
'THAT WAS NO LADY, THAT WAS...' 

THE tradition that Socrates had two wives at once, Xanthippe and Myrto, 
though an established one among ancient scholars, has met with blank 
incredulity in modern times.' It impugns the character of Socrates, who has 
been established by Plato's martyrology as the unimpeachable patron saint of 
Western philosophy.2 And it appears to cast a slur on Greek marriage-not 
that the guiding lines of this somewhat ramshackle institution are perfectly 
known.3 Among ancient scholars only Panaetius argued against the tradition, 
and he did so by the expedient of assuming two characters of the name Socrates; 
this may fairly be called a last-ditch contention.4 The writers Plutarch and 
Athenaeus did not believe the story, but were daunted by the battery of 
scholars who did (Aristotle, Aristoxenos, Demetrios, Hieronymos). In modern 
times the tradition has been written off as malicious gossip,5 despite the fact 
that it derives from authorities (e.g. Demetrios) who were not malicious about 
Socrates. Or else the story was a fiction, in plain terms a lie, to illustrate a philo- 
sophical thesis,6 or, more subtly, a philosophical parable taken as fact.7 One 

I Especially among philosophical writers. 
Among historians the position is better. See 

J. W. Jones, The Law and Legal Theory of the 
Greeks, I85; A. R. W. Harrison, The Law of 
Athens (Oxford, 1968), 15-17. 

2 Zeller, Socrates (trans. I868), 57: 'Such 
a thing is incompatible with the character of 
Socrates.' Of course the one thing missing 
from the vapid accounts of Zeller and others 
(e.g. Cornford) is any appreciation of 
Socrates' character: they are so busy making 
him chief knight in quest of the Holy Grail 
that his actual personality ceases to matter. 

3 Zeller, ibid.: '(It) would most un- 

doubtedly have caused a great sensation . . . 
the laws of Athens never allowed bigamy.' 

4 Panaetius in Schol. Aristophanes, Frogs, 
149I (commenting on Aristophanes' dig at 
Socrates' chatter): o'a Trava Trepi erepov 

ZcoKparovs qCrial AXyeaOal, rWv Trepi acK7vas 

kAXvdpwv, cos 'Evptrrdirs. It is a fair inference 
that Panaetius used this strategy elsewhere. 

In like manner Sappho was (I) a great 
poetess; (2) engaged in erotic relationships 
with girls. Therefore there were two Sapphos: 
(I) a poetess and (2) a courtesan (Aelian, 
VH 12. I9). 

s e.g. Burnet, Greek Philosophy, 129 n. 2: 
'The scandal-monger Aristoxenos tried to 
fix a charge of bigamy on Sokrates. He said 
he was married at the same time to Xan- 
thippe and to Myrto, the daughter of 
Aristeides.' A fine piece of journalism on 
Burnet's part. The latter statement is false, 
as Aristoxenos said Myrto was the grand- 
daughter of Aristides. 

6 Zeller, 58: 'Now none were more 
celebrated for their spotless virtue and their 
voluntary poverty than Aristides and 
Socrates. Accordingly the writer brought the 
two into connection. Socrates was made to 
marry a daughter of Aristides .. .' 

7 Wehrli, Aristoxenos, 66-7: 'Der Dialog 
[the HepI evyevvtas] sollte mit der phan- 
tastischen Erfindung wohl dartun, was wahre 
evyereta sei, wie darin weder dem Weisen 
kleinbiirgerliche Herkunft noch seiner Gat- 
tin die Armut Abbruch tue. Fur eine solche 
Deutung spricht Plutarch Kara evyevreas 
(Stobaeus, El. iv 29. 22), wo der arme 
Aristeides an ev-yeveta liber Midas, Sokrates 
iiber Sardanapallos gestellt wird.' The latter 
reference might explain why Socrates and 
Aristides would be brought into the discus- 
sion, but not why they would be said to be 
linked by a marriage. If I understand 'seiner 
Gattin' aright, I take it that Aristotle is sup- 
posed to have said something resembling 
'Socrates married Myrto a descendant of 
Aristides' as a (presumably whimsical) para- 
phrase for 'a low condition is married to 

poverty'. Either Aristotle did say something 
resembling it, in which case he was lying and 
we are back at Zeller's position; or he made 
a statement about poverty, etc., in which case 
the followers of Aristotle were idiots to mis- 
interpret it. I do not believe they were such 
idiots. 

A further variant on the 'parable' explana- 
tion has been given me by David Harvey in 
conversation. Aristotle may have said: 'If 
Socrates the perfectly wise man had married 



'THAT WAS NO LADY, THAT WAS... 

wonders why Euripides was also credited (or discredited) with two wives: did he 
too become a thesis? But the evidence for Euripides is much inferior, and so this 
case must be put on one side.' The tradition of Socrates' bigamy, however, 
presents us with something solid but puzzling that requires manful efforts to 
explain away. 

Let us begin with the evidence of Aristotle. He is said by Athenaeus (555 d) 
to have given the keynote to those scholars who attribute two wedded wives to 
Socrates-Xanthippe and the daughter of Aristides,2 Myrto. The scholars 
named in the chorus are Callisthenes, Demetrios of Phalerum, Satyros, and 
Aristoxenos. The work of Aristotle in which the story appeared was the 17ep 
eEyevelas. Plutarch3 (Aristides 27) says that Demetrios, Hieronymos of Rhodes, 
Aristoxenos, and Aristotle tell the story that Myrto, granddaughter of Aristides, 
set up house with Socrates: he already had a wife, and he took on this one 
when she was widowed4 and short of the necessities of life. The context of 
Athenaeus' passage and the wording (yvvalKa p,ev TE'pav EXovrL) of Plutarch 
make it clear that both authors understood the story to mean that Socrates had 
two wives at the same time. Both authors disbelieved it. Nevertheless, the main- 
stream view was that Socrates had two wives at once. This must be emphasized 
because Zellers assigns to Aristotle the view that Socrates married Myrto after 

Xanthippe, i.e. after Xanthippe was dead (or put away). Shrugging off the 
Plutarch passage as 'less accurate', he relies on a statement by Diogenes 
Laertius (2. 26),6 according to which Aristotle said that Socrates took two 
wives, Xanthippe the first (who bore Lamprocles), and then Myrto, daughter 
of Aristides the Just, who was taken without a dowry and who produced 
Sophroniskos and Menexenos. Diogenes goes on to mention others who say 
that Myrto was the first wife, and Satyros and Hieronymos who say that 
Socrates had both together. Now by itself the statement about Aristotle could 
be squared with Plutarch and Athenaeus; it is the context, the triple division of 
sources, that conflicts with them. We must choose, and there seems little doubt 
that Diogenes' summary is mistaken. Aristotle's view was substantially the 
same as Aristoxenos', which was that Socrates had two wives together, and 
Athenaeus and Plutarch would have seized on Aristotle as witness if Aristotle 

Myrto the daughter of Aristides the per- 
fectly just man, what wonderful evyeveLLa 
would have resulted.' This is about as 
plausible as one can make it. But (i) Ovya- 
7ptLO7, not OvyaTrp, was the description of 
Myrto in Aristoxenos: this weakens the 
'parable' effect; and (2) we are still assigning 
stupidity to the followers of Aristotle (not all 
of them hostile to Socrates) for being unable 
to distinguish a hypothetical from a cate- 
gorical statement. 

Two wives at the same time: Gellius, 
Noct. Att. 5. 20; consecutively in the 
Genos and in the Suda. 

2 Athenaeus adds: 'not Aristides the Just 
but his grandson'. 

3 ArlJ'TpLto S' O' OaArppeVS KaL 'Iepvvl.os 
O 'Poolos Kal lAptartroevos o LovatKosS Kat 
ALpLaroTeAr)s-EL 7 TO 7Trepl evyevetas pfLALXov 
Ev rotL yvaLots J ptaorore'Aovs O?eTfoV--laTo- 

poVOat MvpTc' OvyaTrpltSv lAptareIov ZCwKparTE 

T(i ao U>0 aVVOLKrlaat, yvvalKca fLev Terpav 
SXovTL, Tav7r,v S' avaAaPfdvTr X71pevovaav 8ta 
7TevIav KCal To davayKaitv eveo/C`evrlv. 

4 Xrlpevovaav SLa Ireviav seems odd: John 
Gould points out to me that &La 7revtav gives 
Socrates' reason for marrying, i.e. it goes 
grammatically with avaAag3'vrL. But the 

sandwiching of &La rrevlav between Xrlpevou- 
aav and evSeo[tkevqv is awkward. Possibly read 
Mvi~Eav for evSeotLEvIv ? 

5 P. 57. 
6 fr,al ?' AlpLaroTr`A,s tv'o yvvalKas avrTov 

dyayeaOaL' ,rpoTepav plv SavOl7Tnrr)v, et sg 
avrcp yeveaOat AaLprrpoKAEa' Sev-repav be 

MvprCo, TrYv IAprTzeloov ro0 SLKaIov Ovya-r4pa, 
)v KaL a7rpOLKOV Aape3v, E' iS yevea9Oa& 

?tEWpovlaKov Kal MEvC`eeVOV. ot be 7rpo-rpav 
y7at, r7iv Mvpr<o f>aatv- vtoLi 8e Kal da4Lore'pas 

aXELv o,Lov^, UTv CartL Z vpos TIe Kal 'IeptcvvJos- 
o Po'8os. 
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had innocuously said that Socrates married twice. Thus the view that Socrates 
married again after the demise or dismissal of his first wife, which as Zeller 
shows runs into difficulties, need not be discussed. 

Plutarch doubts whether the lepl Evyevelas was really composed by Aris- 
totle,' but this may be simply because he does not believe the story about 
Socrates. The question of spuriousness is difficult to decide with just a few 
fragments of the work extant, but to assume that it is spurious in order to reject 
the evidence about Socrates seems to involve a petitio principii.2 In any case the 

story would be in some sense 'Aristotelian' for the disciples of Aristotle to follow 
its lead (as Athenaeus said they did). 

There is a further difficulty about who Myrto was: daughter, granddaughter, 
or great-granddaughter of Aristides the Just? Doubts about her pedigree, 
however, do not in themselves make away with her existence. Moreover, we can 
discard the 'daughter of Aristides the Just' version found in Diogenes. Here we 
have not a disagreement between ancient scholars about who Myrto was but 
a conflict of evidence on what Aristotle said. The 'daughter' view is intrinsically 
unlikely since Aristides the Just died in 467 and Myrto the second wife bears 
two children who are infants in 399.3 Even if the story of Myrto were a fiction, 
responsible scholars would hardly have accepted anything so improbable. We 
now turn to the other views. Athenaeus says 'the daughter of Aristides' and 
adds 'not the Just because the dates don't fit, but his grandson'; this looks like 
an attempt to rationalize the mistaken version found in Diogenes. So we end 
with Plutarch's view that Myrto was the granddaughter of Aristides or more 
precisely the daughter's daughter. OvyarpLt$ most probably was what Aristotle 
wrote, and Ovyadrqp the result of careless copying, the substitution of a more 
familiar word.4 

We now turn to Callisthenes and Demetrios. From Plutarch (Aristides, 27) 
we learn that according to Callisthenes the daughter of Aristides' son Lysi- 
machos was called Polykrite and was awarded public maintenance. It thus 
sounds as if Callisthenes had done some independent research into the descen- 
dants of Aristides. Callisthenes is mentioned by Athenaeus (555 d) along with 
Demetrios, Satyros, and Aristoxenos as following the story of Myrto. Unless 
Athenaeus is mistaken, it would seem that Callisthenes, who had checked on 
a granddaughter of Aristides, believed in the existence of Myrto. Next we have 
Demetrios who investigated and disproved the alleged poverty of Aristides and 
Socrates. As Plutarch says, he did this to relieve them of discredit.5 If Demetrios 
was biased, he was biased towards Socrates. He also knew about Aristides' 
descendants. He could recall a daughter's son of Aristides, a soothsayer called 
Lysimachos. Yet he too according to Plutarch and Athenaeus followed the 
Myrto story, which is nowadays dismissed as 'malicious gossip'. 

Aristoxenos was a hostile witness, as Plutarch (de Herod. malig. 9. 856 c) and 

I Plut. Ar. 27: el T7 TO 7repL evyevetas three, at least one of the infants must be 

PltAltov ev rotS yvlatoLS ApLaroreTAOVS ETEOv. Myrto's. 
2 Zeller of course says it is spurious. Ross 4 MvprTc Ovya-rpLtov ApLaTrelov is the 

and Rose include the Iepl ev7yeveaS as phrase used by Plutarch and perhaps -8-qv 
a genuine work of Aristotle's. ApLaTeElov became rTlv Aplparel'ov. In Athe- 

3 Plato, Phaedo, 60 a, II6 b. See Burnet naeus the reading is r-v AptLcreiSov MvprT. 
ad loc. for the inference that Lamprocles 5 Plut. Ar. I. 9: od LEv AJ-rTptIO0 ov uo'vov 

was the eldest. At any rate two out of ApLarTrEq dAAa. Kac 2CoKpadrT77 rAos e&rT rT7S 

three sons are infants at the time of nrrevias ehEAEOaL OLAorTL/ovfJlEvos Uos -eyaAov 
death, and since Myrto produced two of the Ka~KoV. 
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Porphyry (to whom we owe the main Aristoxenian passage) realized.' Hostile, 
however, not so much to Socrates as to the idealization of Socrates by Plato for 
his own ends. This idealization has become canonical in modern times so that 
the question, for instance, whether Socrates had fits of bad temper is decided by 
appeal to what may be called the Jailor's Testament (Plato, Phaedo, 116 c.).2 
Aristoxenos' debunking of the Socrates legend is done critically and carefully. 
He uses as his source an acquaintance of Socrates, Spintharos.3 He balances 
pros and cons; this is admitted by Plutarch who takes it to be a sign of crafty 
malignity.4 He apparently makes nothing of the political issues aroused by 
Socrates' trial, though he tells a story to the discredit of Meletos, one of 
Socrates' accusers.5 He distinguishes an early wild period from the later 
development of Socrates,6 the normal charming manner from his occasional 
bursts of fury.7 He gives us insight into a man who was something of a living 
contradiction.8 Nor is his evidence irreconcilable with Plato's character draw- 
ing: the wild streak in Socrates is admitted by Plato in a famous and usually 
misunderstood passage of the Symposium;9 his erotic tendencies are also pre- 
sented by Plato in an oblique form.10 The bias of Aristoxenos comes out in such 

I In the Porphyry passage (Wehrli, fr. 51, 
quoted from Cyril) the text is uncertain but 
it is clear that Aristoxenos is being set aside 
as biased (and Menedemos 'older than 
Aristoxenos' is followed instead). 

2 yevvaLoraTov KaL 7rpaoTraov Kal aptLaov 
avSpa ovTa TW'v IroWr7ore evpo aqdKOfiLv<Wv. 

3 Cyril, quoted by Wehrli, fr. 54a: AeyEL 
Se o AlpLarofevos, adfr1yov'tJevos 'rov liov rTO 
ZoWKparovS, aKr7KoevatL Z'rLvOpov Tad 7rpt 
avTro, OS 'V efg ToJV TroVTJ eVTvXOVTWV. 

Spintharos may have been the father of 
Aristoxenos: Diog. Laert. 2. 20; Sextus, adv. 
Math. 6. i. 

4 Plut. de Herod. malig. 9. 856 c: ot' Tot0 
b0dyo i eraivovs TLtvadS rapartevrTe, Cs E(rL 

?CKpaTdrov AptaTOrdevog. 

5 Schol. Plato, Apol. 8 b = Wehrli, 
fr. 60. 

6 In Theodoretus, Therap. 4. 56, Porphyry 
(probably following Aristoxenos) says that 
Socrates after a disorderly youth removed 
these characteristics by instruction and 
assumed the impress of philosophy- 
arrov ,F Kal SaX1 rov'Tovrovs ,L dcfavitaa Tov6S 
T?rrovS rovs Se r7js ctAoroaqolas- E`KLcjadOa.a0 In 
Theodoretus 12. 174 = Wehrli 54b rpCroov 
ivev avTov dKpoXOAOV . . . seems to mean 'at 
first irascible etc.' rather than 'in the first 
place'. The stories in Theodoretus 12. 175 
(cf. i. 8) about Socrates' naughty childhood 
and the turning-point at the age of seven- 
teen come from Porphyry (and probably 
Aristoxenos): the framework is Trpr)Tov p?v 
. .. S rI e7 repl l ErrTTaKalteKa ETr) . . . 

7 Aristoxenos, fr. 54a Wehrli: Spintharos 
said OTL ov 7TroXAOLs avTos ye TrrTavwTrepoL 
EVTETVX7K(r)S EX77, ToLav-7v ELVraL rTov Te WV7,v 
Kat To arodJua KaL TO' ErTL)aLvod'jLEvov '7Oos 

ore oe AfEXOeLq tV7irO roov rdOovs Tov'rov (anger), 
SELV7)V Elval -r-v daX[x,oavri'v. Further on, the 
term eVKOAoS is used, but qualified. With this, 
contrast Theodoretus' rhetorical summing 
up (12. I75), SvaotpyqTros 'v Kail LdoySt a'TTovra 

KaTEXELV 7jovvaTo Tov OvuLoV KaL Aotaopov EL'xe 
Tr)V yAXTr'av KaL axaAvwrov . . ., all without 

qualification. 
8 rov i8tOpaOV 2?KparT7v Anon. Com. 

frag. 386 (Edmonds 3. 417); cf. Plat. Symp. 
215 a, 221 d (of Eros). This duality links up 
with the Silenus and Marsyas image; in art 
(E. Gardner, Handbook of Greek Sculpture, 
398) such figures as Marsyas were used to 
express the duality of human and feral 
natures. 

9 In Plat. Symp. 215 b Socrates is com- 
pared to (i) a Silenus (with a special in- 
terior), (2) the satyr Marsyas. The supposed 
ugliness of Socrates would suit only (i), as 
Marsyas in fifth- and fourth-century art is 
(wild but) handsome. Socrates is disorderly 
(Vfptarr,S) and a charmer like Marsyas. At 
the same time, says Plato (making the best of 
it), he is restrained, not wild, inside. It is 
often thought that Socrates' appearance put 
people off; in fact it was an asset. He was 
accepted by Alcibiades as a lover before any 
philosophical conversion (Symp. 217 a). His 
influence derived from his physical mag- 
netism: that is why Aristophanes and others 
thought he was so dangerous. 

1o In the Phaedrus especially. Sensual 
elements in Socrates' love-relationships with 
men cannot be ignored; cf. T. Gould, 
Platonic Love, 193 (note). It was of course an 
'ideal' homosexuality, but ideal in the way 
that the heterosexuality of a modern mar- 
riage is supposed to be ideal. It is amusing 
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terms as a'7TaL8Ev-ros' and a'Xq.ka'- here he is applying to Socrates the criteria 
of culture and decorum by which the Pythagorean Archytas emerged with so 
much credit and Socrates so little.' The question is whether he is using bio- 
graphical tradition to make this contrast or wanton fiction, and this question 
cannot be answered by treating passages in Xenophon and Plato as if they w-ere 
some sort of Holy Writ. 

For Aristoxenos' evidence on Socrates' marriage we rely on fragments of the 
neo-Platonist Porphyry (Wehrli fr. 54a, 54b). Porphyry is known to have fol- 
lowed Aristoxenos (though not entire ly2) for his depiction of Socrates, and in 
this particular passage the phrase ci&Klac 3' os3 -rrpoa~v is known to have come 
from Aristoxenos (Plut. de Herod. Malig. 9. 856 c). Porphyry tells us that 
Socrates in ordinary life was easy-going and modest in his demands for material 
things (E'V SE' i-oi-3 vet'TEo iv flc'ov Ta4 lx& jAAa EV'KoAoV Ka't J.tKpaSg 8Eo1LLEvov 7Tapat- 

UKEV77S EC's i-a' KaLG i5kdpav). In his sexual behaviour, however, he was rather 
vehement, though this did not mean that he was unjust (7rpols- SE' 7I)v i-rWV 

Jckpostacoiv xpfjcnv GrbO3po'i-Epov pEv dtvau a'8CKWYaV 8 ) cspoEiEvat). Then comes 
an explanation: Socrates used either married women or prostitutes alone (,~ ya'p 
irats- -/a/lEi-at,, -7 1atLL KOtvats- Xp~,7OcU ELxOvaLS). This crabbed sentence may be, as 
Wehrli says, an addition by Porphyry. It is not, however, 'nonsensical'. It means 
that Socrates though sexy did not stray outside marriage. In the period before 
marriage he associated with prostitutes; after settling down he kept to his 
married partners. Since Socrates did not settle down before 430 in all 
probability, by which time he was forty, this gives quite a wide field for wild 
oats.3 

Now comes the crucial passage. 'Socrates had4 two women/wives at the same 
time: Xanthippe, who was a citizen and a rather ordinary5 woman, and 
Myrto the granddaughter of Aristides the son of Lysimachos' (&VO 8 E UXEtV 

yvvatKas- 4'-w, EavOi'T,r-rqv ~C&~ 37ToAi-rtV KaQ KOtoO-rE`pav' 7ws, Mvpi-rc SE' Aptu-i-dov 

Ovyai-pt8~v i-rof AvatlkaXov). Two points are made about Xanthippe: she was 
a iie,not an alien; she was ordinary in contrast with the highbr Mro 

Note that here Myrto is the granddaughter of Aristides, and this supports our 

that the ancients (e.g. Ath. 2i9 aif.) 
thouight Plato unfair to Socrates in telling 
scandalous stories about him. Plato the 
bowdlerizer was thus further bowdlerized 
and the process has gone on into modern 
times, ending with the absurd concept of 
non-sexual sexuality (which is what 'Platonic 
love' seems to mean). 

IPorphyry (ap. Theodoret. Therap. i. 8), 
presumably following Aristoxenos, said that 
Socrates was 7rpc'. oi3Slev jfv cibv-i, cxatSeu1rov 

SC' 7rEp'L wdraa i.e. he had plenty of natural 
ability but was ineducable (there was a 
change at the age Of 17). aiv~ not evtbvt) (a 
marginal variant in one out of the eight 
MSS. of Theodoretus, which is on the same 
cretinous level as W~ovr, for EI'OSov, ativ65r -re 
for E'VL'O-E in the Theodoretus passage quoted 
by Wchrli, fr. 54b. aiv6or -re is read by Zeller, 
64). 

2See above, P. 59 n. i. 
3In this rendering I have taken the ~. 

- . . pio'vasr to divide women into two ex- 
clusive classes: either Socrates used married 
women alone (and no others) or he used 
prostitutes alone (and no others). The 
prostitutes thus belong to the period before 
marriage. But John Gould has suggested to 
me that the point may simply be that 
Socrates did not seduce unmarried girls. 
This may well be right. 

4 Svo' SC TXEiv yvvatKasr. One might have 
preferred fXELv to crXcCv, and EXELv appears as 
a variant in Theodoretus (3 out of 8 MSS.). 
I suppose no one thought that Socrates took 
two wives in one fell swoop. So the text 
means that he 'came to have' two wives 
at once. 

5 oLvo-iepav. LSJ KOtVO'g A. iv does not 
give quite this sense, cf. LSJ A. IIs ('ordinary' 
of things). Basically the word (as when 
combined with i-piios!, affable) means that 
a person associates with others, is not 
exclusive. 

J. W. FITTON 6o 
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view that Ovyarpt8rl was the original reading in the 1epl E'yeveias, since early 
quotation is to be preferred to late paraphrase. 

The following words do not make any reasonable sense. 'Socrates took 
Xanthippe in an embrace (? ?) and Myrto in marriage' (Kal Tr)v tev SavOt&rrqv 

7rpoarTraKertlav (rrepLrriaKEarav Cyril) Aafetvv, E; T AaCL7TpoKAXS yeveror0, r7jv 8 

Mvprt yapLc, de S' Zwc(LpovlaKos Kal Meveevos). A zeugma in more senses than 
one.2 The compounds of TrAeKo/La are used of bodily intertwining: rrpoorrrAEKolat 
is not used in the sense 'have intercourse with' (LSJ: 'cling to, attach oneself 

to'); 7repTrrAEKoMaL is so used (e.g. Aelian, VH 12. i of Aspasia in bed with 

Cyrus); OVxurAC`Kot/at, which is used by Cyril (contra Jul. vii. 226 b) in his rough 
summary of Porphyry, is the most derogatory, as it is used of copulating animals 

(LSJ H. 2; the words of Cyril are: avvebvpero yvvaw^l, Mvp-rol re c-lfrt KaL 

SavOl7Trrrr7, CUvverrAKETo e Kal Trats raLpLojtuevaLs). But here the construction is 

strange-'he had her as she was wrapped round him', and the physical aura 

inept where we expect a word for social status contrasting with 'marriage'. 
TrporTrAaKEeLaav must be corrupt. 

It is highly probable that Aristoxenos wrote rrpOS rraAAaKeiav 'for con- 

cubinage'. raAAaKela is a rare word; LSJ give Strabo 17. I. 46; Isaeus 3. 39 (in 
the latter passage 7raAAaKta was corrupted to rraAAaK[t&); Peripl. M. Rubr. 49. 
7rpos- 7raAAaKerav was turned into rrpocraraKecaav for which the more common 
verb 7reptTrAaKetaav was substituted.3 If this is accepted, Xanthippe was said by 
Aristoxenos to be the rraAAaKc , Myrto the duly married wife, of Socrates. It 
thus appears that the whole confusion in ancient and modern times derives 
from the ambiguity of the word yvv'4 and such phrases as XeLtv yvvacKa, 
aUVVOKerV; yvv' is used of a woman closely associated with a man, and Uvo axetv 

yvvatKaS means that Socrates kept two women, whose status is then defined. 
The account in Athenaeus, as it stands, does not agree with this emendation 

(see below): but it is interesting that Athenaeus goes on from the two-wives 
situation to multiple households (e.g. the Persian king's) in general, where ro 
TrArfos- - rh yvvacuKWv includes both wives and concubines (556 e). 

The account in Plutarch (Ar. 27) Mvpr&, . . . co:KpareL rC) aouo ? crvvouKrjcrat, 
yvvacKa cLtEv reTpav E'xovrt . . . can be easily reconciled with our emended 
Aristoxenos: yvvaurKa means Xanthippe who was not a wedded wife but 
Socrates' woman, resident with him. 

The source of the whole tradition was Aristotle's Hept evyevelaS. If Socrates 
had children by two mothers, it is easy to see why Aristotle would see fit to 
distinguish them, and their respective children, in a work which dealt with 
hereditary transmission. Socrates' children were dull-witted (Ar. Rhet. 2. 15 
a/3tereplav Kal vwOporlrra; Plut. Cato, 2I where the adjective acTro7rjKTrot 
'stupefied' is used). There was a prejudice (Plut. Mor. i b) against getting 
children from courtesans and concubines: one was more likely to succeed with 
a proper wife. 

I Porphyry's reading was yadpt (as given by 3 Or perhaps irp. an abbreviation for rrpos 
Cyril: Wehrli, fr. 54a), which Theodoretus was expanded to rrep[? 
changed to yair,Oeiaav (Wehrli, fr. 54b) to 4 LSJ yvv i n: in Hom. II. 24. 497 it is 
make parallel to 7rpoarrAaKeiatav. I also take used of a concubine. There are of course 
AaOetv to be Cyril's (stupid) improvement of many instances where yvvw is used of females 
Aagfetv (Wehrli, fr. 54a, line 4) and not a MSS. attached but not married to a man, e.g. 
error: 'Xanthippe secretly embraced him.' Hom. I. 2. . 226 rroAAa be yvvatKe (women in 

2 I am indebted to David Harvey for this Agamemnon's tent). 
joke. 
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The problems attendant on the Other Woman at Athens are well depicted in 
Demosthenes' Hnepti npOLKOS. From it we can see how established the Other 
Woman could become at the expense of the proper wife. The mother ofBoeotus, 
Plangon, although not properly married to Mantias, has managed to get her 
sons recognized by him and admitted to the phratries. Boeotus argues that 

money, counting as a dowry, passed to Mantias from Plangon's father. But it 

clearly counts against Plangon that she never resided with him. (This last 

point differentiates her from the normal TraAAaK .) In two passages (Hep' 
7TpoCKos 23 avrip Kal yvv/], 26 `Tdpav ElXE yvvacKa) Demosthenes uses the term 

yvvj in referring to Plangon. 
This is of course fourth-century evidence.' But there are signs that the Other 

Woman may have become a problem in the fifth century. Pericles' law of 

451/0 B.C. excluded from citizenship those not born of citizens on both sides; 
this implies that Athenian men had been attempting to legitimate their children 

by foreign women, and such alliances would most likely be extramarital. 

During the Peloponnesian War, because of the lack of men, the Athenians are 
said to have passed a decree making it legal to marry one woman who was 
a citizen, and to get children from another (yaelv teEv Jr-V arjv pytav, 7Tat08o7roLEL- 

crOat 8 
Katl E Jre'pas: Diog. Laert. 2. 26, Athen. 555 d, Gellius, J7Coct. Att. 15. 20). 

The sources for the decree are apparently late, though it is referred back by 
Diogenes to Satyros and Hieronymos.2 Modern scholars have doubted whether 
there was such a decree, mainly because in the three places where it is referred 
to the two-wives story (relating to Socrates and Euripides) is being discussed 
and this story is generally discarded. But there is no intrinsic improbability in 
such a decree, as we know that in the fourth century the children of a 7raAAaK?7 
were legitimate. Such a decree would certainly suit the relationship of Socrates 
with Myrto and Xanthippe. We note that Aristoxenos makes the point that 
Xanthippe though a concubine is a citizen-thus her child Lamprocles is 
legitimate.3 

Some echoes of the decree, or of the situation leading up to it, may be found 
in Euripides' Andromache. This play can be assigned to the Peloponnesian War 
because of its vigorous attack on Sparta; and the metre and style point to an 
early phase.4 The main problem of the play stems from the menage a trois of 
Neoptolemus, with fierce rivalry between the concubine Andromache and the 
wife Hermione. In the opening words of the choral ode 465 if. we hear: 
'Never will I assent to double marriage for mortals, nor to children produced 
from two mothers, strife in the household' (oVSbTrorE 8$tv/za AE'Krp' Ecratveaw 

I 
The fourth-century attitude is summed war 'led to permission for the legitimation, 

up by Ps.-Dem. 59. I22: 'We have cour- and consequent recognition as citizens, of 
tesans for pleasure, concubines for the daily children born to a citizen by a concubine 
needs of our bodies, and wives to keep house openly maintained as such by him'. 
for us and bear legitimate children.' Note 4 Sparta is at the height of her power (1. 
that the passing of money from the other 449), so probably not 424-4i8 B.C. A hint of 
woman's parents to the husband meant that war-weariness (Io 37 if.), so later than 429; 
she was acquiring a status near to that of and if the [7rrTvxoL rvpavv'm,es (471) and 
a wife (Isaeus 3. 39). a-raatrg TroAtirat (475) allude to the Cleon- 

2 In Ath. 556 d Hieronymos is said to Nicias rivalry, this pushes it towards 425-4 
have quoted the decree; we do not know if (as perhaps the allusion to Argos, 734-5; for 
any of the other authorities mentioned there Athenian overtures to Argos cf. Ar. Eq. 
made anything of it. 465-7, dated 424). About 426 B.C. seems 

3 J. W. Jones, The Law and Legal Theory of a fair guess. 
the Greeks, I85, concludes that the losses in the 
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PporTjv oU8 atqiALCTropas Kopovs).I This would have extra piquancy if the 

alleged decree were being mooted at this time.2 
The Euripidean Phoenix depicted the successful intrigue of a villainous 

concubine, probably acting against the wife. Only a few fragments remain. 
Produced before 425 B.C. (Ar. Ach. 42 ), it is linked by its theme of the rejected 
woman to the Hippolytus (428 B.C.). A fragment tells us that in it Euripides used 
the phrase daJLv-aTEvTros yvv' to mean 'concubine': wife without a wooing, i.e. 
without the proper preliminaries of marriage. This touches on the above-noted 

ambiguity of the word yvvj.3 
One may guess that the decree was passed between 428 (after the plague had 

reduced the population) and 424. 
I will now deal with possible objections to my view of Socrates' marriage. 

i. Zeller's argument that bigamy was incompatible with Socrates' character 
will no doubt have weight for some, even if we reduce bigamy to monogamy 
plus. Socrates on any account was a poor husband, and the venom of Xanthippe 
will have sprung from his casual treatment of her passionate nature. Socrates' 

brusque dismissal of Xanthippe shortly before his death is also revealing (Plato, 
Phaedo, 60 a); one has to wear special blinkers in order to view this treatment as 
'considerate'.4 

In Plutarch (Ar. 27) the account of the marriage of Myrto (though Socrates 
is said to have another woman) is quite sympathetic to Socrates. Myrto was 
widowed and indigent, so it seems almost an act of charity to marry her (see 
also lTrpotKov in Diog. Laert. 2. 26). In Aristoxenos however, if we can trust 

Porphyry and his reporters, the marriage is brought in soon after the statement 
about Socrates' erotic tendencies and stress is laid on his having two women.5 

Marriage at Athens was basically a property transaction and a means of family 
alliance, and Socrates' sexuality would not explain his marrying Myrto. 
Socrates was perhaps being kind to Myrto and consolidating his ties with 

Myrto's relatives. He seems to have taken Myrto's claim to evyeveLa seriously.6 

2. Zeller argues that there is nothing about the double marriage in Plato and 

Xenophon or the comic poets. Xenophon's work is a lifeless panegyric; Plato's 
in many ways a living portrait but idealizing and avoiding, whether for fear of 

In the same ode we hear of Helen pur- 
suing her other man Paris and so the 'double 
marriage' could mean one woman plus two 
men (cf. Andromache herself). But here 
daltCladropaS is specific enough. 

2 The main obstacle to this view is the 
allegation that the Andromache was not pro- 
duced at Athens but elsewhere (so Schol. 
Andr. 445); but this may be an erroneous 
inference (so Wilamowitz). I find it sur- 
prising in view of the piece-d'occasion ap- 
pearance, and the attack on strategoi 493 ff., 
esp. 699-700, which fits an Athenian context 
so well. 

3 A wife without a dowry is practically 
a concubine: Plautus, Trinummus, 69o-I- 
people may say 'I have given my sister into 
concubinage rather than into matrimony, if 
I give her without a dowry' (cf. P1. Stich. 562, 
Ter. Phormio, 650-8). Here the concern 
about the wife's position (expressed by 

'matrimonium') may be more Roman than 
Greek. 

4 So Burnet ad loc. 
5 Theodoretus (I2. 175) says v'o yvvalS 

Kara -ravrov OIaLAXc v OKK eadfiflave KOpov .... 
but in this passage Theodoretus is laying it 
on thick. 

6 Aristotle, FIepl EVyevevas, fr. 92 Rose = 
Stobaeus 4. 29A 25: Ol oiv yap rovS e'{ 

dyaOcov yove'v evyevels elvaL vopti'ovct, 

KaOadTep Kat ZwKpaCprl7' ia yap Trlv 4Aptaredov 

dper7jv Kal 'rrv Ovya7rpa avrov' yevvatav elvaL. 
This may be Socrates complimenting his 
mother-in-law. Perhaps my mention of this 
passage will spur someone to devise a new 
explanation of the Myrto story as a mis- 
understanding of it. I do not see that any 
clear inference can be made, and it would be 
easy to imagine a context in the dialogue 
where someone picked up this statement of 
Socrates and went into the evyeveia of his sons. 

63 



scandal or just lack of interest, the subject of Socrates' domestic arrangements. 
In Plato's Phaedo 60 a we come upon Socrates just freed from his chains and 
'Xanthippe-you know who I mean-sitting by him holding his baby' (ri)v Se 

av0CL7T7r7rvV-yCLyva KELS yap--Xovav re rTO raLLov avTov KaC 7TapaKaOrpLtvr7v). 
Xanthippe here is a person 'you know' and not said to be his wife. The baby is 
said to be his, not hers; on Aristoxenos' evidence it would be Myrto's. In 
Phaedo I6 b women of the house (at oLKeLta yvvatKEs) are referred to; this 

presumably includes Xanthippe, and it might include Myrto. 
Next the comic poets. The main author is Aristophanes. It does not seem 

certain to me that he would necessarily touch on Socrates' domestic arrange- 
ments. In Frogs 1045-8 there is a single oblique allusion to the fact that 

Euripides had trouble with his wife; what opportunities Aristophanes must 
have missed in his continual attacks on him! But in any case Socrates' mar- 

riage to Myrto must be well after the Clouds (423) if Myrto's children are in- 
fants in 399 (see above, p. 58 n. 3). And whether having a wife and concubine 
as well would be of more than passing interest to Athenians one cannot say; 
I would guess not, even if one doubts the existence of a special decree. 

3. It has been inferred from the name Xanthippe, and the name of her son 

Lamprocles, that Xanthippe was a high-born lady.' If so she could hardly be 
a 7raAAaK/r. The name Lamprocles can be dismissed, since as in the case of 
Pericles' vo0os the child of an irregular union could have a high-sounding name. 

Xanthippe does sound aristocratic when compared with the name Xanthippos 
in Pericles' family. Names (especially mythological, e.g. Melanippe, Leucip- 
pides) compounded from '7TrroS indicate the aristocratic possession of horses; 
however, ir7troS especially as applied to women might indicate high spirits or 

sexuality.2 Thus Xanthippe may have been so called because she was a blonde 
with high spirits.3 For a horsey name with no apparently high connections we 
have Lysippos of Sicyon, a statuary, contemporary of Alexander. And we have 
Archedike (Aelian, VH I2. 63) and Callistrate (Ath. 220 f) as instances of low 
women with high-sounding names. Moreover, Aristoxenos explicitly says that 

Xanthippe was a rather ordinary person in contrast with Myrto. One can 

argue that Aristoxenos is lying, but to what end? I would sooner believe that 

Xanthippe is referred to in this way because she was known to be not high-born, 
and her parentage was thus not on record. Finally, Burnet suggests that 

Xanthippe's reputed shrewishness derives from her aristocratic pride. This is 

inept. If we accept the depiction of Xanthippe as shrew (not in Plato,4 twice in 
I So Burnet on Phaedo, 60 a. 
2 Cf. the prostitute Hippia in Juvenal 6. 

82, '`rroS' LSJ IV, KA\rs, KEA'irTtLw, etc. for 

sexuality. In Alcman's Partheneion the horse- 
image is applied to unmarried girls as 
indicating fine limbs and energy. The most 
frequent horse-word applied to spirited girls 
is rrcTXos ('filly'). Socrates is said (Diog. 
Laert. 2. 37) to have compared Xanthippe 
to a spirited horse. In Semonides 7. 57 the 
daughter of the It7rroS app/p is luxurious and 
snooty. 

3 This may seem unlikely if she obtained 
this name soon after birth-but not impos- 
sible as the colouring of babies can be to 
some extent detected or inferred and they do 

differ in docility and energy right from the 
start. Alternatively this could be a nickname 
adopted later in life: cf. Plato (originally 
Aristocles, called 'broad' from his broad 
shoulders or forehead: Diog. Laert. 3. 4); 
Stesichoros (originally Teisias: Suda s.v.). 
Or again it might be a case of ordinary 
parents choosing the dclat of a high-sounding 
name, just as modern English parents have 
a liking for the glamorous names of film- 
stars and celebrities. 

4 David Harvey reminds me that the 
woman in Republic, 8. 549 cd may be 
modelled on Xanthippe (v. Adam ad loc.). 
She is annoyed at her man's neglect of 
money (this is alleged of Xanthippe in 
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Xenophon, ilem. 2. 2. 7, Symp. 2. Io, extensively in Diog. Laert. 2. 36-7, 
Aelian and Athenaeus) and do not dismiss it as mischievous fiction, then the 
anecdotes show her as utterly contrary to Greek standards of evyevewa: vain 

(Ael. VH 7. io), greedy (Ael. VH 9. 29), bad-tempered (passim) and violent 

(Ath. 2 9 a). We are reminded of the Elder Cato's words (Plut. Cato, 21) 
explaining why he married a wife more noble than rich: the rich and the high- 
born are equally proud, but the high-born are more ashamed of base actions 
and so more obedient to their husbands. Cato goes on to express admiration 
for Socrates for his ability to get on with his difficult wife i.e. Xanthippe, and 
if Cato' is being consistent, it would mean that Xanthippe was not high-born. 
4. It may be objected that Xanthippe appears in the ancient tradition as wife, 
not concubine. This I would explain as arising from the inaccurate use of the 
word yvv-7, from the fact that Xanthippe was established in Socrates' menage 
earlier and more solidly than Myrto, and from her prominence in the anecdotal 
tradition as a shrew. It must also be stressed that the arrangement between 
Socrates and Xanthippe would not have been officially defined as 'con- 

cubinage'; it would have had much of the appearance of an ordinary marriage 
-living together, producing children-but without the normal preliminaries- 
negotiations between parents, payment of dowry. It is not as if Socrates, 
gauche as he was, said one day to Xanthippe, 'I want you to be my concubine.' 
Aristoxenos was being offensive as well as technically accurate in saying 
Xanthippe was taken rrpos raAAaKELav.2 

The most serious objection involves the use of the word yatrLEj. Athenaeus 
talks of those who attribute two yaEaxraS yvvacKas to Socrates (555 d); this can 
be explained away as misunderstanding (like Svo yvvacKaS dyay'oeat in Diog. 
Laert. 2. 26) based on the assumption that Xanthippe was a wedded wife as 
well as Myrto. But the use of ya/cLET in Porphyry quoting Aristoxenos is more 
difficult: i yap raTs yallErarL raFS? Kotvats XpprjOat Po'vats. This seems to mean 
that there was more than one wedded wife. It is unlikely that the plural is used 

generically-wives as opposed to prostitutes (without reference to number). If 
the proposed emendation is followed, then these words cannot be a direct 

quotation of Aristoxenos, but, as Wehrli suggested, an insertion by Porphyry. 
The motive would be to provide a gloss on the words adStKa 8' ov 7rpoora-v used by 
Aristoxenos, which was found puzzling (Plut. de Herod. Malig. 856 c). Porphyry 
would be making a guess or possibly a rough paraphrase from another passage 
of Aristoxenos.3 The only other way out of this difficulty is to argue that Xan- 
thippe's position in the household became at some stage the equivalent of that 
of a yca,uT-r. If, for instance, Myrto, whose infant Xanthippe is holding in 
Plato, Phaedo 60 a, was dead in 399 (childbirth was a dangerous business then), 

Aelian, VH 9. 29) and social position; she man-woman relations in Greek texts is 
finds that he is indifferent to her (eavwr,v 8C marked. In the Ilepi TrpOLKo Mantias' rela- 
.rL7pE ra-vv rtTLYvra JTrjTE aTftLatovra); and she tion to Plangon is expressed by such vague 
keeps grumbling about him. I find this very words as e7rXrAlacaEv. She is not called 
likely, as not only is the woman like the raAAaKij, and I hardly think this is because 
anecdotists' Xanthippe, but the man is in Demosthenes wants to avoid giving her any 
the position that Plato assigns to Socrates, standing at all. 
and the reference to law courts (549 d) sug- 3 Such paraphrasing is clear in Theo- 
gests an Athenian setting. doretus in the passage following the two- 

I Or, on a sceptical view, the inventor of wives story (Therap. 12. 174 = Aristoxenos, 
the anecdote. fr. 54 b Wehrli). 

2 The lack of properly defined terms for 
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and Xanthippe was established in sole charge of the household and Myrto's 
children, she might then become virtually yaCLer-7 as succeeding to Myrto. 
This would then accommodate the ancient view (suspiciously nameless, how- 
ever) in Diogenes that Socrates married Xanthippe after Myrto. But I would 
prefer to bow to Occam's law and assume that yaper-4 was a mistake. 

CONCLUSION 

That Socrates married a woman called Myrto and had by her two children, 
Sophroniskos and Menexenos, is one of the best-attested facts in Attic pros- 
opography. Another woman, Xanthippe, lived with Socrates and produced his 
eldest son Lamprocles. The ancients, misled by the prominence of Xanthippe 
in stories about Socrates and by the ambiguous use of the word yvvrj to describe 
her, assumed that Socrates must have had two properly wedded wives. They 
were thus puzzled by the statement of Aristoxenos and others that Socrates had 
both women at the same time. They took this to mean that Socrates was 
a bigamist and hence they disbelieved the whole story, unable at the same time 
to find any grounds for rejecting the evidence. 

Xanthippe had a child by Socrates in about 414. She was by then living with 
him, and had presumably been doing so for some time. She was not properly 
married to him. This does not mean she was necessarily a loose woman: her 
male relatives may have been too poor to afford a marriage, or dead. 

About 410-405 B.C. Socrates married Myrto. Myrto came from the now 
impoverished but once glorious line of Aristides the Just. Socrates' father had 
known Lysimachos the son of Aristides the Just, and Socrates was acquainted 
with a son of Lysimachos (Plato, Laches). Myrto's mother, the daughter of 
Aristides the Just, had been married off around 427 B.C. by a special decree 
proposed by Alcibiades, a close friend of Socrates and a then up-and-coming 
politician. Socrates married Myrto without a dowry, which probably signified 
his respect for the great line of Aristides, a respect corroborated by personal 
acquaintance with her family and sympathy for their indigence. He had two 
children by her, Sophroniskos (named after Socrates' father) and Menexenos; 
both were infants at the time of Socrates' death. 

Xanthippe, already offended by Socrates' casual treatment and homosexual 
pursuits, was mortified by the marriage, which meant the end to her supremacy 
in the household. No doubt she was able to hold on to her position as woman of 
the house, as she had a forceful character. But it was only a matter of time 
before the conflict between the two women became open. Myrto was, however, 
a self-effacing person, and remains in the tradition as merely a magni nominis 
umbra. 

University of Exeter J. W. FITTONt 

'The two women joined battle with each watched them.' The (usually) imperturbable 
other. When they'd stopped fighting they Socrates is well depicted in this story 
turned on Socrates who instead of trying to (Aristoxenos, fr. 54b Wehrli). 
separate them just laughed at them and 
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