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that verse with obels hecause I believe it has
never been restored. I do not believe
Euripides would have written aik olg’ §
ls in the sense of ¢ you do not know what
(blind) life yon are leading’ or ¢that you
have (but) the life of a mortal.’” I think
the word which I have in each version
enclosed in parenthesis wounld be essential
to the sense, yet it is not im the Greek.
‘You do not know that you are a mere
mortal * could be expressed in scores of ways.
Mr, Page, who is a mast skilful verse-writer,
would not think of such an expression as
otk olaf' § 1 {Hs as a rendering of this
sentiment. Why then should he aseribe it
to Euripides ? 8till less do I believe that
Euripides having written sych an inelegant
expression as ofk olaf' & 1o ffs ol Saris €
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would have further encumbered the line
with such a superfluous and clumsy addita-
mentum ag ot dpas, which adds nothing to
the sense and brings in a most ungraceful
608’ between oix and ol§. Mr. Page
complains that the verse is now ¢buried
beneath a heap of learned rubbish, the proper
place for which is the dustbin. Just so,
That is why I obelized the verse and put all
the suggestions for its restoration, none of
which seemed quite satisfactory, into the
dustbin, my mnote. The only difference
between us is that Mr. Page would put his
little armful into the text, not the note,
into the casket which holds the precious
jewels, not into the dustbin which stands
beside it.
R. Y. TymrELL.

ON THE TERM ierguipor OR éxrnpdpros

Ix Liddell and Scott's Lexicon the word
Ixryuéptos is interpreted thus—*of @ sixth
part : hence of éerqpdptor = rd dxrov rév yryvo-
pévay Teholvres, those who paid a sixth of the
produce as rent, Plut. Sof. 13 ; also éergudpo
Hesych.'

In the April number of this Journal, Mr,
Wayte in a list of ‘corrections of Liddell
and Scott ' proposed to correct this inter-
pretation. His arguments were as follows :

“The text of "Af. Tled. ch. 2 {pace Dr.
Sandys) supports the contention that the
cultivators paid five-sixths of the produce
and retained only onesixth, This is also
the common-sense view : if the proportions
ware reversed, 1t is diffieult to see where the
oppression came in.’ .

May I suggest that these are inadequate
reasons for * correcting’ a statement of fact
distinctly made by Plutarch, repeated—as
Liddell and Scott indicate—by Hesychius,
and indirectly supported—as I shall
presently show—by Isocrates. Mr. Wayte's
first argument I am unable to answer,
beeause he does not say kow the text of "A8.
TIo. supports his interpretation. But it is
easy to show how, in my opinion, it supports
that of Liddell and Beott. The relevant
phrases are these :—

...dxadolvre meddrer xal éxtnudpor  kard
rodrgy  yip mv plefuow  dpydiovro Tiv
whovatoy Tos dypovs...xet e u Tds prbdaes
dmodiatev, dydyqor xal abrol xai of waideg
éyiyvorto. )

It seems to me (1) that the pronominal

reference in radrp to éwrpudpor implies
clearly that the piofos or pigBuwais was 7o
éxrav pépos, while (2) the phrase el w3 ris
pbdaes dmobidaiey shows that the pirfwas
was paid and not received—was, as Dr,
Handys says, ‘rent and not wages,’

The authority of the 'Af. IXoh. seems to
me, therefore, entirely on the side of
Plutarch and Liddell and Scott. But, says
Mr. Wayte, the other interpretation is
required by ‘common sense,’ because, if the
mehdrac only paid one-sixth, ‘it is diffeult to
see where the oppression came in.’ Surely
it came in whera our authorities deseribe it
as coming in, viz. through a severe law of
debt, administered by oligarchical judges
independent of popular control. Tt is
against thiz that Solen’s remedies arve
directed : we are not told that he attempted
to introduce * fair rents.’ If it be said that
the law of debt eonld not have done so much
harm, if the tenants had only paid one-sixth,
the answer is that Solon’s language indicates
a widespread economic distress among
proprietors as well as tenants; since his
first boast is that he ‘removed many
mortgage-pillars.’ Surely, if the economic
difficulties of the small proprietors were so
great as to require the revolutionary remedy
of 3 ceaadyfen, the distress of mere tenanta
might be sufficiently severe, even if they
only paid a rent of one-sixth,

In any case I hardly think that ¢ common
gense,’ in so obscure a subject as the
economie history of Attica before Solon,
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should dverride the explicit statements of
Plutarch, supported—as I have tried to
show—hy the natural and obvious interpre-
tation of the words of ’Aé. Iled. ch. 2. I
know of no nnambiguous evidence on the
other side : and it 1a to be noted (1) that
neither Plutarch nor the author of the
Athenian Polity give a hint of a conflict of
tradition on this point ; and further (2) that
Plutarch's statement is supported by the
account which Isocrates gives (drespag. § 32)
of the good old times,—describing how et
1a¢ obalag éyovres did not neglect the poor,
but érjuvvar Tals dedelas, rois plv yewpyies
éml perplacs profdaecs mepadifidvres
«.1.h Now Isocrates, writing as laudaior
temporis acti is doubtless not a first-class
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authority on a question of historic fact.
Btill the Aregpagiticus is a serious political
pamphlet: and, if it had been the estab-
lished tradition in the time of Isocrates
that the poor cultivators before Solon had
to hand over five-sixths of their produce to
their landlords, surely a writer of his repate
would hardly have ventured on a moving
description of the rich coming philanthropi-
cally to the succour of the poor by letting
lands to them at * moderate rents’!

On the whole, therefore, I venture to hope
that—as the ancient authorities appear to
be on their side—our old friends Liddeli and
Bcott may ba left uncorrected on this point.

HENRY SiDGWICK,

Avvapis AND &dos IN PLATO,

Wz might classify the senses of the term
Stwvogus according as it is used in reference
to (@) animate things, or () inanimate things.
Under (a) we might roughly class its uses
to denote personal ¢powers’ of either an
internal or external character by subdividing
into {1} outward might or influence (due to
xrijpara and yodpara and the like), (2} cor-
poral strength, (3) psychical effectiveness.

Under the first of these heads may he
grouped such passages as Memezx. 240 D
7 riv Tlepaiy Sivapes (¢ force’ as concrete
rather than abstract), 7im. 24 E, 25 A,
Rep. ii. 364 A, iv. 423 A, Laws iv. 706 B,
etc. But neither this nor the second loose
and vulgar usage deserves more than a mere
mention.

Passing on to (b) we find 8dvepus frequently
applied (1) to denote the effectiveness,’ or
sphere of action, of arts or "sciences, a.g.
Rep. v. 458 B § yewale...t Sdvopis tis dw-
Thoyikfis Téxams, cp. Gorg. 447 C, 456 A, C.
Also (2} it may denote the meaning or
significance of a terin, eg. Cratyl. 344 B
7 Tol dvdparos Svaps, b, 435 D, Phil. 24 C,
ete. And further, (3} we find it applied as
a technical term in mathematics, in the
sense of (a) the side of a square or the root
of a number, e.g. Polit. 266 B % Sidperpos %
Suvdpe Blmovs...q} ye Toi Aotmen yévovs wdlw
éori xord Sivepur ad Tis Gperépas Suvdpews
Sudperpos. Cp. Thenet. 148 B ff., and also
conversely (b} of a square or sguare number,
e.g. Rep. iz, BBT D xord 83 Sivepw xol rplrpy
afyy wr.h ( by raising to the second and
third powers ™), Theaet. 147 B riv pdv Swyd-
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pevov (sc. dplfpdvy loov ladwis ylyvecto
Terpdywror kai irdrAevpoy mporelropev. Hence
the Sivepus, in mathematieal sense, may he
aither red mouety (square root) or rei zdoyew
{square number): Sdvacfu, as active, has
for passive dwagredeafar {cp. Adam, Nuptial
Number p, 31).

It thus appears that the term Sdvaus
admits of a tolerably wide range of appli-
cation. But Plato has taken care in some
places to define this range with more pre-
cision, Thus in Rep. v. 477 C ff. he makes
use of the term for the purpose of dis-
tinguishing between ‘émorjun and 3dfe.
First he describes Suwdpes as yévos 1o rdv
dvrar als 8% wal Hpuels Supdpefa & Suvdpela wai
dAdho mav & T mep dv Sdvgrar, olov Aéyw Syriv
xal dxov tav Swdpcwy evar. Then he re-
marks that a 8dveps has no visible pro-
pertleﬂ whereby to define Lt—Sump.ccuq yip
C'JII‘.!) Ol.l’ff fLVCI'- XPELCI'.P \‘me OUTG (rxq,u.a OLI‘.I'E T
ré&v Towovrar,—and consequently its character
is determined by that of the olject upon
which 1t 1s exerciced and the ¢ffect which it
produces : Svvdpens § el éxelvo pdvov BAéme,
¢ & relarinal § amepydleras. . xal Thy piv &rl
16 odrg Teraypdmy xai o abrd dmepyolopmérqy
v adtiy kehd, Ty 88 d&ri érépw kel Erepov
dﬂepyazope'qu dM\qv.  Then (477 E i) both
an.(r’."’rll,cu;l and 84fe are referred to Svepus as
their yévos or elfos, but distinguished from

each other by their respectlve abjects {(éq’

ofsh, 10 yvwerdy and 6 defagrdv. 8o in

518 B, C f. émcorjuy is spoken of as Sdpaps

&vodira v r Yuyg. Hence we conclude -—

Spyavey : Slvaps | 1 Sppea 1 8ynes 1116 Aoyraricdy ©
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