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HARTIY  JARVEY

It is with doep resret that we announca the tragic death of liartin
Jorvey, during a climbing holiday in Switzerland.

To those of us who 'mow him, Lartin was always good company, koeen,
able ond intercsted in 2ll he undertook. A young life, so full of pro-
mise, so tragically cut shert lzaves us all with a deep sensc of loss.

Tc kis parants ccpecially we send cur most sincere condclonces.

TDITCRIAL

This is tho second issus of Pogusus, the magzzine of the Classical
24 ’

Sooioty of Exeter University. e hope now to produce an issue evory

torm. Contributions are wslicomac.

7o wish to keen the noture of this masazine unchanged, and it will
horefore include all sorts of contributions related to the Classics,
both serious and humorous. Articles on classical subjects and ook re—

views will bo published side by sitc vith vorsions, parodiss, satires
crossword puzzlcs and the like. The editors will, howsvor, rescrve %he
right to rejoct or modify some contributions, but tho authors will al-
ways be consulted on these moitcors.

By the time this issue is published, the first year students will
have settled in to thoir routine. Te welcome thom to tho Classical
Society, and to its various mcotings and othor activitios. The Clussieal
hissociztion programme for this term is published on the next page. Apary
from this, the Classical Socisty has meny other cttractions: play-reading
suost-spaakers, officicl and unoffiecial Becchisc ravelrics at the ond of
term.

Tic take this opportunity to congratulate Mr. David Harvoy on the
occasion of his marriage tc Miss Hazel van Rest. Ve wish thon both cevery
happiness in the futuroc.

Finally, I wish ‘o thank all thosoc who have assisted in proparing
and producing this issuc, espccially Miss Judy Mertin, the Departmental
Sccretary, who has so gencrously helped with typing and stoncilling,
and ix. Terry Hunt, who collocted the material during the last vacation,

B. R, MCSS




CLASSICAL ASSOCIATION MESTINGS

Progrorme for *ichacimas Term 1964

Mootings will bo holld at 5.15 in the Education Depurtment of
tho Univorsitys "Thornlco!, Now North Road, Exeter (opposite the

Impericl Hotel

FRIDAY, OCTOBER 23:0

S KURRAY on
THZ ADOPTION OF A SUCCESSOR:
theory and practice in the Romen DPrincipate

1
233

TRIDAY, OCTOBER 30TE

ARTHUR V. H. AIKTS on
HOMERIC VALUZS AND MYCEIEAN SOCIETY

FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 13TH

Profcssor JOCELYH M.C. TOYNBEE, F.B.A.,F.S.4., on
TR CTLTIC TRADITION IN Ti® ART OF ROMAN BRITAIN

FRIDAY, NOVEMEER 27TH

ROBERT BROWNING on
BYZANTINE HISTORIANS

FRIDAY, DECEMBER 11TH

R. W. B. BURION on
SOUE CHCKUSES IN SOPHOCLES' M“ANTIGONE"
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THIE USE CF TRITTZN DOCUMZHTS IN TEE

BUSINTSS LIFE OF TLISSICAL ATHENS

T. D, EZARVIY

P

. xphot oy Horeo Td ypdupata ®od¢ xpnuaTiopdy xal mpdc
olxovoulav, — Aristotle, Politics 1338 4 15-16

It is not casy to docide how much writing was roquired in
tho ovoryday processes of Grock business life. The opinions of
scholars are divided {1}, 2nd it will be nccossary to look at
the ovidenco in somse dotail.

It is coertainly truoc that, ot locst in the fourth century,
Grecks ongaged in trads at Athens put some of thoir contracts
into writing. It is worth locking ot tho range of moaning of
the word  guyypaQtm and its synonym ovvefixn  (2). They
« are most comronly uscd to refer to the contract racording a
maritine lsan (3), but thsy can also rofor to the documont in—
volved whon the loan is for other purposcs (4). A ocvvehun
can bc a memorandum of an agreement to pay bock mency (5).
Zvyypagol record tho leasc of tomplo property (6)5 cvvofixat
rocord ths loaas of o bank, a shicld factory, or a mine (7).
ZovoHual is usod 21so of & contrzct of sale (8); or

; agoin, the word can rofor to an agrecmont about the disposal
of a man's estate (3), or on agrecmont to sharo a trierarchy(10).
An artist's contract to paint picturcs, and a sculptor's to mzke

‘ a statue, aro rocorded in ovyypagafl (11); indecd, if one
! hircd o men's service for any purposo the conditions might go

into a documen: (12). When & young man becamo an apprentice,
his torms were cmbodicd in aovyypagf] (13).

The rongo of activitics, then, in which the details wero
comittod to writing in the form of a OvYYpa@fl or a OVVOAXN
is a very wide onc. Te must now ask how far down thc scalc
' this habit oxtonded: was anything put in writing when relo-

° tively smell sums were involved? All the examples which I

k have quotod concern lorge sums of moncy - a man's ontire
cstate in ono case (14), 105 minas in another (15); the smal-
lest sum that I hove been able to find is 300 drachmac (16),
and oven *het is equivalent to little loss than a workman's
wages for a whola yoer (17).

Lt first sight, it mizht be thought that we have an un—
typiczl sample. All the instances of a private transaction




where an actuzl sum is named come from the Attic orators; in other
words, the ovyypd¢f is mentioned because it is relevent to a
lawsuit; and nc-one goes to law about trifling sums. There is then,
it seems, no reason to suppose thai Ouyypmq)a,c were not written
when smaller sums were involved.

This argument, however, igmores the motive which, according
o0 our sourcesy; led the traders a2t Athens to make ODYYp(L(pCLC 3
"we make contracis with ons avother through distrust; so that the men
who sticks to the terms msy get legal satisfaction from the men who
gisregards them" (18). 1In other words, the possibility of = law-suilt
is envisaged from the stari; so perhaps cvyypagal wsre oxceptional.
But the motive which an orator emphasizes to strengthen his case may
not be the whols truth, and to my mind the question cannot be settled
ons way or the other. Obviously, in the Greek world, just as today,
nothing went into writing when the transaction was on a very small
scale; no-one made a Ovyypagt] with the woman selling ribbons in
the market-place (19). But we do not kmow at what level a transaction
ceased to be trifiing.

A consideration which is very relevant in this context is the
date at which contracts were first vsed. For if the idea is rela-
tively late, then one can assume that gince Greek traders hed menaged
aithout contracts for so long, their use would at first have been
confined to a small number of transactions - the more importent and
the mwore complex. It is true that practically every example I have
cited (20) comes from Lhe fourth century: ¢id Greelr tradars in the
Pifth century use no writiten contracts?

Here zgain lack of evidence prevents a clear reply. Our examplas
are from the Fourth century because the extant speeches are mostly from
the fourth century. It is rare to find the word OUYYPGCP'ﬁ before
that date referring to a contract (21), but because the word had not
yet settled into its fourth-century meaning, it does not foliow that the

use of such documents, which might hove been called simply Y popuatetd

wos uncommon (22).

My refusal to commit myself on this question will come as a sur-
prise to onyone fumiliar with Hesebroek's arguments. Hasebroek be-
lieved that most merchants were illiterate (23), and he sought to prove
this by demonstrating the rarity of written contracts. His conclusions,
however, are mistaken.

In the first placs, he allesges that "only in bottomry loans do
we find evidence of the use of written contracts® (24). 4s a general
gtatement this is untrue; we havs alrezdy seen that writton contracts
were used in a wide variety of activities. inether or not it is true
of merchants depends largely on the interpretation of a lav cited in
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the Demosthenic speech agairst Zenothemis (25). If one accepts
the interpretaticn proposed by Gernet, as one surely must, this

lav explicitly recognizes the fact that merchants might take part
in tronsactions involving  ovyypaoal other than maritime loans.

Hasebroek's other arguments hang closely together. Svyypagal,
he says, had no legal validity; in the law-courts, men called wit~
nessas rather than producing documents; hence documents can rarsly
have been used. And in many cases, where we would expect 2 spezker
to cite a document, he fails to do so. Therefore, merchants were
generally illiterate(26).

I would question nothing in this argument except its conclu~
sion. e do not need the hypoihesics of illiteracy to account for
a situation which can »3sily be explained otherwisce. Thore are two
rezsons for the facts stressad by Hassbroek, one palasographical,
one legal:; and both were pointed out by Pasquali (27). The Greeks,
as a rule, did not join their lettesrs together; they lucked a de-
veloped curnive script of the type with which we ars familiar, and
nonszequently there was notaing corrssgonding to ths modern =signature.
So it wus & very simple thing to forge a wan's namc on a documenty
and therefore witnesses wore a more rcliable means of urcof than a
document (28). Tho other consideration is simply this, that the law
is conservative, and laogs behind current practice. In Athenian law,
'proof! had come to meen the production of witnesses, tiwe svearing
of oaths and the use of torture. Thas law took hardly any account of
the comparatively recent introduction of the OUYYpacpﬁ; thus as
a method of evidence the written documsnt always took a subordinate
place (29). Aristotle's discussion of tho value of the writtern docu~
ments in the Rhetoric (30) is illuminsting: he shows how = spaaker
can oxphasize their value if they are in his favour, or pour cecld
veter on them if they tell against him. It was not becauss they could
not write, then, that Gresk traders chose tu use witnesses. This can
be shown conclusively, for there are some cases in wiich they used
both a written contruct and witnesses (31).

Hasebrock also melzes rmch of the fact that the Grecks did not
use receipis (32). Hero we ought to distinguish betwsen two itypes
of situation. When a sum of monsy was handed over, and thers had
besn no previous written trunsaction; the payment waes made before
witnesses; there was no receipt (33). But when thers had been a pre-
vious OVYYPa®H , and the paymont was the fulfilment of its terms,
the original document wss destroyod before witnesses,; or cancelleds
no second documsnt was issued (3:)., In ncither of these cases docs
the lack of a receipt tell us anybthing about lifteracy. I have already
given the recsons why Gresks proferred witnesses to documents. In
the second type of transaction, ithere is a written documenti we use
two pieces of paper wherc the Grecks used one, but that does not mean




thot we are more literate thun they. Admittedly, the Greek procedure
could lsad to embarrcssment. 4 speaker in the law-courts, for ozample,
who wants to show that a2 payment did not teke plzce, could not say
There is your receipt?"; ho hal to show that the payment could not

( obd’ &viiv ) hzve taken place (35). It is thus, as Hascbrock gays,
o primitive system; but not an illiterate one. :

So much, then, for contracts and rsceipis. st about accounts?

Did tho avorage Lthenian who handled monsy in the coursz of ais daily
1ifo keen any racord of hov much he spent 2nd hov much he gained? We
know of one suck Athenisn who did - 2 private citizen, not & trader -
and aven though he is fiectitious; ho cannot be lightly dismissed. At
the beginning of Aristophanes' Clouds, we find Strepsiades in bed,
anxiously reckoning up his cdsbis. "Light the lamp and fetch the ledger

vpapuatelov )", he says to a slave, "so that I can road how many
orcditors I have and czlculate the interest. Let's ses, how wuch do I
owe? '12 mines to Pasias'" (this is the form of the eniry in his bodk).
112 minas to Pasias? That for? ‘'“hen I bought the racing-horse.' ...
Thes next? '3 minzs to Amynias for a chariot end pair of whosls'.! (36).
Admittedly, Strcpsiades, with his extravagont wife and his spendthrift
gon, had every reason to keop accounts; but since he is mide to go
tirough his books at the beginning of & comedy, we can be pretiy sure
that this prccess would have bson familiar to Aristophones! audience(37):
and if Strepsiades, who is not a business man,; kes;s accounts, then
a fortiori we would expcet business-men to do so.

We know of one man who kept very detailed accounts. Apcllodorus
tells us that he kept a rocord of the money he spent when 15 was trierarchs
not just his oxpenses, but where the money went (omot &vnkwen) and

for what purpose (8 Tt ®oto®vTwv ), the price (H Tuph Tl¢ AY ), the
sort of currency ( _Vvépigus ROOATSEV ) and sven the rute of exchango
( dnéoov B wxatarrayd v TP dpyvele ) (38). This must

hove been quitc exceptional, or he would not have drawn attention tc it.
It was cipenditure for the state, and very large sums were involved.

There is, 28 far as I am aware, no other evidence to g» onj; we can
only nsk ourselves whether it was lilkcly that business-ion should keep
acocounts. Thers was nothing resombling income-tax, so that u man had no
need tc keep rscords for that purnose; and thore was hardly ony crodit
trading (39). Yet common prudence would sursly bs sufficient to prompt
2 man to kesp accounts, if ho handlcd meney at all. Strepsiadss did it,
and I see no good roascn to deny thot the custom was widespread., Probably
tho accounts would not have been very full or rsgulars but at least men

a

would have kept some note of debtz owol cr owing (40).

Olosely comnectod with acosunts are inventories and lists of stocks
hare ~zsin, memcranda may have becn kept, though ®we hove ne certain evi~
donce (41). & broken piece of pottery, dated to tho late fourth century,
was found during the recont excavations of the Agora (22)., It is simply
1ist of household vessels; wo can road on it such words as AOTADES

o
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(casseroles), mCvaxsg (plates), Bavwdvny (flat dish), foliowed by
figures. Ve can only guess why anyonc should want to make 2 list
like this, =nd my ovn guess is that it is some potter's list, a list
of articles sold or for sale. How frequently such lists wore made it
is impossible to say.

Again, trzders nec“ea to correspond with their partners in dis-
tant cities; vie know thatidlhiylacictimds pub their nebpoies into writing
(43); but wo bove noiea ho often this was done.

v SIS (.ﬁcC sﬁ}‘ﬂi’ @meld g Do) (1

:T'doinot’ intehd 50 po into. the % uhnm@ylltles of Grnek bonking(44)
By modern standards it was primitive. Nowadays, if somcone JAnts to nay
you money, ke writss yrour name, the amount and his signature on a sheet
of paper; you take this to your benk, and collect the monsy. In Athens,
he would have to go along to his bank and tell them verbzlly to pay you
so much out of his account. This order was entered into the banker's
books. TIf the banker could recognize you, that was ally if not, he
wrote down the name of the person who was to identify you(45,. It will,
hOWGV“r, boe quite clear from what I have already said, that it was not

videspread illitoracy which wes responsible for the oral character of
this procedurc, but the ease with which a Greck signature could be
“orged. The bankors themselves, of courss, hod te be literate (46).

At this point, it is worth csking o clessely allied guestion: was
the average Athonian any geod ot arithmotic? The cvidence is slight,
but the ans:ﬁr scems to be yos. Aristotle says that for complicated
sums, it uu advantage to know your rultiplication tables up to 10
times ( of xecpa,)\b owol ) {47); we have no idea how many people could
ienage this. ‘le have a speech, hovever, deliversd before o law-court,
in the courso of which the spezker makes a financial calculation (48)s
a pointlcss procedure, if fow of his audicnce could follow it. I am
inclined to think that ho m.y oven have dcnp the sum on a whitenead bozxrd,
and that when he said in court Téoov xal Téoov (a piross which is
herd to explain otherwise) he pointad to the writien figures. So too
in the assembly: Thucydides represonts Pericles as meking a public cal-
culution of Athenian resourc:.s (49) Plato's remerk that many Spertans
could not even count (50) porhers tmpiiss tuat most Atkcniens could.
Even the, simplest. transactions,;in the market-plice would involve the
addltionjand subf"aétlon of monﬁy and since it reguired no grzat wit
to lecarn the lower flgurcs in tho acropkonlc script which wns gencrally
used in this periecd (51), I have littlc hesitation in concluding that
most Athenians could weite down their sums (52).

To return from this digressicns the arguments which Hxscbroek
brought forward in his attempt tc show th-t Greck tralers - ond there-
fore traders at Athens, tho city about wlich we have most informetion,
and the centre of Gresk trade (53) - wore illit-~rate, ore valucless.
Ner can we say thet writing moterials were too oxpensive to be used
widely in business life. ‘e are told thot o scravn of paper for a ovyypaet
cost two coppers (i.c. u quarter of an obol) (54). On thc other hand,
how much wos committed to writing, ~nd how often, is @ question that
cennot ba answorsd.(55)
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(1) Sece J. Husobrock, 'Zum griochischon Bonkwusen', Hermes 1v (1920),
11373 (osp. 118-35, 140, 152-4); J. Hesobrock, 'Dic Betriebsformen {
des gricchischen Hondels in IV. Jahrhundort', Hormos 1viii (1923), :’
393-425 (esp. 393-6, 416-7); J. Hasobrook, Trade end Politics in 4
anciont Grosce (London, 1933), 10-11, 21, 83~50, 169-70 (th2 ¥ng. J
%ra. of Staat und Handel im alten Grischenland, Tlibingen, 1928). )
I sho11 Tofer to these as Hascbrosk &, P and U respoctively. The
funcamental discussion is By C takos the arguments of & =2nd B for
granted. F. Ocrtel, reviow of Hascbrosk C, Deutsche Litcraturzei- -
tung x1ix (1928), 1626-7. G. Pasquali, 'Comrcrcienti Ateniesi '.

analfabeti?', Studi Ttel. di Filclog. Class. n,s, vii (1929), ¢
243-9., L. Garnet, Droit ot socicto dans la Grocc ancicmne (Paris, ]
1955), 173-200, asp. 166-93 (roprinted from R,E.C. 1i (1938), {

1-44)., J.7. Jones, The Low and Iomal Theory of tho Grocks (oxford, ]
1956), 219-22. G.B.IL. do Sts. Croix. 'Groek and Roman Accounting', {
in Studios in the History cf Accounting, ed. A.C. Littloton and |
B.S. Yamey (London, 1956), 27~31l. I sh2ll cite these by their 1
author's name only.

(2) Svyypaeh 1is (naturally) =lucys the document; ovvOfixn  is ‘-g
strictly tho transcetion but comes to be usad of tho document on y
which the trensaction is rccordod. Single and plural are used 3
indiffercontly. Somotimos we find +he non-tachnical word YPAUHWATE Tov/
'documont! (e.g. Isocrs 17 (Trapez.) » 23-33 b assin). Sco Gornet, !
189-91. For the uso of tho words in the privatse spoechos of
Demosthones; sce R. Weil's 'Indox des termes du droit' in the \
Budé Demosthones (Plaidoyers eivils, IV (1960)), s.vve. avYYpaeh,
cvvOfixn tpp% 1015%L 3-4). Ay examples are confined to trans— (
actions whers moncy is involved.

(3) Dom. 29 (Lphob.) 36 (cf. 27.11): .s.~Dom. 32 (Zenoth.). 1, 2, 5
16, 19; ps.-Dem. 34 (Phomn.) 3 And possimg ps.-Dom. 35 (Iacr.).1l 4
and passim (the documont is cuoted, 10-13; it is gemine)s ps.-Dem.
56 (Diog@.)- 2 and passim, fnyone not content with 'passim' will
Find Full rofsronces in Weills indox (ses n.2). On ahipping loans,
862 2.g. H. Kichell, Tho Foonomics of inciont Grocce @ (Cambridge,

1957), 345-50. &

(4) pe.-Dem. 33 (&pat.). 12 (perscnal loan to encble a man to pay off {
paritime loen); ps.-Dom. 50 (Bolycl.).61l (loan to pay sailors'
allowance); ps.-Dam. 53 (flicostr.).10 (loan to pay AN8OMm)

(5) Tsocr. 17 (Trapez.). 19-33.

(6) T1.G. 12 377 (Telos) = M.N. Tod, 4 Selection of Grock Historical
Tnscriptions I2 (Oxforl, 19435} ro. 54, linc 193 Gernet, 190 n.2

(7) Dem. 36 (pro Phorm.). 4, and 45 (Stoph.). 32,41 (bonk and shield
factory); Dom. 37 (Pantzen.). 59, 29-30 (mino).
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(8)

(9)

(10)

(11)

(12)

(13)

(14)
(15)
(16)
(17)

(18)

(19)
(20)

(21)
(22)

10

Hyper. 5 (4thenog.). 8 £f.; the man who signed it got into
trouble through not paying proper attention to its torms. See
F. Pringsheim, The Grook Law of Sale (Weimr, 1950), 191-2.

ps.—Dom. 48 (0lymp.). 9-12 and passim: of. ps.-Dem. 43 (lagors.)
7 (a document in a conspiracy to secure an estate); Denm. 55
(Callicl.).31 (documents in dispute about land, cllegedly forged).

ps.—Dem. 50 (rFolycl.). 68.

ps.—-Andoc.4.17s Dom.18 (de Cor.). 122, from which one guthers
that such a document would include deteiled specifications.

Lys. 3.22; Aeschin. 1.160-5. Tho usc of a writton document would
not, of course, have beon confined to the typc of transaction re—
ferred to in these passages.

Hippocratic oath. The cxcct interpretation of cvyypaef, hero

is in disputo (sec W.H.S. Jonos, Loob Hippocrates I (1923), 292-3);

but there can be no doubt of the generzal scnse.
ps.-Dem. 48 (OQlymp.). 9-12 and passim.

Dom. 37 (Pantaen.). 4

Lys. 3.22

A.H.M. Jones, Athenian Demccracy (oxford, 1957) 135, based on the
Ercchthoum accounts of the last docade of the fifth century; the
Lysias speach belongs to the 390's,

hoschin. 1.161. Tho samo idoa, though no montion of the law-
courts, in ps.-Dom. 33 (4pat.). 36, cf. 46 (Stoph.).28.Cf. Eur,

fr. 578 N.2 (Palamcdos), lines 8-9: 6&NTOC,, ODX e Yevof Méyeuvv,

No doubt thore woro other reasons as well (Gernet, 191-3); but
it would be wrong to rejcct the testimony of the orators.

Dem. 57 (Buboul.). 30-31,

Tho exceptions arc the Delos lease (n. 6 supra)and the Hippocratic
oath (n013)0

Gernet, 190-1.

To my mind it is not particulerly significant that Isocrates,
writing about 392, avoids the term ovYYPa@?f whon he might have
used it, and says o©vVOAxT and ypappatetov instead
(Gernot, 190)s for Isccrates nover usos ovyypagfi - the word
is not in his vocabulary.



(23)

(24)
(25)

(26)

(27)
(28)

(31)

(32)

11

Hascbrock C 10-11, 21, 89-90, ~%o. Hasobruok cven cites Plato
Laws 633D 6444 to support his case (3B 395); but when Plato says
thet treders are uncducsted, he means that they heve nob reccived
tho truc, Platonic cducation which will make them verfect citi-~
zons. As Plato bhimeclf implies, thcy may very well have had an
adequate conventionzl oducation.

Hascbrnck C 89, 170: B 394

ps.—Dem. 32 (Zenath.).l; Gernct, 186-9. Jones, 219, ignores Gernet's

vicw.

Hesobrock 4 154, B 3956, C 89, 169. Hascbrook (B 395) cites Isocr.
21 (Eutgvn.) as an ocxarple of failure to produce a documents but
this is o quite oxceptionzl caose — a hasty tronsaction motivated by
faor of the Thirty, vhere seoracy was ossentialj naturally Niciezs
would avoid putting anything in writing. There wore not cven any
witnossos.

Pasquali, 24598.

For a more recent discussion of the lack of a cursive script, see
H. Hunger in Geschichts dor Teztiiberlicferung (Zurich, 1961), T4-5.
Turner (6-8) dissents, chiofly on the grounds of Plato Laws 81CB;
wut the oxistence of rapid writing mentioned horo and in 3 ,aristoph.
icharn. 686 dcos not ncoesserily imply the cxisbence of a cursive
script. On tho absence of signaturss, sc3 de Ste. Croix, 30. A
man would none the less be zblc to recognize something that he him-
gelf had written (Dem.29 (Aphob.). 21, cf. ps.-Dem. 33 (Avat.). 173
G.I5. Calhoun, 'Documentery frauds in litigction ot Athens', C.ihil,
ix (1914), 134-44, =t 143 n.9) For the frequency of forgeries, see
Calhoun, op._ cit. passim csp. 137-9. For sozls and other attempis
to prevent forgeries, see R.J. Bonnor, 'Thg use and effect of Attic

soals', C. hil. iii (1908), 399-40Ts Calhoun, op. cit., 142-4

Pasquali, 247-8; de Ste. Croix, 30. On tho use of witnesses generally

seo de Sto. Croix. 28-9; F. Pringshoim, op. cit., 43-7T.

Gornet, 194-5.
Lr. Rhot. 1.15.20-25 (1376 4 33 -B30). With 22, cf. Isocr. 18

(Cellim.). 27-8, though horo Isccrates is using ovVOFKal in &
broadsr sonsc. OCf. also Ar. Raet, 1.2.2 (1355B 35 —‘3

ps.~Dom. 35 {Lser.). 10-14; 48 (Olymp.). 9-11y cf. 34 (Ehorm. ). 28.
The point was mode by Osrtel, 1627,

Hasebrock 4 122, B 393-5, C 89.

(ERRATUM: In note 28, for "Turner" read "g,G. Turnor', Athenisn Books in the

fifth and fourth centuries B.C. (London, 1952)."
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(33)

(34)

(35

(386)

(37)

(38)
(39)
(40)
(41)

(42)

12

ps.~Dom. 34 (Phorz.). 303 Dem. 36 (pro rshoris.). 163 ps.—

Dag. 4% (Timoﬁg.}, 18, Sau rasquali, 247. It was tha dabter,
not tho rocipiont, «iw 2.1lod witnesses; it was 2 mark of distrust
(Theophr. fu.r. 18.5, of. n. 36 infra) or of stupidity (ib. 14.8)
for the rosipicrt to do sc.

The clearcst oxorplo is ns.-Dore 33 (Agat.), 12. Sec also Isocr. 17
(Tropez.). 20, ps.-Duw. 34 (Phorm.). 31; 56 (Dionys.). 14-16. See
s&lso n. 36 infro. Tuc =amo procoduro on & public lovel: I.3. i2

91 = Tod, op. cit. I“ no. 5la = B.D. loritt, H.T. Tade-Gery and I.F.
YeGregor, The Athcnian Tribute Lists IT (Princeton 1949) D1, lines
9—12; pS.—DOL.o ?3 (3.:11.\19.0;!'_.}; 50"'23 Ar. ;‘xtho PO'_]-_Q 47059 4801, 59,3-
Sce do Ste. Croix, 31.

ps.~Dom. 34 (Phorm.). 5

Aristoph. Clouds 18-2/, 30-1l. In lins 23, I toke "when I bought the
racing-horse" as an oniry in the lsdger, thus meking it parallel with
lino 31. Editors and translators, howover, with the cxception of van
Leouwen, troat it as a romark prompted by Strepsiades' memory, not by
his ledger. When one of his creditors, Pasias, comes to collect the
money (1214-58), ho brings a witness with him. There is ne mention
in tho text of a documont to be destroyed, but for all we know

Pasizs may have core on to the stage waving ono.

Noto, however, that thoro is no refercnce to houschold accounts in
Xonophon's Occonamicus.

ps.~Dom. 50 (rolycl.). 30
Hasebrock C 76, 86-8, 163
de Stc. Croix, 29

On a public lovel therc arc, of course, the numorous inventories of

templae property, c.ge. L.G. i2 280 = Tod, op. cit. I2 no. 693 rcferences

4o others in Tod's note.

P 10810. Sec H. Tho.pson in Hesperis, suppl. iv (1940), 1355 B.A.
Sparkes and L. Talcott, Pots_and fans of 0lassicnl Athens (Agora
picturce book 1, Irinccton, 1961), fig. 23. Tke %cxt is not yet
officially establishoed, but the Americen School kindly informs me
that publicztion by E. Vanderpool is fortheoring. Since it was found
in a filling in the Thelos {and is thereby dated 0.300), it is impos-
sible to judge from its archacological context what its purpose might
have becn. Thompson (lgg, ggjb) describes it as a shopping list or
Iritchen inventory. Two sinilar lists were found 2t the same tire.
From the photograph I rood:




(43)

(44)

(45)

(46)
(47)
(48)

(49)

(50)

x4pd Jomng [ ( trough)

dFBenfar AL (? cups; soce L.-S.-J. s.v,
bpercla ) (a)

Aordde [ ¢ (cassarolcs)

wlvaxe [ ¢ (platas)

ue ? ov 11110 (T :ust confoss this defoats me)

Batdvn[ (£12t dish)

rotfpra 11[ (drirking ocuns)

Apevboe [ (0il-flask)

Aulyovy [ (sl pitcher)

pooeta A (?porridgo-bowls) (b)

(a} It is obvious thot the writor rale a mistoke, and started to
write the moro familiar OBoAol — an indiszation that ho was usad
to kacping accounts? 3

(b) Not in L.-S.-J.5 from doo® , to guls down, as ypaupatelov,
that on which one writos, from ypdew (cf. péonua  , porridge)?

ps.~Dom. 34 (Thorm.). 8, 283 cven Hasebrock (B 416-7) adnits this,
though he thinks thet Grock merchants 4id not kive agents to inform
them in writing of the stat. of the market (B 416-7, C 82).

For discussions of “rcok buking rolevant to our presant cnquiry, sce
Hescbrosk A passims Iusquell, 247-8; de Sto. Croix, 27-93 ote. A
good popular account of Grook bunking will bo found in G.M. Calhoun,
Tho Business Lifa of JAnciont Lthons {Chicago, 1926), 81-131; sce also
¥ichell, op. cit. (in n. 3 supra), 333-51.

ps.=Dom. 52 (Callipp.), 3~6; €000l in 4 shows that this i3 the
rogular procedurc. Soc Hascbroek 4, 118-20; Iasquali, 2483 de Ste.
Croix, 27-8.

Hesebrosk &, 130-3; do Ste. Croiz, 27-9
hr. Topica 9.14 (163B 25-8).

ps.—Dom. 34 (Zhorm.). 24-5. Tho arithwetic is not altogother stroight~
forward; sco raley and Sandys od loc.

Thue. 2.13. 3-85 not a Thucydidean spzoch, and probably an accurate
roport of Joricles' argumont.

Ylato Hipp. maj. 285C. The Spartons cannot, of course, havs been
totally immumorato; thorc are other reasons wky Thucydidss (5.68.2)
could not ascertain their numbers.
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(51)

(52)

(53)
(54)

(55)
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dc Stc. Croix, 52-3 with bibliogrcphy in nl3 on p. 525 A.G.
Woodhead, The Study of Grsck Inscriptions (London, 19595, 107-10.
For an osxamplo, see n. 42 supra.

On aritimietic in Atheniszn cducation, scs I CGirard, L cducation
athénicmmo? (poris, 1891), 136-8; F.A.G. Beck, CGreclk Bducation
450-350 B.C. (London, 19643 123-5, FNots the denonsiration with
tho slove in Tlato's Fono (824 - 85B), which implies some clemen-
tary knowledge on Lids part (2.8 838). Tor th> usc of the abaocus,
sec de Sta. Croix, 59—-60. Some Athonien abaei swrvive, I.G. ii2
2777-81. For rogul-tions cn the toaching of crithmetic in ideal
states, sco Slato RD 536D (cf. 5374)5 Lows 818L, 819B-D (domporison
with Bzypt); Isocr. 12 (2onsth.). 26-8 (cf. 11 (Busiris). 23 -
Bgypt again).

The tradors ot athens wero, of courss, not by ony Leans 211 Athenian
citizons.

ps.~Dem. 56 (Diomgs.). 1; no doubt & contomptuous excggaerstion, but

it cannct be far fronr tho truth.

It is porhaps worth pcinting out thot the poople whose name is vir-
tually synonymous with trado in ths zancient world, the rhoeniciens,
found it nceessary to develop writing at an ecrly date. See D.
Harden, The Thocnicinns (Londen, 1962), 116-8.

P. D. HARVEY
FECIL, FmCISTI, FECIT

'Tu, Tullo, in carcorom ibis guod tantum
facinus focisti'!l

'Dic potius "facares", O Noro'

'Haudquaquana faciem'.

'Sod ego non foei, igitur "focores™ dicero

oportot'.

'Dictasrevera, mutobunturs '"tu, gramnetice,

moriturus es prorter tucm superbiam. Bene
feei?!
Y. h. GRUNDY
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ATNT S ATA PARUULA

Nulla membra habeo, sed viam ubigue
facio. ke neno ignerat nisi fortunatissimus

(responsum: 'Dclor'.)

Hihi forrme est guadratas non cuicuam
obsto sod ut hoc faciam onnes volunt.

(responsum: !'Porta’.)

P.4A. GRUNDY

LLICE I TUR UNDERTORLD

Overlanders wandering we have been lost
in the mist of too great certainty

Rising e have lost roots
springi.ug ever long spaces
devouring the embittered earth

a laden cloud a vagrant storm
thredening and promising
but passing on

unyielding
Often we have bent head to dust
and sucoumbed vweeping there penitents
but rising we are not reformed

Rising we must burry on over land

and so afraid of falling that we build
our grottoes in fthe utmost sky

and if we fall fall upward '

to hills and spires and pointed pyramids

Lest we should fall to thee Ierssphone
and feel the warm blood fatal to our acstasy
the blood that blooms in field and flower

Lest we should hunt azain Burydice
thy heartbeat that is all the birds' decree
and prelude to all song and mortal power

Lest we should die Demeter and live with thee

JAKOB
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12.
13.

16.
18.
15.

20.

28.

Founder of Grock Trazody?

Iers Yorscnna initially.

Nimirum - but no wonder.

School of vhilosophy with conncctions
with 2 dowm.

"Nam Venusinus - finom sub utrunque

10

4 0 PO

8.

colonus" Horzcc, Satires 2.1 1l.

A vzry cormon pronoun (masc.)

A comaon diphthong.

"Sope aspeets of later — " Inavgural
lecturce by rrof. Clayton.

"Invitus,
Doraos, Lpistles. 1.5.21

Ante neridien.

Ah! - a moth (1, 5.)

"Calcous cst sarta $arque quatcrauc -"
Martial 1.103

One of the T Sugos of Grocco vith
whom we ossocicto tho
Soisachtheia.

Ahl

4 philosopher with a funny nosol

ne turne -, nc sordidn Mnpa

12.
4%
15.
21.

22.
23.
2%
26.
27,
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CLUES
LCROSS DOWUN

A cclebrated Athenian siotesman
and general.

Birthplace of Zeno and Xarmenides.

Truc-blocded Spartans.

- fajur lacriomons® Vergil.

Gerlond.

Toll, I'm not sitting!

Ancient ltars,

Ny oo Co oolute sus =Y Cooaor.
The Hist-rissl Jusz ks 13t her
nd, poor thing!
cother, oxtroma -—gt detormino-—
io 1undi" Cic.li.D.2.40

Sinc}

WSurme — niti Sallust C.l.1l.
"o ars cerpunntic.

M - - Bacchel" (2,2.)
Appius Cloudius initially.
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ACITUS 41D THI JEIS

Tow CGrocks of tha ilzllenistic Jforiod kmew anything umoh of the
Jews. Aloxander the Great eww Bobylon, Egypt ond India and conqucred
the known world, yot he never visited Jerusalem. Dospite lurrey's
suggesticn of the possibility of tho Prometheus Vinctus having influ-
enced the Book of Job, tlors ssoms to have boen livtle connsction bet-

sen Greok =2nd Rebrew litornturs — indeced nust Grocks wore not even
aware of the cxistenco of tlic Jewish literary tradition. Hocataous
of ibdera did point sut two intoresting fuets, thet tho Jows did not
make inmocgos of their geds, or practise infanticide, But this was
ncrely a confirmation of the 'unsociable' ways of tle Jew (in Greek
cyes). 4s W. d. Tern assorts,; the Greek slways folt that the Jow
differred from othor mon. fs at cbhor timss in history, the rescrved
noture of the Jows lod cutsidors into misconceptisns, and Theophrastus
bolicved the Jows to be 'philosophic stor-gazers who hed invented

human scorifice'. In fact, thore was no intornal knowledge of the Jews

in Grovk literaturc unmtil Joscphus. But groduclly the Jews had grown
accustomed to tho Greok lengunge and civilization, duc to the neigh-
bouring Hollenistic citics and Igyptian rulc. Throughout the Greek
world Jews were acseptcd as metrics (residant.aliens% and as soon &s
thoy were sufficicrntly numorcus, they set up & synmagogue and formed =
privztse association for worship with officials who tried zll cases
concorning Jows according to Jowish laws, Gradually it bocame the
Jow's right to form his om ROALTevpn - the first step towards a

sclf-inflicted ghetto systom.

In Rom., however, tho Jew wis not zllowed such froedom. He was
allowad to form 2 synagoguc-associttion but bteyond that he had no
rights. Jows involved in sc~nduls brought prossure to bear againgt
the whole Jewish comxaurity. In addition the Romens begen to grow
angry =t Jowish distrubzness ia the rear o

Rom3a.

Macitus soems to hove an innate anti-Jowish fooling which, quite
contrary to eny logic, broaks out, scmotimss quite vehemontly, often
vory subtly. In some passags
anti-Senitic feoling beneath the
Annals Jowe come to proinence in
whin the Porbiddanco of Bgyvtian cnd Jowish rites at Rome by
under Tiberius is related.
gresses into 2 deocri;tion of tho punishinent;
transported to Sardinic to put down pirzoy there, and if they should
dic bocauss of tho 1nclwacnc climste, it would be a "vilc dcmun™
Qarhaps it could be sugzested thet this is simply o casc of ncgative

bare words of the surface. In the

Rowan suporicrity rzthor then active enti-Scuitisi, but this punishment,

we ore told by Jos whus, wos sufforod only by the Jows, not by the

Bgyptions., Tho :

the wor ageinst the rarthians,
so thst enti-Jowish foolings arc understindeblo oiongst the populacs of

s one gots the inprossion of an unconscious

two passagos. Tuc Tirst is in Book II
the Sonate
aftcr the simplo cnnowcement Tacitus pro-
tthoy woro, 4,000 in numbsr,
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Acgyptiis Iud-cisque pellondis! without any rcason attached, as if
no reascn is roquired whon doaling with such races. The Jows were
regarded wrongly as thot roce of which the Christians wers a soct —
in faot the nomes bocomo practicnlly synonymous. Jows would not oat
with Gentilcs, Christizns would not ottond pegen fostivals - honce,
the mistaken conncction. So in the fonous passage on the burning of
Romc, and Nerc's attribution of the cause to iho Clristians, Tacitus
has in his nind not so much a roligious scct, containing Romons as
well o8 others, as Jows. Firgtly he rcduces thoa to tho lovel of the
cormon poople 'quos por flagitis invisos vulgus Christianocs oppolila-
bat.' Thon he colls Christinnity an 'exitiabilis suporstitio! whrich
broko out not only in Judtes, its placc of origin, but also at Rome.
But by the tiue that he roaches the ond of tho ciaaptor, he has men—
tioned thoe nmmoe Nero which rouscs such foelings of hoerror ond hotred
that he actucily admits the possibility of the Christions being merely
scapegoots. Hovortholoss, tho Christicns are 'sontcs et nouissima
oxomple moritos'.

At tho boginning of the fifth book of tho Histories, fiftcen
chaptors cre dovoted to o History of tle Jows. Howover, Tacitus' ac-
count is for from being bhosod on hisborical cortainty. He connects
the Jews (Iudaei) wish the Idaoons who lived near Mount Ido in Crote,
and places their migration 'qua tempestate Saiuraus vi Iovis jpulsus
cossorit rognis,' obviously connccting sho Scbbath, the Jowish institu-
tion probably best-lmown %o the Romans, with Saturni dics and a wor-
ship of Saturn. His account of tho Exodus must hove come from depreca—
tory Bgyptian scurces — the Exodus could not have takon pluzce in the
roign of Bocchoris, a king of the 24%th dynasty which losted from 763
until 720 B.C. 4&s is ofton the case in tho Annals, despite his avowed
intention thercin, Tacitus uses on obscuro 'plurini aucterces conscntiunt -
the proboble sources aro Lysimochus of Alcxondric, Monothe, Diodorus
and Trogus rompeius. Strong longuese jg oftcn usod when doaling with
the Jows, as in 'id genus honminue utb invisum deis' spoken almost from
tho positicn of Roman divine right, 4s in later literature, (cf.
Shylock in The liorchsnt of Vonico cnd Barabas in Tho Jow of inlta)
the Jows' attraction tc monoy is depicted in the oxplanation of the
contributions of Jows ond proselytes towards the tomple funds: -

'Narx pessimus quisquc sprotis roligionibus potriis tributa et stipos
illue gorobant! (cf. Bxolus XXX 11-16 '4in half shokel shall be the
offering of the Lord. IEveryone s.... frow twonty yoers old cad zhove,
shall give an offering unto the Lord.) ' Spretis religionibus patriis!
would sound to Roman oars in recitation (the usual form of vublication
at Rome) liko a rejoction of 'ylotas', the tic of s %o fathor, which
was ono of tho most rovered bonds of Roman cocicty. Tocitus' inconsis-
tency is shown by the way in which he complains of the Jews - 'non
Cacsaribus honor', while ho himself dodss not oxactly offuse love of

the Cooscrs (of. fuccls XITI 53.4 formaidolosun id imperatoris dictitone
quo plerumouc prohibontur conctus honostij Jnncls XIV 47.1. in guentum




e

pracunbrante imperateris factipio dutur, clarus). Dxtraemo ineccuracy
in the doscription of John of Gischala taking ovor tho force of Eleazer
condorns the Jews of irreligious dissension - 'Xoz Toanncs, missis per
specicm sacrificendi qui Blsazarun monumque cius obtruncarent, templum
potitur.' Whon the Jows' opposition (Ievit, XIX 26, Jor. X.2.3 to a
particular wozknoss of Tacitus (ond other Roman and Grook historians),
prodigios, bocouwes apparont, he caen hardly restrain himself fronm abusive
attacks - 'Bucncrant prodigis, guac noque hostiis nogue votis piare fas
habet gons superstitioni obmoexia; religionibus zdworsal,

Pliny (NE XXIV 5) stotos thet 'vincendo vieti sumus : parcmus
extornis'. So in Tecitus' works the Grock and the Jow are put on 2
pary as, though conquercd, they showed an air of suporicrity, the onc
by his litorery and sciontific achiovements, th: cthor by his refusal
to cnscrt with other races. But Tacitus h:d 2 lofinite rcason for hat-

'ing Groeks and Jews - the horm vhich they causod te Rome., In fact,

Tacitus hLimseif connccts, mistakonly, Judeism with the Greek worship of
Dionysus (Hist. V. 5. 22-7):- 'sod quis sacordotes eorum (tho Jows)
tibia tympanisque concincb-nt, hedora vincicbantur, vitisque aurea tom-
plo reperta, Libsrum petrem coliy Aovitorem oricntis, quidam arbitrati
sunt, noquaquam congricntibus institutis. Quippe libor fostos lactosque
ritus posuit, Iudacorum mos absurdus sordidusque'. Tacitus 4decls
patronizingly with- the Jarthians ond shows no bitterness towards tho
Gormens who arc dopicted as dofenders' of virtue and integzrity. The
Germen envoys who, cn o visit to Rume, were talen to the Thoatre of
Yompey, and doranded to sit in thoso seats which wore reserved for
scnators, shoutod out that nono was nightior or more foithful than the
Gormans,; 'quod comiter o visontibus excoptunm, quasi iupeotus antiqui

ct bona acrmlatione, ' Tho Dacians, tco, aro trected honcurably:-—
Mobilitatus cladibus muituis Dacus.! Boudicca, although cruelly troatsd
by Romans, nmcrely adde to Roman glorys- 'clarz et antiquis victoriis par
ca dic laus parta.' Courageous zévorsarios, in fact, help build and
increcaso tho fune of Rome. Tho verthiens, Geormens, Docions and Britons
21l romindcd Tacitus of the prisch fides =nd simplicity which was
apgparcnt in tho carly times of Romo horself, oanl cven os far as the
Republic which he loves so rmch.  Such nations could not horm Rome more
than termporarily, but forcign religions could strike 2t the very hoart
of Romo. In the innoals when Pomponia Graccina is ontrustoed to her hus-
band fi. slautius on the charge of boing 'superstiticnis oxtornae wvea',
Tacitus states thati- 'isque priscc instituto propinquis conam do ezpite

famaque conivgis cognovit ct insontow pronuntiavit'. The use of'priscus,!

rather thon eny othor word of the same moaning, in antithosis to the
'suporstitionis oxtorras'is ncticsabls. It is part of the common idea of
doclinc which is mot with so often in Vorgil.

Whon, thorefors; one considers the background cfforded by the
times in which Tacitus composcd his works, his anti-Jowish feclings
can at lsast be undorstood because of the oxtornal cppearance of Judaism
monifested by the cxclusivoncss and fanaticism of its cdhercnts, cven if
one cannot ocxcuse his inmate racial projudice. Tacitus was writing at a
difficult period, and had the bost interests of Rome 2t heart, but he
was living tho wrong ago, ho was a repubiican in Imporial Rome.

T.J. HUNT
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THROUGH THE MAGNIFYING GL.SS

'Fow positicn overy rank

Tith cavalry in the contrss

Sot cne wing on cither bank

~, dnd, Trem phe xoar I'J, wateh, you'.

Thon 28 the Soule attacked his linos
¥arccllus loft the ficld.

He heard shrill shouts, such hidzous signs
- £nd siayed to watcl no longer. |

Spurring his horsc ho gallopod awdy,
Slipt, slid, rollod down mountain paths,
Hurrisd and raced by night and day

To sescape those barbarous throngs.

'0 Fabian, if you had soon their hordos,
~Thousands and thousands camc pouring down,
Yhirling spoars and glittering swords,
Fhich hacked ny troops to picces'.

'So, Marccllus, you rcturn,

Solo disgraco of your legion?

You knov the fate that cowards sarn?!
'T kaow, but first want vongeance'.

They marched towards the fatal scenc

And found no bodiocs - not a Gaul.

But near, & Romen camp was soon,

Intact, with Gallic hordc cntire - of
forty prisoncra.

. . .Po l’tc GRUNDY

ANSWTERS
0SS DCIN
Thespis 1, Themistocles
L.r. 2. ZFlsa
%i. 3. Spartiates
Elesatics 4. Sic
Arat §. Stemma
18 11. Sto
AE 12, Asae. {old form of arae)
Stoicism 1.. Orzt
Toral 15. C1li (o)
Hall 2l. Ora
LY tinea 22. ued
Cute 23. Ope
Solon Lo Ncs
Eia 26, ™0 To (tw lw )

Socrates 27. 4.C.
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insvor to the Greer Unsoon Competition in

‘Pogasus! No, 1

Author!s identity: The author iz John Glucker, a twentieth
century writer of Greck (among other
things), living in Sxeter.

The book in which the passage appears: The passage was
written especially for ‘'Pegazus' No. I.

The period in the history of Greelt Literature: The Twentieth
Century.

The sort of stylo and diction it is written in and who are
the main authors who incluenced its atyle: It is writien in
the form of a Gresk philosophical discussion, and is chiefly
influcncod by the style of ths Greek philosopher, biologist,
astronomer, historian and litsrary critic Aristotle (4th
century B,c.), by whon our author is very much influenced.
It is meinly a parody of a sort on the style of Aristotle at
his worst, whoen he takes all sorts of things for granted and
draws all sorts of inferances from them as if all is clear.

othor points of interest in its text: Two main points,
?2% Tho quotation from Thucydides containe one manuscript
roading which is rejected by riost editors (including the
0.C.T.) and three readings fabrisniad by our duthor with (s
far as I lniow) no ranuscript authority behind them. This
wag done to test the ability of our participants to check
references carcfully, though the number of inferences that
can be drawn from a quotation which differs from our text
is almost infinite. {b) The passage quoted from 'the poet!’
was written by no Greek poet at all, and is a 20th-century
forgery; pure and simple. Some clues are given. The verdb
NEHMOMAT in vhe 11iddle voice is, if wo trust our dictiona-
ries, never used in the active sensa in which our author
uses it. Also the phrase ALyve8dyyoivg &ndecouv is
a bit strained, and would not be used by a real epic poet,
althouzk it could have hecsn used by a Byzantine imitator
who did not have a good command of the epic language; and
therefore could give a semblance of a real Byzantine text.
The word o@tAohoyixd, ( Ttéxvn ) for the study of ancient
docunicnts is not attested by our dictionaries for Classical
Greck.e I still would not be surprised if I found it in some
late grammarian (our dictionariss are never complete}, but
it does not become regular-nisi fallor-before the late
Byzantine period. (There is no good lisediaevel Greek diction-
ary in our library tc check this). The word yoeupaTLxf,
on the othor hand, is attested by Plato, Aristotle, and al~-
most all the Alexandrian writers.
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GREEX UNSEEN COLPETITION

Author: letrodorus of Lampsacus. The passage is philosophical
and suggests a post-Aristotelian author with its usc of terms
such as &vepyela  and Svuvdust,

His home in lampsacus explains Ionic forms like &uéu,
According to Liddell & Scott he uses épmevpl{a olsevhere
to include TEXYN and B&XLOTAWM.

York: probably 7%Kept eoylag I have beon unable to locate a
copy of Kérte's text of Metrodorus.)

Period: Metrodorus lived from 331/330 to B.C. 278/7, a conter—
perary and friend of Ipicurus.

Styles As his laster testifisd our author's writing shows
1little originalitys; his style is fairly plain ané his vocabulary
suitably abstract including meny terms borrowed from Aristotlse,
Ketrodorus was a leading allegorist, (0.C.D. s.v. Metrod. and
Allegory, CGreek), and his knowledge of literature is showm

the quotations in this passage -~ even if his toxt of Thucydides
differs Ifrom ours at four points in this excoerpt.

Judging by this passage lietrodorus' styles scems to have been

influenced mostly by the philosopher gianis, Plato and
Aristotle,

L'Allegro

The clue to the correct answer is in line two: the usc of the
word TexXvlv  whoers we would cxpect Texviv . At first I
imagined that this was some dialoct form — perhaps some kind
of pidgin~Greek used to communicate with Taracians, and in-
cluenced by Thracian to some degree; but I can find no confir-
mation for this hypothesis (cf. however the modern village
Stepsisnimini, clearly derived from &%t oTfum ).

Since, thon, TeXV®Y is not a Groek word ~ at least, not a
word known to Dean Liddall, nor to Dr. Scott, nor to Sir
Henry Stuart Jones, ncr to Roderick McKenzie M.A. nor oven
brought to light by "the co-operation of many scholars" (sso
1839 p. i. of. iii - ¥iv) - I confidently deduce that THE
PASSAGE WAS NOT "BITTEN BY A GREEK AT ALL. The form Texviv

rust be a mistake; and it is not the kind of mistake that a
Graclc would be likely to nmake.
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Not Crosk! 4rd y-t freo texis of the author are -prorxised!
tthat is this work which Mr. Gluckoer is so cager 1o banish
from his shelves?

Roaders of Mlandscape with Iead Deng" by Robort Robinson
(London, 1955) - and if you have not read it, sir, may I
suggest you do so forthwith? - will mon that rno forger
over totzlly conceals his identity. My hopue were raised
when, rcading down the last lettsrs of overy line, I
found NEE: but-alas, tho SHAX which I had hoped would fol-
low could not be traced. But in the first lebters of
lineg 15, 16, 17, 18 I found the answers lanbda, alpha,
sappho, tau: LAST! The author is thorefore Bugh last,
formerly Camden Professor of Anciont History in the Univeor-
gsity of Oxford.

Once this is discovercd, cverything olso falls into place.

T add tho Tollowing obsarvations, which clinch the matter.

(2) The quotation from Thucydides is all wrong. Clearly
a quotation from menory. Ilast, being an ancient
historian, had his Thucydides by heart; being a Roman
bistorian, he got it wrong. Indeed I suapect that
Last realised it might be wrong, and thab the letters
APOT which follow his name, if you continue reading
down the left hond side, stand for lo less than "Alas,
Poor 01d Thucydides'.

(b) ¥hy did he choose to hidc his nams at the beginnings
of lines? See Matthew xx. 16: So the LAST SHALL BE
FIRST, AND THE FIRST LAST.

(¢) Yy father's cousin was a pupil of Last's, and one day
when visitng him at Brasenocse, he discoverod him
writing out something in Greek. fo $61lls me that he
could not be certain whether the first words were
ST, pdv odv they may havs been, he tells me,
or on the other hand they may not have been (it ie
gome years ago now). ‘What's that?", ry father's
cousin asked. Ho was a man gifted with keen intel-
loctual curiosity. "Greek!, replicd last, with the
simplicity of tke trus scholar, and nastily put it
aside. '"Now, now", said cousin Algernon, who had an
irrosisteble seuss of humour," a cobbler should stick
to his last, and Last, ho ho, should stick to his
Roman History". Last made no roply.

(d) The fact that in line 1C the first szample that springs

to the author's mind is towople should not be over-

lockod. Last proceeds to remerk that history is better
than rhetoric, oscausc it is written cown. A curious
remari. Did Last have a foud with T.F. Higham, the
Public Orator, at the time?

y-
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(¢) Iine l4: "they can be prescrved for a long time". Another
indication of non-Greek authorship. So can pickles, for
that matter. The Greeks wore all of them Great ‘Writers,
and none of them would have said anythini sc prosaic. Last,
hewevor, for all I know, may have been vory fond of
pickles.

(f) In lino 31 Tpdlag Buprla ®oAANG is a S
clear refaronce to Last's numerous contributions to the
Cembridge Ancient History. I lock forward with pride to
recaiving = complste set of this werk as my rrize. Ploase
do not forget to give me the volumes of plaies as vell,

UNSINNSCHR®IBER

COISITTER'S DEICISION ON GROT ULSESHK COMPETITION

Two ansvers have besn submitted o us. Tlo regret tho small
number. The first ansver was by 1L,tzllegro’ and ths second by
'Unsinnschreibor'. We have cxamined the answors rainly in relation
to the four items spacifiod in tho regulations for this competition.

Auvthorship. Itallsgro thinks it is 2 disciple of Aristotle. )
Unsinnschreiber thinks it is Hugh Last. Beth have som:z point. The
Greek style is an imitation of Aristotle, but it is also written by
a contemporary writer.

The book in which this passage Gppears. Liallogro at least tries %o
guess which book it is. Unsimnschroiber doss not try to find out how
wo come by Hugh Last's composition, and therefore does not answer
this question.

The pericd in the history of Greck Literature to which it balongs.
Again, L'allegro answors this, while Unsinnschreiber does not. Of
coursc, he assumcs that cverybody knows when Hugh Last lived (false
assumption), tut he should have tried to find out which poriod in
Gresk literature Last is trying to imitate.

The style and diction, and the authors who incluenced it. L'allegro
is right in thinking that tho style is influenced by Plato and

Aristotle — although he should have noticed that it is more Aristotel-

jan than Platonic in style. Unsinnschreiber is too busy telling
stories about Cousin Algernon to answer this question at all.

iny other points of intorest in the text. Both answers indicate the
differences betweon our unscon and the prescnt printed text of
Thucydides. Ncne of them has gone into the trouble of finding out
that one of thesc diffcerent roadings is given by some MSS (this can
easily be found out from the apparatus in the O.C.T.), whereas the
others wore concocted ospccially for this unsoon. None of them has
discovered anything wrong in the 'quotation' from pociry.
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From the more gencral couparison of those two answars, we get

the impression that, whorcas L'allogre has triod to answer the
questions poscd to him by this unscon, and, not kmowing it was
a modcrn fabricaticn, camc as necar as possible to an answor,

Unsinnschroiber eithor kmew or gusssod thot it is a modern con~
coction, and he, thorcfore, oocupies himsslf in answoring in
kind. We groatly rccommend his answer as a humorous response
to thc unseen. Put from the point of view of detecting style
and influcncos wc find L'allogro proferable. Wo, thersforec,
deeide to giva the prizc to L'allogro.

J. 7. Pitton
T. J. Hunt

J. Gluckor

On opcning the cmvolopes we find that L'allegre is MR. B. Jo
HARTNELL, and Unsinnschroibor is LMR. F. D. HiRVEY. The prize,

therofore, gocs to lR. B. J. HARTNELL.

‘- J‘W.Fo
T.J.He
J.Ge

v
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CATALOGUE RAISSCEE

Ths words of tho wisc ars as goads,
and as nails fastoned by tho mastors
of asscmblocs ... And further, by
theac, 1y son, bo edmonishod: of mak-
ing many books therc is no end; and
mich study is = woariness of tho

flosh. Ecclosicstes XIT, 11-12

4. Scvoryns, Toxte st apparat. Histoire oritique d'une tradition imprimcs
&Lcadomio Royale do Bolgique. Brussles, 1962

¥r. Gladstone, a great admirer of the Homorie problem (amongst
othor problems), coined the word 'Homcrology'. One finds it gratify-
ing to scc that all the examplos of this word cited by the Oxford
English Dictionary go back to the 1880s and 1890s. The danger of
over-spocialization in the Classics is now cnormous, and one is some-
times not too sarcastic in prodicting the timc when we shall hove a
lecturer in Herodotus Book I, a profossor of Livy Book XXII, and so
on. Of course, one has to spccialize in order to do competent re—~
search, but it mey do ono som? good not to forget the old concept of
Literac Bumcniorss, the difference betweon the Classics and entomology—
and onc's roadsrs.

Texztual criticism has besn considered by some adverse critics
(and there are many who could not carc less for tho difforcnce botween
'qua' and 'quam' in Virgil VI, 96}, a8 no more than intclligont proof-
reading. This is, of course, not true. Insome respeccts - in sifting
and oxamining the ovidence - textual criticism is much like a natural
scicnce, in anothor, and more important, respcet - that of actually
oditing the text and emending it - it is very much of an art. Its
best pratitioncers were mon of immensc knowlodge, who tricd their bost
to overcome the errors of tho tradition and come as near to what was
writton by the Gresk and Roman {and Inglish and French and Amcrican,
for that mattor) writors as possiblo. They considerod the proof-rsading
part as an important necessity, not as the final aim. In the hands of
Prefessor Severyns, one suspects, textual criticism really becomes in-
telligent (and very dry) proof-roading.

The bodk is, as my title shows, a ‘'catalogue raisonné' of errors
in the printeod oditions of the fragments of iroclus' Chrestomathia,
known to us in vol. V of the 0.C.T. Homer., To moke this more concrete:
thisz book - all 357 pages of it - is a very detailed discussion of
errors in the printed sditions of & Grosk text which occupies ten
pages only. Professor Severyns finds this a satisfactory procedures
by analysing in microscopic detail all tho various types of crrors
which hove crept into a tiny bit of a Greeck toxt in the hands of various
cditors, by classifying them and by extracting somc genernl oconclusions,
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onc can teach a lesscn not only to 2ditors of Proclus, but to editors
in gonoral and anyone intorested in textual criticism. There is no

doubt avout Professor Soveryns! compctonco on this subjects ho has ‘
produccd books and articles on this toTis 2né his imowledge of tho de-

tails con hurcly be surpassed: in facit, ho has turned himself olmost .
intc a 'Proclologist' (or should one say 'Pproclosophor'?). The ques— * Y

tions I should osk are twos 1. hot arc, for the gensral reader, the ,
wost important conclusions to be dravm from this voluminous study? .

2, Sinec the book is intended not only for oditors of Proclus - do 1
the conclusions omerge out of the ocoan of details cloarly enough so
as tc bo appreciated, without much difficulty, by us?

Therc is ona gonoral conclusion which can be drawn from this
book: cditors — and, thercfors, also thair printed tecxts — arc nol '
infallible. They arc coraless in collating, carsless in using their, |
or othor people's, collations, caroless in reuding the proofs,; igno- '

ront of somo of the rulos of zccentuation, enclitics, breathings and L
suchliko things,anl somotimes ignorant of soms mora important gram- d
motical and dialcctal points. ALpart from this, some unintentional f

errors crocp into printed toxts and arc not corrected when the proofs [
are rocd. The apparatus criticus is not always clear and somctimes i
mislecding. Some so-called standard texts (we ¥now - or we should !
know - that thoy don't oxist - or only for commercial purposes) come
in for soverc criticism, ané 2 teachor who is very often confronted
with o blind admiration shown by his students to an Oxford Text -
Oxford Toxt - is glad to find that oven the great T. ‘1. Lllen
was a littlo sluggish when ho had to loave Homer 'proper’ for the
volume of Fragmenta et Testimonia. (Hs roliod for thouse, says
Severynsy pp. 308-319, on inadequate provious collations without
chocking on them, and the cvidonce scoms o be convincing). o
have Ymown all this beforc - at least thoss of us who have tricd to
comparc various editions of the samc text ané soc¢ how their authors -
treat the manuscripts and cach other. But it ncsded some more par-
ticulor attention and study.

et eV,
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Bat whot I would consider as Professcr Severyms' main achiove-
mont is the now light ho sheds on tho technical side of producing a
now cdition and its consequences for the text. %o learn here - what
at loast some of us heve known bofore - that novadeys cditors do not
preperc their collations and cditions using ono manuscript cs 2 basis,
but that thoy usually collatc now manuscripts - and prepare the now
odition-using onz of the existing printed 2ditions (this en-bles .our
author to produce his 'stemmata editionum's diagroms of 'who used i
whose printed editions as a basis')., This in itself is indifferent:
one a2lways has to choosa a starting point, and perhaps & printed
odition is more accurate thon o manuscript. But here boginneth the
trouble, too. When an céitor has decided on what points his sdition
will diffor from his 'basis', he prepares his new text. He elther
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copics out the text, or prepares vzt Severyns calls a 'manuscrit
bolgo's & printed copy of the cdition ko has used, with his cormoc-
tions. This means one thing, at locst: thet in most cases some of
tho orrors in the printed edition which gorved 28 a basis would not
be oliminatod from some of the lator oditions based on it. So mis-
tokos reomain long after the cditor who mrfAe them hos been superscdeds
espocizlly so mistakes in the'lminutiao! like acconts and enclitics,
As ono would expect, morc mistokes would survive in an cdition based
on = 'manuscrit belge!'. The act of copying out the text makes loarned
cditors 2 bit morc ~waro of their prodccosgsors' orrors. Though SOMo
orrors Lsve o long lifo anyhow.

So thoro is somcthing to be learncd from this book — cven, for
all that I know, somcthing now. Yet I ao not fcel thet I could
honestly rocommend the reading of it - all 357 pages of it - to stu-
donts: not even to rosoarch students. In fact, onco I have rcad it
mysclf and drawn the main conclusions, I an not looking forward to
re-rozding it. Why?

Prosentotion. That ono would oxpect from a book likc this is
to prosent bricfly thoe main goneral points which would intcrest odi-
tors (not just of Proclus), toxtual critics (not just of Proclus),
end somo general readors (not just of Proclus), this to be followed
by oxesuples from the text o illustrate the points - somcthing on
the linos of ¥. M. Lindsay's Introduction to Iatin Toxtual Dmondation.
Instood of doing this, Profossor Scveryns seoms +o sacrifice cvery-
thins to dotail and mcthod. His mothod is o combination of the bio~
logical catalogue, tho typical French 'Doctorat A'Etat' and the
serxinar-room mothod of exposition. Tvery part of the book is divided
into chepters, peragrophs, and every chopter has a sort of unofficial
tavent-propos' which sets the problem {mrinly by overstating the
obvious and producing morc and more subdivisons with new terms ond
thoir definitions), and onds with 2 'conclusion'. The trouble about
thoso 'conclusions' is that thoy are not always really conclusions.
In many cases the genoral conclusion — the thing that would intercst
sinple folks likec myself who are not zoing to re-adit Frocius after
2rofessor Scveryns has done it so well - appoar in the middle purp—
graphs, labouring undor the heavy weight of massive lists of crrors
and discrepancics and their class—room Hannor of discussion.

For this is whet tho bulk of this book consists of: lists uvon
lists uson lists of orrors and Jiscrcpancics, and a rathor converso-
tional style of discussion which would suit = sominar on Proclus, and
in 2ll probability may have originatcd there (*How can onc cxplain
tho survival of this crror in later oditions? Can onc szy that ...?
Fo, bocause ...' and s0 on). This goss on and on - and on, and
mekcs what might hove boen o very useful and intorosting articlt or
booklot into = tedious, 357 page colloction of 'causcries'. The
rocdor, howover, cannot afford to skip rmch, sinco souc of tho more
important conclusions come unexpectcdly ond way be missod by skipping.
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One foecls that FProfoscor Sovaryns has forgotton that, for the
rozdor who is not specializing in Proclus, tho facts should be
subordinatcd to the main points. Porhaps he has forgotton
that tho readers do not 211 of then spocialize in Proclus.

Onc can, perhops, ond with a quotation (not from Proclus),
and a story. Tho quotation is tokoen from Cicero, Do Oratore II
308-9: Multe cnim occurunt argumente, multa quac in dicondo
profutura vidiantur; sod ocrum partin ita levia sunt, ut con-

tomenda sint ... quoac autem utilia sunt atque firma, si ea tomen
g ) ]

ut scepe fit, valdo nulta sunt, quac ox eis aut lovissima sunt
aut aliis gravioribus consimiliz, sccerni arbitror oportere atque
ox orctiono removori: cquidem oun couligoe argumento causaruL, non
tan oa numerare soleo quam oxponderc.

Now tho story: 4 famous Fronch orientalist onee prep:rod
an odition of an Arabic text. He reccived the prcof-shests: 50
pagos of introduction and a fow hundred pogos of text, transla—
tion and notecs. After a doy or twe he osked for permission to
chanse thoe introduction, which, he said, he was finding loss and
less satisfactory. One connot say No to o famous soholar: after
all, a new major work can comw out of this., So he sat in his
attic for a fortnight and roviscd the thing. He came out with o
completoly now introduction: 5 instead of 50 pages. 'I have put
into thosc five pagos', he said, 'everything I had szid before!?,
I believc him.

JOHN  GIUCKER
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