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.!
The strongest argument against the identification, it may be thought, is that
Socrates mentions the arrest (32 ¢ 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: TOTe LéVTOL 00 AGYw AAN" épyw ab évebeltduny 0Tt éuol Bavdrov
L€V MENEL, €L U AYPOKOTEPOY T EiTEWw, 0US” OTLOUY, TOU &€ undeév ddkov und’
avéotov £pydteoba, TovTov €& TO mav uédet. It has long been observed? that,
earlier in the Apology, Plato puns on the name MéAnToc
(a) 24 ¢ 5-8: MénTov . . . kndeabar wv obdev ToUT MWTOTE EUéNnoey
(b) ¢ 9-d 4: w MéMnre . . . dnhov yap 61t otofa, uédov ye gol.

(c) 25 ¢ 1-3: w MéMnre . . . 0apws amopaves Ty oaVTov duENELay, 6TL 0DOEY
001 LEMENNKEY TEQL WV EUE ELOAYELS.

(d) 26 b1-2: &1t MeATw TOUTWY 0UTE LEYA OUTE MUKPOV TWTOTE EUENNTED.

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 008’ 67w00v,* ‘not in the
slightest’. It has never been explained why this apparently inoffensive locution is
drypowdrepor nor what the precise meaning of the latter term is in Plato.® The
locution is from the comic stage,® 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 £éve Ooupte, €i un dypoworepov, édn, v einew,

! H. Blumenthal ‘Meletus the Accuser MéAnTov Tov &valov kai pthdmodw, I pnat
of Andocides and Meletus the Accuser of (24b4-5).
Socrates: One Man or Two?’ Philologus ? Cf. Burnet ad 24c7.
117 (1973), pp. 169-78. None of the recent 3 In (b) the negative is, of course,
participants in the debate (Blumenthal, implied.
169-70) seem to have noted Socrates’ * The usage is found only here in the
statement of Meletus, padiws els.aywva genuine works of Plato. It also occurs at
kafwTas avfpdd>movs (24c6), where the Alcib. 11 147b6, e7.
plural surely implies that he was not 5 Cf. Burnet ad loc. and Dodds, ad Gorg.
Meletus’ only victim. I would agree with 462e6 and 508e7.
Blumenthal (174-5) that Meletus’ motive in S Ar. Nu. 344 kovxi yovativ pa Al 008’
these prosecutions was to get himself into 0TV, Pl. 457: huiv npoceAfova’ ods’

the good graces of the restored democracy oTw0bY adwovuévn. CEf. 599-600. arda
and adduce in support Socrates’ sarcastic POelpov Kai un ypvEns/€éTe und’ 6TwWOHY.
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eimov @ "Zol eis kepahnp.’ Cp. Ar. Pax 1063b: & kepaliv oot = Plut. 526b.”

(2) Gorg. 462 e 6-8: Mn aypowdTepov ) 76 ainbés eimeiv- (the threat is not
fulfilled) 6kved yap Topyiov éveka, un oinTal pe Suakwuwdew® 10 éavrod
émrnéevua.

(3) Gorg. 486 c 2: €l Tt kai &ypoikoTepov elpnoda, ékeoTw €ri KOPPNS TUT-
Tovta un SiSovar 8lknw. Cp. Pherecrates, F 155B Edmonds: € 'm kdppne adrdbe
éndratev.®

(4) Gorg. 508 e 7-509 a 2: KaTéxeTat Kai SédeTar, Kai €L AYPOKOTEDOY TL
emew éoTw, 0WdnPoiS Kal adauavtwols Adyos. I can find no extant comic
parallel here. The language suggests the Prometbeus Vinctus, and some para-
tragic allusion may be involved.

(5) Rep. 2. 361 e 1-361 a 2: kai 67 KAV AYPOKOTEPWS NéynTaL, UT) EME OLOV
Néyew, b Tokpares, GANG TOUS EmawovrTas mpo Sikaoadvns ddwkiav. épodat §é
TdS€, 0Tt 0UTwW Stakeiiuevos 0 Sikatos paoTrywaoerat, oTpefAwaerat, Sednoerat,
ékkavdnoerar TPaluw, TeNevTOY TarTa Kaka mabwy, waoxwdvevbrnoerar.'®
Some details of this catalogue of punishments are paralleled in Ar. Ran. 618-21
(Xanthias):

TAVTA TPOTOV, €V KAMAKL
Sfoas kpepdoas VaTpLxidL paaTryww, Sépwv,
oTpefhwv, €L 8’ & Tas pivas dtos éyxéwv,
mAwlovs émbels, mavra TaAAQ

(6) Phdr. 260 d 3-4: ap’ ot & a:yabé, drypowdrepor Tov Séovtos AeowoprKkauey
TN TV Aywv Téxvny. The reference is to ¢ 7: un mepl bvov okuag. Cp. Ar. Vesp.
191b: mepi dvov okias (= F 192.2b) and Archippus’ comedy entitled "Ovov okid
(2 Vesp. 191: 1. 686 Kock) or "Ovos (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 prothesis (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: _ i

19 a 8-b 4: avaldBwpey ovv €& apxMS TIS 7 KATNYOPLA . . . CYOTEP OV KaTN-
Yopwv TN arTwmosiay el avayvwvar avTwy. 24 b 6-8: ablis yap &1, Gomep
ETEPWY TOUTWY GVTWY KATTY0PWY, NABWEY ad TNV TOUTWY AvTwiroolap.

19 b 4-c 1: ZwKpdTns ASKEL Kal TEPLEPYASETAL . . . TOWAWTN T(S €0TW - 24 b 8-
C 2: ZWKPATN ¢MOW ABIKEL TOUS TE VEOUS . . . TO UEV 1) EYKANUA TOLOUTOV é0TW.

24 b 3-4: abrn éoTw ikavn amohoyla mPOS UAS. 28 a 3-4: 00 TONNRS MO
Soket elvar amohoylas, ANNG (kava Kal TabTa.

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’ mepl 7fi¢ dpxaias kwuwdias.

8 The word is found only here in Plato. Cf. also Aelius Dionusius E 55 Erbse.

9 Cf. Et. Mag. 529.39: kal kata képpns 1% The verb (a comic coinage by Plato?)
AéyeTaL 70 TN oaydva mAftat. 6 8¢ 'Epa- has been discussed by H. Hommel, Schéopfer

T000évne k7. G. Bernhardy, Eratosthenica und Erbalter (Berlin, 1956), p. 24, n. 47.
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is provided initially by the 6waBoAn which has become attached to Socrates: this
is prominent in the prothesis (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 w807} are articulated
at 18 b 7-c 1: ZwkpdTns 0090 avnp, Td TE METEWPA PPOVTIOTNS KAl TA UTO YNS
TAVTA AVESNTNKWS KAl TOV 1TTW AGYOV KPETTw mowwy. The details of this
formulation are taken from the Clouds,'! to which Socrates later refers (19 ¢ 2:
&v 1) "AptoTopdvous kwuwdia), and Socrates also remarks that it is not possible
to identify his earlier accusers by name mAnw €l 7i¢ kwuwBomoL0S TVYXAVEL OV
(18 d 1-2). Finally, it is this StafoAn, 1) 6n kal moTevwy MéAnTds ue éypdyaro
™y ypadny Tavtny (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
omovdf; xapievtiferar (24 ¢ 5-6), Plato twice more uses this comparatively rare
word of Meletus (27 a 2: éuob xapterriSouévov, 27 d 6: alvirTeabar kal xapLevri-
{eabar) and characterizes his mode of argumentation with the phrase kaiTot
T0UT0 0Tt Taitovros'® (27 a 6-7).

In Plato’s final such reference, he uses another coinage, 31 d 1-2: 6 8n kai
&V T Ypadn émkwuwdor Ménros éypdyaro.

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: T7Gv € mapeAn\visTwWY Undévt mpos
undéva unowaxkeiv éteivar (Aristotle, Ath. Pol. 39.6). As Dover'® 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.

2

Princeton University JOHN J. KEANEY

! 74 peréwpa, Nu. 228, 490; ppovrio- 13 Cf. Ar. F 166: xapievritel kai kara-
™¢, Nu. 414; 74 dmo viic, Nu. 188; hrrwv/ malfels U kai fwuodoxevet. For malfew
KpelrTwy Adyos, Nu. 112-115. in Comedy, cf. Laws 935 d 3-7.

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