Studia Linguistica Universitatis lagellonicae Cracoviensis 137 (2020): 67-81
doi:10.4467/208346245L.20.003.12030
www.ejournals.eu/Studia-Linguistica

FILIP DE DECKER
FWO Vlaanderen, Universiteit Gent
filipdedecker9@gmail.com

METRICAL AND MORPHOLOGICAL OBSERVATIONS ON
THE USE OF "EOHKE(N) AND OHKE(N) IN THE ILIAD

Keywords: augment and injunctive, epic Greek, verbal moprhology, hexameter

Abstract

In this article, I analyze the use and absence of the augment in the 3™ singular forms
&0nue(v) and B7jke(v) in the Iliad and try to determine the value of the transmitted forms.
In doing so I first analyze the forms by checking permitted elisions and by applying
metrical laws, bridges and caesurae. The forms that can be analyzed by those criteria
are of type A (metrically secure). I then proceed to the forms whose value cannot be
established by these metrical criteria and check if an “internal reconstruction” can solve
the issue. The method I use is based on Barrett’s metrical and morphological analyses of
the augment in Euripides and Taida’s analyses on the augment in the Homeric Hymns.
This method analyzes the metrically insecure forms by looking at their position in the
verse, the passages in which they appear, and by comparing them to the metrically se-
cure forms in the same paradigm. The forms that can be analyzed by this method are
catalogued type B; the forms that cannot are of type C. The forms of type A and type
B will be the basis for subsequent syntactic and semantic analyses of the augment use
in these forms in the Iliad (elsewhere in this journal).!
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E. Tucker, Dr. P. Barber (all three Oxford), PD Dr. D. Kélligan, Dr. M. Frotscher, Dr. A. Casa-
retto (all three Universitit zu Kéln), PD Dr. P.-A. Mumm (LMU Miinchen), Dr. M. Bagriar¢ik
and J. Stolk (Universiteit Gent) and all the participants of the 21 LIPP Symposium in Munich
on July 2, 2014, of the Conference More Hitches in Historical Linguistics in Ghent on March 16,
2015, of the International Conference on Historical Linguistics in Naples on July 27, 2015, of
the DiaLING presentation held in Ghent on November 15, 2016, the research seminar in Co-
logne on December 15, 2016, the Comparative Philology Seminar in Oxford on May 23, 2017,
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1. The choice of this specific corpus

I chose the forms £0yxe(v) and 07jke(v) in the Iliad,” for the following reasons: all these
forms belong to a very common root and are thus attested in a variety of contexts;
the forms are all active, so that the augment use could not be dependent on the
choice of diathesis; they are all third person singular forms and as such, the number
is ruled out as criterion; in the past, it has been argued that aorists were more often
augmented than imperfects and that younger aorists had more augments than older
forms (Blumenthal 1974; Lazzeroni 1977: 15-17, 23; Mumm 2004: §2.1), but since all
the forms are in the k-aorist, they all have the same tense and the same type of
aorist; the forms under discussion can be used in any position in the verse, which
significantly reduces the chance that the metre was the main (let alone the sole)
motivating factor for the use and absence of the augment.’

2. Determining the corpus: the metrically secure forms

Asis known, the augment is not mandatory in epic Greek nor is it always guaranteed
in our transmitted text.* In order to obtain reliable data, I will use the following
methodology.

The prototypical hexameter has the following structure:®

— = - = = = - = - = - =
la lblc 2a 2b2c 3a 3b3c 4a 4b4c 5a 5b5¢c 6a 6b

In determining “word end”, I consider enclitics to be part of the word after which
they appeared, and proclitics to belong to the word that follows (see Ahrens 1852: 200;
Giseke 1864: 127; Meyer 1884: 980; Maas 1923: 30-31; Fraenkel 1960; West 1982: 37; Snell

the Indo-European Seminar in Cambridge on October 12, 2017, the Annual Meeting of the
Classical Association of Canada in Calgary on May 8, 2018, the International Congress of Greek
Linguistics in Helsinki on August 29, 2018 and of the Arbeitstagung of the Indogermanische
Gesellschaft on June 7, 2019 in Ljubljana for their questions, input, criticism and feedback.
The article was made possible by a fellowship BOF.PD0.2016.0006.19 of the research
council of the Universiteit Gent (BOF, Bijzonder Onderzoeksfonds), by a travel grant V426317N
for a research stay in Oxford (provided by the FWO Vlaanderen, Fonds voor Wetenschappe-
lijk Onderzoek Viaanderen, Science Foundation Flanders) and by a postdoctoral fellowship
12V1518N, granted by the FWO Vlaanderen.
A special thank you is addressed to the anonymous reviewers of the journal. It goes without
saying that all inconsistencies and errors are mine and mine alone.
2 Tinclude Iliad 10, although many scholars doubt its authenticity, but for the investigation at
hand, the issue is irrelevant. The text is quoted after Van Thiel (1996, 2010) and is compared
to West (1998, 2000) and Ludwich (1892, 1897).
The works by Bakker (1999, 2005) and Mumm (2004) only discussed the aorist in the Iliad;
Bakker (2002) dealt with the aorist in the Homeric Hymn to Apollon (HH 3).
4 See De Decker (2019: 54-55, footnote 30) for a discussion.
This is the notation used by Janse (2003, 2014).
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1982: 68; Niinlist 2000: 112; Taida 2007: 9; Oswald 2014: 421).° To determine the va-
lidity of the presence or absence of the augment in é0nxe(v) and 07jxe(v), I use the
following rules:

1.

the absence or presence of the augment is secure, if the opposite creates an un-
metrical verse;

. the absence or presence of the augment is secure, if the opposite requires the

elision of the dative plural ending of consonant stems in -o1/-yu/-&1, the dative
singular ending in -/ or the word final -v (Spitzner 1816: 167; Grashof 1852: 11;
La Roche 1869: 76, 80; Bekker 1872: 22—23; Kiithner, Blass 1890: 230-240; Monro
1891: 349-350; Maas 1923: 27; Schwyzer 1939: 403; Chantraine 1948: 86; Koster
1962: 45; Korzeniewski 1968: 24; Wachter 2000: 74-75);’

the absence or presence of the augment is secure, if the opposite requires the
violation of Hermann’s Bridge: this bridge states that there cannot be a word end
between 4b and 4c¢, and is one of the strictest bridges in epic poetry, with very
few exceptions (about 0,3%);*

an augmented or unaugmented form is considered secure, if the opposite creates
a caesura at the end of the third foot: bipartite hexameters were avoided; as this
had been noted already at least as early as Varro, it is sometimes called “Varro’s
Bridge” (Gerhard 1816: 127-128; Voss 1826: 63, with some examples in epic Greek,
such as Iliad 15,18; Odyssey 10,58 and Homeric Hymn to Demeter (HH 2), 202;
Ahrens 1852: 199—200; Lehrs 1860: 513; Bekker 1863: 142 (the original article dated
from 1859); Von Christ 1874: 182, 199; Monro 1884: Ixxiv-1xxv; Maas 1923: 22;
Stifler 1924: 348; Sjolund 1938: 64; Koster 1962: 70-71; Korzeniewski 1968: 34;
Ingalls 1970: 1; Cantilena 1995: 39—40 (he also referred to an unpublished MA
thesis discussing this topic: M. Marra. 1992/1993. Il problema dell’ esametro bipar-
tito. MA Thesis Universita di Venezia — non uidi); Gentile, Lomiento 2003: 270,
referring to Pseudo-Hephaistion (2™ century Ap?) as the author of the metrical
prohibition);

the use or absence of an augment is secure, if the opposite yields a spondee in
the fifth foot with word end at that foot (Gerhard 1816: 142-147; Hermann 1817:
220; Bekker 1863: 147-148; Maas 1923: 22; Korzeniewski 1968: 30; West 1982: 37;
Snell 1982: 13-16; Van Raalte 1986: 37-38; Sicking 1993: 73-74);

an augmented or unaugmented form is considered secure, if the opposite creates
aword end at the end of the second foot with a spondee with position-length in
the second half, especially when the word started in the first foot already (this is

O’Neill (1942) struggled with this problem, as he stated on page 109 that enclitics did not belong
to the word, but on page 110 wrote that word and enclitic formed a bigger conglomerate.

For the dative plural, there are only 19 exceptions in the entire Homeric corpus, the list of
which can be found in La Roche (1869: 125-129). The elision of -v was not discussed in La Roche
(1869), which means that he had not found any instances in which it occurred.

It was first noted by Hermann (1805: 692-693, 1817: 213): “(caesura quarti trochaei) raris-
sima est et studiose vitatur”, Spitzner (1816: 9-12) and has been accepted ever since, see also
Korzeniewski (1968: 30-34), Snell (1982: 13-16), West (1982: 36—38, 1997: 222-225), Van Raalte
(1986: 97-98) and Sicking (1993: 73-79).
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sometimes known as “Giseke-Gerhard’s Law”; I checked 7483 verses of Iliad 1,
2,1-483, 3-9, 16, 22 and 24, and found that only 82 verses had a word end at the end
of the second foot with a spondee by position, that is 1%; there were only 53 verses
in this corpus in which there was a spondee in the second foot with the second
half foot being long by position and the word having started in the first foot, that
is 0,7%) (Gerhard 1816: 140, only about the spondee of the second foot; Giseke
1864: 128-134; Hilberg 1879: 129, 263; see most recently Oswald 2014: 422);°
related to the previous observation is the fact that the use or absence of the aug-
ment is secure if the opposite creates a word starting in the first foot and ending
at 2¢, especially when the word ends in a spondee, either by nature or by position
(the prohibition of word end at 2c of a word starting in the first foot is known as
Giseke’s Law - Giseke’s Law is sometimes called “Giseke-Meyer”, because Meyer
reiterated it without apparently knowing that Giseke had already established
this law) (Giseke 1864: 128-134);"°

the presence or absence of the augment is secure, if the opposite creates a word
that starts in the first foot and that ends at 2b (this is a consequence of a law
known as Meyer’s (1884: 980) First Law:" a word starting in the first foot should
not end at neither 2b nor 2¢ - the avoidance of word end at 2b had been noted
already by the Greek metrician Nikanor, 2™ century AD, and therefore I sug-
gested to call the law “Nikanor-Meyer”, whereas Cantilena called it il ponte di
Nicanore'?): in the Iliadic corpus of 7483 verses (cf. supra) there are 466 instances
that violate this rule (which is 6% exceptions - this is considerably less than e.g.
the violations of the digamma);

the augmented or unaugmented form can be considered secure if the opposite
verb form makes a caesura coincided with elision (Von Thiersch 1826: 338; Grashof

12

Oswald considered these laws to be post-Homeric, but the small number of exceptions in
Homeric Greek clearly indicates that they apply to it as well.

Oswald (2014: 422) considered this to be post-Homeric, but Giseke himself specifically applied
his law to Homer as well. See also the previous footnote.

Before Meyer, scholars had already stated that word end at 2b was avoided (without restrict-
ing it to words starting in the first foot): the first modern scholar to do it was Voss. In HH
2,300 the transmitted afya miBovto created a word end at 2b, which he changed it into afy’
émiBovto (Voss 1826: 89); in HH 2,438, Voss considered the transmitted yy0oovvag 6¢ 6¢yovto
to be disturbing the rhythm and corrected it into ynBocvvag & é6¢yovro. Although he did not
explicitly mention a restriction or prohibition against a word end at 2b, these corrections make
him if not the founder, then at least one of the earliest predecessors of this Law. Von Thiersch
(1826: 209) stated that no trochaic or dactylic caesura was allowed in the second foot, if the
verse had a caesura in the third foot. In his Odyssey edition, Bothe (1834: 133) argued that 7&o’
&vroo0e pdaveore (Odyssey 12,241) — which has a word end at 2b with a word starting in the first
foot - did not sound very well and had better be a0’ évroa0 épdveoke euphoniae gratia (in his
words). After Voss and Bothe, Hoffmann (1842: 22) noted that the caesura at 2b weakened the
verse and catalogued this caesura among the caesurae minores in the subcategory (caesurae)
versum mollientes and Grashof (1852: 11) noted that an incision after the trochee in the 2™ foot
was avoided. In his overview of the different caesurae, Hermann (1817: 212) did not discuss
a caesura at 2b, which means that he did not consider word end at this position a possibility.
See Cantilena (1995: 34) and De Decker (2016: 262-264, 2017: 62-66) for a history of Meyer’s laws.
This was the title of Cantilena (1995), see also De Decker (2016: 264).
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1852: 16, 25; Bekker 1863: 141, the original dates from 1859; Drewitt 1912: 50; Mazon
1942: 134; Taida 2007: 3, 2010: 250);"

10. an augmented or unaugmented form is considered secure, when the opposite
leads to the violation of (Meyer-)Tiedke’s law (Tiedke 1873: 15-27; Meyer 1884:
987-988); this metrical bridge states that there should not be a word end at 4a
and s5a in the same verse. Tiedke stated that clitics and prepositions are allowed
exceptions (because they count as belonging to the preceding or following words),
so that word end after o (6) 8¢ does not count as a violation.

3. The metrically secure forms in the corpus

There are 80 instances of é€0yxe(v) and O7jxe(v) in the corpus, of which 34 metrically
secure augmented forms and 30 metrically secure unaugmented forms. 27 aug-
mented forms are secure because of the avoidance of a spondaic fifth foot with word
end," and 7 are because of the avoidance of a spondaic second foot with position
length and word end at the foot.”” The 30 metrically secure unaugmented forms
are divided as follows: 5 forms that were secured by the fact that the preceding
vowel was unelidable,'® 11 are guaranteed by their verse initial position (the only
position in the verse where ke cannot be used),” 8 non-verse initial instances
are guaranteed because adding the augment would make the verse unmetrical,®
5 are guaranteed by Hermann’s Bridge,"” and 1 because of Nikanor-Meyer’s Law as
can be seen below:

(EX.01) &AL 116 dBavdtwy madoev yoAov, 66 p’ évi Quud

0xuov Bijke paty kai oveidea moAN avOpwmwv (1liad 9,459-460)

‘But someone of the immortals stopped my anger, who put in my mind the rumour
of the people and the envy of many men.”?

In this instance the unaugmented 67jke is secure, because drjpov €0yxe would create
a verse with a word starting in the first foot and ending at 2b.

The co-occurrence of elision and caesura is not non-existent, but nevertheless rare, see West
(1982: 10, 36).

The instances are Iliad 3,321; 3,330; 3,336; 6,6; 6,482; 8,188; 9,483; 10,257; 10,261; 11,17; 15,478;
15,480; 16,131; 16,137; 17,569; 19,369; 20,324; 21,825 22,44; 23,265; 23,270; 23,382; 23,400; 23,406;
23,5275 23,7045 24,531.

The instances are Iliad 2,319; 6,139; 9,207; 12,450; 17,470; 22,368; 23,568.

The instances are Iliad 1,55 (dative plural ending); 8,218 (dative plural ending); 18,375 (dative
singular ending); 21,145 (dative plural ending); 24,101 (dative singular ending).

The instances are Iliad 6,303; 8,324; 10,466; 10,571; 16,223; 17,541; 18,4765 23,153; 23,263; 23,799;
23,866.

The instances are Iliad 2,318; 2,482; 6,357; 18,615; 21,484; 23,748; 23,750; 23,826.

The instances are Iliad 5,445; 10,46; 12,399; 23,653; 23,700.

Unless noted otherwise, all translations are my own.
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4, Analyzing the metrically insecure forms

In the corpus under investigation here there are 16 instances, in which the rules
described above do not allow us to decide with certainty on the presence or absence
of the augment. To discuss these forms that are metrically insecure (i.e. not guar-
anteed by the rules in §3), I will use a method that is based on that of Barrett and
Taida (Barrett 1964: 361-362; Taida 2004, 2007, 2010; De Decker 2016: 259-282, 2017:
58-124). When analyzing cases in which both the augmented and the unaugmented
verb forms were attested in Euripides, Barrett (1964: 361-362) decided to look at the
other instances of that specific verb in tragedy and comedy and divided the attesta-
tions in three categories: metrically secure augmented forms, uncertain forms and
metrically guaranteed unaugmented forms. Whichever of the guaranteed forms
was more common, had to be adopted in the doubtful instances. Taida applied this
method to the Homeric Hymns to Hermes and Demeter, and compared the verb
form under investigation to the attestations of that tense in the entire epic corpus.”
Whereas Barrett adopted the variant with most metrically secure attestations, Taida
(2004, 2007, 2010) also took metrical and semantic observations into consideration,
such as the position of the form in the verse compared to the metrically secure forms
in that very same position, the application of metrical laws and type of passage in
which the form occurred (augmented verb forms in gnomes and similia were cata-
logued as securely augmented and iteratives in -sk- were securely unaugmented).
My method is based on that by Barrett and Taida, but differs in some aspects. I use
the following criteria in descending order of importance:

1. at verse end forms of the shape v—+ or v—- are preferred (as had been noted
already by Aristarkhos) (Von Thiersch 1826: 338);* if the debated form / one of
the debated forms has this format, it is preferred; I want to add, however, that the
Wortbild plays a role here as well and that enclitics and proclitics are part of
the word they belong to;*

2. the (un)augmented form has preference if the opposite causes the shortening
of a long vowel or long diphthong: long vowels and long diphthongs undergo
much less shortening than short diphthongs (Von Hartel 1874a, especially page
48, 1874b: 1-13; Sjolund 1938: 43, 58-70);

3. the (un)augmented form has preference if the opposite causes a word end at 2b
or 2¢; word end at 2b and 2c is not impossible, but nevertheless not common in

# He admitted that the language of Homer, Hesiod and the Hymns was not the same, but stated
that it was similar enough to be considered in its entirety.

2 This was shown for Iliad 1, 9 and 18, and Odyssey 4, 5 and 9 by Bekker (1863: 148, the original
dates from 1859). See also La Roche (1867: iii, 1869: 73-82). This rule was applied to its extreme
in the Homer editions by Bekker (1858a, 1858b), La Roche (1867, 1868), and, to a lesser extent,
by Ludwich (1889, 1891, 1892, 1897). That v—— / v—+ was preferred at verse end, was also the
opinion of Aristarkhos (see Schmidt 1854: 428—431, La Roche 1867: iii and Chantraine 1948: 481).
See most recently Miller (2014: 96-97).

2 In their editions Bekker and Ludwich often preferred to read ¢ miovzo instead of 76’ émiBovro
or 000¢ dvvavto instead of 008’ é§vavto, but the v -+ rule does not apply in those cases, as
10¢ and 000¢ are proclitic and belong to the following word.
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the aforementioned Iliadic corpus of 7483 verses, I found 819 instances of word
end at 2b (11%) and 750 of word end at 2¢c (10%);

if the augmented and the unaugmented variant both violate Giseke-Meyer’s
Law and Nikanor-Meyer’s Law (word end at 2c and 2b of word starting in the
first foot respectively), the variant that violates 2b has preference, because word
end at 2b of word starting in the first foot is more common than word end at 2¢
(and, as was stated above, a spondee at 2¢ is very rare in any case, so rare even
that an augmented form that preserves a dactyl in the second foot can count as
metrically secure); in the Iliadic corpus of 7483 verses, I found 466 violations of
Nikanor-Meyer’s Law (6%) and 217 of Giseke-Meyer’s Law (3%);

the (un)augmented form has preference if the opposite creates a spondee with
the second half foot having a vowel that is long by position:** spondees are less
common than dactyls,” and spondees with a second half foot being long by po-
sition and not by nature are even less common (Meillet 1910: 43); in the corpus
there are 885 spondees with position length in the first foot (12%), 779 in the
second foot (10%), 306 in the third foot (4%) and 433 in the fourth foot (6%);

if the final syllable of the word preceding the verb form is never elided or always
elided elsewhere in epic, it is likely that it will be the case in the instance under
investigation;

if a form is attested at the end of the verse or sentence, it is more likely that the
augmented form has preference, whereas a verb form in verse or sentence initial
position is more likely to be unaugmented;

dual forms and pluperfects are more likely to be unaugmented;*

sometimes the context decides: if the debated form appears in a simile or gnome,
it is more likely that the augmented one will be correct; if the debated form has
an iterative suffix, the unaugmented variant is most likely correct;* this criterion
can only be used for passages where the preponderance of (un)augmented forms
is significant: the fact that a form appears in a speech does not make its augmenta-
tion more likely, because there are a considerable number of unaugmented forms

24

25

26

27

Already Grashof (1852: 9, 14) alluded to this.

See Bekker (1863: 147-148), Ludwich (1885: 301-350 for the data on dactyls and spondees in
epic Greek; especially the table on page 321) and O’Neill (1942: 159). For spondees in general
see Ludwich (1866).

The absence of the augment in pluperfect forms had been noticed already by Aristarkhos, see
La Roche (1866: 423). See also Buttmann (1830: 318, 1858: 127-128), Koch (1868: 20-21), La Roche
(1882: 32-39), Platt (1891: 231), Monro (1891: 61), Chantraine (1948: 481-482, with reference to
both Aristarkhos and La Roche), Bottin (1969: 124-129, with a list of forms), De Decker (2015b:
245-246).

The absence of the augment in dual forms had also been noted already before, see Grashof
(1852: 29), La Roche (1870a: xv, 1882: 19; but in 1870b: 62, 142-143 and 1871: 73 he argued in
favour of the transmitted augmented dual compound form émedpapérny in Iliad 10,354 and
also printed it, because the compounds of é6papov never lacked the augment anywhere else),
Platt (1891: 213-214), Schwyzer (1939: 651), Bottin (1969: 94, with reference to Schwyzer), Blu-
menthal (1974: 75), Mumm (2004: 148), De Decker (2015a: 54, 2015b: 247). Already von Thiersch
(1826: 338) alluded to the unaugmented nature of compounded dual forms.

This will be discussed in much more detail in the subchapters dealing with the semantics.
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in speeches as well, but the fact that an unaugmented form appears in a narrative
passage makes its unaugmented nature more likely, because narrative passages
have a significantly higher number of unaugmented than augmented forms;*

10. if none of the criteria mentioned above is decisive, the number of metrically
secure attestations in Homeric Greek (Homer, Hesiod and the Hymns) will
decide;

11. when there are not sufficient data in Homeric Greek or if these data are incon-
clusive, I take the post-Homeric epic works into account as well;

12. if still no decision can be reached, the form cannot be determined and will not
be used in the analysis; Barrett (1964: 362), and Taida (2010: 257) argued that in
such cases a unanimous reading of the codices should be respected and adopted
faute de mieux; although I understand their specific approach here, I will never-
theless not do this, because I prefer some internal support for the forms (in case
of different readings in different manuscripts no decision is possible);

13. the compound forms: as compound verb forms were in origin a preverb and
a simplex verb form, the same rules as for simplex forms can be applied. In many
cases the certainty of the augment of the compound verb can only be ascertained
by comparing it to the metrically secure instances of the simplex form.

The forms will thus be classified into three types:

o type A: the presence or absence of the augment is metrically secure;

o type B: the presence or absence of the augment is supported by internal evidence;

« type C: the presence or absence of the augment is metrically insecure and un-
determinable by internal evidence.

5. The metrically insecure forms in our corpus

Below, I apply the rules described above to the 16 insecure instances.

(EX.02) ovdouévny, 1] pupi’ Ayasoic dAye’ é0nxe (Iliad 1,2)

‘the destructive (anger) which brought pain and suffering to countless Akhaians’
Both the unaugmented &Ayea O7jkev as the augmented dAye” €0ne would be possi-
ble, but the augmented form has preference, because in verse final position é07xe is
more common than 87jxev and because words of the metrical form v -+ occur more
often at verse end than those of the form - .’ 0yke is therefore of type B. The same
applies to é€0nke in the following instances:

% See previous note.

# 'This had already been noted for Iliad 1, 9 and 18, and Odyssey 4, 5 and 9 by Bekker (1863: 149 -
the original article dated from 1859) and was consistently applied in his 1858 Iliad-edition (often
against the codices). See also Miller (2014: 97) on this passage, but without further references.
It was already the opinion of Aristarkhos (see Schmidt 1854: 428-431 and Chantraine 1948:
481). For this specific instance, see De Decker (2017: 76-77).
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(EX.03) Ofjxev dvix pvpixnv- Séedov & émi ofjuc v €Onice (1liad 10,466)

‘he put the spoils on a tamarisk and placed a clear sign on top of them.

(EX.04) Q¢ dpa pwvioaoa Oek kot tevye EOnrce (Iliad 19,12)

‘So spoke the goddess and she put the armour down.’

(EX.05) ¢ Aytdevs Tpweoor movov kai kide” €Onrev (Iliad 21,525)

‘In that manner Akhilleus created pain and sorrow for the Trojans.’

(EX.06) Tpwoi- paAiota 8 époi mepi mavtwy dAye’ é0nke (1liad 22,422)
‘for the Trojans, but among all people he has caused pain mostly for me.
AuiteAavtov 8¢ xpvood AowoBi’ éOnxe (Iliad 23,751)

‘And he put half a talent of gold (as price) as the last price.’

The following instance seems to belong to the previous category, but the interpreta-
tion of Ao1o07i” poses some problems. I agree with most etymological dictionaries that
Moto67i” is an elided neuter plural Aoio87jia “as last price’ (Frisk 1970: 135; Chantraine
et al. 2009: 420),* but there is also the reading Ao1087ji which - if adopted by the
editor — would be the only instance of a noun Aotg0ev¢ and would mean ‘for the
slowest’™ In that case, the augment in 0xe would be secure.

(EX.07) yvia 6 €0nev édappd, modag kai yelpag UmepOev (Iliad 5,122, 13,61, 23,772)

‘S/he made his limbs supple and also his feet and hands above.
In this instance, the augmented §” €0#xev is transmitted in all the codices and from
a semantic point of view, the augment would be perfectly explainable, as this verse
is used when a god(dess) makes a mortal appear bigger and more battle prone, and
such intervention always involve a certain degree of emphasis. From a metrical point
of view however, this reading violates Nikanor-Meyer’s Law, as it has a word start-
ing in the first foot and ending at 2b. The unaugmented §¢ 87jxe would be expected,
but it is not attested in any of the manuscripts; therefore, é0xxe is of type C.

(EX.08) maai & é0nxe mévov, moddoior 8¢ kide’ éprikev (Iliad 21,524)

It (sc. the anger of the gods) put toil on all of them and threw sorrows on many of them.

The augment seems uncertain, because of the violation of Nikanor-Meyer’s Law, but
this passage appears in a simile (a comparison often used in epic poetry to compare
a scene on the battlefield to an event in everyday life) and in similia the augment is
much more present than in other passages (cf. infra). On the other hand, the simile

30 This form has not been addressed in Faesi (1858: 387) nor in Ameis, Hentze (1886: 86, 1888: 87).
The etymological dictionaries of Prellwitz (1905: 273-274) and Boisacq (1916: 587 “destiné au
dernier, n. pl. le prix réservé au dernier”) only mention the neuter form and not the noun
in -€0g.

' See Richardson (1993: 252) who rejected this reading.



76 FILIP DE DECKER

in which this form occurs (Iliad 21,522-524) has two metrically secure unaugmented
forms (&vijxe and épijxev) and no augmented forms.* Given the fact that only the
augmented €0y xke is attested in the manuscripts and that the form occurs in a simile,
the augment might be accepted after all (type B).

(EX.09) 1 8" dpg’ avtd Offke moddv kédadov kai aiithv (Iliad 9,547)
‘But the goddess incited around it (sc. the head of the boar) much battle noise and
war-cry.

In this instance, only the unaugmented form 67jxe has been transmitted, although
€0nxe would fit the metre as well. Determining the right form is not so straightfor-
ward here, since reading 07jke (as is done in all codices) requires a violation of Giseke’s
Law, as we then have a word that starts in the first foot and ends at 2¢ (I consider
the sequence &u¢’” adT@ to be one word as it involves a proclitic preposition and
the word governed by the preposition); reading é0yxe would have the advantage
that a word end at 2b (Nikanor-Meyer) occurs more often than a word end at 2¢c
(Giseke-Meyer), but at the same time it would require the long diphthong in av7@
to be shortened and such shortenings are comparably rare.” I therefore would side
with the transmitted reading 67jxe and consider the form as a type B. The following
instances pose the same problems:

(EX.10) 7@ 8¢ teTdpTw Ofjxe Svw ypvooio tedavta (Iliad 23,269)
‘for the one finishing fourth he put two talents of gold.

(EX.11) &AX émi kel 1@ Offjxe Oeog kaxdv, 61ti oi o0 11 (Iliad 24,538)

‘But the god put yet another evil on top of it, because to him no (generation of ruling
children was born in his palace).

In this instance é7i kai 7@ can be considered to be one word (two proclitics and one
word) and therefore the same reasoning as the previous instance can be applied here
as well. Spohn argued that a caesura at 3b had to be preceded by a dactyl in the sec-
ond foot, especially when the first foot was a dactyl as well (Spohn 1816: 57; see also
La Roche 1869: 102-110; Ameis 1870: 103; Ameis, Hentze 1900: 93). If this metrical law
were correct, it would mean that the unaugmented form would become problematic,
but an investigation of this (supposed) metrical bridge yields the following results:
Iliad 1 has 611 verses and in 165 this law is violated (27%), Iliad 5 has 909 verses with
a violation in 157 of them (17%) and Iliad 7 has 472 verses with a violation in 96 (20%).
It is therefore clear that this supposed metrical bridge is not valid and that there is
no metrical inhibition against the unaugmented form.

2 Some argue that fjxe and its compounds in fact augmented (Platt 1891: 218), but the fact that
an augmented £yke also exists, makes this less likely (Monro 1891: 60; Chantraine 1948: 481).
3 Cf. footnote 25.
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(EX.12) avdrievra §” EO0nre Oec Aevkwdevos Hpn- (Iliad 19,407)

‘Here with the white arms had made him able to speak.’

The augment in this verse is not metrically secure, but has nevertheless preference
because the unaugmented form addrievra §¢ O7jxe would violate the constraint
against word end at 2¢ of a word starting in the first foot (Giseke-Meyer) and that
law has much less violations than the one against word end at 2b of a word starting
in the first foot (Nikanor-Meyer). I thus consider é0rxe as type B. The same applies
to the example below:

(EX.13) ueogoomayés 8 dp’ é0nie kat’ 6x0ns peilivov €yyog. (Iliad 21,172)
‘He made the ash spear stick in the middle of the river bank.

The unaugmented peooonayés & dpa O7jke would violate Giseke-Meyer’s Law and
that is very rare. The augmented form counts therefore as type B.

(EX.14) kai viv Tépuat’ éOnxe modapkns Siog AyiAdets. (Iliad 23,333)
‘And now shining Akhilleus swift of foot has put (there) turning points.’

In this instance the augmented tépuat’ é0nxe and the unaugmented Tépparta O7jxe
are both equally possible (a word end at 2b or 2¢ of words that do not start in the
first foot is equally (un)common. At first sight one could argue that the use of
the word vov in this sentence would speak in favour of the augment,* but upon
closer look this preference is only apparent, because the preference for augmented
forms with vov is only clear in speeches and not in narrative: in the Iliad there
are 46 augmented and 27 unaugmented forms that are metrically secure and of
those 46 augmented forms, only 4 appear in narrative (as is the case here) and
of the 27 unaugmented ones, 9 appear in narrative, which gives a distribution of
4 augments and 9 unaugmented forms in narrative and this does not support the
augment here; in the Odyssey we have 26 augmented and 15 unaugmented forms
that are metrically secure, with 23 of the 26 augmented forms and 13 of the 15 unaug-
mented forms appearing in a speech, thus rendering the data for the narrative parts
inconclusive. From a semantic point of view the augment can certainly be defended
(as it adds a new element in the description of the funerary games), but there is no
metrical basis for it and therefore I would classify the form as type C. As was the
case in EX.07, only the augmented form can be found in the codices and one could
argue that the transmitted text should be used in the analysis. On the other hand,
the unaugmented forms are only found in the manuscripts when the verb appears
in the beginning of the sentence, after the bucolic diaeresis, after a long vowel or
diphthong and when the verse would not allow for an augmented form. Although
I personally do not believe in massive generalizing tendencies in the transmission
of any author, it cannot be entirely excluded that the augmented forms intruded on

** Again, I refer to the semantic part of the discussion (further on in this journal).
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the field of the unaugmented ones and ousted some of them. For that reason, I will
not use these instances in the analysis.
Our investigation has established the following data:
o type A forms: 34 augmented and 30 unaugmented forms;
o type B forms: 9 augmented and 3 unaugmented forms;®
o type Cforms: 4 metrically insecure forms (in all instances é0rxev is transmitted).*

6. Conclusion

In this first part I first described my methods to determine the value of the transmit-
ted forms and then I applied them to the corpus under investigation. I distinguish
between forms for which the metre gives certainty and forms for which we can only
acquire relative certainty by using internal comparison. By using those methods
I was able to establish a corpus of 43 (34 A and 9 B) augmented and 33 (30 A and 3 B)
unaugmented forms. The use of the (un)augmented forms will be analyzed in the
next parts of the article.
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