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I. INTRODUCTION 

PREVIOUS STUDIES of enjambment in Homeric verse have posed a variety 
of questions, such as: What are the types of Homeric enjambment? Do 
the differences between Homer's practice and that of later poets help to 
demonstrate that the Homeric epics were oral compositions? What is the 
relationship between enjambment and sentence structure? And recently the 
methods of discourse analysis have been used to call into question the very 
status of enjambment in Homeric verse.1 

In this paper I will investigate the larger lexical context of enjambed 
single words and short phrases. In particular I will be interested to see 
what role such runover words and phrases play within the Homeric system 
of formulas. My argument requires a few technical terms. The enjambed 
word or short phrase I will call a runover. The word or words just before the 
runover I will call the dux, and the word or words just after the runover I 
will call the comes; the fundamental concept of this study is binding, which 
is simply the probability that two words will occur together. 

This paper was written with the aid of a Doctoral Fellowship from the Social Sciences 
and Humanities Research Council of Canada. I would like to thank Gregory Nagy, 
Carolyn Higbie, Egbert Bakker, and the anonymous readers for Phoenix for their help- 
ful suggestions. 

The following publications I will refer to by author's name and, where necessary, 
date of publication: S. E. Bassett, "The So-Called Emphatic Position of the Runover 
Word in the Homeric Hexameter," TAPA 57 (1926) 116-148; M. W. Edwards, "Homeric 
Craftsmanship," TAPA 97 (1966) 115-179; C. Higbie, Measure and Music: Enjambe- 
ment and Sentence Structure in the Iliad (Oxford 1990); G. S. Kirk, "Studies in Some 
Technical Aspects of Homeric Style II," YCS 20 (1966) 105-151; A. B. Lord, The Singer 
of Tales (New York 1974); A. B. Lord, Epic Singers and Oral Tradition (Ithaca, N.Y. 
1991); M. Parry, "The Distinctive Character of Enjambment in Homeric Verse," TAPA 
60 (1929) 200-220 (= Adam Parry [ed.], The Making of Homeric Verse [Oxford 1987] 
251-265); M. Parry, "Whole Formulaic Verses in Greek and Southslavic Heroic Song," 
TAPA 64 (1933) 179-197 (= Adam Parry [ed.], The Making of Homeric Verse [Oxford 
1987] 376-390). 

1I will deal briefly with typology and sentence structure in section VII below. Al- 
though I do not have the space here to discuss the very interesting work of Egbert 
J. Bakker ("Homeric Discourse and Enjambment: A Cognitive Approach," TAPA 120 
[1990] 1-21), I believe that his application of discourse analysis to Homeric verse can be 
incorporated into a theory which still allows for enjambment. And perhaps it is worth 
stating, if only in a footnote, that the present discussion seems to make good sense in 
the context of an oral poetics. 
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< ............................ dux 
runover comes ...............> 

With these terms, four different sorts of runovers may be distinguished: 
free, pendant, embedded, and orphan.2 I will briefly define free and pen- 
dant runovers, and then I will discuss in some detail embedded and orphan 
runovers. 

A free runover is bound neither to any particular dux nor to any partic- 
ular comes.3 Consider, for example, the runover XE-oco(, which occurs just 
twice in the epics: 

1. itv 8e ot 6qcgagoi jaav eebcoai icaaavrepoto 
XCUKOic, iV 8& C&WOiatV 'eqV C'eavo. ;cxiavoto. Ii. 11.34-35 

ot ot Eaav inpoa'powLe 0uvpxov bnVqaowv 
Xeuicoi, goa'ixpovte; &%Eiqx(pa'ro; Od. 3.407-408 

Clearly this runover is not bound to any particular dux or comes; it is 
therefore free. Degrees of freedom vary. The runover vi'xnto occurs in the 
epics eleven times:4 

2. gat iceiv(p / viPro;, oU a'r p`&q 'a a. 2.37-38 
ip2)7e icolprl / vh(pLo;, o-68'e 'd ol o6 y' ... R. 2.872-873 
Oojoat /v1'ttoc, o-68' &p' EgeUe ... Ii. 12.112-113 
&a'aOi / v4i-Lo.; ei8 o'e ... eo. 16.685-686 
Aivc{cao / v Xos, Lo. ' v6ii6ae ... Ri. 20.263-264 
bc&czoto / vipzio ;, oW' ' oi pxpatagdie-t ... Ri. 20.295-296 
6%eiq,a;, I vfii o;, o8e6 jo 8 o0 0... I. 20.465-466 

eiaarno, / vVntoq, oiw8o pr l jj&1 8 o u ... Od. 3.145-146 
&Id vil6;, / vAirtoS, oze io'vov ... Od. 4.817-818 
i~yfjaavro / ,vxo;, oL ;Lev yap ... Od. 6.300-301 
.i CuxrG / vi'irto;, 6;iou ... Od. 11.448-449 

2The term runover I adopt from Bassett; the idea of binding is present in Parry 
(1929); the terms dux and comes I derive from the analysis of fugues, but with no 
suggestion that the hexameter is fugal; orphan was suggested by the typographers' 
term; the terms free, pendant, and embedded are self-explanatory. 

3j mean, of course, not bound in the texts as we have them; throughout this study 
I use the OCT text for the sake of simplicity, not because I believe that it preserves the 
very words of the poet. Since I am interested in describing a general technical process, 
the use of a different text with the addition or subtraction of an example or two would 
make little difference. 

4Edwards treats vipuloq (141-142) and X6lxeov (143-144) mostly in terms of Bassett's 
claim that runovers are not emphatic by position; he does consider the words following 
the runover, but as individual cases only, not systematically. He notes that v'ipro; is 
"often followed by a clause introduced by o'68e' or ... a relative clause"; Carolyn Higbie 
has pointed out to me that the runover X,Cheov is frequently followed by a relative 
clause. In this paper I have restricted my attention to (nearly) exact verbal repetitions, 
but another stage of investigation could include patterning of this type. 

PHOENIX 96 



HOMERIC HEXAMETER 

It is clear that there is no bond between this runover and any particular 
dux; although there is a strong tendency for the comes to begin with a 
negative, the repetition does not really go any further. The runover XakcEov, 
however, occurs ten times in seven different environments,5 so it is slightly 
less free than vioS10;. 

A pendant runover is regularly associated with a particular dux, but not 
with a particular comes. The runover b ev6o; occurs twice in the epics, with 
the same whole line dux on both occasions, but with different comites: 

3. OWV z'VTOV ov 6oaaov O68po{xat aLv'Oev6q icep 
dx evO6, o1 ' aXoS ou m6 o{xoera "AiSo; eXa, ... 

II. 22.424-425 

TxO 2avTxov ov Ouooov 6 opojat acXvIvvos; nep 
x v6;, 'o S oe pO 4Svov &ex0aXpi ,petai a filv, ... 

Od. 4.104-105 

Again there are differences of degree. The runover name 'Apyerqv 'E?viqv 
occurs three times in the Iliad, always with the same whole line dux, but 
with two different comites: 

4. ica8 6e Kcev eXOkIV NlptIa g Kai Tpoxwt inotev 
'Apyeiqv 'EX&ljv, ; eCvexKa noXXoi 'Axat&v ... I1. 2.160-161 

Kic& 86 Kev ei)XOXv llpi&ap. Kai Tpoxwt i Xco%re 
'Ap7eirv 'EXeviv, AS e'vexma xokXoi 'Axaltv ... II. 2.176-177 

Ka& Se i KEV uCX,lV DX lpvd,ua) Ka'x Tpoaxm Xoitcoev 
'Apyeitlv 'EXevNriv ce 8o' 86t rea xiCoet apoupa ... II. 4.173-174 

II. EMBEDDED RUNOVERS 

In his article "The Distinctive Character of Enjambment in Homeric 
Verse," Milman Parry notes that the reader of the Iliad and the Odyssey 
(the argument would apply only more strongly for the original audience) 
gradually forms "what may be called a sense of the formula. Meeting over 
and over the same group of words expressing the same idea, he comes to 
look on this group of words as a whole which has a fixed end" (258). Thus, 
Parry argues, the reader's response to II. 5.16 is conditioned by his memory6 
of I1. 5.66 and II. 17.49 = II. 22.327 = Od. 22.16: 

5/l. 3.335 = II. 16.135 = /I. 19.372; II. 13.440; 11. 15.127; II. 18.371; II. 22.286, 
II. 23.561; Od. 5.235 almost = Od. 22.80. 

6In our text, 11. 5.16, with the enjambment, precedes any of the passages without 
enjambment, so the response of the reader might lead to the reverse expectation, the 
expectation of an enjambment where it does not occur. Parry, no doubt, would have 
argued that the listener's total experience of oral epic, rather than the experience of just 
this text in this order, is what determines the expectation. Even so, one might prefer 
to say that the listener or reader learns to expect that the enjambment may or may not 
occur. 
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5. T85ei8e,o 8' neep Jpov aptorepov iXi0' &lccoil 
eyXeos. I1. 5.16-17 

h 81e 5xoapo 
&avTcp{ Ka"ca IcUoVV eo' 6aov uX' iO'O aic' I1. 5.67 

avTwKpi) 8' danaxoio 6i' a&X6vo(; a)O.' aKcoicf. 
Il. 17.49 = II. 22.327 = Od. 22.16 

Parry argues that because the formula iXW0o' alcci in I1. 5.67 and Il. 17.49 
forms the end of the sentence or clause, the reader tends "to close the 
thought in [5.]16 also at the verse end"; ieyXeo, then, is only loosely bound 
to the preceding line-Parry describes it as a word without much weight, 
almost colorless: it "marks a rest during which the mind lingers on the 
already finished thought of the foregoing verse .... [T]he mind, going from 
formula to formula, has closed the circle of the idea with aKcolci, and has 
placed `yXeoS next to it, but outside of this circle" (258).7 Thus the runover 
E'YcoX is a metrical filler. 

But more can be said. A free runover, such as Xe-ouoi in example 1 above, 
may be simply a filler, with no bond to any particular lexical context; if we 
extend the citation of example 5, however, we find that the runover yXeo; 
is bound to a particular context, both dux and comes: 

6. oi 8' 'oe Z aoe66v joav ?X' &Alotaov i{6vTe: 
<t>yeu( pa ICpoTepo5 Xpolet 5oI-la6aioV X' 
TuV8eieo 68' weep JAov apitepov -j,uO' &XKicci 

gyXeoS, o68' epa(' i6 avrov 6 6 ' 'oat epo opv-xo xaxK 
TuV8e18i Tzou 8' o6vX iiQ' ov Pe o; iecpqvye et?p6O, 
&a' Epa(e o'Ooq FaMxearalov, Jae 8' q)' It.ov. II. 5.14-19 

"Eve' al ElapimSnav pev ad'iqppoTe So. pi (paeiv, 
FlapoKicou 8' bnep ..ov &apiarepv l 'ou' .&icwoK 

X?eo;, ov8' epcaX ' Vcr'6v 8 8' ionep; OpvrnOo XaxK@ 
FlapoKo;. 'oja 8' ouaX aXihov 3PXog eicpquye xetp6o, 
dXl' epaX' ev0' apa Te cppeve; epxar at .ap' &aw8v Ocfip. 

II. 16.477-481 

The formulas in these lines bind in various ways. We have noted that 
i,xv0' &acoid can occur without E^cxeo;; furthermore, e'ueoS can occur without 
ijXt0' &coti (I1. 13.409-410; II. 13.443-444; II. 16.612-613; I1. 17.528-529)- 
neither, then, is bound to the other; o-8' i5IaX' ak' a&rov, however, only occurs 

7Bassett had already discussed II. 5.17 and II. 22.367, as well as the runover word 

E7YoS in I1. 3.360 (= 1. 7.254). He notes (130) that the runovers, although unemphatic, 
have various functions, both rhythmic and grammatical. Edwards is less inclined than 
Bassett to see all runovers as metrical fillers. Some of the runovers I discuss seem to 
be fillers, others seem merely unemphatic, and still others seem necessary and even 
emphatic, as I will note below. 
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following EyXeor, and may therefore be said to be bound to it. In order 
to understand the conditions and function of runovers, therefore, we must 
examine not only what precedes the enjambment, but also what follows. 
Previous investigations of runover enjambment have generally neglected 
the words following the runover. 

The present case, however, requires more comment. As it happens, the 
three-word dux apuorepov il1)0' &acwc/i is always bound to the runover ^x?oE; 

furthermore, the three-word dux plus runover ij.O' aKOicci / Ex?eo; is always 
bound to the comes o65' e"Pa)' avrXv--but these slightly more complex re- 
lationships are only the result of the (near) identity of the two passages 
II. 5.16-19 and II. 16.477-481. 

Albert B. Lord has discussed such passages (which he calls "blocks of 
lines," but which I will call "formulaic molecules") in some detail, first in 
The Singer of Tales (58):8 

There are ... larger groups of lines which the singer is accustomed to use often, 
and through habit they are always found together. The repetition of these groups 
is sometimes word-for-word exact, sometimes not. Often enough the order of the 
lines is different. But these clusters of formulas or of lines, which are frequently 
associated together and are recurrent, also mark one of the characteristic signs 
of oral style. 

He continues the discussion more extensively in Epic Singers and the Oral 
Tradition (75), particularly in the chapter "Homer as an Oral-Traditional 
Poet" (72-103). Lord notes the presence in both South Slavic epic and 
Homeric epic of "the repeated gnomic type of line or couplet": 

By the "couplet" in this case I mean two lines that are always (or almost always) 
found together .... The repeated couplets do not have to be gnomic in content, 
but may express any oft-repeated idea that can be expressed in two lines. Indeed 
the couplet is frequently expanded by a line or two. The main thing is that there 
be a more or less stable block of lines that is frequently repeated and plays an 
important role in oral-traditional composition. 

Such formulaic molecules, which are fairly common in Homeric epic, may 
tend to protect a runover-here, both [eeoS and the proper name in the fol- 
lowing line-simply because the presence of the runover allows the molecule 
to continue. Runovers within molecules may be termed embedded. The 
function of ?iYX?eo, then, is to be part of the molecule, and in particular, to 
provide a metrical introduction for the phrase o68' i'ak' a&orv. Once the 

8Lord's term block of lines may (unintentionally) tend to suggest that the repetitions 
are monolithic and unvarying, whereas they can be quite flexible; furthermore, they may 
be less than two full lines long; my term avoids these problems, and also indicates that 
the larger units are made of of smaller formulaic elements. 
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performer gets going in this particular molecule, the runover and comes 
naturally follow.9 

III. ORPHAN RUNOVERS 

So far I have been discussing runovers which are bound to dux and comes 
within a formulaic molecule. Many such runovers occur, and I will have oc- 
casion to discuss more as my argument proceeds. But another situation 

may arise: a runover word or short phrase can be tightly bound to a par- 
ticular comes but not tightly bound to a particular dux. 

In the passages cited in example 6, the runover occurred twice along with 
the same dux and the same comes. In example 7, however, the runover 
occurs three times with the same comes, but with three different duces: 

7. Aiav, 8epo, xeov, xepi rnarpo6KXoo Oav6vro5 
zeuCaop.ev, ax ice VCKvcV Tep AtXXii' xpoqpEpoaev 

yupvov . &rap ra ye rXe c' Xet iKopvoaio0oXo "EKrop. 
I. 17.120-122 

&xaa 0o6 y' al' 'Axt,ili K0ov bit vfla; 'Axativ 
einetv, a. Kce TaxzOTa vicuv eix vila oaadri 
yuLvov &a&p rca ye 7Teue' eXet KopO0aioooq "EKr0xp. 

II. 17.691-693 

Keircaxt Ila&poKXo;, veicuoS; 681 dcuptl.ixovTaxt 
yupjvoi. &dt'p ra ye ree' uXe* t opvu0ioXo; VEixTop. 

II. 18.20-21 

It is clear, therefore, that there is no attested bond between the runover 
yuvv6v/oi and any dux-it is, so to speak, an orphan, dependent on no 
dux-but there is a bond between the runover and the comes. Furthermore, 
the runover and the dux occur within the same unit of syntax, while the 
runover and the comes are in different clauses, and have no grammatical 
relationship; nonetheless they co-occur. Lines of this sort are in effect 

9Further investigation shows that line final &aKwfK/f occur in a fairly large number 
of environments: II. 5.15-16; II. 16.477-478; II. 5.66-67; I1. 17.48-49 = B1. 22.326-327 
= Od. 22.15-16; II. 10.372-373; 11. 16.322; 11. 17.294-295; II. 20.259-260; I1. 11.252- 
253; I1. 23.820-821; Od. 19.452-453; II. 13.250-251. Although &xcmi/fi does occur in 
some formulas (including a whole line formula and the formulaic molecule we have been 
discussing), it is clear that it is not very restricted-that is, it can occur with various 
enjambments, or without any enjambment. The runover eyXEo0, however, is restricted to 
only three environments. (1) It occurs in the two twin passages already cited (I1. 5.16-17 
and D1. 16.478-479). (2) It also occurs embedded in another molecule which is found in 
two forms: I1. 16.610-613 = II. 17.526-529 and 1J. 13.443-444. (3) And it also occurs 
in a singleton passage at II. 13.409-410. Thus we find a variety of binding conditions: 
the dux &xKcoTl is not tightly bound to any context but occurs freely; the runover ?Tl)eo 
is more restricted, occurring in only three contexts; and the comes o85' Bpk' awo6v is 
completely bound to the enjambment yX?eo5. 
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whole line formulas, but the boundaries of the line do not coincide with 
the boundaries of the grammar. Nonetheless, orphan runovers are fairly 
common in the epics.10 

IV. REPETITION 

Runovers in general function to provide metrical variety, to fill in the 
space at the beginning of the line, to give emphasis. But embedded and 
orphan runovers (unlike free runovers) have additional functions within the 
Homeric system of formulas. The formular systems which I discuss in the 
paper all involve extensive lexical repetitions. One may expect a certain 
semantic repetition as well, but what counts as semantic repetition varies 
a good deal from situation to situation. 

In one type, a particular character may use the same words on different 
occasions to make the same statement.1l Here, for example, are two situa- 
tions in which Hera is addressing Zeus, making a claim for her own divine 
status; she uses a formulaic molecule including an embedded runover: 

8. Kial yap eyo) Oe6 eip( , yevoS 8e Fo vO ev 9 0ev aoi, 
cai Cge cpeaopiraTiv ricero KpovoS; &acopfrn 
&aglqpepov yevej r KicaX oiveica oi apaicovri; 

KiCKiCxt, o) 8e Ixt I e'r a&ava&oiaov avaooeS. II. 4.58-61 

tS) 8i 'eywy', j qpiyt Oeaxov EgLeV apitOm, 
&agp6epov 'yeve re Kai ouvexia mj zapaiKovrlS 

KeKXqrlxat, %sa 8? aT C pger' &OavaToiatv &vaoaae;, 
O)iK iq(eXov Tpceoat Kcoeooaaaev- Kaica padvat; II. 18.364-367 

Sometimes one character has occasion to repeat the words of another.12 
This sort of repetition can occur if the two characters simply have the same 
thing to say: in the first of the following passages Odysseus is rebuked by 
Melantho, and in the second by Eurymachos:13 

?1Parry (1933) discusses only those whole line formulas which are also complete sen- 
tences, and this bias has continued in later analysis; see, for example, Kirk 121 ff. on 
"Whole-sentence verses". 

1 In addition to the passages quoted here, see for example 11. 18.54-63 and II. 18.436- 
443, both spoken by Thetis-the first time as she laments with the Nereids, the second 
as she asks Hephaistos for aid. 

12George Calhoun ("Homeric Repetitions," [Berkeley, Calif. 1933, University of Cal- 
ifornia Publications in Classical Philology 12] 1-25) distinguishes repetitions which are 
part of the technique of oral formulaic composition from repetitions which are a matter 
of general poetic art (18-19); but the technique of embedded and orphan runovers is 
common to all sorts of repetition in Homer, without distinction. 

13In addition to these passages, note: p-6 Se i nu4p / rappel Od. 7.50-51; o-8&e -u 0cp |I 
'mappei oie )popevrat II. 21.574-575; ud6%taXp.ov fipp | xrapp3d o58e <po{3ezaL II. 12.45-46; oire 
t,i T(.v | rappe{d /. 13.283; Tusi8e I | appei 1B. 4.387-388. 
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9. &a.' ev9ae 6co,' &ayopevet;, 
0apoaxcio nooiao Ier' &avpaoiv, o68e Tn up.LP 
rappei Oa pae' ae olvos eXit (ppvca, i viD rot aite 
'otoIto; v6oo; aitv, 8 cKal peravta aleIS. 

ad&et; bnTt Ipov .viicrloaa; Tv &Xafqv; Od. 18.329-333 

& 8ei{', ' TcXAa rot Tre&o Kac6v, oT' &aopeuetg, 
Oapoaex,oKs oX,oxiat re' &v68patv, o86e n Ouut 

rappei qi ba' ae olvo; eX t ppevc, fi vv Tro aite 
Trotiro , v6oc; ariv, O Kai p.eltrra vlia Pa1et;. 
A aXet; 0T 'Ipov evclqoaq T6v aKhr:lv; Od. 18.389-393 

Another type occurs when a message is repeated; in Book 2 of the Iliad, 
Zeus sends a message to the sleeping Agamemnon (Ii. 2.11-16); the message 
is delivered in nearly the identical words (II. 2.28-33); and then Agamemnon 
repeats the message to the Greek leaders (1i. 2.65-70): 
10. 0op4at e K: iceeue Kapr KoCl6ovOvtrC 'AXatovi; 

cavuvoi6' vvv yap icev ?^ot no^t6.v e6p'dayuxav 
Tp owv o v o'yap er' d&piS; 'OXp.iCa &Cx8lax' exovTre 
a&avatot (ppa,ovar ert. eyvaC,vmev yap anoavTac; 
"Hp'r ;'toooRevT, Tpewooat 8e icfSe' pq)rzat. I. 2.11-15 

0op'iaq oe ;K1ceuoe Kapn Koo vT6xVa; 'AXato;S 
tavcuXnSim vuv yap Kev EXo 

' 
%r6Kv Epua' yulav 

Tpaxov o 6 ya'p er' &upiS 'OX6pcitxa 8cpar' eovTe; 
&0avatrot qppacovTa xt c&yvcap\ev yap a&cavTaS 
"Hp-rl ctooo evl , Tpcbeaoo 68 ifi8e' .pirtrat 
iK At.6;s a& a O,,u ,oiv eXe cppepo, pLT8 oe .... 

I1. 2.28-33 

0oprialt ae Kc.euae Kcap'rl KO oovra 'AXaLoix;v 
cavou5il ' vv v yap cev o; ni6w e6piatyutav 

Tp6Wov ov6 yap E' &a.pis 'O),: zta &cLpar' eXovre; 
&aOvacot (pp6.ovrat. e:yva.vev yap &xavTca 

"Hp'l ,aaoJov, l, Tpco&eao 8e ic le' e'pflrTa 
Kc A-t6' d&X,M Osu afnov eXe (ppea'v O o L etov .... 

I. 2.65-70 

Orphan runovers can be created when a passage is repeated not quite 
in the same words. In Book 1 of the Iliad, Achilles has been insulted by 
Agamemnon, and he is considering a violent reaction: 

11. oo; 6 raic ' ppawive cKara ppeva icali Ka & Ouiv, 
aKxero 8' i?K Kokeoio p Iya iupo;, Ai9e 8' 'A0'vil 
o6pcav6Oevv irpo yap jiKE Oed euKic X evo; "Hpq 
a&ppo bLS OuC g 9 .ptkoouoda re iC8oeivrl 're. I1. 1.193-196 

When Athena tells Achilles that she has come to persuade him not to use 
force, she repeats the two line molecule, with the change necessary to con- 
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vert it into the first-person; in the process the runover has been orphaned 
of its first dux, but it remains bound to its comes:14 

12. fXOov &yd) naoaooaa to aov levo;, ax KEe i:qat, 
oOpavoOev p ipo Se I' iKe Oea %euICXevo; "Hpq 
a&qpo) 6Ro.; o )&,i )pleou)oda& e IcK5o{evl re. II. 1.207-209 

Any repeated situations, such as battle scenes in the Iliad, are likely to 
include repeated molecules with repeated runovers, sometimes, as here, in 
the narrator's voice: 

13. Oi 6' 8re 86 A' e X&pov eva vw.6vt;oxe 'iovro 
aUv p1 epaxov pIvou;, <nvv 8' yXea cKai ve' &av86pv 
Xao0eo0opilKiov * a&ap &aoiSeS 6po(paX6eooac 
er:Xqvw' &k/alADa, :oxiq; 8' 6pVlYay86; 6ppet. 
vO9a 8' &iA' Oipia -e iEcai eXki) h Xeev &vSp&v 

6OXDVTow e TI ' 
6UVAulpv v, {pe 6' aitRan yaia. 

11. 4.446-451; II. 8.60-65 

In this molecule, as in some others,15 there are multiple runovers; it may 
be that the method of composing in molecules makes it easy for the poet 
to form phrases which cross the line boundaries. In the following passages, 
ndc{XavT' is embedded, while a&vvb{evo; is an orphan:l6 

14. xoiat 8' a&voT' 
Pipo; pei 'Api i Kpi 'yaeHgvomv 

a{Xgvievoq-' iveo; 8C e Leya Pppeve; a&p%i riatvaiw 
xictkavT', iSooe 86 ol nupi Xaghllc6ovxt etcrlv II. 1.101-104 

Tooatv 8' 'Avuivoos Iret&pl, E6ceieos u'u.6, 
aXv'uevo; gveo e pe ya (ppev al( pe awat 

ai{n%avT', iaoe 86 ol inpi kaXaLXecoT6ovTit icqv Od. 4.660-662 

Repeated battle scenes provide occasion for orphan runovers, just as 
they did for embedded runovers: aiXpi/i XaKXcei( occurs embedded twice in a 
couplet molecule:17 

14The word oipav6oev does occur elsewhere, but not as a single word enjambment. 
It occurs four times in the phrase o6pavoOev cKaarap& / Karapacya (I1. 11.184; Il. 17.545; 
Od. 6.281; Od. 20.31); it also occurs in the phrase o6pav60ev ie8iov 86 (II. 23.189) and in 
the phrase oipav60ev npoSqpavwe (Od. 9.145). If we take all cases of line initial oDpav60ev, 
we would have to say that it occurs in several different environments, but the one-word 
enjambment by itself is completely bound to one particular environment. 

5Compare, e.g., example 10 above; also II. 18.54-62 almost = II. 18.436-443. 
16We also find 7l7;gXav?o in a two-word orphan enjambment at Od. 10.247-248 and 

Od. 20.348-349; and dXv'yL4evoS is found as a runover with a different dux and comes at 
II. 23.137. 

17In addition to these examples, the phrase also occurs in two singleton passages, 
II. 20.474 and II. 20.480; it also occurs not as a runover at II. 5.282; II. 12.183; II. 16.118; 
and II. 17.310. 
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15. ev 6e (eawoq nrie, nep'ioe 6' ap' 6oreov eaoo 
aitzXq aXceiKq TOiv 8e acKo&roq ooe KaXuIev 

I. 4.460-461; 11. 6.10-11 

but then again as an orphan, with the same comes but a different dux: 

16. h 8' reepoto 6?8 Kporidpoto xepqoev 
aix^h X xaeiT. Tov &e o'oo 5oaoe KO o o Cac ev, II. 4.502-503 

It also occurs in another molecule: 

17. evO' "EKrc.O eioiO9e Ad Lpi'XoS, ?v 8' &apa Xeipi 
X?o5; ex e'v8eK manX xiapoi8e 6e KA4iEo 80o)p6O 

aiXdi Xa%aKeie, Xeepi 8e XPpaeo; Oee ir6picr<. I. 6.318-320 

'6v p' "EIccOp a&ypeue Ait 9pio;, ?v 8' &pa Xeipi 
YX?oc e%X^ vS6Ka8%cii mapoi9e 6e a"jerto 68oupo 

ai{Xl XaXKeii, xepi e Xp-aeog; 0ee s6picr, II. 8.493-495 

Similar situations naturally call forth similar phrasings, which may then 
produce or protect embedded and orphan runovers. The similarities may be 
great (a messenger repeats a message, Hera twice defends her status, and 
so on) or less great, so long as the occasion for the same words arises. For 
example, at Iliad 1.571 ff. Hephaistos appeals for peace on Olympus: 
18. Si Xkoityta epya ra &' eaaxat o8 0 e8' &' avexad 

ei c; opo evema Ovq&Ti v ieptSaiveov o8e, 
ev 86 Oeoia0 KoXOcp6v eXabverov oe oW8n t axot6 
aOXhj; aoeralt q68oq, bei &a Xepeiova vKa. II. 1.573-576 

But in Od. 18 the peace of a very different banquet is threatened: 

19. vSv 8e iepi =tWXrOv ep6taivopiev, ov8e TI oaTokS 
eai; e aooaerat i68o, bei ra %epeiova vtKa. Od. 18.403-404 

In the following passage, from the catalogue of the ships, Podarkes is 
compared to his older brother Protesilaos; in the next passage the disguised 
Odysseus is telling Penelope his story: 

20. 'piKioX mV6<; :okV1oi Xo QualdKiSao 
acxozatioyvnTo; jeTyaO9Gov fIporeoalao 
bOiX6repo; yevef* 6 8' a&a ICp6orepo; Kcai apeiOv 
ippo)T eoIpoeaoao; &apf'ios II. 2.705-708 

4goi 8' ovoga icwtov Arowv, 

67X6repo; yevef. 6 8' &'aa xp6oepo; ic Ka peiav. 
Od. 19.183-184 

All of these examples raise an important issue: when repeated runover 
words are in question, one must ask which unit is the unit of repetition-the 
runover, or the context in which the runover occurs. Consider, for example, 
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the following molecule, which occurs at II. 5.506-511 and also at II. 15.263- 
268: 

21. 5 6' 're 't; OaTrCx5 'coS, aCKooa'TSaa; ci (pd&lln, 
Seagov a, oppia; Oas en 7e86ioo Kpoaivov, 
eieo9ob; Xoi)eo0al iUppeio; rorapoio, 
tKui6o0v -uio 65e Icapil eXe, &aupi 8e Xairat 

OGot aI clooovtra 6' dyailqcnpt xieotWO, 

ptji(pa e 7yova pepet pgea& r' j0e9a cai volOiv 'txoCV. 

Here the relevant repetition is not the enjambed ic&6Owv or IjotS; 'aooovxal, 
but the repetition of the simile as a molecule, which incidentally protects 
the two enjambments. If such a passage is in some sense available to 
the performing poet more or less as a unit, he would not then have to be 
composing the runovers anew on each occasion. Perhaps, therefore, the 
process of composing in molecules increases the statistical occurrence of 
runovers without increasing the difficulty of composing in performance. 

V. RUNOVERS IN TYPE-SCENES 

The examination of runovers in repeated passages must necessarily con- 
sider their behavior in type-scenes, which constitute one of the most impor- 
tant kinds of repetition in the Homeric epics. In this section I will examine 
runovers in arming type-scenes, but there are many other type-scenes which 
would do as well.18 

The arming passages are (A) I1. 3.324-339; (B) II. 11.15-46; (C) II. 

15.478-483; (D) I1. 16.130-154; (E) II. 19.349-395; and (F) Od. 22.116- 
125.19 In order to save space I will cite the first of these passages in full 
and then only specific lines from the other passages for comparison. The 
reader may find it useful to consult the text of the other passages. 

22. "ds &ap' cpav, a%%Lev 8U 1eyca; Kop)90aiLoXo; 'EKOP 
aiw 6p6Pov I naptos; oe Oo iCI Kpo; opouoaEv. 
o; pev Cetei9' iovro Kaxra aixot;, hxi eKai o 

C.so't aepoio8e io Kai cotiXha reVXea cKEiro 
ax6a&p o y' cqap' &Xotavw ae&6oeTo eiXoea cKaxa 

8io; 'AXAUav8poS, 'Ehievl; ot 6a; ilc6Olotlo. 
Kvriic8a; pv xcp&ma epi Kvficlatv eOicKe 
xcxadS, dpyoupEotaov tqpupiot; apapuiac- 
8eurepov ac 0prlwa ncepi ocrrleooaw eSvev 
olo IcKaovfiroio AulKaovo;' ipp.ooe 8' acxT. 
&p.Cpi 8' &ap 6opaitv p6Xe'ro 4i<po; &ppYpo6rlov 

18For example, the type-scene of sacrifice/feasting (I1. 1.458-468 and related passages) 
includes a number of repeated runovers, both embedded and orphan. 

19For a discussion of these passages from a different point of view, see James I. 
Armstrong, "The Arming Motif in the Iliad," AJP 79 (1958) 337-354. 
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,&YAxeov, a'r&p iaevlctecca a6 y;a 're a'npapo6v re, 
iKpaed 8' QX' i(p0ig ic uvbv eui'ucrov ejicev 

=iopto1plV 8eWVo 8" e&Po; icaO%$zrepOev 'evev, 
et'ro 8' &acxigov eyXo;, 0S oL i 9 gqinv &pq'pet. 

; 8' 8 S'r(K Meve'xo; dLpheio' v' 98vvev. II. 3.324-339 

The runover 8io; 'A4k4av8po; at Ii. 3.329 perhaps does not fit any of 
my categories, since it is probably better to consider it part of a whole 
line naming formula rather than as a runover.20 The name occurs in this 

position-beginning with the third syllable of the line-seven times in the 
Iliad: 

23. a6'rap 'AC44av8po; icai &Lp idqtXo; Mev&Xao; I. 3.136 
ax6r&p 'AX%e'4v8po; icxi &p p1jiA9o; Mev6kao; I. 3.253 
8ito; 'AXe4axv8po;, 'E6vil; oir6tS ijhiixC6oto IL. 3.329 
8io; 'AXe'4v8po;, MEi.vi% noaot qipncojoto 1I. 7.355 
8io; 'AXe'4av8po;, TEX.tvr; t66ai; Aijiic6'oto Ri. 8.82 
ar6'r&p 'AXC'4av5poq, 'EXC'V% 1r6a4 hiix'c6?oto RI. 11.369 
ei ji 'AXe4av8poS, 'Ehvil; 6o'at; i1Kc6J.o1 I. 11.505 

These seem to be formulaic variants; each occasion, however, has a different 
dux. The dux in the passage in question, $e'Xea icaM, occurs as a line- 
ending ten times in the epics in various environments.21 Thus the whole 
line formula acts somewhat like an orphan runover inserted into the type- 
scene. 

The form =cczX4;, enjambed at 11. 3.331, occurs only seven times in the 
epics; of these, five are line initial, and of these five, four occur in exactly 
this three line molecule, from Icy vii&Ct; to e8vvev, in four of the passages 
under consideration here: I. 3.331; I. 11.18; 11. 16.132; and I1. 19.370. (The 
other occurrence is at II. 18.491.) Thus xaX&; is an embedded. runover. 

The form 7.6'kxeov (which I mentioned briefly above, in section I), a 
runover at 11. 3.335 = II. 16.135 = I. 19.372, occurs elsewhere with var- 
ious comites, but the comes here occurs only with this runover, and the 
two together always follow the same line, so we have a formulaic molecule 
with an embedded runover, although the runover itself has some freedom 
of occurrence. The passage at I1. 19.372 shows an interesting variation: 

24. &.p"ti 8' &p,' gJotawv Ia' rmo igpo; &pyup6i' ov 
X&a'iceov, ax&rap eke'ra acico; jLya yae ao-iap6v re 
e't2ero ... 

20This example bears some similarity to the set of nmovers in which 6ic1caltoS is the 
second word: Od. 5.57-58; Od. 7.40-41; Od. 7.245-246; Od. 7.254-255; Od. 10.135-136; 
Od. 11.78 = Od. 12.149-150; Od. 12.448-449; Od. 20.79-80. 

211. 7.103 and Od. 23.365 are particularly similar to the line here; II. 5.621 = II. 13.510 
in a molecule; the other cases are II. 11.110; 11. 11.247; II. 17.130; and Od. 22.114. 
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In the other cases, the line x&kKceov, a{r&p nteza Oa&co; iiya re omtakxp6v rE is 
end stopped, but here the main verb E?iro (which is a runover only here) 
has been enjambed. 

The form 'tcoipiv, a runover at II. 3.337, occurs just six times in the 
epics. One of these (II. 6.495) is in a rather different situation, at the end 
of Hector's conversation with Andromache. The other five instances are all 
in the arming scenes under consideration: I1. 3.337; II. 11.42; II. 15.481; 
II. 16.138; and Od. 22.124. It occurs always with the same comes, but 
with two different duces. It is therefore an orphan runover, created by the 
deployment of the formulas around it. 

The three-word runover phrase Bpt9i peya aotzpapov (II. 16.141) occurs 
six times in the epics, always as a runover, in various environments (but 
always coming shortly after the word E'yxoS, which sometimes is the dux, 
and which regularly seems to be the semantic trigger): 

25. XC 8' oZX aXg' ooov &{ aovov Aiaxidao 
Ppti9 C'eya ocnpap6vo b v o pV vat' akXos 'AXatiOv 
naXXtew, ... . 11. 16.140-141 

Ki 8' apa crOpptyo0 :arpcatiov eoiaoar 'fof 
ppit'b ieya oniapo6v 'o I,v oi o6yvar' &aoS 'AXaitv 
Xaekklv . .... II. 19.387-388 

i; 8' oXea (p6yea cooi pfiaoeo, ka4ero 8' eyxo; 
ppi9i) giya onpap6v, -T 8dzlvalOi oixaS av5p&v 

]piocov. olaiv re Kcoriooaae o6i[ptoxaIpq. 11. 5.745-747 

; 6' 'oxea pq)6ea ioai pafoero, &4erto 8' &YoS 
i3ppi) ekya cnpapov, srp 8apvnlo oaiXa; &vap&v 
Ipoov. Ot'iV eort e ToOaeraOt oIoppixoa'Tpq. I1 . 8.389-391 

ekero 8' &aKigov eYXO;, xKaLievov 6oeti XalcK 
pipOt kya oanpap6v ,j 8&jAvlnao oGzixa; &vSp6v 

ip6ov. roiaiv Ce icorooe'raa a 6opipxodrpiq. Od. 1.99-101 

nav 8e oi ev Xeipeooav &Yq 8o%zX6oaov 'o; 
PptOi) ,eya acmnap6v KEKopu0l9evov a'r&ap a&' S .Aov 
&aid; oabv reXaCxjvt Xa?a.i :eoe reppt6eooa. II. 16.801-803 

The runover raXXeiv (1. 16.142 and II. 19.389) occurs in just these two 
passages, embedded in a molecule. 

VI. APPLICATIONS 

I believe that examining the behavior of runovers has a value in itself, 
as part of Homeric metrical and syntactic technique. But in addition there 
may be special applications to specific problems. In this section I touch 
briefly on three areas which may be illuminated by considering runovers. 
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A. The Iliad and the Odyssey: As the examples given above demonstrate, 
many enjambment formulas are identical in the Iliad and the Odyssey. 
Sometimes, however, the two poems can have different practices. In the 
next example we have a single runover which takes four different duces; in 
the Iliad it has one comes (times 2), and in the Odyssey it has a different 
comes (times 2): 
26. aL 're ica'r a' rawO 'novfiWVov AioAaxov 

jpn i~v eiaptvj^ &rte re y~.&yo; ry ea SeiUe IL. 2.470-471 

G'raOgrp vie .3pogLe(Oat nepiyxaye; icara& iexxa; 
wipl lv eiaptvfi, &rEe 're yX&YO &Wea SEiuet. IL. 16.642-645 

E'6p~ '4aX', ei yap v&nv epp; epyoto y'volvro 

6pDn iv eiaptvvt, 6'"re r' Ij.ara pwxcp& "ianov'ra Od. 18.366-367 

'raq pkv 'r' ai60'Xoq 0oia'rpo4 iPopOCino el86vriaev 
00 p -v d -aptvFi, "'re r' qjLuxta p-alcp& "a Xovrrat Od. 22.300-301 

The first, second and, fourth of these occur in similes, but not the third, 
which is spoken by Odysseus.24 

This is not a lone instance of different practice in the two poems. For 
example, ILa.tczo; is embedded in a couplet which occurs twice in the iliad; 
on the first occasion Dione is comforting her daughter Aphrodite, who has 
been attacked by Diomedes; on the second occasion, Zeus is comforting 
Artemis, who has been attacked by Hera: 

27. z'i v{ ae ro T&8' epe4e 9pixov Telco; OSpavuIvcov 
gaWNItStO), (; e. t' 1CaKoV p ov(xav iVwr2~f 

II. 5.373-374; IR. 21.509-510 

But CtaVft&o; also occurs in a five-line molecule which appears twice in the 

Odyssey; on the first occasion, Telemachos is addressing the assembly in 
Ithaca; on the second occasion, Penelope is telling Eumaeus to summon the 
still-disguised Odysseus:23 
28. oi 8' ei; 'l&repov nohoe"ugevot u'ra a'rvra 

pOl); tepeuov're; icat ots icat niova; aiyax; 
eiXCartw6ouaiv zivouai re acxlooa olvov 

LaN8io); '~ 8E 7rooXX& vcaeavcmi. ol Y"ap 'ex' &v'lip, 
oTo; '06&ooaeiU ; Cicev, apilv al-o Ot lCou ag vat. 

Od. 2.55-59; Od. 17.534-538 

The runover XaWv occurs twice in a molecule in the Iliad, twice in a 
different molecule in the Odyssey: 

24Gregory Nagy suggests that the effect of the third passage (Od. 18.366-367) is to 
move the outer narrative into the narrative level of the similes. 

23As an enjambment ~a'ivS{cz) also occurs in a singleton passage at Od. 17.450; and 
the word also occurs twice in longer enjambments, at Od. 7.310 and Od. 14.365. 
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29. e6pe AvKuaodovo; ul6v afivovd re Kparep6v xe 
t ," It I It 
eroaoT'* & di.q 8e I v Kparepoai omtxeS aom.oacov 
kao,v, oY o; {Covro d&' A{ioVi4ozo 15o&ov' 
&ayXoT 8' iac.apevl e eea wIepoevca XpocnOlSa- Ii. 4.89-92 

a7cxaivcov jpcoa Maxaovac tbv 8' ev6oloev 
er'ao"r alcp'i ?e gtV lparepa a TXie &aa:iTataov 
Xat&v, o'. o0 Cov?o Tpiric; ?: iXoP36ro.o' 
&cayX 68' ioTamEvrql era ixepoeva ipomo68aa I1. 4.200-203 

aX' aei xaXeao6; T' e'tj Kai aoau)a peot, 
<; oiv tSt; pvTl'rai '05uoo'ao 0Oeioi 

Xa&v, ooatv avaooe, iaT p 6' 35 fQixto; iev. 
Od. 2.232-234; Od. 5.10-12 

These examples are only suggestive; if, however, the two poems show 
different practices in a fair number of instances which seem to have no 

particular semantic motivation, the argument that the two poems derive 
from slightly different formulaic systems may be strengthened. 

B. Textual Issues: A number of runovers occur in passages which have 
been questioned. Consider, for example, the runover KaXoo Saiat oXau, which 
occurs four times in the epics: 

30. Mdv ICV ecetxa Kaoeioev Ci op6tvou apyupolqXou 
Kcakov 8aitaXkoeu wco6 68 Opvum zoaiv OAev. II. 18.389-390 

w3c as' 'AZ%Xoc o a,Kceo; oe:ae ai0e:p' 'icave 
xcaxoi 8sataXeoou-. epi 68e Tpuxp&etav &eipa II. 19.379-380 

eiae 86 pt' eioayayoioa i 0op6ovou apyupoi'Xou 
xcao ai 8at8aouk . e 8 Op v8 5 sooaiv o ev. 

Od. 10.314-315; Od. 10.366-367 

Note also 

31. aoizvv 8' e Op6vov eloev &ycov, Dxo ;ixa xer&aaaS, 
KaXtv 8ai6ateov. nC 6e 6Opiv; vuS ooav Aev. Od. 1.130-131 

Allen prints all of these as cited, but Od. 10.315 was omitted in some 
manuscripts.24 Another similar instance Allen treats differently; the orphan 
runover repntcievot is found twice in the Odyssey: 
32. yeiTovec; i18e e ra MeveXaou cuSaXkipoto, 

Tepx6lgevot. p. ea oqpe v e {V iteMo 0eio aotb6; 
qpopi"cov Od. 4.16-18 

i'pa 8e icavvec; 8aivuvr' ipuc6u8a Saira 
Tep6LE a evot. p.lra 6e cptv :pe:hero Oeio ao 86;, 
Aqn.8o01o;, Od. 13.26-28 

24See also II. 14.240; Od. 4.136; Od. 19.57. 
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In the Iliad we find 

33. no)6; 8' lepo6evTa Xopov lreptoza0' oi~XoS 
'repinoevot [eraX 68e aqpV i&Xiero 0eioS a&otic; 

qpopci -ov] 68ol 6e Ku pion'rlpe ... II. 18.603-605 

Allen's OCT text omits the clause in brackets, noting that it was con- 
demned by Aristarchus. If it is in fact an interpolation, the interpolator 
was completely conversant with Homeric technique.25 

C. A Problem Passage: The runover zTo66v occurs twice in the Odyssey 
embedded in a molecule:26 

34. xc58 8' Ep[aev rpoirapot0e ve6 ;S icavoxppoto 
noTO6v, tSe6iaoev 8' oiiiov &ipov iaKpoveat. 

i:A6D&O 68 Oa&aoaa xKaepXogekvrjn vxio :rplnp. Od. 9.482-484 

Ka&8 8' e3pa%e er6o0iVOe veo icuavoiXp4polo 
,To06v, :8e6iaqoev 8' oifitov &apov iK:aOat. 
e K 86o9h 6e Oasaooaa xaTepxogev%i v6o errpis. Od. 9.539-541 

Od. 9.483 has attracted some attention from commentators; W. B. Stan- 
ford, for example, remarks in his note to the line that it is absurd, and he 
suggests that it is an interpolation from Od. 9.540. But this sort of molecule, 
protecting an embedded enjambment, is typical of the style of the poems. 
If this passage is a problem, it is a problem which occurs not on its own, 
but within a technical system. To relate the passage to the system may not 
solve the problem, but it may explain in a larger sense how it came about. 

VII. TYPOLOGY AND RUNOVERS 

The fundamental distinction between types of enjambment is found in 
Parry ([1929] 253):27 

Broadly there are three ways in which the sense at the end of one verse can 
stand to that at the beginning of another. First, the verse end can fall at the 
end of a sentence and the new verse begin a new sentence. In this case there is 

25For other disputed passages with runovers note I. 18.155 and 18.176; also II. 11.704- 
705 and Od. 9.41-42. 

26The word occurs three times in the Iliad as a runover not in this block (I1. 10.345; 
II. 13.185 and II. 17.306-these two pendant from a whole line formula); it also occurs 
in a two-word enjambment at 11. 16.302; 11. 21.604; and I1. 24.170. 

27Parry's distinction of unperiodic and necessary enjambment is not the same as 
Bassett's distinction of emphatic and unemphatic runovers. First, although all runovers 
are enjambed, many enjambed verses do not have runovers, which extend only as far as 
one or a few words into the line; second, a runover can be emphatic but not necessary, 
or necessary but not emphatic. Parry's scheme has been modified in various ways by 
later analysts, but his basic division remains fundamental; see, for example, Kirk 108; 
also Higbie 29. 
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no enjambement. Second, the verse can end with a word group in such a way 
that the sentence, at the verse end, already gives a complete thought, although it 
goes on in the next verse, adding free ideas by new word groups. To this type of 
enjambement we may apply [the] term unperiodic. Third, the verse end can fall 
at the end of a word group where there is not yet a whole thought, or it can fall 
in the middle of a word group; in both of these cases enjambement is necessary. 

Parry (254) calculated the percentages of the types of enjambment over 
what he felt were representative sections of the Iliad, the Odyssey, the 
Argonautica, and the Aeneid, and came to the conclusion that the style of 
enjambment in the Homeric epics is an index of orality.28 

For the purposes of the following discussion, I will use Higbie's modifica- 
tion of Parry's basic distinction between unperiodic and necessary enjamb- 
ment.29 (I will not, however, offer any calculations; the sample I have 
collected is too small to be statistically useful.) Higbie's scheme has four 
types, with two types subdivided: (la) adding internal and (lb) adding 
external, (2a) clausal internal and (2b) clausal external, (3) necessary, and 
(4) violent. Higbie's adding enjambment is equivalent to Parry's unperiodic 
enjambment, and Parry's necessary enjambment includes Higbie's clausal, 
necessary, and violent. In Higbie's system, if the break at the verse end di- 
vides one clause from another, then the enjambment is external; but if the 
break at the verse end divides elements within a clause, then the enjamb- 
ment is internal. Rather than give a complete account of Higbie's system 
at once, I will further specify each type as I deal with it. 

Consider, for example, the passages I have given above as example 6, 
II. 5.14-19 and II. 16.477-481, with the phrase ik0OK' &aKo I 

' 
cecoS over the 

line break. This was one of Parry's examples of unperiodic enjambment, 
or, in Higbie's terminology, adding; adding enjambment occurs when a line 
which could be grammatically complete is nonetheless continued in the next 
line. Here, as Parry demonstrated, other passages in the Iliad demonstrate 
that 'ik0' d&icco alone, without the defining genitive tYXeoS, can stand alone. 
This passage, furthermore, is adding internal, since a clause of the first line 
is expanded; if a new clause had been started, then the enjambment would 
have been adding external. 

Examples of adding internal embedded and orphan runovers are common, 
as one would expect, since adding enjambment is common in the epics. 
Consider, for example, the passages cited in example 7 (II. 17.120-122, 
I1. 17.691-693, and II. 18.20-21) where v'cuv (or vic)uo;) in the leading line 
is followed by yoLvov (or yu7voi) in the following line. Here the noun could 

28Since Parry, different analysts have arrived at different calculations (see Kirk 118), 
but the fundamental point of Parry's study seems untouched by these modifications. 

29See Kirk 108 for a somewhat different modification; Higbie, Chap. 1 (4-19) is 
a recent account of the development of enjambment studies since Bassett and Parry. 
Higbie outlines her system in Chap. 2 (28-65). 

111 



certainly stand without the adjective. The passages cited in example 11, 
11. 1.194-196 and I1. 1.207-209, have an adverb over the line break: SXOe 6' 

'AOvlvq / ovpav6Oev and WXiov ey .... [ o4pav6Oev. 
Adding external enjambment, where the grammar of the leading line 

is complete, but is continued by a new clause, occurs frequently in the 
epics, but it is not really relevant to our discussion, since runovers, strictly 
speaking, should be internal. Embedded and orphan runovers are interesting 
precisely because the runover and the dux are within the same clause, while 
the runover and the comes are not. 

In the type which Higbie calls clausal enjambment, the end of the first 
line creates an expectation that more will follow in the next; in adding 
enjambment there is no such expectation. The expectation "can either be 
due to the order of the clauses-in clausal enjambment the dependent clause 
precedes the independent-or because some element in the first clause, a 
particle or word, sets up an expectation for the second clause." (Higbie 41) 
Again, the continuation may be internal-within a clause of the first line- 
or external. As an example of clausal internal enjambment, Higbie cites 
(among other passages) I1. 12.213-214: o5r' ?vi vouX j oISe Iro ' Ev 0oXeq) 
..., where the correlative negative in the leading line creates the expectation 
of a continuation. When a dependent clause precedes an independent clause, 
the resulting enjambment is clausal external, as in II. 16.705-706: 

aX.' &oe i1 g rTO eaprov ieGrcUro Saijovt ioo;, 
Se& va' 6b opoKiac; erea rsepoevwa Tpooq<6a. 

Whereas adding internal embedded and orphan runovers are common, I 
believe there is no instance of clausal internal runover in the passages I have 
cited. Clausal internal enjambment is rare in the epics (Higbie counts only 
29 instances for the Iliad), so if there are any cases which are embedded 
or orphan, my sample may simply have missed them. There is among 
my examples one instance of clausal external enjambment embedded in a 
molecule, example 13, II. 4.446-451 and II. 8.60-65: 

Oi 8' ore 8f p' &; xCpov eva uviu6vre 'IKOVvo 
o-Ov p' {paXov ptvox;, oiv 8' yea Kai caeve' avSp&v 
XaXKeo0copK) Vrr adrap &asi8e; 6>o(paX6eooam 
Xtlqv'' &Xrinoal, oioX; 8' 6pvuaySb; 6papep . 

evOa 8' a`.' oi royI 'e iKai eXcohi ceXev dvSpCv 
6oWvvov re Kca oXkkteLvwov, pC 6' a'pac7t yaia. 

Here ore in the first line creates the expectation of a continuation, and 
the second line begins with the clausal external obv p' {EPaXov ptvobi;; but 
external enjambment is, again, of no particular interest in this discus- 
sion. In this passage the enjambed phrases &avSpv I XaXKeo0copqiKcov and 
avSpcov I 6okx)Vcrv 'e Kai XXOugvcov are adding internal, but the phrase a&cap 

112 PHOENIX 



HOMERIC HEXAMETER 

aax8e; 6gpa6caEal I |frXnvr' alrla-not is an instance of necessary enjamb- 
ment. 

In necessary enjambment, some essential grammatical component of a 
clause (Subject, Verb, or Object) is delayed until after the break at the end 
of the verse. Consider the passages cited in example 8: 

mi yap ety 0e6<; eiLt, Vyevo 8e Oi 'ev0ev O0ev aoi, 
Kai ple peopvu&rrmv eewto Kp6voS axyiuopnfi1n;, 
atpxorepov yev ':e ica oivica i capaKolT; 
KiceKicqlX, 6) 8e x&at er' &xava&Tootav avaooei. I. 4.58-61 

CX; 8i 'tyoy', i qpii Oefawv eev apioar, 
dpLOepov yevefij te iai oSveica ai icapaioTu; 
iKCKhCait, ar 8e xnawi ' O9av&aotowv a&vaooe;, 

oViK &OpeXov Tpweooi c KeoaWoaevnl icaica pa&va; II. 18.364-367 

Here the words ovvexia n apacxKorxTi could not end the line because the 
grammar is incomplete-a main verb, Kc?Kknllat, is needed; the enjambment 
is therefore necessary. Necessary enjambment has schemes such as Subject 
I Verb (+ Object); Subject + Object I Verb; Object I Verb (+ Subject); and 
Verb (+ Subject) I Object (Higbie 48). 

Necessary runover enjambment of the verb is well represented in the ex- 
amples I have cited; for instance (among others), in example 9 (Od. 18.329- 
333 and Od. 18.389-393), o)86e rt 0,uL / rappei;; in example 13 (II. 4.446- 
451, 11. 8.60-65), arxap axSi6e? d o6paeooaaat I fEXnv' a&)i1ol; in exam- 
ple 14 (II. 1.101-104, Od. 4.660-662): LEveog 8e .&eya ppEve; &aplP iFEXawvat | 
{4imXavT'; example 21 (I1. 5.506-511, II. 15.263-268): a<pl8 6E Xaltxat I| ?lOIt 

atooovrxa. All of these examples show necessary verbal runovers embedded 
in a molecule, but orphan necessary runovers are not impossible. Consider 
the following examples: 
35. xa o' Lo c Kalveuoaal birflpov o 'Axtila 

TNfLo a, 6icrnl; 8e oX0c?, ?Xi vrjloiv 'Axai&v. 11. 1.558-559 

da-' iO yye jpep ppie Kar (Pa p?va d 'A-Xika 

?ntqiCpl, 6Oe s 8e itoXa; bIrt vqniiv 'AXativ. 11. 2.3-4 

In the examples I have cited, for the most part, the dux extends over a 
whole line; in the passages of example 35 the dux extends only from the 
bucolic diaeresis.30 In the first two passages of the next example, the dux 
has been pared down to a single word, and in the third passage, the runover 
has been completely orphaned: 

36. i 'yp px' 'AxrpE{rl e!p6 Kpicpov 'ATylapvov 
iTri{llaev. hXaiv yyap eXE y cpaxc a 7 o; aowpao. II. 1.355-356 

30Another example of a runover verb with a short dux: o ryap yo&ye | ivTro' o(68e 8ov. 
Xp S' &Uwov <paoi yevOal. (I. 4.374-375 and Od. 4.200-201). 
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racp Jav vVv ye avat &v86pv 'Ayateipvcov 
lTinoaev' cX)v yap Xei yfepa; aTroS; a7o)pora. I1. 1.506-507 

oS Kai v)V 'AXiXia 'o p/ey' &Leivova qp&ra 
/iTlqaiev'- 0BXv yap eXet yepa; aro6; a7&roippo. II. 2.239-240 

Violent enjambments are of three types: (1) the separation of clause- 
introductory material; (2) the separation of an epithet and a noun; (3) the 
separation of preposition and object (Higbie 51-57). Violent enjambments 
are rare; there are none in my sample, and I do not expect to come across 
any. 

VIII. CONCLUSION 

In this paper I have demonstrated that runovers in Homeric verse can 
be understood only if both the words preceding the runover (the dux) and 
also those following (the comes) are taken into account. The four types 
of runover (free, pendant, embedded, and orphan) must be distinguished, 
since they play different roles in the formulaic system. Both embedded and 
orphan runovers are bound to words with which they have no grammati- 
cal relationship. Furthermore, the process of composing in molecules in- 
creases the statistical occurrence of embedded runovers without increasing 
the difficulty of composing in performance; the relevant repetition is not so 
much the repetition of the particular enjambment, but the repetition of the 
molecule, which in turn protects the enjambment. On the other hand, the 
strong formulaic bond between an orphan runover and its comes demon- 
strates the strength of the tendency to compose in whole lines, even when 
there is a break in syntax. Runovers will be found primarily among adding 
internal and necessary enjambments. 

Analysis of particular cases may help to illuminate particular problems, 
such as those touched on in section vi, and further study may reveal other 
interesting cases, but the primary value of the approach must be the de- 
scription of a fundamental technique of Homeric verse composition. Further 
study should collect more cases, and should compare Homeric practice with 
that in other dactylic verse, particularly Hesiod. In addition, it would be 
interesting to investigate in the same terms what might be thought of as 
the inverse runover: sentences beginning at the bucolic diaeresis. 
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