
PLATO, APOLOGY 32 c 8-d 3 

Whether Meletus, the accuser of Socrates, is to be identified with Meletus, the 
accuser of Andocides and participant in the arrest of Leon of Salamis (And. 
1.94), has recently been discussed, with inconclusive results, by H. Blumenthal.1 
The strongest argument against the identification, it may be thought, is that 
Socrates mentions the arrest (32 c 4-e 1) without implicating Meletus. I propose 
to argue that the Meleti are one, that there is a veiled allusion to Meletus in this 

passage and that Socrates effects this allusion in two ways. 
The text: 7rore pIevrot ov0 X&dycp 

' 
XXp a' epEc E av eveea4.'v dr CotJo Oavcdrov 

tuIv #EXet,, Ei 1w &aypou6repov lv eiTreiv, o1S' 6rto)v, roV be &'b6 v '6liov pt76' 
av6alovp,yp7deouat, rovtrov b e rTo 7TrV eXet. It has long been observed2 that, 
earlier in the Apology, Plato puns on the name MeX/7o0 
(a) 24 c 5-8: M rX71TO . . . K76eUOat JOv oV6Ev roVT7cO lrwjrOTre , Uruaev 
(b) c 9-d 4: CX MeXr7Te . . . 6Xov yap o67 oioOa, heXov ye aoi. 
(c) 25 c 1-3: co MeXr/Te ... oacbLCW a7ro0avetC ri7v aavTroU tapeetav, 6rt ov6bv 
aotl ieL?7XKev nepi crp v eUe etIadet?. 
(d) 26 bl-2. ont MeXtrw7c rovTrCo ovire Ie&ya o7vre ucpdOv TrcoTrore ghXrIaev. 
The passages display a pattern of repeated elements: the name of Meletus, a 
dative, the verb, and a negative.3 Some of the same elements are present in our 

passage but with differences. The name of Meletus is absent, the dative refers 
now to Socrates, and the verb occurs both with and (uniquely in the work) 
without a negative. I suggest that Plato has created an expectation that Meletus 
would be mentioned here, that the expectation is satisfied only allusively, and 
that the application (in this context, the story of Leon) to Socrates of language 
used hitherto only of Meletus sets up an implicit antithesis between the way 
Socrates responded to the orders of the Thirty and the way Meletus did. 

A second form of allusion to Meletus is the negative o06' orlovv,4 'not in the 

slightest'. It has never been explained why this apparently inoffensive locution is 

aZpoKodrepov nor what the precise meaning of the latter term is in Plato.5 The 
locution is from the comic stage,6 and, with one exception, every instance of the 
idiom in Plato can be paralleled from Attic Comedy. 

THE EVIDENCE 

(1) Euthyd. 283 e 2-3: '2 eive EOopte, ei 1j aypotuodrepov, 7, e rv elneiv, 

H. Blumenthal 'Meletus the Accuser 
of Andocides and Meletus the Accuser of 
Socrates: One Man or Two?' Philologus 
117 (1973), pp. 169-78. None of the recent 
participants in the debate (Blumenthal, 
169-70) seem to have noted Socrates' 
statement of Meletus, aia6tic eic,.'yC.va 
KaOtaTa hivOpWorov? (24c6), where the 

plural surely implies that he was not 
Meletus' only victim. I would agree with 
Blumenthal (174-5) that Meletus' motive in 
these prosecutions was to get himself into 
the good graces of the restored democracy 
and adduce in support Socrates' sarcastic 

MeXrTrov rodv &yaO6v Kal ctdi6noiov, Wjs 4rrat 
(24b4-5). 

2 Cf. Burnet ad 24c7. 
3 In (b) the negative is, of. course, 

implied. 
4 The usage is found only here in the 

genuine works of Plato. It also occurs at 
Alcib. II 147b6, e7. 

S Cf. Burnet ad loc. and Dodds, ad Gorg. 
462e6 and 508e7. 

6 Ar. Nu. 344 KOVXi yvvatciv tpg At' ov6' 
0rtoiv. PI. 457: rfiJ,v npoaeXOo3a' ov6' 
ortouV &itKovULevrn. Cf. 599-600. &Xaa 
6Oeipov Kaal fypi r tpie/` r trt6' TrutOVv. 
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erov a.v 'oi eic KeaaX7v.' Cp. Ar. Pax 1063b: ec KeaX\trv 0ot = Plut. 526b.7 
(2) Gorg. 462 e 6-8: M/ dvypouCoTepov n T6 aXrlOec einrelv (the threat is not 

fulfilled) 6KvC3 yap Fopyiov EveKa, !u1 oitr]ai, e tLaKwOLcp6etv8 TO eavUrov 

e7rTi76evuLa. 
(3) Gorg. 486 c 2: ei' r Kai a&ypOiKorepov eipt7Oat, TeaTrw lv KOppr? rT7Lr- 

rov-a I71 t66ovalt &K)v. Cp. Pherecrates, F 155B Edmonds: ev) 'L KOppr/P avTd0t 
re7raTTev.9 

(4) Gorg. 508 e 7-509 a 2: KareXerTa Kati S6erat, KaC ei dypoO6repov rt 
eiirEv aTotv, Ut^rpolc Kai 26aLavm'rot?c X6yotc. I can find no extant comic 

parallel here. The language suggests the Prometheus Vinctus, and some para- 
tragic allusion may be involved. 

(5) Rep. 2. 361 e 1-361 a 2: Kat 5T7 Ka'v ypotKoTerpow Xey77rTa, !,U I ee o'lo 

Xeyetv, 0?j 2oKpareC, &aXX& roi)c eralwoivrac irpo 5uKatoaotvr a&Kiav. povai 6e 
rd5e, otn OVTco btaKeqievoq 6 &KatoC paaT7wycoera, (TpEc3Xoa6eTaL, 6E6coerat, 
KKavOfjoerat rTcj?0aXLc, Treeorerv Trdvra KaK irca0cb, avaoXwv6evxOoeTral.10 

Some details of this catalogue of punishments are paralleled in Ar. Ran. 618-21 
(Xanthias): 

7rdraa rporrov, ev KXiuaKt 

57raac Kpepaidoac vTorpltXilt aoT7Cv, 6epCoV, 
arpej3Xc3v, 'er 65' ec rcTaq ivaq 6'ooq eyXeIv, 
7TrXvOov e7rtOect, Travra raXXa 

(6) Phdr. 260 d 3-4: &p' o0lv b &dyaOe, &ypouK6repov r o \?ovr \O Xe0o6op7Kapei 
Tr7v TCov ,6'ywoL rexvqv. The reference is to c 7: l ireptl 6Oov aUKla. Cp. Ar. Vesp. 
191b: 7repl 6'Vov aKLt (= F 192.2b) and Archippus' comedy entitled 'Ovov oKLd 

(I Vesp. 191: i. 686 Kock) or 'Ovoq (F 33, 34). 
In having Socrates apologize for the use of comic language, and in this con- 

text, Plato, I suggest, is again alluding to Meletus by taking up a thematic connec- 
tion of Meletus with comedy that he had already begun. After the introduction, 
the Apology continues with a protbesis (18 a 7-19 a 7) in which Socrates 
distinguishes between his earlier and more recent accusers/accusations. This is 
followed by his defence against his earlier accusers (19 a 8-24 b 4) and his later 
accusers (24 b 4-28 a 4). Strictly speaking, it is only this last section which is 
directed against Meletus but all three sections are joined by structural and 
thematic links. Structurally, the last two sections are linked by verbal repetitions 
at their beginnings and ends: 

19 a 8-b 4: dvaX\a?e ov ov et &apxr) Tic i7 KLarnT7opia... cao7rep ouv KarT7- 

7y6pwv Trv dwvrcootav 6el avaryvwvat avrcTv. 24 b 6-8: avbOt y&p 6&, coairep 
erepcov TOVTWco 6O'rTov KTarTTOpcOv, X\acoev av rTv roVTwcv avZrc oouav. 

19 b 4-c 1: ZKpdrTlq duiKel Kal 7reptepd'eTata ... . . ToT TIC 6arwtv 24 b 8- 
c 2: SJKpa'rl (Tqolv a&uKe Tro0V re veovz ... TO jeaV 5l7 6E'K\rXqqa TOOVTOv' eaTrw. 

24 b 3-4: airTT? e9T')co Kavi &TroXoy)ia irpod bpaud. 28 a 3-4: ov lroXX7q p/lot 
5oKel elvat &aroXoyad, a&XX a iava Kalt TarTa. 

An implication of this structure is that there may be also a thematic link. This 

7 For variants, cf. Ach. 833 and Nu. (Berlin, 1922), p. 233, referred the citation 
40. to Eratosthenes' nept IT &Apxatia; KWco 61aa. 

The word is found only here in Plato. Cf. also Aelius Dionusius E 55 Erbse. 
9 Cf. Et. Mag. 529.39: Kait Kara Ko6ppr' 10 The verb (a comic coinage by Plato?) 

X.e7eTaL rd6 rv atayova nX?atL. 6 6e 'Epa- has been discussed by H. Hommel, Schopfer 
Toaoe'v^q KT\i. G. Bernhardy, Eratosthenica und Erhalter (Berlin, 1956), p. 24, n. 47. 
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is provided initially by the bw43oX7 which has become attached to Socrates: this 
is prominent in the protbesis (18 d 2, 19 a 1) and is taken up again just after the 
end of the third section (28 a 7-8). The reasons for this ,aj3oXVj are articulated 
at 18 b 7-c 1: I2wKpdrq 7 cr aoqoo W4dp, rd -re /ier&pa qpovrtorr' Kat ,rd vir6d yjyC 
rrawra dve s7T7iK&c< KaL t'TOv L'frrwc X&yov KPE'TTCO 7rot.w. The details of this 
formulation are taken from the Clouds," to which Socrates later refers (19 c 2: 
ev Tr 'Apturoodvovq Kc MCq6t'q), and Socrates also remarks that it is not possible 
to identify his earlier accusers by name irXiv e't rcc KwLuwo/ to0(0C TvYXaVEt wOP 

(18 d 1-2). Finally, it is this 6u43oXi7, 77 677 Kica lUEcolrtae MeX7r6k Me &ypd4amro 
77v ypakv,rla6 ,TrTv) (19 b 1-2). 

The comic approach characteristic of the earlier accusers is reflected in the 

language used to describe Meletus' activity. Beginning with the oxymoron 
cnrov8jS Xaptevrierat (24 c 5-6), Plato twice more uses this comparatively rare2 
word of Meletus (27 a 2: ioi3 Xaptevmr&ovov, 27 d 6: alvirreuGct Kat Xaptevrt- 
SeaGt) and characterizes his mode of argumentation with the phrase KaITol 
roi3rd orTt ataiSovroq` (27 a 6-7). 

In Plato's final such reference, he uses another coinage, 31 d 1-2: 6 &rj Ka' 
ev r7 ypao P bwpycp&w)p MeX7?roq eypdt/pa7ro. 

If it is correct to see in these passages allusions to Meletus' complicity in the 
arrest of Leon of Salamis, we must ask why Socrates did not name him explicitly, 
as Andocides (1. 94) had done in a similar context. The answer may lie in one of 
the clauses of the oath of amnesty of 403: TC.ov l 7rcLpeXXv76X v OO cOl) j1 v7rpLrpod 
I775e'pa /4ortKaJ(Etv e4tewpat (Aristotle, Ath. Pol. 39.6). As Dover'4 has remarked, 
the oath was far-reaching, but we cannot know how far and to what extent it 
affected relations between persons when they were outside the courtroom. Nor 
can we know how historically accurate the Apology is, but it may be suggested 
that it was as magnanimous of Socrates not to name Meletus as it was clever of 
Plato to allude to him. 

Princeton University JOHN J. KEANEY 

Tra AtLET4e(pa, Nu. 228, 490; Apoi'w- 13 Cf. Ar. F 166: XapteV7i'ei Ka' KaTa- 
Ti7V, Nu. 414; ni aviro' 'yfj, Nu. 188; ?iT7CwV/ IraietCLiqLC ht Kai '3wpoXoXeVEL. For iTairev 
KPELTr(.wv ko-yoq, Nu. I 1 2-11 5. in Comedy, cf. Laws 935 d 3-7. 

12 Elsewhere in Plato only at Rep. 436 d 4. '" Greek Popular Morality, p. 193. 
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