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1221. rag tepus — Avavag| The usunal ornamental epithet of Athens.
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compliment was 1-;i-1 above 202. For the connexion between Salamis

ol 8wk b TrE s b Ly ki g ap e b ramsmlna i

native 1I|' of the Chorus, and Athens cf. 202. 861, Pausanias (1
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28. 2.) tells us that the spear and crest of the helmet of Athene Polias

on the Acropolis could be seen by vessels as they rounded the promontors

of Sunium. This must be attributed to the astonishing clearness of the
sky in Greece, for the distance from one point to the other in a straicht
line 1s some ten learnes. 'The statue of the coddess was much . hicher
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than the temple, as appears from an ancient medal of Athens (v, Clarke
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Erf. The fallacy of this apparent and, 1t would seem, popular emendation

is exposed by Elmsley, who disposes of it with the pungent remark that,

if even all the copies read mopocetmworu av,
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ey signify ‘in order that’, they must not he separated by the verb which
they govern. For the construction Elmsley compares Phil. 324. $vuoy
}’i-.!'r_i.frri' 7ELpL TANOWGKEL TOTE, | iy ol Mvznvar yvoiev (not }'lir}l.Tf.E &e.
Soph. ((Enom. Fr. 423.) ap. Arist. Av. 1337, yevoluay wistos viynimétwc,

wg «v mortadetny (read eumorwdteiny, which obvious emendation 1 am
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(rpocw?) atovyerov ylavreg éx oiduc lipvac. Alexis ap. Athen. p. 340 C.
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155. Add Trach, 953. at¥ «vEuos6ow TIS YEVOLT £mOVQOS EGTLATLS Vo,

NTLS U CTWOLRLGELEY &7 TOM@Y, OMWS — W1N tupPuisc davoiut. 655. Ph.
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