
SHORTER NOTES

MEDEA 1250: ∆ΦΤΥΦΓΘΤ ∆� ΕΗΨ ΗΦΞΘ

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.1 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 ηοξ�. Medea is ill-fated
in her children (who must die and at her hands).2 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: �η� δ� υ4µµα ναλ0σιοΚ π�ζφλ� 2ξ�σ/
πµ!ξ �Κ ρφηαυ�σαΚ· υο#υο δ� ο$λ ε$δαινοξ&.3
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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 (τοµοιλιτν(Κ):

)τυι δ� υο#υο λα* ποιε+ξ λα* ν! ποιο#ξυα ζα,ξετραι λα* ποιο#ξυα ν! δολε+ξ! λαρ0πεσ .
Πσψυαη(σαΚ )µεηεξ! ε3 . ν5ξιΚ λα* . π�µθω 4σσεξ �τυ,ξ· . ν�ξ η1σ µ�ηψξ ‘ο$µον�ξθξ’
τοµοιλ,9ει ν�ξ λαυ� �λε+ξοξ! ο$ ζα,ξευαι δ� υο+Κ 4µµοιΚ! . δ� ‘ο$µ(νεξοξ’ ζα,ξευαι ν�ξ!
2µµ� ο$ τοµοιλ,9ει: (DK 80 A 28)

This passage has confounded many, and the opinion has prevailed that Protagoras
once argued that the feminine nouns ; ν5ξιΚ (‘anger’) and ; π�µθω (‘helmet’) should
in fact be masculine.1 It has been asserted that Protagoras either believed that these
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1 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. η0νοιΚ δφτυφγε+ξ 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.

* 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.
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