THEOPHRASTUS, DE SENSIBUS 80

Mpog 8¢ TolToIg MW Aéyel (sc. Democritus) kai (W 1wV TO Aev-
KOV éviwv yiveaBal pélav, ei teBeinoav olTwe, WOT' EMIOKIALEY; O
O€ Tou dloPOVOUC Kai Tou AOPTPOU WOAAOV €OIKE TNV QUOIV 1] TOU AEu-
KOO AEyelv.

1 v is Useneris conjecture for the transmitted &€ v
(codd. Parisinus 1921 and Laurentianus LXXXVII, 20). Diels and
Kranz adopted the conjecture. Usener referred to Aristotle, GA 785
a 21: pedavtépag O¢ yiveobal ynpookolboag TAC yepavoug. But this
reference has nothing to do with our passage. Moreover, €€ wv is not
an easy textual corruption of {@iwv.

2. On the other hand, V. E. Alfieri (Gli atomisti: testimonianze e
frammenti. Bari, 1936, p. 160) and Salomo Luria (Democritea. Leni-
nopoli, 1970, Fr. 484) keep the transmitted €€ wv in their editions.
However, €€ «v cannot yield the required sense of ék Tivwy;

3. Consequently, | would suggest the reading: nwq Aéyel Kai €k
<moi>wv (SC. AOYWV) TO AEUKOV éviwv (sC.oWUdTwy) yiveaBar pEAv. .
»Why and on what grounds does Democritus claim that the white color
of some objects (or bodies) turns dark if they are placed so as to throw
(=have) a shadow?*

With émokiadelv we may understand an €outoic, as in the pre-
ceding chapter 79: €vdéxetal yap Kai To TEPIPEPT] Kai AMAWG TAVTO
EMOKIAEV €QUTOIC.

Palaeographically, the transmitted €€ wv seems to be a corrup-
tion of a false reading: €€ <omoi>wv for the correct €k <moi>wv The same
scribal error émoiog for molog, in a direct question, occurs at Euripides,
Phoenissae 878 f.. . .. mola (P: omola rei.) & o0 Aéywv €mn / ¢ €/80¢
M\Bov maiai Toiolv Qidinou; Bacchae 663: nkelg 66 moiav (Person: o'
ormolav L P) mpootibei¢ omoudrv Adyou;
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