'

Sappho, and the Edeal love of the
Gireeks.

In the year 1816, Professor Welcker published his trea-
lise entilled: ,Sappho von einem herrschenden Vorurtheil be-
freil«; reedited in the second volume of his Kleine Schrilten
(p. 80), in 1845. The prejudice referred to was a belief,
shared by the modern with the antient public, that Sappho’s
intercourse with her female friends had not been altogether
of an innocent naturé. In vindicaling this point of her cha-
racter, he did not enter in detail on the kindred question of
her relations to the male sex. But the general tone of his
argument implied, that he considered her as litlle open to
censure on the one as on the other ground. Hence, among
the numerous writers, Bernhardy, Bode, Richter, K. O.
Miller, and others, who in the sequel asserled her moral
purily in the wider sense, several are found appealing to
him as a fellow supporter of their views. Having myself
been led, wilh every admiration for her genius and many
generous qualilies, to form a less favourable opinion of her
social habits, 1 gave effect to that opinion in my History, of
Grecian literalure, published in 1850. It is against that
portion of my work (vol. lil. p. 272 sqq.), that, afler an
interval of nearly seven years, Welckers recent arlicle :
,Ueber die beiden Oden der Sappho“') in this journal (1856
p. 226) is chiefly directed.

My opponent begins by objecting (p. 23%) to the mode
in which my biographical notice of Sappho was embodied.
He assumes that it was, or ought to have been, intended as

1) In referring to that article I _shall, for distinction’s sake,
where required, use the initials Rh. M. (Rheinisches Museum). My
oppounents former traclt on ,Sappho etc.%, will in like manner be cited,
in its second edition, by the abbreviation Kl S. (Kleine Schrilten).
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an answer to his trealise of 1816; and complains that in-
stead of confining my argument to the proper subject of that
treatise, | had extended it to Sapphos moralily al large;
,lhus mixing up two things which he had carefully kept se-
parate¢. The misconceplion is entirely on his own side.
That seclion of my work neither is, nor ever was meant
to be a ,Gegenschrifi“, as he defines it, against him or
any olher person. It forms part -of a general hislory of
Greek literature. The materials supplied by the life and
works of the poetess have, accordingly, in my main lext,
been treated in their full extent, in properly historical form;
all mention by name of any modern aulhor on the subject,
being , also in deference to the nsage of hislorical slyle,
restricled 1o the noles. My remarks on Sappho’s moral cha-
racter were directed chiefly lo her intercourse with men; to
the opinions consequently of the other writers above cited,
rather than to those of Welcker. The question to which he
had confined himself was not altraclive, and was trealed
as concisely as possible. But although in my general argu-
ment, less altenlion was thus bestowed on his views than
on those of succeeding commenlalors, 1 was induced, in my
notes and appendix, ' lo give a cerlain prominence to his
name and work; both as a mark of respect to the origina-
tor of a popular theory, and in consideration of the friendly
intercourse that had long subsisled between us. Hence also,
widely as 1 differed from him, my opposilion, as he himself
admils, was conducled in the most friendly as well as cour-
teous spirit. Not an expression that could reasonably creale
soreness in any well consliluled mind, has escaped me. I
wish I could say the same of his reply, which 1 have read
wilh both surprise and pain. It is not so much an answer
to my remarks on the character of Sappho, as a series of
injurious imputations against my own. 1 am pronounced at
the outset, in a most contempluous tone, virtually incompe-
tent to judge on questions of this nature, as being dead lo
all sense of ideal beauty in antient art. 1 am accused of
having, from zcal to depreciale German scholarship, grossly
misrepresented the opinions of Sappho’s German apologisis;
of having attributed to them opinions, it is added, with a
passing compliment o my nalion, such as ,even in England
(as the land where any thing incredibly absurd most easily
finds credit), ,no one could believe they ever expressed.“
My own remarks on the life and works of lhe poeless ave
sligmatised as arbitrary asserlions, or as false and unfair
_ 10 an ,exlreme of presumption®, ,astounding® in any critic..
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I engage 1o prove in the sequel, first: ‘that every one of
these allegations is ilself either absolulely false, or absurdly
frivolous; and secondly, that the porlions of my opponent’s
own text in which they are advanced, are such a tlissue of
misstatements, and misquotations, as it is difficult to con-
ceive any sane person commitling to print, with so obvious
a cerlainly of exposure before his eyes. It has been my
study through life, never wanlonly lo hurt the feelings of
any man, either friend or adversary; but when so wantonly
and ungenerously assailed, I shall not in self defence deal
lightly with the aggressor.

Of argument in the proper sense the Reply conlains
but little. The strong points of my case are overlooked, or
met by bare reassertions of stalemenls already refuted. Much
space is devoted to a sorl of running application to my text,
of the rhelorical figures described by Quintilian under the
titles: Repetitio, Aposiopesis, Rogalio etc. The mode in
which these expedienls for evading what a litigant is unable
to- answer , have here chiefly been employed, consists in
quoling (more commonly misquoting), often at full length,
and then dismissing , the obnoxious passages, either with an
affectation of dignified silence, or with appropriate expres-
sions of wonder and contempt, as monslrous, incredible, or
beneath serious nolice. Portions of my text amounting in
all to not a few pages, have from time to time been sub-
jecled to this ordeal of emply taunt or vapid declamation?).

There is however one part of the Reply which I have
read with great satisfaction; the admission which it contains,
of the substantial correctness of my view of Sappho’s moral
character. This admission, it is true, is in so far limited,
as 1o remind one of the case of the unmarried gentlewo-
man, who when taxed with having given birlh to a baby,
excused herself on the plea thal il was ,a very liltle one%.
Welcker has, in like manner, restricled Sapphos breach of
moral propriety to what, from the tone of his remarks in
p- 246 and elsewhere, he seems to consider a litlle one; but
which in’ less partial quarters may, even on his own stale-

2) Observe for example how, page after page (250 sqq.),. he
cavils at the words ,association® ele., applied by me, in common with
0. Miiller, and most other apologisis of Sappho, to her female circle;
as il it matlered a hearsbhreadth to the real question at issue, whe-
ther that circle was designaled by those or other cegnate expres-
sions.  Amid this effervescence of frothy irritation about nothing,
the stronger poinls of my argument, p. 301—307, as to the real na-
ture and merils of the associalion, arc left unanswered,
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ment of it, not appear of quile so venial a nalure. In early
life, he iells us, she was married , and her repulaition as
a wife unsullied. On being left a widow, already well ad-
vanced in years, with a young daughter, she conceived a
passion for a youth of tender age called Phaon, with whom
she long cohabiled. Bui her lover in the end ploved incon-
stant, and, to escape her importunities, retired from Lesbos
lo Sicily, whither she followed him in a frantic state oflove
and menlal distress. On this occasion it was that she com-
posed her still extant Ode to Venus, complaining of Phaons
cruelly, and imploring a renewal of their intercourse in lan-
guage , the power and beauly of which have in every age
been ploverblal and much of whuh, as my oppgnent does
not seem to deny (Rh. M. p. 228), is, under the most ele-
gant disguise, not only lascivious but bordering on the
obscenc.

It is with much regret that, before entering furlher .
on the main questions here at issue, 1 am conslrfnned to
dwell on malters personal to myself, by rebulling the inju-
rious charges which have been brought against me. This
however is an act of justice to my argument as well as
myself. For were I to allow the readers of this journal, in
which those charges were promulgaled, to suppose me ca-
pable of the folly and dishonesly imputed to me, I could not
expect them to put faith in a single statement that I might
advance, on this or any other subject.

In my history (vol. Hl. p. 290 sqq.), and in the fore-
goina pages, I have stated, 1) that most of the authors who,
since Welcker, have hcate(l of Sappho, have asserted hex
moral purity in the wider sense; 2) that several of them
have appealed to his opinion as here coinciding wilh their
own; and 3) thal they appeared to me justlﬁed in that ap-
peal by the tenor of his tract of 1816. These stalements
my opponent pronounces false and unjust, to himself and
the other writers whom they affect. Let us first examine
his plea on their behalf: p. 254 :

»Die deutschen Apologeten der Sappho haben. ... Ursache
sich ernstlich zu beklagen. Denn ihre Auffassung der Sappho
ist nicht weniger zur Carikatur gewordep, als die ihr enl-
gegcngestellle der Sappho selbst. . . . . Die ,scrupulous
anxious morals %), feminine decency and propricty, really
modesl and virtuous woman, . . . . refined delicacy of moral
sentimenté, die ihnen aufgeluckt werden, haben sie niemals

3) See infra Note 6.
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von ihr ausgesagt. . . . Sie waren auch nicht bemiht, die
Liebe zum Phaon und den Sprung vom Felsen als injurids
zu- beseitigen , sondern nur den Sprung hielten sie fir Dich-
tung.“ [ was really slartled by the perusal of these senten-
ces. Had 1 then recklessly atlributed to so many authors,
opinions the reverse of those expressed in the works which
I quoted? On the other hand, could Welcker be guilty of
deliberale untruth in imputing to me such a proceeding ?
This 1 was equally unwilling to believe. 1 thereforc turned
anxiously to their pages for a solulion of the dilemma; and
beg attention to the following extracts :

K. 0. Miller, Gesch. der Griech. Lit. Bd. I p. 311:
»Eben so deullich erkennt man das Gefiihl der unbescholte-
nen Ehre . . . in den Versen die sich auf das Verhiltniss

des Alkiios zur Sappho beziehen . . . Alkéios weiss es sehr °
wohl, dass dic Liebenswiirdigkeit und heitre Anmulh der
“Sappho ihrer sittlichen Wiirde nichts entzieht. . . Mit diesen

dchtesten urkundlichen Zeugnissen bildet nun freilich die
Ansichl mancher Spiteren einen herben Contrast.“

Bernhardy, Grundr. der Gr. Lit. 1I.Th. p.483: ,Aben-
teuer mit Phaon, Vorwurf ausschweifender Liebe, Sprung von
Leukas, lauter von den Allen fleissig angcbaute Malereien,
durch griindliche Kritik vernichtet . . . . von Welcker« 4).

Richter, Sappho p. 22: ,Aus den Ueberresten ihrer Dich-
tungen tritt am deutlichsten die schon beriihrte Innigkeit und
Gluth ihres Empfindens hervor, welche gepaart war mit jung-
fraulicher Reinheit. . . Sie achtete wahren innern Werlh
iiber alles Gliick«. p.17 ,Aus diesen Angaben dirfen wir mit
Wahrscheinlichkeit folgern, dass die Liebe zum Phaon . .
auf die Rechnung wilziger Kopfe zu schreiben ist.«

Pauly, Real- Encycl. v. Sappho: ,Dic ganze Erzdhlung
von ihrem Verhiltniss zu Phaon, heruht ohne Zweifel nur
auf einem schlechien Wilze der Atlischen Komiker<.

Bode, Gesch. der Gr. Poes. Il Th. p. 423—425.« Von
Tugend und Wirde spricht sie mit einem nicht zu verken-
nenden Selbstgefiihle, und schélzt die sittliche Schonheit als
des Lebens kostbarstes Kleinod. . . Eine Frau, der das Be-

4) See also in his previous text, her ,stets klare sittliche Stim-
mung¢, ,sittliche Wirde« etc. The nugacity of Welcker’s declamation
about Vittoria Colonna, in p. 25%, is proved, and every word of my
text sneered at in his note 23, is more than justified, by the passage
of Bernhardy, p. 485, § 4: ,Im ganzen Umfang der griechischen Li-
teratur galt Sappho als die vollendetste ihres Geschlechts« etc., — by
the text of Richter quoted above, and by similar panegyrics of other
apologists,
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wusstsein ihrer innern Sittenreinheit Entschlossenheit und
Muth einflosst«.

To these may be added an English authority, also ap-
pealed to by Welcker: Smith, Dict. of Biogr. etc. v. Sappho:
»Not only is there in her fragments no line which can cast
a cloud on her fair fame. . . It was reserved for a distin-
guished living scholar¢ (Welcker) ,to give a final refutation
to the calumny%; (regarding her immoral intercourse with
either sex). ,The well known fable of Sapphos love for
Phaon . . . vanishes at the first approach of crilicism«.

The reader may judge, whether the ,Auffassung of
Feminine decency and propriety, virlue, modesty“ etc., which
Welcker charges me wilh having fastened on his fellow
apologists, is a richer ,Caricatur¢ of his present more
mature estimate of Sappho’s character, than their own Auf-
fassung of: Unbescholtener Ehre, sittlicher Wiirde, kostbarem
Kleinods sittlicher Schonheit, Bewusstsein innerer Siltenrein-
heit, cloudless fair fame. etc.

The gravity with which, in the sequel, he quotes Rich-
ter’s eulogy of the ,Virgin purity® of Sappho, as proof of
the injustice I did Richter in quoting it; and the self com-
placency with which he himself blames Richter, for holding
the very same view, which, in opposilion to me, he had
just before denied that Richter ever held, passes all com-
prehension.

Neué¢, another (justly) esteemed fellow apologist, while
not positively asserting Sapphos ,purily and chaslily¢, main-
tains al least (Fragm. Sapph. p. 8): ,contrariam sentenliam
inanibus auctoritalibus defendi“. Among these inanes aucto-
rilates Welcker, now that he has spolien out as to her male
amours, must in Neues estimation be content lo rank.

In regard lo the other audacious mistalement, that the
»Apologeten nicht bemiiht waren ihre Liebe zu .Phaon als
injuriés zu beseitigen, observe how Bernhardy quotes
Welcker as his authorily for the opinion, which Welcker,
instead of denouncing Bernhardy’s misquolation, denounces
me as a libeller for imputing to Bernhardy! The labyrinth
of misrepresentation and self contradiction is here such as
to bewilder one’s brain in allempting to thread ils mazes.

Thus much regarding the fellow apologists. Now for
.my still graver offence, of assuming Welcker himself to
have committed the absurdily of supposing Sappho to be a
virtuous woman. Subjoined are the passages on which my
assumplion was founded. KI. S. p. 98: ,Auch spricht sie in
mehrerern Stellen von Tugend und Wirde mit einem nicht



570 Sappho, and the Ideal love of the Greeks.

zu verkennenden Selbstgefihl«. . . p. 114 ,Je mehr man...
dic unbefleckten Lorbeerkrinze ins Auge fasst, womit dje
Griechen so vieler Jahrhunderte die Dichterin immer frisch
geschmiickt haben% . . I confess myself so obtuse as not
to be able to perceive, how lhese characteristics can apply
to any other than a woman of continent life and unblemished
reputation; or how a heroine, who in 1816 and 1845 was
50 thoroughy conscious of virtue and moral worth, and crow-
ned with ,spotless“ laurels, should in 1856 have become,
herself so vicious and her laurels so tarnished, as they are
represenled by my opponent in the affair with Phaon.

In quoting, in the foregoing p. 567 sq.; the charge against
me on behalf of the fellow apologists, 1 have reserved a
portion of it for separate nolice, as a specimen, among
many, of the ungenerous casuistry with which its author
endeavours, by pulling a false construction on the letler of
my slalements, to convey a still falser impression of their,
spirit. - In my p. 309, after nolicing some licentious allusions
in the Ode to Venus, | add: ,and this we are told is the
language of an innocent virgin or a virluous matron.« These
words my opponent quotes (p. 255), in such a manner as
to lead his readers to suppose, that I had described some
onc of Sapphos commentalors as literally characterising the
passages of the Ode in the above terms, and then exclaims:
yNicht einmal in England kann geglaubt werden dass diess
gesagt worden.« Whoever reads my remark in the connexion
of my text, will at once perceive the charge of dishonesty
against me lo be a quibbling prevaricalion of Welcker; my
meaning being simply: that those who like O. Miller, Bern-
hardy, Richter, and Welcker himself in his original trea-
tise, give the poetess credit for virgin or matronly purily,
while they admit the Ode to Venus to be her composition,
are guilly, as they undeniably are, of the inconsistency in-
puted to them.

In my p. 317, I have described Miller as discovering
in Fragm. II, (Neue), merely a ,warm expression of maternal
interest and friendly allachment.* The passages of Miiller to
which I rveferred are, p. 321: ,Man sieht dass das Verhalt-
niss weit weniger die Farbe einer miitterlichen Fiirsorge,
als einer verlicbten Leidenschaft annimmt; and (same page):
450 ... ... schildert die Dichterin nichls als eine freund-
liche Zuneigung zu einem jingern Médchen, die indess bei
der grossen Reizbarkeit aller Gefiihle, den Ton der glihend-
sten Leidenschaft annimmt ¢  Welcker, p. 256, laxes me with
misreprescniing Miller , because, in my ivmark above ciled,
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I omitted to transcribe his mention of the verlieble Leiden-
schaft in his first passage, and of the glibendste Leiden-
schaft in the second. 1 reply that, although for the sake
of conciseness, I have varied the terms of Miller’s stalement,
1 have most religiously conveyed his meaning. For his ar-
gument is throughout, that the passionate strain in which
Sappho addresses her young companions, the ,verlieble Lei-
denschafl« namely, and the ,glihendste Leidenschall¢, are
not to be taken by the letter, or for any thing else than
what he so plainly defines them to be, the ,Ton“ or ,Farbe,
not the realily of her feelings. The reality he cverywhere
as plainly defines, to be nothing more than warm maternal
interest or friendly attachment. What then are we 1o make
of the following assertion of Welcker: ,Es ist ganz unrich-
tig was p. 317¢ (of my work) ,gesagt ist, dass er (Miller)
in der zweiten Ode, blos einen warmen Ausdruck miitterli-
chen Interesses und freundlicher Zuneigung erkenne. Er selzt
hinzu: ,die indess bei der. grossen Reizbarkeil der Gefiihle
den Ton glihendster Leidenschaft annimmi“. This cither means
nothing, or it is an assertion, that Miller really considered
the language of Sappho tainted by sensually amorous feeling.
For what other feeling could that be, which while neither
warm maternal inlerest nor friendly allachment, was. glii-
hendste verlieble Leidenschaft? To Welcker, therefore, nol
to me, atlaches the responsibilily of having, in the blind
heat of his argument, faslened on Miller opinions which
Miiller himself every where disclaims, and from which I have
most fairly exonerated him.

In my p. 497 1 remark, that Welcker, while admilling
the Lesbian vice to have been alluded to by satirical writers
of every ,historical period of antiquily*, denies its general
prevalence in Greece ,at any period“ 1 can hardly con-
ceive any intelligent crilic here understanding the expression
yhistorical period¢, followed loo as it is by the antithesis
»any period“, in a sense different from what, even when
standing alone, it invariably bears, and in which the parallel
German phrase historische Periode is equally familiar; as
defining namely the period distinct from, and subsequent to,
the earlier poetical age of Greece. Nor was the definilion
superfluous. For while the allusions in question belong ex-
clusively o the bhislorical period, I knew thal nonc other
existed. Obscrve then how, in his reference to my slatement,
my most candid opponent, omitting the word ,hislorical%,
assumes that 1 have misrepresented him, on the very point
where I had so carclully guarded against the risk of mis-
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representation : ,Endlich habe ich nicht sagen konnen, dass
diese (Zeugnisse) in jeder Periode des Allerthums, also auch
in der éllesten héufig vorkommen, da sie aus dieser in der
That génzlich fehlen! 5)

In several places | have alluded to the proverbial pro-
minence of amorous material in Sappho’s compositions. Upon
this Welcker moralises (p. 240) in the following courteous
strain: So ldsst es sich in der That nur aus der &ussersten
Prasumption erkliren, wenn der Verfasser ,vorher, ohne Citate
herauszuwagen, fast alle Fragmente fir wollistig erklért;
oder dass sie mit wenigen Ausnahmen die zarte Leidenschaft
ausdriicken, die, in einer oder andern Gestalt, das Thema
ihrer gesammellen Werke ausmachten, . . . Bei solchen Be-
hauptungen eines Krilikers ist es unmdéglich nicht zu er-
staunen®. :

Upon this 1 remark first: It is not true that I have,
»fast alle Fragmente fir wollistig erklirt.« This is another
of Welcker’s many unjustifiable misquotations of my text.
Subjoined is the passage lo which I suppose he refers: p.
201 : ,her voluptuous habils are testified by almost every
extanl fragment of her poems«. This is a very different
thing, both in form and substance, from what he has put
into my mouth. No correct English writer, whatever he
might say of a woman’s habils, would talk of a ,voluptuous
fragment® of a poem. But besides, volupluous and wollistig,
though cognate, are not, | apprehend, synonymous terms.
The former in its primary sense denotes, as ils etymology
shows, simply a devolion to pleasurable enjoyment; but
wilhout necessarily implying (as I believe wollistig implies,
or is here atleast meant by Welcker to imply), meretricious
sensual enjoyment. We may describe a female leader of the
»Ton« in Paris or London, as a woman of voluptuous habits,
with reference merely to her round of balls, thealres, and
other social luxuries; and it would be unfair to assume,
apart from other considerations, that the definition comprised
volupluousness of a worse nature. That the expression was
applied by me to Sappho’s habits in this less extreme sense,
with reference, thatis, o the songs, dances, and other social

5) P. 239. The quibble on the term ,either~, in the previqus part
of the same page, is more pardonable; as being founded, partly on
ignorance of the niceties of English idiom, partly on my own so-
mewhat free use of an idiomatic expression. But no English veader,
conversant with the general tenor of my argument, would ever have
supposed that I meant my opponent’s ,doubt<, there alluded to, to
apply to Sappho,
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festivilies, also largely celebrated in her remains, at least
as much as to her amours, every candid reader would have
perceived, from my separate nolice of the lalter in the im-
mediately ensuing text.

The further assertion, that 1 have described her [rag-
ments as expressing, ,mit wenigen Ausnahmen die zarte
Leidenschall* is equally untrue in itself, and a still grosser
perversion of my words. These are to the effect p. 279,
Hthat the tender passion . . . in one shape or other, formed
the theme, with liltle exceplion, of her colleclive works.«
The term ,colleclive works“, not fragments, was here used
advisedly; first because many of the [ragmenls, in their pre-
sent detached state, are not properly of an erotic character;
although there can, secondly, be little doubt, from the mass
of antient testimony to be quoted below, that the original
poems to which they belonged were of that character. Ad-
milling however my slalemcnt, either in my own words or
in Wclckexs falsification of them, to be incorrect, it might
not be a valid excuse for my error lo show, that it had
been shared by every Sapphic commentator from the time of
Arislotle downward, inclusive of Welcker himself. But it
would be a great aggravation of the scandal that attaches to
him, in making me the sole scape-goat for the common
offence, as an yastounding* piece of ,presumption elc. Let
us then see how the case slands wilth wy predecessors.
Among the moderns | shall limit my citations to authors
spccnally commended by my opponent:

. Clearchus, ap. Athen. X1V p. 639: Ta égwrixd gy~
oty aayam, xal ta Aoxgixa xuhovueva, ovdév TV ‘,anq)ou;
zal Auaxngtog diagégerr. Concerning the Aoxgixa aayatu
see my vol. L. p. 45 conf. p. 315, nole.

. Plutarch. de Pyth. or. XXHI: TY & anolunu T0U )é-
yovtog agwnxqu woryy 7ey01'.sx'at Sangw yvvaxwr, 6 parci-
xpv uorny ghcrwy yeyovévat elﬁvMur

3. Pausan. I XXV. 1: Amrgewu .+ » mEWTOG ,uem
Sangw tny Aeofiov, Ta nokka &v Eygapey sgwnxa natr,(rag.

4. Demelr de Eloc. c. 132: vvupaior xqnot, duévaior,
sgwtsg, oAy 5§ Sangovg noinoig.

5. Horat Od. 1V IX. 1J: Spirat adhuc amor, Vivunt-
que commissi calores Aeoliae fidibus puellae.

6. Ovid. Trist. 1. 265: Lesbia quid docuit Sappho nisi
amare puellas?

‘ 7.-Bernhardy, Op. cit. p. 485 : ,Ihr innerstes Element
ist die Liebe . . . Ein individueller und erotischer Ton durch=
zog sémmiliche Lieder.
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8. Ulrici, Gesch. der griech. Poes. Bd.Il. p.360: ,Die
regierende Macht ihres innern und #iissern Lebens war ganz
eigentlich die Liebe. Diese gottliche Leidenschaft - spiegelle
sich, wie der leuchtende Millelpunkt ihrer Gedanken, in ih-
ren Dichtungen ab. ‘

9. Bode, op. cit. p. 421: ,Von ihr sagt Horatius: Das
Lesbische Saitenspiel athme noch immer Liebe. .. Aber
nicht alle (Lieder) waren in diesem Tone% geschrieben,

10. Pauly, Real -Encycl. v. Sappho: . .. ,lhr Stoff
ist ausschliesslich die Liebe¢,

1t. Smith, Dict. v. Sappho: ,The fragments that sur-
vive are chiefly of an erolic character® s

12. Neue, Sapph. Fragm. p. 10: ,In tola ‘poesi eius
regnabat amor, ut, praeter ipsas reliquias, testatur De-
melrius«. '

I have ciled Neue last, both as expressing himself in
very sirong terms, and as Welcker’s favourile editor of the
fragments. My opponent also reviewed his edition in this
journal; and in that review, not only is no objection taken
to this really exaggerated slatement, but the reviewer him-
self pointedly subscribes to it, by suggesling additional au-
thorities in support of it: : _

13. Welcker, ‘KI. S. Bd. I. p. 113: ,Zu den Stellen
welche mit Nachdruck Liebe als den Hauptinhalt der Sapphi-
schen Lieder darstellen, gehort vorziglich, ausser dem Ho-
razischen: Vivunlque commissi calores etc., Plutarch etc.«
He had also previously, in his tract of 1816, sanctioned the
opinion which he now considers ,astounding in any critic%,
by describing (KL S. Bd. II. p. 101) the ,Leidenschaft zum
Phaon, oder andere Liebe“, as having ,den grossern Theil
ihrer Lieder eingenommen¢. ? '

Was | not justified in doubting, whether an author
could be in his right judgement, who with these books ha-
bitually in his hands, and paraded at the end of his article
as vouchers for his opinions, with his own words staring
him in the face, ignores the whole as unwrilten, and then
founds on his own inconsislency, and on gross perversions
of my tex!, charges of ,presumption etc. against me, which,
unless indeed my intellect had been as spell-bound as his
own, were sure to recoil on himself ©). :

G) 1 must here protest, once for all, against the reckless mana
ner in which Welcker, throughout his Reply, not only misquotes my
‘words, but puts words into my mouth which I never used, or could
have used, being neither sense nor English. In addition to the exam-
ples above noted, L am made, in his p.254, to talk of Sappho’s ,scru-
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Having thus recanted his formet heresy, he jroceeds
to argue, in a new strain of paradox and self contradiction,
that Sappho’s amorous compositions form, in truth, but a
very limited part of her collection. 1 may safely -leave him
to setile that question with the entire body of her commen-
tators, who, himself and his fellow apologists included,
have, during the last 2000 years, unanimously held the con-
trary opinion. '

I have now reached the last which | deem worthy of
special notice, certainly not the least offensive, of the per-
sonal reflexions with which my opponent has seasoned his
reply. It is that formerly noticed, in which 1 am pronounced
blind to ideal beauly in Grecian arf, p. 236:

»Ueber die Sache selbst (Sapphos erolic relations to
her own sex) hitte Mure sich anders gedacht, wenn er sich
nicht skeplischer als billig gegen die, in vielerlei Ausnahmen
nicht zu leugnende, reine Griechische Liebe von Minnern
zu Jinglingen verhielte. . . . Erst allmilig ist mir, da der
Verfasser sich dariiber auszusprechen vermeidet, klar gewor-
den, dass er alles was daraber aus dem Allerthume vorliegt
als Schwéarmerei . . . ohne Grund in Nalur und Erfahrung,
anseheh muss. Und hierauf ist nicht einzugehen. Denn weit
schwerer als fiir den Theologen, den welcher an Golt und
Unsterblichkeit nicht ‘glanben kann, zu bekehren, méchte cs
fir den Philologen sein, den welcher nicht an eine Verliebt-
heit die micht an Unkeuschheit trdumt, noch an ideale Liebe
bei den Griechen ... und daun gewiss auch nichl anideale
Auffassung und Formen der Kunst, die bei ihuen auch allein
und zuerst aufgekommen . . . glauben will, zu seinen An-
sicliten heriberzuziehen.«

pulous anxious morals«. ,Anxious morals« is nousense, and the pre-
fix ,scrupulous¢ renders the nonsense more nonsensical. He even
forces-on me scraps of his own French composilion (,joyeuse com-
pagnie« for example, p. 2561), with which I trust 1 never could have
‘bad the bad taste o disligure my page. It is not true, as asserted
in p. 249, that [ bhave, in my _p. 315, described the reproach of
pLesbian vice«, as originating in Sappho or her school. 1t is not
true, as asserted in p. 252 and elsewhere, that 1 have ever connected
that reproach with the Aristopbanic phrase AeoBifecy (sec mote 12
infra). It is not true, as asserted in p. 253, that I ,vermisse in den
zahlreichen Stellen . . . . die Gattenliebe¢, In the passage appealed
to, p. 308, I have said the very reverse. 1 ,miss¢ merely an allu-
sion to Sappho’s own prelended husband. Ii were endless to accumu-
late examples. I must beg the reader, geunerally, to put no faith in
any quotation of my lext by Welcker, unless verified by collation with
the original.
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The mystification of senliment, and complication of
structure, in which this strange rhapsody is involved (though
relieved of part of its superfluily in the above extract),
renders necessary some analysis of ils leading categories.
The substance of the imputalion against me is: (hat | am -
unable to appreciate ideal arl, because 1 am not susceplible
of the ideal paederastia of the Greeks. This I admit is not
precisely what is said. Bulb 1 undertake to show by logical
process, that the lerms employed either mean this or mean
nothing. My opponenl’s doctrine is: that the ideal paedera-
slia of the Greeks was an essenlial element of their con-
ception of ideal art. Let A therefore stand for Welcker, B
for Mure, C for the Greeks; and Welcker's application of
his doclrine to my case may be slated as follows: A asserts
that B has no perception of ideal art, because he does not
believe that C possesses a facully, viz. susceplibility of ideal
pacderaslia, which is essenlial lo Lthat perception. i maintain
that this is either nonsense, or it means: that B can have
no perceplion of ideal art, unless he himself possesses a
susceplibilily of ideal paederastia. For how is it possible
that one man, merely by believing that certain other men
possessed a qualily, the possession of which is required for
the performance of a certain act, can himself perform that
act, withoul himself possessing the qualily required for its
performance? This were an absurdily in lerms. The suscepli-
bility therefore of ideal paederasiia as possessed by C, being
indispensable to the perception of ideal arl, it follows that
neither A (Welcker), nor B (Mure), can appreciate ideal
art, unless he possesses that susceplibiily. Mure docs not
possess that susceplibility, and cannot therefore appreciate
ideal art. Welcker, 1 presume 1 am correct in slaling, can
appreciate ideal art, and therefore does possess that suscepli-
bility. I readily concede to him this advanlage over me;
and am conlent that my claims to appreciate art, shall be
judged by those, whose opinions are more akin to mine
than to his on the subject of paederastia. I am however well
pleased 1o have an opportunily of explaining my views on
that subject. This explanalion is indeed, as my opponent
seems justly to imply, in some degree necessary, to place
us on a level in regard to the main question at issue be-
iween us, the argument of his original trealise of 1816 having
been founded, for reasons which, in so far as intelligible
lo me I shall stale in the sequel, on a full exposition of his
theory of Greck unnatural love.

[ remember feeling surprise, on first perusing that trea-
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lise, at the indulgent tone in which it descanted on a pecu-
liarily of Greek manners, which I had been accustomed to
suppose all enlightened Christian men viewed, in itself, what-
cver allowance they might make for those subjected to its
influence, with unqualified abhorrence. | was however the
less inclined to harsh conclusions, from observing Lhat the
aulhors vindication of Sappho had hinged throughout, on an
effort to exhibit the unnalural love of which she had been
accused, in the most unfavourable conlrast with the parallel
vice of her countrymen. 1 was therefore willing to believe
that he had been led, by his zeal to palliate the laller, be-
yond the bounds which his cooler judgement might have
prescribed. But now that he has, after a lapse of forty
years, so formally reset his seal to his opinions, and even
marde my want of congeniality with them a handle for an
insulting sligma on my own crilical judgement, 1 have looked
a little more narrowly into this part of his Trealise, and
have first become aware of the extent to which his sympa-
thies have been identified with this worst fealure in the ge-
nius of Hellenism. ~ While enlarging in panegyrical slrain,
on what he esteems the nobler altributes of paederastia, he
«seems to view even ils grosser element less as an object of
reprobation, than with a view to its value as the raw ma-
terial, or matrix, from which were extracted those pearls
of human excellence, which he holds up to admiration (pp.
43, 95, alibi), under the titles: ,reine Minnerliebe¢; ,wun-
derbare Freundschafl«; ,heroischer Adel der Freundschafl;
»viterliche Liebe, ele. This principle of judgement is sum-
med up in p. 94, by a definition of the grosser eclement as
‘a ,menschliche Schwachheit die sich hinter eine grossere
Tugend versteclt.«

One who has writlen so much on the Greeks, and to
the same effect, as the author of these remarks, can hardly
be accused of undervalning their genius. Bul no admiration
for their great qualities has ever blinded me lo the defects
of their social condilion. Of those defecls the worst, the
dark spot which sheds a gloom over all their glorious altri-
butes, is their unnatural vice. That so odious an impulse,
the mere suspicion of which altaching to a man, causes him,
in most parls at least of modern Europe, lo be shunned as
a pest to sociely, should have been so mixed up with the
physical constilulion of a whole nalion, as to become alillle
less powerful instinct than the nalural one between the sexes;
that its indulgence should have been regulated by law ; that
in the extension of metaphysical science, all speculation on

Mul. . Pyilol. R, . XIL. 37
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the passion of love, ils principles, or influence, should, in
the leading schools of philosophy have been concentraled
around this delestable impulse , as the mode of that passion
most honorable to enlighlened men, — all this constilutes
so monstrous , to the Christian woralist so revolling an ab-
normily in the history of our species, as can barely be re-
conciled with the general scheme of providence, when view-
ed as a humiliation to which this transcendantly gifted
race was subjecled, in order to place them on a level with
the rest of mankind. On this very ground of the power
and universalily of the passion, 1 can sympatlhise wilth the
efforls of so many noble winds to control or subdue ils
more bratal influence, and appreciate the success wilh which
those efforls may often have been crowned. But such indul-
gent fecling towards the men, does but increase my de-
testalion of the thing, by bringing more distinclly home the
fact that such men were subjecled to such degradation.
‘Welcker therefore is right in his miserable taunt, that [ look
on the elaborate attempls of those brillant theorisls to prove,
that what is essentlially basc can tend to exalt or purify any
element of our nature, as ,Schwirmerei®; as mere sophisti-
cal expedients to sweeten the draught, which in more or
less nauseous form they were obliged to swallow. I con-
sider those parls of Platos works as standing lo his nobler
doctrines, in the same relalion which the unnatural instinct
itself bears to the nobler points of Hellenic genius. While
neither by Plalo in his streams of eloquent myslification, slill
less by the living champion of the paederastian syslem wilh
whom [ have now to contend, has a single example been
adduced of any possible benefit accruing from it, which
would not have flowed from olher purer sources in a slale
of socicly free from its pollution, I think it may be shown,
by very tangible evidence, that ils effect was to corrupt
and destroy. all the best and purest relalions of social life.

A first step in this argumenlt must be to point out the
lamentable manner, in which my opponent has every where
confounded paederastia with friendship; two .lhings not only
distinct from, but so incompalible with each other, that
where the one is, the other cannot possibly be. Of all the
relations belween man and man, friendship is the most ideal.
Paternal, filial, fralernal love, partalie each in some degree
of instinct, and in so far of sense. From even this slightest
and purest alloy of sense friendship is exempt. But paede-
rastia in all its modifications is essenlially and carnally sen-
sual. The very struggles to subdue, or as my opponent ex-
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presses it, to jidealise“ 7), the sensual impulse, the success of
which forms the glory of the Plalonic paederast, are a testi~
mony to ils power; just as the effort by which the Stoic
acquires, or fancies he has acquired, an insensibilily to
bodily pain, is a proof that the pain exists. The dislinclion
between friendship, and paederastia in its most ideali-
sed form, may be illustrated (if it be allowed to com-
pare the natural with the unnatural) , by that belween the
affection which men bear to a -mother, daughter, or sister,
and the affeclion which a man of warm temperament re-
strained by moral principle, bears to a married woman of
whom he is deeply enamoured. In the one no sensual fee-
ling exists. In the other it is powerful, but kept under con-
trol. To take a more tangible illustralion. My opponent,
among other developments of the paederastian system has
dwelt (KI. S. p. 93), on those male associations common in
Greece, chiefly in connexiou with military discipline, which
the ancients dignified with the title of Sacred bands (iegol
Adyoe); and which Welcker, while admilling that in most
" cases lhe relalion was to the full extent a sensual one, cha-
racterises generally as a ,heroischen Adel der Freundschaft«.
Let us transfer the analogy to our own time. Nowhere does
friendship assume a brighter aspect, or exercise a more be-
neficial influence, than among the youth of our universities;
the term ,our“ being here used, as to the honor of modern
civilisation it may, with equal application to Oxford or Edin-
. burgh, to Bonn, Paris, or Pisa. Let us imagine, that by
some such fatal dispensation of destiny as that which inflicted
it on the Greeks, paederaslia, as it prevailed in, the Sacred
bands, or among the scholars of Socrales, were to spread
its influence over our seats of learning. The allered slate
of feeling which would ensue, where no one, even if him-
self unconlaminated, could feel sure that he was not, or

7) If Welcker supposes that I have ever denicd the existence
of his y,reine Mannerliebe«, in this, the ovoly mode in which it can
exist, he is mistaken. But if, as seems to be implied in parls of his
commentary, he assumes the -existence of a paederastia primarily and
tolally exempt from sensual feeling, 1 hold thalt to be a paradox in
itself, and at variance with the whole Platonic love - theory. Any
affection belween men, -altogether frec. [rom impure feeling, is either
love of kin, or pure Iriendship, and hence essentially distinct from
paederastia. Plato’s ideal doctrine is every where based on the victory
achieved by the spiritual over the sensual element; never on the non-
existence of the latter. What I deny is my oppounent’s theory, that the
subjugation of an unnatural impulse, can render the impulse itself
pure and honourable. _
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‘might not any moment become, lo the lale object of his
purest affection an-object of unnatural lust, gives the true
measure of the distinction belween friendship and paede-
raslia 8).

It was in Athens that this vice, in the form which the
name more especially denoles, Love of boys, was most ac-
curately rednced lo rule. In the striclly normal Allic rela-
tion, the Erasles was a man of the average age when the
physical altributes of manhood are in their highest maturily.
The Eromenos was a youth in whom those allributes were
yet immature. In the Eromenos the qualily of beauly was
indispensable, bul not in the Erasles. The ground of these
distinctions, as laid down on the highest authorily (Plalo
Phaedr. p. 240 D. Xenoph. Symp. VIH. 21) is, that in pae-
deraslian intercourse, the feeling which youth and beauly
inspired and gratified was not mulual. A connexion more
opposile than this 1o friendship can hardly be conceived. In
a nalural slate of sociely, parily of years is a common’, if
not a necessary condilion of friendship; which may also
subsist belween ugly men and elderly men. But one never
hears of an old or ugly object of paederastian love. To
elderly men accordingly, or lo women and boys, friendship,
in the Platonic system of ethics, was all but exclusively con-
fined. Apart from special descriplions of paederaslia, as the
only dignified kind of affeclion between men qualified to
partake of it, all or most of what in the primilive litera-
ture ranked as standard examples of the purer relation,
Achilles and Patroclus, Pylades and Orestes, Hercules and
Iolaus, with some of later date which wec moderns. would
still fondly view in a different light, were drawn within the
other odious calegory. Of treatises on friendship conse-

8) Welcker’s confusion of these two ideas, involves a parallel
confusion, pervading his whole argument: first, between the Greek
terms oav (fpwgete.), and giheiv (gedfeete.); and secondly belween
these two sets of terms, and our Germanic words Love, Liebe. A
man may with equal propriely be said to ,love® his mother, sister, or
friend, and his wife or mistress. But no Greek would apply the term
€ody or ils cognales, unless perhaps in jest orin a palpably metapho-
rical sense, either to pure friendship or pure love of kin, or to any
other than a properly erolic or sensual affection; whether with refe-
rence to living beings, or to inanimate ohjecls of appelite, power,
wealth, and other worldly enjoyments. The direct and pointed manner
.therefore, in which those terms are used, by Sappho herself in her
addresses to her female favourites, and by Longinus, Plutarch, and
other native commentators in their remarks on those addresses, in
itself proves that the love which they express was, lo whalever ex-
tent, of a sensual description.
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quently, as distinct from paedecrastia, the literature of the
_ Platonic school is barren. The recital of Ciceros beauliful

dialogue De Amicitia, in the Platonic circle, could have ex-
cited no other feeling than distasle or contempt.

It is to the morestrictly Altic relation above described,
that my opponent I presume somewhat vaguely alludes (Kl
S. p. 95), as the variely of his ,wunderbare Freundschaft«,
which at limes assumed the character of ,viterliche Liebe«
and ,Trieb zu bilden und zu lehren%. . And -it may perhaps
be conceded, that such a connexion, belween “an accom-
plished Alhenian cilizen and an ingenuous youth, purified,
as Xenophon (Sympos.) represents it in the case of Callias
and Autolycus, of ils more degrading element, might, accor-
ding to the Attic standard of educalional ethics, -be lurned
to beneficial account. But for one such case, there were
numbers probably where even this purified connexion was
productive of unmixed evil. The case of Callias is itself
immediately in point. This man, though put forward by
Xenophon as a model specimen of the ideal paederast, was,-
we know from other sources, a worthless profligate, from
whose conversation no benefit could accrue to either man
or boy. But even taking the case for.a sample, as Xeno-
phon describes it, of a class in which the youlh remained
physically uncorrupted, what else than injury could result
from his being thus publiely paraded in a relation, which
as Plalo himself remarks (Phaedr. p. 233 A), was always
open to be stigmalised by public opinion, as. that with
which the populartasle in paederastia was most familiar.

Such being the influence of Greek unnalural passion on
the relation between man and man, how slands the case as
between man and woman? It seems hardly credible that, in
an elaborate commentary on that passion by a Christian
writer, not an allusion should occur to the dreary, withering
blight, which it shed on the best and dearest of all human
connexions, the Connubial bond! Argument on this point
would be an insult to the reader’s taste or common sense.
Let us figure to ourselves, in the way of illustration, the
Athenian spouse, in the relirement of her Gynaeceum, awai.
ting the return of her husband (for the erastes was almost
always a married man), afler a day, perhaps several, spent
in pursuit of his Autolycus or Clinias. lmagine her genlly
complaining of the undue share of his time and affection
bestowed on her malc rival, and his bidding her mind her
household affairs, and respect a connexion, through which.
alone her lord could be initiated into the higher refinements.
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of philosophy or ideal art. Imagine the wives of the
married portion of the ,Sacred band« of Elis or Thebes, in-
auguraling the dceparture of their husbands for the seat of
war, as each sallied forth with his favourite esquire, who
during the campaign was to occupy permanenily that place
in his bed (Xenoph. Symp. VIil. 34), which at home, to
whatever limited extent, she had the honor of sharing with
him. Admirable media for ,idealising® the taste and moral
sentimenl of a nalion!

' The effects of the vice on the other best and purest
ties of domeslic life, cannot be better described than in the
words of Socrales (Phaedr. p.239 E): ,One thing is indeed
manifest to all, and to no one more than to the Erasies
himself, that his most ardent wish is to see his Eromenos
deprived of every object in lifc which men cherish as dea-
rest, most affectionate, most divine; of falher, mother, kins.
men, and {riends, as being but, so many hindrances to the
sweelest gralificalion which he himself derives from the
connexion®.

Where then are we to look for that grossere Tugend,
to which Welcker appeals as absorbing in ils blaze of light,
the few specks of ,menschliche Schwachheil¢, which he
admits to lurk in the darker recesses of the paederaslian
sanctuary? Where has he pointed out, as an exceplion to
the general rule of degradalion, a single advantage, which
might not have flowed from other unpolluted sources, in a
stale of sociely where the vice was viewed with the general

“abhorrence which it deserves. "If I turn from his more ho-
mely sophistries to the glowing theories of Plalo, I slill find,
that every practical illustration of those theories, exhibils the
system in the same malerial forms as it appears in the ranks
of the ,Sacred bands¢. In the passage of the Phaedrus
which its author defines (p. 242. D sqq.), as the malured
substance of his maslers devinely inspired docirine, a very
liberal amount of sensual privilege is conceded (p.255 E.sq.)
even to the more ideal Erasles. And where the intercourse
is habilually carried to the last extreme of turpitude, but
within cerlain bounds of moderation, and in conjunction
wilh philosophic habits, the relalion is characterised (p. 256)
as a noble one, and far superior to the vulgar tie of friend-
ship. That these indulgent precepls of the master were re-
duced to practice in the school, appears from other descrip-
tions both in Plato and Xenophon. The latter would hardly
have introduced his revered preceptor in the Symposium (V.
97 sq:) confessing, even in facetious mood, his having given

®
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way lo what he himself calls the ,swinish¢ instinct, had
there not been some foundation in reality for the joke. Nor,
assuming it to be a pure joke, must we forget, thalil forms
one of a series of similar jokes and allusions, seasoning
the convivial discourse of the Socratic circle. There can
indeed, with every allowance for the coarseness of Xeno-
phontean humour, be no better proof of the baneflul influence
of the vice on the tone of Athenian sociely, than is sup-
plied by this whole erotic entertainment, by the subjects of
discourse, and the mode of their trealment; in the presence
too of several of thosé ingenuous boys, (he lraining of whom
in the paths of virtue was one' boasled object of idealised
paederastia. Still more falal is the inference, from the more
praclical paederastian joke described in Plalos Symposium,
as having been played of on his master by one of his fellow
pupils 9). Can any reasonable man tallk of the idealising
effect on art, literature, or morals, of a slate of things,
under which the most accomplished of Alhenian gentlemen,
and the purest of Greek moralists, could not happen to pass
the night in the same room, without the risk of a brutal
outrage being perpelrated by the one on the person of the
other? Of a state of things, under which the wisest philo-
sopher and most elegant writer of antiquily, is not ashamed
to introduce in one of his slandard works, the same high-
- bred gentleman, narrating with feslive humour, to an au-
dience composed of the cream of Athenian sociely, an aclion
which the most shameles reprobate of St. Giles’s, or the Fau-
bourg St. Anloine, were he capable of commilting, would
hardly be so shameless as lo confess. ,

With more immediale reference to the alleged bencficial
influence of paederastia on the Greek perceplion of ideal
beauly in art, my blindness to which has been so sharply
rebuked by Welcker, I suppose I may venlure to include
poelical taste among the modes of thal perceplion; to assume
therefore that one of its highesl developments was thelliad;
that the ideal beauly of the lliad is mainly cenlred in the
character of Achilles; and that a fundamental element of that
ideal beauly is the [riendship between Achilles and Palroclus.
I presume further, that there are few living readers of the
lliad so much under the influence of Welckers theory of
ideal art, as to deny, that to iransfer the relation belween

9) P. 217 sqq. It is further clear from p. 222 B, that these
experiments on the philosopher’s virlue, were more or less common
with bhis disciples.
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the two heroes from the calegory of friendship to that of
paederastia, would be to degrade, almost to brutalise, the
sublime conceplion of Homer. Yet this transference has
been perpetraled by most of the leading Altic poets and cri-
lics from Aeschylus and Plato downwards 1°).

It has always been a consolation to me, as an admirer
of Greek genius, to reflect, that Homer, the fountain head
of all that is either beautiful or ideal in art or lilerature,
should have remained, whether from his own innate purity
of taste, or from the unnatural instinct having been yet dor-
mant in his time, entirely. free from its influence. Nor can
there be, on the one hand, a clearer condemnation than
this fact supplies, of Welcker’s fallacy, that a sensibility to
paederastia is required for the conception ef ideal beauty;
or on the other hand a better illustration of the mischievous
effects of the vice on Greels literary taste, than the efforts
that have been made (for the case of Achilles and Patroclus
is not a solitary one) by eminent native critics, so cordially
backed by my opponent '), to bring down the genius of
Homer, in this particular, to a level with their own.

" Admiiting the fine praeception of ideal beauty in form,
by which the Greeks were preéminently distinguished, to have
depended on a concentration of their admiring faculties on
youlhful and beautiful human form, for to this I presume
Welcker alludes in the passage of his Reply which called
forth these remarks, — it would still be a grave fallacy to
assert, that those facullies required to be concenlrated solely
or chiefly on male beauly, and through the medium of un-
natural passion. A beauliful youth between fifteen and twenty

10) Plato, Symp. p. 179 E. Aeschyl. ap. Plat. 1. c¢. Athen.
XII. p. 601. Heyn. ad Il. XI. 785.

t1) In regard to Achilles and Patroclus he bas not declared
himselfl. He adheres however (KI. S. p. 90), to the vulgar interpre-
tation of the fable of lupiter and Ganymede, rejected, with no Jess
taste than critical judgement, by Bottiger and Heyne. That the Ho-
meric legend here reflects nothing morce than the castom, common to
princely establishments in those days as now, of sclecling handsome
youths for the service of the banqueting hall, seems clear [rom the
text of the Iliad, XX. 233, (conf. Heyn. ad1); where it is not [upiter,
but the Gods collectively, who kidnap the beautiful cupbearer. OFf
the ,idealising® influence of the other interpretation, which in the
spread of paederastian taste could not fail to obtain the ascendant in
Allic poetry, even en the sublime Sophocles, we may judge Irom the
subjoined passages, allusive to the divine Eromenos: Soph. ap. Athen,
XML p.602: pngoic vnatdwyv v dios tvpavvide. Eurip. Orest. 1354
(Bothe): Tavvujdeos . . . Ads edwéree.  Iphig, in Aul. 948: Aioc
Aéztowy 1Upque ¢ idoy.
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is not, I apprehend, a more beautiful object than a beauli-
ful maiden of corresponding years. Homer cerlainly did not
think so. In his ignorance of any other than natural love,
his more detailed descriptions of personal beauly are besto-
wed on women. Had the relation between lhe sexes in
Greece, in the generations subsequent to Homer, followed
its natural course, a like concentration of erotic enthusiasm
on its legitimate objects, would assuredly have produced the
same or still nobler results, than my opponent lraces lo the
national curse of paederastia. 1t is also a fact, not without
its significance, that those tyrannical restraints on female
social liberty, which, while also unknown to Homer, form
another blot on later Greek civilisation, grew up simulta-
neously with the spread of unnatural passion.

But, I imagine the reader asking: How does all this
bear on the character of Sappho? In answer 1o this very
reasonable question, which indeed [ have once or twice
put to myself, I remark, that il never would have sponla-
neously occurred to me to carry the discussion in the above
direction. But the mode in which it had already been so
carried by my opponent, latlerly with personal application
to myself, placed me under a sort of necessily, in justice
both to myself and my subject, of following in his track. The
concisest mode of showing the bearings, such as they are,
of our joint digression, on the main question, will be to
state: first what I understand to be Welcker’s argument as
founded on his share in the digression, and then my coun-
terargument as founded on my share. The object of his
commenlary on Greek unnatural love was to show: I, ils
extensive prevalence among the male sex, and its beneficial
influence on the national taste and culture; Il. the compara-
tive rarity and delestable character of the parallel vice among
females, and the abhorrence with which, in their case, it
was viewed by the same discriminating moralists; HI. the
improbabilily that so distinguished a woman as Sappho could
have given way to so odious an impulse; or thal, if capable
of it, she would herself have published her guilt in her
verse; or, if her countrymen had believed her guilly, that,
so many of them would have expressed so high an admira-
tion for her characler.

On my side, 1: 1 admit the prevalence of male pae-
derastia, but maintain that ils influence was in every respect
the reverse of beneficial. 1 also 1, admit the rarity of un-
natural love among women, bhut deny that, in so far as it
prevailed, it was worse, or even so bad, in their case as
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in that of the men. Even granting the tille which Welcker
claims for Greek male moralists to act as sole arbiters in
this maller, I deny that they drew any such distinclion be-
tween lhe two cases as that which he assumes. If [am right
in regard to this second head, his argument under No. llI,
will not be difficult to deal with.

The points involved in No. I have already been amply
discussed. In regard to Welcker's distinction in No. Il, be=«
tween the degrees of criminalily in male and female paede-
rastia, | must observe, thal in my former notice of Sappho,
my hands were in some degree tied, by the restrictions
which the overfastidious British public imposes on the dis-
cussion of such topics. 1 staled however concisely (p.
498 sq.) what I considered valid objections to his doctrine;
which stalement has, like so many others, in his custo-
mary mode of evasive rheloric, been simply quoted ¢p. 237)
and dismissed unanswered. 1 shall now therefore avail my-
self of the freedom, which the more liberal spirit of German
crilicism concedes, in all cases where the object is to in-
vestigale truth, due regard being had to delicacy in the mode
of invesligation, and endeavour to bring this point, to which
my opponent altaches so vast an importance, somewhat more
closely to issue. For the worst excess of male paederastia
he has, we have seen, no harsher definition than: ,mensch=
liche Schwachheit die sich hinter eine grossere Tugend ver-
steckt«., For the female vice no terms of reprobalion are oo
extreme. It is Abscheulichkeit, Ungeheuer etc. The question
is one more easily tested by example than by argument. Let
us then compare the two following cases; each, as required
for its full illustrative effect, of the properly sensual order.
In the one we have a middle aged Athenian citizen of the
upper class; a married man; for such as a general rule was
every Athenian of rank on reaching man’s estate; possessing
therefore all legitimate scope at home for sexual indulgence,
besides the scope which ‘the license of social life afforded
to similar indulgence abroad. Let us imagine this man, by
pecuniary or other corrupt means, — for Socrates himself
defines such connexions as not the resull of mutual feeling,
— possessing himself of aninnocent lad of fifieen, and trea-
ting him in the mode also described by Socrates (Xen. Symp.
VIII. 32. PL. Phaedr. p. 254 A.)." Let us imagine on the
other hand, two Greek ladies, of naturally warm tempera-
ments; their society despised and their beds deserted, often
for weeks at a lime, by lheir husbands, ecach engaged in
altendance on his favourite Eromenos; their other opportu-
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nities: of social, not to say sexual, enjoyment, limited to the
narrow circle of their gynaecea. Lét us imagine these two
women , fondly attached to each olher, by mutual sympathy
as well as affection, solacing themselves by Sapphos ,eros
lysimeles“, whatever it may have been 12), for the priva-
tions and indignities . to which they were subjected by the
heartless lyranny of the olher sex. Let the impartial reader
decide which of these two cases Dbest deserves to be cha-
racterised as ,menschliche Schwachheit«, which™ as Abscheu-
lich etc.. Let Welcker himself answer the question; not, by
repealing. and evading my words; but let him answer it ca-
tegorically, and give his reasons for his answer.

The abhorrence felt by Greek male moralists for female
irregular intercourse, has, in my former remarks, to a cer-

12) I have never attempted, nor shall 1 now altempt, to define
it, still less those other nice varieties of Lesbian immorality, which
Welcker analyses with so much taste and ingenuily, under the titles:
lecBifew , Adpda, Aerzaorpie, oris stuprum , dvdp:{ducrt,. cLpvidlewy,
@ouverilew , xednritew ele. (KIS, p. 86 sq. Ed. 1816. p. 23 sq.).
I must however venture a word in defence of the term ,Lesbian vice«,
against which, as applied by me to the irregular love of Sappho, he
has thrown away so- much good declamation. It will sulfice to specify
the authorilies which connect that irregularity with Lesbos.. These
are 1) the Qde of Anacreoh (Bergk, Poet. lyr. p. 778 2d. Ed.) com-
plaining of a Lesbjan mistress having deserted him for a female rival.
2) The Attic comedy ; which all Sapphos apologists, except Welcker,
consider, and justly, a principal organ of the evil report against her.
3) Ovids Jine: ,Lesbides infamem quae me fecistis amalaet. 4) The
previous ,literature“ , whatever it may have been, to which my op-
ponent (Rh. M. p. 234) refers, as having supplied Ovid with this allu-
sion. 5) The dialogne of Lucian (Miretr.5); where a Lesbian femalo
paederast is mentioned by name, with the remark: 7ouras yep &
Aéofp Aéyovor yvveizas. 6) The scholion on Clemens, Paedag. IIl:
Tasc uiapas toifddag, d¢ red &ravprorolas xei AsoBins xedoUae.
7) The notice in Suidas, that Sappho lay uuder the reproach of guilty
intercourse with her Lesbian female associates.  8) The allusion by
Maximus Tyr. (Diss. XX1V) to her Lesbian love (if not in his view
her Lesbian vice), as the only female variely of erotic passion analo-
gous to the paederastia of Anacreon. — If this be not enough to con-
stitute a place or people what is commonly called proverbial for a
certain peculiarily , the number of such proverbs must he greatly re-
duced. In the face of all this, my epponent gravely asserts (KI. S.
p- 87): ,Von einem ublen Rufe der Insel Leshos im Punkte der He-
taristrien kann gar nicht die Rede 'sein¢! Bernhardy and Bulimann
both thought differently. The former (op. cit. p. 484) calls the love
in question the ,Leshische Wollust«; the latter, with Welcker’s tacit
acquiescence (l{l. S. p. 115) the ,beriihmte Leshische Liebe«. Here,
as on other occasions, I have the honour of being made lhe scape-goat
for the common offence. .
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lain exlent been admitted , and the argument founded on
it has, to such extent, ‘been refuted (p. 498 sq.) on grounds
evaded by my opponentt3).” But on further reflexion I per-
ceive, that my admission was too unqualified, and that in
truth the Greeks intertained litlle, if any grealer abhorrence
for the female than the male variely of the passion, unless
indulged in what they considered a licentious excess or from
sordid molives. Where the senliment was reciprocal or dis-
interested, the gratification kept within bounds of external
decorum, and combined with those fascinations of beauty,
genius, or intellectual refinement, which Plato prescribes as
essential fo dignily and propriely in male intercourse, there
can be no doubt that the same leniency of judgement was
extended to the other sex. In proof of this may be cited,
Anacreons allusion to his having been supplanted in the
affeclions of a Lesbian mistress by a female rival (see note
12). Surely, if Welcker’s theory were lruc, here - was an
occasion for a disappointed lover showering down anathemas
of Abscheulichkeit elc , on the guilly pair. The poet however
treals the malter but as an ordinary case of unsuccessful
rivalry. No less to the purpose is the passage in which
Maximus Tyrius (Diss. XX1V), places the female love of
Sappho in the same category as the male love, not only of
Socrates, but of Anacreon: ,As for the Eros of the Lesbian
Sappho, what else was it than the Socratic art of love; ...
for both describe themselves as loving many, and captivated
by all kinds of beauty; and what Alcibiades and Charmides
. .. were to Socrales, Gyrinna and Althis . .. were to
Sappho; and what the rival masters Prodicus and Gorgias
. .. were lo him, Gorgo and Andromeda were 1o her. . .

13) In requoting (p. 238), the passages formerly quoted, he
dwells triumphantly on the fact that Lucian, in onc of his dialogues,
introduces even a female, condemning the unnatural love of her own
sex; as if Lucian’s opinions, whether real or affected, became a bit
the less Lucians own, by being placed in a fictitious mouth. The other
dialogue of Lucian, ,Amores%, to which heappeals, tells rather against
than in favour of Welcker’s argument. The speaker is here inveighing (c.
19sqq ) with equal virulence, against hoth varieties of unnatural love;
the only real distincltion drawn being, that to the honor of the wo-
men theirs was the rarest. My opponent however suppresses the parts
unfavourable to himself, while he misinlerprets and exaggerates what
is favourable. The phrase « r&d1epe ypdre (c. 28) by which he as-
sumes the female vice to be exclusively stigmatised as an abuse of
recent origin, vefers obviously to the distinction previously drawn
(c. 20), in regard to both sexes, betwevn the comparative purity of
the primitive age of Greece, and the corruptien of her ,historical
periode, BRI
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— The art of Anacreon is of the same kind; for he too
loves every beautiful youth; ... and his pages are full of
the hair of Smerdis, the eyes of Cleobulus, and the juve-
nile grace of Bathyllus“. 1t must here be remarked that
Welcker, in quoting this author in favour of his own views,
carefully suppresses that parl of the passage which refers lo
Anacreon. 1 readily, with Maximus T., concede to Sappho’s
paederastian affection, the same purily as to that of the Teian
minstrel, or even of the Socratic eromenoi, as defined in
the Phaedrus (p.255sq.). To these passages may be added
that of Longinus, to be further noticed below, where Sap-
pho’s address to one of her female lovers is characterised,
in terms of -eulogy rather than censure, as sgwrixy pavia;
a phrase which, by reference to philological grounds (see
note 8 supra), no Greek author could have applied to any
other than a sensually erolic affection. As liitle could Plu~
tarch, in reference to the same Ode, have used the terms
the éowudvng émipavelons . . . préysodur 10 odpe (Amal.
XVIII) in any other sense.

My unfavourable view of Sapphos relation®to her own
sex is founded; first, on lhe passages of her poems al-
lusive to that relation; secondly, on the evidence at large
which her remains supply, of her immoral habits; thirdly,
in so far as secondary evidence is required, on that of those
ancient commentators, Ovid in particular, who, in full pos-
session of her works, and of all subsidiary aids to their in-
terpretation, and free from the erolic hallucination of the
second rate Platonists of his age, was, by his peculiar order
of taste and intellect, singularly qualified to judge in such
matters; and whose judgement regarding Sapphos female as
well as male loves, coincides in all essential respects with
my own. '

In my p. 317 I have, in concurrence with Longinus,
described  the passage most broadly descriptive of her affec~
tion for a female favourite, us the one ,which, in the whole
volume of Greek literature, offered the most powerful con-
centralion inlo one brilliant focus, of the modes in which
amorous. concupiscenceé can display itself on the human fra-
me% 1 have hence assumed that the affection experienced
was not mere friendship, but irregular passion. The more
reasonable of the japologists® do not deny that such would
be the literal construction of her language; but they object
1o ils being so construed. They argue that it does but
reflect ,an essential feature of the Greek character, the
habit of ,mixing up feelings that among nations of calmer
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temperament have always been perfectly distinci«. I deny
that this is a feature of the Greek character. To assert that
it is, isa pure petitio principii. It is not illustrating Sappho
by laws founded on the Greek character, but forcing on the
Greek character laws founded on -fanciful interpretations of
a single poetess. I maintain that, far from mixing up fee-
lings perfeclly distinct, one of the most characteristic excel-
lences of the Greek Muse, is the unequivocal precision
with which she discriminates every different passion or fee-
ling; and which contrasts not more strongly with "the wild
allegory of the East, than with the dreamy sentimentality
of much of our popular English and German poetry. In no
Greek author, as Welcker himself (strange to say), has
justly remarked (KI. S. p. 83), was this excellence more
conspicuous than in Sappho, or more generally recognised
by her nalive erilics; not one of whom would have dreamt
of:-taking those passages in any other than a purely .erotic
sense; whatever view they inight take of the erotic impulse
- which dictated them. Slill more to the point than the com-
mentary of Longinus is lhe anecdote in Plutarch (Demelr.
38), ol the mode in which the physician Erasistratus ap-
plied the symploms described in Ode 1I, as a practical love
test, in the celebrated case of Antiochus and Stratonice.
That Welcker should actually quole this anecdote (Rh. M.
p. 229), in proof of the unsensual nature of the symptoms,
is an obliquity of judgement against which it would be vain
to argue. Sullice it to refer to the sequel of the story,
where the possession of Stratonices person by the lover, is
found necessary to remove both the symptoms and the disease.
We have here at least Plutarchs assurance, that what Sappho
felt towards. Atthis, was the same as a man feels towards a
woman, whom he is burning with desire to enjoy. ,

It all we knew besides of Sappho went to prove her a
virtuous woman, there might be something in these attempts
to mystify the natural sense of her language. But nowthat
the leading champion of her honor has admitted, that at an
age when the fire of sexual passion commonly begins to
burn dim; when (as he so naively describes her, Rh. M.
p. 246) ,a widow, misiress of a school“, and mother.of a
daughter, whom it was her duly to train, both by example
and precepl, in the path of virtue, — she threw herself into
the arms of a paramour, young enough o have been. her
son; that when deserted by him, she pursued him franti-
cally over the face of Hellas, and emblazoned her shame,
for the benefit ofher daughter, her scholars, and the Hellenic
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public, inan ode second in elegant lasciviousness to none in
the literature of her country, — now that all this has been
admitted by her own leading advocate, the case for the de-
fence breaks down altogether. A woman who is proved in
one inslance to have acted in such a manner, and proclai-
med her act in such a strain, is hardly entitled to have a
figurative construction put on her other descriptions of her
amorous emotions, to whomsoever addressed.

The evidence of general character is here so impor-
tant, that 1 shall pursue it a step or two furlher. From cer-
tain- expressions in this ode I inferred (p. 309), that the
male amour there described was not the only one in which
Sappho had been engaged. As Welcker seems neither to
have understood my inference, nor the passage on which it
was founded, 1 must explain myself more clearly. Assuming,
as he assumes, the love for Phaon to have been a sm016
and a constant love, though chequered by lover's quarrels
how could Venus, described by the poeless as so much in
her confidence and so deeply interested in her affairs, be
ignorant of that fact; or how could Sappho in this ode attri-
bute to her such ignorance, and represent her, when called
in to aid on a former occasion, as anxiously enquiring (v
18 sq.): ,Who is it that offends you? Whom shall 1 again
allure hack to your love«? Even supposmcr (with Wclcl\cr),
that the occasion referred to was a previous quarrel wilh
Phaon, these quesiions of the goddess would still imply,
that he was not the first or only such enemy, against whom
she had been invoked as an ally.

My opponent and his fellow apologists every where
assume that Sappho was married; on the ground chiefly that
she had a daughter, and that the daughter of so exemplary
a woman must necessarily have been a legilimate child. In
my p. 278 I urged, -though here again with loo little pre-
cision, what I thought fair evidence to the contrary; and
here again Welcker (p. 252), without answering my reasons,
simply pronounces them insignificant¢, and continues his
argument on the basis of Sappho having had a husband. Let
us first see how he makes out his case, and I will then add
a word or two on mine. He repudiates, with commentators
of all classes, the ,Cercolas of Andros¢, who with the Atlic
comoedians figured as Sappho’s consort, as an indecent fic-
tion of those satirists. He appeals however to the graver
authority of Suidas, whom he quotes (KL S. p.113) as sta-
ling: ,that she was married to a rich citizen of Mylilene®
Suidas stales no such thing. Let him speak for himself:
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gyopndn 0é avdol Kegrwhe mlovorwrdry, douwudvy dmo
“Avdgov. The husband of Suidas therefore is the Cercolas
of the comedy. The Mytilenaecan marriage cerlificate is =
fictitious document; and all evidence on the affirmative side
disappears '*). — The evidence on the negalive side is:
first, the abscnce from her remains of all mention of her
married life. There is one qualily for which Sappho’s apo-
logists and detraclors equally give her credit, the openness
of her nwalure , and the consequent number and frankness of
her allusions to herself and her affairs. Assuming then the
first hall of her womanhood to have been passed with a hus-
band, how is it, that amid those copious nolices of other
persons and things connecled wilh her, not one should occur
lo the father of her child, to the joys or anxielies of her
connubial life, to the sorrows of her widowhood? The
evidence that her entire collection was barren of such no-
tices is equally conclusive. There can be no doubt that Ovids
»Letter to Phaon menlions every more prominent fact of her
life transmitted on her own aulhority; but not a hint of her
married slale. It seems incredible that a poet of Ovids taste
and discernment, in dwelling on so many details foreign to
bis argument; on the death of her parents in her sixth
year; on her quarrel with her brolher, ils cause, and his
subsequent desliny; on her daughler; on her female asso-
ciales , their names, and the nalure of her connexion with
them, — should bave omilted the part of her history hest
calculated to enhance the effect of his elegy, by pathetic
aposirophes of the afflicled fair one, lo her past days of peace
“in the enjoyment of an innocent love, or to her widowhood
as the primary source of her present crime and sorrow.
Add 1o this the indirect negative placed on her marriage by
both Horace aud Ovid, in their pointed mention of her as
the ,Lcsbian maiden. Who can believe that Ovid, or any
poet in his senses, would have made Phaon address a
middle aged widow by the tille of ,Lesbi puella¢? The
case therefore reduces itsell to the subjoined logical thesis :
A certain lady had a daughter. It is admilted that this lady
cohabited for some years with al lcast one youthful para-
mour. There is no evidence that she ever was married, but

11) Had Sappho had an authentically recorded husband, there
would hardly, in the true spirit of the Attic comedy, have been room
for a purely fictitious one of this description. The point of the jest
evidenily is, that she had no husband but xégxoc. The ambiguously
figurative phrase: épuwuevos @né "Avdgou (viriliter irrumpens) is
probably borrowed to the leticr from the comedy,
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a good deal 1o the opposite effect. Whether is it more
probable that the daughter was the offspring of the para-
mour, or of a husband? Of a husband maintains Welcker.
The reader may form his own opinion.

In conclusion, | have only further to remind him, that
these remarks on the life or character of the poetess, are
to be considered but asparalipomena to the section on Sap-
pho in my History of Greek literature. To it therefore he
is referred, as well for a full knowledge of my opinions
and arguments ; as to enable him to judge of the extent to
which both have been misquoted or evaded by my oppo-
nent, on other points besides those to which attention has
here been specially direcled.

William Mure.
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