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Consistency and Criticism
in Plutarch’s Writings
Concerning the Laws of Solon”

DeLFM F. LEAO

The recently published new edition of Solon’s laws! collects and discusses
a total number of 318 fragments about the legislation of the Athenian
statesman, 43 of which are new fragments not recorded in the previ-
ous editions of Ruschenbusch?. The information collected derives from
almost 60 different authors and sources of a very scattered nature, from
the time of Herodotus down to the Suda. One of the major difficulties in
dealing with this kind of uneven data is deciding what can be taken as
a sign of reliable information (as happens when the number of axones
and kyrbeis of Solon’s laws are provided or when a rare and probably
archaic word is used, thus suggesting that it may correspond to the orig-
inal phrasing of the law) and what is merely a later forgery or product
of legendary amplification. This operation is far from being simple or
undisputed, because it is also possible and reasonable to argue that, even
when we do not have the original text of a certain law, this does not
mean that a ‘Solonian kernel’ cannot still be identified in it3. Solon was
active at the turn of the seventh to the sixth century BC and although
Plutarch lived many centuries after his time, the biographer is the most
important source of information on the laws of the most famous Athenian
legislator. In fact, Plutarch alone provides the basis for 57 fragments. A
small part of them (11) comes from the Moralia with no special predomi-

* Twant to thank Manuel Troster, who read an earlier version of this paper and whose
comments helped me to improve it, especially at the linguistic level. I want also to thank
the organizers, for their kind invitation to contribute to this volume in honor of Luc Van
der Stockt.

! Ledo — Rhodes (2015). The Greek text, the English version and the fragment
numbers of Solon’s laws used throughout this paper are taken from that edition.

2 Ruschenbusch (1966); (2010).

3 The expression is taken from the very stimulating study of Scafuro (2006). For a
conspectus of the main problems respecting the identification of Solon’s laws, see Ledo —
Rhodes (2015) 1-9.
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nance of any work®*, and all the others derive from the Lives, not surpris-
ingly with a special preponderance of the Life of Solon’. This means that
Plutarch provides nearly one fifth of the whole corpus of the laws. In com-
parative terms, only Demosthenes (or Pseudo-Demosthenes) is close in
importance to Plutarch, supplying 48 fragments (with 2 other references
taken from scholia), followed in third place by the Aristotelian Athenaion
Politeia, which provides 24 references. Even admitting that, when deal-
ing with other Greek and Roman statesmen, Plutarch may not be a source
of equivalent importance for information concerning laws, decrees, and
constitutional affairs, it is nevertheless undeniable that his work is central
in discussing legal issues of a very long period.

The fragments transmitted by Plutarch concerning the legislation of
Solon cover a wide range of topics®: homicide and wounding, amnesty
for atimoi, moral offences (rape and procuring of free women, moicheia),
selling of family members (daughters, sisters or children in general),
verbal offences (speaking ill of the dead and of the living in public), com-
pensation for damage, offences against the community (threat of tyranny
or of overthrowing the constitution, activist citizenry and political neu-
trality), procedure (appeal, prosecution by ko boulomenos), family law
(inheritance, marriage, the special case of the epikleros, care for elderly
parents), neighbours (distance between properties, sharing of water), eco-
nomic matters (measures, weights [and coinage], exports, dissuasion of
idleness, ban on enslavement for debt), sumptuary laws (dowry and funer-
ary restrictions), pederasty, constitutional and institutional affairs (rights
of citizens, rules respecting the Areopagus and the Council of four hun-
dred, grants of citizenship), religion (regulations for offerings, eating at
public expense), rewards for victors in games. The obvious conclusion
that can immediately be drawn from this simple inventory is that Plutarch
covers all areas of Solonian legislation. At any rate, it may be argued that

4 In fact, even if Solon is the most important character present in the Banquet of
the Wise Men, there is only one reference there to a law respecting pederasty (Sept. sap.
conv. 152D = Fr. 74¢), determining that he “does not allow slaves to be the lover [of a free
boy] or to rub dry with oil (¢qpahoideiv)”. The law is mentioned again twice by Plutarch
(Amatorius 751B = Fr. 74d; Sol. 1,6 = Fr. 74b) and in all those instances he consistently
uses the same rare verb &npadoidetv, a possibly archaic word that serves to support the
authenticity of that norm. The term occurs as well in the references to the same law in
other authors. For further details, see Ledo — Rhodes (2015) 122-125.

5 One reference comes from the Life of Publicola (Publ. 9,9 = Fr. 144b), which
attributes to Solon the creation of the epitaphioi logoi, but their institution is most
probably later, and two others from the Comparatio (Comp. Sol. et Publ. 2,2 = 1Fr. 39/1c;
2,4 = Fr. 37¢), dealing with procedural aspects (appeal) and the way to prevent the risk of
tyranny.

¢ The list presented follows the categorization of Ledo — Rhodes (2015).
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to offer abundant material is not the same as providing valid information,
that is to say that it would not be particularly noteworthy to provide ample
data if in the end these same data could not be used as reliable sources.
Fortunately this is not the case, and Plutarch proves to be a highly reliable
source, even if questions of genuineness are obviously open to challenge:
at any rate, out of a total number of 57 fragments, only 7 are considered
to be unusable, doubtful or spurious’. It is enough to compare this mark
with that of Demosthenes (or Pseudo-Demosthenes) to perceive the dif-
ference: in fact, out of 50 references (including references in scholia), 16
are of doubtful authenticity.

Moreover, the spurious attributions of laws to Solon by Plutarch are,
up to a certain point, understandable, if one takes into consideration the
context in which the information is provided. Three of the fragments
respect the law determining that the bride and the bridegroom should
join in the bedroom after having eaten a quince®, and although Plutarch
may be correct in stressing the need to make the first intimate encounter
of husband and wife more caring and enjoyable, the norm here adduced
clearly has a connection with fertility rites, which, even if they would fit
well a context in which questions of impotence are dealt with®, are most
probably not Solonian. At De am. prol. 493E (= Fr. 139), the biographer
evokes Lycurgus and Solon together to state that they both passed laws
that punished with atimia those men who remained agamoi. This is in
accord with what Plutarch says about the Spartan lawgiver elsewhere
(Lyc. 15,1—2), but it is unlikely that Solon passed a norm prescribing
atimia for men who decided to remain single when due time for marriage
comes'?. At Publ. 9,9 (= Fr. 144b) Plutarch envisages the possibility of
attributing to Solon the institution of the epitaphioi logoi, whilst they
must have been established in later times; therefore this determination
cannot be attributed to him, but it is also a fact that the biographer is
transmitting an information “as is stated by the orator Anaximenes”!! and
not expressly maintaining this himself. The same applies to So/. 31,3—4
(= Fr. 146), where Heraclides (Fr. 149 Wehrli) is adduced to state that
the ancient lawgiver initiated the practice of providing grants of sitesis
to eminent invalids. This may be true, because elsewhere (Sol. 24,5 =

7 The calculation is based on the classification of Ledo — Rhodes (2015).

8 Sol. 20,34 =Fr. 127a; Con. praec. 138D = Fr. 127b; Quaest. Graec. 279F = Fr. 127c.

® Cf. Sol. 20,2-6 = Fr. 52a, of which Fr. 127a is a small part.

10 Even if in his poetry (Fr. 27,90-10 West) Solon identifies the fifth hebdomad (i.e.
roughly 35 years) as the right time for getting married and having children. See Noussia-
Fantuzzi (2010) 383. Calero Secall (2012) 54—55, admits, even if cautiously, that the law
may be Solonian.

T é¢ Avabipévng 6 pritwp iotéprxev (FGrH 72 F 24). See Ruschenbusch (1966) 9-10;
Scafuro (2006) 179.
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Fr. 87) he is credited with the invention of the term parasitein (‘eating
at public expense’), but it is improbable that he did this on a regular
basis, as implied by Fr. 146. Thus, the problem here is more a question
of nuance and not so much of inauthenticity. Finally, at Sol. 25,4—5 (=
Fr. 123b) Plutarch discusses the expression évn xai véa (‘old and new’),
which Aristophanes’ Phidippides (Nub. 1178-1195 = Fr. 123a) considers
a legal archaism, in order to maintain his own ‘Sophistic’ interpretation
of its practical implications. Other sources consider it as well a Solonian
expression coined during the reform of the Attic calendar, but it is most
probably a comic forgery!'2.

From what has been discussed until now, it becomes clear that Plutarch
is not only the most important source for Solon’s laws, but as well
that the information provided by him is generally consistent and highly
reliable — a conclusion that is not undermined by the contingency that a
few regulations that he attributes to the Athenian legislator were, most
probably, not enacted by him.

This having been established, it is now time to turn to the moments
when Plutarch does not limit himself to transmitting a certain regulation,
but explicitly conveys his personal opinion, either by accentuating his
(ethical) approval about the aim of a particular law, or inversely by
expressing bitter criticism about the scope of certain rules. A dozen
examples of this practice can be found consistently distributed throughout
the Moralia and the Life of Solon. Not surprisingly, the latter provides
most of the instances, but it is interesting to note that all pertinent
passages from the Moralia are centred on the same regulation: the law
dealing with neutrality in times of internal strife (stasis). Giving its
complexity and the fact that the same regulation is also criticised in
Solon’s biography, it will be dealt with separately in the final part of the
paper.

In roughly half of the pertinent passages, Plutarch makes a short com-
ment expressing his personal approval of the spirit of a certain law or
of the effects it produced. Those passages do not give rise to special dif-
ficulties in terms of interpretation, and can therefore be considered first
and more succinctly. This is the case when Solon is said to have insti-
tuted one of the most important procedural innovations: the possibility
afforded to ‘whoever wished’ (ho boulomenos), among the male citi-
zens in full possession of their rights, of prosecuting in a public suit
(graphe). Plutarch underlines the correctness (épfag) of this important
innovation by stressing the organic dimension of the political body (Sol.
18,6—7 = Fr. 40b): “since the lawgiver rightly accustomed the citizens

12 See Ruschenbusch (1966) 46; Martina (1968) 185-189; Sommerstein (1982) 218;
Manfredini — Piccirilli (1998) 262—263.
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like parts of one body to feel and grieve with one another”!*. A sim-
ilar sign of commendation is expressed when introducing the law that
punishes verbal offences (21,1—2 = Fr. 32a): “praise is given also to the
law of Solon that forbids speaking ill of the dead in public”'4. The term
used by Plutarch (¢mauwveitan) strongly suggests that the approval was gen-
eral and not limited to his personal opinion. A positive interpretation of
Solon’s laws is also clearly expressed when Plutarch’s mentions his reg-
ulations concerning neighbouring properties (Sol. 23,7-8 = Fr. 60b): “he
has also shown great experience regarding the distance between planted
trees”'. By emphasising a kind of regulation based on personal experi-
ence (ud)’ éumelpws), Plutarch is being consistent with his presentation
of Solon’s activity in the Life, especially the apodemia that preceded
the archonship, which contributed to the presentation of Solon as a per-
son eager to increase his knowledge and wisdom (So!. 2,1—2). As part of
what might have been a wider regulation on damages caused by animals,
Plutarch transmits another law that respects dangerous dogs (Sol. 24,3 =
Fr. 35), which he clearly praises: “this was a clever device for promoting
safety”!6.

The last reference within this block of passages expressing a general
sign of approval is somehow more ambivalent and prepares the path to
the kind of comments flooded with increasing degrees of criticism or at
least with ironic ambiguity. It occurs when Plutarch credits Solon with
the invention of the term parasitein (Sol. 24,5 = Fr. 87):

{010v 8¢ ToD Zhwvog kol TO Tepl THg €V dnpoaiy orToEws, Smep adTOG TapaL-
OUTEWY KEKATKE. TOV Yop adTOY ok €4 orTeloBot ToAkdxig, €6y 8 & xabrjkel ui)
BovnTar, kohdler, T wtv fyoduevog mheovekioy, T6 8 depoiny T@V KoY.

Distinctive also is the law of Solon regarding the right to eat at the
public table, a practice to which he gave the designation parasitein.

13 3pBasg E6ilovTog Tod vopobétov Todg mokitag GoTep Evdg pépn <owpatoc> cuvaasdivesal

kol cuveLkyely 4ol

14 gmouveitou 0% ToD Zéhwvog kol & kwhbwy vépos oV TeBvnrdTa kokds dyopevery. Sourvinou-
Inwood (1995) 369—372, thinks that Fr. 32a is a Solonian law that reflects new attitudes
regarding death. Blok (2006) 218, suggests that it might be more a ‘social prescription’
than a law.

15 hpioe 88 ol puTeldy pétpa pdd” éumelpws. Papazarkadas (2011) 265266 n. 19, argues
that the influence of Solon’s laws respecting the distance between plantations could be
detected in the penalties against farmers who tilled the land too close to the moriai.

16 1 ubv &vB0unua ydpev mpde doddrewv. In their translation of the whole fragment,
Dillon — Garland (2000) 82, suggest that mapadotvor implies “to deliver the dog to
the victim”, but Plutarch is more plausible in arguing that the law had a preventive
design.
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He did not allow the same person to eat there often, but he punished
the man who had the right to take seat there and refused, because he
considered greediness the conduct of the first, and disrespect to the
community that of the latter.

The interesting aspect of this passage is that, although Plutarch’s presen-
tation of the law suggests approval of the norm, he nevertheless uses an
equivocal term (idwov) that can be interpreted in a positive way as ‘dis-
tinctive’ ‘characteristic’, but also with a more critical overtone, such as
‘strange’ ‘unusual’. The first possibility is more probable, because the
biographer sees the norm as reflecting the need for exercising the priv-
ilege of parasitein with moderation and with full respect towards the
community. At any rate, a certain ambivalence of interpretation is still
present, and is also consistent with Plutarch’s way of envisaging some of
Solon’s laws in other passages, which will be dealt with more in detail in
the next passages.

This is the case of the law concerning the obligations of illegitimate
offspring (nothoi) respecting the care of elderly parents (Sol. 22,4 =
Fr. 57/a):

&xevo 8 110n ododpbTepov, TO undt Tolg && Etalpog yevopévorg Emdvarykes elvat
Todg TaTépog Tpédety, tg Hpaxheldns iotépnxey 6 [Tovrixég (fi. 146 Wehrli).

But even more severe is that [law] that those born of a prostitute do
not even have the obligation to support their parents, as recorded by
Heraclides Ponticus.

The use of the expression o¢odpérepov (‘more severe’) is not necessarily
critical of Solon’s policies because it may simply stress the legal gap that,
in practical terms, existed between legitimate and illegitimate offspring
(gnesioi and nothoi). In fact, it can even be argued that the regulation
concerning the moral obligations of nothoi was quite balanced, because
they were heavily penalised in terms of legal prerogatives respecting
inheritance, by comparison with rights of gnesioi'’. Thereby, as an expres-
sion of some kind of reciprocity principle, the nothoi were discharged of
the obligation of gerotrophia, which was strongly binding for gnesioi.
Accordingly, the reference to the ‘severity’ of the law does not necessar-
ily mean that Solon himself should be considered a harsh legislator, but
simply implies that the law was severe for those who did not respect the
regular composition of a family, aiming probably to affect those who were

17 Cf. Demosthenes, 43, Macartatus 51 (= Fr. 50b). See Ledo — Rhodes (2015) 83-85
and 95-97.
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socially more prone to having illegitimate children, i.e. the aristocrats'®.
At any rate, this passage, like the one previously analysed, has a certain
degree of ambiguity that still does not imply clear disapproval.

By contrast, bitter criticism is found in a set of three laws, not
surprisingly those same rules that have also given rise to a more intense
debate among scholars. The first one is the law that granted Athenian
citizenship to persons involved in very specific circumstances (Sol. 24,4

= Fr. 75):

mepéyel 8 dmoplay kel & TGV Snpomoritwy véuog, Tt yevéaBar molitog ov
didwat TAnv Tolg etyouaty derduyla THY Eavtdv ) maveatiowg Abrvale petor-
ifopévolg ¢l Téxvy. ToUTo 0% Torjoal daay adTd ody obTwg dmElatvOVTa
Todg 8Movg &g kataxakoduevoy Abvvale TotToug émi BeBaln @ uebékew Tijg
molTelog, kol do moTodg vouifovta Todg utv dmoPeBinkéTag T Eavtdvy Suit
TV dvdykny, Todg 8 dmolelormdrag Sid THY Yy

Problematic also is the law about men granted citizenship, because it
does not give the right to become citizens except to those in permanent
exile from their own land or to those who migrate to Athens with their
whole household to ply a craft. They say that he did this not so much
to drive the others away as to invite these to come to Athens for a
secure share in the citizenship, and at the same time that he thought
these would be reliable, in the one case because they had forsaken
their own land out of necessity, in the other because they had left it by
choice.

The way Plutarch presents the law (mapéyet 8° dmopiav) clearly shows that
there was much dispute concerning its interpretation even in antiquity,
and that the biographer was puzzled as well by this regulation. According
to him, Solon’s statute was directed mainly at two kinds of people: the
treatment of the first group has to do with the support given to refugees,
and the most surprising aspect is that Solon was not satisfied by the
idea of conceding them asylum, but went to the point of granting these
men something as precious as citizenship. Maybe the objective was to
elicit a feeling of special gratitude on the part of the beneficiaries (as
is underlined by Plutarch), or perhaps the law had simply philanthropic
motivations — although this interpretation is less likely'. In what concerns

18 Thus Lape (2002/3) 129-135, who interprets the law as a step towards the Periclean
citizenship law of 451/0, with the goal of controlling the privileges of aristocrats, because
they constituted the majority of those who were rich enough to afford to keep gnesioi.

19 Tt is not possible to tell, from the way the law is presented, whether the exile was
motivated by political reasons or by other causes. Ledo — Rhodes (2015) 133 think that the
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the second group of beneficiaries, it is easier to detect the pragmatism
characteristic of other laws enacted by Solon: the statesman promised full
integration in the Athenian polis to those who were qualified in a certain
techne and were ready to settle in Attica together with their families,
thus providing a decisive incentive to stimulate an anaemic economy?’.
At any rate, this information concerning the expansion of the citizen
body by the time of Solon is to be found only in Plutarch, and it still
remains an exceptional measure, because those foreigners who moved to
Athens during the fifth and fourth centuries would not obtain the rights of
citizenship so easily?'. Modern scholarship therefore tends to agree with
Plutarch that this regulation raises special difficulties, even accepting that
it is probably genuine.

A sharper criticism is openly manifested regarding a law about the
marriage of an epikleros (‘heiress’) with the next of kin of her legal
husband and kyrios, when the latter proves to be sexually impotent (Sol.
20,2—6 = Fr. 52a). This regulation is complex in terms of legal approach
and its discussion in detail does not fall within the scope of this paper;
therefore, only the first part of the passage will now be considered,
because of the suggestive way Plutarch expresses his disparagement of
the regulation:

dromog 08 Gokel kal yeholog 6 Tf] émkApw Sid0ls, &y & kpaT&Y kel kbpLog
Yeyovirg Kot TOV Vopov adtdg i Suvatds 3 TAnatdlew, dmd TéY EyoTa
ToD Gvopdg omieabar. kel TolTo 8 dpbig Exerv Twég daar Tpdg Tovg
Suvapévoug ouvevar, xprudtwy 8 Evexa apPdvovtag mikhipovs kol TG
véuw kataflalopévovg THY dvoty. Spdvtes Yap @ Bovheton Ty Emixinpov
cuvodaay, §| TporiaovTaL TOV Ydpov, 7 et aioyivng kabébovat, dthomhouTing
Kol BB pewg dikny 0186veg.

The (law) seems illogical and ridiculous that allows an heiress, when
the man under whose power and authority she is legally placed is
unable to have sexual intercourse with her, to be married by one of
his nearest kin. This disposition is correct, in the opinion of some, for
those who are incapable of having intercourse, and take the epikleroi
to wife only for the sake of their property, commit violence against

motivation might have been a charge of homicide or the involvement in political struggle
in the original polis, arguing that the law could be perceived “as a secular equivalent of
showing pity to suppliants”.

20 Cf. Sol. 22,1 (=Fr. 56/a). See also Vitruvius, De Arch. 6, praefatio 3—4 (= TFr. 56/b);
Galen, Adhortatio ad Artes Addiscendas, 8,1 (1,15 Kuhn) (= tFr. 56/c).

21 MacDowell (1978), 71, is cautious in interpreting the passage and suggests that
Plutarch may be misreporting a law that enabled foreigners to become metics and not full
citizens.



2016051 [Opsomer] 017-Leao-print [date 1605241028 : version 1603101315] page 251

PLUTARCH’S WRITINGS CONCERNING THE LAWS OF SOLON 251

nature under cover of the law. In fact, seeing that the epikleros can
consort with whom she pleases, they will either renounce such a
marriage or keep it to their shame, suffering the penalty for their greed
and disrespect for dignity.

Plutarch’s puzzlement is particularly vivid this time (&romog 8¢ doxel kel
yeholog), and he does not overlook the fact that the interpretation of this
law was subject to much debate among authors who preceded him (tivég
daat), as continues to happen now among modern scholars??. Despite his
criticism, Plutarch seems to be prone to accept as correct (6pbic) the idea
that failing to find a more suitable husband for the epikleros was a sign of
disrespect (hybris) regarding the dignity of the woman. This is consistent
with what he states elsewhere (Sol. 20,4 = Fr. 51a; Amatorius 769A =
Fr. 51b) about Solon’s laws concerning the regularity of sexual intercourse
between the epikleros and her husband, but the legislator is most probably
less motivated by ethical reasons than by practical purposes: the main
goal is not so much to cherish the harmony of the couple as it is to grant
the birth of a gnesios son, descending in direct line from the epikleros’
father, and therefore able to give continuity to his original oikos.

The law that motivates an even sharper criticism on the part of Plutarch
is also the Solonian regulation that has given rise to the most pervasive
controversy among scholars: the law regarding activist citizenry and
political neutrality in times of internal strife (stasis). This is not the place
to analyse it in detail®®, but it is particularly noteworthy that Plutarch
recalls this rule four times in four different works, mostly in the Moralia.
It is worth evoking here all of those passages because of the way they
patently illustrate Plutarch’s consistency, in the Lives and in the Moralia,
in expressing his criticism.

T6v 8" &Ny adTod véuwy dtog uév pdhate kol Tapddobog & keEAebwY ATy
elval TOV &V oTdoel undeTépag pepidog yevduevoy. BovAetan 8 dg Eorke ui
Gmafig und” dvonaBitwg Exewy TpdG TO KoY, &v dodadel TIBEUEVOY T oikeln
Kol TQ) P CUVakyely undt cuvvoaely Tf Tatpidl kadwmi{Suevov, M avtéfey
Tolg Té PeAtin kol SikoudTepo mpdTTOVGL TPoréuevoy cuykIVOUVEDEY Kl
Bonbetv palov 7| mepiuévery dxvdlives o @V kpatotvtwy. (Plutarch, Sol.
20,1 = Fr. 38d)

Among his other laws, particularly peculiar and surprising is the one
prescribing that ‘he who in strife does not take either side shall become
atimos’. 1t seems that the goal is to avoid apathy and indifference

22 For a closer discussion of the problems raised by this regulation, with suggestions
for further reading, see Le@o — Rhodes (2015) 88—91.
2 For the main lines of the discussion, see Ledo — Rhodes (2015) 59-66.
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towards common interests, by putting one’s private affairs in safety
and glorying in not having shared the disgrace and the sickness of the
country. On the contrary, they should immediately support the better
and more righteous cause, face the same perils and provide assistance,
instead of waiting safely for the dispositions of the winners.

TopaAoYDTATOV 88 TO ToD Zéhwvog, BTipnov elval ToV v oTdoel Téhewg punoe-
Tépa pepidl mpoabépevov undt ovotacidoavta. (Plutarch, De sera num.
550C = Fr. 38¢)

Particularly unreasonable is [the law] of Solon prescribing that ‘he
who when the city is in strife does not attach himself to or strive with
either side shall become atimos’.

Gmopyoet 0t kot Bavpdoel Tl ooy Exelvog 6 dvip Eyparyev dTipov elvou TOY v
oTdoel méhewg undetépols mpoobépevov. (Plutarch, Praec. ger. reip. 823F
= Fr. 38f)

It will cause difficulty (?) and surprise to understand what induced him
to decree that ‘he who when the city is in strife does not attach himself
to or strive with either side shall become atimos’.

mhhot yep & Zéhwvog exhélote vépog, Todg v oTAEL WBETEPYW UEPEL TPOTTYE-
vouévoug kxord{wv. (Plutarch, De soll. an. 965D = fFr. 38/1)

Solon’s law has long fallen into disuse which punished those who in
strife gave support to neither side.

The longest version is the one presented in the Life of Solon, because
it includes Plutarch’s interpretation of the regulation. Modern scholars
have added several other explanatory possibilities, but the biographer’s
reading remains pertinent and most probably correct. The strangeness of
this law is underlined by the expression diog pév pdiota kol Tepddoos,
and it is curious to note that the term idiov was used already concerning
the law regarding parasitein (supra Sol. 24,5 = Fr. 87), although there
it had a more ambivalent meaning than it has in this passage, in which
the puzzling nature of the law is stated explicitly. On the other hand, the
word mapddoéog is closer in significance to the term mepadoydtatov in De
sera num. 550C, and the superlative used here can be paralleled by the
vigour brought by the adverb pdhorta in the first case. At Praec. ger.
reip. 823F Plutarch chooses to magnify the surprise by using two terms
in conjunction, as he does as well in several other instances: he uses two
verbs here (&mopyjoel 0t ki Bavpdaet), recuperating a term that occurred
elsewhere in the biography (Sol. 24,4 = Fr. 75! mapéxet 8 dmopinv); the
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same linguistic strategy could be seen in the aforesaid passage (So/. 20,1
= Fr. 38d) and already in the previously mentioned law respecting the
epikleroi (Sol. 20,2—6 = Fr. 52a: 8tomog 8¢ dokel kal yeholog), in both cases by
doubling the adjectives used. There is therefore a remarkable consistency
in the way Plutarch expresses the different degrees of criticism. Among
this set of passages respecting the stasis law, the sole exception to the
pattern is the De soll. an. 965D (= TFr. 38/1), although the statement
that the law has long fallen into disuse (wdAou yap 6 Zéhwvog éxAélorme
véuog) may in itself carry a different sort of criticism, implying that it
was abandoned because it could no longer be put into practice?*.

From what has been analysed in the previous pages, it is at this point pos-
sible to extract some secure conclusions. The first and most obvious one is
that Plutarch is indisputably the most important source for the reconstruc-
tion of the legislative activity of Solon. The majority of the references
occur in the biography of the statesman, a fact that is hardly extraordi-
nary, taking into account the nature and purposes of the Lives, but a good
number of regulations appear as well throughout the Moralia, where the
10 existing references are distributed very consistently over 9 works (only
the Amatorius has 2); the sole surprise is that the Septem sapientium con-
vivium has a single reference, despite the central importance of Solon in
this work. At any rate, this can be explained by the fact that here Plutarch
is more interested in the deeds and sayings of Solon as a Sage (even if
they are sometimes legendary), and not so much in his actual contribution
to the legal and constitutional history of Athens.

Another important feature is that most of the laws transmitted by
Plutarch have very good claims to be considered genuine, and even when
doubts are cast on their authenticity, the biographer cannot be accused of
being simply uncritical or prone to forgery, as happens in fact with other
authors. Quite the opposite, Plutarch usually proves in fact to be a highly
reliable source for the history of legal thought vis-a-vis Solon.

The biographer quite often adds comments of his own regarding the
rules that he is transmitting, but in most cases he avoids purely pompous
eulogy or acrimonious disapproval. He praises indeed some of the legis-
lation, but normally does so with discretion and balance; sometimes, he
also expresses bitter criticism, but it should not go unnoticed that this kind
of mistrust or difficulty is usually shared by ancient and modern commen-
tators, for whom Plutarch typically constitutes a very suitable guide, even
if at times his interpretation can as well be questioned.

24 Maffi (2005) 138 notes the parallel with the fourth-century Eretrian law against
tyranny and oligarchy, which exhorted citizens to take arms and to restore democracy,
envisaging penalties for those who did not want to get involved.
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All this suggests that the value of Plutarch as an important source for
legal history is a still largely unexplored area, perhaps because scholars
use his work in a very scattered way, picking up laws, decrees and
information about political and constitutional events, but without taking
a global perspective on his contribution to this complex field. It is time
to change this and stimulate a comprehensive study of the legal material
that Plutarch so diligently collected for posterity.
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594BC 98 680A 103; 106
597AD 100 683F 103
597F 100 700B 233
598AB 100 705B—706C 93

598CD 100 705B 104
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710F
71E
714C
715B—716C
715E
716B
717A
722C
726E—727A
726F—727A
728F
738A
738B
741A
743F
745A
746B-747A
747C
Amatorius
751B
757B
759B
764DE
769A
Ad princ. iner.
781F
An seni
783E
784BC
785A
786B
786D
Praec. ger. reip.
798D
802E
808E
809B
811D
812C
813E
814AE
815D
819F
821F
823F
Dec. or. vit.
846B

INDEX LOCORUM

104 De Her. mal.

119 855B

104 858B

93 867F

104 869BC

104; 106; 108 870C

104 871B

80 872DE

206 873B

93 Plac. philos.

179 900DF

107 De facie

104 921C

104 926C

75; 85 942DE

104 942D

93 942F

104 943CE
944A

244 944BC

33 944C

94 944F

21; 30 De soll. an.

251 959D
965D

27,176 972F-973A

De esu

85 996B

86 998E

83; 86 Quaest. Plat.

76; 86 1000E-1001C

166 1000E
1001BC

82 1002EF

118 1008C

113 De an. procr.

85 1012A—-1030C

176 1014E

175 1015AB

204 1015B

97 1016C

175 1025D

234 1026C

169 1028B

252 De Stoic. rep.
1033AC

238 1033AB

1033F
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295

231
237
83

745 77
126
74

73

84

179

258

118

263

262

262; 263

263

262

55 255

94; 255; 256; 264
262

11

252; 253
178

126
119

20
66
61
63
27

59
66
26
67
66
60
27
263

232

33
232
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296 INDEX LOCORUM
1034Asq. 233 2,7 64
1034A 233 Aem.
1034BC 33 I,I-2 151
1034F 233 53 204
1036C 233 24,4-25,7 203
1038E 233 25,2—4 165
1039Dsq. 233 25,4 203
1040Asq. 233 Ages.
1040D 233 15 100
1041A 233 Ale.
1051E-1052A 24 1-9 188
1051F 21; 31 1,3 188
1052A 31 1,7 188
1052B 31; 32 1,8 188
1052D 31 2 114
1055D 31 2,1 114
1057A 176 2,2-2,7 189
De comm. not. 3,12 189
1066D 229 4,4—4,6 189
1074E 25532 4,575.5 189
1074F-1075A 31 6,2 189
1075AB 31 6,3 189
1075A 27 6,4 189
Non posse 7,13 189
1086D 229 7,35 189
1086EF 95 8,1-6 189
1087CD 95 16,19 187
1092Esq. 230 16,1 131
1093B 231 19,12 131
1098AB 166 22,4 131
Adv. Colot. 23,25 131
1122BD 176 23,45 187
1123B 118 23,4 114
1127A 229 27-37,5 169
De lib. et aegr. 32,2 169
9 63 34,3-8 131
Pars an facultas 34,37 189
6 64 34,7 190
Fr. [Sandbach] 35,3 131
144 62 36,6-37,4 190
145 63 39 190
177 65 Alex.
178 64; 68 1,2 147
Fr. [Tyrwhitt] 19,7 130
1,8 63 29,1-6 130
2 64 35,2—16 162
2,5 62 375 133

2,6 64 42,4 131
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130
130
130
131
130

130
130
130
130
118
130

141
205
128
128
204
205
141
141
142
142
128
142; 203
142
II1
143
129
143
143
143
129
144
143
144
144
145
144
128
144
129; 145
181
205
128
128
129
129

INDEX LOCORUM

58,5-59,1
59.7-8
60,3
63
67
68,4
71’3
75-87
75
76
77,5
84
Arat.
15,3
Arist.
19,7
20,45
Art.
6,9
18,6—7
27,10
Brut.
31,46
33,5
40,3
Caes.
32,7
37,2
45,7
46,1
50,34
50,4
51
Cam.
6
6,1
6,2
6.3
6.4
6.5
6,6
13,2
19,12
Ca. Ma.
1,2-3
1,2
L3
L7

129
205
178
145
145
146
145
145
145
145
129
129

17

84
219

118
118
202

122
203
203

207
180
202
207
207
208
208

185
180
180
180
180
180
180
199
164

200
200
200
170
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298 INDEX LOCORUM
3,2 173 Comp. Dem. et Cic.
4,2 169; 173 3,584 238
4.4 173 3,5 236; 239
4,5-5,7 173 3,6 236
18,2 169 Comp. Demetr. et Ant.
Ca. Mi. 3,13 128
8,4 207 6,2 145
16,7 113 6,4 129
61,6 203 Comp. Lyc. et Num.
65.4-5 14 3,12-3,13 169
69 14 Comp. Sol. et Publ.
CcG 1,3 177
17,9 206 2,2 244
Cic. 2,4 244
L,1-2 152 Comp. Thes. et Rom.
1,2 149 6,4 169
1,3-5 200 Cor.
L5 152 I 182
5,1 158 1,I-1,6 184
5,2 158 1,2-6 163
5.3 158 1,23 13
6,45 158 1,3-1,6 163; 188
6,4 158 2,1-21,4 182; 184
7,6 203 2—4 182
8,3 149; 199 2 182
16,3 207 2,1-2,2 188
17,24 200 3 182; 189
22,4 207 3,1-3,3 163; 188
23,6 242 3,1 192
29,5 204 3,334 163; 182; 184
45 158 3,3 191
45,6 159 3.4 164
46,1 159 3,5 164; 194
46,26 159 3,5-3,0 165; 182; 190; 192
Cim. 4 182; 186
2,48q. 239 4,12 163; 165
4,67 224 4,1-4,5 188
Comp. Ages. et Pomp. 4,34 166
4,4 203 4.3 166
4,6 123 4,5 166
Comp. Arist. et Ca. Ma. 4,6—4,7 188
1,3 173 4,6 166; 182
Comp. Cor:. et Alc. 5214 182
2,67 188 57 182
3,3-3,6 139 5,14 163
4,7-5,1 139 5,2 170
4,79 188 811 182

89,1 182
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INDEX LOCORUM 299

8,12 163 22,3 188
8,3 162; 188 23 172
9,12 167 23,10—27,1 183
9,211 182 23,10 187; 189
9,2—11,6 187 2425 187
9,2 187 24,1-7 172; 183
9.3 167; 177; 182; 187 24,1-5 183
9,4 167 24,1 171; 187
10,1-5 167 24,67 183
10,8 163 24,7 172; 173
11 168 24,8-10 172; 173; 183
11,1 167 24,8 172; 177
11,2—6 161; 162; 167; 168; 24,9 173

182 24,10 173
11,2 168; 193 25,1 172; 183
11,4 191 25,27 173; 183
L5 194 25,24 173; 174
11,6 167; 191 25,2 191
12-21,4 182 25,57 173
12-13 182 25,6 191
13,6 170; I71 25,7 173
14-15 182 26 172
14 168; 189 26,2—6 172
14,1-15,7 187 27,2—29 183
14,1-15,1 193 29,25 163
14,1 170; 187 3038 183
14,2—6 168; 170; 171; 182; 30-32,4 183

137 32 175
14,23 168 32,1-4 175
14,3-6 168; 169 32,1 175
14,5 169; 191 32,438 133
14,6 169; 191 32,4-33 183
15,1 170; 192 32,438,7 187
15,23 170 32,4 175; 187, 193
15,4-5 163; 171; 187 32,5-8 175; 176; 183
15,4 162; 188 32,67 176
16—21,4 182 32,78 176
16,1-17,6 171 32,8 176
16,12 163 33,12 177
16,1 193 33,1 177
18,38 I71 33,2 177; 183
19,1 171; 177; 182 33,3 175
20,9 177 34-36,5 183
21,12 163 36,6-38 183
21,5-39 183 36,5 186
21,5-39,13 134 37,15 178
21,5-29 183 37,5 178

21,5-23,10 171; 183 38 180
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300

38,1
38,27
38,23
38,3
384
38,6
38,7
39
39,1-8
39,9-11
39,9
39,1011
39,10
39,11
39,12—13
Crass.
12,5
33

33,7
Dem.

LI
L4

2

2,1
2,24
2,2

g}

391

3,2
3:3
34
4-11

412
4.1
4’2

7,14
7.5

8,3
8,7

9,23
972
10,1

INDEX LOCORUM

178; 179
178; 183

178

178; 179
179, 193

179

162

183

183

183

180

180; 183; 184
180; 181; 193
164

183

203
125
125

148; 149; 152
148

152

149

152

149
149; 150; 152; 155;
164

153

234

151

235
234

151

152

235
235
153; 155
153

154

154

154

235

154

154

154

155

155

10,35
11,3
11,7

12

12,4
12,75q.
12,7
13,56
13,6

14

14,1
14,25q.
14,3
15,18Q.
17-18
17

18

19

20,1
20,2
20,45q.
2122
21,2
21,3
22,1
23,25(q.
23,65q.
25,5
26,2
26,5
27
28,2
30,5
3L3
3L.4

Demetr.

I
1,34
193
1’5
273
13,3
18,5
19,4-10
24,1
25,5
25,9
28,1
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155
235
155
1555 235
235
235
1555 241
156
235
156
156; 234
236
156
236
236
156
156
156; 236
157
157; 236
237
237
118
237
237
237
237
238
238
238
238
238
238
238
238; 241

151
139
141
138
128
127
127
128
127
127
127
127
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INDEX LOCORUM 301

30,23 127 Marec.

34,4 127 1,1 201
41,5-8 126 1,25 202
42,1-6 127 1,2 202
42,1-7 127 Nic.

44,8 127; 128 29 125
44,9 126 Num.

47,6 127 L,3-L5 174
33,1 128 4 185
53,10 128 4,2 179

Dion 4,3—4,11 179
2,47 162 4,11—4,12 180
2,7 165 8,4 180
21,7-9 162 8,5-8,21 174
21,9 186 12,3 181
32,1 2 14,35 174; 195
52,5 241 14,612 174

Fab. 18,6 181
1,2 201 19,1 181
1,34 201 19,8—9 181
L3 15 22,375 174
1,4 201 Oth.

4,6 198; 199 4,8 180
19,2 202 18,2 206

Flam. Pel.

I 100 29,9-10 119

Galba Per.

1,68 124 2,5 165
12,4-5 124; 127 28,2 118
274 124 33,6 156

Luc. 39,2—3 162
1,2 117 Phoc.

21,3 117 3,2-3,5 169
21,6 117 3,554. 241

Lyc. 3,8sq. 241
15,12 245 8,3 156
28 139 16,15q. 234

Lys. 17,7 241
12,1 190 33,754 242
12,2—9 162 33,9 242
21,7 117 36,2 13
28,79 189 Pomp.

Mar. 13,7 202
1 162 13,11 202; 203
1,2-1,3 168 22,8 202
1,2-1,5 168 24,12 204
27,23 123 31,10 7

3LIT-13 7
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302 INDEX LOCORUM
40,9 202 1,5 169
43,5 202 1,6-7 197; 199
44,3 202 2,12 208
60,4 207 6,7-17 208
64,3 202 17,7-8 189
68,7 123 19,9—10 209
70,12 123 3033 208
70,1 123 30,4 174
72,1 202 34-35 208
72,6 123 34,3 208
74,6 202 34,4 208
75 123 34,5 209
77,3 202 38,6 206
78,4—79,2 203 G
79-80,1 123 8 200
80,4 203 8,5 201
80,5 203 8,6-10 201
80,6 203 Them.

Publ. 5,67 76
6 13 8,4 83
9,1-8 192 10,1 125
9,9 244; 245 15,4 79; 84
23 177 32,4 125

Rom. Thes.

13 199 1,3 118
15,7 164 10,2 85
18,9 207 17,4 79

Sert. Tim.

8,2 260 37,1 85

Sol.
L,6 244 Lamprias-catalogue
2,12 247 42 192
18,67 246 100 168
20,1 251; 253 210 176
20,26 245; 250; 253
20,34 245 PMG [see also Simonides]
20,4 251 1005 82
21,12 247
22,1 250 Polybius
22,4 248 2,56,7 120
23,78 247 2,56,11-12 120
24,3 247 5,48,9 122
24,4 249; 252 30,18,3 204
24,5 245; 247; 252
25.4-5 246 Porphyry
31,34 245 De antro Nymph.

Sull. 31 259

1,3 208
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Posidonius
Fr. [Edelstein-Kidd]
261
Fr. [Jacoby]
41

P.Oxy
3965
3965, fr. 5

Proclus
De dec. dub. [Boese]
I, 1921

Quintilian
Inst.
8,6,53
10,1,64

Schol. in Aeschin.
1,87
2,130,4

Schol. in Pindar.
1572, 199 Dr.

Seneca
ClL
I,12,2
Epist.
41

Seneca the Elder
Suas.

L7

Simonides
Fr. [PMG]
520
531
538
539
542
543
550
571
572
577
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INDEX LOCORUM

593
594
201 595
643
201 650
Fr. [West?]
15-16
78 15
73 16
16,13
22
37 Simplicius
In Arist. de cael.
7.512
204 Solon
72 Fr. [Ledo — Rhodes]
32a
35
169 37¢
218 38d
38e
38f
71 38/1
39/1c
40b
50b
174 Sla
51b
35 52a
56/a
56/b
56/c
205 57/a
60b
74b
74¢
81 74d
78; 85 75
85 87
73 123a
75; 85 123b
72 127a
79 127b
72 127¢C
76 139

80 144b

85
85
80; 82; 86
85
72

73
73
73
73
75

263

247

247

244

2515 253
252

252

2525 253
244

246

248

251

251

245; 250; 253
250

250

250

248

247

244

244

244

249; 252
246; 247; 252
246

246

245

245

245

245

244; 245

303
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146
Fr. [West]
27,910

Sophocles
Fr.
761
OR
4

Strabo
1,2,36
9,3,5
11,13,3, 523
15,3,2, 248

Suda
L, 3673
L, 545
IV, 337.5-9
1V, 361.13

Suetonius
Div. Iul.

30.4

Syrianus
In Hermogen.
p. 86 R.

Tacitus
Hist.
55
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245; 246

245

81

143

119
29
205
73

232
218
72
73

207

83

110

INDEX LOCORUM

Testamentum Novum
Mk
8,33
12,42
Mt
5,26
1Cor
15,28

Tzetzes
ad Lyk.
831

Valerius Maximus
1,7,4
1,8,1
1,8,4
5,2,1
8,7,13

Varro
RR
2,4,21

Vitruvius
De Arch.

6, praefatio 3—4

Xenophon
Ages.
9,3
Apol.
18
Hell.

6,4,33-35
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34
204

204

33

110

172
192
178
178
83

203

250

10

10

124
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