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Carolus M. Lucarini

IN PINDARI SCHOLIA ADVERSARIA

Cum ante paucos annos vir de veteribus grammaticis optime meritus
mihique amicus, Francus Montanari, me hortatus sit, ut Pindari
scholia legerem, editionem Drachmanni! evolui nonnullaque, quae
mihi corrupta videbantur, emendare conatus sum.

Nem. Hypoth. b (p. 2, 5-7 Drachmann): f1yovi{ovto 8¢ otpatidtot
Kol ToIdeg OTPATIOTAOV DOTEPOV € Kol £l TO ONUOTIKOV TAT00g
gdpapev: v 68 youvikog [scil. dydv, cf. 1. 4 D.] kol éppo ovyd
Sippog 00dE KEANG.

Dele émi.

Nem. 1 Inscr. b (6,22 -7, 3 D.): {nteiton 8¢, ti oMmote 1@ AAPEID
npocdioréyetat kai tf) Oprtuyig, Thg vikng ovk odong OAvumiaxi,
6AL0 Nepeakiic; &viot p&v ovv @ooty, 8t té inmotposio. Tod
Tépovog kol tod Xpopiov dpoing év T Optuyig fv: ¢ 8¢ iepav
glvan TV Kpvnv Aptédog, v 8¢ Ogov inmknv eiva.

Verba 1@ 8¢ ... eivon vix sana videntur; fortasse v {8&} 0gov
scribendum, ut dicat ea causa (1@ 06¢) Dianam inmiknv esse, quod
stabula Hieronis et Chromi in eius insula erant.

Nem. 1,16 a (13, 8-14 D. schol. BDP), cf. etiam 16 b, praecipue
13, 21-22 D. (schol. U): &kmepne toivov, ® Modoa, kai oneipe
AQUTPOTNTA TIvoL T VoW Ti Zikeig, fjviiva 0 Zevg E€aipeTov
dédwie tf Depoepovn apiotnv odsay Kol Emtndetotdy e Yic
Tf]g €0KOPTOTATNG, Kol £MEVEVTE Tf) E0VTOD KEQUAT] TNV ZikeAiov
TEWPDS Kol MTopdG avopdmaoety, §j TNV TOTATNV Kol KOAAIGTNV
VYDGEL TAOLGIOV TOAE®V EVOIKNGESL TAIG VT AOTIV EGOUEVALC.

I Hic agam de volumine III (Drachmann 1927). Cf. etiam Tessier 1989.
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VT’ aOTV ViX sanum est; suspicor v’ ex praecedenti DydcEW ortum
esse. Fortasse scripserat scholiasta év avti] (cf. paulo infra 14, 7-8 D.:
obtm yap Euerde dnrovott opbodcbar 1 Xwkeia, €i d&loldyovg Exot
woAeg &v avtii [Lucarini : avtij codd.]).

Nem. 1, 49 ¢ (20, 13-19 D.): Bértov 8¢ ¢nowv 6 Aidvpog
(nr. 144 Coward—Prodi) ékeivo Aéyewv, 6t1 O mepi g Altvng
gopm, TovTo Koi vov fovreTon dnrodv o Ilivoapog (Pyth. 1, 33):
VOOGIPOPNTOIS O GVIPATT TPWTH YAPIS EC TAOOV EPYOUEVOIS TOU-
naiov é0eiv otpov. Towodto Aéyol &v Tt kai &l tod Xpopiov:
mel viv fipktan dymvilesOar kai dpéduevog e0OVC éviknoe, EAmic
€0TV ADTOV Kol TOV GAAoV Teb&echun oTeQUV@V.

In praecedentibus attulerat scholiasta opinionem Chrysippi gram-
matici, cui nunc opponit ea quae Didymus contenderat, scilicet locum
nostrum Nemeae cum Pythica I esse conferendum, quae ipse magis
probat. Videtur esse scribendum 6& @oivetor 6 Advpog; verbum
onow vel ex praecedenti pnow (p. 20, 12—-13 D.: 6nep aitiwtatov TG
TapekPacedc pnotv 6 Xpooinnog sivor) vel ex insequenti &pn ortum
suspicor.

Nem. 2,1 d (30, 8 — 31, 7 D.): ot 8¢, dt1 kot PEPOG TPOTEPOV
TG TOMGEWMS S1AUOESOUEVIC TOV AY®OVISTOV EKaoTog O T fov-
Lotto pépoc e, Tod 88 &0Lov TOig VIKDGV Gpvog Gmodedery-
HEVOL Tpocayopevdijval TOTe PEv dpvpdols, avoig 8¢ ékatépag
¢ Tomoewmg eiceveydeiong Todg AymVIGTAG 010V BKOLUEVOLG
TPOC GAANAO TO pEPT KOl TV COUTOCOV TOINOWV EMOVIOG,
poymdoVc Tpocayopevbijvat. TadTd enot Atoviclog 6 Apyeiog
(FrGrHist 308 F 2).

De origine nominis rhapsodorum agit scholiasta. Quid significet
éxatépog non video: fortasse scribendum est pokpotépag, cum
recentioribus temporibus (ad0ic) poemata longiora recitarentur. Sed
remedium verum adhuc, suspicor, latet.

Nem. 2,1 e (31, 19-20 D.): aigi odv TV &pynVv dg £mi 10 mAeiotov
€K A10g €mo10dvTo TTpootalopevot, éviote 0& kol Movodv.

Fortasse fuit 0¢ kdx Movo®v, cf. 29, 3—4 D.: odk del dmd Awdg
fpxovto, GALA Kal o T@dv Movo®v.
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Nem. 3, 4 (42, 16-22 D.): iepopnvior 8¢ Aéyovtar ol €v T@ pnvi
iepai Muépar olan dnmote Oeoig dvelpévar OV oLV AnunTpidva
piva enot Gndyopog (FrGrHist 328 F 166) 6hov ymoicacOot
Tovg AOnvaiovg iepopmviav Aéyecbar, olov dhov £optiv. <...>
iepounviav onoiv év tovtolg (Dem. 24, 29) dndviwv vudv
ayovrawv iepounviav. gowke 6¢ 0 Ilivoapog vov igpounviay Adysv
TNV TAV EMVIK®OV E0PTNV.

Lacunam a Drachmanno agnitam, in qua Demosthenis nomen sine
dubio occurrebat, ita explere possis: <0 6& AnpocBévng dnUoTEAT
€opTnv> lepounviav.

Nem. 3,27 b (46, 22 — 47, 2 D.): tf] 100 maykpotiov oputj, todto
yop Aéyel otodw, kal Opudi tf] Teplobevel kol mavtaydOev cove-
youévr poaydeic kol yopvacHeic ikavdg.

kai opuf) redundat atque delendum videtur. Ante paiaydeig Schroeder
addebat <ov>. Malim equidem scribere: cuveyovon pndev poiaydeic.

Nem. 3, 40 (48, 6-9 D.): aupiporov motEPOV THG E0YATNG LAP-
TUPES VOUTIMOG ol oThiAal, §j Kotd TO TANOUVTIKOV TOG €oydTag
péptopog Eppaviiovoag E0nkev, 6Tt PéEYPL oDTAV dT TAETY.

Ordo verborum laborat; lege £€0nkev éupaviovoag, ut participium 61t
introducat.

Nem. 3, 60 (51, 16—-19 D.): movtiav Octv kotéuapyev: avti 100
nepieyéveto [scil. [InAevg] avtiig [scil. Btidog] TdV EmPovidv:
SwKopéEVN yap O avTod UETEROAAE TAG HOPPAS, OTE HEV &ig
7op, 0T O¢ €l Onpia 6 08 KOPTEPNOAG TEPLYEYOVE.

Pro xaptepnoog legendum credo kpoticog (“cum eam comprehen-
disset”), cf. e. g. Apollod. Bibl. 3, 170 (p. 155 Wagner): Xeipwvog
obv Vmofepévov TInkel cuALOBElV Kol KOTAGYETY ADTHV HETOHOP-
QOVUEVNV, EMLTNPNOOG GVVAPTALEL, YEVOUEVTV OE OTE L&V TOp OTE 68
Vowp O0T€ 08 Onpiov oV TpdTEPOV AVIiKE TPV Tj ...

Nem. 3, 61 d (52, 15-16 D.): gnoiv odv, &t koi 6 Tehapov
mapootatng dv tod ‘HpoxAéovg Guo 1@ Toig éndpBnoce toOV
Aoaopédovra.
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Lege potius mopactdtng @v tod Toia dua t@ Hpokdel éndpOnce...
Cf. paulo superius 1. 11 D. (t@® 6¢ ‘HpaxAel cvuykafeile Tehapmv v
"TAov) et Pindari locum (Aaopédovta &’edpucbeviic / Tehapmv ToAQ
TOPOCTATNG EQV ENEPTE).

Nem. 3,72 a (53, 19-21 D.): 6 8¢ Aidvpog (p. 230 fr. 39 Schmidt
= nr. 148 Coward—Prodi): ovdénote xatafag émi T1 mpdypo
gvépetvey En” avtod Kol évekoptépnoev, AL’ ic TOAAG Kal GAAQ
LETATPENEL.

Cum tpéne intransitive non adhibeatur, suspicor petatpénetal esse
scribendum.

Nem. 3, 116 (58, 1618 D.): 10 ényydprov kai idtov adTdV 1MV
Atyivnt®dv xappo kol 160V vopvay tov viknedpov.

Lege 100 vikneopov, cf. Schol. in O/. 13,39 d (365, 18 D.): 6¢ éotv
Dpvog TdV ViKneopwv.

Nem. 3, 129 b (60, 14—17 D.): 6 6vntog aimdv Kol TeETAPTNV ApE-
v ATy QEPEL, TO Kai mepl TOD EVECTATOC PPOVTILEy” MOV
00K dmeoTv 6 ApioTokAeidng, aAAL mpdg Taig Tpioi, enoty, oig
npoxkoteidnye, kéknTon Kol TOOTNV, TOLTESTL TOD TAPOVTOG
epovtilew.

Lege a¢ mpokateiloye (“quas antea enumeravit”, scil. a verbo wpoka-
taréyw; de forma -koteihoyo, cf. Montanari s. v. KOTOAEY®).

Nem. 3, 134 a (61, 1-5 D.): tf] opodtntt ¥pijton tf] 4md t0d
péMTog Kol yoAoktog kota [Drachmann in app. : xoi BDP]
dlopopav £mi ToD TOMUATOG, KaBO ATodE ETAL TO PVOEL YPAP®V
Tompate TV €k mOVoL' TO Yap YOAO (UOEL TOPEMETOL TG
TIKTOVGOIG, TO 08 PEM peTd TOvoy al péMoacot Epyalovtart.

Fortasse fuit ka0 anéyel [scil. “distat”] Ta vosl ypapopeva @V €K
ToVov.

Nem. 3, 136 b (61, 16 D.): qua ex causa Pindari verba AioAfjotv
&v mvodicwy aOA®V grammaticus toig Ampiog eO6yyolg interpretetur
addita admonitione Pindarum Aeolicum &vmOev esse, satis mirari
nequeo.
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Nem. 4, 1 ¢ (64, 2-3 D.): 1] dpiotn €0QPOGUVN TRV TETEAEIOUEVOV
Kol TEMANPOUEVOV TOVOV KOl GTOVSAGUATOV 10TpOg E0TLV.

Scribendum videtur 17 €dppoctvn dpiotn tdv... Cf. Pindari verba:
Gp1LoTOC EVPPOCHVA TOVOV KEKPIUEV®V / 1TPOC. ..

Nem. 4, 30 (68, 8-9 D.): fjv 8& katoAAnAdTEpOV ginelv Oy,
v’ " kol o ONPdV Enepyog avTd GTEPAVOV.

Excidit, opinor, vel post @npdv vel post Enepyoag vocula <dv>, cum
Timocritus, pater victoris Timasarchi, iam diem obisset neque ullum
nuntium vel Thebis vel aliunde accipere posset; memento enim hic
Pindarum de tempore praesenti, vix de praeterito loqui.

Nem. 4, 53 b (73, 4-8 D.): 6 8¢ Apudviog (fr. 24 D’ Alessandro)
aporoynkévar enot tov [ivoapov v ypdve Tvi AmoddoEY TOV
gmivikov' 6 VOHOG eV ovTog, OV dteotnodpedo &y® Te Kai ol Tod
a0ANTod TEPi THG NUEPOG, T) ATOSDHOM, KOMDEL IE LokPdL YPAPELY.

Pro dieotnodueba scribe cuveotnodueda.

Nem. 4, 92 a (79, 11-6 D.): Temorbng Ouydtnp yéyove Kpno-
nic Akdotov youety, frig 1@ Iniel Epotikde Sratedeico kai
U meicooa cuveAlEv avtov eOdcaca T@ AKAOT® ®G doguvov
i Plotov d1EParev. O 8¢ KATAKOVOAG KOl TPOPAGIGAUEVOS TyayEV
£mi Ta anépnua tod [niiov dpovg, Kol KaTaAelyog...

Inauditum amépnpa in Epnua emendandum videtur. Sed fortasse vox
nobis inaudita non talis erat Graecis, ut me admonet D. Keyer, qui
Hesych. a 6002 Latte—Cunningham confert: dnepnpdoat dnokijcot.

Nem. 4, 100 a (81, 13—-16 D.): dupiforov motepov 10 udpaiuov
Erpepe kol EEm Epepe TOV Kivovvov kal TOV Bdvatov avtod TovV
TEMPOUEVOV, T} 0lov EEEpepe Kal Vredeiicvoe TO TETPOUEVOY.

Hoc legitur apud Pindarum: dloixe 6¢ Xipwv, / kal 10 pudpcipov
A6Bev mempopévov Ekpepev. Fortasse ita scholium restituendum:
mOTEPOV <KOi> TO Uopoiov Expepe Kol EE® Epepe TOD KIVOHVOL KOTA
1OV Odvotov adTod TOV TETPOUEVOV, T oloV ...
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Nem. 4, 112 a (83, 25 — 84, 1 D.): nepartépm yop Aouwodv
6 Qieavog kol mavta deavi), (6Qov EvTog. Té &vieddey odV TV
Tadeipov 1iig Evpodnng éotiv: gig dvo yap dujpnto 10 TOANOV
pépn M oikovpévn, Evponnv xoi Aciav.

Pro &vtedbev scriberem &vtoobev.

Nem. 4,123 (84, 17-20 D.): &vBa. toig dydotv dmodmepay AafovTec,
Kol yv@ow Tiig Ayoviag oyovteg 0VOENOTE BVEL GTEQAVAV EIG TNV
oikeiov EAvBacty, T@V EvOoEov KOPTOV PEPOVTIOV GTEPAVM®V.

Pro t@v &vdo&ov lege mecum 1oV Evo&ov.

Nem. 4, 148 b (86, 24-26 D.): tadtd ye unv 6nmg av toyn Aéymv,
énmilel kol meifetor avtog E€oupétmg Kol VIEP TOLG AOYiOVG
gipnkévar.

Adde v <tig> Toym.

Nem. 5,17 b (91, 21-22 D.): ‘EAMvioc 8¢ Zevg Tipndtan €v Aiyivy
Tapd T® oVt EAMMvie dkpotnpim KoAoLHEVE.

Nonne patet ‘EAAnvio esse delendum atque (de quo me admonet
N. Almazova) vel mapda 1@ dxpompin obtw(g) Karovuéve vel Topd
@ 00Tm(G) KOAOLUEVD AKp®TNPi® esse scribendum?

Nem. 5, 30 a (93, 13-15 D.): o0 ¢épet képdog oo aAndeia
aTpeKNG yvopévn kal eaivovca 10 dtov npdcmmovV, GAAL Oel
moTe Kal EmkekpvPbor 10 TpodcmToV Ti¢ AAnOsiog.

Drachmann ywopévn pro codicum yap audacter introduxit. Transpone
potius yap ante pépet; de hac vocula in principio scholi cf. e. g. Schol.
in Nem. 6,97 b (113, 21 D.).

Nem. 5, 39 (94, 8-9 D.): oi detoi, pnoiv, od pdvov 1 mepiyeia
nétovTat, GALG Kol weAayilovot.

Fortasse fuit <mepi> t0 mepiyewn, cum métoponl obiectum regere
nequeat.
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Nem. 6, 4 a—c (102, 10-12 D.): a. dwcipysr d¢ mdoo kexpiuévo
ovvopug M apetdPfintoc. b. | moAAY, EMTATIK®G. C. KEKPLUEVN,
HTOl KEYWPIoUEV.

Scribe 1j apetapintog.

Nem. 6, 97 a (113, 15-20 D.): onpaiver yap 611 EKovcing £yd
0070 10 PBapoc vmépewa didvpov VIApYov: ToUTO O PNOoLY,
i 6Tt 6OV 1@ TOV AAKIidNV dpvijoor copmapolapfavey péALeL
kol émovov tod dheirtov MeAnciov, §| T 00 AAkipidov kol
TO TV Alywvntdv.

Lege i 10<v> To0 AAKIUIO0V Kol TO<V> T@V Alytyntdv.

Nem. 6, 104 a (114, 11-13 D.): kAnpwbévieg odv ovtotl Toidwmv
ayovicacBai, peta&d yeveldoavteg é€ekpovonoav 100 dydVoG.

Adde <peto> maidwv, cf. Schol. in Isthm. 4, 120 a (239, 15 D.): petda
TOIO®V TPOUYWOVIGAUEVOC EVIKTGEV.

Nem. 7, 1 a (117, 12-15 D.): Apiotédnpog 8¢ 6 Apotdpyov
pabntig BEATIoV oVt enoiv: dyé mote 1@ Oeupimvi Kol Tapd TV
NAiav §on mponkovtl, e0EAPEVE Th 0ed Zmyévny tekvobijva,
Kol TV 100 Tandog ovtod yévwnowv olov Eikeviog sivau ydpv.

Nonne patet vel mopa esse delendum vel post id verbum <mpoo-
doxiav> esse addendum? Keyer autem suggerit mapda v MAkiov
{fidn mponKovTL}.

Nem. 7,35 b (121, 23-7 D.): &i yap qv v ovcov Koi déovoav
andeav Tévtog YIvOoKe, ook v ovde 0 Alag Tdv dploteimv
€otepnOn, €l un o v OV Kpvaviov dylov apadiov, kol dii
Vv opynyv évémnée katd TdV epevAV £0vTod TO Eipoc.

Dele &i un atque interpunctionem post £otepnom.

Nem. 7,47 (123, 4-14 D.): &uole mwapa usyov SuUpaiov ebpvkoi-
mov yfHovog Neomtorepog, Iprapov molw Enel tpdbe: 1ebvnkdtmv
8¢ TV Ponbdv &v ITvbioigc damédois keitai. moiwv 0& Ponddv;
TV mepi Tov Evpomviov, odg anvtog 6 Neomtdiepog dvermv
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gnopbnoe v "TAov. obto yap id10¢ 6 mTOVog Eoton 10D HipwOG.
doxkel 8¢ 6 Neomtdhepog €v Aehpoig dvnpricOot kai tedeicOan &v
0 va®. éav ¢ €mi tdv mepi tov "Extopa, kobmg Apiotapyds
enow, avadpauopey, TpdTov HEV nakpdbev Ectal v Topnowv
ouvanTov, devtepov 8¢ i v Koot Ta pnetofnoousda, S’ Tg
10 £yK®LOV oK £oTol.

Aristarchi interpretatione accepta non laudatio omnino concidit, sed
laudatio Neoptolemi; unde supplendum censeo €ykmpiov <idlov> ovk
g€otar. Cf. Schol. in OL 9, 40 (276, 11 D.): ta {dwn énelepydleton
gykoma et 11, 10 ¢ (345, 17-18 D.): 10010 8¢ mpo¢ 0 1010 Eykdua
kataokevalet; Schol. in Nem. 3, 51 (50, 14—15 D.): &rovov €€ dAAoT-
piov éykopiov kal ur idiov.

Nem. 7, 62 ¢ (125, 20-22 D.): dgvtepov 84, 811 mpémov v <Evo>
TV AloKiS®dY Kol OPEIMOLEVOV GUVOIKOV £1val T( ATOAOVL.

<€vo> addidit Abel ex schol. ad v. 70 (126, 11-12 D.), sed cum
nulla necessitudo inter duo scholia intercedat, possis etiam <tvo> ex
Pindaro ipso (44—45: &ypijv 0€ Tiv’ £vdov GAcel Tahontdto / Alakiddy
KpeOVT®V TO Aoumov Eupevar) supplere.

Nem. 7,70 (126, 16-20 D.): &viot 8¢ obtwg dnoloyeitol [Drach-
mann in app. : awoAroyodvtor BD] mepi tiic 100 Neomrorépov
TeAeVTHC Tpla pépovteg Tadta, &1L <te> [add. Drachmann in app.]
VIEp T®V Kped®V einev [Drachmann in app. : eingiv BD] dvnpf-
ofat, Kai 611 ol Aghpoi EBapivincav €mi tf] dnmieig avTtod, Kol
é1L mempopéVOY TV adTOV dvopedivar.

Addendum videtur adtov <awTov> dvalpedival, cum necessitas esset
Neoptolemum Delphis interfici atque humari (cf. Pindari vv. 44 sqq.).
Verbum @épovteg, Drachmanno obscurum, in @épov (“adferens”)
fortasse mutandum.

Nem. 7,94 a (128, 22-25 D.): éwv 0 éyyog Ayaiog ob uéuyerol p’
avip: Ayonov avopa tov Hrepdmv: 1 adtov tov Neomtorepov
fi éva 1®v Hrepotdv. Axoaog yap ov kabdmaé 6 Hrepmng,
GAA0 Mupidav.

Legendum videtur dAAd <6> Mupuidcv.
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Nem. 7,99 a-b (130, 19-20 D.): 6 d¢ Aoimog ebppwv moti ypovog
Epmor [...] b 6 € vodg 6hog €ibe pot to 6Aov 10D Piov obT® pet’
€0QpocHVN g cupmepaviein.

Patet 10 6Aov ex 6Log esse ortum atque in TO AomoOv esse corrigendum.

Nem. 7,106 b (132, 7-11 D.): énei 8¢ oi mokaiovteg ypovotpipodot
Kol 6w TOv mAglova ypdvov &v T@ NAi® pévovat, dud TodTd enot
TPLv GAiw yviov umeoeiv, TOLTEGTL TPO T0D EKAVOT VoL TO odua
V7o Tod NAiov d1d TV TAANY, AvTi ToD ginelv: wpiv molaical oe.

Dele 10 ante tov mieiova, ex insequenti videlicet ortum.

Nem. 7,116 (133, 9-13 D.): twvég @acty givat kovpdtov, gipfjcOat
0 avTo movtiav Eepooy 1. O SoKElV, Emg Pév ot Kata Bdbovg,
amolov etvar koi QUT® Spotov: dtav 8¢ dvacmocdii kai yévnton
£Em oD Bdotog, dmoABobobat Tod HAIOV KATOAAUYOVTOC OOTE.

Pro avt® Schneider malebat avtod, ego avto.

Nem. 7, 127 ¢ (134, 26 — 135, 1 D.): Apiotapyoc obtmg £mel 0&
KT, TOG GLVOLGING Kol YEITVIAGELS ETepog AvOpmTOg A’ ETEPOV
yeveToi T€ Kol AmoAaEL APOLOIOVUEVOC.

Suspicor voculam ¢’ esse insiticiam atque ab dgopotovpevog ortam.

Nem. 7,155 a (137,18 — 138, 5 D.): AMtng {EA0aV} epl ti|g v
KopivBe Bacireiog mpociilbe 1@ povreio 1@ &v Awdmvn, 6 0Tt
00 Adg, kai Eypnoev avTd toTE Kpatnoew, Ote TIg 0@ PdAOV
Tiic émBécOon 8¢ Muépy moAvsTEPAV®. EMOMV odv v Kopivhm
fitel Twva Gptov dypoikov 6 AATNG, 0 6& AaPmv Pdrov EdwKeV.
€releito 8¢ kai Oucia toig vekpoic &v KopivBm, St fiv Tiic mdrewg
&v pvnuacty obong €népyetor 6 AMng, kol gupav Kpéovtog
Buyatépag mepl T Onkog [ita Drachmann in app. : mepi cuvinKog
BD] yevopévac, Epnoé te Eav kpatnor, EEEV TV VEOTEPOY AVTAV
TPOG yauov, kol meibeton 1 KOpn kol TPodidwot TV TOAV TG
TOAOG Avoiaoa.

Excidit aliquid ante £€pnoé 1€ velut <tov ypnopov EMAwoe>.
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Nem. 8, 1 a (140, 18-23 D.): @ akpn &viuotdrn, dyyele @V
aepodiciov kol Bavpact®d®v erudv, {115 T0ig 18 TV TapOEvev
BArepapoig kai Toig Todkolg Emukafelopévn, <toOv HEV> TPAECLY
Epmot Toic Thg avaykng xepol Paoctalelc, Etepov 8¢ GAOAOIC
n6001c. mpaiat 8¢ pnot Talg Thg Avaykng xepotv, &t &€ avaykng
Nuiv ol Epwteg Tapayivovat.

Dele molestissimum illud épmot.

Nem. 8, 6 (140, 27 — 141, 3 D.): dyomntov 0¢ €6t Kol €0TOKTOV
g evKoupiag kol Tod d€ovTog Kopod Wi AmoGPOAEVTA TPOG
gkactov Epyov, TV Pertidvav épdtav érbupely duvachat kai
EMKPOTELY, TOV 08 PavA®V anéyesbar.

Ordine verborum leviter immutato lege &mBopelv xai dvvacHor
émkpately, cf. Pindari versum (5) t®@v dpelovov Epatov ETKpaTelv
dvvacOo et paulo infra scholium ipsum (141, 3—4 D.): To100T0V 0OV
EpMTOV EMKpaATELV dVUVacsOat, ENoi, KaAOV €0TIv.

Nem. 8, 34 a (143, 26-27 D.): Bacavilovteg yap oi dxpoatoi Ta
Aeyoueva Kpictv S1600Gv.

Lege potius kpicetl diddaowv, cf. paulo superius 1. 23-25 D.: vemtepa
0¢ éykouo €Egvpdvta Kol Emvonoavto Tf TAOV AKpPouTOV KpPioel
dobvat TPOg d1aKpIoY Kol doKIHaciay ETKIVOUVOV.

Nem. 8,41 ¢ (144, 19-24 D.): vai o1 OV pn 7@ AOY® PEV TKavov,
avopeiov 8¢ odpa povov Eyovta, peydin Anon év i Tpog Tovg
&xOpovg paym kai otdoel katéyel Kotamolaioval yap @ AOYw
Ko 01 TAVL AvOpeiot Kol fapOG®LOL VIO PPOVILOV. TOV YOP &V T®
Aéyev pn devov unde coPlotny T@ AOY® O T0100T0G VITEPPAAAEL.

Lege tov 1® AOy® pev pn ikavov (vel Tov 1@ uev Adym un ikovov, ut
mavult N. Almazova). Cf. in sequentibus pr dewvov.

Nem. 11 inscr. a (185, 11-13 D.): &l 8¢ mapopipvnoketot, 4t
TEPLYDPOVG AydVOG Evika mailg dv, o o1t TodTo ABANTAG KB

oUK AOANTH Yéypamtal, GAAL TPVTAVEL KOOO EMPLTAVEVEV.

Lege potius o0 d10 TodTo 40ANTH KO N0 el YéypamTol, GAAGL KTA.
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Nem. 11, 22 a (187, 24-25 D.): év 8¢ ] @V ayad®dv yvodun
gnoveicBot Tovg ayabolc Tpoonkel, eNoiv.

Pro dyafB@dv Drachmann desiderat dotd®v. Adderem potius tfj <t@®v
dot@v> TV dyabdv, cf. paulo infra (187, 27): dmd @V AoTOV TOV
ayaddv.

Nem. 11, 62 a (191, 9-13 D.): o0 d¢l, onoi, {nteiv deereiog
VIEPUETPOVG 0VOE Kepdaivey Ta VAEP NUAG. drpooiktwy d& dvti
10D dpmydvov, Gv odk Eott O1ygiv. TV Yop EpdTmv okAnpai icty
ol poavion kol ocdvrovor ai émbopion.

Non de desideratis universis loquitur scholiasta, sed tantum de iis
quae vix consequi possis (Pindarus: dnpociktov 8’ Epatmv 0&bTepaL
uaviar). Lege igitur <tob>tmv yop €pdTmv.

Isthm. Hypothesis (193, 18-21 D.): mdvtog 6¢ €ikOT®G TOVG
yYeVOUEVOLG VIEPNPAvVOVG Kol yevvaiovg [loced®dvog maiddg
eoov ol womztai, €ig 10 Tig Bahdoong dyplov kol ov otabepov
apopdvTes KakeBev v glkova Tod ToloHTOL AapPdvovTes.

Non omnes superbos Neptuni filios dicunt poetae, sed omnes Neptuni
filios superbos aiunt: unde tolO¢ vel post yevvaiovg ponendum vel
delendum.

Isthm. 1, 15 b (200, 9—11 D.): kai pqmote ava&lov Hpaxiéong
nyMoato mtpog adAov kol katdpOmpo Tod Hpwog AvTImapaTaEot
TOV KOV,

Pindarus de pluribus Geryonis canibus ab Hercule caesis loquitur,
cum aliunde constet canem unum fuisse, unde suspicatur scholiasta
Pindarum ad amplificandam herois gloriam numerum beluarum
auxisse. Pro tov xova suspicor esse scribendum &vo kova, cf. paulo
supra 11. 3-7: gic yap v 6 Inpudvov KbV ... £vOg Yap dvtog Tod
I'mpudvou kuvoe.

Isthm. 1,36 (203, 8-14 D.): Gvivov 61e@dvov mAeictolg dvadn-
obpevol PractTiract TOG KePaAdg EvooEol dEONoav KTl TG
OnBoc kai Aokedoipovo. TaA 6& TPOG TO ATO GVYKEKPOVKE TO
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EKOTEP® SLUPEPNKOG, EITAOV ADTOVS PAVITVOL VEVIKNKOTOS TEAOG
g Alpkng kai 10D Evpdta ToAaog pev yap mapa i Alpkn (ot
yap OnBdv abt), Kéotop 8¢ mapa Edpdta (odtog yop
Aokedaidévioc moTopog).

Adfirmat scholiasta poetam in unum contulisse (cvykéKkpovke) quae
Iolao et Polluci separatim acciderant; adde ékatépm <ywpic> cvupe-
Pnrog, cf. 201, 11-12 D.: dAAd 10 yopic copPepnrog t@ Kdaotopt
rkol ToAdo xat’ augpotépav kowdg eipnkev. Post OnPdv adtn adde
<anyn>.

Isthm. 1, 60 (207, 2-3 D.): 1 xopic 100 idTO" €1 GPeTa KOTAKELITAL
0 kol paAdov.

Ita D, cum B habeat BéAtiov, 0 xai poAiov. Suspicor Bértiov a B (vel
eius fonte) esse introductum, cum pdAlov non intelligeretur. Vide ne
fuerit 0 xai kdAAov, cf. Schol. in Pyth. 10, 85 ¢ (251, 4 D.): oi 8¢,
Omep kdAhov, Toug Kpavmviovg fikovcav.

Isthm. 1, 81 b (209, 7-8 D.): mpoomnKel TPOGEWMEV KOl THG
AN TpOog 10 1epov fihoog v ‘Elevoiva kai v EbBotav, kad’ fiv
0 VIKNQOpOC Eviknoev.

Immo «a®’ éc, cf. paulo infra (209, 12-13 D.): EbPoudv 1¢ Koi
"EXevciva o1 Tovg SpOovS Kal ToUG &V anTaic dydvag.

Isthm. 1, 85b (210, 2-10 D.): fitot 611 1p0Og TOV d186pEVOV PicBov
Kai o SaC dEétetve, Tv' 1} oBt: mavto avtod Td dywvicuata
eimelv Ppoydv wobov Eumv 0 duvog od cuyyopel por 1 Ot
1 ovppeTpio @V eipnuévov Aoyov deaipeitol Ty EKTacty Kol
UKo, Apltotdonpog 6¢ kol To0To AapPavav Tpog 0 HOVEVY TdV
EMONUOV aDTOV UVNHOVEVEWY, TOVG 08 AOUTOVG TTOPOOEVKEVAL,
Bpayd enot pétpov gipnkéval Tod Hvov 61l 10 TG EKOOGELS TMV
Emvika@v mpog aplipov Endv Kol TpLad@v Exey ToLG PIGHovG.

Adfirmat Pindarus (vv. 60—62) se propter brevitatem carminis non
omnes victorias equestres Herodoti persequi posse. Scholiasta dua-
bus explicationibus adlatis (wévto avtod ... cvyywpel poy; f| 6Tt ...
kol pfjkoc) addit opinionem Aristodemi grammatici. Pro koi todto
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scribendum videtur kol a0tog, cum Aristodemus eatenus grammaticis
antea adlatis consentiat, ut credat Pindarum poévov tdv €monuwov
uvnuoveveLy, tovg 6& Aoumovg mapmdevkéval. Verbum €monuov pa-
rum perspicuum esse iam adnotavit Drachmann; fortasse addendum
EMoNUV <dydvov>, cf. Schol. in Nem. 10, 35 (170. 21-22 D.): énei
6 dyov ... ok Ty émionuoc.

Isthm. 2 inscr. a (213, 4-10 D.): KaAMotpatog 66 onot tov
ITivdapov un toxdvta tod kat’ a&iav poebod did Tve pikpoioyiov
10D EevokpaTovg Tpocdtaréyesbot @pacvPovi® T@ vid ovTov,
Kol ovk €lg Eevokpdmnv, onoi, yéypoee v @MV, AL &ig
BpacHfovrov: Kol yap 1 eicPoin mepl dpyvpiov pépYeDS E0TLY,
¢ BEAovTog avTod oV Kat® a&iav pichov Kopicachar.

Principium carminis potius ipsum avaritiaec exprobratio est, quam
de exprobratione avaritiae agit. Suspicor igitur olim fuisse dpyvpiov
pépyig €otiv, cf. Schol. in Nem. 7, 123 a (134, 7-8): mpdg tovg
pepeopévoug mepi 100 NeomtoAépov.

Isthm. 2,2 (214, 1-3 D.): dumo§ pév xupimg KOGHOG TIC TEPL TOG
yovaikeiog kepords ‘Ounpoc (X, 469) durvra kekpdpalov te
vOv 8¢ amd péEpovg Tag Tiog AEyet.

Quid significet tag tipiog non video; an scribendum est tag towviog?

Isthm. 2,54 a (219, 25 — 220, 4 D.): At0dwpog 6¢ 0 Ap1oTOPAVELOG
un vonoog 6ti émi tod mapeAnlubdtog xpdvov Keitor 1O 7V,
Opfivov onot yeypapbor, odte €keivo voncag, &1L TP TOIC
TOMTOAC EVOALATTOVTOL <01> YpOVOL, 0VTE TO €Ml TEAOVG AEYOpE-
vov (10 Nixdoirn’ dmoveov, dtav Eetvov éuov nbaiov E10K5¢)
TPOG TOV {DVTA, 0O TPOG TOV TETEAELTNKATO.

Diodorus Aristophaneus, contendit scholiasta noster, verbo praeterito
fv deceptus, credebat Xenocratem, dum Pindarus poemation con-
scribit, iam diem obisse. Ut adnotat Drachmann, verba un voncog sensu
carent, cum Diodorum certe non fugerit verbum fv esse praeteritum.
Dele pun vonjooc (quod fortasse ex insequenti vorjcog ortum est) atque
intellege: “Diodorus Aristophaneus, propterea quod mv est forma
praeteriti, adfirmat a Pindaro Opfjvov esse conscriptum...”.
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Isthm. 2, 61 b (221, 17-20 D.): &xactog, enoi, 1OV Eevilopévov
€K HEV BEPUOTNTOC KOl KAUATOV TPOG YuypdTNTa KOl AVAKTN oY
domep TPOg avTOV E6TEVOEY, EK OE YEWWMDVOC TPOG BepudtnTaL.

Verbum ®bomep post kapdtov traicerem.

Isthm. 4, 11 b (226, 1619 D.): oi p&v obv coi Tpdyovol dvadey
Kol &€ apyiig dwPePfomvion katd tag ONPag nitipot kol Evoo&ot
yeYovEVOL TAVTOV TOV &votkouviwv Egviotal TTig T€ Bopufmdovg
VPpemc mavteldg dvieg GALOTPIOL.

Verbum évowolOvtwv parum aptum esse iam vidit Drachmann; ego
id in eprokovvtwy corrigerem, cf. e. g. Schol. in Nem. 6, 67 b (110,
1 D.): duoiktudvev 68 tdv meploikovvimy et Nem. 8, 14 a (141, 26 —
142, 1 D.): dote 100¢ meprokovtog Ekovoing meifesbon taig avatioc.

Isthm. 4, 58 d (231, 13-20 D.): 6 6¢ XpOommog aiviylatowd®dS
onot keloBo v mepi Tod Afovtog iotopiav: ddniov yap moTEPOV
glg Vv TaAnV teivel TV yevouévny mpoc Odvccéa, dte éviknoe
O ®, 7 €ig TO TEPL TNV Kpiow T®V dTAwv. duewvov 8¢ pnotv, 81t
Kol ¢ 6 Alag peimv dv katd tov aydva factalov tov Odvecéa
3O A® map’ avtod EANEON, obtw kai 6 Mélooog ueilova dvta
TOV AVTOY®VIGTIV Tf| TéYVN EVIKNGE.

Quid sibi velit kai ante @¢ Aiag non video; dele voculam.

Isthm. 4, 63 a (232, 13-16 D.): kotd 8¢ to0vTOVG O pPEV ddda
Keipevog €otol S1eoTaATIKOC, O 6¢ Adyog kaimep EhdtTOova TOV
‘Odvocéa yevopevov ‘Ounpog tetipnke. yeloimg.

Quid significet xatd 8¢ Tovtovg iam Drachmann non intellegebat,
cum antea explicatio grammatici Chrysippi inducatur, cui haec
nova opponitur. Vide ne fuerit xatd 8¢ dAAovg, cf. Schol. in OL 8,
60 a (252,7D.).

Isthm. 4, 92 b (236, 10-14 D.): dnwg taig T®V AvOipoLUEVEV
EEvov ke@aAaig TO avtdOL ToD [Toced®dVog TEUEVOS ELPPATTOVTO
Avtoiov énioyn: €dvotiyet yop amavOporiov dpo kol gig Bgovg
aocéfelav: kai émoyav HpokAig mebov tod katopbodpatog v
€ig 'Olopumov avapacty £6é&aro.

Suspicor excidisse édvoTOyEL Yap <N 7R OU> dnavOporiay.
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Isthm. 5, 14 a (243, 12-14 D.): 10 &b mdoyew koi 10 Adyov
<€60AOV> dKovew dvo dvta moyaivovst kol Tapaddimovct Tov
avéimortov ti|g Lof|g doTov.

Pro 6vta lege uova, cf. Pindari locum (600 6¢ to1 {wdc dwtov / podva
TOLLOAVOVTL).

Isthm. 5, 36 b (245, 2-5 D.): 101G 6¢ 6oQoig AvdpIoaEVOL TOPE-
GYOVTO THV TV YKoV @povtida, Kol did TV Tod A0 yvdunv
TILOUEVOL THVOE TNV TOV EYKOMI®V @povTida Kol cOVOESTY.

Homines qui viriliter egerunt (&vopiodpevol) poetis (toig co@oic)
materiam carminum dederunt. Post Ttapéoyovto dele v tdv Eykopiov
opovtida kol utpote ex insequentibus huc perperam inlata.

Isthm. 6, 14 b (252, 27-28 D.): &l yap T1g @V avOpodnev &nl i
damavn yopeic kal Hobeig yAvkeiav Eoye v EkPacty.

Adde domavn <kal moéve>, cf. Pindari locum (gi yap tig avOpodmmv
damdve te yapeig / kol wove) et scholium paulo supra (252, 19—
20 D.): éni 1® damavay ... YOPELS ... Kol €Tl T® TOVETV.

Isthm. 6, 53 a (255, 19-22 D.): eilnnton 8¢ ék 1OV Meyalwv
Hoiov 1 iotopia (fr. 250 M.—W.)" ékel yap edpiokeTan
émé&evovuevoc 0 ‘Hpaxkiic 1@ Tehapdvi kal EuPaivov tf dopd
Kai eVyopevog, kai obtmg O Sidmoumog aietdg, 4’ o0 THV
npocovopiav Eafev Alag.

Pro gdyduevog kai obtwg Wilamowitz coniecit dy0ueVOC 0VT®G Kad,
remedio levi et eleganti. Ego malim g0y6pevog kol oVtmg <€pectirc>
0 domoumoc, verbo obtmg pro “tunc, post id” accepto (cf. Montanari
s. v. obtwg 1 ¢), ut eadem in Magnis Eois restituantur quae apud
Pindarum leguntur, aquilam scilicet post invocationem apparere.

Isthm. 7, 18 b—c (263, 15 — 264, 7 D.): §} 6te v Awpida t@dv
‘Hpokielddv kabodov &n’ dcparodg oTijvol Tapeckedocas. |...]
Kal yap tote ONPndev fikew toig Ampledol Tovg ayopévoug Tiig
kab63ov Alyeidac petd tdv AOnvaiov: elvar 88 Todg OYPNOev
Aiyeidag 10 dvékabev ABnvaiovg.

Adde <kata> kdBodov, deinde <cuv>oyouévoug.
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Isthm. 7, 23 a (264, 17-24 D.): Apiotapyog to0T0 AEYOUEVOV,
onotv, vmovolav didwotv, ig dte Eypapev O Ilivdapog dyapio-
TOVHEVOV TL TOV OnPaiov drd OV Adakedaipoviov. €av O
vrotedt] ta £ETG, § 1 un copiag dwtov, dG &V TM KaBOLOL Aéywv
goton, Omep mOAAGKLG €lwbe Aéyev: &TL TAGO YAPIG TETAAULD-
pévn kaBevdel kol pepdpavtol, Koi 6Tl To100ToV TPAYHOTOC
apvnuovég giov ol GvBpwmot, O av pun doidyov yévntot kol toyn
Duvov Tvoe.

Qua ex causa scholiasta Pindari verba ¢ =1 u# copiag dwrov in scholio
laudaverit non video, cum ea ad firmandum quod ipse scholiasta
contra Aristarchum contendit minime apta sint. Remove igitur ex
scholio 6 ©1 un sopiag dwrov.

Isthm. 7, 44 (266, 17-19 D.): o0 8¢, Awodotov mal, év émaive
Ti0épevog Meréaypov 1e kol “Extopa kol tdg toutemv {nAdv
APETOC KOTO TOAELOV ETEAEVTNGOG.

Adderem "Extopa <koi Auguapaov> kai tac. Cf. Pindari verba: 10 0¢,
A10067010 1O, poyatay / aivéov Medéaypov, aivémv 6¢ kal “Extopa /
Apelapnov te...

Isthm. 7, 55 a (267, 12-14 D.): ¢ ¢’ dBavarwv un Gpacoétw
plovog Apiotapyog éni tod épebilev drovel, TdrTecHon 8¢ not
kol €mti ToD TopdTTELY.

Agitur de verbo Opdccelv, quod alibi Aristarchus pro tapdrtew
accipiebat, hic pro £pefilewv. Fortasse fuit £épebilev <viv> dxovet, cf.
Schol. in OI. 7, 118 b (224, 18 D.): vdv 8¢ kaTopnoTIK®OG TV Tiniov
axovotéov et in Isthm. 63 d (233, 1-2 D.): oi 8¢ ovk dkovovot viv
KaTd Papdov.

Isthm. 7, 60 a (268, 3—4 D.): ToutéoTiv OUK £0TL TPOPUVTIC
0 daipmv Toig avOpmmolg 008 01de 1O dkPnoduevoy.

Pro oide lege oidopev vel iopev (nam utraque forma utebantur scho-
liastae atque, si error ex ovdé ortus est, haud facile iudicatu est quid
scriptum fuerit). Cf. Pindari verba: Ovdcxopev yop oudg Groveg /
daipwv o’ diotog.
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Isthm. 8, 27 a-b (271, 1922 D.): doliog yop aiwv éx’ dvopdot

kpéuotor [...] b. 6 yap o Tiig {oflg xpodvog EviptnTal ToOig
avBpmdmo1g TOV 10U Biov TOPOV KLAM®V KAl TPOIMV.

Immo émptmrot.

Isthm. 8,57 b (273, 21-25 D.): 6 Z&bc Povrdpevog OETId TANG1A-
oat EkoAvin vo Tod HpopmBéme: eita IInAel E50&ev avThy &yyui-
oal. TefpOAANTON O€ 1] ioTOpia TAPA TE GLYYPAPEDGL Kol TOM TS,
axp1Pads 6¢ kettan kol mapd AicyOA® &v Ipounbet deouwy.

Molestum kai ante mapd, cum akpipdg ad solum Aeschylum pertinere
videatur: ceteri scilicet historici et poetae tantum attigerunt fabulam
quam poeta Atheniensis diligenter persecutus est.

Isthm. 8,92 (275, 15-17 D.): énei veikog DUl Eotnie vV mtepi 10D
YaLOL THg BETI80¢ TV 600 drapepopévav Be®dv, un mtpog & Emovrt
Kai £Tepov KaTaokeLALETO.

Verba & €movtt sensu carere patet, unde &v mowdv 1t Resler proposuit.
Malim 7tpog @ Eveot@®drl.

Isthm. 8, 119 b (277, 12—15 D.): oi¢ onpaionv tov Adny &vti tod
obg avalp®dv. avalpdv yap avtovg oitiog domep The &ig Atdov
K0B0d0L avTOolG EyiveTo.

Vide ne fuerit domep aitiog, cf. Babr. Myth. 10, 6 La Penna—Luzzatto:
mv & Agpoditnv domep aitinv 100tov; Alex. Aphrod. In Metaph.
454, 2 Hayduck (&omep 08¢ aitiog ®dv); Heracl. Quaest. Hom. 22, 5
(p. 96 Pontani): 1@V ototyeiov domep aitidtatov 6 OAAng anepivoto
otoyygiov etvar 10 Héwp.

Isthm. 8, 125 (277, 16-20 D.): tov uév otte Gavovr’ doidoi Erimov:
TOV P&V ovV OV AyilAéa obte Bavovia od Emouvetucod MOai KoTé-
MoV, GAAL Kol € a0T@ Topd TE TV TLPKOLOY Kol €T aOTOV TOV
Tapov al Modoo omoav kai Bpfivov moAvBpdiintov dvepdiovto.

Dele t0v ante AyiAAéa.

Carolus M. Lucarini
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The aim of this paper is to shed new light on the textual constitution of
77 passages of the scholia to Pindar’s Nemean and Isthmian Odes. For almost
every passage a new textual arrangement is proposed.

Cratps pU3BaHa MPOJIUTH HOBBII CBET Ha COCTOSTHHE TeKCcTa B 77 maccaxax
cxonueB k Hemelickum u Uctmuiickum onam [Iunnapa. Ilpakruuecku Bo Bcex
ClIyd4asix mpeJiaraeTcsi HoBO€ YT€HHE.
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