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es vielleicht auch eine Art ,,Pfropfen‘ sein, der sich aber leicht
entfernen liBt, also nicht tief steckt. Wahrscheinlicher ist jedoch
(auch von der Bedeutung des Wortes her) die Annahme von
G.Senn, daB3 es sich um einen ,,Deckel“ handelt. Beim Um-
wenden wird er jetzt allerdings mit der Hand gehalten und kann
dicht schlieBen, da das Gefdl3 nicht mehr ,,rasch® umgedreht zu
werden braucht.

Hamburg Anargyros Anastassiou

DIRECT SPEECH IN THE HYMNS
OF CALLIMACHUS

In this paper I propose to consider how far Callimachus, in
his Hymns, complies with, and differs from, the employment of
direct speech in Homer as analysed in part by Hefman, Waeh-
mer and Wille'). Direct speech in the Hymns of Callimachus
differs in two main ways from that of Homer and other early
epic writers: i) in the use of formulae of “saying” etc. which
introduce and follow direct speech, and ii) in the space occupied
by direct speech within the unit of the hexameter. Callimachus’
use of these features is unusual, and sometimes produces prob-
lems, as an examination of some of the instances will show.

i) In his Hymns Callimachus uses formulae of “saying™ etc.
which do not occur in Homer, and which rarely occur in Homer.

rung vom Experiment der kommunizierenden GefiBle: owagudoas g
xdAota ... xal yyéor Novyi), Motb. IV 92, 17f J. = 7, 556, 19f Li.). Es
liegt also nahe, bei & 7dfer an ,,ordentlich, ordnungsgemil3*“ zu denken.
Das ,,Ordnungsgemifle® konnte man im vorliegenden Fall in der Wahrung
der Reihenfolge der Hantierungen sehen, die notwendig sind zur Schaflung
der Voraussetzungen fiir die Entfernung des Deckels sowie in dem damit
verbundenen Walten der nétigen Vorsicht und Sorgfalt. Eine genaue
Parallele fiir das derartige Verstindnis von év tdée: 148t sich jedoch weder im
CH noch in den einschligigen Hilfsmitteln finden. Es geht aber kaum an,
aus diesem Grund auch die M-Ubetlieferung in Frage zu stellen.

1) Hetman, Die formale Technik der homerischen Reden, Progr. Villach,
1877; Waehmer, Uber 7, d¢ @dto, dc eimdw und verwandie epische Formeln,
Progr. Gottingen, 1883ff.; Wille, Auf welche Weise stellt Homer ... Progr.
Neustettin, 1885—6. cf. also Fithrer, Formproblem-Untersuchungen u den Re-
den in der frithgriechischen Lyrik. Zetemata 44, 1967.
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Homeric formulae which he does use are often varied consider-
ably. Unhomeric, for instance, is | roia ... xakoroéwy | which
introduces the speech of Triopas at /. VI, 97; this verb never
appears in Homer?). Its equivalent xaléw, however, appeats very
rarely before direct speech at //. 3, 1615 17, 507, but not with an
internal accusative. Likewise xepdatéw puddw oe, P&, pdia tdde
awboner. (H. 111, 152), which introduces a speech of Heracles,
uses the verb mwioxw which is not found in Homer. Sometimes
Callimachus uses rare Homericisms. Thus dg 1§ wais eimodoa (H.
111, 26) follows the speech of Artemis. dg is separated from the
patticiple as subject in such contexts only once in Homer — dg ¢
uév eimdw (Z1. 2, 70) which Callimachus reproduced at /7. 111, 39.
Cf. also ¢ uév 1doo’ eimoioa (H. VI, 65) which follows the speech
of Demeter, and Batrach. 122. Again, énndrnoe 6¢ lads, which
precedes direct speech at /. II, 102, recalls uéy’ dvre (/. 21,
582), the only instance of this verb in connection with direct
speech in Homer. It is noticeable that Callimachus, Alexandrino
more, has used the compound verb instead of the simple verb
which appears in Homer.

Most often, however, Callimachus makes use of a traditional
Homeric formula of “saying” etc. in typical Hellenistic fashion,
i.e. by varying it. Thus Rheia’s one line speech at /7. I, 29 is
introduced with xai o 7" dunyavins oyouévy dro wétvia * Pei.
In Homer, when gdro appears before direct speech it always
governs a noun (&mog, uddos etc.); but the active &pay is found
before direct speech at Od. 10, 471. This same speech in Calli-
machus is immediately followed by eizme, xai ... (again at /. IV,
133; cf. elmey 6 maisc H. VI, 56) which is not Homeric. When
this verb is used in Homer to signify the end of a speech it is
always accompanied by &g — with the exception of Bafrach. 122,
whete taira is found instead — and appears either as a parti-
ciple (eindv, -odioa, -6v) ot, in the indicative, in the iterative form
eimeone. Again, Zeus™ speech at /. 111, 29 is introduced by ¢ij d¢
xaragpétwv (cf. H. VI, 45) which is unhomeric. In Homer g7
either introduces indirect speech, or concludes direct speech
(Zl. 21, 361, Homeric Hymn. Dem. 145 etc.). 1 uév &pn (H. IV,
249) which follows the speech of Hera, never appears thus in
Homer, but is a variant of the common Homeric d¢ do” &pn
which frequently closes direct speech. Different from Homer
also is Callimachus’ use of Aéyw, xaraléyw and mpooAéyw. It is

2) Cf. Giangrande, C.R. 1971, p. 356.
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generally agreed that this verb never means “speak™ in Homer3).
Callimachus uses it with precisely this meaning, following post-
Homeric practice. The simple verb appears at /. IV, 201
dagoalén 1dd élebag. .. introducing the speech of the island De-
los. Likewise ¢ pdia dagoalén ope tdde mpooeré&ao tijuos (H.
III, 80) introducing the speech of Artemis. At H. IV, 274, on
the other hand, @ds oV uév xaréiefag comes after the speech of
Delos. With this post-Homeric meaning of 2éyw we can com-
pare tolow & “Adnwain Aéye widea ndAl’ * Odvaijog | uvnoauévy ...
introducing a speech of Athene at Od. s, 5, and xai ©dre T@v
dAAav Evdowy xatéleey Aedoov, introducing the speech of Eury-
lochus (within the speech of Odysseus) at Od. 10, 250. In these
instances Aéyw is usually translated “recount”. Again, Calli-
machus’ dAld § mawdog &gvxey Emog Téde (H. IV, 162) which intro-
duces the speech of Apollo, is different from Homeric usage:
Homer uses this verb before direct speech (Od. 3, 345, cf. Od. 10,
429), but always with a personal subject, never non-personal (as
énog in Callimachus). Interesting also is /7. VI, 8o tay dé yovd...
Gueifero ... preceding the reply of the mother of Triopas to
Polyxo. dueifopar is commonly used on such occasions in Homer,
when one speaker answers the speech of another. But here in
Callimachus there is no direct speech beforehand; the request
of Polyxo is simply a part of the preceding natrative. yjpde
Holv&d, | pdrno *Axtoglwvog, érel yduov dotve moudl, | Gupdtegoy
Totdmay te xal vida xxdijoxoioa. This is extremely rare in Homer;
it occurs at Od. 17, 122f. where Menelaus replies to what Tele-
machus has told him: adzap éyw 1@ mdoav aAndeimy xaréieta: |
xal Tdve O W énéecow duelBduevos mpooéeumer: Ct. also Od. 4, 234,
where Helen’s speech, introduced with dueifouévy is not directly
related to any previous direct speech; also Od. 15, 439, where
the daughter of Arybas’ speech is prefaced with dueifero al-
though the direct speech which precedes is also spoken by het.
This technique by Homer and Callimachus is rather like the use
of ¢ dparo immediately following narrative rather than the
normal direct speech. This is extremely rare in eatly epic, but is
found in the Hometic Hymn. Dem. 316, 448; Hesiod, W. &. D.
69; it then reappears, as one might expect, in Apollonius Rho-
dius IV, 236. Apollonius added further refinement by also using,
for variety, &g do’ &pn IV, 1121) and 7 (I, 512).

3) Cf. for instance, LS/ s.v. Aéyw (B) II1. La Roche, Homerische Stu-
dien, p. 197.

4 Rhein. Mus. f. Philol. N. F. CXVII, 1/2
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One of the more interesting features of Callimachus’ style is
the frequent absence of a formula — such as &g do” &pn..., 7..
etc., — which should indicate that the direct speech has come to
an end. Such formulae are, of course, extremely common in
Homer?); where they are absent, the end of direct speech is
often signalled by a word such as dueifduevoc. There are, how-
ever, a very few instances in Homer where the end of direct
speech is not acknowledged in the normal way; thus Od. 22, 200
where the speech of Eumaeus to Melanthius is immediately
followed by dg¢ ¢ uév avd Aédewmro, Tadeis 6Aod évi deaud or Od.
19, 412 where the speech of Autoclus to Eurycleia is followed
by T@wv &vex’ 729 > Odvoeds, va oi mdpor dylaa ddpa’). In Calli-
machus, however, almost one third of the speeches have no
“formula” to indicate that the direct speech has come to an end;
see H. 11, 113; III, 105; IV, 86, 215; VI, 41, 50, 77, 83. Such an
absence accounts for the famous problem of where the speech
of Triopas, which begins at /7. VI, 98, ends. Schneider and
Pfeiffer think that it ends after line 110, Wilamowitz, Cahen and
Mair after line 106°¢). Either, of course, could be right. An even
more interesting use of direct speech, however, occurs at /7. VI,
84-6:

davvey eidamivay Tig” “év aAlotola > Egvolydawy”
dyetd Tig viupay: “’Egvm'xz')ova 5[0740; é"wzps'u ”
7) “Emeo’ €& lnman” 7] “év " OVl moqus’ et

There is nothing hke th1s in Homer; but cf. Hesiod, W.&.
D. 453—4:

Onidioy yap &mog eimety: “Bde doc xai duakav
< 7 > 5 4 . €€ 4 EY 4 EE]
onidoy & aravipacdar “mdoa Eoya fdeoow.

ii) The extent of direct speech in relation to the hexameter
unit in the Hymns of Callimachus is also interesting. Frequently
a speech begins or ends half-way through a hexameter. This is
an extremely rare phenomenon in early epic?). There are a very

4) Cf. in particular Hetman, op. cit. 421

5) Cf. also Hefman, op. c¢it. p. 49. Fiihrer, op. cit. 46fF; 57fF.

6) Bergk, on the other hand (see Schneider’s apparatus) preferred to
assume 2 lacuna.

7) See Page, Hesiod, Homeric Hymns and Homerica, (Loeb), p. 612,
n. 4.
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few examples in Homer: 7/. 2, 70 | éx Aids* dAda ov ofjow éye
poeaiv.” @ 6 uev eindw [¥), I1. 6, 479 | xai moté Tis elmor “maroog
y’ 80e moAdov dueiva [, 11. 15, 82 (vorjoy) | “&d elpy 9) &vda,”
uevownjnot te wodAd | 11. 23. 855 | to&edew < g uév xe fdAn torjowva
neletdar. These are, however, not quite exceptions to the Home-
ric norm: 7/. 2, 70 and 6, 479 form part of a direct speech, i.e.
they comprise a speech within a speech, and the direct speech-
es of which they are a part begin and end normally. Ii. 15,
82 is, in fact, not so much direct speech as direct thought
(vorjoy). These passages are, none the less, striking. With regard
to other early epic, there are no instances of direct speech oc-
cupying less than a full hexameter in the Homeric Hymns?).
Hesiod, however, has an example at W.&.D. 453—4 (quoted
above); and there is one in the Batrach. 172—3 | 100 yelaw éoé-
ewe' “tives Patodyoiow dowyol | 7 pvoly adavdrow;” xai *Ady-
vainy moocéeimey [. In Callimachus, however, it is quite normal
to find direct speech occuyping part of a line, as . III, 29 | ¢ij
0¢ xaragoélwv: “6te por Toratra Yéawar [, which ends | ooy xai
Juéveoow émioromog.” &g 6 uév einaw |. (111, 39). Other instances
are H. II, 10o4; IV, 150, 162, 212; VI, 41, 53, 77, 84-6.
Callimachus’ fondness for this device, coupled with the fre-
quent absence of closing “formulae” to his speeches, causes
problems at /. IV, 116:
“onueoov ééanivnc; 6 & avijxoog. & uov dydog”

which forms part of the speech of Leto. ¢ §dvijxoog is regarded
as part of this speech by Schneider, Cahen and Pfeiffer; Wilamo-
witz and Mair remove it from the direct speech and make it
part of the general narrative. Since, however, there is no in-
stance in the Hymns of narrative intruding into the direct speech
of an individual (apart from the innocuous &pa, /. VI, 53)10),
this perhaps suggests that ¢ & dvijxoog is spoken by Leto. While
Callimachus shows such unorthodoxy, his contemporary Apo!-
lonius Rhodius always makes direct speech occupy a full hexa-
meter 1),

8) The “indirect” patt of //. 2, 70 is repeated exactly by Callimachus at
H. 111, 39, same sedes.

9) Although Allen attempted to introduce an instance in the Homeric
Hymn. Herm. after line §26.

10) This introduction of a verb of “saying™ into the direct narrative
is not found in Homer; but cf. the insertion of the direct gnui, spoken by
Apollo within his speech in Homeric Hymn. Herm. 549

11) The only exception is III, 797, which, like two of the Homeric
instances, is part of a speech within a speech.
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The fifth hymn, of course, is written in elegiac couplets,
and there is thus no reason why it should adhere to epic techni-
ques in the matter of direct speech. It displays, in fact, many of
the features of the other hymns. Thus 78 #efev &mog precedes
Athene’s speech at line 96; and direct speech occupies only part
of the hexameter at line 85. Unusual also is the lengthy sequel
to Chariclo’s speech, at lines 93—s5 & uév (du”) dugpotéoaior pilov
megl maida lafoioa | udrno uév yosodv olrov dndovidawr | dye Bagd
#Aaiowoa. ..1%). But early elegy is occasionally somewhat free in
its use of direct speech, occupying less than a full line, for in-
stance, at Theognis 22, 48990, 921 etc.

It is clear from the above that Callimachus, in his treatment
of direct speech, has utilised Homer and eatly epic in his usual
manner: he has developed, within the epic genre, “not what was
the norm, but what was the... exception in Homer™ 13).

Birkbeck College, G.R. McLennan
University of London

12) {Guw’) is Schneider’s suggestion to correct the unmetrical / d uéy
dugotégaror of the mss., and appears in Pfeiffer. The parallels which Schnei-
der quotes — 7/. 7, 255; 23, 686; Hometic Hymn. Herm. 39, Dem. 15 — do
not involve Aaufidve (except perhaps the last 7 §doa dauPricac” doééaro
zeeoly G’ dupo | xalov ddvoua Aafetv, whete yepoly du’ dupw goes more
naturally with dgééaro). This, of course, need not matter. It is just as likely,
however, which no-one seems to have noticed, that Callimachus wrote
a pév v dupotégaiot .. ., haplography causing the present reading of the mss.
(as also Schneider’s du’). With d uév év dupotépaiot . .. waida laPoioca cf. 11, 8,
116 Néotwg &év yelgeoor Adf’ rpia ..., Sophocles, O.T. 912—3 7d* év yegoww
otépn Aafodoy ... For év with dugotrépaiot cf. Theocritus 7, 157 év duporé-
gatow éyowoa. Oppian, Hal. 5, 635 maldunor & év dupotéynow delger. év in
such cases need not mean literally “in”, and in the present case is not in-
appropriate to the age and size of Teiresias. In Homer, for instance, at Od.
10, 397 the companions of Odysseus are converted back from swine to men
by Circe, and recognise their leader: &vwoav & éué xetvor, Epvv T év yepoiv
éraotog. “And they all knew me again and each one took my hands™ (But-
cher and Lang). Or again at //. I, 441, Odysseus returns Chryseis to her
father Chryses watgl @il év yepoi Tider, and he receives her gladly (446) d¢
eimaw év yegoi Tider, 6 0¢ déato yalpwv [ waida iy . “So saying he gave her
to his arms, and he gladly took his dear child” (Leaf).

13) Cf. Giangrande, Antiq. Class. 1970, p. 48, and Class. Rev. 1970,
p. 153 for the development of eatly epic “Ansitze” by Hellenistic epic
poets. It may well be, of coutse, that Callimachus® employment of the fea-
tures examined was also encouraged by the influence of genres other than
Epic, but the fact remains that the features under discussion are Homeric
rarities, and that it was typical of Hellenistic epic poets to develop such
rarities.



