaSovTcwv plausibly gives another 
ia sp verse. A different conjecture gao'vTrwv (cf. Hes. op. 186, A. Sept. 571, etc.), with 
the same division, would give a characteristic pentasyllable - - - - - like Ant. 844/63, 
1121/32, 1137/96, etc. (CS I, 80) 12 

221-32 oLav E'&Awaas' avWp3s aL'Oovos aLyyEALcav 221-2 
aTAaTov OV'S EbEVKTa'V, 

Twv LLVEya'AWV AavacJv Viro KA-gLSo0D'vav, 224-5 
TalV 0 /JEya(S IOgOS aLE6EL 

ci4LOLk, sofoutaL To' 71TpoUEp7Trov 
7rEpLIbEVTOS9 aJV')p 

OavEL-rat, 7rapavTAa6KTrwL 

XEPL aVyKaTaKTag 230 
KcEAatLVOE9 eL'OEULV floTa KaL' 

9o0Trpas LIT7TovW/taSx 

-245-56 copa UTT Kapa KaAv/L/LaUL Kp al/Evov 245-6 
7TOSOWV KAO'7TaV apC'OaL, 

?7 GO0V Elp'EULLsa SVyov Ei0tkEvov 248-9 

7TOVT07TOpWL vat /dLEOEvat- 250 
TroLa EpEUUoVULv a7TELAags 

&KpaTEESC ATrPEctaL 
KaG' 'tui,v- 7TrEqf'17/aL 

ALOOAcvrTov 4p'q 

6vvaAycwEv /LETa TOU&1E TV7TELs, 255 
Tov aLu ad7TAaToS LUbXEL. 

Pardini (after Dain, Pohlsander, and others). Not all such false elisions have the same cause: e.g. 
Here. 418 ud'5EE' E'V (ad'LLEraL Pflugk). Cf. also 0.C. 219, where LJ-W justly regard their 
pe'AAErEaL for tzEAArT' at 0. C. 219 as a matter simply of 'interpretation'. 

12 Everyone since Pearson has reported L as attesting f3aKX- (and /ayX- after correction), 
despite Jebb's explicit contradiction of that (blaming Campbell for the 'inadvertent' report). No 
one, however, has discussed this contradiction: one might have expected comment either in 
Dawe's Studies 1.134 (where there is a textual note on the status of 196 a&rap/jTrwsg), or in LJ-W's 
Sophoclea or Second Thoughts. But Dr Dawe assures me, after another look at the facsimile of L, 
that (though f and K are very similar in appearance), the relevant letter is indeed f in his opinion. 
Jebb's apparatus prima facie commands respect, with its careful reports of L's lineation 
(otherwise neglected until Pardini's recent study), giving also the transmissional evidence for 
the elisions d-Tap3'p O' and fapva'AyqTr' (treated by LJ-W as conjectures of Lobeck and Nauck 
respectively; not mentioned by Pearson and Dawe). 
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245 'artv Bergk: LV' codd. S77 HNVA: '7r TOL pier. Kapa Tr: Kpara codd. 

A variously controversial stanza,13 presumably of five periods, L divides as above, 
except in 221-2 (dvApos I atWvos) -245-6 (Ka-l\vtJaijaat). 

221-3/245-7. Dawe (after Wilamowitz, Jebb, Dale, Dain, Kraus, Pohlsander) divides 
with a pauseless breach of synapheia at oLtav Er8cwadsas II &vepos (Hermann) 
at'ovo ... (and 7Sj7 rrot | Kpara in ant.). LJ-W (after Pearson) divide with a different 
breach of synapheia at &avpos atOovos ~ (Ka)pa KaAvLLaauT (v), i.e. as ia Ik II ch 2ia^. 
Given Kapa (Tricl.), the words invite analysis rather as above, as an opening sequence 
- e e - D . ith similar to O.T. 1093-5/1105-7 (e - e - D x ith) and Troades 
820-2/840-2 (_ e e - D x i D). The sequence ... - - - -: ith (cf. the 'Archilochian 
dicolon') recurs at the end of the stanza. (Of the further emendations 'artv [Bergk] 
and ap/iot [LJ-W, for 7'r/] the former merits acceptance, the latter is at best 
unnecessary.14 The superfluous rot in some MSS may derive from an intrusive ro' with 
Kpara, or perhaps from a superscribed ra in a tradition with Kapa and Kpara as 
variants.) 

In favour of ol'av $srccAa6s II... it must be allowed that Sophocles was fond of the 
colon ia sp (cf. on 192-3 above) and that ave'pos for advpos is a slightly smaller change 
than Kapa for Kp'dra. Prima facie, moreover, ave'pos I ... for dvpos I ... directly 
restores responsion with L's Kpdra Ka- . .., and is accepted for that reason by Pardini. 
Against that, however, it is incredible that the ancestral lineator, ex hypothesi a 
competent metrician, would have divided irrationally after- - - - I.... (the 
irrationality aggravated by lack of word-end in the antistrophe). At the same time the 
division Ka-IAv,ttaaLt is unlikely to be a mere scribal aberration; a consideration telling 
both against division before Kpira KaAv, aaUt (as Wilamowitz) and against division 
after Kapa KaAvp,Xaat (as Pearson). More probably the ancestral division at Ka-I 
AvtJpaat was rational in a text as above, admitting division of the long compound 
opening verse with equal legitimacy either before or after the anceps link-syllable (in 
either case in the middle of a word). In such a case it is understandable that the 
word-division after -3pos in the strophe prevailed. If the lineator had read avepos ~ 

Kpara Ka-, as Pardini would have us believe, he would undoubtedly (like Wilamowitz) 
have divided between words before this dactyl. 

224-6/248-50 modulates from dactylic/enoplian metre into iono-choriambic.15 The 
verses D3 and - - - - - (the latter either 2ch - or - 2io, cf. 1201/1213, O.T. 

483/498, Pers. 647/652, etc.; Dale's 'chor enneasyll') might indeed be taken as self- 
contained; but indentation of the second colon is in line with an equally legitimate 
interpretation of the sequence as a whole as D i 4io (io^ 3io). D3 commonly has the 
pattern D i. - - (Pers. 855-6, Ag. 113-14, Eum. 529-30, Ale. 115-16, Pho. 
830-1, etc.), and in this modulation the colarion - -- may be said to do double 
duty, serving also as the beginning of an ionic run. 

227-8/251-2 is an orthodox iono-choriambic sequence, overlappable as ia ch f ar, but 
no less correctly taken as pe i io i io^ ba (for the colon x - - - - -, cf. Ant. 

782/792; - -- is a common ionic clausula). As elsewhere, indentation (if the 

14 As LJ-W2 now concede. 15 'Iono-choriambic': cf. CS I, n. 15. 
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sequence is not printed uno versu) preserves the ambivalence, while obviating the need 
for hyphenated overlap.16 

229-30/253-4 is the same without the first two syllables: ba 3io = dod" S ar (again 
preferably with indentation rather than overlap). Ionic beginning - --... is generally 
regarded as a late fifth-century development (cf. West, GM 125), but we need not 
hesitate to regard -- - - - here (as at Alc. 456/468) as at least akin to ionic. 

231-2/255-6 comes full circle, ending with the same ... .- - - ith as the 
opening period, but with an unusual penultimate colon: - - - -. Stinton 
(140) found it 'hard to believe', but there is an overlooked precedent at Pi. 01. 10.14, 
35 (etc.). Moreover the same - -- - - -. -. occurs in enoplian context, but as the 
second limb of a dicolon, at Ale. 594 (-603) MoAoaaJv pv op OEv -raL and Andr. 
1012 (~1021) &8lpEVwuv aAtov fre'Aayos. Here too the diaeresis after - - is a feature 
of the pattern, and -- - - - ... echoes the same at the beginning of the previous 
period. Sophocles was in general fond of sequences beginning - -- i..., as ba i gl 
at 1205/1217, 0.C. 120/152, 123/155, Phil. 140/155; cf. also Pi. Nem. 6.1 (etc.). There 
is indeed another possible analysis of the sequence as -- - - - - - - - - 

(ba T - e -); akin on the one hand to the verse T ba (as Trac. 648/660, Ale. 437/447, 
460/470, etc.), on the other to enoplian sequences ending with ... x e - 11 (as at 
Trac. 102/111). (Less credible would be interpretation of - - - - as an 
anaclastic form of the gl/wil hybrid - - - - [E. El. 439/449, cf. --- - - 

at Ba. 112/127, 115/130, I.A. 1093]. This is not an aeolic context.) 

348 Idc t;Aot vav/araL tO'votl 'Lc(v (tAwv ... 
-356 LIo yevos vatas apowyov iEXvas... 

L's text (as above; not divided as d 1 28, as in the vulgate) can be analysed as ia cr r 
8. But then (as pointed out in CS I*** n. 93) (L for LI suggests itself as likely in both 
stanzas. 2cr 8 is a frequent combination, and lI) for X3 is a routinely common error.17 
The correption in 

VO 
voVl v v pt vol r' E v6rVTs. . . (like rT poi A?pp 6o. 

in 413 below) is of a kind not infrequent in Sophocles' dochmiacs.'8 

394-5 [ic.] cJKdoTS 'oLAOV qaoS, 
Epepos c baEvvorarov oS E'to(,... 395 

~412-13 7TOpot ALtppoOot, 
7rapaha rT awvpa Kat vios E7TaKTLov, ... 

412 cL tropol GQR (IdC Brunck, edd.) 

16 Cf. CS I, 69, 73-4, 76-7, and further on 596ff. below. 
17 CQ 49 (1999), 417, n. 29; cf. on Ant. 1121a, 1146, 1261/1284 in CS I. 
18 According to Conomis (Hermes 92 [1964], 40) 'Epic correption is rare in the lyrics of 

tragedy; less rare in dactylic metres than in others. There are very few examples in dochmiacs.' 
Correption of exclamations is in fact frequent in the dochmiacs of all three tragedians, especially 
(with split resolution) in 8s beginning with iLo, COLot, alai. Otherwise indeed rare in the 
dochmiacs of Aeschylus and Euripides (if we discount virtual exclamations such as opa opa...), 
but there are enough certain instances in Sophocles (also Ant. 1331, 0. T 663, 686, Phil. 854) to 
justify ready acceptance of others created by easy conjecture, as at Ant. 1310, El. 1239; and in this 
passage Hermann's certain lo'voLt E' for Io'vot r'. 
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If 394/412 is taken as ia cr (with lo aKo'ros and l or6opot), we have not only split 
resolution before syncopation,19 but also anomalous correption (7r pot aA-) in an 
iambic metron. So here too (against L) the exclamation is customarily taken as 

extra-metric, after Wilamowitz (cf. Parker2 259). Since only a few MSS, and not the 

best, have the Wc in 412, the chances are that the exclamations are false in both places. 
IU) in 394 will have come in under the influence of 348/356 and 379; and W3 is very often 
intrusive, as at Ant. 1121, 1289, O.T. 1339, Or. 160,161, 186, etc. 

L directly gives three dochmiacs in 412-13 (divided as 28 1 8), and correspondingly 
divides 394-5 at baev-lvo"raTrov (Pardini 114). That may well imply that the ancestral 
lineator admitted lengthened ,ao6s at the end of a dochmius within the verse; but 
we shall do well to prefer redivision as 8 11 2, comparing Eum. 149 lW Vra l Jta II and 
Or. 1537 loU It) TvXa' 1I for the exclamatory single-dochmiac opening. 

401-3 dAAd ,u' c AtS 
aAKt/ua 0Eos 

oAe'Opov aLtKIet 

'418-20 (5 'KaiXavSptoL 
ye1TovES poat 

t(eitpoveSt Apyelots 420 

L does not divide 401-2/418-19, the lineator having apparently scanned with 
another lengthened -os within the verse. Then, following the hypodochmiacs, either 
x - - -- (again) or x - - - -(as Trac. 846-7/857-8, etc.) is as likely as a dochmius; 
cf. O.T. 1208ff./1217ff. where hypodochmiacs are followed by - - -, also the 

pattern of mixed short verses in El. 504ff. (there mostly ia sp). Since ev'cpoves is 
otherwise suspect, there is no case for emending oAe0ptov to correspond with it; still 
less for Renehan's acceptance (now seemingly favoured by LJ-W) of --- --- as a 

triply anomalous dochmius: not merely initial . ... but unparalleled initial . ... and 

unparalleled - ... If the sense of evopoves is accepted, we need look no further 
than Hermann's evipoves (giving .- --- ), accepted by Dawe in his third edition. 
For the more probable sense 'unfriendly' (irony seems unlikely), <OVK> EV5,poves is a 
less arbitrary correction than LJ-W's KaKO- for Ev-. For the scansion oAzOpL-, cf.. C. 
1683 and probably O. T. 1343 (Erfurdt). I write aLKL'eL (for alK-): cf. West, ATxlv. 

425-6 8ePXO'q xOovos 9.UoAovT' 7ro 
'EAAavlos' . . . 

A remarkable brevis in longo without pause (in responsion with 408... TrpoaKetiXeOa, 
but there is a comma there). If we accept the text (Nauck made excisions) we should 

probably write asro, at least getting rid of the prepositive at period-end.20 

596-608 c KAELva ?aAa,tsg, av Iuiv 7TOV 

vatets datTrAaKcro evSat lcv, 
7T1aLv 7Trepl,tavSros al'EL 

19 Nowhere certain in Sophocles: see Diggle, Studies 18-21. 
20 On this and similar disyllabic prepositions at verse-end (period-end), also Trac. 510 and 

Phil. 184, cf. Stinton, 205. 
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8' y TAa kcoWV 

7TaAato'g a'o o; Xpo'vog 600 

'I8aia fi/LVwV 

AEqL/L; v 4rtavAa pi'qvc,v 
dV77pLt0Lpo aLEv EUvcw/iaL, 

XPOVCOL TrPVXOPcEVOS 
KaKav 7AiT'L' Ewv 605 
&lt P.E 7TrOG a6vaEtv 

7rv a7Tr7po7Tov aLt8'qAov tLSav. 

'-609-21 KaL pIOL 8vaOEPdaTEUvo5 AL'as 
6VVEU-TLV E4kESpO, 6/O0L tLOt, 610 

OELaL /IaviaL 6t'vavAosg 
OV E 'E7r/u/* 

7TpLv 8 ' 7TOTE OOVpLWL 

Kpa-ro6VT E'V APEL' 
vOv 8' aiY /pEvos oLoflcb-a! 615 

bLAots9 tE'ya 7rE'VOog -qlJp7TaL, 
'ra 7Tp v 8' Epya XEPOLV 

pzEyLaTa.s dpETisg 

aqOtAa 7rap' &qAoL9 
EITEU E?TEUa tLEAEOL9 ATpELSaLsx 620 

602 AELELQ'1L' 4ravAa Lobeck: AELtLWVL'aL 7TroaL (vel 7ro'a) codd. pqv67v 
Hermann: L77AcZv codd. 610 J(Liot ALolTr: L'' Iol IOL (gOL ter LAXs) codd. 

596-6031609-616 takes rational shape with the proposals of Lobeck and Hermann 

(accepted by Jebb and now by Pardini), though opinions may differ as to whether 
the opening dicolon hi : tl sp (hag-) needs to be overlapped as gl f gi sp, and similarly 
pe hag itl sp (hag-) as ia gl f gi sp. Here too (cf. on 227-8/248-50 above) there is 
much to be said for colometry displaying the cola (as in L) as delimited by word-end 
without unnecessary hyphens; always provided, however, that indentation is available 
to show metrical continuity. For the combination pe : tl ( = ia gl), cf. 624/635, 
625/636, 1188/1195, Trac. 845/856, ?El. 479/495 (Itsumi, CQ 34 [1984], 79). Word-end 
after x - - - - ... is normal in this and many similar sequences. 

604-8/617-21 is more controversial; cf. Parker (2 242-3), who contemplated five 
different analyses. L attests an ancestral division after KaKa&v - LEyt- (i.e. after a 

glyconic), followed by - - - - - I - -- I- - - I - - - - - -; a colometry in which 

only the central dochmius - - convinces).2' 
Wilamowitz redivided as gl I ch ia J-. - i _ - __ - - - - - (A3iaA). Dawe gives 

604-5/617-18 uno versu as 'glyc. + chor.', a virtually unique compound (see Itsumi, 
ibid.). Most, after Jebb, rightly recognize the pair of - - - - - - cola, as above.22 Such 

21 aspirate voo' avlvv'&v, cf. West, AT xxx. 
22 Pohlsander rightly dismisses Pearson's wildly different colometry, but does not explain why 

he regards Wilamowitz's divisions after gi and ch ia as 'much more reasonable' than repetition of 
the colon - - - - - -. We are certainly not committed to acceptance of L's glyconic (on such false 
octosyllables in presumably ancient colometry, cf. CQ 39 [1989], 59, n. 56); and the overlap ... 
--- I - : ... is alien to Sophocles (unlike Euripides). 
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repetition of short cola is in Sophocles' manner, and in this case has a clear precedent 
at Sept. 904-5 81' Lvv alvoLO6poLs, I SL') V veiKoS ffla (-891-2 <.. .> I alai Sal 8 ovlol). 

--- -- is there dochmiac or quasi-dochmiac, between - - -- - and - - - -; not 
indeed recognized as dochmiac by West, nor yet the similar - -- - at Sept. 935 

eptL& pxaLvoe'val 
~ 949 vrTo 8e aoC/art yad and Eum. 837 = 870 e/lc 7raOelv TaSe, 

eOv. But West does recognize LSe /E rTav LKETLV av 8S Trap' o1Lyovov as a dochmius 
at Su. 350/361. 

606/619 is then another dochmiac colon, like Sept. 903 Kreava 8' erl7yovoLs. LJ-W 
here follow Parker, Nauck, and others in combining these seven and the following 
eleven syllables, to be read somehow as some kind of iambic or trochaic tetrameter; 
unappealing both prima facie and however analysed in detail. The analyses of Nauck 
(ia cr ia ba), Schr6der (cr ia ia ba) and Kraus (tr tr ith, similarly Dawe) all have an 
uncomfortable number of split resolutions, as Parker observed. Her own preference 
(ia cr ch ba), without reducing the number of splits, incredibly has at once ia cr with 
resolution before syncopation (as also Nauck),23 adjacent resolutions ... ... 
other than within a dochmius, and a choriamb with its first long resolved (resolved, 
moreover, with a split).24 

As the phrasing suggests prima facie, we must divide as above and look for a 

satisfactory metrical interpretation of the concluding - .- - -. We might 
consider taking it as a hypercatalectic iambic dimeter (2ia -), analogous to the 
stanza-ending verse - e - e - at Trac. 102/111. But there is a more exact precedent, 
likewise in dochmiac context and ending a stanza, at Sept. 214-15 86) 76 ' i7pO7rv 
0Bofwti A Trpogs paKapWv ALraS, . rro'Aos lvE v'TrepeXOev aAKacv.25 The vulgate 

analysis... i ch ia 12ia^ there is questionable as the conclusion of a mainly dochmiac 
stanza. - - (dochmius kaibelianus) plus ba is likelier; and the same could be 
right here, unless perhaps Sophocles here thought of --- - (ambivalently?) as a 
resolution of the preceding - - - - cola. 

Split resolutions are unremarkable in dochmiacs. But there is something more to be 
said about 6frea' Ereae in 620. As Jebb observed, word-doubling is unusual in 
Sophocles (citing nothing nearer than 1205 epwov 8' eprTwv ... and fr. 686 fapvs 
{VVOLKOS, weL VOL gapvs, both with strong predicative emphasis, and epanalepses such 
as Phil. 1462 Ae7Zro.Lev vS Xua AeL7TroLev j8r1). There scarcely seems sufficient emphasis 
on E7Teac here, functioning as a copula with ailAa predicative, to justify its doubling in 
the middle of the sentence. Note also that anadiplosis of third-person verbs probably 
occurs elsewhere in Greek tragedy only with the terminations -e or -ev, never with with 
either word elided.26 The only exceptions, both conjectural, are at E. Or. 1547 
(Seidler)27 and Ba. 986-7 (Elmsley).28 Perhaps we should read adtAa Trap' atlots I 

23 Cf. n. 19 above. 24 Inadmissible, cf. CS I, n. 55 on Ant. 798. 
25 -206-7 l7T7TLKv V 7T' da7ev (Lachmann) I 7r-q8aAlwov tSad aTrotat (SLaaTo'uLa Schiitz) 

7ruplyeverav XaALtvcv. West rightly divides after the two cretics (unlike Murray and Page). But 
then - - - (with phrase-end in ant.) is surely the completion of a standard 2cr + 8 
combination, not the beginning of an alien - - - - --- (ch ia with a terminal resolution un- 
paralleled in Aeschylus) followed by 2ia.. This is not the place to consider further the crux in 207. 

26 There are certainly no other exceptions in Aesch. or Soph. As to Euripides, who commonly 
doubles such verbs, see Diggle's detailed study in Euripidea 388ff. 

27 E7ea' Nreae is variously uncertain there (with sundry variants and alternative 
interpretations in the scholia), in an otherwise textually doubtful setting. The truth there could 
well be ETrtae'eae (from fTretlarTrrTw), as I hope to argue elsewhere. 

28 Read E,o-'AEv ,UoAev, [Ct] PaKXaL, rather than 4io)A' t,oAXev ... Interpolation of cT is very 
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7Tre' Ereae: the glorious deeds are now mere words (cf. rrea pto'vov Here. 112) associ- 
ated with enmity (QL,tAa) on the part of the a/tAoL Atridae. 

622-33 7iov 7TaAail 

(-634-45) L?ev avvT-pobos da/e'pat 

f ft 
AUVKd)JL TE yr/paL 

PaTLrrp vtv oav voaoOvra 625 

0cpevoPopws aaKOva77L, 

aiAtvov atAtvov 
ovo olKipaSd yoOV opvLOos ar7oovs 
7tac i va,LOpoS, d'AA 

3oVTrvovos V Pv doLad 630 
Opr)vr'aeL, XepO7rAaKTroL o 

ev arTpvotLa 7reaovvTra 

ot7rroL Kat aroAtLds a'A,vy[,a XatTas. 

626 cpevofcopws Dindorf: -top'pos vel -/cpcogs codd. 631 XEpO'rAaKTOL Erfurdt: 
-7rA7KTrot codd. 

The stanza begins withpe i tl(ia g, thenpe i tl. i ith, like 599ff./612ff. in the previ- 
ous stanza-pair, but shifting briefly into enoplian metre in the cadence... tl i ith. For 

- .-.- .- -behaving as an enoplian rather than aeolic measure, cf. 194-5 above, also 
Trac. 883, El. 248. Then the short verse - - - (self-contained, followed by a change 
of metre) is either dod or 8, followed by a run of differently ambivalent verses, best 
taken as iono-choriambic: 3io ( = phc) 3io^ ba ( = dod ar) 12io 2io I io 2io ( = gl 
ba).29 Ionic analysis does better justice to the invariably long second position and to 
the elided postpositive 8'in 630-1 (cf. n. 53 below). But - - - - - - - - - - is also 
D - D - (cf. Pers. 584-90/591-7, Med. 629-30/638-9), in line with the nod towards 

enoplian metre in 625-6/637-8. 

701-5 vvv yap 4Lot peAct Xopevaa? 
IKapLwv 8' V7rrp 7TEayliwv <7TOrpv> 

p,oAcov avaf A7no'AAwv 
o JdcAoo Eyvcoaros 
eloLt lvVEL ' la 7rav-ros s evp7v' 705 

-714-18 rTavO' o6 iLyas xpovos 'Iapativl, 
KOVSev dvaivaaTOrv aLTLaLpfJ <ywy'> 715 

av, eVSre Y E') deA7TTr7 
ALas JL ETaveyvwa)a6r 

vOVtO rT A 'pelaLS g ieyaAuv Te VELKEOJV. 

701 XopeOaal < - - -> Hermann, Lobeck 702 ireAayiuv NVZc: -E'v cett. 
<r'pouv>, cf. 412 714 post ILapa(veL add. TE Kat ,AE,yeL codd., om. Stob. 1.97.18, 

common (cf. CS I, 85 with n. 84). For the placing thus of the anadiplosis, cf. Hel. 650, where I 
should now read rro'av y' d/ov Exo-Iev eXO,ev, ov ELe . . . (not as proposed in CQ 39 
[1989], 59); there appears to be room for rroav y atov E]xopev ... in P. Oxy. 2336. 

29 On the favourite phc (West, GM xii), also Ant. 787/797, 944/955, 970/981; El. 472/489, 
828ff./842ff.; Phil. 203/212, 710/721; O. C. 701/714; cf. CS I, 49. 
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del. Livineius 715 dvawv8arov Lobeck (cf. A. Sept. 897): -/rrov codd. (-aKrTov 
Hsch.) bariaaLt' Livineius <eywy'>, cf. 0.T. 504 718 OvpLov r' Hermann: 
-t6ov r' A, -pL.cv NSGYPFac?, -/ov cett. 

In 701/714 the verse - - - . - - repeats both 698/711 and the cadence of 
700/713; a multivalent verse, at once dod plus ba, 8 plus ba, a form of hipponactean 
(West's "hi) and an iono-choriambic enneasyllable (akin to both ch ia and the ana- 
creontic), cf. Ag. 448 (-467) &aAAoTrptasg tat yvvalKO6, Pers. 659/666 (following 28), 
O.C. 130/161, etc. The longer version - -- - - . - - (Hermann, Lobeck), 
with... 7E Kat AE'yeL in ant. and a supplement in str., is metrically anomalous, ba ia 
scarcely if at all occurring in lyric iambics before late Euripides.30 

In 702-3/715-16 - - - - - (with ariGaatl) is not perhaps incredible, if taken as 
d x d (followed by ith), akin to e x d and d x e (as 399/416, Trac. 637/644, Ant. 
1116-17/1127-8, Alc. 573/583).31 But 7TrAaywev is otherwise under grave suspicion, 
as argued by Renehan (CPh 87 [1992], 347-9), not only as needing emendation of 

(atrti'att'.32 LJ-W's KEAEv0cOV for 7TeAayE'WV postulates an unlikely gloss, and is 
otherwise unacceptable (not only because 'over seas' is different from 'over paths', cf. 
the ace. K'AevOa at Od. 3.71, 177, etc.). Unless we redivide, we have not only the rare 
long anceps following choriamb in 715,33 but also (at ,art at' I &v) impossible 
elision at pendent close before single short (i.e. at period-end); while redivision 
gives either - - - - - - - - - - 1| still with the abnormal long anceps after 
ch, and now also period-end following non-catalectic trochees, or - -- abnormally 
following 28. 

The variant rTeAayiov is a clue pointing rather to the loss of a noun such as 
<7ro'pcv> completing a second dochmius (before or after rreAayiwv), cf. 412 tropot 
adippoOot; and it is not difficult to find a corresponding supplement in the antistrophe, 
for preference barteaqt' <Ey'y'> av (cf. O.T. 504-6 oiVror' Eywy' v ... 
KaTrafahrv).34 

704/717 is the same x - --- as 199 and 200 (qq.v.). Period-end at EVyvWoTaos is 
acceptable (with little or no sense-pause); or did Sophocles perhaps intend 
eVyvo arTcoS? 

879-90 'st av 8rTad ILOL, t's adv cAoTdr'Vovv 
aAta8dv eXov advivovs aypas, 880 

30 Stinton, 119ff.; cf. CS I, 80. ltapaiveL [Tr] Kal AE'yeL would give a likelier ba cr; or one 
might consider ... I AcEyeL Tr Kalt iapaIvei, with the lacuna before Xopevaat in 701, giving a 
cadence immediately repeated in 703/16. But there is no defect of sense to favour such a lacuna. A 
reader suggests that the context arguably requires 'the longer version' with re Kal bAeyet; so 
indeed may an interpolator have opined (first perhaps simply writing Kal OAEyet as a marginal 
gloss). 

31 Garvie mentions I.A. 556 (-571); and Diggle mentions E. Su. 999/1022, Or. 840-1, Ba. 410, 
I.A. 547, 553, 574, 576, 764-5 (Euripidea, 506, n. 56). 

32 abiaakal,' is certainly a conjecture of Livineius. The only variant (negligible) is kar(t[-. 
33 Cf. CQ 49 (1999), 426-7 on Hipp. 1387-8. 
3 Alternatively aTart'alt' av <Ep-lyov>. 28 1 2ia. is quite normal; 28 i ith less so, but in line 

with.. . i ith in 625-6/637-8. For dochmiac thus synartete with following iambic, cf. Sept. 420, 
Ba. 1185. A reader is troubled by the postulate of 'lacunae in both strophe and antistrophe'; but 
words do drop out, and we can surely accept some coincidences of word loss. Much of course 
depends on the separate plausibility of the supplements. 
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,-(s- 'OAvUrrLat8wv 
GEcLV 17 pwrwv 

Bousroptwv 7TorapZwv Tov cdoivOtov 
EL 7TAOt 7TAa4o/JPEvov AELUWV 885 

a7rvot; oxETALa ydap 
E/LE yE /rov tLaKpwOv &' A6av rrovwv ot'piwt 

/L7) 7TEAaaaL Spo'dLWLt, 
&AA' cdtkv'qvov /av8pa lvi) AEiUUELV tv7ov. 890 

-925-36 4LEAAESg rd'AaS, E'.4,EAAgES XPoVWL 
aTEpEOc,PWV aP' E VVarEwV KaKav 

.Lotpav adrELpEaL'wV 
Irovwvl ToLa /.LOL 

aT6vvvXa Ka L aEOovT' a'vEarva5Esr 930 
w/LObpa XO8IApeV 930S ;tL 'pov- 

' 
xeos ',7Ti A-pEtSaL9 

o'A'wt aUv 7rTaOELt 

/iEyasg ap apjV XKELVOS c &PoWv XpoVOS- 7rT/_LaTWv 

J/L09 aPLaTrO'XELP 935 

< - - -> 05AOwv E'KELT' a'yoV ITEpL. 

931 cdqio'bpov'] d4uo'fpwv codd. 936 <XpuaoS&4rwv> Musgrave; alii alia 

After 28 1 28 1 the sequence - - - - - -- - - - - - - :... suggests a 

convergence of D and 8, - - - - -- - in 881/928 standing for - - - x - in the same 

way as - - - - - - at 604-5/617-18 (q.v.) seems to stand for - - x - . At the same time 
the second - - - - - is synartete (elision in ant.) with - - , thus constituting the 

beginning of an enoplian sequence (elegiambus, D - e-). 
In the vulgate, d4Lo'bpwv in 931 ends a period, in responsion with ELO 7rOOL, but it may 

well be significant that L lineates 885-6 as -rv dqtL6Ovtov 'EL' TOOL 7TAao4LEkvov I 
A,ELUaawv ... (dividing after an iambelegus). 2ia 11 8 is not indeed impossible (less 
probably 2ia I 8 with wroOT lengthened before ITA-). But 2ia 8 is a standard combination 
(Ag. 1156/1167, etc.), and one expects synapheia, if not synartesis (as at Eum. 
158-9/165-6, Med. 1280/1291, etc.), in the absence of pause. 'po'kpov' (paired with 
EXOo80o'7T is an easy correction (it is credible that the lineator here misinterpreted 
-opov as -popwv). For the enoplian cadence ... - - - - - -, cf. Hec. 650, 1068, 
Here. 1018, 1033, 1185-7, Tro. 267, Ion 718, Pho. 122, Or. 1256/1276." 

8861932 seems then to be a self-contained pair of cretics (- - - : _ -, like 0. C. 
1685/1712) with a breach of synapheia in the strophe at yap. But UXrAri-a ya-p is 
perhaps a not impossible alternative scansion.36 Although the elements here are 
cretics, the context is primarily dochmiac. 

31 Cf. comm. Or. p. 288, and K. Itsumi, BICS 38 (1991-3), 245. The list could be extended with 
exx. with short penult. (e.g. Andr. 827) and/or a different word-division before the cadence, e.g. 
Andr. 831, Pi. 0!. 6.5, etc.). Sequences ending ... - -- - - - - x are vulnerable to 
misinterpretation (cf. CQ 38 [1988], 93 on Herc. 1016-20); likewise... - ( - - -- -- (as 
177/187 above, Trac. 884-5, qq.v.). 

36 For such resolution before change of metre without sense-pause, cf. Hec. 1066-7 ELOE iLOL 

0/uqptarWv aq-atao4V PA Obdp V I aKEU,gaLc aLKEaaLO torvqAO'v, AMALE, 0bE'yyog avaAA4aiS6a, also 
Diggle, Euripidea 398, n. 122 on Pho. 294. 
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887-9/933-5 is then another member of the large class of dochmiac sequences that 
begin and end as dochmiac without comprising an integral number of 8s.37 .. . . 

- (as Med. 1251/1261, etc.) is 8^8 in my notation. So here 8 .--. - - - 8 is 
88-^88; virtually the same as P V 574-5/593-4, 582-3/601-2. 

890/936 is- -- - - , beginning with apparently dochmiac rhythm, but 
proceeding in such a way as to constitute a trimeter ch 2ia. The same trick is played 
(similarly ending an iambo-dochmiac stanza) at Rhesus 464-6/830-2: -.. - - 

- - (ch 2ia) I - - - - - (8) 1 - -- - - - - - - (ch ia sp; not, as usually taken, 28 with an 
irregular - - -); cf. CS I, 69. A case might be made here and elsewhere for the 
notations 8^,2ia and 2ia^^8 for apparent instances of x - ('kaibelianus') 
combined with a dochmius; cf. CS I, 89 (on Ant. 1275/1299). 

900-2 co/LOt 4WLUoV VOvTrA)V 900 
COLOL, KaTrETrEOVES, ava6, 

TOvSOE ouvvavrav, rdAas' 

'946-8 tLot davaAyrTcov 
SLUaacv 1Oporaqas d vavS' 

Epy' ArpEL8av TrCo aXE' 

- - - | I ... seems here to be at once a dochmius and a contracted D (cf. the 
choerilean D i x D). Then - - .. i - - ---- - (- D e - e) has in the 
antistrophe an instance of the rare cut...- - - -. - - : cf. Ant. 1129, 0. T 890/904 
(651 and 1336 are rather different, see below), O.C. 1077; Ale. 227 (suspect, I think), 
Med. 634/643, Hipp. 1149.38 Most instances are in enoplian (D/e) contexts, e - e 
being akin to D - e (as 0. T. 1088, 1090). 

1190 tdvIa rv E?vp&8rq Tpovavt 
1197 Co TTVO 7T TpOOVOLL Oo 7rOVWV 

1190 dv rav Ahrens Tpotav Wilamowitz 1197 fort. 3 7rrovov 7rrvoL rrpoyovol 

1190 is variously problematic (justly obelized by Dawe). Emendation giving another 
'chor. dim. B' (or wil), like 1187 rdv drravarov altv Etot 

~ 1194 KEivos dvnrp os 
arvyepWv earlier in the stanza, is the most plausible line of attack. It may be 
fortuitous that av (d/L) for avd is not attested elsewhere in Sophocles.39 The hapax 
Evpc8r7 remains uncertain (including its sense), but Musgrave's evpvE8S Tpotav is 

doubtfully worth a place in the apparatus. ('Dragged glyconic' is everywhere doubt- 
ful in Sophocles [CS I, n. 8], and particularly unlikely with unequal responsion. 
Dawe's latest suggestion av' [Hermann] evp8Sea Tpwtav improbably gives the 
responsion r- ... [cf. Itsumi2 68].) 

In the first instance this gives a responsion of wil and gl, probably not elsewhere in 
Sophocles before Philoctetes (CS I, n 9). Little violence, however, is needed to obtain 

37 Cf. CS I, 87 (on Ant. 1262-3/1285-6). 
38 Cf. Parker' Iff., who does not, however, mention all my exx. There is probably no instance in 

Aeschylus (West, Studies in Aeschylus 177). 
39 To the handful of certain or possible instances in Aeschylean and Euripidean lyric 

mentioned by Bond on Here. 389 add ?Pho. 1516 (Diggle, Euripidea 348). 
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another wil wil responsion like 1187/1194-merely a transposition postulating that 
7rovwv was skipped before rTOVOL and restored at the end of the verse; a transposition 
otherwise likely (or alternatively co rTOvot novwv . . .), since the cognate words are 
normally juxtaposed in such paregmena, as at 866 ro'voS Vro'vov Trrdvwot epeL; cf. Niobe 
fr. 400.2 rro'vw 7rovov EK VVKrTOS JAAaaovaa (missed in my commentary on Orestes 
816-18), Sept. 851 rT 8' aAAo y' ?rTOrvot 7rovwCv EearTtot; etc. 

I write cO (not (L) in 1197, cf. cL rTOvot Sept. 739, 3 rTo'vos Cho. 466 (West).40 

TRACHINIAE41 

94-102 XOPOZ 
(-103-11) ov aloAd vvt evaplto/,eva 

TrKTEL KaTrevdaEL TE kAoyLCO/Levov, 95 
hAtov 4Ahov al'rc 

TOVro, KapVaL -rov AXAK,JL7- 
vas 7roQi fLOt OTTOQL [)uOl] 7ralS 

vaiLe 7rorT, d Aa7Trpdti areporrTil 9AEyeowv, 
c7 7Tovrtovu avXAcvas 7 100 

8tLaaas av aTrelpovs KALAOet' 

ELrr, C KparlaTLEV)V Kar o6LLta' 

98 Iot del Tr ydi Schneidewin 100 7rovTrovs pler.: -as L (~Lls) 101 Staaas dv' 
arTetpovs Dawe: 8taaatatv adrIpotal(v) codd. (-ais -ots Tr) Kpv?EL&s Stinton 

The metre is mostly straightforward enoplian (D/e). The opening - e D . . .(like 
Hel. 1107, etc.) is analogous to - e e . . . . Then iambelegi ( - e - D) frame the 
palindromic sequence D - I e - e - D. For the concluding run - e - e - e - e - e - e, 
cf. Hipp. 759-63/771-5; here in effect with clausular e - (cf. 498/508) rather than 
clausular ith. x e x e - is analogous to x D x e - (the elegiambus). 

In 98 Easterling rightly follows Triclinius (with Jebb, cf. Stinton, 204-7); not 7TO'6 ILot 
[rais] (Wunder, LJ-W, Davies); but ydas is plausible (Dawe; cf. Stinton, 448 n. 6). 

Jebb was right also in 100-1 (followed by Stinton, Longo, Dawe, and Easterling) in 
taking the alternatives as essentially 'sea' and 'dry land'. 7TovL'ovs avXAcvas adds to 
'sea' the idea of 'ramifications', reflecting the complex of sea-ways and much- 
indented coastline familiar to Greek navigators; '(the) two continents' elaborates 'dry 
land' in accordance with a common view of the world (sc. 'Europe and Asia'; LSJ s.v. 

7rEtLpo III, amplified by Longo). LJ-W (and still LJ-W2) perversely take the 
alternatives (reading lovrtas) as 'In the channels of the Black Sea? Or leaning on 
the two continents?' (so Lloyd-Jones in the Loeb). Against this (i) Iov-ras avhAcvas 
(to be understood as 'the Bosporus, the Propontis and the Hellespont') is a phrase 
at once obscure and too narrow for a specification of 'East', and also odd as objective 

40 For the recommended distinction between ct and co (the former often exclamatory, but only 
in conjunction with an expressed or implied second-person address; the latter in 'non-allocutory' 
exclamations, often in self-pity), cf. on Hipp. 366 and 669 in CQ 49 (1999), 412 with n. 17 and 416 
with n. 26. 

41 There are references in CS I to Trac. 102/111 (n. 22), 116-17/126-7 (67), 221 (n. 60), 497-8 
(71), 497-9/507-9 (n. 22), 517 (79), 523-4 (n. 90), 848/859 (85), 849/860 (n. 38), 880 (n. 60), 
1009/1030 (n. 86). 
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to valEt (does one dwell in channels?). (ii) 'Leaning on (the) two continents' is even 
odder: supposedly referring to the Western 'pillars', but Tr.TEtpos does not mean 
'pillar', and the image is grotesque. Why, in any case, should so precise a location be 

designated, when the Chorus have no idea where Heracles may be? It is surprising 
that Davies subscribes to this widely contemned interpretation (cf. also West, CR 41 

[1991], 301). 
KALOels is best taken as 'having made his resting-place', so with the implication 

'not coming home'.42 Pi. 01. 1.92 lAA,ov 7TO pol KALOeiS (of the hero Oenomaus) and 
II. 5.709 vaL'EaK (like valEL here)... A,L,vrnL KEKAtLILvoS Krlqctat' offer sufficient 

support.43 Stinton's KpVUekS was clever;44 but (as Easterling has pointed out) 'hidden' is 

doubtfully appropriate. Dawe's avOEis was more certainly misconceived (see Stinton), 
also his later el... a. ' adpels (ed. 3); but I accept his neglected proposal 8taoas dv' 

aTdrrpov: we then have two accusative phrases both governed by the one 'environ- 
mental' preposition, according to an elegant diro KOLVOV idiom,45 and we no longer 
have av/A6vas governed by valeL. 

I read 7rovT7OVS (a reading surprisingly not reported by Easterling) for the vulgate 
7rov-rias. The latter is indeed attested in L, but only there and only in conjunction with 
-Lovs suprascribed by the first hand. Either avA/wv is here masc. as at P V. 731, or we 
have a stylish two-termination use as at Alc. 595 (cf. KB 1.536-7, Diggle, Euripidea 
167). Either way we have a more euphonious chiastic sequence of accusative plural 
terminations. 

112-21 7roAAa yap CUarT a'KaLaV7OS 

(-122-131) 1 vo'ov ] Slope'a tLS 

KV1J/aT <EV> EVpEi TTOVTCOt 

advT' errtovT' av {SOL' 115 

oTt)W 86 TOV KaStooyevi 
TpEcEL, TO 89 aietE, ! tOTOV 

7ToAV7Tovov ca7Trep rreAayos 
KprOaLov daAd a TL Oe?v 

altv dvaLTrrAadKrqTv ALSa 120 
rcbE 806aLV EpVKEL. 

114 <ev> Erfurdt; <av> Porson, Wakefield 115 rtLOv'r' av] EirovTa r' codd. 
117 a7rp?et Reiske 

The picture in 112-15, before ovTrc ... 116ff., is simply of 'many' sequential waves 

('following on') 'tirelessly' (i.e. unremittingly) driven by a north or south wind, as seen 
by a hypothetical observer 'in a wide sea'. There is no 'ebb-and-flow' or 'rise and fall' 
in this image (pace Easterling). The direction of flow may change with a change of 
wind (cf. the comparison of Oedipus with a Kv/CaroTr07A adKra storm-buffeted from 

four quarters in O.C. 1238-49), but that does not affect the essential point of com- 
parison, namely the unremitting TroAvrovta of the hero's life as an 'environment' akin 

42 Cf. M. L. West, BICS 26 (1979), 11 (with an unnecessary gloss 'reclining between his 
labours'). 

43 Stinton objected that taaaawiv arrELpots here 'denotes the area within which Heracles is to 
be found, not a particular place near which he is situated'. But with Dawe's emendation of that 
phrase the specification of 'particular place' is given rather by the initial rOd ...; 

44 Ibid. 207-9. Note also the 'common' confusion of A and p (Diggle, Euripidea 469-70). 
45 Bruhn, Anhang 97; adv 'environmental' as O. T. 477-8, O.C. 1058, etc. 
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to the notoriously rough Cretan sea; despite which (aAAa .. .) some god always 
preserves him from death. 

As to the text, we need dv with arE ... L . ... L'ot. The vulgate Kv'La7) <av> is 
defended by LJ-W, who say (without giving a parallel) that av thus 'falls into place 
after the subject'; but a belated av needs rather to be adjacent to the verb. That can 

easily be arranged: the participles in 115, in different tenses, do not need coordination 
with 'and'; without which, indeed, the 'following on' (not 'ebb and flow') is more 

clearly expressed. 
Then in 116-17 (much discussed) TrpEIE 116 was rightly taken by Campbell as 

'encompasses' (cf. Hipp. 367 3 TdOVOl rpEckovrES lporov'S), perhaps with a suggestion 
of 'daily bread' (Stinton, LJ-W). The popular a-rpE'E (Dawe, Easterling) does not 
suit the simile, in which there is no idea of turning, nor even of 'wracking' (a sense in 

any case not well supported by parallels). r6 8' ag:?EL then alludes to the contrasting 
glorious aspect of the 7roAvurovla;46 semi-parenthetically, since it is not this positive 
aspect which is countered by daAA . . . Stinton was unhappy about the antithesis thus 
of Trpe'EL and av'EL (and considered emending the latter), but the verbs, though often 
associated, are by no means necessarily nearly synonymous. The force of Trpe`EL is 
clear enough from the context as a whole; likewise the contrasting sense of avieLt, as 

signalled by r6 8'. . . The subject of both verbs is then (as things stand) the whole 

phrase lto'-rov 7ToAvlrovov WUarI p rreAayoS Kprjatov.47 
For the lineation of 120-1 (-130-1) without word-split, cf. on Aj. 227-8/251-2 

(pp. 54-5). 

138-40 KaL aEI rav avaaaav cAlriaLv Acyw 
TcaS alev laUXELV' ETr 
TtS E CLE TEKvola[L] Zjv' a/ovAov eltEV; 140 

The vulgate colometry 3ia I ia ith 11 ba ith has an unwelcome brevis in longo without 

sense-pause at (8?E. No one seems to have contemplated division as above, without the 
breach of synapheia and with the question r ... E. . v; stylishly filling a complete 
verse (3ia^). For ETrel at the end of a syncopated iambic dimeter, cf. Ag. 393. It costs 
little to write rTEKVOLS for -otLa. The wrong colometry may indeed be ancient, giving 
three trimeters. 

205-8 avoAoAvadrTwo 8'Oos ECEarTloL <av> dAaAais 205 
6 tEcAAo0vvlkos, ev Se KOLVOgS dpaEvov 
L7W KAayyd rOyv E?vPapErpav.. . 

avoAoAvfiadr Burges: -are KZg: -ETE cett. 8/4osg Burges (cf. EZL o 7rds otKos): 
8O/LOLs codd. 206 <aOv> (cf. Pho. 335) EEaTroLai<tV> Blaydes, Radermacher 
aAaAaya~s ZgZo, fort. recte 

I follow Stinton (417) in taking 205-6 as dochmiac (88 cr = 88,8 in my notation, 
cf. on Aj. 887-9/933-5 above). Others with the same or metrically equivalent wording 
divide after 8ot6os with a pauseless breach of synapheia. In 206 my awv offers an 
unconsidered further possibility, at once accepting aAaAalt (see also Mastronarde on 

46 For Heracles as rroAvrrovos in contrary senses, cf. Herc. 1190-6 etc. (CQ 38 [1988], 86ff.). 
47 The slight awkwardness of this would disappear if we wrote rO6 iov (anagrammatically) for 

BiOTov or ltoroS rToAvtrovoS (the latter suggested to me by Professor Diggle). 
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Pho. 335) and avoiding the split -atv dA-. But dAaAayati could yet be right (see LJ-W, 
Sophoclea 157).48 

212-17 odare r7dv o/LUoaTropov Alpreyltv 'Oprvylav 
EAa4ago'Aov adcLtTrupoV 

yeIrovsa re NpVLoas' 215 

aetpolaLt ov' aTroraotLat 
:1 'A v ,, ! ! r3v avAov, cT vrpavvE ras cis apevos. 

The vulgate divides as 2ia 11 4da I ch ith. Better, without the breach of synapheia at 

oJLoa7ropov [1, is to regard the sequence as an expansion of iambelegus (to phrase-end 
at alcktrvpov) plus ithyphallic, dividing the former either as above (as - e - 2 D) 
or with an overlap at 'Op-/rvytav (as - e - D f A ).49 

In 216 there is no need for altpolat (Lloyd-Jones), pace Davies, or for monosyllabic 
scansion of dei- (Easterling); still less for adaooat (Dawe, after Reiske's aetaoluat). 
x d x e is unexceptionable in enoplian context, cf. 637/644, Aj. 398/416, ?A. Su. 59/64 
(and conversely x e x d, as Ant. 1142/1151, 0. T 870/880, Alc. 573/583). datp-, cf. Ant. 
418. The false elision -op,' for -oplat in the MSS is unremarkable (cf. n. 11 above), 
whether simply scribal or favoured here as yielding an iambic dimeter. 

517-22 orr<E 3> ' Xv Xepos, &v be tr4covt Tnrdrayos 
Tavpetlov rT avaLLyLa Keparwv, 

iv 8' dtJtIU'7TALKTOt KAtILaKeS, lV 3E tLer?T- 520 

Ircv toAo'evrat 

TrAr'yLara Kat aTOVOS a/Laotv' 

- - - - - - occurs (in a very different context) at Hipp. 740 Kopat Paeovrosg 

OLKTot 3aKpv6ov 750 i'' 3oAftod'cpos auv'et a0ea (tl + ch). But here Trdtwv is surely 
corrupt. We cannot have archery by one party in the middle of a wrestling bout 
(so, rightly, Easterling against Jebb); but it makes even less sense to imagine noise 

generated during the contest by an unused bow and/or quiver. Musgrave's rapaucv 
(accepted by Dawe in his third edition) is not a suitable word (see LSJ), and the cor- 

ruption remains unexplained. My guess would be that rTowv came in as a mistaken 

gloss on orrAowv (sic), which should rather have been interpreted as 'of hooves'. For 
bovine drrAat', cf. h.Merc. 77, Hes. Op. 489, and especially Pi. Py. 4.225-6 doas, ot' 

Ao'dy' a7nTo av6av yvaOwv 7rv'ov KatopJEvoto Trupogs, I| aAKE'aLts 8' 6rAaais 
apdaaeaKov X8ov' cdaIEtlo/evot (of the fearsome male animals tamed by Jason). 
Substitution of 3' oTAdiv for e -ro'cwv will give a barely possible verse -- - - 

- (x d x d) analogous to x d x e and x e x d (cf. on 216 above). I think that we should 
go further and write rOr<e 3>' 8 rv . . giving another anapaestic verse like 504/514 

(there following the same -. ..- -as 522; cf. also the same - - - - - in 

enoplian context at 959/968). 2an (A) associates no less comfortably with the 

48 LJ-W appear to accept in Sophoclea that the metre is dochmiac, despite their adherence (still 
in Second Thoughts, 91) to the vulgate iambic lineation. aAaAay- is probably better than a 
'ghost word' (Mastronarde). As to the split resolution, dochmiac x - i- - is in general rare 
in tragedy (CQ 49 [1999], 418-19), and would be unique here in Sophocles; though cf. the verse 
x - - i - at Pi. 01. 1.9 (etc.: 38, 78, 107). 

49 Stinton (338) does not mention this as an instance of 'period-end without pause', so 
presumably he too analysed without verse-end at 0otoarropov. For the iambelegus running on, cf. 
520ff. below, also Herc. 1067-8 (there - e - D - D; CQ 38 [1988], 96). 
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following - - -- (4da^ = sp D -) here; cf. (in reverse sequence) Eum. 
1040-1/1044-5. Troe '... is otherwise likely for the anaphora following 513ff. ol' 

rod' doAAXeS I tl av ... (cf. GP 165). rTTe should not, of course, be misinterpreted as 
E7TEtTa. 

In 520-2 Headlam's -7TALKTro for -7rAcKroL is probably right, accepted by Dawe. But 
then obeli are merited by the metrical oddity of -7rwv oAoevra (- : - - - - ?) appended 
with overlap to an iambelegus (- e - D).50 Lengthened -a before TrA- is unlikely, and 
brevis in longo (in mid phrase) intolerable. I suggest <oAo'er'> Ao'Evra, with 
rhetorically appropriate emphasis. The overlapping continuation of the iambelegus 
will then be a more normal D D -, like 112-13 rroAAa yap oarT' aKadIavTos i 
voTov 7 peopea TLS. 

640-1 6 KaAAtloas TraX' vcltv 
avA o OVK 'vapaav ... 

tl x i E is enoplian, and a short pendent syllable ( ... Trerpaia 633) is to be 

expected (though not perhaps as mandatory in Sophocles as it would be in Euripides; 
cf. below on O. T 196-7/209-10). The correction V/Ldv here is credited by LJ-W and 
Davies to Itsumi, overlooking that Dawe had rightly attributed it to Triclinius. A 
similar correction of 'iLiv, neglected by LJ-W, appears without attribution in Dawe's 
text at El. 496 in the sequence D . E.51 

826-30 rnl JAt6o avro7Tatll Kat rd8' 6opOcs 

tsr7?oa KaTOVpL'et- 
TrrT yap av o6 Lr) AeVaaUWV 
<X E_t> L OT ErT' E7TL7TOVOV 

~'Xot Oavcov AaTrpeav; 830 

-836-40 SELVorarcotL IeV vSpas VTpoareTaKwoS 

tkauatarLTt, IeAayaxatra rT 

alItLya VLv atLKlte 

tNEaaov [Olt iVrTO o%'vta 8oAXto.6v- 
Oa KEVTp' eTr'teaavTa' 840 

837 ?' Wakefield 838 alK('el codd. 839 O' del. Gleditsch o'vta Heath, 
8oAtoLuv6a Hermann: qot'v- et oAo'- fere codd. 

826/836 is usually (not by Jebb, who follows L; cf. also Stinton, 135-6) divided as 
ar II - - -, with brevis in longo in the strophe. There is no sense-pause after Vapas in 

836, and dod i e - is akin to the verse D - i e - at O. T. 1088.52 
After that we have the favourite short verse x -- - - twice (cf. on 846-7/857-8 

below), unusually with an elided postpositive at verse-end in 837 (or, if we prefer, at the 
beginning of the following verse).53 As to the text, attempts to explain auoatart are at 

50 Apparent- - - - - ... is similarly open to suspicion at Ant. 812 and 860 (CS I, 78-9). 
51 Dain claimed -z1tv there as his own correction, overlooking that he had been anticipated by 

Wunder. 
52 The multivalent - - - quite often behaves like - --- as an enoplian unit, even as tl 

( = x dod) may behave like x D or T(as at 640, O. T. 1096, etc.). 
53 Full close is normal following .... - - -(n. 10 above). The exception here is justified by the 
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best implausibly forced.54 Of numerous -art conjectures by far the best is Blaydes's 
neglected a'ictzuarL 'tincture' (cf. Ar. Ach. 112, Pax 1176, etc.), both technically (/3d./,- 
corrupting to #6a.p-) and for the sense. There is a double point: the robe had been 
dipped in Nessus' blood (efaiCa 580); but the blood was also poisonous because of the 
Hydra's blood in which Heracles' arrows had been dipped (Epat/iev 574). Then r' 
(following pe'v, GP 374-6) is likely to be right here for an 'additive', not simply 
'balancing', point. dtLKLEL (not aLK-), cf. Aj. 403. For the shift to finite construction, cf. 
GP 369,n. 1. 

In 839-40 the usual procedure is to delete Neaaov O' after Erfurdt and Gleditsch 
(sometimes vrro as well, after Dindorf), with pcAayXat'ra in 837 then taken as 
substantival. That is scarcely possible. Longo compares the use of Kvavoxat'Lr7 in 
RI. 20.144 and Od. 9.536; but the 'titular' epithet (in the nominative) there ends a 
verse, preceded by the verb of which 'Poseidon' is already understood as the subject. 
The residue of 839 is then somehow taken as a dochmius in responsion with 829 'tL 

Tor' Er) E7rr'TOVOV, followed as above by 2ia.55 But we cannot simply excise N'aaov 
8' or Neaaov O' VTro (though 0' is indeed unwanted). More probably we need a 

supplement in 829. We can then write 0rjpos V7TO ... in 839 (glossed by the proper 
name, cf. 'paK;Aovs 854, o8vaauvs Phil. 1139) as the appropriate noun with 

,JEAayXalra and with the right metrical value for another iambic sequence, beginning 
- - .... ... like 825/835.56 For the supplement in the strophe <aEAtov> then 
suggests itself (recurring at 835), or else <E'Tt daos>.57 As things stand we have to 
understand something like cbs, with o6 r7) Avaacuv, but no parallel is cited for that. 

846-8 7n rov toAoa are'VELt, 

'r nov adtvv xAwpav 
TeyyeL oaKpucov asXvav 

-857-9 a rore oa&v vvupav 

ayayes arr altetLvcs 
rTdv8 OlIXaAas at X(L't 

'stichic' nature of the repeated cola (cf. the similarly unusual... A.e.Trrv 8' I... or... ATrrov I 
8'... at Sappho 31.9-10). In such cases I do not indent the following verse, even as one does not 
indent following elision at verse-end in non-lyric stichic metres. (Aj. 631-2 is different, at any rate 
if the sequence there is 2io i 2io.) 

54 Easterling rightly rejects Lloyd-Jones's 8ELVOTrpECO (approved by West). Heracles is doomed 
(835), on the one hand (dyev) because the poison has a Hydra origin, andfurther because of its 
enhancement (with mingling, a/tuLya) by Nessus; a sequence of thought spoilt by 'more terrible 
than the Hydra' in the edv-clause. But her defence of qaupLaTL does not convince: there is surely 
real (if indirect) contagion from both Hydra and Centaur, not an 'apparition' to be understood 
'not literally'. 

558 - ith is possible in itself, though such overlap from dochmius into following iambic is 
rare; cf. n. 34 above. 

56 With split resolution at - - - ... as El. 212, Phil. 201 (and in ia sp verses also at 846, 847, 
El. 508, Phil. 836/52); cf. Parker2 252. To retain oitvLa 8oAo'tvOa would give another split 
resolution. o'6VLa 8oAto,tvOa is probably right, with a more normal pattern. 

57 
<ETIL a)do> was suggested to me by Professor Diggle (comparing I. T 232-3 for the triple 

ert). Gleditsch's <Trrvwv> after -7rovov, though technically good, is painfully otiose, and 
A,Evaaov does really need an object (<c(3s > Hartung, <ados> Wunder). 
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The short penult. in 846 is uniquely anomalous. The colon - - - - - occurs (also 
twice) at 827-8/837-8 above, El. 128/145, 160-1/180-1, Phil. 835-6/851-2; repeatedly 
in El. 504-15. For the same in Eur., cf. Ion 149-50, 896 (perhaps consciously 
'Sophoclean'). It is certainly x ...... (Parker2 258). Whether the penult. also is 

anceps is much more doubtful, though accepted by Parker, after Dale, on the strength 
of... TaeVEt here. Everywhere else (given dLK<E> lal at El. 515), including the corres- 

ponding verse here, the colon ends with... ---, and is naturally taken as ia sp; a form 
of iambic dimeter with dochmiac affinities indeed, but still strictly speaking iambic.58 

Suspicion once aroused may well embrace the adjacent oAoa, taken by com- 
mentators as a rather strange adverbial neuter plural (Jebb 'desperately', Easterling 
'despairingly', neither offering a parallel). Blaydes proposed 6Ao' aldaet. But if arEVEL 

came in as a gloss, it is as likely to have come in as clarification of a verbless phrase. 
The structure 7TOV ... ITO rov. .at the beginning of successive cola is consistent 
with epanalepsis like Ba. 534-6 &Tt ... I| 7 ... /eXhAaeL. Ex. gr., something like f rov 
oAods alras (causal gen.) would be stylish. 

882-8 Xo. TLS 0vLOS, 7 T VES VO(OL, 

rdvS' at'lX,utiL eAeoS KaCKO 

evvelAE; 7TrcS etL?aaTro rrpos Oavaw'cot Oavarov 885 
avvaaaa i,ova aTrovOEVTro 

ev rotdaL a(TSapov; 

ETr?ESEs tc5 pLaaiat TadvS' v3pLV; 

886 dvvaaaa] av- codd. 888 taTalaa L, -ala cett.; iLapa Conington 

884-5 is usually taken as 2ia 11 D (or 2ia I D if -ro is lengthened before rTp-; cf. Aj. 885, 
Phil. 1111, O.C. 684). Stinton accepted 'period-end without pause' here. But 
the whole constitutes an enoplian verse - e - D2 (cf. - e - e - D2 at Aj. 176-7/186-7, 

q.v., - e - D2 at Ale. 903-4/926-7, etc.), following a glyconic of the form - - - - - 

(cf. on Aj. 626/637) and followed by a dicolon -- D x i ith like Andr. 124-5/133-4 

(cf. Archil. frs. 168-71 W). The breach of synaphaea at OdvaTrov 11 dvvaaaa (dv-, cf. 

Aj. 628) has more justification, at phrase-end between sequences of some length; 
cf. Ant. 967 aAo6s. 

In 888 both Davies and Easterling accept the inappropriately reproachful, if not 

gratuitously offensive, address C3 tLarala (the context at Med. 152 is quite different), 
and Easterling implausibly deals with the metrical problem (an apparently defective 
iambic trimeter) by making two short verses (2ia^ I cr). The interpretation co d-rata 

(Dawe), with Blaydes's Tardv <rdv> fiptv padding out a trimeter, is indeed not much 
better. LJ-W mention Ag. 1214 lov lOV, Ct co KaKcd, but that is not parenthetic, and 
KaKa is commonly substantival, unlike aTraLa. The exclamation postulated here is 

quite different in tone and context: inserted in the middle of a question (of a common 

58 Irregular responsion ... - r - is attested in the sub-dochmiac 2ia verse - - . i - - 
at E. El. 1149/1157 and Or. 152/171. But of the cola x ..- - and x ..- - here, only the 
latter is a form of iambic dimeter. A tripody surely cannot correspond with a dimeter. The 
associable x - - -- (El. 512) is certainly ia sp (x e sp), cf. Aj. 193, 198, 400/417, 0. T 1097/1109, 
1333/1353, El. 487/503, O.C. 1076/1087. The 'dochmiac affinities' of this ia sp colon are seen 
partly in its association with Ss, partly in the occurrence of correption (cf. n. 18 above) and 
greater tolerance of split resolution. But these affinities cannot include 'optional drag'. It is one 
thing to lengthen a usually short penult., quite another to shorten the first syllable of a spondee. 
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type before an extended narrative), and with udrata (pl.) supposedly referring to the 
same thing as 'this igplS'. Conington saw that co paraLa is likely to conceal a vocative 
Ixaia (to the Nurse, cf. Hipp. 243, 311); an insight surprisingly not mentioned in LJ-W's 
discussion. iTrrEOES, L5 txaa, ardve <rdv> i1ptvp will give a satisfactory syncopated 
trimeter (ia Ik), as likely as 3ia in lyric. But c5 tuaa <iaLa> will obviate the need for the 
prosy <rav>. For the doubled vocative, cf. Ag. 973 (etc.) ZEv Zev, 1490/1514 /aaLAEv 
taaULAi, Phil. 797 CL OavaTre vare, Andr. 504 (etc.) PidTrp ,arep, Ba. 582-4 

SEarTora oarrora... cl Bpo'1iL Bpo'iLe. 

893-5 Xo. <E e"> ETrEKEV ETEKE 

IJxeydaav aveopros ao& vvJmxa 
O8OLOLUL Trolaa 'Eptvv'v. 895 

Easterling has the support of a scholion in preferring d veopros to cve'opros. But 
the definite article is otiose in conjunction with aSe, and LJ-W rightly approve the 
sense 'this bride without a (marriage) ceremony' (cf. avvievata KTA. at Pho. 346ff.). 
With av Tros we can also divide as above, so as to end with ... I T ba 11 2ia^, with an 
effect of double clausula; T ba as 648/656, Alc. 437/447, etc.59 

Before that, eTrKEV ETEKE (Tr; -KEV -KEV codd.) could be an iambic monometer, but 
seems more likely to be a defective dochmius, the context suggesting a need for an 
exclamation of grief at this point.60 For the dochmius ending with resolution before 
change of metre, cf. Hec. 1066-7 (the same ... 8o T...), cited in n. 36 above.6' 

The vulgate divides either after IueydAav or after IeyaAav a, always with a 
metrically unacceptable first verse. Dawe, dividing as Dale, annotates ETEK' ET?KE 

,eLyadav d as 'ia. dim. cat.' (catalectic verses cannot end with a prepositive, and the two 
split resolutions are horrible). Davies, dividing a syllable earlier, annotates - . - - 
(sic) as a dochmius (impossibly, and also inconsistently with his commentary). The 
vulgate TEKC' ETEKE (Schr6der) is culpably treated as the paradosis by LJ-W (a mis- 
representation not remedied by Davies). It is in fact an anadiplosis of most unusual 
form (see above on Aj. 620), and the elision should not be regarded (as by Dale) as a 
routinely 'simple emendation'. 

1004-9 tee, Eare 'X eare xLE 

Svaixopov etvvdaat, 1005 

daTe I,E JvaTavov't 

7ril <7Trd> pLOv aavELS; Wroi KAliVES; 

d7TOAEF ixL a7TroAets 

avaTeTpooaas O Tl Kal tVacnqt' 

-1023-30 c 7Tara, rTOV TOT' et; T7i IE Tai L rdiSL <C3O> 

rrpo'aAafe Kovt'xaasg 1025 
F - LWC oa(p,ov- 

59 T ba and - e ba are related verses, - - -- often behaving as an 'enoplian expansion' of 
- (comm. Or. xx). T, cf. also Ant. 879, 967/978, 1115/1126. T sp, frequent in Eur. (as Andr. 

862, Ion 1482) occurs first at Trac. 646/655. For the 'double clausula', cf. on Aj. 196-200 
60 <e c>, cf. 1004, 1026, etc., below. There are indeed other possibilities on similar lines: e.g. 

<6Ee'> ETEKEV ETEKEV. Or one might insert Wc or kev or ' E or simply ?7 at the end of the verse. 
61 On anadiplosis in dochmiacs, see especially Diggle, Euripidea 376-8. 
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OpOLaKEL O' ava OptaLKEL 8eLAala 
SoO ^ o, 

' ' 
8LAOvSJ r,uiS 
arTOTraros aypta voaos 1030 

The antistrophe appears to be sound, though ,' <cS> for /IE seems a plausible 
improvement in 1024;62 beginning with either 38 l 8 or 38 l ia sp, depending on the 
scansion of S' (alaF) io.63 Secure responsion returns in 1007-9/1028-30, with a shift 
to anapaests (with a transitional verse of eight longs) and a typical 'sub-dochmiac' 
iambic dimeter with symmetrical split resolution (- . :- - _ ).64 

In 1004-6 there is probably compound corruption. Ellendt's evvaaOat seems certainly 
necessary (for -aiaat, v.l. -aaat). A variant vararov for v'altopov is attested by a 
scholion in L. The truth could perhaps be something like this: 

" V,, , / I e , .. It 
E' eare Lt vaTraov, EaLE p co 

va'Ltopov evvcaOaat' 1005 
<E' el 8a,lov, > 

The lacuna usually, after Coxon, indicated after the initial e e is now located later, 
as a verse corresponding with, and very probably identical to, the exclamatory verse C 

. 
tlC) baltov' at 1026 (a responsion thus like Aj. 694/707, Andr. 1175/1188). The 

variant vararov is taken as a survival of truth. svaTavov may have come in either as 
a corruption of that or as a synonym of Sva/zopov (or both). cEae JUe 8varavov 
evvaa(O)at and Eare ILE 8va,uopov evvaa(O)at will then have been transmitted as 
variants. The same corruption of P,' (c to p,e (as in the antistrophe) is postulated at the 
end of the first (28) verse. Edre has the normal trisyllabic scansion, not with 'a- mono- 
syllabic as in some conjectures. 

1010-14/1031-5, 1018-22. At Phil. 839-42 similar hexameters constitute a mesode. 
Here it is the further hexameters (divided between the Old Man and Hyllus) that 
constitute a mesode, with nothing corresponding after the antistrophe.65 As usual in 
tragedy, the hexameters are 'enoplian' (D D -, nearly all with strong caesura) and 
with Doric vocalization.66 

In 1010-11 ... rTOev aTr', (L I 7TTrVdcv 'EXAAvcov a&8LK'Trarot avepes, otf 8r) I... 
the text is suspect, since the point should not be that the persons addressed are 'the 
most unjust of all the Greeks', but rather (much more pointedly) that 'you Greeks are 

62 Neither brevis in longo nor lengthened p/ before rrp- seems as likely. w frequently precedes or 
follows an imperative (Ag. 22, Here. 792 [Verrall], Ale. 234, Tro. 335, Cho. 942, etc.); at E. El. 
112-13/127-8 avvrELtv'... W I 'Ezfa ... it both follows and precedes. In general co very often ends 
a verse, and a similar emendation seems likely at Hipp. 1372 ETEOere /LE r&aav' S- (codd. 
raAava). 

63 For - - -... in dochmiac context, cf. on LW L'.. . in CS I, n. 96 (also n. 18 above). 
64 Verses of the pattern --- - - - - can be 'sub-dochmiac' (indeed admitting the 

annotation 8.8); cf. El. 203/223, Phil. 829/845. For the sub-dochmiac iambic dimeter, cf. CQ 49 
(1999), 420. I observe en passant that ... dTarortaros daypla voaos II is like Hipp. 883 ... 
8vaEK7Teparov oAoov KaKov II (CQ ibid.). 

65 A precedent (if Trac. precedes) for the questioned structure of Held. 73-117 (defended in 
CQ 41 [1991], 525-9). 

66 1011 'EAAdvcov (s.v.l.), 1013 LACEKolav, 1019 E!av pao1av, 1021 AaO87rovov 8' o6vtvav, 1035 
E/idS, 1037 ada tdrAqp and rav. 3ovdamov is likely in 1014 (cf. ovaatv Hipp. 756; CS I, 73), and 
TrvS' should be written at Phil. 840. 
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the most unjust of all men'. It is his fellow countrymen in a broad sense that Heracles 
has benefited by his labours. LJ-W accept Koechly's 'EAAavEg 7ravvrwv. I should prefer 
'r6v?rwv '"EAAav 

" 
<y'> with no change of word-order and an appropriate additional 

emphasis. 

OEDIPUS TYRANNUS 67 

151-8 Q Jto (g aVEI7TE9q Oa'PrL, tgS IToTE TaiS 7TOAvXpv'roU 
HvOcivos &yAadg Efasg 

&9/3asr; E'KI-E-apat qoflEpal vbpE'va 8EL'aTLa t wa'AAwv, 
IWE, 1a'ALE Hat6'v, 

&abt' aot a0k/EEVOSg rtL pot - vEov 155 
I) fIEpLTEAAopE`vaLtg 

Jopats IT&\LV E CLVVUELt 

XpEog, ELITE 11Ot, co xpvcreas, 
TEKYQY 'EAwt(&So, 'A//po-rE (PI7ta 

-159-67 -Tp6Ta aE KEKA0ptEVOSV, Ovya-rEp Z4so Jflkpor' ,XaOva, 

yaLtoXov Tr a~EA#EaV 160 

AprTEkLtV, a' KUKAOEvT' d&yopiisg GPO'VOV EvKAEa OaaaUEL, 
KaL (oEov E'Ka3OAoV, tb 'ott 

rptaao ~ vAE-4LOPO/ 7TPOcbv'17TE pUoL, 
EL VOTE Kat ITpo-rEpas- 
a Lag V7TEp (pyvv/lvaSg 165 

'TOAEL q,Vl'uaga' EI(To7Tlav 

kAO'ya 7T-7LatkaroS, WEOE KaL\ vvV. 

151 rcSv- pier. (- L) 154 Ilata'v (dubitanter) L-JIW: -a6v codd. 158 bIjtLa P: 
cabc4,a cett. 159 KEKAO/.LVQ(L) DA'+ 162 h0% semel Heath; fort. L cL 165 
vwTEpopvv/LEvas Musgrave 166 ivtvaar'I 7'v- codd. 

The chorus begin with 6daA (II) 2ia (II) 6daA (II) paroem, or in enoplian notation D -- 

D - (II) - E (II) D : -- D - (II) -D -; the verses all self-contained but with no visible 
breach of synaphea.68 The hexameters also, as usual, have diaeresis after the fourth 

dactyl, giving the pattern D : - -- - - : DA (d _).69 The rest of the stanza is a long 
dactylic run, with strikingly symmetrical word-divisions, usually lineated as 4da I 6da I 
6daA. But with that lineation the 6da verse - - - - - - - - : - - - - - :- - is 

67 There are references in CS I to 0. T 159-66 (n. 61), 171-2/183-4 (70), 465-6/475-6 (n. 14), 
469 (69), 483 (n. 46), 490/504 (n. 38), 870/880 (88), 883/897 (n. 86), 1096-7/1108 9 (n. 51), 1186 
(n. 61), 1197 (n. 8). 

68 For this hexameter-form (anciently termed 'enoplian'), cf. Ag. 104, Hipp. 1102, Andr. 103, 
etc. The alternation of double- and single-short cola has a heritage stemming from the epodes of 
Archilochus (frs. 168-71, 182-7 West, etc.). Cf. Andr. 117ff. as a more extended development 
(probably later in time), discussed in Mnemosyne 54 (2001), 724-30. The opening hexameter here 
can be viewed as a catalectic correlate of the opening sequence D :- - - - - : D at Aj. 172-3/182-3 
(cf. 0. C. 228-9, 241 2, Tro. 825-6/845-6, Pho. 351 2, 1555-6, Phaethon 84-5/92-3). 

69 d - and 2da^ are alternative notations of the colarion - - - -- - (adoneus, ad), which may also 
behave as the catalectic correlate of - - - - -- (D). Opinions may differ as to whether - - at the 
end of a hexameter stands to - - - in a 'catalectic' relationship; but notations (as West) such as 
4da. for - ( n - - - - - (not for - ---- - , which is 02) are convenient. 
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oddly amorphous. Colometry Kar' EvO7TALov is preferable here,70 with indentations 
as above.7' The sequence D - - - - - D is already at once 4da D and D A; and 

the whole period, as an expansion of the basic ('enoplian') hexameter D D -, is at 
once 16daA and DI I D - (paroem).72 

I write OCaTL (personified) in 151 in line with q 'Iiua 158 (cf. A]. 173, El. 1066); for the 
rectifications Hatw' in 154 and qviaaTr'in 166, cf. West, ATxlix and xxx. In 162 L'W' 
needs correction, but there is no compelling reason to look further than Heath's single 
Ed, with long iota;73 we might, however, perhaps consider writing (L Ji?" 

168-78 c TITOfL, davaipLt0a yap SEOpw 
7fla-ra- voEL^ Sp' /-to&po'7asg 

uro'Aos, ot'' EtV Opov-rtSog E'yxoS 170 

(LL TLS haE'7eraLv OYTE yap E'Kyova 

KAVTaS9 XOvO,Sc av'1ETaL O?YTE TOKOLU9LV 

L7/lWV Ka/JCL-TWV aVEXovUL yvvatKES' 
a'AAov S' aiv alAAowL 7poaUtSoLs JL7TEp EV7TrEpOV opVLV 175 
KpELEUOV a/ia qLaKETOV 7TVpOS OPIUEVOV 

aKTav 7TPOS EUTVEPOJ OIEo0r 

-179-89 (A)v 7To'Atg dvaPLBOLO os3AAVTrat, 
v'qAE'a SE yE`vEOAa 7rposs -TE'co 180 

OavaTaco'pa KELTaL davoIKTWS' 

Ev S' aAOXOL 1ToAtal T' E27T% paTEpEs 

axav 7rapa/3a4uov a'AAoOev a'AAaL 
Avypi;v 7TO'VoV LKETT)PES ETTLUTEVaLXOvatV 

- 185 

7TaLWv E AaLp7Eml UTOVoEUUa TIE YjPVS o.tavAog- 

70 it seems not unlikely that the alternatives KaTrd' &aKTvAov and KaT' V'ThrAtov in Ar. Nub. 
650-i, defining WpOo of which the pupil is expected to have an understanding, in effect refer to 
alternative modes of what we should call colometric analysis. Many passages can be analysed in 
alternative ways, and simple counting of metra may well not be uniquely correct. Counting of 
metra is of course impossible in 'dactylo-epitritic'. For the colon =. D (as part of a longer 
dactylic/enoplian sequence), cf. on Trac. 214 JAaqSaf36Aov J4ob&fvpov (above, p. 66). 

71 Dawe similarly lineates 154-8/163-7 with indentations, but preserves purely dactylic cola: 
4da 4da (with a contraction) 2da 4da : ... There is no unique virtue in that. 

72 D1 as a further extension of the sequence D, D2, D3, etc. Held. 615-18/626-9 (if earlier) may 
be viewed as a step towards this, with D6 (4da + D) : __ D - as an expansion of the opening 
enoplian hexameter (D : -_ D -) in 608/619. The ambivalence is such that the symmetrical 
pyrrhic words Xp4ocI7rf'AEL and 4E'Kvovh0Ao'ya between - D and D - are at once double-short 
(dactylic) and anceps-biceps (enoplian; cf. n. 70 above). 

73 So S. Stelluto, RIEC 120 (1992), 400 (who also defends V7TEp, against VTTEp-, in 165). For 
wrongly doubled tw, cf. 1186, Aj. 891, Ant. 869, Trac. 1026 (the opposite fault at Trac. 1031, 
E. Su. 804, Tro. 1327, Ion 912, 150). LJ-W2 now allow that I; with long iota is 'not impossible' 
(cf. CS I, n. 61). The anacoluthon KEKAOC1EVOg ... aTPOkaV-7rE ILOL has been much discussed, and 
LJ-W commend without adopting Blaydes's conjectures KEKAopaL (L and atrca for /cW L'd. The 
first would be more appealing if we had reason for regarding the variant KEKAOpE'V(L) as a 
reading older than KEKAo/LEVO9; but that is evidently not the case. As to the second, 'I ask' is surely 
feeble in a context calling for an impassioned appeal. The anacoluthon is of a kind familiar 
enough in general, including epic poetry, if not elsewhere in tragic lyric; cf. KG 2.105-7. To the 
parallels cited by Jebb add Ri. 5.135, 6.510 and Barrett on Hipp. 23. It is arguably made less'harsh' 
by exclamation at the syntactical shift; perhaps also by the echo of allo'evos ... ElItE /-OL in the 
strophe. 

7 Corruption of CLO/G to /J is very common (CS I, n. 95). For allocutory/exclamatory (L with 
imperative (with or without a vocative as well), cf. n. 62 above. 
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Tr)v wTEP, cU XpvaU a Ovyarep Jo's, 
EvU7T a 7TreJov adKadv 

183 dXav 7rapafCotLov Nauck: aKrav 7rapa /- codd. 182 cTri CFNPA+: E'rT LaC, 
e7rL pier. 184 KEjT- peS 0: IKT- cett. 185 7ratcuv 7 et LaCKt: raiav cett. ydpvs 
Bothe 187 Tc]V 7 (Kennedy): Sv codd. 

The second strophic pair again mixes single- and double-short cola, with some 
new developments. Period-ends are certain after the third, fifth, sixth, and seventh 
verses.75 168-70/179-81 is 2ia 1 2ia I paroem, or in enoplian notation - --E --E I _ D - 

(cf. - E in 152/160). Then in 171-2/182-3 we have 4da (again) followed by D2 - 
(reflecting D - in 154/62, also the paroemiac in 170/181). The sequence 4da (open- 
ended) I x -... was to become a Sophoclean mannerism (recurring at once in 
177-8/188-9).76 Then in 173-5/184-6 the hybrid compounds ia i paroem and pe 
paroem (= ia + 4da^) are obviously related (the latter with precedents at Pers. 
970-1/988-9, Ag. 108-9/126-7, 116/134); both recur in Hipp. 1102-10/1111-19 (nearly 
contemporary?). The concluding 4da i 2ia^ is the first of many instances of this, or a 
closely related, combination in Sophocles.77 

In 174 Dobree's aAAit is widely accepted, but 'one after another' is the sense 
required.78 In this sentence (unlike Th. 2.4, cited by Dawe) there is no place for variety 
of mode or destination, the image being of a constant progression like a migratory 
flight. At 183 dAAo0Ov &AAdt, by contrast, both mode and location are relevant. We 
should not wish to anticipate that aAAat here; nor is it easy to see why aAAd(t) should 
have been corrupted here but not in 183. 

In 183 several considerations favour Nauck's aadv for KTrav. (i) The main emphasis 
should be on loud lamentation; by suppliants at altars, indeed, but presumably at 
various altars (dAAoOev aAAal). daK-rv rapd fatiutov puts too much stress on 'altar' 
(at the expense of 'lament'), and apparently on a particular altar. The reference can 
scarcely be to an altar in front of the palace, with the aAoXot and /Lae'pes actually 
visible to the spectators. (ii) The genitive Avypciv vrTwv has a better construction as 
governed by dXav ... E TtLaTEVaXovatv (at once objective and causal, cf. Phil. 751-2, 
Andr. 1037) than as governed only by E'TrTrLevaXovatv (a verb in itself apt to govern a 

dative, as at Ag. 790) or by LK(E)Tpe?S (as Jebb takes it). (iii) rrapafi3utov is in itself a 

plausible compound (cf. i7rtlo/A3tos). (iv) The recent aKTdv at 178 is not in favour of 
a recurrence here in a quite different sense; but it may do something to explain the 
error. 

More trivial differences from the OCTare: 168 3 TrTOtrot, cf. on Trac. 852 above; 182 

crt (with Jebb);79 184 LKer77pes (with Dawe);80 ydpvs Bothe (added in the apparatus).81 

75 Cf. Dale (Collected Papers, 207) who similarly indents the third, fifth, and last verses. 
76 Here unlike nearly all the later exx., as not iambic following the dactyls; cf. next n. 
77 As El. 125-6/141-2, etc. Cf. Dale (ibid.) and West, GM 129-30. Not Ant. 340-1/351-2, 

which is 4da i sp ith (CS I, 69). - -- followed by x -... other than iambic occurs elsewhere 
only in Phil. (677-8/692-3, etc.). 

78 So Jebb; for the construction (sc. 47rL), cf. KG 1.444 Anm.4 (but the adjacent rrpoa- here is 
scarcely relevant, since 7rp's cannot stand for srl in such expressions). 

79 Not ~mt (Pearson, Dawe, LJ-W, without comment). rtL = Trre(TL makes no sense. Only 
Dawe, and only in his collations (Studies 2), reports the reading cErt (sic). 

80 Exact responsion is obviously likely here. 
81 Cf. Bjorck, Das Alpha impurum 173-4 y7jpvs -vw -vpua is naturally the (epic, Attic) spelling 
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190-202 Ap7 TIE Tov iLaAEpov, os 190 
vvv aXaAKOs da'rrlCOwv 

AE?'YEl l?E 7TEplO7TOs dlvdTLa4COV, 

TraA(cauvrov Spa/lr/t a vwolaat LrrTrapas 
aTrovpov, ELT ES PIeyav 

OdaAauov AtIlLTrplTas 195 
ELT Es rTo a7ro evov OplCOWV 

Opi LKlOV KAVa&wva' 
tTEAcEL yap EL rTL viv 047L 

TOVT ErT' jJLTap EPXETaL't 
Tov, C) rav 7TVpc6p0cWV 200 

aaTpa7Tav Kpar'1 VEJ,LWOv, 

ZE 7T raTep, Vr7TO col l6iaov KepavvcoL. 

Av1KEL' ava, Tad e ad Xpv- 
aoarTpdtwov aSrr' dycKvav 204 

3eAea OeAoLqu' av aaLdaTr' evSareLaOa 

apwya rrpoaraOevTa, Tas TE UrvpfopovU 
ApTE'(LaOS aiyAasr, 6'Vv alS 

AV'KL oppEa TlaLaaeL 
TroV XPao,irTpav Te KLKA-7jUKW 

TaUA' E7rIvvf/ov ydas 210 

olV)7Tra BaKXOV, EVJLV 

pSacuc~Wv '/LOUTOAOV, puatvaClV oHJoaroaov, 
7TEAaaO7rvaL XE'YOVT' 

tdyAac7Tl - - - 

7reVKat 'rT Tv a7Tro 'n LOV v OEOis Oeov. 215 

190 Aprq Elmsley: -ea codd. 192 Treplo'aTros Elmsley 194 aTrovpov PVPCAC+ 
(-7Top- FG): Er- pier. 196 JptLwv Doederlein: -ov codd. 198-9 TEAos H. Miiller 
ad.ap Dindorf 200 Tov T5 rav Hermann: Trv L GR: Tov 3 cett. et I7 
204dy yKvAv Elmsley: -wv vel -c,v codd. 205 fort. /eAr, 208 fort. o;pr 
211 EVl'V (EVtiwv FaC) M. Schmidt: EVLOV codd. 212 oto'CaroAov LSPaXs: t0ovd- 
pler. 214 ayAa7rTL <avtzCaXov> G. Wolff, dyAac,ra (Hartung) <&atai> Arndt, 
<vvKTEpcoL> J. H. H. Schmidt 

Mostly straightforward lyric iambics (ia cr I lk I 3ia^ 11 3ia I ia cr I ith II... 112ia I Ik I ia 
cr I Ik I 3ia^ ), but with an enoplian dicolon - D - I ith at 196-7/209-10.82 The split 
resolution in the last verse is remarkable (more so, across a comma, in the strophe).83 

In 190-7 the chorus pray (in the first instance to Athena, previously associated with 
Apollo and Artemis) for the banishment from Thebes of the unmartial 'Ares' 

in trimeters and non-lyric anapaests: A. Su. 460, Eum. 569, P V 78 (v.l. yapvETra); E. Hipp. 213, 
1074, El. 754, 1327, Tro. 441, Pho. 960, Ba. 178, Rh. 294, 609, frs. 627. Doric yapv- is likely in 
lyric, as transmitted at Ichn. 250 (teste Page; contra Lloyd-Jones, also Diggle). But the MSS offer 
only yip- here, and likewise at Alc. 969, Rh. 549, E. fr. 369.6 (= Erechtheus 3.6D). 

82 An Archilochian dicolon' (cf. Archil. frs. 168-71 West), untypical (for tragedy) in its long 
ancipites; contrast Sept. 756-7/764-5, Med. 990-1/996-7, I. T 403-4/417-18 (all - D . i ith). 

83 Most split resolutions in lyric iambics are 'sub-dochmiac', as in Trac. 1009/1030 (p. 71 
above). But cf. Trac. 657-8 Trptv Trdv& 7rpos 7rrdOAv avvaeLE vaLatcrtv caTrav (Parker2 245). 



currently afflicting the land. The stanza climaxes with a remarkable appeal to Zeus to 
destroy the abominated god with his thunderbolt. In between, 198-9 is unintelligible 
as transmitted, though the metre is well preserved. LJ-W accept Hermann's -reAEv, 
mentioning also Kayser's reA,e and the latter's punctuation after yap. These do 
not satisfy, and most will subscribe to their further comment 'forsitan lateat gravior 
corruptela'. I propose two small changes:84 re~A * for rEAEL,85 and roV' for roVr'. The 
sense is then that, whereas other gods have either diurnal or nocturnal reA-y, at once 
'rites' (cf. Ba. 485 rad ' tepd VVKTWoPp J IeO) IjEpav reAELS; LSJ reAos 6) and 

'spheres of action' (TreAos 3), the rTeAr of this abominated god, by implication 
funerary, are, with little remission, both diurnal and nocturnal. ToV8' in 199 also 
gives a clearer antecedent to the following TOv ... The redAr at once 'proceed' and, as 
deaths, 'come'.86 

In 190 the form Apea is generally accepted without comment. But this accusative is 
always Aprq elsewhere in tragedy (including lyric), except as corrupted to Apr*v.87 It is 
hard to see why Sophocles should have favoured an abnormal spelling and/or 
scansion here in responsion with 203 AVKEL' avaf ... It might be argued that it is no 
easier to account for corruption of normal Aprq to abnormal Apea. But the near 
equivalence (see further below) of -71 and -Ea in words like erlAq/lE'Ea could have 
made copyists careless in the spelling of apparently analogous terminations (perhaps 
also influenced by accusatives like f1aatAEa). 

In 192 7reptg6*roTS is 'such that there is flo' around' (cf. Barrett on Hipp. 677-9); 
debate as between 'active' and 'passive' is sterile. o807 as 'war-cry' is an attribute of 
Ares as war-god; and likewise, but as arovos (as elaborated in 182-7 above), an 
attribute of this aXaAcKos Ares. There is no need for Dindorf's -rov or Dawe's -ool-. 

A\E'yet (of Ares), cf. Pho. 251; here the 'fire' metaphor follows on the heels of 186 
7Taov ... A aiTreL. dvrdoJaW v 'confronting (me)'. Not davTWLc (Hermann), neces- 
sarily with the sense 'and I entreat Ares .. .' (rather than further prayer to the 0Eol 

dXaAEtKaKol addressed in 159-67). The chorus cannot, in the same stanza, address one 
prayer to Ares ('please go away') and another to Zeus to 'destroy' Ares; moreover 
dvrta4dw (lit. 'confront', only by extension 'entreat') is not used of entreaties to gods. 

In 194 Dawe rightly prefers arrovpov, which gives rdrtpas a much clearer construc- 
tion. The variant e'Trovpov will have been prompted by the following e'' es ... 

In 205 scan /3eA a, if sound; and similarly op a 208. But the truth could well be -7r in 
both places.88 

84 But I also accept Erfurdt's atap (with Pearson; contra, Bj6rck, 175), cf. CS I, n. 59. 
85 rAr, rather than -reAa, for the scansion x - - - - (-211); cf. n. 88 below. 
86 Cf. LSJ EpXo,at V. On -rEAo in tragedy, see F M. J. Waanders in Misc. Trag. Kamerbeek 

(Amsterdam, 1976), 475-82. 
87 Schwyzer (1.576) does not even mention Apea as a possible form of the accusative. 
88 Attic poets used both -7r (commonly) and non-Attic -ea in the plural of neuter nouns in -os, 

presumably, as Elmsley opined, with a consistent difference of scansion. It is hard to believe that 
they indifferently used -r7 and -ea in lyric in the same words with the same scansion. Transmitted 
-Ea is usually - a without ambiguity; invariably so, following a long syllable (e.g. aAyrq/aAAy a, 
7Tdv07/7TIv0 a, TEtXr1/rdEX a). The same is usually apparent also in nouns with short penult. as 
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In 211 evtwov (sic) in F, corrected to -ov, may well be a mere slip (Dawe). But EVtwv 
(LatvavSwv o6too'oAov is nonetheless likely to be the truth (eVLWV easily corruptible to 
-ov following faKXov); cf. Pho. 656-7 rrapO0votLt Or1q3aLtaLat Kat yvvat6tv EVLOLS. 

477-9 aotrdt yap vTr' aoyplav 
vAav ava r' avrpa Kal 

7Terpas tcs a rapot ,.. . 

478 rerpas] -atS FG+, -alos ?LaCKRV c5s] o ?Lac -rappos] Kavpo's (potius 
Kavpos cf. EM 493, 54) Bergk ex Photio KavpoS- 0 KaKOS, V0TCrw Z00oKArs (fr. 
1059 Radt) 

Dawe's uncertainty is more persuasive than LJ-W's confident acceptance of 

7rerpatos o -rapos. (i) dvrpa KaL 7rerpas makes a natural pair (hendiadys); Kat 
7rerpaLos, by contrast, makes an odd third after vrr' aypiav vAav avad r' avrpa (what 
are avrpa if not rocky?). (ii) '. . the bull', taken as 'like a bull', is an inept 
comparison at the end of this explanatory sentence, even if raOpos av' 6AXav was a 
proverbial phrase for a wanderer (text and interpretation of Theocr. 14.43 are in fact 
uncertain). The chance that Bergk was right gives a further ground for preferring obeli. 
If Photius read Kavpos (Kalpos) here, o KaK s makes sense, but not the only possible 
sense; e.g. 'the polluted/accursed person' or 'the quarry' might have been a more 
accurate gloss. We might then consider writing o <yE> KaOpos. 

483-4 Setvd a L vowV Setva rapdaa( eL 
aCUoOS olwvo0E7as ... 

483 pUE vov Nauck: p,v oUv codd. 

A choriambic tetrameter, but also - 2io i 2io^ (the same sequence is repeated, 
followed by a clear shift to ionics beginning - - ...).89 

Argument for and against Bergk's L?e vvv has strangely neglected Nauck. It is the 
chorus's 'thinking' that is disturbed; ELE gives a peg for the following participles; and for 
the construction, cf. KG 1.289-90, Diggle, Euripidea 365, n. 4, etc. 

651-7 Ol. rT gT O 0EAtL 8SrT ELKa'OO; 

Xo. rTV OV7IE 7TTpV 
vr7TTOV VVV 7 Er V Op- 
KCWL t /yav KacraLteaaL. 

Ot. oaO' ovv a XpryiLEts; 655 
Xo. o`(a. 

ax7R/aXE6a. There are scarcely any places in the whole of tragedy where the tradition offers -ea and 
disyllabic scansion is either impossible or very unlikely (as at Hel. 1119), and only a few, though 
there is a clutch of them here, where such scansion is possible but contrary to exact responsion. 
The case for -- is enhanced by the nearby Kpa7dr (201). Cf. E. El. 1228 ,LE'ea and 1231 bacpea, 
with adp-r nearby (1221). That -ea spellings may be erroneous is further suggested by the 
abnormal Apea in 190 above. 

89 lono-choriambic (for the colon - -- --, cf. Pers. 633-5/640-2), etc.; cf. CS I, n. 15. 
Ionics follow in 487ff. Lines 483-4/498-9 and 485-6/500-1 are thus better not overlapped as 2ch f 
2ch, given the availability of indentation to show continuity. 
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Ot. qpadE 87. Tr ,lS; 
Xo. Tov evayr ftAXov r ror' ev a'r'at 

aov adavi tAo'ywt dLtLOv EKBaAeivt. 

657 Aodyco] Aoyov L, -wv K+ aAeEv Tr et Suda 

Two exchanges (651-4, 655-7), both beginning with a divided trimeter. The first 
divided trimeter is followed by two dimeters (or 3cr : ia); the second (differently 
divided) by four dochmiacs. The corresponding dialogue in the antistrophe (678-96) is 
between Io. and Xo. Only the latter sings in these stanzas, in line with the rule that 
unsymmetrical assignation (to different personae) normally occurs only in the spoken 
verses of strophic amoibaia.90 The utterance of Ot./Io. in 651/680 is usually shown as a 
dimeter (suggesting song, despite Jocasta's Attic vocalization ytaOovad y' 7rtLS 
rvXq)). In what is properly taken as the first part of a divided trimeter, the cut ...- 
-- - is unremarkable, since it falls at the penthemimeral caesura. The same metrical 
trick is repeated at 1336-7/1356-7. For the apparently similar, but certainly sung, verse 
- e - i e at 890/904, cf. on Aj. 948 above. I indent v-rJTLOV ..., since the corresponding 
divided trimeter at 680 ends with word-overlap. 

The corruption in 657 has been variously treated, but no one seems to have proposed 
the simple transposition av v &davvE /3aAEvv a-rpov Aodyw. Ao'dyw will have moved 
next to dcavei. The false EK/aAE?v (iaAelv is clearly right with ev alriat) perhaps 
entered from the margin. 

873-4 v1ptv VUTEVTEL Tvpavvls' v6pLs, E, 
rToAAXv VrEp7rAT7aOrl t aTav ... 

873 FpLv ... Tvpavvis Blaydes: OpLs ... rtvpavvov codd. 

Dawe's note, citing convincing parallels, remains persuasive against the latest 
defence of the paradosis by F E. Romer in Eranos 98 (2000), 9-24 (which surprisingly 
fails even to mention Fraenkel's proposal Vtpls qVrEV6EL Trpavvov ;iptv' el..., 

despite its commendation by LJ-W and inclusion in their apparatus). We surely need 
JgplS as the thing initially 'begotten', which then with a progression becomes the 
subject of the calamitous 'rise and fall'. (Against Fraenkel, the pattern v- Tvr- tvp-' 
;VplS, Etl... is supported by the similar asyndetic pattern ... OEov alrovpat l Eov ov 

Arjo ... at the end of the stanza.) 

1197-9 oaTLS KaO' VTrep3oAav 
rotevaas EKparr)cras' tTroit 

Travr Evoap lagovos oXfAov,... 

1197 is suspect not only for the long penult. (short in the corresponding place, and 
in itself a rarity in Sophocles),91 but even more so for the word-end after long penult.92 
Reisig's ov for rov, accepted by LJ-W, gives quite the wrong sense, as several reviewers 

90 Cf. Aj. 364-93, Ant. 1312-16/1334-8, El. 1398ff./1422ff. (the rule applicable also to Aesch. 
and Eur.); O.C. 510ff./521ff. is a rare exception. 

91 Cf. CS I, 66 with n. 8. 92 Cf Parker' 12. 
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have pointed out. es I Tarvr' (olim Hermann, Blaydes) is better (es dropping out after 

-as), cf. Trac. 489 Ect aravO' 7jaawv, Pho. 1642 Lc aTravra 8varvXuyS, P V 736 s' ra 
Iravra, etc. But, given E(t)s, it costs nothing to write Els, adding further emphasis to the 

'superlative' statement; cf. Aj. 636 (Lloyd-Jones, for (K), Sept. 6, etc. (LSJ EtS Ib). 

1201-3 Ce o0 Kat tPaatAevs KaA7t 
Eost KatL T Le'eytaT erT'- 

adrqs . . . 

The hiatus in the middle of a phrase at the end of the first glyconic of a run is 
incredible. The choice lies between changing KaA/t to KAVELs (Heimsoeth, Dawe) and 

Elmsley's gaaLAEvs JLoS I KaXAit. Not KaAlt <r'> 4LSs (Blaydes), with the re both 
otiose and questionably late. KaAXL fSaaLAevs I \/uos would give wil in responsion with 

gl: not impossible, but doubtful before late Sophocles (cf. on Aj. 1190). 

1307-11 aitat atat, 8vaTavos Eyco, 
7TOl yds (fe'potLaL rTAdtwv; rat LOt 

40oyyd ta7rcrdwraaL 4opaSav; 1310 

tt'c Oat,aLov, O Lv' verAov. 

Jebb took the whole of 1307-11 as 'anapaests' (p. xciii); likewise (presumably) Dawe 
and Pohlsander, who exclude these verses from their analyses of the lyrics. 1307-10 are 
indeed anapaests, but lyric (with Doric vocalization); 1311, however, resists recognition 
as a paroemiac (2ia^).93 The paroemiac never ends with ... - - - (a cadence proper 
rather to non-catalectic anapaests); and its fourth position is virtually never resolved, 
except (very rarely) in the pattern - - - - (as I.1T 215 bapadOwov AvXA8os 
r7TEPaaav).94 As an anapaestic verse, 1311 is further anomalous as having a split 

resolution other than in the second position of the first metron.95 It follows that the 
cadence... :i aifov, fv' E'1Aov should be recognized as dochmiac (with iambo- 
dochmiacs following in 1313-20/1321-8). For such a dochmiac clausula to non- 
catalectic lyric anapaests, cf. S. El. 225, 244, E. Hec. 180 (as Hermann), 182, etc. It may 
suffice then to take the lC as extra-metric. Or the truth could be t"C <lo>;96 or even Id 
<ltL) aitLov> 8ait,ov, tv' CriAov as two dochmiacs.97 

1329-31 A7rTOdAWv rdT ' 'v, ATroAAcoW , /tAoL, 
0 KaKa KaKa reAcov tlud ra' Esp rd0 rO- 1330 
erataLe . . 

93 Jebb thought it necessary only to comment on a paroemiac ending with three long syllables 
(in itself unremarkable in lyric anapaests). 

94 Cf. West, GM 53-4, 121, 198. For...- - - II cf. also I.A. 123, but that yields to a 
plausible transposition (Herwerden, cf. Diggle, Studies 45). 

95 Diggle (Euripidea, 117, n. 81) seems to imply that split resolution does not occur at all in 
anapaests. Initial - : - - ... does indeed occur, e.g. Tro. 159 5 TE'KV', AxaLtwv . .., Ion 921 Ev0a 
Aoxevtlara . . . Lyric anapaests did not fall within the purview of Parker's article on split 
resolution in CQ 18 (1968). 

96 Giving either ia 8 or 8A8, cf. on Ant. 1267-8/1290-1 in CS I, 87. Similar doubling of Id) is 
widely accepted at Trac. 1031 (Bergk), E. Su. 804 (Triclinius), Ion 912 (Paley), 1502 (Hermann), 
Tro. 1327 (Kirchhoff). 

97 Cf. P V. 694 tl) lo tLotpa totpa (lect. incert.). 
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-1349-51 5'AoLO' 0'a-rtg ijV i;. [airl a&ypt'asg was 
vot&sa E7nToStasg ACrE' Et' aTo TE /ovoU 1350 

EPVTO . . 

1329 Ji OItAot pier. (-L+) 1330 KaKa' semel L+ E4tLa 7Ta4] raS' L+ iTaO-q 
Elmsley: -,a codd. 1349 a'- (sir7' 0) del. Tr 1350 votdr Hartung: votka'os, 
codd. (quocum E'7TLr o'as Miiller) Ai3ae' p'Bothe: AvaE' t'vel EAvuEV fere codd. 
(EfAaflE pL' LacV, ,c'Tr) 1351 /"ppvVo pler. 

In 1330 we should write wrdW- (with Elmsley), as at 0. C. 1078 (likewise verse-end), cf. 
aX-q Pers. 573, 581, Sept. 78, etc.; iraO d here (cf. n. 88 above) would be an impossible 
resolution at period-end before hiatus. (LJ-W2 appear to commend an extraordinary 
scansion of tcda Ta'S' E4tdl 7TEaOEa as - - -[- -' - - ^ ['kaibelianus'] with two split 
resolutions and brevis in longo, rather than a normal dochmius - _: - -- - ; it is 

scarcely an advantage that correspondence with this is given by the minority reading 
~Aaf3 tk'in 1350.) 

In 1350 other possibilities include Aa'gE tL' or AagVIEvMAafl' with tk' transposed to 
follow O'g, but Dawe rightly accepts Bothe's simple AOue' ' '(and attributes pt' EAag'to 
Linwood, not Kamerbeek). LJ-W should not have accepted Kennedy's otiose <tt'> 
following ar o' TE q%'vov, giving elision at verse-end in responsion with clear 
period-end (hiatus with syntactical pause). The hiatus without sense-pause in ant. is 
unremarkable at change of metre. 

1339/1359 ET' Eu' aKOvELV ')0oVcLL, OItAOL - fpOTOEtS E EKAIO)v W'V Eckv airo 

- - - - - - - - becomes a normal syncopated trimeter (ia A2ia) with Heimsoeth's 

plausible supplements <ai'v> 'Sovat and EKA1)67qv <a'v>; but precedents in Pi. 01. 
13.3/11 etc. and Py. 8.7/14 etc. may be added to the parallels cited by Stinton (15), after 
Wilamowitz and Dale.98 

Highgate, London C. W. WILLINK 

willink@classicfm.net 

98 Stinton, 15 16; cf. also Parker' 15, and my discussion of Held. 81/102, 90 in CQ 41 (1991), 
526-7. 
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