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would not only be out of place here: there
is no place for it in the Epistle. The person
who had contracted the scandalous marriage
has been expelled from the church. The
Judaising party are in rebellion, on other
grounds. But the ¢ Antinomian’ section of
8t. Paul’s followers have made full and
absolute submission. The crucial test of
their submission was their treatment of the
wrong-doer. They have expelled him, and
expressed the deepest and fullest contrition
for his fault, as in part their own. On this
point St. Paul is not only satisfied, but
abundantly and warmly grateful: év mavri
aweaTigare éavrovs dyvovs elvar 7§ Tpdypati.
Xalpw, &t év wavri Gappd év Huiv.

So much for the ‘problem.” It may be
that my solution of it is too bold; but this
is better than ignoring it. It will be
noticed that the suggestion of an error
possibly much more ancient than our oldest
MSS. is not altogether met by a reminder of
‘ the probability that copies of the Pauline
letters were multiplied from the very first.’
Of such letters as ¢ Romans’ and ‘ Ephesians;’
naturally : letters equally interesting, one of
them to all European, the other to all Asiatie,
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Gentile churches ; and one of them possibly,
the other certainly, addressed by St. Paul to
more churches than one. But why also of
this second letter to Corintb, so intimate, so
personal, from the tirst line to the last ¢

I suppose the intermingling with 2 Cor.
of this passage from the lost letter, if such

it be, to have been accidental. Mr. Chase's
quotation from Deui. xi. 16 suggests,
however, another possibility. Some one,

with a keen eye for verbal resemblances,
reminded by St. Paul’'s wlarivbyre of the
wharwlj of the Deuteronomist, and seeing
some connexion between the heart's mAarvo-
pos enjoined by the former and the immoral
wAatvopos condemned by the latter, may
have thought it edifying to insert the one
passage (presumably also of St. Paul's
writing) as ap antidote to the other. Mr.
Chase thinks that, if the passage in question
were what I have supposed, it would contain
the exact phrase py) gvvavauiyrvobe wdpvoss.
This objection would have been of more
force if the question had been of a whole
letter, supposed to be the lost letter, and not
of a fragment.
R. WHITELAW.

STAHL’S REVISION OF POPPO’S THUCYDIDES, Book IIL

Thucydidis de bello Peloponnesiaco libri octo
explanavit ErNEsTUS FRIDERICUS Porro.
Editio tertia quam auxit et emendavit
Joannes Marraias Stann. Vol. I Sect.
II. [Book IL] lLeipzig: Teubner. 1889.
pp- 260. 3 Mk.

THIS volume completes Stahl's revision of
Poppo’s Thucydides. As in the previous
volumes, the original motes are for the most
part retained, though the present editor has
so revised the work as to make himself
responsible for the whols, and to put upon
it the imprint of bis own scholarship.. So in
the first chapter, Stahl takes é& ¢ in a tem-
poral sense with é&vfévde, and thinks that the
passage shows that Thucydides was ac-
quainted with the whole course of the war.
The text differs (besides corrections of ortho-
graphy) in many cases from that of Poppo,
the changes consisting for the most part in
the exclusion of words which seem to have
crept into the text from marginal notes.
Examples of such exclusion are 4, 2 7ob u3y
ikpevyew, 4, 4 Aabovres xal, 4, 5 mAyoiov, 29,
2 6 7ob ZrdAkov marip, 29, 3 6 Typeds, 89, 3
éxdarepol 71, 96, 1 & tov Edfawdv Te wovrov kal

Tov ‘EXMjomovrov, and many others might be
added. Other changes are made, sometimes
for grammatical reasons, e.g. 3, 2 xparjoew
for kparijoas, 83, 3 SwwBdAlovres for Suofal-
Advrwv, sometimes because the sense or the
connexion seems to demand it, e.g. 65, 12
Séka pev & for Tpla pev ém, 2, 1 réooapas
pivas for 8o pivas (see below), 40, 1 mpw
wéMw dlav < vopilfw > elvar where vopilw 18
inserted by Stahl, 44, 1 &relevrijoar <7
ebdapovio > Evveperpiify where 7 eddaipovia
is newly inserted. These changes, a complete
list of which would occupy too much space,
are all in the direction of a more consistdnt
and comprehensible text, and they certainly
render the text more readable. It is, how-
ever, by no means certain that Thucydides
invariably expressed himself in the way
most easily understood by modern readers,
nor that he was always perfectly consistent
in his mode of expression. So the change
in 83, 3 mentioned above removes a gram-
matical solecism, but such a solecism is more
likely to have been committed by Thucydides
than by any copyist who transcribed the
work at a time when the rules of grammar
were much more carefully observed than
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when Thucydides arose as the pioneer in the
realm of Attic narrative prose. The chief
(or I may say the only) fault of this excellent
edition is this attempt to make Thucydides
regular in his use of language, and even in
this Stahl displays moderation.

The texts and notes are followed by three
appendices. Of these II. (ad 52, 3 et 84, 1)
and IIL. (ad 102, 3, 4) are retained from
Poppo’s edition of 1866 ; appendix I. treats
de temporum ratione Thucydidea, and is
divided into two sections : (1)} de annorum in
aestates et hiemes distributione, and (2) de
bell Pelopomnesiact enitio. In section 1
Stahl adopts the now generally received
opinion, that summer in Thucydides includes
spring, and begins at the vernal equinox.
This opinion is supported by discussion of
the passages in which the beginning of spring
is mentioned. It is, however, in conflict
with the statement, II. 75, 3, that the Pelo-
ponnesians were engaged for seventy days
in building the mound at the siege of
Plataeae. For the expedition against
Plataeae was made dxudlovros 700 oirov (1.
79, 1), i.e. about eighty days (though it may
well be less) after the beginning of spring.
Before active operations were begun negoti-
ations were carried on (II. 71, 72) and
messengers went to Athens (73) and re-
turned (74). Then the Peloponnesians cut
down trees and built a palisade about the
city, after which they worked (says our
text) seventy days at their mound and tried
to take the city with the aid of machines
(75, 76). They then tried to set fire to the
town. When all other means had failed,
they set about building a wall of circum-
vallation (after having dismissed the greater
part of their army, as our texts read, but
Stahl rejects this clause), making brick from
ditches which they dug, one on each side of
their wall (78, 1). This wall surrounded
the entire town, was double, and had high
towers, besides dwellings for the garrison
(TII. 21), so that it must have taken much
longer to build than the first mound. This
wall was finished about the middle of Sep-
tember (wepl dpkrodpov émrohds, IL 78, 2).
Now if the expedition was undertaken in
June, dxudfovros Tod airov, and seventy days
were occupied in building the mound, besides
the time necessary for ithe previous nego-
tiations etc., very little time remains for the
building of the wall. Stahl therefore thinks
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the building of the mound occupied not
seventy days, but nine (¢ for ¢"), which com-
parison with similar works elsewhere men-
tioned shows to be sufficient. Whatever we
may think about the particular emendation
suggested, Stahl’s arguments against the
common reading are sound. Stahl further
shows that by the expression (V. 20, 1) «ai
Nuepdv OAiywv mapeveykovodv days to be sub-
tracted from, not added to, the ten years’
period are meant. Thucydides includes
aatumn in the summer (IL. 31, 1; III 18,
3; 100, 2; VIL 79, 3; VIIL 108, 2), and
autumn was reckoned as the period from the
morping rising of Arcturus to the morning
setting of the Pleiades, ¢.e. from about the
middle of Septenber to the tenth of Novem-
ber. The winter then lasted from about the
tenth of November until the beginning of
spring. This is confirmed by plentiful refer-
ence, and seems indubitably correct.

The attack upon Plataeae, which Thucy-
dides regards as the beginning of the war,
was made at the beginning of spring (IT. 2,
1), a few days before the full of the moon
(IL. 4, 2), which was in that year on the
night of April 6-7. Then the reading in
II. 2, 1 TIvfoddpov &ru 8¥o pijvas dpxovros
’Abyvaios cannot be correct if the Athenian
archons began their year of office in the
month of Hecatombaeon, for Hecatombaeon
began in 431 B.c. on August 1st, 7.e. four
months after the beginning of April. Hence
Stahl reads after Kriiger réooapas pijvas. It
also follows from V. 20, 1 that the beginning
of the war was four, not two, months before
the beginning of Hecatombaeon. In II. 2,
1 Stahl reads (after Lipsius) perda i év
Iordaia udxny pyri &kTe < xat dexdre >, for
the attack upon Plataeae was not six, but
sixteen months after the battle at Potidaea.
This appears from JInscr. dtt. 1. 179, for
the battle at Sybota was about the middle
of Metageitnion B.c. 433, and that at
Potidaea soon after, 7.e. early in the winter
of 433—432. Stahl’s discussion touches-
also upon several other points. This appen-
dix is a valuable contribution to the litera-
ture of Thucydidean chronology, and adds
not a little to the value of a book which
would be excellent without it. Stahl’s
Thucydides is indispensable to students of
that author, all of whom will rejoice that
the work is now completed.

Hagrorp N. FowLER.




