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SHORTER NOTES

MEDEA 1250: AYXTYXHXY A° EI'Q2 I'YNH

With these words ends Medea’s dramatic speech in which she makes the decision to
kill her children. These four words, coming as the end of so profoundly emotional a
speech, seem remarkably flat.! This does not make the text wrong, but it does seem to
me that a small emendation gives us exactly the emotionally powerful and context-
ually appropriate concluding statement that we need. Read yovy). Medea is ill-fated
in her children (who must die and at her hands).?> This comes directly out of her
previous remarks on the pain and difficulty caused her (so to speak) by her children
and leads immediately into the choral ode on children and the risks of being a parent.
This is similar to Tyndareus’ remarks at Orestes 540-1, where he observes that he has
been ill-fortuned in respect of his daughters: éyw 8¢ 7dAAa pardpios mépvr’ avip/
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! The seemingly similar sentiment and language at Hecuba 785 is, in fact, very different. The
rhetorical question effectively makes that statement signify, ‘Hecuba is the most wretched woman
ever’.

2 Cf. yduows Svaruyeiv at Ph. 424. As for the grief that can be caused by [the loss of] children,
cf. also Alc. 882-3.

3 This note benefited from a reading by Professor David Sansone.

MENIS AND PELEX. PROTAGORAS ON SOLECISM*

Citing what has become a well-known, albeit bewildering, statement of Protagoras,
Aristotle says at Soph. El. 173b17-22 the following about solecism (codowkiopuds):

doTi 8¢ TolTOo Kal molely Kal i) motodvTa daivesbar kal morodvTa un Soxelv, kabdmep 6

- ¢ >

Ipwraydpas éNeyev, €l & pivis kal 6 mjAné dppev éotiv 6 pév yap Mywv ‘odlouévyy
/ \ 2. > A  ghe SN > gy /

codlowkiler pev rar’ éxeivov, od palverar 8¢ Tois dAots, 6 8e ‘0vNSuevor’ dalverar pév,
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This passage has confounded many, and the opinion has prevailed that Protagoras
once argued that the feminine nouns 1 ufves (‘anger’) and 7 mjAné (‘helmet’) should
in fact be masculine.! It has been asserted that Protagoras either believed that these

* We wish to thank J. Hammerstaedt, B. Inwood, D. Sedley, J. Traill, M. Wallace, and an
anonymous reader for insightful comments. Our limited competence has prevented us from
pursuing some of the valuable suggestions that we received.

' See e.g. 1. Bywater, Aristotle on the Art of Poetry (Oxford, 1909), 290; T. Gomperz,
Griechische Denker 1 (Berlin and Leipzig, 1922%), 367-8; J. Wackernagel, Vorlesungen iiber Syntax
2 (Basel, 1928), 4-5; G. Murray, ‘The beginnings of grammar, or first attempts at a science of
language in Greece’, in Greek Studies (Oxford, 1946), 177; D. Fehling, ‘Zwei Untersuchungen zur
griechischen Sprachphilosophie’, RAM 108 (1965), 214-15; R. Pfeiffer, History of Classical
Scholarship from the Beginnings to the End of the Hellenistic Age (Oxford, 1968), 38; C. Segal,
‘Protagoras’ Orthoepeia in Aristophanes’ “Battle of the Prologues”’, RhM 113 (1970), 159, n. 4;
K.-M. Dietz, Protagoras von Abdera (Bonn, 1976), 67; G. B. Kerferd, The Sophistic Movement
(Cambridge, 1981), 68-9; L.-A. Dorion, Aristote: Les réfutations sophistiques, Histoire des

https://doi.org/10.1093/cq/54.1.274 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1093/cq/54.1.274

