
NOTES AND DISCUSSIONS 

A NEW HESIODIC FRAGMENT 

Maximus of Tyre 35. 2 (p. 403. 6 Hobein) preserves a hitherto unidentified 
dactylic hexameter in the following context: 

TactZpa 7yp nrou 0?6ov Kai av0pdt7iOv civat Xtyct [sc. "Opirpo;] T6O Aia, oi3t tou 
6t6Tt i')7EKgi) ToO o6pavoo, vvv [tv 6pvt0t EiKao0eiS, VUv 6s %puvoa, Kai tXXOTE 
dikXp, yuvacti Ovrn'Taibq TnrjoiacEv 

"TcFpPacivtV Tra tnpc)a 7yvoc Ku6pov PaoGt?i(ov." 
OUiTC yatp &v Ei'r 6 ZEUcS 6oXyoTEKVTtaTOS KTX. 

Hobein (ad loc.) poses the question "versus vel ipsius Maximi vel alii poetae 
sequioris aetatis?" This is not helpful. On the other hand, first appearances 
notwithstanding, one should beware of assuming that Maximus thought that he 
was adducing a Homeric verse; the larger context makes it quite clear that 
Homer is introduced specifically because he had described Zeus as father of gods 
and men, naTilp &av6pcv -T: 0gcv Te, and not because of this verse. In and of 
itself the hexameter, especially preceded as it is by mention of Zeus' sexual 
unions with mortal women, is reminiscent rather of catalogue poetry. So much 
would speculation seem to suggest; as it happens, we need not confine ourselves 
to such. 

In 1956 E. Lobel published POxy. 2354 (second century A.D.), which contains 
fragmentary remains of the first twenty-two verses of the Hesiodic Catalogue of 
Women (= frag. 1 M.-W.). The identification is guaranteed by the fact that the 
papyrus traces of the first two verses are clearly identical with the last two verses 
(1021-22) of the Theogony, a couplet which has long been recognized as the 
transitional beginning of the Catalogue of Women.' (A papyrus fragment of the 
Theog. and many MSS in fact omit vv. 1021-22, obviously because they were 
not regarded as belonging to the Theog. proper.) Here are verses 14-16 of the 
Catalogue of Women, as preserved in POxy. 2354 and restored by the editors: 

T.lO)V G7TETE M[oi0(alt 

oo[act] 65i 7apEk[[aT ' 'OXk6pmuto Ep60UoTa Z8Ei 
oj]7Ep4[ai]vov Ta[ 

Of the very rare verb Gcnpuiativo Lobel remarked "rcseptaivetv yEveilv 'Epy. 
736. The verb is Hesiodic (Et. Mag. in cispgla) and does not reappear till 
Callimachus (fr. 652)." See also R. Pfeiffer on Callimachus (loc. cit.). Observe 
that the context in the papyrus and in Maximus is the same, namely, the union 

i. vuv S6 yuvalKcOV [(pUXov aitCoaTT, f6u7t?tcta 
Mouoat 'OXuktm6Te[5, Koupat AItb aiyt6Xoto 
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of Zeus with mortal women.2 Uncommon (and Hesiodic) verb, identical context, 
and perfect agreement with the remains of the letters on the papyrus: all this is 
beyond coincidence. Obviously POxy. 2354. 16, when intact, was none other 
than the very verse which Maximus has preserved. 

Mention of the race of kings, 7yvoq Ku6pOiv partkXftov, many of whom are 
recorded in the Catalogue, is of course hardly surprising in a Hesiodic context. It 
was Ascraean Hesiod himself who asserted EK i At6 n paotkfie (Theog. 96). Nor is 
there the slightest reason to doubt Maximus' familiarity with the Catalogue of 
Women. That this work was still in circulation in his time we learn from the 
actual papyri, such are the dates of some of them. There exists even more telling, 
since more specific, evidence. For Maximus himself at 26. 4 (p. 312. 13-15 H.) 
explicitly reveals that he was familiar with this very poem: KaOdntep 6 ' Hoiobog, 

oopig Pev Ta y7vrq T)OV flp(cxov &rnb yuvattKcv apX6COvog, KacTaCXyov Ty vr, 
o6Crtt Ei fi E(pU KTX., clearly a reference to the Catalogue of Women. In yet 

another passage, 18. 9 (p. 230. 8-10 H.), he mentions, in a comparable context, 
kings: 'Hot68( 6i asi6ouotv ai Mooalt Tz aiXo 1 ?i yuvatKcv EpcoTazq Kai 
t&v6ppv Kai Tnoctapov EpocTaq Kai pacnttXov Kai (puTQv;t3 

In a word, here is the sixteenth verse, complete and intact, of the Hesiodic 
Catalogue of Women-onc pPcaiv(ov ia T&nptca y7voS Kup6ov 3ttpaotiov. 

R. RENEHAN 

University of California, 
Santa Barbara 

2. Zeig in v. 15 is a restoration, but the sense is not in doubt, even if the ipsissima verba may be. 
Verse 5 begins ptcoyo6cvcn 0coio[tv, and Poseidon, Ares, and Hermes are mentioned in vv. 17, 18, and 
21 respectively. Zeus was certainly named before them. See Lobel on v. 15: "The subject is Zeus, who 
must have been mentioned in this or the next verse." He was not mentioned in the next verse, as will 
appear, if it has not already. 

3. Both these passages of Maximus contain textual difficulties (which do not affect my argument), 
but the editio maior of Maximus, which has long been in preparation by G. L. Koniaris, is now so near 
completion that I can with confidence refer the reader to that work for the details. 

KAHPQZEI EK -IPOKPITQN IN FOURTH-CENTURY ATHENS 

Most students of Athenian history believe that K pi(pootq ?cK npoKpiTT0v was 
used in fifth-century Athens for the election of archons and perhaps of other 

magistrates but was abolished some time after 458/57 and was no longer used in 
the fourth century.' On the introduction of the procedure, scholars are divided. 
Some accept the information given at Athenaion Politeia 8. 1 that KXiLpoXctS EK 
ipoKpiTcov was instituted by Solon and used for all magistrates selected by lot. 
Others are skeptical and hold that KXk/poctS EK itpoKpiTov was never used 
before 487/86.2 On this view the ascription to Solon is a reflection of the contro- 
versy about the ancestral constitution. 

1. Cf., e.g., C. Hignett, A History of the Athenian Constitution (Oxford, 1952), p. 227. 
2. Cf., e.g., P. J. Rhodes, A Commentary on the Aristotelian "Athenaion Politeia"(Oxford, 1981), p. 

148 (introduced by Solon); Hignett, History, p. 227 (introduced in 487/86). 
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