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Leg. Gort. 3.37—40

xopLatpa ol xo AgL dopey
~ " : ~ n 7
avep € 7yuvd, € Fepa & dv0dex-
o OTaTEPAVE E Svoexa oTat-
E,p'(?v xpéog, TAlov B& pé.

The translation and interpretation of this sentence of the Code are
still in doubt because there is no agreement about the meaning of xdptotpe
in the context!). The provision occurs at the end of a series of regulations
defining the rights of a wife in the case of divorce or death of the hus-
band?). It is followed by a provision relating to the rights of the wife of a
serf in like circumstances?).

The nature of the preceding regulations led to the conjecture that
wépotpe might be either funeraticia (Biicheler-Zitelmann, Merriam) or
donatio divortii causa (Dareste, Baunack) or gifts of one kind or another be-
stowed by husband or wife. All that can be said with certainty trom the
immediate context is that the regulation is in keeping with what precedes
in safeguarding the interest of joint possessions, i.e. of the household pro-
perty, by limiting personal rights of disposition of husband or wife‘). But
the absence of the connecting particle 82, as in the immediately following
regulation about serfs, could indicate the introduction of a specific topic,
certainly related to the general purpose of the whole section, but emphasi-
zing the special nature of xéptotpa. Hence the meaning of xépiotpa is de-
cisive.

On the analogy of other words with suffix -tpov (e. g. Adtpov, vixa-
otpov, dpéntpa, dldaxtpw, latpa, TéAeotpa) %épatpe should mean payment
for effecting some usage of xop(Gw®).

The other passages where the word is found, usually dismissed as un-
helpful, do nevertheless limic the area of choice, at least in a general kind
of way:

(1) moAX@v matyopdv 8 elpdtwyv dv noEdpny,
dépotot povvexdEviog €v Ypnatmpiolg
uyilg wopiotpa THode pyxavopévy. (A. A. 963-5)°)
(2) ‘ adAlov nvvog
%épatp’ &g “Apyog ovyxratdatyoov poddv. (E. HF 1386-7).

1) L. S. J. 5. ». suggests “payment for maintenance?”; Guarducci, (Inscr.
Cret. 4.72 ad loc.), after citing possible alternatives, adds: “Quarum senten-
tiarum quaenam veri simillima sit vix diiudicari potest®; Buck, (The Greek
Dialects p. 325), translates “gifts” .and suggests that the word is “perhaps a
technical term for certain kinds of gifts”.

2) 2.45—3.37.

3) 3.40—44.

4) Cf. Latte Gnomon 3 (1927) p. 40; Guarducci ad loc.

5) Cf. Buck ib. p 132.

6) Cf. ib. 804, of getting back Helen, dvdpdat Bvyjoxovot xoplfwv.
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(3) amodévtl pév [Blowe xal gAebdepa (xal) woptoapévolg t[0]
wop[altpov [x]al Epol it xomlopévnt xal td. dmodddévi
(SIG 1184 (Cnidus))
(4) Under Iepl dwpedg:- xal 1@ pépovit, woptatpa. Poll. 6. 186.
(5) Under Mwdwt@dv dvépata, xai Epye:- T 3¢ Epyov adtdv,
@opd. xal & poddg, wéptatpov.  Poll. 7. 133.

Képotpov seems to have been regularly used of a payment, in money
or in kind, in exchange for the bringing of something else. The usage in
the Code is consistent in one sense. Its application to payment in money
or in kind is emphasized.

Of the parallel passages, those of Pollux may be of more than gene-
ral value in solving the problem. For Pollux uses xéptotpov as the comple-
ment of & gépwv or of gopd. It may then be significant that, in the regu--
lations preceding our disputed passage, the wife is forbidden to take away
more than the law allows, in the following terms:

(a) ol %€ T &AX-
o mépoL o avdpdg, MEVTE OT-
a'cgpowg AXTUOTAOET, x%u
no MEPEL adTOY, u%'u noL TOP-
EAEL AT0d0TC adTOV. 3.1-5

(b) al

&€ Tt Tov Ttéxvov mépot, EviL-

KOV EPEV. ib. 22-4.
(c) al 3¢ tL &AAo mépol Ev-
dLxov EPEV. ib. 30-1.

What she is allowed to have includes, in varying circumstances, her own
property, up to half of the produce from her property and half of what
she has woven. She might often have needed assistance in transporting her
possessions. Hence %Sjotpe may be used here in the technical sense defined
by Pollux; and the translation would then be: “If the husband or wife wish
to make payments for porterage, (these should be) either clothing or twelve
staters or something of the value of twelve staters, but not more.“

University of Birmingham ' R. F. Willetts

Anmerkung der Redaktion: Erfreulicherweise ist jetzt ein ana-
statischer Neudruck des Beiheftes des Rh. Mus. 40, der grundlegenden Inter-
pretation des Rechtes von Gortyn durch Biicheler-Zitelmann, im Verlag
Sauerlinder erschienen.





