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/| ARTICLES

AMMIANUSVIARCELLINUS AND
THREEDIMENSIONAIRAINBOWS

ILIARUSHKIN
Independent researcl{@ambridge, MA, USA
iliarushkin@gmail.com

ABSTRACTWe examine Ammianus Marcellirsentific digression on the rainbow,

where the rainbow colors are listed in an unusual order. We suggest an explanation for the

order and conclude that, according to a scientific theory current at the time, the rainbow

was viewed as a thimensionahrrangement in the sky, with colored bands positioned

at different distances from the observer. This perspective aligns with the rejection of the
Aristotelean rainbow theory, which is an evolution of ideas observable in its intermediate

el Gak kpli#@PaGu2 & A&k Np£E UGUpA kp &ga aANHHAPpS
written by Alexander of Aphrodisias

KeEywoRDRainbow, color, meteorology, ancient science, ancient optics, Ammianus Mar-

cellinus, Aristotle, Seneca

"HHK U p @A . U044 a6 hépighdy (A 283 FPkstasd& o)
for its presentation of rainbow colors, listing them in an unusuplionddutea
visitur, secunda flavescens vel fulva, punicea tertia, quarta purpurea, postrema caer-
ulo concreta et viridi &g a elléik theSeeonk gbldén or orange, the third red,
®ya AENGAxy s6kNGase UpPA &Ja'Whiesaesldpa k£ Gni
ing color lexemes across cultures is notoriously problematic, the difficulty here lies
not in the precise colors or tmeimber, but in their order. How did Ammianus
and other people of comparable education perceive the rainbow?
As far as extant literary sources go, ancient Greek and Roman descriptions of
rainbow colors are scarce. The earliest is a poetic fragment ah&gmnpicth

!The English translation by J.C. Rolfe @msR2006) gives the colors as yellow,
golden or tawny, red, violet, blue verging upon green. A Russian translation (Ammianus )
AapAad k£ ®ga k& Ay kEBNGNBL a HED 8N 2 &l A P & A

Vol 182(2024) llia Rushkin2024
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lists three rainbow colors: (Xenophanes
Frag. 13, Fairbarilg98, ®eglue kA o6kNGae 4aA G4aa
with the solar spectrum, but this may not mean anythlng For one drmgiehex
ANGGA pN&e UGPNAga AaadNpA nNAk&kNp AgkGa
structure.

The first extant theory of the rainbow colors belongs to Aristotle (Arist. Meteor.
3.4 = 372¥5b, especially 374b31 (i 4apaal béw(BehfFa O/ELK ND
Nat. Q. 1.3) references Aristotle. A short treatment of the rainbow is preserved in
Pliny (PI|n Nat. 2.6@houghhedoes not delve into the specifics of the rainbow
AaNGNAA UpA HA &cﬁommquu\ar@atémrmxtﬁraw@lumgm
aeris fieri UpA &®ga sladkaaeA NAE ANGNAALE k/£E HUA:
a notion shared by Seneca. A long exposition on rainbow colors is found in the
work of Alexander of Aphrodisias, in his commentary to the theory of Aristotle.
Naurally, it is mostly a restating of Aristotle. But Ammianus is unique in that he
earnestly lays out an explanation for the rainbow colors, one that is quite different
EANH " Ak £eN&Ga £

Aristotle recognizes four rainbow colors in an order that alighe mitidern
view: , , (red, yellow, green, and vi-
olety, from the outermost to the innermost part of the primary rainbow, while in
the secondary rainbow the order is reversed. But his explanation of this pattern
contains andd twist. He begins with the general notion that colors are gradations
of brightness. More exactly, colors are produced by differing degrees of attenuation
of opsisTraveling through a sempiaque medium, such as a cloud, opsis is natu-
rally growing weakwith distance. The strongest, unattenuated opsis creates the
perception of white, the embodiment of brightness. But under the circumstances
of the rainbow, where opsis has to penetrate at least some water spray, the strong-
est remaining degree of opsisipeces red, followed by weaker versions producing
green and violet, after which no visible color is produced. Up to this point every-
thing is quite logical, but now Aristotle runs into a problem: he cannot explain
from geometry whyl@verband of the prinmg rainbow requires opsis to travel a
significantly longer distance. In other words, his theory explains the existence of
rainbow colors, but not their spatial arrangement. To address this, Aristotle intro-
duces an ad hoc idea that opsis attenuation depetigssize of the reflecting

% Aristotle declares that yellow is nwti@ color (see the next paragraph). For this
reason, it is sometimes stated that Aristotle recognized only three colors in the rainbow.

3Gr. Agkag AUpD oa HRAUpAGUI®AA UL fAkGye
the eye of the observetite observed object. In the case of the rainbow it travels to the
cloud, where it undergoes a reflection and then travels to the sun.
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body: the opsis reflected by a greater arc, the top one in the primary rainbow, is the
strongest ( :
, Arist. Meteor. 375a.4). This feels (sargly, a bigger body
should not appear redder just because it is bigger), but it allows Aristotle to solve
the problem: the order of colors in the primary rainbow is due to the angular sizes
of the colored arcs. The explanation for the reversed cotbes ah the second-
ary rainbow is yet again different, based on their proximity to the primary rainbow.
This line of thinking leads Aristotle into another difficulty: it does not explain
®ga AaAGGNA : AGGNA k£ U dtktGapres thatN GN 4 ®y
it should not follow red. Aristotle resolves this by declaring that yellow is not a true
color of the rainbow but is merely the result of mixing red and green. He says that
in this mixing the red is whitened by the green:
. Hence, the thesis that yellow does not count is crucial to Aristotle,
which explains why he repeatedly stresses the seemingly innocuous point that red,
green, and violethese and only thesare the true colorstb rainbow.
In this fashion, Aristotle arrives at the requisite outcome: the list of the three
colors in the order of decreasing opsis (we might equivalently say, brightness) is
the same as their spatial arrangement in the rainbow, though this comes from
Allegadd ®NAELONQGE (1AGOHAD R 5gk £ AKA pN& G
aanGukp &ga AaAlkpaNA ANGNA nlae®eiddp AIgNAE
Seneca cites Aristotle and initially follows his lead, but he does not accept Aristo-
& G apladtiod af the color sequence. He writes at length that, as a general mat-
ter, reflection from water particles in the cloud produces various colors, sometimes
one, sometimes another. Yet he flatly declines to speculate further (Sen. Nat. Q.
in diis rebus vaga inquisitio est, ubi non habemus, quod manu tenere possi-
mus, et late coniectura mittendaest kp Ne&§ga d Hlekdd A ke k£
Aa AN pN& gusa U Ak&dH GAuAn Np UpA&egkpé
ltisalso8pk £k Alipe s®egle 4apadiu £ ANGNAALE (4a Ak
k A& N & Gédmorfnods gakeraléas lineas, modo virides, modo purpurae similes et

luteas aut igneas ducit 4 & p [ U & 2 Ak 29 N &
less true thantleers. In another passage (Sen. Nat. Q. 1.3.4) he lists three colors
videmus in eo aliquid flammei, aliquid lutei, aliquid caeruleiAg k 4§ U 4 a naa
4aA Aa GGNA s Gya 8gkGa @®gaka «alpAGle

agine how to &Npak Ga 4apaau A GupGcouGa Ake&ey " A4
. This, too, looks like a tacit departure from Aristotle, which could be due
in part to a cultural difference between the two afithors.

4Whether Aristotle would admit that each of his colors could be subdivided into a
number of varieties, is unknown. Thexefvhen we see ac@ldred rainbow mosaic in
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4apaan /£ &afkek HIND A" 4E £&B &Ga A£I6 g & NAR 3 N £k
pattern though not necessarily his general theory of belgan to be discarded
later in antiquity. This was done respectfully: Seneca never says explicitly that he
is not giving credence to Aristotle, even thosgh @xactly what he is doing. The
dissenting process, no doubt, continued, as seen in the case of Alexander of Aph-
rodisias (fl. 200 AD), the loyal commentator of Aristotle. While he does not protest
UGUkpAe " Ak £AN£GaA A WeEGésG jesy sandbleguePp A Ak &9
tion (Alexandri in Arist. Meteor. 120v44 = Hayduck 1899:160): if, per Aristotle, the
red in the secondary rainbow is due to the proximity to the primary rainbow, why
k £p & @®ya apekéda AaGkNp oaxAdap @®#ya &AN &
This brings us to Ammianus, who offers a glimpse into the state of thought in

the 4th century. In line with the first part of his&ejfil A 1 a 2a 4k al &k Np U A&
AGNpAULH a& (ALAAaO0FE "HIHKk GpOBE HIDAAL PN &C
scientific diressionsg a HAaAaGA &aNpsaAAL Agle ga Gauéaj
®g U e 5k /£ k£ 30K UA AAGG Akpaa Aa U4:

the science that was generally taught in his time. Here is the entire passage:

Accedebant arcus caelagiisspectus assidui. Quae species unde ita figurari est solita,
expositio brevis ostendet. Halitus terrae calidiores et umoris spiramina conglobata in
nubes, exindeque disiecta in aspergines parvas, ac radiorum fusione splendida facta,
supinantur volubilr contra ipsum igneum orbem, irimque conformant, ideo spatioso
curvamine sinuosam, quod in nostro panditur mundo, quem sphaerae dimidiae parti
rationes physicae superponunt. Cuius species quantum mortalis oculus contuetur,
prima lutea visitur, secundavdiscens vel fulva, punicea tertia, quarta purpurea,
postrema caerulo concreta et viridi. Hac autem mixta pulchritudine temperatur, ideo
ut terrenae existimant mentes, quod prima eius pars dilutior cernitur, aeri concolor
circumfuso, sequens fulva, id &sliopexcitatior quam lutea, punicea tertia, quod solis
obnoxia claritudini, pro reciprocatione spiritus fulgores eius purissime e regione deflo-
rat, quarta ideo purpurat, quod intermicante asperginum densitate, per quas oritur,
radiorum splendor concipienstendit aspectum flammeo propiorem, qui color
quanto magis diffunditur, concedit in caerulum et virentem.

Arbitrantur alii tune iridis formam rebus apparere mundanis, cum altius delatae nubi
crassae radii solis infusi, lucem iniecerint liquidam, quapeoans exitum, in se

the 1l century BC Pergamon (Kiilerich 2021), it remains uncertain whether this is a chal-

lenge to Aristotelean science. In any event, the publication makes it clear that depictions

of rainbows in late antigquivere chromatically varied.
*p &adNGpka&ekNp NAE @&gk£E *gle Ai&dDad 4aGkNp
® Other such digressions: earthquakes (Amm13Y,.@lagues (Amm. 1F}.&clip-

ses and related phenomena (Amm. A@R.fheteors (Amm. Z862, comets (Amm.

25.10.3), atoms (Amm. 2B, Ichlendar intricacies (Amm. 264).8
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conglobata nimio splendescit attritu, et proximos quidem albo colores a sole sub-
limiore decerpit, subvirides vero a nubis similitudine superiectae, ut in mari solet usu
venire, ubi candidae sunt undae quae litoribus illiduntugregesine ulla concre-

tione caerulaéAmm. 20.11:28)

More than this, rainbows were constantly seen; and how that phenomenon is wont to
occur, a brief explanation will show. The warmer exhalations of the earth and its moist
vapors are condensed intwudb; these are then dissipated into a fine spray, which,
made brilliant by the sun's rays that fall upon it, rises swiftly and, coming opposite the
fiery orb itself, forms the rainbow. And the bow is rounded into a great curve, because
it extends over oworld, which the science of natural philosophy tells us rests upon a
hemisphere. Its first color, so far as mortal eye can discern, is yellow, the second golden
or tawny, the third red, the fourth violet, and the last blue verging upon green. It shows
this combination of beautiful colors, as earthborn minds conceive, for the reason that
its first part, corresponding in color with the surrounding air, appears paler; the second
is tawny, that is, somewhat more vivid than yellow; the third is red, isa@use it

posed to the brightness of the sun, and in proportion to alternation in the air absorbs
its brilliance most purely, being just opposite; the fourth is violet, because receiving the
brightness of the sun's rays with a thick rain of spray glitteré@emb#trough which

it rises, it shows an appearance more like fire; and that color, the more it spreads, passes
over into blue and green.

Others think that the form of the rainbow appears to earthly sight when the rays of the
sun penetrate a thick andylafloud and fill it with clear light. Since this does not find

an outlet, it forms itself into a mass and glows from the intense friction; and it takes the
colors nearest to white from the sun higher up, but the greenish shades from resem-
blance to the adlml just above it. The same thing usually happens with the sea, where
the waters that dash upon the shore are white, and those further out without any ad-
mixture are bluéTrans. J.C. Rolfe, Ammianus 3d087)

We now understand why Ammianus lists tbesda such an order. It is the
order of decreasing brightness or saturation, essentially the same notion as Aristo-

®#Ga £ N4Aa&4 NAE AKkHkpkAIkpG NnAEk£E 5gaA

brighter than others. The difference lies in how thigsordeonciled with the

spatial pattern of the rainbow. It is achieved by introducing a curious but logically
straightforward idea: the order of colors is spatial in the sense of progressing away
from the observer (and the sun, which is behind the ghséovéire cloud of

3

i

All®ead AANNGa&eA 5§kA£E alUp o4 AKaap AFANH " HH

color is yellow. Aristotle would clearly agree: this was the cause of a problem for
him. Ammianus appropriately points out that yellow is close tiotlué aw it-

self no significant attenuation by the water spray has happened yet. Then, as light
(or opsis) penetrates deeper into the cloud, we naturally find a darker, more satu-

rated version of yellopa(ilo excitatior quam lutea &l A P A oredENHia A g U &

l.
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gkokA 2gup AaGGNA | Aas® aNHaLE 43A Agké
40 &a GA Al E ®ga AKk&dAL®: ANGNA NAE &ga Ux:ap
just along the lines of Aristotle: this layer is exposed to the sun and absorbs its bril-
liance. After that Ammianus skips the green color (this is what  of Aris-
totle is bound to be, since Aristotle locates it between yellow and violet) and ar-
rives at a version of violet, similarly to Aristdikeexplanation is consistent with
AriEeN&Ga £ &gaNadA kee Aadakpak GkGge NpG,
/n 4 {ihA condition which in Aristotelean terms means a thoroughly attenuated
opsi€. Ammianus goes beyond violet, but employs a markedly different expres-
Ak Np thegriome it Spiedsls Aassegaquaatto magis diffunditur, con-
cedit kp&N oaGwa UpA Géaap ya kA& EnalibDkpG
the proper rainbow and the $Ry.this point the explanation is finished. To this
Ammianus adds an alternatexplanation, less detailed and quite compatible
with both Aristotle and Seneca, as it does not describe any specific color pattern.

@ HFAaAHE &N O ®Jlue ®jJa NpPGA nGugAks Ga Kk
different color bands in the rainbow avated at different distances from the
observer and the sun. The rainbow, perceived as an object in the sky, is seen as
threedimensional an arrangementwbluminousolored regions, some of which
are at the forefront and others are farther bacis. dimisigenious idea, although
it runs contrary to the way most people (including, apparently, Aristotle) see a
rainbow. The human brain typically perceives it as an object that faces us, as it
were, with a flfE&A N p &k 4 & # @& kP |6wHokbk s Pecies- AUk pa NA
est to us, the orange and especially red regions are farther back, and the violet is
still farther. Perhaps, the rainbow was perceived as a sort of cofppa] half

"We are not trying to match colors of Aristotle and AmmiartasonaeColor per-
ception is culturdependent and varies from one person to another. Morepwengeve
studied with a spectroscope, awedl rainbow is not equivalent to the solar spectrum:
it is a rather complex atmospheric phenomenon.

5» % kA& ANAAEkoGa UpA AaAGKkAAA PN HNAK £k &l ek

nJgaagE N dfred tolink Hafpi Dok either #ile of the rainbow: the spectral
violet color at the bottom and the transitional region betvv_een red and the daryened sky
loNga k& DPNAp UAE " GaalipAad £ ouUpA 59l0& A

perceived ypsome people as almost identical to the true violet. The author of this note
admits to being one of those people.

@& HUA UGAN oa AEkGpkAEkalupeae ®glue &ya - Ua&kp
Gl ®&aA &N ataGcor ADZA

%Not necessarily in the senéa geometrical plane. Technically, a geometrical theory
GkDa " Ak £&N&Ga A£ HUA glusga HiukpalikpaA @gliae ®#§
large sphere.
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whose yellow middle bulges out towards us. Another possibility vgathae-
garded as a collection of colored layers, some of which partially cover others.

That some people in antiquity adopted this counterintuitive concept is quite
remarkable, as the adoption would have happened on purely rational grounds: fol-
lowing fom the scientific principles of optics by inescapable logic. It is safe to as-
sume that the idea was prevalent only among the literati, people who studied nat-
ural philosophy, although their occupation could be something entirely different,
as in the case Ammianus himself. Perhaps, it was the same class of people as
those who viewed solar eclipses as natural phenomena and were not afraid of
them, unlike the hoi polloi (Amm. 20.3.1).

Between the time of Aristotle and the time of Ammianus the theorief the r
bow had undergone a major transformation. Seneca neatly represents an interme-
Ak leda A£x®lGa NE &glie ndNGALLE ga kGpNaag
gest a replacement. In our view, the change is exactly what we should expect. On
the one hamh, the general principle of the Aristotelean theory (i.e., color as an ex-
pression of brightness, which is attenuated by distance traveled through a semi
opaque medium) was more or less kept, or at least not rejected"Ounttiggt.
other hand, itwashoh 8 A &gl & " Ak £&N&Ga A UnnGkaila&ekN|
colors was unsatisfactory, and so this part of his work was politely omitted and
eventually replaced by one or several alternative theories. We do not know
whether Ammianus represents thd §itzage of the ancient theory of the rainbow
or whether it continued to evolve.

Admittedly, perceiving the rainbow as anything other than a flat colorful band
may seem like a strange notion. However, we can personally attest that once you
see the rainbothis way, it becomes impossible to unsee.
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THEMIS VINDICATERBHETIS

VASILEIOSPANOS
University of Western Macedonia, Greece
aff00194@uowm.gr

ABSTRACTBased on approach which stems from neoanalysis and intertextuality, the paper

Uk UE &N gkGygGkGyge ®yga ADkxlokGkaeA NAE "ad3gkGGa
tives. Beginning with theadérworld, the research goes on with the Elysian Fields, the

Islands of the Blessed and Mount Olympus and ends up with Leuke Island, presenting an

updated information about it, carrying out a comparative analysis and justifying it as the

most appropriatetarlife place for the hero via a holistic context whose focal points are

cult, caliber, mythological and symbolic reasons.

KeywoRD#chilles, afterlife, Leuke, cult, panHellenism, deification

Introduction

The epic poem of the lliad offers a lot dficeraaf everyone bears in mind its
core; it is a writing work of war but simultaneously, not belligerent. This kind of
beautiful contradiction is depicted also in the central hero of the epic who is char-
acterized by many situations which are refledieetature sources with differ-
ent versions. To begin with, his way of death is ambiguous. Apart from the well
known incident with the poisonous arrow, there is another point of view. Medical
experience and knowledge point out that if a vascul is darsagpedoaiint, then
after some time usually a few minuteghe blood coagulates at that specific
point. Then, a permanent clot is formed and as a consequence, the blekding stops.
However, the reduced coagulability of the blood cannot be neglecteksince i
quires more coagulation time. This condition constitutes haermophilia.

"DN&egald Alase Agkadyg kA asap HNAA aNHN Gk &
and thus, the current paper is going to deal with the qualitative aspects of a portion
of questiondhat have not been answered in total and have not been of great inter-
est to scholars as well, until now. The first question, the answer to which is the

'D. Kouvelas (2002) 16
2A. Giannitsaros (1989) 373

Vol 182(2024) Vasileios Spand024
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easiest one, is related to the justice that Homer renders to Achilles or not. Despite
the range of the B&ean hero, he insists on presenting him as a mere shadow in
the realm of Hadeand for that reason, it can be argued that the poet does not
express his philosophical support fof. Hilis is proved by the juxtaposition of
certain facts. Firstly, Odyssmeets his beloved mother in the Underworld and
likewise, the ghost of Patroclus appears from the Underworld to Achilles, begging
him to take care of his butidbwever, in the epic poem of Odyssey, it is written
that the gods intend to send Menelatigt&lysian Fields, next to the legislator
Rhadamanthys where there is no winter; only the wind Zephyrus blows, who is
sent by the Titan Oceanus for the pleasure of everyone who livesTihighere.
bewilderment is magnified if anyone considers thaitéven for this afterlife
place for Menelaus is purely of a family nature. So, in fact, the epic poet partially
negates himself and posits few exceptions of people who eventually escape perpet-
ual death but the overall conclusion is that death andsdar&main the basic
rule’

This pessimistic perception of Homer about aftenliéssence, the precursor
of the Aristotelian conceptioms strengthened by the lack of complete meaning
of the soul since nothing of a psychological feature is obegautitl differently,
the soul was characterized by unconsciousness (the attitude of Ajax towards Odys-
seus is also an excepfiinjt there were no psychological characteristics at-
tributed to if. Certain people whom death does not mean indeed death but a
eternal effort for atonement (e.g. Tantalus, Sisyphus, Tityos, Danaids etc.), that is
another storl’When a human being dies and the soul is carried to the Under-
world, its eternal residence there can mean exclusively two things; the best sce-
nario is théack of tautness and the worst scenario is the absolute darkness without
a trace of pleasurBearing all the above in mind, it is easily understood that the
opinion of Homer which gives emphasis mostly on the dark side of the afterlife,
cannot be portgeed but oneimensional and with blinkéfs any case, it seems

3K. Doukas (1999) 321

“V. Spanos (2019) 413

°>T. Mavropouk(2004) 731

SK. Doukas (1999) 123

7K. Matijevic (2016) 24

! R. Edmonds Il (2014) 6

°J. Bremmer (1983) 16

198, Ehrman (2020) 99

YR. Edmonds Il (2014) 5

12C. Sourvinelnwood (1995) 84
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that all that does matter to Homer is the light of the sun on earth and since death
is inevitable, it should be accompanied by glorious deeds.

Elysian Fields and Islands of the Blessed

Thepersistence of the almost complete identification of the afterlife with Hades
seems not to be a general and common belief but merely an opinion of Homer. The
perception of the existence of alternative afterlife places is adopted not only from
the time of Hmer to that of the Roman Empire but also much earlier, during the
Aegean civilization ruled by the Minoans, from the Greek island ‘T IiGsete.

variety is precisely due to what is called mythical space which has nothing to do
with reality and sciencedams expected, logic is marginalfkdokeover, the spa-

tial planning of these places such as the Elysian Fields or the Islands of the Blessed,
does not coincide with the double Christian concept of heaven and hell. They can
be anywhere; from the very eafgbe planet earth to the mdokccording to

Diodorus of Sicily, the Islands of the Blessed are linked to the islands of Lesbos,
Chios, Samos, Kos and Rhodes because there was fresh air, the atmosphere was
healthy and the production of goods was mobkem at all. All these, contrib-

uted to the happiness of the residéfite geographer Strabo also speaks of the
Elysian Fields, at the edge of the Iberian Peninsula where Rhadamanthys and Dio-
medes lived, among others, in an area with temperate wiammath,and with

good air. Concerning the Islands of the Blessed, he thinks that they are at the op-
posite side of the ancient Gadeira (modern Gadigrhaps the modern Canary
Islands?in the Atlantic Ocean. Philostratus believes that the Islandasfitbe

are defined by the Libyan borders and ascend towards the uninhabifd-cape.

tarch is distinguished by pretty much the same perception when he makes refer-
ence to the Islands of the Blessed in the Atlantic Ocean which are divided via a very
narrav channel and they are ten thousands stadiums far away frétstillpya.
probably the Elysian Fields and the Islands of the Blessed are not one and the

3A. Morgan (1983) 4

“E, Tuan (1977) 99

15E. Gee (2020) 2

®Cactis Philological Team (1997) 213
P, Theodoridis (1994b) 79

8p_ Theodoridis (1994b) 172

¥Cactus Philological Team (1994) 105
“Cactus Philological Team (1993c) 41
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samé'but both of them acquire a special significance for Achilles, though not ho-
listic.
The ancientiterature is quite rich regarding this point of view, impoverishing
in that way the notion of Homer. Hesiod argues that there are souls of heroes which
reside at the end of the earth and more specifically, on the Islands of the Blessed
where happiness igeglasting?Pindar mentions the Islands of the Blessed where
the Titans Cronus and Rhea rule and among people there, Peleus and Cadmus
liveZ Apollodorus points out that Cadmus and Harmonia abandoned Thebes in
Boeotia and after military operations, thdga up to be the royal couple of the
* GGAAKkUpA 4NHA& &k HA Gl *eal ®#gaA Aadda A
for them was to live forever in the Elysian Figldfpides underlines the afterlife
of Cadmus and Harmonia as well, on the IslaheBté#ssed, after the interven-
tion of Are$ Lycus, the son of Poseidon and Celaeno, one of the Pleiades, was
transferred by his father to the Islands of the BféBsedsame author brings
Menelaus in the foreground one more time. According todria,vedihdering
of eight years, he regained his authority in Sparta and after Hera made him immor-
tal, she sent him to the Elysian Fields, together witlf’'Méhem Telegonus
killed Odysseus without knowing that he was his father, he carried the dead body
along with Penelope to the island of Circe. Telegonus and Penelope got married
and the daughter of the Titan Helios sent them to the Islands of thé iBdessed.
rodotus narrating a campaign by the Persian king Cambyses, notes a place which
is already knowht &g & ( & & & Dxidhd afAhe BigsS2BIgdiasbames
that every person whose life is characterized by fairness, heads for the Islands of
the Blessed, away from any®Vdnnus quotes beautiful groves and meadows in
the Elysian Fields with priment figure, the judge Rhadamanitysophron
Hapek NpALE &ga * £AGUpAL NAE &ga #Ga/kkaA o U /&
Troy to ther?" P NP AHUIN @ /£ Selpct Bagyd NAANBA/DE P £ ®ga & GA Ak
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as the end of the march of holy Hheingi claims that Anchises, the father of
Aeneas, is considered to live after his death in the Elysi&Ovidldensiders

that Orpheus meets Eurydice in the Elysian®*Figddistius Flaccus states that

even the legendary steersman of the Argo shig, Tégtsg/in the Elysian Fi&ds.
Quintus Smyrnaeus posits that demigod Memnon, the last ally of the Trojans who
was killed by Achilles, continued his life after death in the Elysi¥natibigs
GNAAa £/£ HN &&patd Zedk. Shafud ameERehone as the consort

of the Elysian monaf&and also notes that Amphiaraus makes noise that the rest

of the Elysian folks underst&i#puleius alleges that Isis shines despite the dark-
ness of Acheron and the depths of the river Styx, notifyirgjeheeegf the Ely-

sian Field€Last but not least, Antoninus Liberalis deems that Zeus ordered Her-
ua £ &N aUA4A " GaHapa A aNAA &N &ga * £AGupA
RhadamanthysEven if questions are raised regarding which persowdllities r

to the Elysian Fields or the Islands of the Blessed, it is more than obvious that this
afterlife perspective cannot be set &tmsequently, it is proven, in the most
assertive way that this perception not only had a great consistency sut was al
diachronic.

As for Achilles, there are of course ancient sources which connect him to those
kind of paradises. Apollonius describes a situation in which Hera informs Thetis
that her son, after his death, will live in the Elysiarf¥Ag@loléodorus isome-
how differentiated and supports that Achilles and Medea lived on the Islands of
the BlessedPindar puts the hero together with Rhadamanthys, Cadmus and Pel-
eus on the Islands of the BleS$ddto argues that the gods sent Achilles on the
Islands athe Blessed because of his decision he took about the dilemma of choos-
ing long but inconspicuous life or short life accompanied by glorious death and

®D. Page (1941) 479
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indirect immortality?° Ovid puts Achilles in the Elysian Fields along with other
ancient mythical pessalities!’

At this point, a second question rises to the surface and its content has to do
with whether the Elysian Fields or the Islands of the Blegbheadl due respect
to all the other heroes who live in these pléitéshilles as an afterigiace or
not. The question can be extended, wondering how a man who in the prime of his
youth not only understands and realizes fully the inevitability of death and its phi-
losophy as a whole but embraces it with indelible honor, experiences the gloomy
Uncerworld®or is equated with other heroes who objectively, do not match him
since his caliber is immense. The answer to this question is a complicated one and
demands a complex and detailed analysis based on the significance of Achilles for
the whole ancienvorld.

Basic cult of Achilles

On a basic level, Achilles is neither just a hero nor an epic hero only; he is a cult
hero as welt.The peculiarities of his worship begin from the wider area of Thes-
saly, the region in central Greece in which his homehah@, was put. The
united perception of Thessaly is reflected from the very ancient times until the pe-
riod of Roman dominance. These federations of the Thessalian quartets (Pelasgio-
tis-EstiaiotisThessalioti¢ § &g k N &k AThesAafiah beagaid GAB B U DF U dzN
Koinon * 2/ nNAAA AUA £S04y egle %Rga aNpxAN
Even the Athenian reality adopts the character of the hero focusing on Thessaly in
total. For instance, Orestes allegedly has Achilles as a patterrggisiiing A
with a knife from Thessalypt just from Phthia. However, his death was the ele-
ment which marked his cult throughout Thessaly. It should be noted that in the
context of a cortege to Troy, it was Thessalians who were taking part and not resi-
dentsEA NHU 30 /&% U0 akeA AN ANDGA lEFabde @yl
fore, taking into consideration that his tomb was at Troy and not where he was
born, his cult spreadt an initial stageall over Thessaly.

Following the above placementha estuary of the river Scamander in Helles-
nNp e ®ja ankadapead NE #£ga gaaN £ Aopadl
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4k GAkNp UGPpA kp (éphéedmetbiRiedpredals "HadINDPEA k £a
description about Sigeion belongs to Phtlostwhose family came from Lem-
nos, the island of Hephaestus, right across the shoredafifagyificent tomb

" & g k GG avés ther§, &ditmigevery ship could see it, being thus an imposing
spatial reference poMitdiowever, even though hig itaken for granted and
widespread at this area, the exact position of the tomb is a problem difficult to
solve even nowadayEhe annual course of a ship from Thessaly to Troy involved
sacrifices and offerings to Achilles, both as dead 2l gméral, the influence
of the Homeric epics is pervasive not only on the level of hero cult but in funeral
ceremonies as W&lToput it differently, the quality size of Achilles made Homer
compose the lliad and this enhanced to a great extent, theationfigtithe
g & & N 5°¥it, dl h&epic poems which existed in the ancient times contributed
to this directior?’

Over time, there were transitions regarding his worship because the honors

which were given to him, suited just a dead man and n@@ngeduently, the
fact that Thessaly was being tested by natural disasters was logically considered as
a commonly accepted view at that age. This is why the contribution of Apollonius
of Tyana seemed to be quite big, by restoring the proper honote&raadhi
using the tomb as an ordt¥&cording to him, the problem was that though Thes-
saly is the cradle of Gretee Thessalians were in no position to perceive the
true impact of his cult all over Greece, did not participate in common national
ganes and supported the Persians and thus, Achilles punisHéd Hkefinst
recorded leader who visited Sigeion was Xerxes i 480l&ather important
figures made the same thing, such as Alexander the Great. When he disembarked
at Troy, he made sace and offerinfionoring his role model, with whom he

533, Follet (2004) 224

54G. Nagy (1979) 333

55J. Cook (1973)-173

*J. Maclean and E. Aitken (2001) 78
°’J. Adams (2007) 9

8N. Coldstreani976) 17

L. Farnell (1921) 340

® Cactus Philological Team (1994) 51
®1Cactus Philological Team (1994) 35
%2\, Spanos (2018)®

®3B. McLoskey (201784

®B. Anastasopoulou and X. Tsaka (1992c) 83
®5Cactus Philological Team (1993b) 59



Vasileios Spands Vol 8.2(202) 51

was identifie€f The Roman emperor Caratannot be excluded because it is

not random that Rome understood the magnitude of Achilles and the Trojan War.
For this reason, Rome was urging tléiaeef the Greeks to the cult of Achilles

and the heroes in general. It is worth noting that throughout the Roman Empire,
there was no place which managed to preserve its past to that extent, except for
Troy. Thus, Rome declared Larissa in 196 Af2 agfyadnd capital of Thes%aly,

a region that is strongly linked to the son of Peleus because of the bonds between
it and Troy. This becomes particularly important if anyone ponders that Troy is
actually the transit center between the Aegean Sea aadPBuotus, a geograph-

ical point with extreme worldwide geopolitical significance, even in the present.

PanHellenic cult of Achilles due to Leuke Island

By changing scale and leveling up, Achilles differentiates himself and is no longer

just a hero, an egiero or a cult hero. The cult of a hero obviously cannot identify

with god cult since the first is limited to a specific spatial context with the body

buried there while the second covers a wide geographié&Thasigad of tran-

sition initially leas on the epic poem of Aithiopis where is written that the Nereid
GNAAAEE 55ack £ Gk £k §aad ANp £ aNAA N£E
which is called Leuke or White Isl@hduke cannot be identified with the Ely-

sian Fields or the Islandshef Blessed because the latter were put outside the

borders the humans were setting in the framework of journeys in the known world

back theflwhile the first, is included in the boundaries of the Greek world at least

from the B century B&The symbolis which exists in the name of the island

cannot be marginalized because its relevance to a color that, according to ancient
beliefs, depicts the passage from death to a paradise reality, is more tfan evident.

The importance of the white color is alscted in the transition of the souls of
1apacGNna A APk®eNAE kp @ya OAAEAFAA Agkag
White Stoné&.
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The rest of ancient bibliography is also aware of this island. Apollodorus quotes
that the body of Achilles was buriedeoikd’>Pindar says that Leuke is an island
in the Euxine that shines like the nfdBaripides presents Thetis telling Peleus
that she will make him immortal and together, they can see their beloved son on
the island of LeukeStrabo writes that in thexine there is an island called

~

- A YDA &N &ga pNadzxyg NAE &Q&4ANnA £ alna "4k
bis)’®Philostratus claims it was Poseidon that made the island appear in the Eux-

ine, for Achilles and for sail8Rausanias addresses thabibe the river Istros,

there is a sacred island which belongs to Achilles and it is called Leuke. The island

is full of dense forests, animagher tame or wildand enclosures the temple

and the statue of the demiffatiis very likely that healiriyials were performed

in the temple at the behest of Pythia via the Delphftiraelsanctuary operated

from the B century BC until thé 8entury A?Arrian, during his voyage in the

Euxine Sea, makes also note about Leuke, a temple devoiltss i@ Adoden

statue of the hero and an oracle while there were no inhabitants and many offer-

ings such as cups, rings and gems had been found, as well as fAstaipgions.

other writers also include Leuke in their works such as Quintus of Smyrna, Lyco-

phron, Skymnos, Demetrios of Callatis, Hesikyos, Hermias, Skylax of Caryanda and
Stephanos of Byzantift6. p EN & &e@p U 24 GA k p Huli &4 & k

was used for the building of a lighthS&sé¢ & /E& k a Black ZEk Eomeea U H
pany k p drthedrottkhntal tiedsea around the island and as a result, ancient
shipwrecks were discovered, including an ancient Greek merchant ship from Pe-

ntidaegdA&k &ga HNAZAD k ACPHrAcuff/E 4DNNnaGCGNA /

The critical issue about Leuke isattteliat Achilles lives there as an immortal
god’ while the versions about his wife are various, including Iphigeneia, Medea,
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Polyxena and Helgnwvith Achilles, Helen bore a son whose name was Eupho-
rion®In later literature, it seems that Achilles ramagith Penthesileia named
Caystet’ Though the information about this fact is not enlightened, the paper rec-
ommends Penthesileia as the more suitable wife for Achilles since she is distin-
guished for the sskcrifice of the first, the character stheofgthe second, the
Dk pApaAgkAk NAE &ga @&gka&A UpA &gad oal@eA NAE
praised. For instance, the Amazon Hiera, wife of Telephus, was considered to be
more beautiful than Hel&n.

It seems that Leuke is the epicenter akaiwevhose rays are on the one hand
many and on the other hand, very long. At an initial stage, the results of the exca-
vations in Olbia and the surrounding area certified that the settlers from the lonian
city of Miletus and the cities from the Aeoliaa ¢tm the coasts of Asia Minor,
expressed a strong and special interest in the son of Peleus &iTdhdiedtiee,
the impact of Achilles in the Aegean Sea, Euxine and Asia Minor is too big and the
evidence for this comes from cults and designatayessnsuch as Olbia, Cim-
merian Bosphorus and Byzanfflfor example, in Sigeion, there was a small
&NAp pachill&oR‘'GpA patéd @&#ga k AGU[RhadNAE - & ODA
AchilesS’Ag k a9 Al £ GOWEN Aéhill&TGaahAnorsetie &njalyen
Leuke were equal to the daatsd the interfusion of this god cultasong oth-
ers nA&Na&ad d&NA&A NA £gAchildsiPortarctiedTha ko of theeg & P U HA
Scythian Laniwas a logical consequence. The speed of this interfusion has to do
with the fact that the Greeks and primarily the Thessalians, already knew about
Euxine Pontus from the time of the Argonautic carffpaign.

At this point, the deeper meaning between the island and the mouth of Danube
is going to be analyzed. The god cuéuke contains in its core something more
than meets the eye. Though Achilles is closely related to the element of water, a
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quality which was delivered to him from his mttessentially, his sovereignty

k £ Ng a i lagdged A 15 R il WBRnéis found in river gods of
ancient Greek mythology (Acheréahelous Inachus), in a river in the modern

city of Arta (Arachthos), in locations (A[n]chialos), even in the name of one of the
many ancient Greek tribes, the Achaeans and istedniagbe liquid element,

the sea and its vastn@¥s.the same time, he is connected to the river sediments
which transfer volumes of water. His relationship with this dipole emerges from
both his parents since his mother is a sea goddess and hasfaihest link

with earth and claS.

Some remnants of these relationship still exist. First, Sperchios river to whom
14aGagAk ndANHK £ZaA gk £ END AE%pnyspvhhing ik & k £ g
&NAUA £ 14a/kadegia NAalag G kSecek Atithel p A a
mouth of Scamander River, the sanctuary of Achilles is a very strong argument.

Third, when Byzas from the ancient city of Megara, near Attica, founded Byzan-

&k O Agkag UAk®dd adapegidkak @Rathod £§a puHAa
Achilles*Fourth, altars dedicated to Achilles and his first cousin, Ajax the Great,

were standing at Stratigio, above the harbors of Neorion and Phosphorion, in the

gulf of the Golden Hdfft: k /e fichillee§tadium A NU A Agkag AuE
tioned before. Sixth, at the mouth of the Dnieper River near Kinburn, a cylindrical

altar was discovered whose inscription is devoted to the demitfaddénere,

an island of Achilles was supposed to exi$8eeenth, at the mouth of Danube

Rivertherk £ ®§a #Aal pkiliap aAHIGAG ak £lHaBk p GOk £k
®£ga PpdniMaa™ & kA HN&AA &JUpP NookNQAE ®glue "al:
adheres to anyone who approaches the land or a delta river with a ship, in order to

explore the areand ensure safe trade. The great difference of this cult in relation

to Thessaly was that the latter was indeed his birthplace but it neither possessed

his body, like the land of Troy nor his soul, like'P%&ikee his march from his

birth until his dath at a very young age cannot be a coincidence. So, his particular
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gNHAGUPA 1§e&gki |Angl bF & deadse K AN & G A Npua i B EN 8

lighted and shaped hitij p £FAaA Ak PG &g O/A& Ak&ey U A£Hk Ga &N
The symbolism of Leuke does ndthere because the archaeological found-

ings declare something massive in terms of Greek nation. Many objects well

known to the Greeks were discovered; amphorae, amforiskoi, lekythoi, kylikes,

bowls, kantharoi, pitchers, kraters etc. Fragility did nemtpitesr knowledge

about their construction places which among others'istiéa, Tyras, Olbia,

Thasos, Chersonesos, Rhodes, Kos, Pantikapaion, Samos, Chios, Lesbos, Delos, At-

tica, Clazomenae, Miletus, Heraclea, Corinth, Megara anti*Bieopege sig-

nificance of the island can be proved also from the coins that were found on it.

Though it is certain that many of them were subtracted and removed, the total

number reached 3.000 coins for'$iinercanu carries out a holistic mapping of

the coins that dwed on the islaftbased on the existing literature. Coins from

cities and regions like Tyras, Olbia, Chersonesos, Pantikapaion, Theodosia,

Phanagoria, Tomis, Histria, Odessos, Mesembria, Dionysopolis, Dioscurias, Aby-

dos, Kyzikos, Heraclea, Pontica, iRengaEphesus, Chios, Rhodes, Patara,

Phaselis, Bruttium, Naples, Messene, Syracuse, Cumae, Lacedaemon, Athens, Meg-

ara, Delos, Kythnos, Thera, Mende, Ainos, Macedonia (Greek kings Philip 1l and his

son, Alexander the Great), Thrace, Scythia (rulers &ahiBeeles), Pergamon

(Philiteros) were brought there, during ‘trend the Scenturies BC. During the

following two centuries, cities such as Apollonia, Pylos, Sicyon, Locris, Tanagra,

Adramyttion, los, Naxos, Tenos, Itanos, Knossos, SestospiHsasesPAISa,

Alexandria (Moesia), Alexandria (Troas), Alexandria (Egypt), Paros, Tenedos,

Eresos, Clazomenae, Teos, Erythrea, Antiocheia, Pisidias, Knidos, Cesarea and the

region of Syria were included too. Even during the period of the Roman Empire,

money arrived at Leuke from all the provif@é® geographical scale of the var-

ious currencies, from Levant to Mesopotamia, proves that the fame of Achilles and

his island was enormous. This is reinforced by relatively recent researches which

demonstratehiat up to 202 Greek city states were sending coins & Leuke.
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Achilles in the context of Hellas

This PanHellenic god cult of Achillakeady from the time of the colonization

of the Euxine Pontus by the MileSiarsuld not be in any way arbitrargasr

kK & a 5ANOGy ke ®§ a a /ABubopsa al &1 AA & rHin 8l &RA
since Homer makes reference only to a cult in the land"8f Afeayomprehen-

sion of Leuke entails full understanding of Achilles, the greatest hero and the role
model fo every man in ancient Greece whose universal geophilosophical entity
exists even nowada¥blis influence can be tracked in poetry’art! philoso-

phy (Plato, Aristotle ettBappho for example, characterizes Achilles as a bride
groom equal to ApollachAres, comparing the glory of war to that of méaffiage.

The ancient Greek reality has not dealt more with any other mythological figure.
Indicatively, he is presented in at least twenty five works and mentioned in fifty
more while when it comes to ancieagedy, he is taken into consideration more

than Heracles (from whom the Spartans were descended) and Theseus (from
whom the Athenians were descentd&t), it turns out that Achilles is on the top

and represents all the Greeks and not only the twgestroity states. This is ob-
served in many aspects of the ancient Greek world.

5§ a BooldeHbnes A g k & glithbredksEAd Ak g a £ AFANH &ga C
NAE "adgkGGaKeldsp A e8P pelgWa Gy ) NHA &4 ANa£ 44,
naansand Argivesse§ @ naNn Ga AgN Aap e HelknesEk Gga& kp !
NpGA @gNA£a AN OAAA &N Gkesa kp lgegku &
ochus®as declarative for all GeeeThucydides confirms the origin of the name
from the territory of Achilles, where years before Hellen, son of Deucalion, used to
rule*Taking into account that before the Trojan War there was no cavamon

operation in such scal&he role of Helk and Phthia (although the latter is not
clear yet whether it is a city or a region or both) are too important. Moreover, even
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2YNDGy @k [KUBUN GA aHellerey U pegag ek ANER AU £ O A4
a Greek tribe in the region of Epirus atitee same time, the Greek nation never
used this name for its shfinition}*as proved above.

Another example is the ancient Olympic Games which were characterized by
the participation of all the Greeks and truce was a basic feature all ov@nGreece.
the eve of the Olympics, during the sunset, women from Elis made rituals in order
to mourn and honor Achillé& his primary common Greek sport event is related
&N (A4aabAx nAkHUAA gadN GpA Unlbde AANH &3
death &sunset is metaphorically correlated with the death of the demigod with
the auburn blond and red hair’*This shimmering quality of Achilles and his
identification with the light and solar symbolism, lies in another fact; the gleam of
his divine armaand sword from his tomb in Sigeion, is a beacon to th&%ailors.
His cult was recorded in many other places in ancient Greece such as Boeotia,
Astypalaia Island, Erythrea, Taranto, Crotone, Epizephyrioi L5¢Ttiecte-
spect for him was so great thaherroad from Sparta to Arcadia there was his
sanctuary which according to tradition, was always>téoskch the region of
Epirus (northwest of Greece) he was considered the progenitor of Aiakidai and the
tribe of the Molossians (Olympias, the mothidexander the Great belongs to
ke&e AgkGa naNnGa k Mspptask AKX A Ghe ke p ey &
which cannot be safd

The bond between Achilles and Greece had not to do only with places in the
Greek territory. When the Spartan Eurybiadesaced his decision for sea bat-
tle against the Persians in Salamis in 480 BC, all the Greeks bearing in mind the
sacrifice in Thermopylae and the following daegéated to pray to the gods on
the one hand and on the other hand, to the sons of Adagu& GGa £ GAaAlupA Al ¢
asking them to assist in the naval B&aeother proof of the Panhellenic appeal
of the hero is Simonides of Ceos, whose poem was recited during the Plataea festi-
vals because of the battle there against the Persians, in £/8npGrtdince of
the victorious outcome was such that the Persian danger was definitely eliminated

[{e]]
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to Greece and for this reason, Simonides equates the bravery of the dead Greeks
with that of Achille's!

All the above testify and strengthen the importatioe B&nhellenic cult in
Leuke but Achilles is distinguished also by a feature that is not highlighted in in-
ternational bibliography regarding the island and his enormous caliber. From the
four points of the horizon, West belongs to H&facésSouth behgs to Achil-
Ga £ 0G&eadad aGN . AHpNp Agada ga Gkgak u
UpA & gk A HN 2YThddsimiritibsiare Bhvidbsesing=both Had £
divine mothers and an armor constructed by Heph&&staddentification be-
tween Theti&€os and Achillddemnon was also seen in ancient Olyffp@.
Achilles defines the identity of the Greeks in th&Iiash the North as well,
defining thus not only one but two horizon directions.

0 DDy AN g Gn A dznh goil AxhillesN G dz GanApDgaA
The suitability of Leuke as the most appropriate afterlife place for Achilles can be
documented from some other factors as well that have not been discussed on the
level of international literature and the paper is going to extend thif\netion.
other question that must be answered is the potential of Olympus (as was for Her-
acles)as an afterlife place for Achilles due to his range. The first aspect of this
extension links Leuke with the indirect power of Achilles which in turn, derives
from hs mother. Homer does not predicate this immense power of Thetis but
omits it constantly, although he makes some hints. The Nereid goddess was able to
give birth to a son more powerful than his father. Taking into account that Zeus
and Poseidon were attetto her, Achilles as an immortal could be the next ruler
of the universe and this could have happened, if Zeus had not intervened via The-
mis**(or due to Promethed$¥orcing Thetis to marry a mortal man and thus,
preserving the cosmic equilibrium gibeédess pays the highest price; the mortal-
ity of her son and ultimately, his death.
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Her cosmic force is not to be silenced in any case because she was probably a
divine entity who, over the years, was relegated. It is no coincidence that she, a
Nereid godess, nurtures the infant god Hephaestus not with one of her sisters but
with the Oceanid Eurynof#ccording to Pelasgian myths, Eurynome, the god-
dess of entirety, emerged from Chaos itself and from her, came all that exists; the
sun, the moon, the plasehe stars, the earth, the mountains, the rivers, the trees,
the herbs and the living creatitésg & & eAHINGNGA shéEwhga & p U Ha
defines the broad laws of the universe” AAk &k Np il GGA Agap &®ga o
and the arrangement of the terabegan, some type of channel (something like a
road or passage) was created too. The matter of everything was in anarchy and
then, a divide entity was born, capable of arranging anything and forming a re-
source which reached an edge. This divine exgtifyhetis, arranging the begin-
PkpG UpA &®yga apA NA avcadAzgykphéwhaEk paa
sets universallaws 53k £ pPN&k Np (UaN@& 5ga&ek £ k £
from the ancient lyric poet, Alcni&@onsequently, Homer pressnivgention-
ally a low profile for Thetis and is not in parallel with Demeter for example, who
demonstrates fully her powéHer wrath, when she denies to join Olympus while
she looks for Persephone, means a permanent winter; the death of all the humans
and therefore, the deprivation of honors to the gods by*eums, by his deci-
sion, has condemned both Thetis and Achilles and concerning all the above, Achil-
les could not accept an invitatioif there was anyto live as an immortal on
Olympus. A deas was taken for him but without him. He did not have the
chance to defend himself in the war succession for the throne of the universe, just
like Zeus did with Crontd&ronus with Uranti&nd even Ophion with Cronts.
The factthat Zeus does notsagegng PG la NQa& " adgkGGaAgA Aailag
do**happens of course not by accident. So, the id&abibis potential could
not live on Olympus. If he did, it would be as if he was declaring his submission
and thus, Leuke is more suitable for hi
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The previous argument for Leuke and Olympus is also strengthened by the
problematic coexistence of Achilles and Apollo which in order to be fully under-
stood, the complete profile and power of Achilles must be formed. The conflict be-
tween the demigod atite god is huge and distinct throughout the'fiaud.a
theoretical level, it seems that there is no appreciation for the god. Thetis herself
does not forget the mismatch of words and works of Apollo who while praising her
and singing the good fortunaefson, he ended up killing him cowzartigra
UAAGaEFAE ®gle "nNGGN kA GapadliGGA gpeeid/
betrayal®

On a practical level, the true power of Achilles should be examined since Homer
insists on putting him constigron the mortal basis, decreasing what he really is,
UL ga ANaAL adaltadaeGA Aka&ey gk £ HENAY Ak H 58N\
emphasize consecutively his short life and human mGitabty example,
)y NHA & £ pNe&ek Np &g lddpicedin thbNightban@eerkAdhil-i e Ng a G NK
les and the river god Scamander, in which the hero could lose his life due to drown-
ing. Still, there is a representatidwrchilochean that stems from a tradition
which is independent of Hor®mnd deserves carefulrai@ation. To clarify this,
a contrast analysis is going to be made. Herakles, is a demigod that manages to
confront gods like Hades (with bow and altéwgs;*’Nereu¥®and Achelous
but at the same time, he is not able to defeat common mortals likasAamago
Chalkodon (the latter wounded the hero and Zeus was forced to take Him away).
This seems quite weird but ancient Greek literature in general, had no problem in
enlarging the status of a hero. More specifically, Achelous was beaten by Heracles
fighting as a bull and one of his two horns broke off during tH& Diadtlgiffer-
ent treatment of the combat is profound. Achilles as strong as he is, cannot fight
an opponent with a liquid form and after all, no mortal can. In terms of normal
rules, it cabe alluded what it could happen since the feats of both, from their very
early age, do not leave any margin for further thought. Based on a common feat of

159R . Rabel (1990) 429

D, Colocontes and Z. Groumouti (1992) 217
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1%9], Burgess (2009) 54

160G, Nagy (2016)
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theirs, Achilles was hunting and killing lions from the ag&whis&xHerakles
killed the lion bCithaeron at the age of eight&en.

This incident is not the only one; there are quite few others which make Homer
negate himself. First, he presents Achilles to tremble if it comes to fa€e Hector
while when the battle begins, finally the Trojan hes@round the castle three
times due to his fear of the demi§j8e:cond, when Ares is on the battlefield and
kills mortal Achaeans, he happens to face Diomedes. The third greatest Achaean
hero only behind Achilles and Ajax the Gfeahanages to defahe god with
the help of Athena and send him back on Olymalisough Diomedes
wounded a god, he was not able to hold back the Trojans when they set fire to Pro-
®a Ak GUOA AJkn op &®ga aNpedliA ke AUA& "
curedthedéfp £&4 NA &£ga "aglaupAk 5ga o4l006a4dA N
decrease but the question about what Achilles could do in such a case, comparing
to Diomedes and fighting a god like Ares, is more than rhetorical.

The indirect power of Thetis takeseptanw as the direct power of Achilles,
even though he is only a mortal demigod. The supremacy of Achilles in everything
is so great that the world order can be disrupted. For instance, he is the only mortal
AgN k£ &g lndeiidh 2a & k A &rilseogeAdble 1 kghsiormkevents
according only to his wifiMenis elevates Achilles from the normal human con-
dition to the divine spheréde is ready to go against the three Fedesething
that even Zeus cannot dand on the verge of conquerirmy Tfmaking Apollo
and Priam fear. Continuing on, no opponent god dares to fight Achilles face to face
and Apollo is no exception. The god of light has confronted mortals likE*Heracles
and Ida¥%ut did not manage to succeed in both cases. Thoughs&ehiltem
say that he would take vengeance on the god if he had th€n®wewer of
destruction is declared as equal to theé'tmnmt$ this is something that even
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Apollo cannot isolate. Achilles is something between demigod and god. There are
a few exaples which can testify this argument. Apollo boasts without content and
he does not dare to confront Poséitidrile he leads the Trojan army only when
Achilles is absefitHe also takes the form of Agenor to distract Achilles, so that
the Trojans can emtthe walls and do not face him on the battféfielthe case

of Patroclus, he undresses him from his armor within a cloud and then, his fist from
behind takes his breath aWay.

Even when things are pushed to the limit, Apollo uses an indireatfe@ats of d
ing him. Pindar claims that Apollo takes the form of Paris and killed®Achilles,
Apollodorus suggests that the hero was killed by an arrow from Paris &id Apollo,
Sophoclé®and Euripidé&argue that only Apollo killed him, Proclus considers
that bothApollo and Paris killed hiffQvid®®and Virgifbelieve that Apollo di-
rected the arrow, Hyginus records that Apollo took the form of Alexander Paris
strucking him with an arrow on his H&id Quintus suggests that Apollo shot
Up UAANA &Nvarished intGachoul withia ph@l &tynthe lliad,

Achilles refers to his mother saying to him that he is going to die by the arrow of
Apollo®?and his immortal horse, Xanthus, notices that responsible for the dark
death of Achilles is a great‘§add he shall fall by a god and m@ttal.

Two conclusions are taken for granted; the presence of Apollo in every version
of this kind of his death under the walls of Troy and the use of the arrow, as the
HAUpA NA "agkGGa A A aio@gn, unligva and dow- G p A
ard war ideology for the Greeks and that makes Apollo quite problematic since
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Achilles and Athena normally wear helmet, breastplate and carry’alstegisl,

ready for a face to face combat. This kind of poltroonery iscisal ¢yt Dio-

medes against Paff§he aristocratic notion formed by Achilles who tends to be

the best in every aspect of life, cannot show respect to the arrow; even Odysseus
leaves his bow to Ithaca when he sails &t'Troy.

Yet, their antagonism doeserat on the battlefield. Achilles does not appear
himself in the paean dedicated to ApBhe, refuses the god via the-aon
ceptance of the gifts from the Delphi dfémtel makes an invocation to Zeus
from the oracle of Doddéfand not to Apollo. So,mythological terms, these
two figures could not coexist on Olympus because of their big enmity and this is
another argument about why Leuke is more suitable for Achilles.

The far north symbolism of Leuke

In symbolic terms, it is again Apollo who enhaggles as the right afterlife place

for Achilles because the claim that Achilles is the hypostasis of Apollo is not an
exaggeratiofi*Achilles is antagonistic to Apollo, to whom he bears an uncanny
resemblanc&beginning with the physical similaritiesot bf them since they

are depicted with ephebic bod#&Ehe anger of both of them derives from Aga-
memnor*while Achilles and Apollo are the only ones in the lliad who play the

lyre?5 ga AarHk GNA £ nNazka GpA HOAKME ADKk GG A
Achilles was so skilled at playing music that he laid suffering® fspuaist.

Ae&Nn £ ®ga o GNNA A£G Ndiled hilefdliuth GRilgE oozEa A NIGPAN
during the Trojan War due to its hemocoagulative préJsities Achilles uti-

lized higmedical knowledge from centaur Chiron. Apollo transforms himself into

195F, Graf (2009) 374

19T, Mavropoulos (2004) 374
1973, Mackie (1997) 7

99T Mavropoulos (2004) 76
99T Mavropoulos (2004) 316
20T, Mavropoulos (2004) 238
201G, Smoot (2007) 6

202G Nagy (20053 8

23w, Burkert (1975) 11

2%G. Nagy (1999) 75

205F Nieto (1997) 31

26], Maclean and E. Aitken (2001) 68
29"M. Roberts (2003) 88


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

53. Themis vindicates Thetis

a dolphin when he guides Cretan priests to the DelpHP*avhike Achilles is
likened to a dolphin at the coast of the river Scarffander.

The strongest parallelism between them thetigh land of Hyperboreans, in
the frozen Nortffand Leuke belongs to the far north of the known world. In the
lliad and in Theogony, the northernmost rivers Axios and Istros respectively, have
the greatest affinity with beatiépollo had lusty northelinks, travelling on his
chariot with white swans and furthermore, the Delphic calendar was based on the
Sirius year, regarding the shining star in the northern henit3pobiles is
k Aap ek £k & ATh\Stasedf Oribrk 4 ke@ & N 4 la Signafeevitas A2l 4
well?**The summer sun and destructiveness of Sirius are associated with Achilles
after Patroclus has dféd.

Another link between Achilles and the land of Hyperboreans is Asteropaios
whose fight takes place at the coast of Scamandé¢ieRiw¢he only one who
manages to wound even slightly Achilles, using twd'Speest;shis country is
called Paionia which was located far north of Greece, north of Macedonia, east of
Thrace, within the latitudes Apollo migrated ever§Yewaas adnd in which
the northernmost and most beautiful river in thé'lliaas flowing and where
Boreas took Orethyia; to the gardens of Phoibos and the unfoldings oftie heaven.
Thus, it could be easily argued that Asteropaios is Hyperborean and Paionia is the
country of the healer god Paion, the ancient garden of' &slides, the name
Asteropaios & N @ Gte stebéfliPRiorfidand ultimately, the star of Paion
Apollo®®" @&k &A AEk Hk Gl Ak &#A s a&Adap &£§arka

up.
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is the son of Peleus too and it is like Achilles is killing himself. Fourthly, the ety-
FHINGNGA NA& " /Ae&a & NhelnkNofightnfitivhlé Heiollofl& A o A

AUGGAE "agkGGaAgkag

thdlighhidg of Hellas G p A AN

does Pinddfelevating the overall appeal of both Achilles and Leuke.

Epilogue

From the very beginning of his existence, Thetis tried to secure her son an eternal

life in many ways andind  ap A

A£G a

Huli A & -ditoesional & /£n k &4 )

view. Leuke is his paradise where he enjoys immortality, together with people who

earned their place in eternity like Ajax the Great, Patroclus and ARjilachgs

o A gk /£ rEhlldad Codemiéfrom notions which Homer intentionally

hides like the case of Palam&d#esy & k £AGUpA HalUp A ®#ga aupaac
return but his glory is forever because he is the diachronic expression and person-

ification of the ultimate heroic ideol&gy.

Thelocation of Leuke in the Euxinus is imposing and its choice as the eternal
afterlife place for Achilles has been made not by chance. The demigod hero
through his life attitude, banished the perishable elements of his mortal nature and
acquired the maximupnoperty; the property of the winner against death, know-
ing already his faféHis entire existence from the beginning till the end, though
he was almost always alone (even the Achaean army knew he was right about his
confrontation with Agamemnon but they not support hinff’gives meaning
to life, death and deificatfGtBesides, he who he cannot live in a society or does
not need anything because he issfifient, is either a beast or &3§adhilles
guards as god for the Greeks the northedstsior Leuke regarding the ancient
known world, close to the land of the Hyperboreans, in a continuous reality full of
light. The sun of justit®uxuriates not the partial but the total justice thsing
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a metaphor Themis, the Titaness of justicallff served and the lament of the
Nereid goddess Thetis has been eliminated once and for all.
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ABSTRACTNhe first stasimon of tAatigonéas the second antistrophe as its key moment.

If read in connection with the whole of the play, the second antistrophe points in advance

to a conflict between two inadequate forms of refdidoetween the human and the

divine as the reason for the catastrophe that befalls Thebes. It represents a microcosm of

®ya AgNGa nGUA Agkag AAlUGA Aka®y U A&ANpAGkae
forms of relating to the divine. It does nattaefest one of the protagonists but to both
simultaneously. By referring to what an adequate relationship between the human and

the divine isnd what it is npit establishes a decisive criterion from which not only the

nGUA /£ N@e&i N Hiag obedksy humankbcieisecpa be ldssasgid

KeywordsAntigone, the human, the divine

*59a Aakalidag GaliAkpG &N &gk £ lUaA&ekadGa AdadakesaA [Ek|
apaa $&&%$*/ % UpA nte WDBIOME32020). 1 ANGA U HiU
A word of thanks is due to D. Cairns (University of Edinburgh, UK) and J. I. Porter (University of

California, Berkeley) for their helpful comments on a previous draft of the article.

1lintroduction

59a /AkaAe AeiAdbgdiddPr75NsABnedoftiegniish etnblematic
texts of all Greek tragedy and even of all ancient Greek\Wlltutiis article,

'The Greek text and English translation éfitfigonere taken from H. Lleydnes
(1998). Thentigonés cited using line numbers only. O. Taplin (1907449 pointed
NO& ®jle ArdPa®PAlG ®aAHAE £Oag U Hoet Azl Ak HIND
1452b127, are unsatisfactory. Nevertheless, as their use is widespread and they clearly
designate the different parts of a Greek tragedy, | wilinudeeth, without feeling the
need to put them in inverted commas, as A. Brown does (1987, notably 12).
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I would like to contribute to determining a fundamental aspect of the first stasi-
mon which, as far as | know, has nateget sufficiently highlighted in the sec-
ondary literature on thntigone The first stasimon has the second antistrophe
(36575) as the most decisive moment with regard to the interpretation of its over-
all meanindgand in my view the second antistraphead in its connection with

the whole of thentigoné points in advance to a conflict between two inadequate
forms of relationship between the human and the divine as the reason for the ca-
tastrophe that befalls the city of Thebes at the end afythEhgd means that |
consider the second antistrophe a microcosm of the whole play which, in my un-
derstanding, deals with a conflict between two inadequate forms of relationship
between the human and the divine.

NaGaAgA nNaszka ANADz A& U AgNQahisowntans- & A£aA n i
lationdas Unheimliche &§ a @ ph& kep teri of those initial linesk £ U £GP Al
mental word of [th&ntigongand even of Gzl antiquity its6 /& . yakAaGGaéa
63. See also M. Heidegger (2014) 168 5ga AU AkpG ®&ga gOHUDP oak]
provides the authen@reeld & £k Pk &2k Np NAE g OHIU p k @A
3See e.g. G. Ronnet (1967) 101; T. C. W. Oudemans andatdiRoid (£R87) 124;
E. v. N. Ditmars (1992) 4&.Meclerc (1994) 79; S. Benardete (1999) 43; C. Utzinger (2003)
63; D. Cairns (201626This is the dominant view on the matter. However, A. Brown
(1987) 1%4and G. Crane (1989)8l41& among tle® who claim that the focus of the
stasimon lies on the first three stanzas, in which the chorus praise human inventiveness.
* Already Aristotlethrough his famous claim that the Sophoclean chorus were actors
in the drama HUi k P &2l k p a A & Jaliates HdkenadiNse G Eatiénshipatdthe
events of the plays (fet1456a24). For a defence of this position in modern studies
on theAntigonesee e.g. R. C. Jebb (1888) 69; R. F. Goheedx (19B1588al (1964) 53;
R. W. B. Burton (198Q)®6Crane (1989) 104; W. B. Tyrrell and L. J. Bennett (1998) 63; M.
Griffith (1999) 180; C. Utzinger (2008).60 C. W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H. Lardinois
(1987) 1-28 argue that the first stasimon has a connection not only with its dramatic con-
textbut also with the rest of the choral odes in the play. A. Brown 8 @8@nh&®f the
representatives of thedsal GG a A Aanldlaeksad kpeaddndaaeliaekNp
that it is not related to the rest of the drama (on the use of thiiatitagssee T. C. W.
Oudemans and A. P. M. H. Lardinois [1930).118
*For this reading of tAatigonesee P. A. Lima (20168Z6H. Gundert (1976) con-
siders the first stasimon the key to understanding the play and that both Antigone and
Creon ee related to the gods (33) but maintains that only Creon is affected by blindness
(34 + ®) 147%hkdapGriffith (1999) 47 also point to the religious nature of
the positions of the two antagonists and argue that only Creon is wramly. (gt
is wrong is also claimed by H. Funke (1966) 42, R. Lauriola (2007) 391, 394, 405, and C.
Utzinger (2003) -21 Following D. A. Hester (1919) i1 a classification adopted by
other scholars (e.g. P. Holt [1999] 658; A. LardinoE8[@B)124n interpretation like
Hk pa AN@GA [Eke&e kpea&N ®g & a9 chpdsedth what D&k & A 59k

«
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Commentators on tatigonenaintain thathe play has to do with a conflict
between Creon and Antigone, but only one of the antagonists, namely Antigone,
truly represents the divihe,p A kp &gk £ AZapAa &«ga A&ANpAEGkas
play is seen as a conflict between a merely humarl gotivame one. Moreover,
the firststasimonA g N A4 A4 aNpA lUpek ££ANNga UAdAdkoa kL
fall to the boldness resulting from the violation of the laws of the land in their in-
terconnection with divine justice (F88 is usually interpted as having only
one of the antagonists expressly in view, either Antigone 6r Creon.

In this article, | will try to present a view of the first stasimoallagitiin less
detail and only insofar as my reading of the first stasimon recpfide8lith § N & Ga A&
Antigonalistinct from these general tendencies in Sophoclean studies. First (sec-
tions 23), | will try to consider the overall structure and meaning of the first stasi-
mon, in particular the key role that the second antistrophe plays insechen
tion 4), I will try to show how the first stasimon draws attention to a crucial aspect
of the play, that of the essential imbrication between the human and the divine

) akead A0GGAE £§ al19; stedter ipliovingngiveshegual weight to
both antagonists. However, Hegel concedddtitponas a conflict between two antag-
onists who are equally right in the partial points of view they represent (see the relevant
passage in A. Paolucci and H. Paolucci [1962] 325). Although these general classifications
are sometimes useful for idgirtg interpretive tendencies in scholarship, they can also
be quite reductive, particularly when they distract from the subtleties of a complex play
such as théntigone

®1n a way, this is a particular instance of the orthodox view, namely thatiéntigone
right and Creon wrong, even though such a view does not necessarily imply that the for-
a4 £ nNAk&kNp k£ 4aGkGKkNGE kp aglalaeal U
thodox view can be found in D. A. Hester [1%2)] 88e W. B. Tyrnetl &. J. Bennett
(1998) 63 AN4 AgNH " pek GNpa K dutside civileationk pa n NAa &a [
4 #apuéAaexa A gnbhstuiia & AN pEERAEEk GNp &
also R. C. Jebb (1888) xxv; V. Ehrenberg (1958 C1954)-5052, 57, 59, 64. H.
Funke (1966) 47 claims that Creon is godless and stateless; D. Carter (2012) 127 calls Creon
u 4&aGkGkNGAE A£aane&ka

"The idea that the first stasimon is expressly aimed at Antigone is maintained, among
others, by GNRD p & & 3 #NAB £
Funke (1966) 87 Some scholars have a more complex take on the matter, claiming that
the stasimon involves different levels of signification, so that Antigone and Creon are sim-
ultaneously aimed at but on distinct planes of meaning (e.g. R. F. Goheen [1951] 56; T. C.
W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H. Lardinois [1987] 131). | agree that the stasimon has multiple
layers of signification, which go beyond what the chorus intend to comrunicsite
try to explore this multiplicity to show that the stasimon refers to both antagonists as char-
acters who establish an incorrect relationship between the human and the divine.
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planes, evident in the way in which the second antistrophe establishes the rela-

tionship between the laws of the land and the justice of the g&Js KBG8ly

(section 5), I will try to demonstrate that the first stasimon, especially the second

antistrophe, does not refer to just one of the antagonists but to both simultane-

ously. Condering the events in the play, it is evident that Creon and Antigone are
in the terms of the second antistropt®se whose intelligence leads them to

evil (3657), those who do not respect the laws of the land in their connection with

divine justice36870) and are deprived of the city because of their boldress (370

1). In connection with this last point, | will conclude the paper with a brief reflec-

tion on the forms of relationship between the first stasimon Antigbedsec-

tion 6).

2. The basktructure of the stasimon

One of the main topics of the first stasimon, evident in the first three stanzas (332
64), is the origin of civilization and what made it possible. The stasimon evokes,
therefore, a series of other texts with which it heethatic affinity, such as the

myth told by Protagoras in the Platonic dialogue of the same rﬁHtrBQ(RB

206°6 p Gk DA &gad HA&eyg kp 1Gi&eN £ AKUGNGZ

8 These are the-salled texts on cultural progress, which Y.Z5H#) 83 divides
k % &N 1 & N Hia BsieschP\éR503, ElSapp28i4B, PPrt.320c2d6
upA 10U Gi HA AdsdPaterAcuds 182a Raedk Adpdupliugr. 432 Radt,
Eur.Palamedds. 578 Kannicht, Goral.30 (B1I2ielsKranz) in accordance with the
mythological figure they are centred on. The content of the first stasimon seems to be di-

_____

Aa&d®e®GA N& kpAké&dada&eGA kpAaGpapaaA oA 14AN&UGGNAU

was the most prominent advocatguoh ideas, and there are strong affinities between

&g a /Mol Fk HUIND U prAtagerdtsee DHUBaiats [261F] 59), Gne & the main
ANGAGAA ANA *ygad AOAA NAE &#ya gk ££NAKkEAUG
points out that thetBenian colony of Thurii, whose laws may have been written by Pro-
tagoras (Al Di{sanz), was probably founded in 443, addhtigpneaccording to one

of the possible dates, was first performed in 442. | will give preference to some points of
contact letween the first stasimon andRhetagoraas they will allow me to highlight

key aspects to my argument, being aware of the importance of other texts for an adequate
UEAA AEHAD®E NAE ®§ga NAA A kpoadeaae@lGk @A
Prometheus type texts in mind when he composed the stasimon, although he was also
familiar with the Palamedes type texts. C. Utzinger (2003) 74 maintains that the tragedian
did not have any particular text in mind but ideas that can be found in ftextaip o

5

a

G

a

/

14N3

UpglkGlioGa oA &ga e«ekHa ga aANpaakeaA gk k& nGuA

UAAk ek Np &N &ga U/ANAaHap BkO P Shleya85)Y6k1a /£
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intention? The focus of its first three stanzas liesdristtge systematic descrip-

tion of how man came to dominate the various spheres of nature. What is indicated

here is how man is able to dominate the sed) (334 goddess Earth {8B)]

and the other animals (&2); how he is capable of developa®rkpthought,

and propensity for social life 85&nd how he could escape the cold, rain storms

(3568), and grave diseases-@36®ne thus gets the impression that the chorus

AaaG osaldA Nna&kHk £eka UpA aANpeBRdn pa& kp HIl
around him and overcome almost all difficulties that present themselves to him:

i p KBAANDAG & EDG ga |
Aa/ENQDEEaA he
aNpa®edkoslipada NAE gkAE Uhe

read separately from the content and tone of the second antistrefibe (365

Ak & fEe ®£ghdaa FelpalALk HIA oa kphadsnidaeaA 04
361 nANkpe&e &N &jga NpPGA &#gkpG «gyglue ga kA pN
ga unnGA pN HalupA NAE £EGk&gdsdhe following
70; A. Brown (1987) 154; E. v. N. Ditmars (R9RBE5Dedrc (1994) @B}, D. Cairns
(2014)-30.

4aa . ( Ak EEK 29 ®ga NAa A
pladdlaeksa Gk DA 830082 A&r Proinditiess at@RsigmE Ul e 1 Gl &
442 3 -2 atguds Bor tHE nohronological nature of the cho-

AOE AaKkdldknakNp o @ &PrdiaGdiads Hoiehrendldgieal ey & A£&NAA &
104 #apladAaea £ kA O 6a4A aaglugdKkeksa «baleH
plexities of the first theestanzas ([1999]-8)0 For T. C. W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H.
Lardinois (1987)121 HU p A& kP &a GGk G.& prdedandsepartidia £ o NP Al 4
on the confusing powers of nature.
YSee R. F. Goheen (1951) 53; H. Gundert (1976) 26; G) Cofnd (59& Utzinger

$ 1 43GuG UaDPNAGaAaAGA A =
ANNgN&aGa £ &k Ha aP& AGUKkHAE &Jlue kp &9
enumerated in the first stasimon prove to haNMeZBadGa a A Ga *p .
gkah ®gad valdA GupGouiGa NAE ®ga N

: ( &k EEKk ®y nNkpa&E &N ®&ga 0Hek
Agada a0GxOARGCRAMA AARKR prcadha AIAEUWAE Aafal
On this see also G. Ronnet (1967) 104, 105; D. CaifdsY28a4)042014) 37; D. Cairns
(2016) 580.

2The emphasis should be placed on Np GA UE& UGAN ANA ( $ ¢
C. Utzinger (2003) 29. For the opposite view that death is what should be emphasized, see
M-C. Leclerc (1994) 80; D. Cairns (2818). £airns (2016) 60. H. Gundert (1976) 30
points out that death is reduced to an exception, which is revolutiocglatiomto
Greek archaic poetry. However, C. Utzinger (2003) 28 n. 66, 29 argues that death is not the
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temporarily escape even from death ftself.
Despite the use of in a negative sense not long before the start of the first
stasimon (323)lines 333 which occur at theery beginning of the stasimon

NpGA aaadans&kNp &N Hip A ANHkplUaekNp Ngaad ple
sistance to his claim to omnipotence insofar as she requires inodssafter refer-
ences to death and Hades irAtitegonere given by Y. Sano (2014) 42-hn. 50

B4aa pNa&liasGA #A4ANAD
sented as little more than a foil to his achievements in medicindpvemiable him to
agliAa Aadaleyg kp «ga /A&6NLAV. @ddédntansand?. P.M NAB A
Lardinois (1987) 4235. Crane (1989) 107. C. Utzinger (2003) 29, 33 holds the same view,
highlighting that the reference to death as inescepalsie weakened by the previous,
HINAA GapadiuG agléalaxidi kiaX@kaNGE aNEB GHIU P uEARéR[
gNDAA UA U HNAE& Ak GpsbhuEkfdneds dhidhpeame pgos N A Hl P
in ancient Greek texts. On the ancient Greglthdt man will be able to discover or in-
vent virtually everything and the jingle AkpAkpG AULAE Ng& NAE §
@u &k Np £ Faa ®§a 4 koaspesalyphdEl70.3 T2should + $UdolG
be borne in mind that ma culturally influential texts set limits to medicine and sub-
scribe to a more negative view of human nature (e.@dd@11.30, Solon fr. 13&Y
West, PindRyth3.5562; for more references, see M. J. Carvalho [2D19]ré20gnize
that thefirst three stanzas may be alluding to this more traditional perspective, but, all
&gk pGAE aNpAEkAadaA ®&ga kpa@eapaek Np NA daGaosAllea

“The term occurs multiple times throughout the play: 96, 243, 323, 326, 530
915, 951, 959, 1046, 1091, 1096. It therefore occurs three or four times before the first stasi-
mon, depending on the textual variant or adopted in 326 (for a defence of
the latter, see E. M. Craik [1978] 197). At least in theseothrpaszafyes, it bears the
HAUpPkpG NAE ANHazxgkpG ®ad&d4dkaGa N & AlipGaaNg.
terrible things happen up to the first stasinbiNGApk 84 &£ oa ®AUAUG ®g a
men in the liberation of Thebes, the recipragaler of the two brothers, the proclama-
tion of the edict, the burial of Polynices, the political unrest in thesuigh a way that
the play seems to develop under the aegis of thét is in this troubling sense that the
term is used by theagd in 323 (see G. Ronnet [1967] 103 n. 5). In the form of a

il 3 k Huse kAENA ®gad oaGkasaad aEMeswdeSktasa Agle K

$4aNp £ Hk £50AGaHape NAE agapek kA AlLpGaaNgAE
ofthed n k £ANA & nééééARpG-@w&aﬁkéEm Eeu%@mmw &ma&
seriousness of the situation, siraeP. Holt (1999) pointsouteeg a A NHAAA k£ kp &
for a reason. It shows us what to watch for in Kreon. The Guard knows hischidst
DAAGNOADA AL k£ ESGGCA 30 /Aek £k aA 55a n
that in 333 guL o paGuea&kga /EapKa 3 #NAB [
suggest that 332vas understood by the audience askcénpeG &g lise HUpP £ pl &D4aa
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and are supposed to set the tone for the whdfe sandpe interpreted as having
an overall positive meaningi pA &gk pGA Ut4&4da AENAHKkAUs Ga
pNpa HN&a&a ANAHKkAGaGa e&glp HIUPp

®Until the second antistrophand strictly from the perspective

for alarm but maintains that ultimately the chorus are expressing their admiration for his
achievements. This also applies to the connection between 323 @ak 3820w, n.
16).
®According to C. Utzinger (2003), theavibz U £ 0 A£N&d & NAE &k ®Ga
(1976) 24.
16 is arguably one of the most ambiguous terms in the ancient Greek language
( 3Nppae ( " 420 GaA
It consists ineerbal adjective derived from words denoting fear suchas &N /A£a U &

U AaGANpD AN&A ocaupGNaFaAaeANAE L£apA Agka
nAkHUAA HalpkpG kA& Fal i ADG6]140; CkAngeh k o Ga N &
[2003] 30; D. Cairns [20166@P In Homer it refers to someone with authority and is
applicable to heroes and gods, in which case it points to fear associated with respect (for

the phrase 4 4 /En 3 & #IBATE.B.22A14.234; GAcxane [1989]

p $ 6akpGaa *& Glu®ad
N & aGagaéa fEk 4 £ l eed £RaA kp ) Az U
+ infinitive, in particular withia rhetorical context ( + ANHANp A& /£EDk GEDG

®ega Ulde NAE AnalDX|BIH. Gundes [1978] 24 B MATk Pk GATS)
1978 n. 6; C. Utzinger [2003] 30). When it occurs at the beginning of the first stasimon, it
alreadyp 6 NGga £ &gk £ HOG&kknGkaka&A NE HAUpkpGAE 4up

£DG + $ , UHA &doadaDz kp &®ga OAa
the word is to be perceived: fearful, awful, dangerous; powerful, skilfdijl, wonder
FxrdlpGa " #ANAp appears twice in 332an enf- & k £A&k &g

phasis through repetition that lends it great importance in the framework of the ode (R. F.
Goheen [1951] 53). The chorus express themselves accordiagn thedjtion, thus
highlighting that man is (on the highlighting function of the priamel and how
the first stasimon is related to its literary tradition, see M. J. Carvalhel[20 T3dditz
being a comparative, has the vatiof a superlative because of the double nega-
tion in the litotes construction of 333 (C. Utzinger [2003] 30). The chorus convey the idea
that man is but, due to the equivocality of the term, it is not clear what this
means. The cultural andriig traditions the stasimon belongs to add further difficulties
in this respect. The allusion to Aé8bb5856 in 332 1 rAkab@OpAai
Ronnet [1967] 103; G. Crane [1989] 105; D. Cairf®) [@0d dh7addition, the linguistic
andsemantical affinities between in 332 and the stock phrase

ANA aandakgkkpéG ®ga *alddkoGa *JkpGE &gue
[1989] 105 n. 8) suggest that may have a negative meaning associated wéhdear
danger (C. Utzinger [2003] 31). On the other hand, a positive meaning of the term may be
perceived, arising not only from the celebratory tone6df B34also from a contrast
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of the first stasimonthese lines can generally be understood as pointing to man

as a being whose activity in the world brings most advantageous nesskd fo

However, the second antistrophe changes the whole picture. This happens mainly

because a decisive shift takes place as regards the sphere of reality described and

®ga agliGOlekNp d4kedadkNp NAE &2ga. a£E£FadaEF |

594 ndaANHkplUpa®e #Nnkd NA HUp £ aNpa2eANG N¢
AN& asuGQuaekpG HUpP £ nNAAGAALE kA PN GNpGaéh

AUG aGaHapa®eA 594 aNpeaase kA pPNA &gle NAE
are evaluated according to a moral and religious criterion, which is centred on his
relationship to his fellow citizens and the'dodpk £ Ay k £ k £ aGau s KA

with the negative view of man that seems to be serving as a cultuvgl (oackoe

contrast between in 333 and HN& & §a GroGEARE kp ) NH
see G. A. Staley [198513%6E. Schlesinger (1936 UpA 3 2,2mMAB [
maintain that the portrayed in the stasimon is ethjdalllifferent as in Arigith.

Nic.1144a28(similarly S. Benardete [1999] 40, 42; C. Utzinger [2003] 31 n. 80). It remains
the most widely accepted view that the multiple meanings of the term are simultaneously
effective (an extreme version of thidediound in T. C. W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H.
Lardinois [1987] 129 * i Grivdlvés theeultige, sometimes contradictory
meanings referred to above, but they are not all simultaneously effective, at least not al-
ways. Depending on the neoiy) one or more of its meaning components may prevail
over the others. The context should decide (R. F. Goheen [1951] 141 n. 1) and a change of
context may result in a different relation of forces between the meaning components of
theterm. Itseemstome Ul e ®&ga AaALddknek NpimakEsRE D A (agka
3 retrospectively appear in a positive light (C. Utzinger [2003] 31), something that, as we
shall see, completely changes in the second antistrophe. The power of this description also
suspendsat least temporarily, the effects of 323 on the meaning dh&3&mantic
complexity of raises difficulties at the level of translation too, where one of its mean-
ing components tends to be emphasized while, according to T. C. W. Ouderans and
M. H. Lardinois (1987) 129, its ambiguity should be respected in its entiretyNH [doxfl
2AUpAEGUEKND & AENAHKAU2GA ANpaAL saNa@y ®ja
Gundert (1976) 28 argues that both aspects afe effectiely rendered by the German
termungeheuer HIND A24 NG A U @®AUpAEGULEK NP GNkpG ol
: )Yy GAa&AGkp * AgNNEA pNe&
emphasize the most prominent aspect(sg¢laneament during the reading of the ode.
"See H. Gundert (1976];2B. v. N. Ditmars (1992) 48; Meclerc (1994) 79; C. Utz-

inger (2003) 23, 63, 74. Some scholars point to aspects that make the changes resulting
from the content of the second @misNn ga UGnnai Ga /A& indid i Hil &k & +
cates that in353 HaupAgA HNAUG kpAEk Gy e p

in355 k£ U ngaluLka &yglae aNppNed £ £ja AOBGGA
drawing people into compii G Gk £3& p 59k £ Gli £&

>~
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use of categories such as good and evil (367), their reference to law and justice (368
UpA &ga ak &AL, & welNaghre sobdemnatiidp b@d G G

behaviour (371) and wish to protect the household from the presence of evil men
(3725).

But despite these significant changes, a fundamental unity underlies the first
stasimon as a whole. Throughout the stasimmoits different contexts and with
its different evaluation criterigdbll p £ Al a4 OGa®ka A 14d4a UGAULAAL k
Npa gupA kp &ga aNpeaase NAE HUDP A& aAAENAE &/
evaluaibn criterion of effectiveness in such efforts, they have an overall positive
value: they enable man to effectively control the natural elements and become a
most admirable living being. On the other hand, within the context of political life
and followindhe evaluation criterion of respect for his fellow citizens and piety
&NAUAAE 254 GNAA HUpPp A nNAAAAL guga Up UH
to good or evil (367) and, respectively, make him either great in the city or citiless
(370). With theesond antistrophe, therefore, the opening lines of the stasimon
(3323), even if read strictly within its framework, begin to appear in their ambigu-
ity: man his powers is PNe& NpGA kp e&ga Faprka e«glie
Hk 4lia Ga GkokpG oakpG kp ®A&4&HAE NAE 43 ANDA:
morally and religiously speakingeeg & HN A& A4k Gg&eapkp G N &
being of alf

To understand tlstructure and meaning of the stasimon more clearly, two sets
of questions should now be answered. First: What kind of powers are here at stake?
And are they several powers or different instances of the same fundamental one?
Second: Does their ambiguolisevaave to do only with their effectiveness in
taming the natural elements on the one hand and their dangerousness when acting
within the political realm on the other? Or is there something more to it? It is evi-
dent at various moments in the stasimoriltegiowers in question are all rela-
tive to human intelligence. In the first three stanzas, man dominates nature by
means of his ingenuity (347: , 348: , 353: | ,
360: , 364 ), and in the second aittophe, he acts within

inger (2003) 32, who argues that the latter phrase involves the existence of the fully devel-

oped polis at stake in the second antistrophe. However, none of these aspects invalidates
theideaeg i e g a HNAUGG UPA AAGKkGKNOAE AKHADAKND k£
in the first three stanzas and only becomes prominent in the second antistrophe.

434 3 ' (Ngaap kp &®ga £kpuG
been suggested in the opening is caught up explicitly and shown to be a part-of that ever
Aa/AENCAEGAESG alUnlUAkeA Agkag Ak £ekp GOk £ga£ HUp
within the wonders of the first three strophes to rise and sound theigarca@divarn-

kpG HN&Aa ANHkpuUp&GA kp &#£a aNpaGgAkpG Gkpak
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the city through his moral and religious insigh6(365 | ,

373: ). The chorus do not seem to differentiate between a purely technical
form of intelligence and a purely moral and religious @he.cOntrary, the par-

ticipial clause beginning the second antistrophe, regardless of how it is grammati-
cally interpretepoints out that the power of intelligence enabling man to con-
quer nature may lead him either to good or evil:

- ADKk GEOG s2aANpA
the contrivance of his art, and he advances sometimes to evil, at other times to
GNN&p N&egadd ANAAA ®yga OpAaAGAHHDPG dpkxA
ligence, and it is this unity that enables the ambiguousness of the opening lines to

“The issue revolves around the value of the participdhich can be concessive
or causal (M. R. Kitzinger [2008] 25; M. J. Carvalho [2019] 177 n. 175). J. C. Kamerbeek (1978)
85 argue®fr the concessive value of the patrticiple. For a different view, see H. Gundert
(1976) 29. | tend to side with J. C. Kamerbeek, but both possibilities allow me to make the
claim that the form of intelligence is the same in the first three stanzaseaonddhe s
antistrophe (more on this in the following n.). The H:Jologsl translation seems to
avoid the problem. Although | support the thesis of the concessive valueaaf of
the opinion that this passage should be rendered in a neutral ngyt, tledve readers
to determine what the grammatical value of the participial clause is for them, as M. Griffith

ANaZA kp gkA ANHHADp&IAA YUskpG
something clever beyond expectation, <he> probelafs &k Hia A &N guar
&k Hla £ &N GNNA Ak Ik GUL AGA 3 $ +ao0

“Unlike the Platonirotagorasvhere a purely technical wisdom about life-£321d1
34) proves to be insufficient to guarantee human survivak{328al Zeus ends up
NAEEAAKDPG goOHUDP o2akpGE SPaekh Ly WEAda £
allow their survival within a community (322¢&dr the shift from the plane of
®a8gpkaliG Ak APHNH & N h \eculirie fod=gng in
2024]), the first stasimon does not distinguish between a purely technical intelligence, re-

/

AnNp £k o Ga ANA& HUP £ ANHkplUa@&kNp Ngad ®ga pilad

which is effective in the framework ofitlgeAs C. Utzinger (2003) 135 maintains, at stake
in the first stasimon are two components of the same intelligence and not a bipartition
into two types of intelligence acquired at different moments in the history of human de-

velopment (see alslo Gunde * [Faa PN A&l AEND g NA

intelligence is intrinsically technical and that this is its fundamental character at the time
of the foundation of the city and afterw&td&(ndeiftl976] 26, 31; M. J. Carvalho [2019]

110 ith n. 8). It seems to me that it is the nature of what his intelligence is dealing with
that makes it express itself sometimes as technical sometimes as moral intelligence. If the
chorus were to subscribe to a conception of intelligence as purely, thehsénd
antistrophe would have to exclude the moral condemnation of those who act boldly and
adopt an immoral or amoral tone insteaeb pEsents a summary of the first three stan-

zas . Gunderfl976] 26; C. Utzinger [2003] 26), which pointemdrauity between
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show through and acquire a concrete meaning. The same fundamental power of
man, namely his intelligence, is simultaneously the most admirable and the most
frighteningof all things. It goes without saying that, because man is here defined
by his intelligence, the ambiguousness of the latter amounts to the inherent am-
biguousness of his being.

Up /£ UGHek GONGApa AL gNAagah k /£ G oka& |
far, notably because his moral and religious insight is itself ambiguous: within the
nNGk &k G AP a £ ANHa ek AL &N asgkG U

59
his ambiguousness is in fact twofold. As we have seen, he is, on the one hand, enor-
mously effective when it comes to dominate nature, but, on the other, he may be
highly ineffective in terms of preserving his status in the city and the city itself,
which@dnapAZL Np &gad HNAUG UpA AaGk Gk N@/E kp /e
he applies the laws of the earth and the justice the gods have sworn to uphold he
is high in the city; outcast from the city is he with whom the ignoble consorts be-
cause of his re8la ££p & £/£

=~ B

A

2.Up A UHe k GONQAD a A

the latter and the second antistrophe concerning the nature of intelligence. Such a conti-

______

pOk&A kA AakpAENLGEZAA oA ®ygad Alade &glue
of the verbal forms used in the first three stanzas (33

N«

Lardinois [1987] 126; Y. Sano [2014] 37 n. 31). But | do waghafg@ W. Oudemans

and A. P. M. H. Lardinois (198725, that this similarity in verb typology indicates

that the aggressiveness characterizing intelligence in the first three stanzas is carried over

&N ®ga A£ZaaNpA E]pa'eRﬁEa’eéNhgé "GegNIGy k& kAE U

movementinarsel hn gNAkalG AUA UpA keAk ndanNAk &k NpUG
AGgNA @gle ®#£ga aNpseadase NA K

elements but the moral and religious behaviour within the polis. On the grammatical con-

sttyd &k Np NA& gluAAEAR NAAK DIGE Rk

kp 4aGliekNp &N Faa 3 $

Griffith (1999) 189. M. R. Kitzi(2@08)25 maintains that the syntdx3656 seems

ANHAAglae Ak E5NkpeaA UpA 2gle ANHY aada Akdaase |

of 8 489 HkKA AaGUk HLE &gl &
theinventiveness comingfreea A g pk a0 G Ak £AANH
*!I agree with Y. Sano on the meaning of and alp oa A
Glie@dA UA Npa AgN ﬁEaeu[)A/E gk Gg kp e«ga nNGk £
alp oa RAUDAGUx2RAA UA NpPpBAAJRIENAEBNEK £5aa & NE§
p 54 AuaekNpluUGa o2agkpA HA nNAk &k Np k.,
k gk £ aka®A k£ gkGg oP& kA dkeA k£ pNea&
k £ N@&a 0 Az hekEMers see the interests of citizen, rGlpolisid /£ k Aa p &k 4 0 G


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

55( 5a goHup GpA @®ystigdh& skpa kp 4NngNaGa
therefore has to do, first of all, with the contrast between his effectiveness when
confronting nature andethisk of ineffectiveness as regards the preservation of the
polis and its grandeur. However, man shows his ambiguousness also on a moral
and religious level. He is admirable if he can preserve the city but dangerous and
frightening if he is not able tatlis. That is to say, he bears an ambiguous value
also by virtue of a contrast between the effectiveness and the ineffectiveness of his
intelligence as regards life in the polis. This point allows for a better understanding
NAE HUp /£ &NHn Gadafineil Hshk BIDste@inep df Agttake into
account the two levels of their ambiguousness, man and his intelligence are

because they arE@n & & Gl &k ¢ Wpdrlatiiely idffedivdn G a
their confrontation with nature as describatia first three stanzas and, at the
£l Ha &k Ha akegaa AonabdGliekosaGA UAHKA&AUaC
a p k pdiher superlatively effective or superlatively ineffectitthin the
moral and religious framework of the polis as piksetite second antistrophe.

3. Reading backwards

So far | have conducted a unidirectional interpretation of the first stasimon, by fol-
lowing the sequence of the text and how its meaning progressively unfolds. | will
now try to interpret it backwardasprder to identify a few decisive effects of the
content of the second antistrophe on the meaning of the first thre& dtemizas.

([1999] 1890). M. R. Kitzinger (2008) 27 admits both possibilities of translation for

5 $ 8 OPAaHUpPDAE GPA 1 )
refers nobnly to someone who becomes an exile but also to someone who destroys the
city, citing He©p219 kp e&gakéd AonnNAaez: AgNagad &K

justice will be an outcast, but his city itself is then endangered as well, epecially if
ask GANA&A AIJNOGA o0a gkGyg kp «®ga akexA k A& N p
Ronnet [1967] 100; A. Brown [1987] 157). But in the case of ®yaska eyghaa -/
argue that it concerns the reputation of the city and not thetcdizens, and in J. C.
, UHAAoaaDz £ skaddaGOAksaGA Aa/kk Gpluea £ AN HAE
([1978] 86).

22/ few scholars strongly object to this reading straRepyNIG &2 £ 6 k a A k& kpe
the early scenes out of our adviemeeledge of how things will turn out and magniffies]
AHU GG gkpeALk kp #gNALka autadGA AKidapak 10aaNaAAkpGG
to read the play forwards, without retrojecting our knowledge of the outcome into the ear-
lier scenes, and éstimate how a fiftentury Athenian audience [...] would respond to
AagaGNnHaAapa&AE 43 alnioGlEN a G "
(1989) 13b This interpretive stance raises, however, significant problems. First of all, it

Q-
g
A
Q-
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U/ kp &ga Riotagoip3Nel5)1s6 dlse M thé first stasimon the
foundation of the polis seems to coorespo the highest stage of the civiliza-
tional process, and accordingly the way in which man behaves in the political con-
text may best testify to the superiority of his intelligefe@svisature and the

other mortal living being8Because it focusgg o HUL p &£ Gk Fa kp &da nl
two fundamental modes of his mahdious behaviourto pursue good or evil

(367) and to behave piously or boldlyABp6&he second antistrophe is the key
moment in the stasimon. Indeed, the ultimate meanindaiteéhas a whole

and a fortiori that of the first three stanziepends on whether or not man be-
haves justly and piously within the polis. But in addition to the parallel with the
Protagorasthe action of th&ntigonatself shows that the secontistrophe

plays the most decisive role in the overall meaning of the stasimon and in the way
the latter communicates with the rest of the df@savith most Greek tragedies,

PNe&e alAA &N AdxddHERY G Re " kfFapkiipe tDAK aD & &K
NGpkaak ®gk £ Ak EEkda0GeA UpA k£ ANHAAgle Al00&&
ings of a long dead people are ultimately unrecoverable, and there istadediase
that all 16,000 spectators in the Theater of Dionysos would react in the same way [...]. Still,
we can estimate tendencies and argue that the text is especially apt to encourage certain
responses in rather a lot of the audience. This ibybabataattempting to read the play
®JANOGy (4aaDz aAafk HaAUD A D
of theAntigones provided by the audience is problematic. One thus underestimates the
nNa® Ais & Eiagprg2003n319 points outwhich should also be considered
Agap Npa leeaHne £ &N dalA ®ga nGlUA #JANIG
introduced right from the beginning ofAhgonemportant clues concerning its un-
folding, which may go unnoticgdttose who watch the play for the first time, so that
recurrent viewings and readings of it should become an essential part of the interpretive
process. This last point makes the history of the receptiohntijtirekey to under-
standing what the pleyay have meant in the period when it was composed and not just
to determining how it was conceived over time within different contexts and from differ-
ent assumptions.

20p ®ga kpoapekNp NAE ®&a nNGkALE A &ga naubDz
S GuG . ( Ak E£Ek &7 $ 6
281). For the resemblance t®tbtagoram this respect, see E. v. N. Ditmars (1992) 52;
C. Utzinger (2003) 121 n. 151, 134, 136; M. J. Carvalbmi{R@18¢Ariyoneand the
ProtagoragsPsAeschPV442503 does not mention any civic virtue. Some scholars claim
that the civic virtues are delivered by Zeus in the final sequel of the trilogy (references can
be found in M. J. Carvalho [2019] 1&).rf §8, the trilogy presents apiase model
like the aforementioned works by Sophocles and Plato.

*See especially M. Griffith (1999) 180; D. Cairns{2016) 6 & k £ 53a O0Aa &
closing emphasis on the limits and ambivalence of humaityirigahcontextualize it,
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the events in th&ntigonagake place within the context of the polis aaslve
shall see better in sectior’s dave to do with the alternative between the two
fundamental modes of human behaviour referred to in the second aritistrophe.

Let us take a closer look at how the meaning of the first three stanzas is deter-
mined by theantent of the second antistrophe, that is, by the moral and religious
UGeadplaekosa ndakapeadA kp &#ga GCle®ai . up
telligence, as described in the first three stanzas, represents an essential part of the
realization of th civilizational process, in other terms, of the process by which
man, in order to guarantee his survival in the face of the hostility of the natural
elements, overcomes the power of the latter and develops, by his own means, a
world distinct from the nafl one and a way of life different from that of other
living being& But the preservation of the polis is what can give meaning to such

within its immediate context, within the play in general, and within wider traditions of
(43aDz ®I NGOGy &

M -C. Leclerc (1994) 81 draws attention to a decisive aspect: although the scenic space
of theAntigonas civic which & not the case with Pselida /£& PwrGathdbis Bound

the places where the scandal of the burial of Polynices occurs and Antigone is impris-
oned are located outside the city walls in a desert and wild regior (€26, 41743
4,8856, 887, 1197 44201216).

%59a /Ak & FEe FelAFkHND kA Npa NAE ®#ga al
ake kp ®ya aoNGO&kNp NAE JOHUDP ANakaswka
Hesiodic perspective@p.106201 (A. Brown [1987] 154; hsGab14] 3 with n. 3; D.
$ukéap£E upA GNa/£ saANpA 0GG =xga |
kp &ga AKZapAka «gle HIUpPp gkHAIGAE kA daAnNNp £Ekoa G
M.-C. Leclerc [1994] 78). Although theageqsesent in the first three stanzas (338, 361),
they do not have an active participation there (T. C. W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H.

Lardinois [1987] 123; Y. Sano [2014] 36), allowing man to build civilization on his own. No
religious practices are reddrto (E. v. N. Ditmars [1992] 52; Y. Sano [2014] 36), as is the
case in PRrt.322a®, nor is there any explicit mention of divination (A. Brown [1987] 154;

Y. Sano [2014] 36; buCMLeclerc [1994] 75 draws attention to the association between
mediéne and divination in P&eschPV47799). There is no benefactor or philanthropist

god, like Prometheus in Bremetheus Bouaratd Prometheus and Zeus irPtlueago-

7z

aG
yis

N

k & fEa&

ras nor a N & Ak &£ kpoapeNa & figure / %k &t
NA 10GuHaAaAALE kp : 40pN £ 10GulHaAAAAE &Ana &a
who bestows knowledge on men is archai. (Mclerc [1994] 71; se€TH4$, 111, 633

for the poetic formula ®&ga GCNAARAGCKREKPLEMAE G * & Kk

achievements of the human species and not those of an exemplary human being that are
celebrated. The absence of any reference to a primitive stageheschiPhd43, PI.

Prt.321b&6, and Eugupp 202 (Y. Sano [201483/shows that the emphasis is placed

Np &ga daGaodliekNp NA HUPp £ UadgkasgaHapaeAL AN
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an essential part of the aforementioned process. On the one hand, human domi-
nation over nature is justified if thespslpreserved through good and moderate
action. On the other, it will be unjustified if political harmony is destroyed by bold
and evil behaviour. Human control over the natural elements, which-ides 334
describe in an overall positive and celebtatoey is retrospectively overshad-

owed by the possibility that it is achieved in vain, and it really seems to mean very
little if harmony in the polis is destrgyed.

The content of the second antistrophe also has a decisive effect on the meaning
of the fist two lines of the stasimon. These lines take their full meaning from what
is said in 365, and therefore it is in-365 &glua& &ga UHoak GONDAEpD a

both his admirableness on the one hand and his frightfulness and self
destructiveness on the othean be fully perceived. As we have seen in the pre-
vious section, strictly from the point of view of its effectiveness in the natural

except for the inevitability of death-@6&dnd the need to incessantly till the land (338

40). From a textual point ofie B56) Up UNAKk £ ANAH HaAUPpkpG

§ k HUEa G A N & Hua p el PGygae altag N&egal UpA &
sNkda NE &N &auag kp Upadkape (4daabDz Gke&adle
here = simply + $ , UHAadoaabDz is

the expression par excellence of the autonomy of human learning. The verb involves the

kAalu NZA&E Naka[)uG UaAdk £k &k Np k a ®&ga HNga
wjada egle ADKGG guAk oaap UaAdkrAni380, : 40pN

362; M. J. Carvalho [2019] 155). Some tensions between the stasimon and further develop-
ments in the drama are worth noting. First, the key role played by d®a&ithP(
M.-C. Leclerc [1994] 77; Y. Sano [2014] 40) contrasts with its absence in the ode. Second,
RO p £ adaanNADAE A 588508 62BKYP Sanorj2014]348) contrasts with
his independence from the gods during the civilizing procdlys tfkéngnomic aorist
(1353) is the very last word of the play. Its sense of learning too late through expe-

rience or suffering caused by the gods (M. Griffith [1999] 355; AgelZ&%oha classic
example of the tragic topos GauapkpG oA AKEOAEFIAKDG aNpe
todidacticism.

“There is agreement among some interpreters on the dependence of the success of
the human enterprise as a whole on that of community life (T. C. W. Oudemans and A. P.

M. H. Lardinois [1987] 12 . + $UAslGgN ®§ a
AaGaakAkkNp &N ®gad nakHka&ekosa A£elGa NAE gOHUPD
# , PNa -C. Leclerc [1994] 844 Buiwhat &hipuld\ako be .

stresset the importance of considering this dependence for determining the fundamen-
tal ambiguousness of human $4aNp 43a/ka4AoENapissame Ak #A A 4

AaHkpkL£adape NA 144kaGak /AEnaaagnnefnss5yda
the descent into an uncivilized condition, these two passages express the same idea that
seems to me to be present in the stasimon.
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4 a4 U G Hyinteligérize is admirable, becassibiuethe various natural pow-

aé/E ) NAagaéh A4A&NH ®ga nadAgnaadaeksa NAE Agi
timate justification, which is the preservation of the polis, the effectiveness of hu-

man intelligence imelation to nature is meaningfahd in this sense admirable

only if the polis is preserved, but it is meaningledsccordingly frightening for

its absurdity if the polis is destroyed. By virtue of its key role in the first stasimon,

the secondntistrophe spreads the moral and religious ambiguousness expressed

in it to the entire stasimon, so that even the first three stanzas, which celebrate

Hip A GAHKkAlUoGapakAsk oadNHA GHeokGONOAE U A
ments in the natural domaline very same intelligence that line$83dature

as the great dominator of nature appears-fb385something that may or may

not be able to preserve the polis through proper moral and religious insight. Pre-

cisely because of its potential inaldifyreserve the polis, its conquests over na-

ture become ambiguous. Whether it is admirable or frightening can only be deter-

mined by the events in the play.

4. The human and the divine

| have argued in section 2 that what is at stake in the secsrd Bmiisy & k £ HUp £
intellectual ability to grasp the meedigious principles he needs to follow to

keep the city away from internal conflict. It is important to consider how, accord-

ing to the first stasimon, this moetigious intelligence relates todivene. The

key passage to understanding thisis 368 A g a & a &meén[nad NADGA Al A
applies the laws of the earth and the justice the gods have sworn to uphold he is

high in the city par-

&k aGaupA A8GNAEAGA OGpkaea Kk ®#3ga @®AN No3aa A
scripts rather weakly rendered by H. Hofdp & £ G A Unn GAkpG o P
FUONAA U(&4&040®aGA 4 (PTA A de therore Rfard s k p G &

ringeN Up kpedkpAka aNppadekNp osaxAaap ®y a

8 AsC.Utzinger (2003) 18 indicates, this is certainly the most controversial textual
problem in the entire odeNMEse 4 Ak &N& /A& GpA &ANHHAD &I &LNA A n4a AL
to gNpNB&kpG Faa a G 3 $ +adoo
( Ak E/EK &7 = k /£
GreeMiterature: Aesch. fr. 210d Radt, S¢enp6.2, Polyb. 18.18.13, Dydimus on Dem.
13.13.17, Ath. 5.16.4 Kaibel; see C. Utzinger [2003] 18 with n. 9) and offers difficulties in terms
of grammatical construction. Some scholars, however, retamsitimef the mssH.
Tournier [1873p; R. F. Gohden 6] 1P withn. 7, ¥R; 0 #A&kap
Paduan§1982] 112; H. Lidgdes and N. G. Wilson [1990] 124; Hldrlegd1998] 36;
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®ya 30Kk#kaa ®ya GNAELE gusa AANADP &N GngNG
that human laws and customs are divinely sancfi@yetius weaving together

S. Benardete [1999] 48 with n. 54; M. R. Kj20§267 with n. 3F. G. Giannacchini

[2011]44 ' N& &ga ®4AuUpAGlU&kNp NA -6) 150; Uk Aa
and R. F. Gohegen afknaadkiGGA ) 59k /£
includes a forcingof thed 4 @ &N GNgadp @®AN nUAUGGAG (aagdgAl.
ééa’egéé 594 kHUGA NAE AaluskpG A£aaHik up {
nka®egidak NAE HIUpP A aGagad gupAkANADz UGpA &ga

priate forthetendd £ &g a n i £A£&>1 Ga * £ &N 3 ' (Ngaap

remarks the version of the mss. is clearly transmitted, the verbal form occurs in Greek
tragedy, and the meaning of the passage is understandable ([20@8h4a8)good rea-

sons tauli k p &l k P 9 n. 1 is right in SayinG faditiopmatter what

the result of this discussion the meaning of the passage will not be seriously affected (M.

Griffith [1999] 189, immediately after claiming that k £y eegeatiotUN & Gk DA G

of the MS UAAAE ®ga ANGGNAKkDPG aNHHADe: Sgé &
GUAE NAE &ya GuUpA uDA &0 a 30Kkkkaa NE &ga C

theidea U GAN ANpsaAdAaedhaeeyaaprhAl & £k & Gaare
inextricably connected.

®4aa $ 1 4aGuG ) ' @p Da
(197%) 145; T. C. W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H. Lardinois (1987) 128; C. Utzinger (2003) 36
(differently A. Bren [1987] 157; M. R. Kitzinger [2008] 27). Li8esaBd8 understood
as a hendiadys (G. Kaibel [1897] 27; E. v. N. Ditmars [1992] 55; M. J. Carvalho [2019] 183;
other examples of hendiadys used in a moral context can be foupiOdds.

490Ha UpA 3raa®Rded Jek Np WA HBG G p A

30 Kxk 4 a 8guse kA& L& FeiDa kA ®ja kAal «gu
private sphere derive their legitimacy from the oaths men take beforeg@he go8s( £G 4 4
[1983] 115; C. Utzmger [2003] 36). can mean the law of the city, for instance
$4aNp £ aAkaa® $ 6 ®a k p G a &designatesthecountry Ak &g P
or the land) and the custom of respecting the deadnipledsxg giving them burial as
Antigone does to his brother (C. Utzinger [2003] 35 with n. 105; M. J. Carvalho [2019] 183
with n. 191; in 24, 65, and 84pih46  refers to the earth as a place belonglng to the
gods of the underworld and where the: aiesburied). k £ &g a 3 @E*k &
Agkadyg Hap £EAalA &N No Kahga ®UDKk PG NlU&IAE oA
Ostwald [1986] 157, 160; C. Utzinger [2019] 35 n. 109, 36 nM&Yin Soph. is
an oath taken betothe gods). If these oaths are violated, the gods may react with pun-
ishments (T. C. W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H. Lardinois [1987] 125 n. 10; C. Utzinger [2003]
36). The idea that human laws and customs have a divine origin is pervasive in ancient
Greek tets: e.g. HEBh.96, 90B; Heraclitus B114 Kebnz; AesclRers7624,Eum.
4824, 684; PindOI.13.8; PlLeg624a®b; PsPl.Minos319¢5; EphoruBGrH70F147

) ' @p DA -6] 145k bwil frguently speof human 0 # &4k & p


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

55¢ 5a goHup GpA @®gstigdh& skpa kp 4NngNaGa:
inthecit,ega g OHUP UPA ®ga AKGHp & p HEHE AAE £A
&k Np gada kA& Aghemeghtde angiapd cisi@ms of the city on
the one hand and divine justice on the other are woven together. For this is not
always the case: ta@re times when this weaxdaly Ga 2§ a4 HUDA A gkH Up
N@e&edl A& EANH &£§a A&k &MDxa U £# A£4 NH (1Ag & JaHak
Ak®g AgNH ®ga kGpNeaGa ANpANA&ALE 2adU0&a N
point to an inadequate or incorrect understanding
of how divine justice should be respected by human laws and customs. This inter-
pretation seems appropriate in light of the events in the rest of the play. Antigone
through her decision to bury her bra#adynices and Creon with the proc-
lamation of his edict forbidding the burial of Polynices as an enemy of the state
think of themselves as representatives of divinely sanctioned laws and customs
(726, 89, 4560, 519, 521, 542 [AntigoneR01@8-9, 3046, 456 [Creon]§’
The conflict staged in the plesults from their reckless or daring action against
each other (47883, 9145 [Antigone], 74&3, 735, 745 [Credhphich ultimately

laws and customs and divine justice, to underline the two inseparable dimgnsions
the human and the divine oriavolved in as they are conceived of in®68

. NE& NdxgNANA kp*aldnlaxedd ks guadn&ylie " pek s
UaNga 59a kAal &glae $4aNp £ aAkadse kA Eipaea
Kay (1962) 166; C. P. Segal (1964) 49; B. Knex (1982)34 # NAB A&
(2003) 52 n. 87. In my view, both antagonists lato daime legitimacy (similarly J.
0 # & k ®P147; H. Gundert [1976] 33; M. Griffith [1999] 32, 47 with ardiB8is

[2012] 60; P. A. Lima [2016] 269 "pek GNpasSofE kpoNalu@PNp kp
A&k ®eea ] é@Géz’ERw&ﬁék&géééﬂ;@éw&lﬁ?kééé U AEk & Kb &k N
aguéadlaxal "a4aNAAkpG &N 7 &)5145a $ophackess

Gkoak ®ygkAZ ngadliAkas 0 4aGkGkNGAE HalupkpG @&glieae k
Thucydides (Z.3).

4348 + 0 #4kap . ( &4 k AAkAsgesults from the 5§ ¢
aGUAEYy oa®Aaap AN ANGI—Uuaeka UpA kpAEGaakeGa kp
N Q& N pa &gkpG "paekGNpa an&kE’aﬁa(Dkdié‘ziNl—Ul—UNp Ak &
Ak Np oaxeAaap A4dkapAgs UpA apaHkak 004 HNAaA4

position as reasonable (n6.d&bove; more on this in the following sec.). However, some

readers have drawn attention to the fact that her acé@drame and break the be-

haviour pattern expected of her in-ithtury Athens. The gods do not reward Antigone

for her deed and nobody in the play says that she acted well except the Thebans according

&N )ulaHNp A& danNaeae -6!|<1WéAkB?rcpvn [1987] 8, 9). The latter

AagNGu 4 kDAkauaeaﬁE egle "paekGNpa /EagNk da NA
PNe& Ake AAGG Akey ®#yga ®Ana NA HNAZAlU2A o24a(l
AkpUAA (AaaDz AWwKEapNa i AAGKkGBNAAGRAPE ANOG]
transcended common sense as to demand that the living should sacrifice themselves for
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leads to the downfall of Thebes and its royal famify {39243, 1250, 124,

12832, 13483). This illustrates how the condition of the citiless may be a conse-

quence of daringly seeking to weave together humgr AE 1 p A ag/EeNHAE
UpA Akgokpa 30&®kaa *p Ne&galidp AANA A £ &g a
seems to reflect a contrast between a moderate and an excessive way of connecting

these two aspects involved in social and political rules of conduct. Such contrasting
AUAAE aanldaAkk AaAknadaxkoaGA inamgking £034 4 a AL
this connection. The latter possibility is well illustrated in the courgentifjithe

one *& k£ &®yga AEikGCGoada NAE &gad UpaeliGNpk £xAL
®yakéd aANpAEGkaae UpA -BUrBoEa2E opglntigorelk A A ANA
4505, 4690, 6135, 1261 12560, 13433 [Creon]}:

®ega AauA -Inwood (1989) 189stressest the@Antighng Bick

(907:in defiance of &h & k ek a a p £ UpA &gle gaad AlHkG
one who is responsible for burying Polyneices.

¥The question concerning the human understanding of the divine is central to the
Antigone 4NngNaAGa A nGUA apldDzAkalGkskAPa né&gRhrabm@
human knowledge about the divine and about the right way of behaving towards it is lim-
k &4 A $Inwootl NL@B8] 437 ;[foX e idea that true wisdom belongs to the gods,
see notably Sop;j. "D REGCGNDERK MP EPNL B AANPDA A o A /
and it is the latter that generate the tragic confiiath is one over which ap
Aa & FelipAkpG k[)aeaGGkGa[)aa—872kqﬂ.ﬁtlr@Nééééae $
Gu a Dz Nk @p A aA iR P kaacsedsult in their downfall

(M. Griffith [1999] 3®; A. Lardinois [2012] 63). C. P. Segal recognizes the importance of
intelligence as a form of human relation to the gods, although he argues for the orthodox
claim thatonly Antigone understands what piety is ([1964}#09,Ra0Lauriola (2007)
389405 makes a remarkable effort to map the terminology of wisdom and foolishness in
theAntigone * Ak Al GAaa Akey gad aGukH &2yl $4aN]|
folGk Ay pakE kA Adnbdara Ak AANH 43a HUKDPp
with foolishness designate obstinacy and irreverence towards the gods when applied to
Creon but mean disobedience to the Theban king when referring to Antigone. However,
Ak ANsaAkapaa &N $&4aNp £ AksékpaGA ElipaekNpaA .
able act (C. Sourvinlmwood [1989] 144) and can hardly be taken as a sign of wisdom.
Furthermore, it is important to note that neither Tiresias (D. A. Hes®9)[ 187 the

GNAE - " . U&, uA AnhalbDz EigNgal
outcome of the latter pleases the gods, they do not necessarily approve her act itself (C.
Sourvinott P ANNA A9 48 PaKEp alEDIEN & HREAN ED &

standing the divine as inadequate, | do not mean to suggest that there would be a way fully
controllable by either of them for their conceptions to be correct, such that the tragic con-
flict could be avoided. Though the moral tfipedy is that common sense and moder-

ation should prevail in the sphere of human actiob,(6@84, 625, 1&3J), the world

of theAntigonaloes not seem to be one where human beings can by themselves alone
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The two opposing possibilities of relationship between the human and the di-
vine just presented are the core around which the meaning of the second antistro-
phe and that of the first stash as a whole revolve. Not only the alternative be-
®&Aaap oaaNWApG aQ@& UGKAEN &ga
choosing the good or the bad (36@)which one could add the opposition be-
®&Aadap &®ga pNaGa UupA ,asaehas thad peNveed fnod-
erateness and immoderateness (poi)t to such contrasting possibilities of be-
haviour and the corresponding modes of human understanding of the divine.
According to the first stasimon, therefore, man and his intelligerare dxabig-
uous characterthat is, they are (the most admirable and, at the same
time, the most fearsome beindscause, first of all, they may or may not be able
to grasp the proper way of connecting the human and the darmay, in th
form of human laws and custorasd, secondly, because the ultimate meaning
of their domination over nature depends on this ability.

5. Antigone or Creon?

It is now time to ask which of the two antagonistsAditipenes being alluded

to in theifst stasimon. Answering this question is key to understanding how it is
that the stasimon reflects the events in the play by announcing the conflict be-
tween Antigone and Creon as one between two improper modes of human rela-
tionship with the divine. Doée tstasimon refer to any one of the antagonists in
the play, or does it merely present an abstract pietodeultimately a moral
assessmentNAE HilUp A nleyg &NALAAA dkokGkalakNp
hand, in the same spirit as other chdesd m Greek tragedy, it offers us a more

or less abstract view on its particular sdbactthe other, it alludes to both an-
tagonists by somehow predicting what happens later in the play between Antigone
and Creoff.lt is the connection between its @ustand concrete dimensions

avoid their misfortunes, which are caugadtental blindness inflicted by a god}278
594603, 12F] 1345 + 0-6] #48 ith p. 19; C. Utzinger [2003] 53; P. A. Lima
[2016] 288; a god may lead a human being to perform an immoral act: Be242aph.
fr. 247 Pearson; DHAster [1971] 46). On the meaning of & Gk p Ap & /E/k &k p
importance in thAntigonesee D. Cairns (201279D. Cairns (20163163
%0n the abstract and generalizing character of the stasimon, see R. W. B. Burton (1980)
85; W. B. Tyrrald L. J. Bennett (1998) 64; M. Griffith (1999) 11, 179; A. Lardinois (2012) 66.
“roE ( Ak £Ek &7 ndeE k& A
spective, both as an attempt by this group of old Thebans to make sense of what they have
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that allows us to interpret the first stasimon as establishing an important criterion

ANE aplGQla&ekpG &ya AAUHI £ Ng@&eaNHA
The dialogue between Creon and the guard, which immediately precedes the

first stasimon, suggests thatdtasimon has Creon in view. In 323 the guard uses

®ega ®a&kN 4aFad &N &g§a Dz|2|_9é N /E SgéaéﬁE aa
1NGApkaaLZ guAk oaap o0akaA *@®& k£ AipGaéa
®i Ja $A4aNp o0aGkavark &gl

ceived money as a reward for collaborating in a political conspiracy against him

(2212, 28814, 322, 326).  has a clearly negative meaning in this passage as

if foreshadowing some sort of calamityrémn and the city of Theb#se term

is applied to the king later in the play (100) A k& UGAN 43 A£Gaad &k &

of an impending violent reaction against him by Creed1}3ZHis occurrence of

the term strongly suggests that Creon is the  depicted in the first stasi-

mon. Furthermore, the markedly positive and celebratory tone of the description

NAE HUpP A 04ag§kakadrUaapcREak@A U AENEG Kk G eda A Ak &9

determination when proclaiming the edict forbiddinigutti@ of Polynices (162

210¥°In his speech Creon presents himself as a ruler who has no /£a U 4 N A&
fFa & @AKPIG &Ny ket & o083)Ldch & WallgsMasSigieharacteris-

@&k & NA Hacpordig to the first stasimon, whiepicts him as most

fearless in his confrontation with the natural elefiénésa N pimaGe a&a G

just seen and heard, and as a complex andrafgehverbal structure in which S[opho-
aGak UGGNAALE oAF& &N aanGNida GuUAGAA &gaHAAL U4k,
J. Carvalho (2019) 109.

% For political conspiracies in Athens, see P1B@) (678. R. P. Winningtdm-
gram (1980) 171 n. 58 argues for a connection between the possibility of the bribe and the
ode, in the sense that the chorus sing of how amazing it is what men can do for the sake of
money However, the bribe is never refeiw as . In addition, this would mean that
a most important ode is triggered by a minor detail with no consequences for the plot of
the play and no correspondence in reality. The audience and the readers may guess from
the prologue (4D) that itwas Antigone who performed the burial and that she acted
alone.

%See G. Crane (1989)3,1715.

¥"The crossing of the sea{B34 what most clearly reveals this fearlessness of man.
The sea is fathomless (AeSapp 470; T. C. W. Oudemans andM. i®. Lardinois
[1987] 126 with n. 16) and dangerous @d&@mi.0d; He©Op.613, 687 |

ke k£ *dddksaGa &N Aka UHNpPG &#ga A
k& k£ ®£34&kbHND NP aNDDEAE AN B dkHA

fr. 1.257 West; Solon fr. 18 W&:st; Lucr. 5.1006; C. Utzinger [2003] 28 with n. 63), as well
as a divine place whose crossing constitutes a sacrilege and the breaking of a taboo (Hes.
Op6826; Catull. 64.6; HEarm 3.23!; SerMed 30179, 5789; T. C. W. Oudemans and
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strong and courageous ruler also anticipates the description in the second antis-

trophe of the morally and religiously appropriate behaviour in thettwitys W
edict, apparently sanctioned by Zeus/(11583!), he intends to make the city great

of line 376

Right after the first stasimon, there is a referencegmn@niihich is key to
understanding that what the chorus said in the stasimon may be applied to her too.
Lines 378 express their astonishment and incredulity towards the

GNAZLapa® nNazxapea A § ROugto iE@AMAtD GA (nnadé

the stasimon, this phrase is clearly related to the content of the latter. Indeed,
astonishment is what the chorus feel while singing of man as , in other
words, as a being who is impressive andspireng in every one of the megsi
involved in his ambiguousn®dgot long before the stasimon, there is another
passage important for assessing the allusions to Antigone in it, where the guard
justifies his hesitation in telling Creon that his edict has been violated by saying:

AP Ml ka4 /£ HIDA Npa valdA padsoNgGA

4 & & k NOMED BUE e & UED , BdEspefeDo & REA A

A. P. M. H. Lardinois [1987F M8 n. 17). C. Utzinger (2003) 28 n. 63 draws attention to
the predominance ofand -sounds in 334 which are meant to represent a storm.
¥This assaation is also made by Griffith (1999) 181 and Y. Sano (2814) 42
®59a UFeNpk AgHape kA Akd A NA GGG 4aGlu®aA &
S. Benardete [1999] 50 n. 57, refers to the monstrous union between the
human ad the divine; see also Bacchyl. 16.35 Snell for this phrase). This is consistent with
®Ja A9gNADA n 4 aYthalie Auridteeay sevdaddiee okgh (on this
and other connections between Antigone and the divine, see W. B. Tyir&lesumeit.

[1998] 64 #QPk &®ja aGAad ALk UA&NpkAgHApPpe& k£ UGAN
a (young) woman (378: #ga ANGpG " peaekGNpa *p &
who is presented as the protagonist of civilizatieB: (332 , 347: + 0 #4kap
[1975 aGUk HUE &gl & vopd séaicahgsNgfyeStahdt itis'aeeg a p £
AN Rl p Agkag kA AgA ke kA& OAOIGGA aUGGAA 0

kpAEead A NA §OHUD o.&ar pelier or sedrse NMAGY M@k theeg & U 4 &k
one who acts, hence the law breaker is expected to be a man. When Creon speaks of the
unknown person who buried Polynices, he uses Huli P It G &
[1999] 677 n. 56), foritis notaworiin @ @Ak pa £& &N Aa/EA &ja aAkae
Brown [1987] 8). The amazement at this being done by a woman is clearly reflected in 384
5, where Antigone is emphatically announced by the guard with six feminine grammatical
forms (see also the exambetween Creon and the guard i6)401

“9T. C. W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H. Lardinois (1987) 130 make an explicit connection
between the conceptof G PA Hlip ALle ®ja 2aGkppkpG NAE ®ga
introduced in the neuter, as if delnimed, as a portent, a ormonstrum
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dapAhad A MEAkGga@eapkpG HU&eedd A 594 ngéa
act of buryng Polynices, which was carried out by Antigone. Both before and after
the stasimon, therefore, decisive indications occur which clearly point out that its
content, especially that of the second antistrophe, may be applied to Antigone.
in 376 and in 243 are associated with the dangerous and

frightening side of the as depicted in the stasimon, which means that
the chorus may be pointing to Antigone when they sing of the reckless behaviour
within the city. But Antigone seeto be alluded to in the framework of the first
®gdaa AelipalAs UAE AadGG Agap &«ga agNAOA &
more precisely, from Hades, the god of the underwe?ld &6 known from
the rest of the play, Antigone is devotiistgod, and her devotion is one of the
key motives for her deeds in the dran®y 728, 519, 521, 542), the other main
reason being her familial love for her brothdr 628):By referring to death as
inescapable, the chorus point ahead to Aatigofe /EU &a &sap oa/ENaa /
icide (1220, 1224), she somehow joins Hades in the underworld by being buried
alive in a rocky cave beneath the eartid (BB%, 894, 1068, 1208):*

According to what we have just seen, the first stasirdes tmleach one of
the antagonists, but at different moments and in distinct ways, which reflect the
peculiarity of the values they represent and the actions they carry out in the drama.
However, it is now important to return to the crucial passagseicotie antis-
trophe and the stasimon as a whole7B6%vhere both antagonists are simulta-
neously targeted and which presents an important key to interpreting the meaning
of the whole play, by suggesting that it is the inappropriate realization of divine
justice in human GUAE UpA &@FEeNHAE ®egluae GauAksk
fall of the city (37D).

To anyone watching or readingAhtigondA k &g N@G& DP NAGaAGa NAE =
outcome i PA Ak &gNge&e nliAkpG lUe®eapaek Np &N 0 A£a/”
action p to the first stasimtn the reference to evil and boldness {7 Bé®uld

“See P. A. Lima (2016p271

20p @®ya NAApaAskLk NAE "pakGNpa A kHnak £ANpHAPp &
see M$ -aadGala AgN UGAN AAUAE U OK
ment as depiet in thePrometheus Bound ' N4 &ga aNpALaAgapaas NAE " P
ment for the meaning of the play, see C. Sotinmmd (1989) 148.

©Ben &N &ga AEkALe Aol AEkHND ®yada Uhda Ue Gal
Ingram [1980] 123) of whidt & Np A& i ek #0Aa Ak GG oa ®JANDGHN
35 GkDaApAE ke &N U0 @®Ankau G &AAUppPkalLG saguskN
D. Carter [2012] 33)2although at this point they tend to be read as expressing the confi-
denceand determination of a ruler: e.g. when proclaiming the edict, Creon speaks pre-
dominantly in the first person (especially 178, 191, 207, 210), which suggests that forbidding
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seem to point exclusively to the as yet unknown criminal who buried Polynices in

violation of a recently proclaimed law of the city. Moreover, an Athenian attending

the firstpefENA HUGI PAA NA ®&a nGUA aANDGA nNAAEk s GA
to good action (367) and divinely sanctioned huma(86870) as pointing to

$4aNp £ ndANaAGUHU&KkNpD NAE gk A aAknae *p Nag
tigonecould possibly look at the Theban king as someone acting reasonably when

fulfilling through his edict the ancient Greek custom of yioighiine enemies of

&y a Aol *a UpA kp &®gakéd aAagrawmiéhaNp £ GpG
guard (3044, 316, 3@ycould possibly be justified by the fact that the burial an-

nounced by the latter constitutes a massive attack on the lasisiaf #mel its

Ga Gk &k Hil &4 D&k p G £ Akugtepnars dymp&inypfidr &k NpaA U 9.
tigone as an individual whose freedom defies state authority stems from a modern
sensibility not shared by the ancient Gf&€ks.question, however, is whether

opad AINOGA &liba &®ya UOAkapada £ nNkpa& NAE ¢
Antigonas the normative perspective from which the play should be interpreted

in each one of its moments. In doing so, one is reducing the meaning of a play as

®ga oQPAkUG HUIA sad HPAEY HNAA U NnaaENDPULG Hi *&a
est; the chorus accept his edict, possibly fearing the consequences of a disagreement with
their king (2414, 220); Creon gets excessively angry with the Theban elders when they say
that the burial may have been prompted by the go@3. 80more extensive analysis
of these telling signals, see R. P. Winnlngtam (1980) 123P. Holt (1999) &/5

“%a H k £ NA®ap adkeadA &N AIJNA 2gle $4
of leadership (e.g. B. Knox [1982] 13; G. Cran&Z1389]n1 39). The ancient Greeks
were aware of the need to respect legitimate authority, so that disrespect for this authority
may have been a reason for a shocked disapproval (seadldte@osopopoeia of the
laws in PICri 50a#ic5; D. A. Hester " #A4ANAD
1NGApakaaAgZ Gp aparHA NAE &ga AKoHekd7.22k /£ pPNa& kH
G. Crane [1989] 112; C. Soutximoad [1989] 137; P. Holt [19991;8@3J. Carvalho
[2019] 182 n6)B8According to V. J. Rosivach (1983)2038 the denial of burial to ene-
mies is comprehensible to an audience familiar with the literary tradition since Homer,
but as a practice it would no longer be acceptable in the fifth centurySepp ¥hr.
13, 3780, 524, 5348, 5583, 6692). However, C. Sourviiromood (1989) 143 claims
that the testimony of EGupp merely indicates that the idea that the gods are offended
when corpses lie unburied became established throAghighae

“Mary critics warn against the risk of considering Antigone as a Christian martyr
whose conduct is defined by courage arsheedice (A. Brown [1987] 9; C. Utzinger
[2003] 73 n. 1; D. A. Hester [1971] 13 gives an exhaustive survey of studidseinterpreting t
Antigoneas a martyplay) oras a(pest3 NHili pe&ek & agluAluaead AAHea NGk ak
rebellion against the state (T. C. W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H. Lardinois [1987] 3; C. Sour-
vinoulnwood [1989] 135; M. Griffith [1999] 35 n. 105; P. Holt {2.9862558
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rich as thértigoneto a very particular perspective on it, on the basis of a way of
understanding the principle of historical authenticity which, on closer inspection,

ignores other ways of being true to this principle. So long as one avoids projecting

modern represéations onto what is a fitkentury BC play, one should be al-

lowed to explore the richness ofAhegondrom any perspective, be it that of

®ga nGUA £ NAKkGkpUG UOAkapaa @&yl NAE &§:
of the text itself in tesof meaning reverberations which possibly only a recurrent

reader is able to notf€e.

Although the original audience was probably not aware of the outcome of the
Antigonavhen the chorus sang the first stasth@mphocles would have already
determined tis outcome at least before his final revision of the stasimon, and an-
yone who watches or readsAthiggonenore than once, be it an ancient Greek or
someone living sometime between Antiquity and the present, reads or listens to
the stasimon knowing hovettirama ends and why it ends as it does. In view of
the meaning of the play as a whole, linésL368y be interpreted as referring to
Antigone and Creon in exactly the same terms. | am not denying that the chorus
may intend to convey the idea that ontjgéne is acting evilly (367), ignobly
(370), and recklessly (37RY. virtue of tragic irony, however, the chorus do not
have full control over the meaning of their words, so much so that the words they
sing in the stasimon may have connotations they@ud what they consciously

“5As M. Griffith (1999) 26 claimsAtitgyonean and should be many things. On the
topic of how to read this play, see also n. 22 above.

“"Most of the story of the royal family of Thebes was known by the original audience
(A.Brown[1987]1da dan& naadgunkLk &«ga AapkiG NAE oaQakliG
bedience to it (though Paus. 9.25.2 seems to point$ophpidean Theban tradition
4&aGUAAKkDPG ®ga Glaeedd [£ o Bbphdilean tixFefgring o AN&£Jah
to thisa n k N A a ®Ja SGepeh Adaitst THeAOSS 8) & dof skl 6 &bl Ay
HUpDA AAgNGUAAZ UA Up UAAKa®kND oA 0§ Gu®iad Udxg
fith [1999] 7 n. 26 for references), which means that the stémtigfcthés probably a
Sophoclean invention (A. Brown [1987] 5; D. Carter [2012] 119 n. 27; A. Lardinois [2012] 56).

This would make the original audience less able to predict what happens in the play (A.
Brown [1987] 5). On the background of the Antigone stogy,AeBrown (1984) 81.

Griffith (1999)-4 Aka&eg U0 AadeikGaA GaaNgpe NA 4NAGNAEAG
® N4 ®gk £ skaA Faa ( 3Nppae ) 3
434aDGaKAEpakEE ®Ja aNpacadersmth@ A A oA $ 44T

known performer of the burial and in 449 ( ) to reproach Antigone for doing it. Y.
Sano (2014) 39 with n. 41 points out that the same concept is applied to women in Aesch.
Cho594 ( ) and 597 ( , )
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intend to communicate to the audiefides was briefly indicated in the previous

section, both antagonists try to honour divine justice in the laws they proclaim and

the customs they follow, so that the clash between tmenbetween two ways

of endeavouring to ground the laws and customs of the city in divine justice. This

clash is not one between a correct way of carrying out such a grounding and an

incorrect one, but rather a clash between two incorrect ways ofAdibinggh

in 36571 the chorus may intend to establish an opposition between a correct (367,

36870) and an incorrect (367,-By®ay of basing human on the justice of

the gods, the subsequent events in the drama clearly indicate that thist 370

points in advance to what is the shared meaning of the actions carried out by Creon

and Antigone. It is the behaviour of both, especially agdinsthea but also

against the other characters in the tragedy, which is evil, ignoble, and reckless,

leading to the downfall of Thebes and making them outcasts from the*€ity (370).

Regatless of what the chorus intesndommunicate in3%2 . U A @gdes Ag N

KOdy &gkpGAE pavad ke oA HA galadeyg N& A£ED
the unfolding of the tragic action tells us

that their words allude to the two main antagonists in the play.

“55a4 ®adH *AUGkA kKANpA AlU/E aNkpaA &N Aad£5:
technique, whereby the full significance of a phrase, scene or song is made to go beyond
the primary meaning intended by the speakers (M. Griffith [1999] 18, @efthiis ¢
GnnadNnadklead ANA GAUANKkPG Aglue kA GNkpG Np kp
ments of meaning are compressed into a small compass (R. F. Goheen [1951] 52). One
should not necessarily favour some of these elements in detriment tWratbers-
times as is the case in 3d5 it is more fruitful to explore the ambiguities of certain
passages (see T. C. W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H. Lardinois [1987] 131 on the doubtful in-
terpretive move of separating a supposedly merely apparentn@anary from a true,
secondary one). Itis in a similar spirit that C. Utzinger (2003) 73 claims that the first stasi-
mon refers to both Creon and Antigone in the form of an enigma. M. F. Fresco (1994) 307
n. 25 believes that tragic irony is only posip@ p &ga (@PAkapaa DPNAL &g
come, but this is not necessarily so (apart from the point that the audience should not be
considered the criterion for determining the meaning of a play [already addressed
above]). In the present case, the audidhae a4 &N nadadakoa egle £ja 59
have a wider reach than they are aware of. As we have seen in this sec., theaterm
applied in a negative sense to both Antigone (243) and Creon (323) not long before the
stasimon began, so thatdhédience is given the conditions to suspect that evil, ignoble,
and reckless actions may be (or are already being) carried out by Creon too.

S9For Creon and Antigone as NO&al Ak AANH £§a &k xA /
72 with n. 222. J. Pins&888)-8 maintains that the passage also refers to Polynices.

S'Together with th&jaxand theTrachiniagtheAntigonk /£ NpD& NA& 4NngNa Ga £
plays (D. Carter [2012] 115), which have two protagonists or heroes (C. P. Segal [1964] 46;
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These lines, which end the first stasimon, point to another important connec-

tion between the words of the chorus and the two antagonists. The key phrase is
Agkayg HaupAkA gada -gluoekpG &9

Hk pAaRpG#EAA GNAGE &#ygadaANbda Ak £ga £ &N gl

a0G U AZNEsbrieane WHD does not correctly understand how divine jus-

tice should be respected in human, that is, with Antigone and Creon. In this

sense, 372is key to reinforcing the link between the second antistrophe and the

first three stanzas and cortivgy the overall meaning of the stasimon with the

rest of the drama. IS the present participle of , a verb whose meaning

AaGluea/fk ®gaska Gkpak &N &yga OpkAEAKkpPG &Nnk:

or understanding. The refered to in 373 is the same human power that is

said in 3384 to dominate nature and in-3630 be able to lead to evil or good

and to glorify or destroy the tity. 373, however, human intelligence appears

within the framework of the city, thus acumiia preponderantly moral and reli-

gious meaning, and it represents only one side of the moral and religious ambigu-

NOEpAEE &gl ®£§a Aol /EkHNp (&eeldksPed £ &N |

phe, namely its dangerous and frightening side. In thithéght  of 373

NNkpa&eLE &N &ga NnNAEALkokGkaeA &gluse HUP £ HNASZ

the success and admirableness of his conquests over nature. What the outcome of

the conflict between Antigone and Creon shows isathigiast infte fictional

world where the drama takes place, at least for those belonging to the house of the

Labdacids this is not merely a possibility but a reality.

A. Brown [19B%-6) with their own individual tragedies (D. Carter [2012] 114). The ancient

Greeks sometimes associated bad company with & @k p SeptE096@, " a A4 g

Diod. 12.12.3 (see T. C. W. Oudemans and A. P. M. H. Lardinois [1987] 124.with n. 9; also n

32 above for the significance oin theAntigong According to the latter scholars, the

prayer in 372 HU A kpAk &l 2a UGAEN &ga gNAANA
KFaGE O£ ®ja HNAEx: UAAANHA NAE UGG sakpGE

*2For this translain, see R. C. Jebb (1888) 77 (pointing tb Ho&0 and Akxv.634
as parallel passages).

M. Griffith (1999) 190.

MeE %" ) & /E&a 4 guAEnQaek kE&ap Npe
aNAA A£ Gkn A &g 4 NJGylIbwddeby d&extendivd lishof passaggsa & G
where the conce used); see also C. P. Segal (1964) 49. On the meaningnuf
its role in thé\ntigonesedR. Lauriola (2007) 3®§with n. 32 above). M. Griffith (1999)

42 with n. 126 distinguishes/beh female and male forms of intelligence in the play.


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

56¢ 5a goHup GpA @®gstigdh& 6kpa kp 4NngNaGa.

6. A concluding word

This last remark brings me to my final point, which has to do witlditieremo

but complementary forms of connection between the first stasimon and the action

of theAntigoneOne of these forms is the one | have been considering, which con-
cerns the fact that the stasimon is equivalent to a kind of microcosm that reflects
in advance the fundamental events in the play and whose meaning should also be
interpreted in the light of such evétithe other form concerns the fact that the
stasimon allows the action to be framed in its general view of human®xistence.
According tthe stasimon, man is faced with an alternative: to give meaning to his
existence by glorifying the city or to make his existence meaningless by causing the
downfall of the city. Within this frameworkAtitegone@xemplifies how man can

make his existenoeeaningless, despite all his supremacy over nature. It shows
how Thebes, through the actions of its royal family, is unable to give meaning to its
existence as a community. Sophocles tells us that, if we consider the example of
Theban society, man is kp &ega AZapLka NAE &ja HN-ALEe
apkpG sakpéG loNga UGG AN& gkHEAGAE UPpA
gives the example of a single human community and does not seem to propose a
hopelessly negative or pessimistic vimamfs suchAlthough the outcome of

the tragedy may represent a warning from Sophocles on the effective possibility
that human existence will prove to be in vain, the stasimon points to the alterna-
tive between glorifying the city or destroying it ashsmgnendecided, which is

at stake in the existence of any human community. The undecidedness of the al-
ternative is what makes man an intrinsically ambiguous being. The stasimon there-
fore establishes a criterion by which the meaning of every humae ezisteac
evaluated. This is perhaps one of the reasons why the stasimon has become such
an admired and influential text in Western intellectual history.

°5C. Utzinger (2003)-83 shows how key concepts of the stasimon play a decisive role
in the course of the drama. On the idea that the stasimon and the events of the tragedy
illuminate each other ipoocally, see H. Gundert (1976) 34.

%4384 . ( &k EEk ®§ ANA AgNH 2§ a
UGkpleksa aanGNAU®KkNDAE NAE ®§a AgNAGA ' NA

0p ANNgNAGALE 4 a sed keiGHKtIN(RO9PEMAWIthANE IEFEK UK AR

A

a

3
l.“.l

Rtk peaelkpE ®ylie *§a A£ap Asponside farGithEddpa- kp 4NnN

tation.
*8For the reception history of fetigonesee e.g. G. Steiner (1984); E. B. Mee and H.
P. Foley (2011); D.n342016) 194.
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ABSTRACT his paper studies the differing approaches to pursuing God during the Middle

Ages to show thetent Neoplatonism inherent to four prominent thinkers from the Early

to High Middle Ages. Beginning with PsiildN D A /Ek @& &#ga " daNnl Gk &a (
eguated with an ineffable light. Psddidaysius used darkness to describe God exceed-

ing the bouds of the intellect; a metaphor also used to illustrate thigjexiifying im-

perative for union with God. In union, PsBimloysius outlines an apophatic process

concurrently with a ladder of ascent. Eriugena appropriates?PseNddbA Ak A& Al A DP & A
albeit dialectically. In accepting the limitations of the intellect, Eriugena maps the bound-

aries of the intellect using binary oppositions between being-arthga@nd the cre-

ated and uncreated. Eriugena concludes we can achieve union only by rpeditating u

(NA £ &®gaNngupkagk #A AkAxekpGoOk AgkpG 4dalENp
Anselm. In signifying the start of the High Middle Ages, Anselm makes the unprecedented

claim that God is proveable through reason alone, although such pesoardgaus

contemplative work. Anselm nevertheless understood prayer and faith as prerequisites for
nJgaAASKkPG ( NA "pDAAGH A skaA NA ®§a Gk Hk &l &k N|
of his Ontological Argument, which Aquinas takes up andréviseENa Ak p G Np " p Aa
definition of contemplation. For Aquinas, theobgective vision of God, which he calls

a beatific vision, is the ground for union withT&edzery limitations of the intellect for

Aquinas prove the need for beatific visidreggeérequisite for bridging the infinite gap

between God and intelletihroughout this investigation, we uncover the intrinsic Neo-

platonism in the Middle Ages philosophers exhibited in their pursuit of God

KeywoRrD®enys, Eriugena, Anselm, Aquinasnelss, Neoplatonism, intellect, Middle

Ages, beauty, nobjectifying thinking

Introduction
Neoplatoni¢chought in the Latin Middle Ages traces its history to Augustine of
) knnN- £ GnnadNn&dklia&kNp NAE 1GN&kpOE &g N
tion, the relation between the One, God and beauty itself, among other themes,
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NGUAAA Up kpaeaGAuUG 4ANGa kp kpAEGgapakpG Gl
tonic sympathies are especially important for the Latin Middle Ages, considering
Augustine wroti@ Latin. The Eastern Church Fathers such as Origen of Alexandria

(184253) and Gregory of Nyssa333pdirectly subsumed Neoplatonic thought

since Greek was thegua francaf the Eastern Mediterranean and Near East. In

the Latin West, however, &swot until the fifthixth Century Pseufaonysius

the Areopagite (hereon Denys) and his Latin translator Eriuge3ver (808t

Neoplatonism was absorbed into Latin Middle Ages thought. Thus, we take our

starting point in this paper with Denys anié&aplatonic pursuit of God. We

AgNA &gle wapALs ngadAsaA (NA £ Akokpa AlA
Halipe &N adaaaHnGkAEA (NA £ kpaKkKklisGa GCkGgd
%ap A £ FHINAA Ngalda& / aNnGlUa&Npkydntheg a HA k £ (
world, a facet of divine illumination that draws all back to the One or God. In
&4dkodGapiu A tnnldNndklekNp NAE %aAapAAE AlA&DP:
no intellect can apprehend. From this darkness, all intellects and the primary
causesmerge, hence the impossibility of knowing God.

&&dkpGapiu £ 4aluGk Elia&&kNp gaada GaA &N gk £ A
The result is the dialectical distinction between being ahdingncreated and
@paaai®ah U A& n liwvarke th&efiphgsdokiiséna rpimagides A£a Hk p i
Eriugenian darkness in the context of the nothing from the perspective of reason.
"pAEAGH £ aHnglAk/E Np &ga Glaoeead AEAHs NGk £
)y kGg . kAAGa " Ga&k *pa&apimkaHp k&g & ppNNe glkppAGe
AaNp Ak AddaA oA &gad kpxaGGaase odeE pNe& PNz
®4GGada®e aluppNa& o0 AaHiUkp oaGkpA &N (NA £
&k Np NAE &ga Gk Hk &l &k NgvideEnt Nafiire dofnds thé P 24 GG a 4 8
ground of his Ontological Argument. While Anselm concludes that faith and
prayer are the prerequisites for pursuing God, Aquinas grounds beatific vision as
®ga AENGpPpALG&KkNp Akpaa (NA £ Opcd®H NAl s k Gk &/
sion, Aquinas sought to ground the infinite distance between God and the intellect
in his cosmology. In so doing, Aquinas developed his beatific vision while appro-
priating core themes of Neoplatonism. In summary, this paper shows that despite
the difering approaches to pursuing God in the Middle Ages, Neoplatonism was
essential for developing the cosmologies found therein.

The Christianisation of Neoplatonism in the Early Middle Ages

The Dark Ages is commonly understood to have succeeded Benfralhzhich
oaGup Ake®y *®ja ,kpG NAE #jad 7kAKGNayAE " Gu:

kp &ga (adrup adagkagkaelikp 0ANUAAA A& Ak £n NAl


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

57. The Neoplatonic Pursuit of God in the Middle Ages

Romulus Augustulus in 476 AD. The latter event symbolises the end ofithe Wester

Roman Empire for historians, leading to the loss of knowledge of the Ancients, i.e.,
sciences, philosophy, the overall collapse bigdlestic culture, and the transi-

tion to the Medieval period. However, some have characterised the encounter of

the Vik GNe&eg £ Aka®y $gadkEeklipkeA 1A ®Ha (&4 Hu
(Russell 1994). While Christianity developed further throughout the Middle Ages,

Russel argues that the Hdwopean warrior ethos preserved by the Germanic

peoples throughout Latatiyuity and the early Middle Ages heavily influenced

this development (Russell 19945188k £ aé6ape& HUADAE Ayle 3 JAFa
Hipkad 540p AENAHUI&kND NA $gak A£xklpka®A AEN (
this transition towards the early Med@éles, the pagan Neoplatonists faced pres-

sure from the growing tide of Christianity. As Marinus recortdgeiiBroclus

Proclus (412 aNpAEk AddaA ®ga GluAe (4daabDz ngkGH
Academy, left Athens for Lydia for a ghewing pressure from the Christians

(Guthrie 1986, 3Mespite the Germanic takeover of Rome, the pagan persecution

persisted unabated. The Christianisation inevitably influenocedand which

way remains uncleabDenys, a Neoplatonising Christiaglest of Proclus. Even-

tually, the Neoplatonism that began with Plotinus @202)ysf the third Century

"% AUAKLE AEOEESAAA Akey $gakALeklipka@eA kp %apAh
coverage of this historical interpolatibimeCorpu®ionysiacurreopagiticum

therefore, represents the Christianisation of Neoplatonism after the Fafl of Rome.

'As Russell notes, despite the Germanic and Christian values being fundamentally op-
nNA&EaA ®gad $gédkEeklp HkEEKNpUAKkAAL ANGGye &N
courage, and loyalty in such a manner that would reduce timgiafifdiity with Chris-
®eklip 6UGQaALk AgkGa lUxe ®ga AlHa &k HA kpagdGeg
accommodate the Germanic ethos and-@dtld A 3 Q-&Aka GG

2439 NGUALE pPNea&d &glae pPNeA kenuifansptbrko) G $ U0 Gak Ak
roughly twehirds of thdimaeus 1 Gl &N A& AkUGNGoa A Aada opusilkc
around 800 years (Grant 2004,93 * & Al A& P N&99)drgnaddtidhs thak 8 k p N A&
1Glia&N £ AkKkUGNGgaA Aada UsukGlaGa

*Scholarly literatutép %a pAAZ |/ AaNnGl&Npkéa kpAEGoapaa Np
a few reference points, see Finan and Twomey, 1992, McGinn 1994 and Edwards, Pallas and
Steiris, 2022.

“While some credence must be given to the earlier Church fathers, such as Augustine,
$GaHape NA " GaaupAadkil UpA O0A&AkGap UHNp G Ne&g
aGOAE UpA UANGpPDA &ga &kHA NAE +Q/&ekpklip ®ga (A4
more significant evefithis concerns Denys' historical placement at the cumiofati
Greek philosophy in Late AntiquityE A2 4 § wapAE AldkekpGAE GnnaN
Neoplatonism, from Plotinus to Proclus.



Emile Alexandro¥ Vol B.2(2@4 57.

) NAdagaé ®yad AOoKkaApape nANGk Ea&dlekNp N/
throughout the Middle Ages is much more challenging to trace and understand.

DenyE $géadkAEZeklUpkAZaA |/ aNnGlia&NpkAH aHaA&AGaAA
Latin Middle Ages in John Scottus Eriugena, the first to translate Denys into Latin.
&akoGapu £ -lUa&kp ®&0pAEGUH&k N|P09)&adiagaA " p
Thomas Aquinas (12254 the latter guided primarily by his teacher Albert Mag-
nus (1260 "pAEAGH £ |/ AaNnGlU&NpkAH HUA oa
&éRéGépfj A aAnaakiGGA Akpaa #a ANGHAEAE ]
&AkoGaplu £ @40 podiaded i khd Westfar Avo lutdfed vedd\ & k &
when Anselm composed Risslogigmwhich bears significant Neoplatonic ele-
ments (Andrus 2014, 270p. £a GHU £ |/ AaNn Gl &Npk £H Al £ Kk p A£G
Neegdd $gadkAeklip / aNnGlhaNQkphm//AE APega b AN
/| aNnGlie&eNpk £AH k a AaGédaask NA aHlplua&kNp
mology was indubitably Neoplatonist, underpinning his elaborate quinary scheme
dlstlngwshmg being from nbeing and a fourfold division between cteatd
gpadai®ah "pAEAGH £ | ANnNGU&Npk AU k £ HNA4 &
cosmology, whereby all beings derive their essence based on their participation in
the Divine (Charlesworth 19721)28Vhile Anselm lacks a systematic cosmology
compaable to Eriugena, they both share the Neoplatonic ideal of the unity of phi-
losophy and theology.

"AGkpUuE | aNnGlu&Npk A 4a£EPGea A AEANH gk £
ing many ideas from his teacher, such as the Light @f@mnglorigea Dio-
nysian concept Magnus himself adopted (Blankenhorn 201Bgxikwis was
also directly influenced by the Areopagite, with scholars showing that some 1702
citations to Pseudaionysius are presenflime Summa Theologw#dh 899 spe-
cific references tbeDivine Namé$orrell 2012, 25)hus along with Augustine,
apAAE ALA &#5a Negad nadkHUAA ANgAEGZaA ANA
nism with Aristotle. Effectively, Neoplatonism, common to these Medieval think-
ers, is traceable to therpuPiongiacum Areopagiticu@entral to this Neopla-
tonism is the ineffability of God, whether described as incomprehensibility by
AnselmIflon 36), the unknown by Aquiraisng. TH: Q12. AB) or unknowable
by EriugenaPerll: 525a). While Dionysius radiealithe unknowability of God
UA£& @®ga AL ADpakEAE NA OIMYPTNIAKS),Gvhat re-
mains central to all the Medieval thinkers in question is the contemplative pursuit
NE (NA £ kpa£Eliok GkaeA *p& NmGRak A& A A G a1/
&k Np Agle a4l0A&k* N& naANAAAOAA NA& nélaexk

S £ #GUpPDADPENApD UAAAA ®g a n &omnemdyeA NAE " A
on the Pseuitbg G dz& N g A N logyis @rikingyBlainkedhar2A16.6166
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must journeyEnn 1 (20) ) NAdagaél ®Ja ngkc
suing God varies from one thinker to another. By observing these diMergence

sight into the transformation of Neoplatonic thinking comes into clear view over

some six hundred years by the time of Aquinas. Unless observed closely, the Neo-
nGla&Npk AU NE &ga . kAAGa "GakLk HIA Gnnadéd ¢
beginbydsad Al kpkpG U AaA dapedliG AKalegdak NA
to make this transformation recognisable.

apAAE $Np@aAHNGUaekND NA %l 4&DPa LA

* @& kA kHnNad&lipe &N pPNed &glde WapALE £ n
and has proven enormaguisfluential on the Christian tradittéea p A &£ Gl p GG
aims to refle¢t N A  -#EparBfio6 &E perfectly intertwined with beauty (Sammon
2014, 198). By separation, Denys means the feature of God that is unique to God
alone. Thyseauty is the defiin /Ea i €04 a GOk AkpG Npa £ nDa
ANAGA HOAx sa gukGaA U& AkZ£Za UGUpA osalgek
®ePhda OpaN&d&AodnxaA (44 AEkGGaA DikNeg Akokpa
592A)%a P AE N QD& ADk & N A |ofihAt whickis tiot God & G4 & Ak ¢ &
oal @&k £DG U nadNaAaAgkALk ga Aaskabdkoadak oA 4a/
would be like sculptors who set out to carve a statue. They remove every obstacle
to the pure view of the hidden image, and simply by thisesirad elside they
show up the beauty which is hidddg. (Th 10254 ' The statue represents
apAAE UGnNnglekd nadNaaLkAk AgaldasA &ga Ui
DH NAl s k Gk &A &g a A KA DapLE2BEE PaEddoxicBliyA Uoa Ng a
DelA £ a4N&A&AAGHexa AL Al&dDpaskrE l(aNvsa ®ga GCkGg
2 & AN D My. ihGaB0AY &his @maghaticism conflates two

Na :
Ga

® Some passages inspired entire treatises, suemasythmusly composed fourteenth
century treatisehe Cloud of Unknoweirig i &2 & Up oa AZaap UL 30Fe UK £
the development of Dioisinfluence as the Idapm Greek to Latin in the schools of the
-la&kp 8arskse kp ®ga aluevrGA . kAAGa " Gak 5AGaéa
"1GNe&ekpdA&E HaRINGNE k&£ UA£E ANGGNAE ) NA Y0
good soul has? Go back into yourself@andflgou do not yet see yourself as beautiful,
then be like a sculptor who, making a statue that is supposed to be beautiful, removes a
part here and polishes a part there so that he makes the latter smooth and the former just
right until he has giveretstatue a beautiful face. In the same way, you should remove
superfluities and straighten things that are crooked, work on the things that are dark, mak-
kpG &gaH o4kGge UpA pNe&e A£A&Nn ANADA PG Np Al
until the divinekEn GapANGBA NA sk & 04 -Qhgtll prihned pn A N & P &
®ga gNGA AFaulea Enn -15)).
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akrEapek UG FalxP&dak NE AapPAE nQa&ADkaE NE (

saANpDA (GG salgxeA wapAE Ak ZLZaANGE&AA Np sa

dira 8 #eGA aAQlua&kpG wapAA (NA Akey oald®eA =&

Plotinus and Proclus (Sammon 203203)91Vhile this is a position worth con-

Ak AadkpéG Ad H@AEe U EESHAE ®gle %apALE aANAA

with hidden darkness ( ), the topic of the opening chapter

of hisMystical Theology " "nluhde AANH AlGADpPaALkE |

®&Pbda NAE (NA £ salgaxA ke UGAN &dandakgkapak
Denys adopts the Platonic ladder dadtioeg to expound upon this difficult

voyage leadingtoGods g lise k£ AGA &gakd ndaskadapaa k/

Gu &k Np £ Apayg U AUA GOkAak ®#ya ANDGG &t

is brought into union with God hims@If/( Na981B) ''NA& %apAA paGilek

move closer to God follow the formula of thknessble, the more beautiful,
ANA UpA @&gkpDkpG nadANp dalGkAA A &Jle &

6 k £k o Ga CE&.Md210)k iz again touohehe theme of hidden

darkness that becomes increasingly more pronounced the further one advances by

negation. Williams explained that despite Denys using darkness as a pervasive

Hua &l naggNeA apA NAE GpkNp kA pNa& AKOUEAND &k P ONL

73). Effectively, contemplative work is needed to reach God, following the Neopla-

tonic hierarchy, particularly of the Proclean variant. The darkness beyond the light

exceeds all contemplation, albeit necessitated by contemplation paralleling Pro-

& G gsfihctiorAbletween One and Intellect, the former being beyond all thinking.

As Denys elaborated infiiéne Names ( NA kA& UGaNga UpA oaANE

we posit intangible and invisible darkness of that Light which is unapproachable

because it so fara 8 & & A /£ & Div. NasdIAp Benys,GHis Gvgyceex-

nNGukpaA &glie &£§a FINAA Aa «iDA A£Gk Gga On/

ALADDa kA AJgkagMrmmIBIBANDA kpeaGGaae
$UAlokpa AaAKadhdkoalk §aknesk BsptiedierdlDp AENOG /
HUN ¢ a Hekdpagisard dorresponds to the lowkstasisf God in his boun-

&k £OG naNaaLkAkNpD kpa&eN (UGG &gkpGE $UA0<

apophatic and hierarchical, both being the prerequisite for union wittbGpdt

thoroughness of sacred discipleship indicates the immense contemplative capac-

k @A N AEel. Hik1p1®24A). This contemplation denotes the boundary be-

tween knowing and unknowing, intellection and uGeraline 1995, p3gow-

ever, by focusingpo %a p A £ UnNnglekak AHU ABad&gald ni

emerge. Contemplation is a product of the Intellect; although it represents the pin-

nacle of all thinking, it is an entirelysdffcient whole beyond time and separa-

&k Np ' N GGN A& ip BeElénfenisiot hébloDedia i§ éonsistent

with propositions nine and ten, that the Intellect isusitiient ( ) but
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inferior to the unqualified Gapod ) (El. Th911). IQelestial Hierarghy
apAE GUnndNndkl®ea £ gk £ 14NaGaLp kpAEKGYH e
odkpGAE UE &GNp@AHNGlU®EKkGHAEA Ckipe20®H akad plu D
C). Here, Denys makes the crucial connection to beauty; the penultimate action of
the firstbeinggi@a* P &ed GGaaa& AandaKkapek #£ga AOn aék
and because they are filled with a transcendent and triply luminous atotempl
NAE #&§a Npa AN k£ ®#ga GelidZOBC)UPA #§a ANDAE:

By following this Proclean pattern, Denys advanced a Neoplatonic hierarchy
with an ineffable darkness at the apex. Contemplation naturally belongs to this as-
cendingcosmologyp k &4 ANGa& NAE AadakekpG (NA £ osal
&N no4aAoa «yga kpakAklioGa AlLADpPakrE " AE £DE
ni&ead onNp Aatagkpsé (NA £ OpDPNAlsGa Al 4D
templation as the starting point ofspiurg God with beauty as the guide. Again,
this beautyguided contemplation remains apophatic in its pursuit of God. While
Denys seldom used the term philosophical contemplation or speculation in con-
junction with contemplation, he describelceitter Seveinat true philosophy is
®ega a4adanaekNp NA &ga A KLXBA N080B)Nefys ( N A &g U d
repeated a similar sentimentétter Ninedescribing the dual aspect of theology
ULk «ga kpaania£EAkk o Ga osophic® PXA1085psey &£ a U &
with the pagan Neoplatonists and consistent with the later Medieval thinkers,
Denys did not separate philosophy and theology but saw a natural union. However,
kp k&£ $gadk £klp aaDAkaekNDthaﬂ’d&e[}\IAﬁE ( NA el
NANGUNpKk £ 0pa UGegNOdGyg ke AaHUKkpPpA &aGNLEa
is then reimagined by Eriugena, to whom we now turn.

&&dk@gGaplu £ wiadDpakLk NE (NA £ -kC

While we cannot know whether Eriugena read Plotinus and Proclus directly
UOHINPpG N&gad nldGap / aNTinthbusNovikgdicekEex- g a ANa £
nNAESE A aANtinttats@iokRark GHE $ &akoGapiu £ gk
ogy is a highly developed Neoplatonism where an unknown God transcends the

8 Letter Seves addressed to Polycarp, a hierarch, regarding a discussion with Apol-
lophanes, sophist. Denys counsels not to refute his opinions but to establish the truth as
clearly as possible and let his explanations stand for thefrieslgese references to
the Mithraic cult and various Christian miracles.

°Letter Ninis directed to Titus highranking ecclesiastical leader. The text discusses
the symbolic meaning of the mixing bowl, food and drinks as representations of spiritual
sustenance.
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zenith. Furthe k p G wa p A&  Aa AkEGpa U a8adA& &Pa p UA UA DPNBALL

gurating the fundamental distinction between being adzeimgAs Carabine

PNe&d £ kp gad AaHkpuG ANADz Np &Ak@Gapi EYs)

loGa GkGganTME Ak gk Dap@Gééés&BgliAtuﬂJ@mtaﬁEﬁE U A G

apAAE alAoglekpG (NA £ AGADPRPEE Ak Up kI

act of sel€reation is, in other words, a move from darkness to light, the dark re-

flecting the ineffable ligthat only appears dark due to its transcendent intensity

(Carabine 2000,-34 ' A ey ald HaNtus ANNDELESKNZE D &Y A 4

(reditu3, a strictly Neoplatonic principle more pronounced in Eriugena than

Denys. Nevertheless, the processlor’poﬁa GGk Gkok Gk&A HKkAANAA %

@&k Np niAekaPGUAGA &#ga aHaadGapaa NA UGG k
In Book Il of thPeriphyseon & Ak #Gapi Akl GadekadliGGA OpA

whence the primary causeauSae primordiajJesmerge, and no intellect can

napaeaeliaea &4dkogGapli gada AaKaHoGak wapAk

making the arguments challenging to decipher. One selection, however, conveys

thecausae primordiakesGli 84 kp &A&ak@dGapu A aNAHNGNGA &

Isit not most appropriate that they should be called by the Hon Splrlt by the name of

a dark abystehebrose abyssi ' N4 &gaA (4a &a0GGaA e AA£EAE )
omable depth and their infinite diffusion through all things, which is percedved by
/Eap Fa uapA aNHmadagapAaA aA PN kpeaGGa i

pakE oadU0Ka NME ®ja kpaAkElisGa aaaaGGa[)aa N
brings darkness upon those who look into it, since they are unable tackssivigs ex

brilliance. Thus there was darkness over the abyss of the primordial causes. For before

they entered into the plurality of the spiritual essences no created intellect could know

of them what they were, and darkness is still over thiglabgbsa itaque erant

super causarum primordialium abylssaoause it is perceinmdno intellect except

that which formed it in the beginning. But from its effects, that is, from its processions

into intelligible forms it is known only that it is, but notrstode (as to) what it is

(Per Il: 550651A).

Thecausae primordialmerge out of darkness through the outflowing of beings

all the while remaining incomprehensible, whether to the senses or intellect. The

facing of the sun, perhaps an analogu@tios®®N £ &G4 UGGGaGNA&A K /
tinction between the emergence of light and the source itself, the latter being un-
Faaue Ga &akoGapi UGAEN nlUAUGGaAaGE wapAE k
prehensmn Hence, Eriugena described the |mmiecemtflowmg of the
nNAKkHNAAKUG AU0AKA AL LA ®ga AlLADDakALE Nogal
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Thence, in a dialectical process of questions and answers with regular reference
to biblical scripture, Eriugena explains that the primary causes of all beings pro-
ceedintothebeti/E ®yaA al0dAa Aka®e&gNDa® AanuldaekpG A4
®&glueae kAL kpok £k s GA s A 2akpG a®a&dpliGGA 4l
(Per * * " 8 & G lchipde primdrdidietheelifsk £ 2gli e &
Full p k A4 AedetbieseikkNgvable Natkeess. The fundamental dichotomy in
&4k odGapiu A aanGkalekNp aagkekeAk ®jga oaNGpA
contemplation cannot revert itself to exceed itself. In other words, the intellect is
ultimately posterior to tipgimary causes whence it emerges. The dark abyss pre-
cedes all intellect and, thus, is inaccessible by contemplation, whether through di-
alectics or otherwise. Like Denys, who distinguishes between darkness and intel-
Gade &AkJGapu obibéwedhdhEunpadtibigaiedlDfe andall A2k D & &k
unities that arise posterior to the @helh2324). Eriugena followed by mapping
the contours of the intellect through five modes of being aveingprThe first
and most fundamental mode represents thectimt between God and all else,
®ega MAENAHAAEA 2akpG DP NAD p NPar |: 44 feN Agle k
While the five modes draw the boundaries of intellect, the distinction between be-
ing and notbeing itself demonstratesy k P D& p @hs. £ Gk Hk sl &k
Eriugena repeats this formula throughout his cosmology, which he used to con-
struct his soalled division of natur@aturg, hence the titl®eryphisedn
Eriugena effectively elaborates further than Denys by insisting that all intelligibil-
ity is fainded on the bedrock of being anda®img, meaning that even the earth
k £ GpDHPNAl o Ga " nANHkpape adalHnGa &Aak G
visible earthrfiystica illa terra invisibilis U p A &g & Altdh®dz k P 2d GGk (
brosa abyssus he\prinoedial causeRef Il: 551A). The latter denotes the utter
incomprehensibility given its persistence outside of the intellect. Eriugena unveils
hisnaturas A Aad AdAdkokpG &ga AEOpaekNp NA FUA Ak |
dial causes of the poreal creature not yet manifest by any light of colour (or)
Ak £k paek Np NAE ANAHA GpA FUNReBIIN g & & /AEJ&n
550b). This distinction signifies the third mode of being dneimmrthe oppo-

Friugena further delineates a ternary hierarchy of participation in God, who is the
One Caug# all thingsRer Ill: 622&23C).

Yperiphyseon is a creation of later scholars, derived from Greek to reflect the content
NAE &4k @PGapu A ANA DeDivsigna Natuéan & Division of Necek p &k 2Ga
ture). The term Periphyseon its@ifisa NHIA NGp A ANAA Ak &g naédk
NA aNpaadpkpG UpA ngAZgaNp AANH ng
AaNp aup oa GNNAAGA ®AUpAGL*&AA UA aNpaaap

UGk Gp £ Ak &&§ oy ank iedivipian befivedn thadialt€dNand the uncreated.
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sition between the naturalavG A G pA &g a FUN ABcsecrBizsgi-4 & &8 ANGA
mis naturasinibus A gk & § n &é B&4CL Ore dgnayHierhaps see ech-
Na/£ NAE )aduaGkaoA gada | U &egaal &No a £ &N
323). In any case, Eriugena sought to advance fundamental oppositions to convey
the limitations of the intellect, which is nonetheless indispensable for pursuing
( NA 59a kp&eaGGaase A dusibkolaisakciefledE a NHA Ak e
and creates, created that creates, created that does not create, and the uncreated
that does not createdr |: 442a). Here, the opposition is between the created and
the uncreated, with two intermediary principles: naturatateict.

Given that the intellect cannot reach God and the return process is fundamen-
®#0G &N &AkoGapu £ ANAHNGNGKkAaAUG NAAaA ND &
abandoning thinking at some pomt The difficulty of this pursuit is, like in Denys,
sddanekpGG «wgad AaadkALkosa Guin ap aANgGa®a &N (1
gluokpG 10 al AN G 4aGlaek Np &N &#ga ANA&AGA

He is created by Himself in the primordial causes and becomes the beginning of all
a A /£a p @&scending fromAhe primordial causes which occupy a kind of intermedi-
ate position between God and the creature, that is, between that ineffable superessen-
tiality [ineffeabilem superessentidligmth surpasses all understanding and the sub-
stantially marést nature which is visible to pure minds, He is made in their effects
and is openly revealed in His theophahiesghanijgPer Ill: 683/8).

Eriugena uses the tetmophaniik p n 04 Ak p G ( NA AA4GAKkpG Np
to discuss thieeffeabileraf God. Harking back to Denys, one cannot know God
®2JANDGCY ®ja kp#eadaGGade o0k 2ygdMNAMSy (NA £ .
869GD) .

For both, all oppositions only reinforce the prerequisite for theophany. The only
AGA &N (NA £ 2AlUpAKaapAapaa o2aANpPA UGG Ak a
ifestations: theophanies.

Then we shall not see God Himselinself, for not even the angels do smce

®gk £ kA KHNNEEks Ga AN& adapadA dhdalxgia ]
mortality and dwells in inaccessible light ok Aad AJUuGG aNpea&aHn Gl
ophanies which are made in us by(Pari: 448C).

P

“s5aNngupA aNHAA A4ANH &#£§a "pakape (4aabz AN
HAUpkpG &N £ NA N &andatesitd thefappedfadd &f a god or god
showingTheophaniis the pluraform refers to instances where God reveals himself to
a person or group of people through many appearances.
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Only by meditatingmedietas @n Np ( NA £ @&gaNnglipkaAgk (42
turning to God, enacting the cosmological order as Eriugena described. While this
may give some precedent to human will, the entire process is the manifestation of
( NA A § &chAuli ingnpeatafi@arabine 1995, 360). As Carabine adds, the
aHaadGapaa NA 2akpPpG NgG&e NAE 2ga AUADPAEALAE NA
is that the original darkness of God, which is no thing, becomes light, becomes
some thingl NA A& A£O0GGpaAAL UoaNgad o0akpG kA &#ga
something, but through its becoming, it becomes the negation of the negation: the
Akgkpa pleglda oadaNHaA athddghtheppl p k &Aa G/
cess aéxstasigiterally  ( doiAg odE fron N A $UAloakpa

Thus, the five modes of being anébrory delineate the threshold of contem-
plation in pursuing God. The fifth mode decisively distinguishes between the hu-
R p oakpG doardakon knd &in; tetbt ré€salts in the renouncing
®ga MAENAHAA UGDA AadckabdpsaAGA GCNP&E koA 2akp

" AlUkA Ak ££a&dapeGA ®ga gOHUDP oakpG

age of God and so must be exercised free from sin. Tiagtefsrthe missing
GkpbDz £AN& @OpAaédAkelipAkpG aNpeaHn Glia&kNp aNpa
the first man were lost and had fallen into a kind-sfibhsistence God the Father
a0 GGAE g 4a NJ Oy Falhliakdsegason must be practisgdifer for
®ya AdadanakNp NA (NA £ ®ygaNnglpkak ENIERE:
GnnadNndklaekpG ®Wap®EapluL A #JaNnglupA saaNH
GnnadNGAg AN& nhQAaAABKkpPG (NA (AkGNAG™
sible without theophany, with no possibility of union with God. Akin to the faith-
less or sinner, human beings becoméeituy without theophany. This way,
apAAE MAENAHOGU kA daskAFaA Aka&ey «ga kpakLE
incurring a comprehensive metaphysic. From a strictly rational or perhaps secular
perspective, Eriugena and Denys see the highest achgfakinieditating upon
this ineffable darkness. However, only with faith can we understand the connec-
ek Np NAE (NA £ AUADpaAsse Aksey @2yaNnglupA  *.
beginning of the High Middle Ages that reason will be approackeetydiffer

"pAEAGH £ 504p &N 3auANp

As covered earlier,5 § & ' U &g a & Ahseim wad ikélyGniluGse&didk AH

Denys and Neoplatonism. However, despite no textual evidence linking Eriugena

Aka®g "pAaAGH Aa DHPNA " pAa GHMoren 0894 4 Ga AU £
"GegN@Gy GapadliGGA aNp A&k Feape " pE

PNe UA& AAAFradHlUxkad UAE &&4&kOGaplu A 4NHA &g

ness in th®eriphyseon N AaANHk pape& kpAGgapaa Np " p£EaGt
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PNea&egkpG An a & k ekinifili(\dotaA 1989D 228k Aselrd Méheed a &8 N A
tions the nothing more than 124 times through chapters three to nineteen alone,
an average of more than seven times per chapter (Novak 305, 2008). Before dis-
cussing the nothing " p £Fa GHu A& A&l ea GA AuUAE aGaulué &
UHINDG UGG &gkpGAE ©5gkE ngaAkdkae NE &ja £
commitment to exploring faith; hence, he described the airﬁ’mn‘slbgioas

AUk 2§ Aa & DAfpesquakfedsanéeliechinD A IHDAG /Ea ek P G &g a
theMonologion " D/EaGI—U NnapaA &ya £k i ALk agunaeaé A
ANHAEA &gk pG @®gle k£ oaAKke UPDA GhlaMireed e UDA

AGgNAKk PG gk £ a Nelistdnee Héoph sereanall nodmbog k p G ( N,

GNGkauG UAGoHapa&AE "pAraAGH UAglpaaA Aada anl

594 ANGaA NA AauUANp k£ U AFaluxpohda NAE " pAEa
resemble, which distinguishes both from Eriugena and Dénys. Po£a GHu ( NA &£
aak £FExrapaa aup o4& naNgap oA 4a0ANpD UGNpa
(Mon 1). While Anselm conceded many proofs of God through reason, in the first
agunaeal ga AadafFadkoeoadA &#ga dods Afkhay/£E2e AU A U
are compared to each other, are either equally or unequally good, it must be that
they are all good through something that is understood to be the same in diverse
good things, even though it seems that sometimes different goods are said to be
GNNA 23 4ANJGy MAkVEAR pranfireent EajukebiGHS argument
that brings Anselm closer to Eriugena and Denys is the Platonic idea of goods ex-
istingthroughsomething. Hence, Anselm considers that no one doubts that all
goods existthréug Npa ( NNA Agkag ga UGNpa k£ GI
which no other is equal to or greater thitam ( *p aAkKkapaa " p fEa
(NNA ANaA £ pN&e 30/£&#& A4AGA Np &£ga 1Glia&Npka |
UGkpG Up @p aaZies)ABased dhhid Platonist presiSposition,
Anslem establishes the one source for all good in the world that all can understand.

Anselm further elaborates upon this proof of God in three subsequent chapters,
culminating in the fourth chapter, wheeesurmised that the supreme Good is

GNNA GpA GaalMan £ ANDEP J k H/fe®eER £GlU ek ND |
of Theologyodds found another important Platonist (or Neoplatonist) parallel;
®eglae 14NAGOA n&NnhN N Aekydid briginally in each ordérG &g U & &
k £ Npa GpA pN& &#AN N& HNA&AEA &glip AN a P&
agunaeal EpPpTheeg a Al H& pepkikG £ " pAAGH A
alp NpPGA sa 24OGA GNNA iy thalt@ebeigankote £a G/E & 3
be a multitude of first causes . Early twentietbentury French scholars suggest
seeing such examples as a link between the Neoplatonists, Plotinus, Proclus,
&adkogGapi 4 " OGOEEkpa UPpA "pAAGH $gluAGaA
Neoplatonism is of an Augustinian varibgdrs 1997). Influences aside, from
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chapter three onwards, Anselm begins working out the Neoplatonic idea of how
beings exist through the supreme good while the supreme Good exists through it-
self.
*p AN ANKkpG "pAEAGH £ hAeekhdfingtenoND NAE &£§:
®&ga pNegkpG UpA keAk 4aGlia&ek Np &N ( NA "
A a4 /FExlp Ak p GxrfihNdAter Aiotigated his &dtebrfxed Ontological Ar-
gument. Before we get to the latter, we turn to the third chifyetietooiologion
where' D £Aa GHI AaKFdadkoa A I 4aGla&ekpsaGA AkHnGa 5
tion between being and Aoaing:

For every existing thing exists either through something or throughBgthaty-

ing exists through nothipghil esper nihil. For it is not so much as conceivable that

any existing thing does not exist through something. So whatever exists, exists through
something. Since this is so, either there is one thing, or there are several things, through
which all existing iigs existMon 3).

) a4 a Aada alup ANAQGAE Np &£§a ngalA£a P Ne&g k
AaGH 4aANGpPDAA kp &adguneadl [dehibly ehil | Neegk p G
(Mon 8). While such discussion of the nothing may sound nonsensical, as Anselm
Gle®edd UAHKka®&AE ga pNpa&egaGaLkk aanGlukpkEk Ra’e
@&k Np "pAEaAGH £ aap&u&kza ENG@@RND k £ &N
UpA&egkpéG egluae kAE ®gaA Aada [)Naegk[)G 9 a /

Itis not untl theNGGNAKk PG agline&eadad S£gle Aad AFaa &g
darkness:

<

Therefore, it is clear that the things that were made were nothing before they were
made, in the sense that they were not what they Homwraezgant quod nunc $unt

and there was natything from which they were maukc[erat ex quo fiefeNbne-

theless, they were not nothing with respect to the reason of their maker, through which
and in accordance with which they were néale 9).

Darkness for Eriugena and Denys symbolispssie GGa d & £ GlUabz NA
napascidliaed o2aANpPA kaeAkaGE Rpa’eN (NA £ adédale
&g a Ha "D/EaGI—U b a F£EAA &gl o0akpPGAE d4al i
DN&gkpG Agap aNDEkAaéaA eAampaa@@éaaméég
ANA&A £ Gk DA &g a AuaDzDa/EpSEopd}dEmdﬁanﬁiankiDG (NA yis
wapAE (NA £ lUad&ekNp k£ kpaKkFEliaGa NpPGA kp
4auAENp "Gukp "pAAGH £ (NA kAperk pU & aa A&k
aliud (Visser and Williams 2009;21) 8By direct inaccessibility, thenatiting
Aandaskapek (NA £ opnapasebdlioGa HAExradA NQDe
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) NAagad PNBRAKEG pN& pPNe&e kpladdakkkeaGa 30
powerofthein@Gade (A "pAaAGH Adk®ea A kp aglineal
N /E PN&gkpG ®egle * gloa NAEAIAAA k£ alGb4ad
neither something nor nothing either preceded or will follow the supreme essence
and that nothingdek £&£a A o a ANA aork & NA& AR @&a ENGENA NAz
beyond all dichotomies, including between something and nothing. We are now

ode®dd nNAka®&kNpaA &N 4aaNGpkAFa «ga / aNnGl
gument:

Now we believe thatwyare something than which nothing greater can be thought
[aliquid quo nihil maius cogitari posXit can it be that no such nature exists, since

59a ANNG guA& AlikA kp gkA£ gauae 59a4da k&
AN HA& 2§ kighGothiag greater&an be tholiiptiid quo maius nihil cogitari
potest ga AOB&4aGA QOpAadAxripAE Agluae ga galuasxs

understanding, even if he does not understand that it exists [inRreai)] (

Here, we mustfods Np Agle " pAAGH HaAUpPA oA &ga Al
Agkag PNegkpG Gaal®dd alp oa ®INGGyee 5
(in understanding) the greatest thing that can be thought, i.e., God, but rather un-
derstands the limits of undarsting for which God transcends. In other words,

&y u & Agkag pNe&egk beongseNa lezggdad ABNING a@%ml‘é@
and, by correlation, all intell&¢t.ee k £ k Hin NAa&lipa& @&N pN&Lad §aai:
ment was not intended solely as argumentatoof of God but a reflection on

how God became sedident to hirt"" Ak p U £ AA A®a Hl ek 80 GGA Aa
GNP Gk pG U/E Ad AkGG ANNp £aa o Q& " pAEAGH

*Anselm advanced a Neoplatonic conception of the Intethedtoite human being
is representatlve of all human beings on the intellectljalvideh in turn is subordi-
pli&eaA &N (NA ' NA &#gaA AN pN& Adse asgap OpAa
the species are one human being. How, then, will they comprehend how the plurality of
persons in that most hidden and most exalted resenegigsima et altissima ndtura
each of whom individually is perfect Godh & NP Bp. OiviiA.
Y8k GGUHAE AakadkoaA "praGH £ AkAFaNga&dA NAE &9

of 1077 Uk ANGGNAAE 8 § U & atwauldAldidyeddning AU £ 1 Ak
e Npaa Npa U&4dGoHApa& @glse ANGGA oA kaAAGA
whatever we believe aboutdk 6 k pa pl g4 a )ya oaauHa No £a £/

find this single argument: sometimes success felt pisteach, sometimes the whole

project seemed hopeless. The thought hounded him, try as he might to banish it; he lost

gk £ Unnaekkea ANOGGAp & A£Gaan UpA AlUAE &NN Ak
fice surely a sign that the whole enterprisa tessptation from the devil. At last, how-

agaa ®ga UAGOHAp& alHa &N gkH ABakpG ®#3a %
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"pAEAGH £ kppNglekosa O@/AFa NAhedauguEND naédgl
rator of scholasticism and a vital figure of the High Middle Ages. While understand-
ing God cannot be achieved solely by reason, this limitation became the ground
for all reason in Anselm. In other words, all human beings intuit the limitations o
®jakéd kpaeaGGaae 594 ok £04&4l &k Np oada&Aaap
the intellect that Eriugena and Denys see as a cosmological impersdive
narrows down as intrinsic to human reasoning. As Anselm motdetter on
the Incarnativof the WortheMonologioandProslogioti k HHA A lie&e nANgk P G (
existence through necessary reason independent of the authority of Bpripture (
Div.VI: 20). Despite this, understanding of the limitations of the human intellect
remains insufficient:

There is no room for doubt about what | say: one who has nof hefi@redidetit

will not understanphon intelligehtFor one who has not believed will not experience

[non experiethrand one who has not experienced will not [kreowcognosgét. ]

not only is the mind forbidden to rise to understanding higher thmgs apart from faith

UpA NeadaAkapaa &N (NA £ ANHHIpAHAEAD&RA ol& O
away and faith itself is destroyed if one does not take care to preserve a good con-
saence(Ep. Div: 89).

Hence, in line with his predecessors Denys and Eriugena, Anselm affirmed the
place of faith and commitment to spiritual practice. In spiritual practice, Anselm
aimed to unite faith together with reason to venerate the beadty off50d &4 & i &ek N p
in prayer (Hogg 2016, 31). To be clear, while Anselm elevated the powers of reason-
ing within the theological context, he nonetheless maintains that all this is for
plioGge AGNOGGA Npa 4&aiANp AkeaegNadke A£lk®g
the most exalted questions concerning the faith before he isoresayhat if
he does venture to do so, the difficulty or impossibility of understanding them will
DPNee Ak AGNAGa gkH AANH &#§a HEpADBEER). &N Agkag
AMOkpuAE #alaek £ZkE& 7k AEKNp
Aquinas agreed with Anselm that proof of God is attainable through reason alone,
UpA ga UGAN UANN&aA %aDAﬁE aguauaaeaak/Euaek
kpG (NA £ d4aleksa nNAaA " Aa@ikgpad-A£ U 48 an &l
ness with God as the most beloS8ad( Thill: Q98.A5.arg.1) and repeated the
Gl e®ad 4 /£ a9y U Awod i ach Jomsaihibg exiptingNbi He 8 Aather
superexistence, as Dionysius says. Therefore God is not intelligible; but above al
k p &4 Sutnalz12.Al.arg.3). In so doing, Aquinas compounded an increas-
ingly intensifying contemplation of God with an escalating apprehension of
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sal geA 590/& "AQkpu£ JaNnGua&Npka kHnail
toward the beautf God. By drawing on Aristotle, Aquinas saw the intellect as the
most divine aspect of human beings and as something that must be exercised to
the greatest of our abilitiddet [7].1177b23). In other words, for Aquinas, ac-
cepting the limitations afasoning and affirming God signifies the starting point
AN& OpkNp Akeag (NA "pAEaAGH £ NANNAE NAE (N
overcoming the intellect in beatific vision.
To understand the role of beatific vision, Aquinas outlined the lintfabiens
intellect:

Further, there must be some proportion between the knower and the known, since the
known is the perfection of the knower. But no proportion exists between the created
intellect and God; for there is an infinite distance between threford tiee created

intellect cannot see the essence of$uwd. (Thl: Q.12.A.1.arg.4).

For Aquinas, contemplation must supersede itself to overcome this infinite dis-
tance, achievable only in the beatific vision of Godohjecifying thinking
rootedin Neoplatonism that Aquinas sought to develop throughS8utrinsa
Theologica-or this reason, Aquinas thought cosmology necessary; one must un-
Ad&d£elipA ®5a kHNnGkala&kNpAE NAE &§ad kpxaGGas
tive ofthecosma.

Aquinaspresented his Neoplatonic angle in his commentary Baothef
Causesa Latin translation of the ArdBliements of Theolbgyg & k p ®ea GGad & £ (
itations show that God does not mix with his creatias i pk pG ( NA &£ @pk.
never weakens irrespectiveroénation:

Hence it does not act through any additional relation or disposition through which it
ANGGA o3 UAlUN®AA #N UpA Hihabiudo Akie§ &dyE QAL
here aconnecting liflkcontinuatdror mediating thingds medjabeause through

such a disposition or relation an agent is adapted to a recipient, and is in a certain sense

a mediating thing between the essence of the agent and the patient itself. So, because

the first cause acts through its being, it must rule thorgs nmanner, for it rules

things according to the way that it acts. Henckedrishat its rule is the best and the

most beautifulgst optimum et pulcherrinpginalc. ExpPr.20. 221).

Aquinas was the first to identifyBoek of Cause& g EldmeatsoPTAeology
0 NnaANAQa& NAE Gp U pagng rith Gofee Originakidedguingsd g N& /£ 43
wrote hiCommentary on the Book of Gaubesearly months of 1272, towards the end
of his life, showcasing his Neoplatonic philosophy as an interpretative lens through which
his metaphysical framework canrzkerstood.
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The first cause does not act through relation since that vebukl imxture;

k p £®alu A ®ga Ekake aU0Kka £ lLad&kNp HaAkle
Fapaa 59gaadakNaa ®ya AKkbdfke a00Ka 4aHlkp/
most beautiful rule.

"ANH " AQkpUuAE OpAaé Aeuitiditsdf,Gre NaEin+Hua Ak {
/AEa 4 UHINDG N&gald A4aUANDA AgA ga Aa ki
on five occasions (Cosgrove 1974, 513 8gkGa "pEAGH £ kpeaeaGG
®elaek NpE &gk£E ANAAE pNa& k HIMAGLY kdpsal A seha kP d
Aqumas the divine rule of God is not subject to any contemplative process; the
nJaA Ak & NAE 240&§ guZ pN nGliaa kp (NA ’
of truth, does not think, but perfectly contemplates the truth. Atesede takes

2gNOGgy & kp Gp kHnnA&NBEMA ThEQIA ABad. 2EN 4 ANp e
Aquinas has a purified intellect in mind, not the abstraction of ideas or concepts.
(NAHUpPp aanGlikpAk &gle "AGkpuiAE beddk £Aka A k|
Uesk Ek & ok EK NP Agkadyg kA UA aNHNGa®a UA U
kpAo/FaA DPNAGaAGa UpA A0GG UaAokHflkdAE DP N,
quired knowledge serves as the platform for beatific vision.

Thus, in virtue of his hunkage A $9gAk £ £ oalek £kad o6k £k N
deemed the highest form of truth attainable by man:

aeN[
dkoa:

R

(g)|j>|
Q)lC

besides the Divine and uncreated knowledge in Christ, there is in His soul a beatific
knowledge, whereby, and things in the Word; and an infusedhtadrkpowledge,

whereby He knows things in their proper nature by intelligible species proportioned
to the human mindSgm. THII: Q9.A3.co.1).

Aquinas appropriates Anselm, Denys and Eriugena by fochigin§ énEse £ 9 4 U
tific vision. The personof Ctkig k pat adpliek Np 4a/EGaada&ALk ( NA
alAplek Np NA osale&ek Ak & DHNAGaAGa yapaa r
in pursuit of God. Aquinas thus draws from the Christian narrative, especially the
incarnation of Christ, to enforce higgNgonism concurrently with his theory of
beatific vision. As Blankenhorn explains, Aquinas compared the human being

Ak 2y =paNpARRGRDppNE&k Np NAE 2§a aNGpAULAA
ka4 oadxAdap @®ga HIi *#a i khorG2005p2R2).k HIHIU d Ak U G

According to Neoplatonic hierarchical cosmology, humans hold the potential
for beatific vision, albeit to varying degrees of potentiality. The human being can
aaﬁEkDa ®&ga kpedGGaadse UpPA kHNU &ean Géaua’eéé
pU&d4a g OHIU P k &A UpA $g4ak f£= - Gk a
progressive hierarchy in the tradition of Neoplatonism and Platonism more gener-
ally. Aquinas is, however, explicit regarding his Christian commitments, namely,
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thecontbapada NAE AEOAFaAAKDPG UPA NANGAAAA ' Qhae
$gadk ke £ oalek/Ekad ok AEKNp k&£ EOEEa&KkDG A
Agkag k£ pl &g sun TINQXEY. 6o fheretard) it ivERre G
that Aquini £ o24a0Dz Akeaey "pAAGH kA HNA®E Gnnilal
the limitations of the intellect must include the simultaneous awareness of the be-
Uek £k 4 ok ZKNp NAE ®ga AENOG ANA "AQkpu &£ " A
divine knowledgef the soul that is natural to us all. In other words, just as the
kpea GGaade £ GkHka®laekNp kA& kpedkpAka &N &
the human soul. Therefore, contemplating God in unison with faith consummates
in a nordiscursive visn of God. Suffering reflects the contemplatlve struggle for
®#ga oalekFkad sk AKNp NA ( NA U Adeese "AQO
nJdadk EkaA kp#ead GGaade NAE ®§a oalamki£Aka sk A£
tus simplegNieuwenhove0d7, 39J

In sum, Anselm advocated prayer and theophany to overcome thinking but did
not explicitly ground them in a cosmology compared with Agbmasellect
that affirms Goehust include the pathway to a simple andlisonrsive beatific
vision5 g4 goOHUp oakpG kA kpaasedkaloaGA aNGpA
infusion of theological virtues directs the human being to God as the beatifying
end Wawrykow 2012, 288).In other words, Ak pu £ n B4 ABke&e NAE (N
cated by the simple iti€5 4 & & Agkayg kA &N oa adaadak £aA
KL 9GGGa HaAkledA oA goHUpP AaluDpakLkAsk ANa.
nJgada opkeA o0& &yga AUA NAE Gk Aa &glue (NA

z2S

\
A« X(
—— —

**Aquinas explained by citing the Hebrews MeNp &egN@Gyg ga AuUL ga Ga
|

______ =

apaa MEANKH A@mmeThga*;EQAEEaaaA ﬁEéE 59k £ pNe&k
&k Np NAE AOAERAZEKDG &g a AditheklanfentsBlThéoh 2042 £ U
ogyg UA ANDpaA * glga AEikA apNgGyg UaN@&e &#Jk A

marvelously praised in Biements of Theolagptever he learned directly from the sa-

cred writers, whatever his own perspicacious and laborianch refsine scriptures un-

covered for him, or whatever was made known to him through that more mysterious in-

Ahk AUk Np PpN& NPGA GalHKkRGA o DioWANBXEN G RPN A AK
648B). The author here is named Hierotheus, but thisasg#eidonym for Proclus.

Y ada "AQkpu A& 4 a/FAATAPSH(]. 420228 Ahd BUN 2§ " 4 k A£&N
merous references in NeoplatonismEne., - opa nluAEIGA kp 1.
Commentary on Parmenigigarticularly noteworthy:5 § a8 Npa& k&£ Gk DA kpe&eaGG
longs to intellect to contemplate Being since primary being is the object of the highest
intellect; the other is like science, for it is its function to consider contradictories together
and to admit the true and rejgsad) a AU G /£Ea opa NA &gaH guALE GAsl
UpA GNNAGA A£lAgkNp UpA ga AgN GguAk s2aap Ga/
ANOG [k GGaA Aka®yg &®ga oaugeA UpA GNNApa LA ®ga
k N pParm. Conf04705).
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223). Suffering is incumbent UpdHUIG P 2 ak pPpGAE kpa®a GGaagaldu G o»
struggle for the beatific vision of Gothis way, Aqumas advanced further than

______

gk £ ndaAazakANAAL kD nO&EDKkDPG (NA "AGkpu.

odakpG £ Akbdaadae UAFKEL aas@a(NM@upAIaa@NzaﬁGwaw
8gkGa (NA (£ a/fkkapaa &daHiukpAgk saANpA

puAE (NA £ salid&A pNpaegaGakk kpPpaked Ak ot

yapaa " Aligckirpivie dolmingXidhpof thinking eefs the most divine

aspect of the human being, an Aristotelian insight coupled with a Neoplatonic em-

anationisnt?

Conclusion

TheCorpu®Pionysiacum Areopagiticastigated the beginning of philosophical
theology in the Middle Ages. It reached itseasihin Aquinas, a key figure im-
mediately preceding the separation of philosophy and theology (Kerr 2002, 93).
This paper observed the varied approaches to pursuing God between Denys and
Aquinas, including Eriugena and Anselm as intermediaries. Oigatiovest

shows a decisive philosophical shift from the Early Middle A468{4~B) to

the (1004300 AD) Higher Middle Ages. Despite the transformation over several
centuries, core Neoplatonic themes remained consistent. Most importantly, over-
coming thentellect to reach God was essential to all thinkers despite differing
Hia eg NAAE 8kea&eyg wapAALA aNpearmGliaekNp NA AlA4
ing away what is not beautiful and, by correlation, not God. In following a Platonic
ascent, for Denysethigher the climb, the less is known and the more beautiful;
the process is simultaneously hierarchical and negative.

Eriugena is mostly consistent with Denys, although signs of schelesticism
allynonexistent in the latter emerge in the former eBélgystematically devel-
NnaA gkAZ AaNAHNGNGA osuUAFA&A Np /aNnGla&NpkAH
ness to draw the boundaries of the intellect. In so doing and using dialectics,
Eriugena drew from Christian theology and Neoplatonic philosophy, wvith the d
chotomy between being and+emg holding a central place in his thought. For
Eriugena, the relationship between intellect, the divine creation and the ultimate
return of all things to God is grounded in his cosmology. The turn to Anselm re-
vealed thert explicit attempt at the proof of God without faith, emblematic of

¥ N4 aalHnGa é_R/EaeNaeGé A Wetagtydcoh 2k Np NAE &g
983ad00 pa AUpP UGAN AkAaadaseGA ANHNUAAECC.AGKkDUALE o
He # wapAAE &jadhdGA & Neldesdptpasreeg a n JAa AQ

PN GNpGaa& nNAEAkoGa oaMyNTB25ANI GG ok £KNp UGpA DD
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the beginning of the High Middle Ages. At the same time, also regularly employing
Neoplatonic themes such as overcoming thinking in prayer, Anselm subjected rea-
ANDp A 4 a Glisgkiy, [perheds eafibing king thestitie of the Father of
Scholasticism.

" p Aa G wvidént pinf@iEod was the starting point for his arguments in
the Proslogignthat is, supporting said -seiflent truth. Anselm concluded by
clarifying the necessibf faith and spiritual practice in reaching God, which then
receives a comprehensive development in Aquinas. Drawing on Neoplatonism and
wapAE Adkea&ekpG " A @k p bobfectifgihgierkirglingek & 0 GGA A
his metaphysics, symbolising th®ped £ &ga ) k Gy . kAAGa " Ga#k
gagement with thBook of Caussmonstrates a deeper engagement with Neo-
nGla@&Npk AU &gup "pAaGH 5ga 4aA0GakpG Ak A&
kp&eaGGadae A Gk Hk &l &k N§dieciiad seapldexpdré NGp A /EN !
ence of God. In other words, only in beatific vision can God be reached, a Neopla-
tonic approach to overcoming the intellect rendered in Christian terminology. In
conclusion, this paper explored the Neoplatonism underpinningstbintes
early to High Middle Ages. We show that Neoplatonism was crucial for engaging
Ak &g (NA £ @p D NBdipaRidhysioim Ardopbiitcmeva & ®J a
mains the dominant influence on the thinkers discussed in this paper, an already
Christianisetlleoplatonism.
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IN ORPHICTHEOLOGY THISNEOPLATONIEIRSTPRINCIPLES
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ABSTRACT his paper offers a detailed analysis of Damascius' discourse on Orphic theology
in Chapter 123 of On First Principles, focusing on how Damascius correlates the first prin-
ciples of Rhapsodic and Hieronyman theogonies to his own Neoplatonic first principles.
Through detailed textual analysis, it presents a schematic alignment of Damascian princi-
ples with Orphic theolagy

KeyworD®amascius, Orphism, First Principles, ¢ffalie, the One

In chapter 123-(& 111.159:81.162.380fOn First Princip)d8amascius discusses
the Orphic Theology of Rhapsodies and that of Hieronymus and Hétanicus.
what follows, | will focus on how Damascius correlates the itemg ith€@yghi
onies he reports to his own Neoplatonic first pridciples

'All quotations d@®n First Principles) &gk £ ninad t4da AaANH - 84k
(19861991). And all translations are BiAdonasin2024yecently traslated the frag-
ments of Hieronyman theogony into Russian and provided commentary on it.
?Damascius, so far as we know, was only one among those who referenced the Orphic
theogony attributed to Hieronymus or Hellanicus. There have been some attempts to
identify one or both two individuals, as Damascius himself alludes to the possibility that
they may, in fact, be the same person. West suggested an Egyptian Hieronymus mentioned
by Flavius Josephus (L. West 1983,7),7@hile Whi{2004)tentatively ideiified this
eponym with Hieronymus of Rhodes, the third century Peripatetibdrgchool
founded by EudemuBamascius also reports a theogony from Eudemus, but it starts from
the lower principle thus it is not the subject of this paper.
*ForagenerBlp 24 NA @& &k NDp &N %l Hli A4 k @ /£ 69604 2l n § A £k &,
especially pages 675 Agkadyg AaGoa kpeN %lUHUALIKDOAE KAkb&E

Vol 182(2024) Junyan Song024
classicasuru/schole DOI10.25205/199328202-18-2-593606
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59 Damascius on Orphic theology

At On First Principlds160.2661.13, Damascius discusses the highest princi-
ples in Orphic theology:

On First Principlids160.1661.13

I. Water and Earth

In this paragraph, Damascius firstly considers a primal pair cohsistieg
( )andearth( )>The earth has nature of dispersing (), and water
provides coherence ( ) andconnection ( ) for earth. The dual
structure is similar to the Neoplatonic Dyad of Limit and the Unlimitdddor cal
OneAll and AHOne, the One and the Multiplicity, @ad-irst Principld28.1
6)?and there is additional evidence for this correspondence:

*The [Orphic theogony] Hieronymus and Hellanicus report, if the latter is not the same
person, is as follows $4id, in the beginning there was water, and there was earth coag-
ulated from matter, these are the primal dyad he establishes, water and earth, The latter
has nature of dispersing, and the former glues and connects earth. Before the dyad is the
single inBable principle he left, he did not mention it, this fact shows its ineffable nature.

But as for the third principle after the dyad which is generated from these, | mean from
water and earth, it is a dragon with lion heads and bull heads grown dpartlig an

middle there is a face of god, and it has wings on its shoulders, this god is called Ageless
Time and is also known as Heracles. Necessity which is also Nature and Adrasteia, is united
with it, and arms of this bimorph body stretch through tie wdrtd untill the very

boundaries of it. This description means the third principle functions as substance, except
that Hieronymus represent it as Feeale in order to show that it is the generating

cause of all things.

°For a mythlogical investigatof the dyambf water and earth, see D. Meinster (2018)
126133 and 1344. See also E. Afonasin (2024) note 9, note 11 and note 13.

%In On First Principles &2 N@Gg %l Hl £Aadk & kA HN&AA Gk DA GA
to refer to the On&ll (theUnlimited), he does not refuse to use the expression of "the
dyad of Limit and the Unlimited" @ First Principlé25.3 and 11.28.1
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The words Damascius uses to describe the two items fit the Limit and the Un-
limited. Just as the Limithe principle that connects all things, water provides
aNppaaa&kNp 1ANAGOAE UGAN ElkA - k Ik & k &£
connection ).

59ga Gla&®al k a aiéeg gu&LE plia&egada NAE Ak
of multiplicity well, since dispersion makes something no longer one or solitary,

instead conferring A&l 24 NA HOG&k n Gk & k A 8lUa&dad n
&k Np A£AN& aléea&g k £ GGAN 0p AaRatodiad A4k Np 4a
theologyil.10 - k Hk & Gk HIk 2#& &g a). op Gk Hk &a A

[I. The single principle that is indéab

Damascius then mentions the single ineffable principle ( ) be-
fore water and earth. Brisson claims that this single ineffable principle here repre-
sents the Damascian supreme Ineffable

,,,,,

Avant I'Eau primordiale, Damascius pose un pri@tipé & Hia Aga p Goaukap
Hapek NppB )kBANpPDAHNA a& )aGGUpPkDNA nltédaa A
Aok nadHase E %iHIAIZkOALE Ad AaxdNgsad E oaNp |
®#YJBNGNpka NAngkAga ase ANPEAAR ABAANGAGPpE /M

platonicief

This is1ot quite spbecause Damascius, as is clear from his own writings, asserts
that &g a *°paandifAe meSented in any system. For insta@reFirst
Principle€hapter 22, Damascius strebses & gaaLElps G a k £ o Fapea&e Kk
tonic metaphysical system and Plato never mentioned it, since it cannot be the

'See ProcluBlatonic Theololly40.225. The edition referenced is M. Abbate (2019).

®Brisson (1995) 198.

*Damascius sometimes also call the One as (the) Ineffable ( fEa
On First Principles0.221.16; 1 56; Il 22.41tF¢ ineffable principle ( fEa
e.gOn First Principlgd1.241. Vlad (2019) 186 also spdmitsthat. For the purpose
NAE nAagapese aA£IA * AKkGG O£ ®ya *pafAEliasGa
Damascian supreme Ineffable which cannot be presented in terms of any system.

a a G
a
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object of hypothesis like the Orfeeinmenidé$ 53 a *npin dbgEsys Ga k A
tem, nonrelative and inconceivable évery way ( ,

):
On First PrincipleS5.9%6.16

12

Theefore, this single ineffable principle as a highest principle within a system
OAngka AEAALeaHL AaAUppPpNa& o4 ®&ga *parkklsGa
system, it can only be the Gne.
The term of is reminiscent of what Proclus sal#ianic Theol-
ogywhich is that there are mavgys ( ) to discuss theology, such as Pythag-
orean way, Orphic way and Platonic way:

Platonic Theoloy$9.220.8

*Thus, GV (1986) I: IMiviii and A. Mihai (2014) whicliesed k o @ &a &fga *pakmEle
topic of first Parmenidean hypothesis for Damascius, must be probleaiatiso Mhils-
takenly referencesBrisson (1991) and S. Rappe (2010) to support this conclusion. In fact,
Brisson (1991) -163 argues Damasciergen interpreted first hypothesis as he has dis-
cussed questions like first hypothesis @DrhiSrst Principld?appe also acknowledges
that Damascius' interpretation of first hypothesis is absent for his works. Recently, Vlad
discussethat &§ a Gap a AAlpshP N 24 &ya &#&Nnka NA Akl A= 1
see M. Vlad (2019%197 and M. Vlad (2023). Linguiti discussed this very ineffability can-
not bethe object of any hypothesis of the Damascian ineffable in the terms of history of
philosofny. See A. Linguiti (2012}2089

“In comparison, the One can be conceived in a Platonic way, namely through all the
negations in the first Parmenides hypothesis, for the discussion of this comparison see M.
Viad (2023).

21 Gu&N pagaé grea padpkaNdpiie Gag k £ o e kp ERa U A [FE&i
that before the One is the absolutely and completely ineffable, which cannot be the object
of hypothesis, and is not in any systemelativeand inconceivable in every way.

In comparison with this* p a £&U o Ga Agkag kA& pNe U nldkpak
terms of any metaphysical scheme, the One is also sometimes called as (the) Ineffable
( Aaa a G -11.06)156; k 22 A8 o thekifefiakles Ga £ *
principe ( Faa a G pby Damasdidecanfiyk p a k n Ga £ *
.akApal UGAEN ®#&dkaA kAapaek EAkpG ®ga AkpGGa kp
* p a /EksiveveMeisner does not offer a demonstration of this. See [r. (2@is8)e
126 and 128.
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14

Obviously, the Orphic way should be included in . Thiscorrobo-
rates &g a * pa A[Elo GarphikgpsNEsGA oa Us/fape kp O
"E U 4akdGa &gk £ AkpGGa kparkFEioaGa nékyp
transcends all systems. Instead, it corresponds to ttai@nprior to the pri-
mal dyad as well.

[ll. Chronos
From Water and Earth proceeds Chronosnraense serpent with many
headSAad £d&dkoaA U/£ &ga &gk aBAp M aAkPRE& nGaApa &l
algAka NAE UGG &g k p G Mot only is "the third principle” (
danal®xadAGA goAKkaA &N 4dakaéd &N 53a 6pI
ating cause of all things" also is a descripiidnfitdhthe Unified, as the Unified
is the actual generator of all compared with the One, which is the potential cause
or the powethat gives rise to all thing¥hese two terms are asaployedy
Damascius tassociatthe Father's Intellewith the Unifiedin his interpretation
of theChaldean Oracles. ¢taracterizethe Father's Intellect déise third prin-
ciplewhdi § U(4a&0liGkaag UGG &JkpGAE kp lae

)
But there is a difficultyidentifying Chronos with the Unified: Chronos is de-
scribed as generated ( AANH Al®ad4d UGpA aiuéeg # Qe

counts of Philebus, the Mixture is not a pradiLimit and the Unlimit€dout

is a direct aspect of the One like Limit and the Unlimited theldsalessr, we

should note that metaphors or analo@esGSRIffNNEE N & & ambniy &vigoh

the sun is the most famGusre widely used in tRéatonic tradition to explain
theology in a more accessible way. For Damascius, mythic metaphors are particu-
larly employed to approach realms that cannot be expressed in any language.

“sgaska UAa AUALE NAE 1Gli&N @gZFaA &N £aladg *gak
divine truth is Orphic way, and that used images is way of Pythagoreans.

®For a discussion of the figure of Chronos, see S. Junyan (2024)

®For detded analysis see S. Rappe (20 b&ixvi

’On First Principles 11.71(®

8See chapter 55 and chapter 56 of On First Pr{ticfled.51.15). For a detailed
discussion on this topic, see S. Rappe (221.4).18reig (2020)1¥& 24357 and K.
Ana (2023).

“Republic 507B09c
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On First Principle$0.120:

, .20

As evidence a fortiori Damascius correlates Chronos with the Unified, this gen-
eration of Chronos from water and earth can reasonably be understood as an Or-
phic mythic metaphor, vehi does not in fact represent the relationship between
the Unified and the first two henads,dpproach the discernment of \segwif-
icantmatters through allegories and hidden meafings.

IV. Aether, Chaos, Erebos and the Egg

Following the realm oh& we come to the intelligible realm, which Damascius
draws via two different Orphic theogonies, the Rhapsodies and theogony of Hier-
onymus or Hellanicus:

On First Principleks159.1760.16

[11.159.18] :

(1) [11.159.21] :
[11.160.1] (2) ,

: ( ),

@), |
@)

“Despite the very fact we grate realm of One is always ineffable and unknowable,
we can only approach the discernment osgrgficanmatters through allegories and
hidden meanings, and we purify oursébrehe reception of unfamiliar concepts, and so
we can only ascend by means of analogy and by negations, deprecating the things of our
world by comparison to that is hyp®wledgeable, being led to this away from what is
less valuable, the thingswfworld, toward that is higher.

2LE. Butler (2018howsli p N&eg a4 aalHm Ga NA %0 Hi £3 O£
mythic metaphor. M. Vlad (2017) discusses Proclus' endorsement for describing the realm
of the One by metaphor and analogy. Both Proclus astiDsnlike other Platonists,
are clear that analogies and metaphors are never literal and should finally be given up
when attempting to grasp the One. See L. Pitteloud (2022) 316 and 328
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(2) : :

22

On First Principlds161.1462.18

) . [11.161.18]
, 1) |
[111.161.23] , , [111.161.24]
| @ |
, (@ [1162.1] , |
NG | , |
3) | |

2 According to the transmitted Orphic Rhapsodies, the folldahénthémlogy about
the Intelligible realm, which the philosophers also interpreted. The Rhapsodies put Time
(Chronos) in the place of the single principle of whole [Intelligible realm], whereas Rhap-
sodies took Aether and Chaos as dyad principles [dhighigible realm], and the egg
(1) is in the place of absolute Being [of whole Intelligible realm], this is the first [Intelligi-
ble] triad. In the second triad, the last entity is that is conceived or the egg (2) that gives
birth to the god, or the giegag robe, or the cloud, we know Phanes leaps forth from [the
entity called] these terms (as different philosophers have different explanations for this
middle entity), but this, whatever term [they use], it is the equivalent of intellect, For fa-
ther and pwer [in the second intelligible triad] Rhapsodies employed those are funda-
mentally extraneous to the Orphic [terms]. In the third triad, Metis is intellect, Erikepaios
is power, and Phanes himself is father. We can also regard the middle triadrph the trim
god still being conceived inside the egg (2), as the middle always shows [the character of]
both the extremes, and thus it is simultaneously the egg (2) and the trimorph god. And we
see the egg is the unified [of intelligible realm], and the trampgdymorph god is the
difference of the intelligible realm, and the middle as the egg (2) is still unified, but the god
is already differentiated, or to speak more generally, beginning to be differentiated. And
this is the current [form of] the Orph&adibgy.
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| believe that to fully grasp Damascius' interpretation of Orphic theology, one

should not divide his explanatio®mFirst Principlelsaper 123, into two sepa-
rate and independent systentse Rhapsodic system and the Hieronyman sys-
tem U A& #Aa4k £AND ANAE #Aa4k £AAND aAOled £ %u HIU /
(111.159.1760.16) with Proclus' own interpretation of the Rhapsodic system, where
Chionos represents the One, Aether the Limit, Chaos the Unlimited, and the Egg
the Mixture. This positions all elements of 111:160.18 within the realm of the
One and overlooks Damascius' further elucidation in HIg6Dadrhascius,
however, as @ear in 111.159.18 (

( ) ), insists Rhapsodies (111.159.17
160.16) is merely the theology about the realm of Intelligible rather than the realm
of One. Funermore, Ill.162:1Blconfirms that it is impossible for Chronos, who is

“From my perspective the theology of Rhapsodies has left out the two first principles
and the single principle before the two by being silent [on them], but states from the third
principle after the two, since it is the first principle that eapriessed in language and
can be heard by human ears. For the highest in that [theology] was Ageless Chronos [who
is] the father of Aether and Chaos. Actually, in this [theology] Chronos the dragon gener-
ates a triple offspring: Aether that he calls watkigfinite Chaos, and third after these
is misty Erebus (1). And the second triad is analogous to the first, although the second is
dynamic, whereas the first is paternal, and thus, the third entity of the second intelligible
triad is [also] misty Ereb(®) but dynamic, and the paternal element of the second triad
or an extreme is Aether, magualified but moist, and the middle entity is infinite Chaos
[which is dynamic]. But in the midst of these principles, [the tradition] says [in different
terms]Chronos begot an egg (2), and this egg (2) is also the offspring of Chronos, being
among other gods Chronos generated, because the third intelligible triad also proceeds
from them. What is this third intelligible triad? It is the egg (3), a dyadttresisie
natures in the egg (3), male and female, and in the middle of the egg (3) is the various seeds
as the multiplicity. And third after these is the double bodied god, with golden wings on
its shoulders, which has the head of bulls growing ddesaaridson the head [there is]

a huge dragon likened to all kinds of beasts. This must be taken as the intellect of the
[third] triad, the multiplicity among offspring is the middle entity or the dyad [of the third
triad] which is also the power [of thedttriad], and the egg (3) itself is the paternal origin

of the triad. This is the third triad the third god belongs to, | mean the god [this] theology
celebrate as Protogonos or who arranges everything and the entire world the theology calls
Zeus, andts god thus is also called Pan. All these are accounts about the intelligible prin-
ciples for this theology.

*See Brisson (19951721
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inferior to three total principles (the single ineffable principle, water and sand), to
be the One itself:

On First Principlgis161.1¥8

[ ]

25

Moreover, 111.1621B1shows that the two theogonies should not be separated.
In Damascius' perspective, the twoghnies are unified: the Hieronyman theog-
ony complements the Rhapsodies by supplying principles that precede Chronos,
the first principle that can be expressed in language and can be heard by human
ears.
Because 111.15916D.16 is rather all about titelligible realm. The descrip-
tion of should indicate Chronos is the
unique principle of the whole (intelligible realm), namely, the &ifisdcon-
clusion also cmborates former discussion that Chronos should correspond to the
Unified.
For 111161.23 ( :
, ) Brisson reads the second triad (
) as the triad of Aether Chaos and Erebus in last sentence (
(1) AgkGa ga @&®iDaAa ALk &ga Ak 4 £ &
)in 111.161.24 as Water, Sand and ChiBobBamas-

“From my perspective, the theology of Rhapsodies has left out the two first principles
and the single principle befa ®ga &AN o QP& Aelxrd A AANH $FANDN.
the two, since it is the first principle that can be expressed in language and can be heard
by human ears.

%4k Uk GU 4 GA kp **=* ®ga Aaud &Nn ek Np N.
egg should signify the absolute being of intelligible realm, not of all. The first absolute be-
ing or the absolute being of all is the Unified itself.

?’L. Brisson (1995) aD1Meinster (2018) 139, E. Afonasin (2024) note 8 and
S.Rappe (2014dpte 91 in page 499 follow Brisson's raadilng first paternal triad in
X ok ox Uk ®glae apALk Ak®ey $ANPNAE o@a& 310
triad is analogous to the first, although it is dynamic, as the first was paterita. And so
third member of it is ALSO misty Erebos) seems to take the first triad here as Paternal
Aether, Chaos and Erebus especially by addlng BadEN translates

&g a /EaaNpA ®4dkUA 5gl& kbhbenGhkBreBusegada gl o

k p Ak A £ #4kUA U ***
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cius calls the third triad aftey & £k & /Fee @&k U A Gpeligi-/£a A NpD A 24|

blesed k U A kp **=x ] ), thusthe first )
(riad) k p * * * _ UpA  #3a AAANDA #AKUA K
(Intelligible trid upA AaaNpA *Deed GGk Gk a Ga 248 ki

rather entirely transcend the intelligible realm and Chronos is the unique origin of
whole intelligible realm, there is no possibility for water, sand, Chroriwstto be
(intelligible & k UoAlll.161.24. Therefore, the first intelligible triad must refer to
the triad of Aether, Chaos, Erebus in 111:281.20
59ga AZaaNpA *pDa&ead GGk Gka Ga ®AKkUA k£ Upil
hough the second is dynamic, as th& filst n i 24 Ap U G Ry DA kpAkale
of a dynamic Aether, Chaos, and Erebus, which together form the second dynamic
*Ded GGk GkaGa &24kUA 54 nledadpliG aGaHAap:
®ebdaHa k/£E "axgal PNe& @pAGUGk £Ek aA 29 W& HN
, ) implies there is an unqualified Aether before the moist Ae-

ther. The earlier Aether can only be the Aether in IR26TBB supports the
notion that the paternal first triad, to which the secoddst@malogous, should
be the triadvhichstarts with unqualified Aether, described in 11123 2@her
than the triad of Water, Sand, and Chronos.

In conclusion, 111.162R362.1 is more reasonable to read as: And the second
(Intelligible) triads analogous to the first (intelligible triad), although the second
is dynamic, as the first is paternal. And so, the third member of the second intelli-
gible triad is also misty Erebos (but dynamic), and the paternal element (of the
second intelligible &) and the one extreme (of the second intelligible triad) is
Aether, not unqualified, but moist, and the middle term (of the second intelligible
triad) is indefinite Chaos (which is dynamic).

When we consider the two theogonies in Chapter 123 asl &ysidéfine,
Damascius' repeated mention of eggs becomes clear. In these theogonies, both the
Egg and Erebus symbolize the third moment of the triad. The Rhapsodies refer to
this third element as the egg, while Hieronymus and Hellanicus use Erebus. Ac-
knowled@ng this correlation reveals three distinct eggs. The first is the paternal
egg/Erebus, representing the third member of the first Intelligible triad (the egg
mentioned in 111.159224 and the Erebus in [11.161.23), denoted as egg (1)/Erebus
(1). The sewd egg/Erebus from which the trimorphic god essygabolizing
the third member of the second intelligible triad, is mentioned in-#llak&D. 1
[11.161.25, marked as egg (2)/Erebus (2). Finally, the third intellectual egg, symbol-
izing the actualizatiarf the polymorphic god (found in I11.462),1corresponds
to the third Intelligibleitad, and is denoted as egg (3).
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Damascius expressed the third intelligible triad more clearly. Rhapsodies calls
the third triad as PhaAeskepaiodMetis. And Hieronyus or Hellanicus' expres-
sion of the triad is 1. male and female, 2. the multiplicity [corresponds to] the vari-
ous seeds in the middle of the egg, and 3. a god with two bodies and various names.
Betegh attributethe last triad of thrdeld god the Intégjiblelntellective
realn® while Damascius is still discussing the Intelligible realm because he says
kp &®ga GlAke NAE adglineadi

?All these are accounts about the intelligible principtessftheol-

ogy.) The triad of trimorph God is in fact the third and last intelligible triad.

$NpaGO Ak saGA Aad aip a4GUAKkEA oA /£FagaHi
Orphc first principles as follaws

Damascian Neoplatonic Principles Orphic Theolgy

The Ineffable

The One The single ineffable principle in 1.1
The On&\ll=Limit Water
The AHOne=The Unlimited Sand
The Unified=Mixture Chronos
The first element of first Intelligible tri Paternal Aether

The second element of first ligille

. Paternal Chaos
triad

The third element of first intelligible tri Paternal Erebus/the paternal egg

The first element of second intelligib

triad Potential Aether/Phanes in egg

The second element of second Intellig

triad Potential Chaos/Eé&paios in egg

*See G. Betegh (2005)3¥A. Mihai (2014) alfetlowsthis approach
*Damasciun First Principlés162.167.
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The third element of second intelligil

triad

Potential Erebus/the potential egg
Protogonos in egg/gleaming robe/cl

The first element of third intelligible tri

Male and female/Phanes

The second element of third intelligil

Multiplicity corresponds to the seeds

triad the egg/Erikepaios
The third element of third intelligible tr Protogonos/Metis
Orphic Rhapsodies
Syrianus and Damascius Hieronymus or
Proclus (ln.161.16ff.) Hellanicus
The Ineffable
The One Chronos
The On&ll=Limit Aether Water
The AH.Or.1e:The Un- Chaos sand
limited
The Unified=Mixture| Egg Chronos Chronos
Intelligible being Aether Aether
Intelligible life ? Chaos Chaos
Intelligible intellect Egg/White (Eros) Erebus
g Tunic/Cloud
Intelligiblelntellective Phanes Egg
Erikepaios Malefemale
Metis Protogonos
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Intellective Nightl

Night2

Night3

"nnapAka #a®a Gy A AkuGAUH Agkag 4daluANpUsGA
UposAk GpA 14ANAGOAE UDA %UHIAIKDAE FEAALARAH

REFERERES

Primary sources

Damascius (1988913 p U gn ¢ %AN 1 p ADDDAPANA KpgdzA-g g AN G p A AEN
eds. Paris: Les Belles Lettres.

Damascius (2008)G DDA dzh i g p A N A [Gerb¥an Riebep s Bellés A 1 DA n Gdz
Lettres.

Damasciu®014%l Dai NA g AN 1pGoDADN (idzA IRamA N g GdzN  $ Gdz
trans. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Proclug2019YTheologia Platonidéd Abbate, ed. Firenza: Milano.

Secondary sources

Afonasin, H. 0 &4 n gnkhdgony *  (Schioke)8. 1, BEBAND A H
33Zin Russian)

Ana, K. (2023%0 Huli £ADX NA& @4k UAk Aa3dga 5gaNAka AaAgk &kpa
GaGap. saéd * i He GkEIKNVK & PIRPPENMARNDIGN AL 14

#a®aGy ( AaHgA ' 4l Ga BeFortenbaugh, \B,aW &r@ k
# NAp@&4& Eudemus é RUadEutgers University Studies in Classical
Humanities 6. New York: Routlegigje357.

Brisson, L. (1998)p § G¢ A An DZ 0 p ¢ Gg Na@vhine BAldaigNot: DZ " dzh § HA §
Variorum

Butler, E. (2013 5§a ) apuAka 04k GkMonNivB17/B¥ONAE & /&K NP kP

Greig, J. 2020)GA ' gpNn 1pgdzZAggDA gdz - GnA / AGg DA n Gdzg
Proclus and Damascitsiden: Brill.

+@pAGPp 4 -headed man Orphic Chréhoss k N(Pchole)8.1, 563.

- kp GOk &k " in R ChiaradonhaeBilshffa Hudoantiéak Jpodisken k N
problemiRoma, Carocci.

Meinstey AD. (2018)rphic Tradition and the Birth of the Gxfdsd: Oxford University
Press

Mihai " $NHNGAG&k AU kp @®ga / aNnGla&Npk
DePrinc. Il 159.6 Numer61457 483.


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

60¢ Damascius on Orphic theology

1k ead GNJA - -ContradicAoN:pDamaseiyisaion thd k p Ak n Ga
Ineffable Rhizomatd0(2), 30338. )
Rappg 4 %U HU £d k & Np agrer, B.gkAA ) AnN&

and Corrigan, }edsPlato's Parmenides and Its Heritage 11; Reception in Patristic,
Gnostic, and Christian Neoplatonic AdarstaSociety of Biblical Literaturs
156.
Van Riel, ®011) %U Huli, £aK D A aeél 76B Qambridge Hidtory of Philosophy in
Late Antiquity VolumeQ@bmbridge: Cambridge University Press.
7GUA : 4@annkpG kpeN @&ga 7NkA 14N
PA k P alkternational Journal of the Platonic Tratiitjehs.
Vlad, M. (20190 DI NA§ AN An Dz §dzA & aiParBArin. 3¢ Agn &aA DZ g
7GUA : %U Hl & k QA * PpeA A4 Fk NP a EEF NGE
the Plataic Tradition, forthcoming.
West, W. L. (1983 / 200li&e Orphic Poe@sford London: Prometheus Press.
8 § k &4 4 ) kaANpAHOYA INEGCE &RA R A )
Fortenbaugh, WV and White, S. eds. Lgtdroas and HieronymuRluddes.
Rutgers University Studies in Classical Humaniies Btunswick, N.J.



m.holod@spbu.ru

M.M.KHOLOD
St. Petersburg State University
THEPERSIAN KINGAMBYSES IN TRERONICLE QBHN OMNIKIU

ABSTRACT he aticle analyses one of the stories given in the Chronicle of John of Nikiu (late

7th century AD), namely his story of the Persian king Cab30ys22 BICThe author

shows that when John wrote it, he used a number of sources, of which only J@éphus Flavi
Antiquities of the Jews and the OIld Testament, in particular the Book of Ezekiel, can be
clearly recognized. It is difficult to identify exactly his other sources, however it is obvious
that they were of Egyptian origin. It is likely that for his dese=k Np NA $ 0 He A £a £
of Egypt John used three such sources that did not survive to the present time. These sources
seem to have been part of the tradition that took form in Egypt not until the 3rd century AD
(perhaps shortly after 451) and theanimespread in this country

KeywoRrDdohn of Nikiu, Cambyses, Persian empire, ancient Egypt, Copts, Cambyses Ro-
mance

221800493
- This study was funded by Russian
Science Foundation, project nur2B&800493 Saint Petersburg State University.

VI
! Zotenberg
Charles
LXXX Elagina
Vol 182(2024) , 2024

classicasuru/schole DOI10.25205/1993282024-18-2-607%629


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm
http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole
https://rscf.ru/project/22-18-00493/
https://rscf.ru/project/22-18-00493/

60¢

Frazed 99 Witakowsk2006, 28289Weninge2007Fiaccado2009How-
ardJohnstor2010, 181 b; Elagina2018xxvi xliv

X1 XMl b

Gusarova

Elagind2018xxxvi xxxviii

Frazerl991136Fiaccador2009,
212HowardJohnston

Colin19950



/ Vol 182(2024) 609

(LI, 17Elaginy
5
6 7
8
53 69;Habaj201B
Schwart41948} loyd
Scifier1899,
743 Jansen 950, 27

29;CruzUribe1986Yenticinque006, 15358Habap018.
4

Elagin®018.

LI, 1

I (526 i

(Schvartz1948, 78,

LI, 39 Zotenberd 883, 278, 1Colin1995, 54. 38


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

61l

10

11

12

3).
10
11
vonLemm1900, 116;
Colin1995, 51.
12
Zotenberdl88, 272 Charles
Xl
\/ Jansen
LXXII

sv. lerem, 1



/ Vol 182(2024) 61

13 (27)

14

15

Torrey (| Hipp.
CommbDan,l, 13, 28Bonwetsch

LI, 18
(30:618
p.:vonLemm
1900, 116 Crum1917, 2(08chwartd948, 7Zolin1995, 51
13
I, 1T hurn
XXI XXI
V, 3V, 3VII, 34;VII, 3).
14
15 di bub
Zotenberg
1883, 272 Charles

Elagind01863).


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

61

16

41)

17

1o Colin1995, 51

(Elagin201863 -

1 Elagina

Zotenberd 883274Charle4916, 40)



/ Vol 182(2024) 61

18

LI, 1722

19

LI, 22, 2862

LI

18

19 Lloyd1994Bri-
ant2002, 5%1Venticinque006, 14853AsherjLIoyd Corcell®007, 39B99Bichler

Dillery
Cha-
osbeschreibung
20 Il (605


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

61

21

(XLVII L LXXI1} 17

LI
22
LI, 18),
VI 23
2 XLVII|
5;XLIX 2LXXI| 17).
22
Posener
1936, 164 64;Ray1988, 25261Briant2002 5061, 88@88;
CruzUribe2003Kuhrt2021, 407 Kuhrt2013, 107
Quack

23

Lloyd2014, 18596.



/ Vol 182(2024) 61

LI, 2124
( VI,
1314Thurn ) @r. 43
Routh
24-
Xl, 2130
LI,
(XI
LI, - (X, 7),
24 Habaj2018, 636637; 20b3160

Habap018, 637639 20118 161


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

ol

LI, 20

26

25

26

(L1,20, 25

LI, 61LIX 1)

LI, 25

25

26

LI,

Kholod2023.



LI, 27, 36

18

LI, 26

27

27

Vol 182(2024)

61


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

61

(LI, 33

(LI

(LI, 3235



/ Vol 182(2024) 61!

(LI, 36

(LI, 49

28

LI

29

LI

30

28

29

30


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

62(

14

LI, 50),

81 30:1718, 23, 26p 12; 46:19
(LI, 49)

Briant2002, 43335

[
58:Briant

(FGrHis688F13.1)0
Schwarti948, 7712

LI, 49).
(FGrHisB88F 13.70

Schwarti948, 71;
Habap01B, 153



/ Vol 182(2024) 62

Chaosbeschreibiig
sc
LI, 26
Vil VI =
32 Assmanri983; 2002, 106
Frankfurted 993, 15891.
= Spalinget 97 MWisemari991, 228364 loyd

2000, 37873SchippeR011Schtze2023, 226


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

62:

(L,
LI,

34

= (111, 5);

11
(14

34

Taylor2000, 353541 loyd2000, 36866;VanDeMieroop2021, 280
2821.i2023Schtze2023, 106.
35

Quaegebeur995 AsherjLloyd Corcell2007, 402403.



/ Vol 182(2024) 62

36

FGrHis688F 13. 1.

36

Habap01B, 152.

37

Benvenist&939, 28rjant2002,
886;Nichol2008, 168tabaj201B Schwart41948, 714

VI,
Jansen


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

62

38

Venticinque006, 158.

38



/ Vol 182(2024) 62t

% Chaosbeschreibung

40

/| REFERENCES

39

CruzUribe1986, 5Rtabap01B, 153

M ller1991T)¥ pp2003Elagin@&018xxiii XXXiV.
communigpinio

D¥pp

CruzUribe

- cp.:
Habap018, 632, 635; 2B1852156).

40 Chaosbeschreibung Frankfurted 993,
192194,


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

62¢

3,313.
76.
XXILM 372.
b
1] 86.
, 94102.
Asheri, D., Lloyd, A., Corcella, A. (Z@fmentary on Herodotus Bodk©kford.
" EEHU D P + ,YPDKkGAEANGHU CBPA ) akGAlaé

osbeschreibuigp O GA n &k A3 gHelholrb, @dpacalppticism ik Pe %
Mediterranean World and the Near East o k [BGA P
Assmann, J. (2002)e Mind of Egypt. History and Meaning in the Time of Rlzemaohs

bridge, MA.

#apoapk K£#a & MdangesyieGEf&EAD A 4G dANEY A, ApHIL U o N
3 A Bagssaudr. Il Paris, 24258. )

#kadgGaa 3 ) "a ASNNAHYeRiaAliipee k$aliaHue- ANBRBDEE i & kapg

A4 &y e aérodotdarSEundings. The Cambyses L&gose k [2€DA P
Briant, . (2002rrom Cyrus to Alexander. A History of the PersiaMEnopiselake.
Charles,R.H. 11§ A $Gp Gdzg ADA Ga +GGdz #gNGGg Ga /3] g
opic Textondon.
$ NGk p ( -t GAn&ap n gRIAUADE ADa /AR DHEN
3A4AA & 46,434 n GDLGgg A
$40H 8 & The Chronicle of John3Baskop of Nikii, Translated from Zoten-
244G A & &R M Khades, D.4&. 8. D. (The Text and Translation Soci-
ety.) London, 1916. Pp. xii The Journal of Egyptian Archaebl@r209.
Cruz6 4 k = & & | Ne&a AEnBhprid4eg®6. S Nna&ka $UHe
Cruz6 4 k = & & 5§ a5p pdzti AAB OGN EZ &zEAn & o A



/ Vol 182(2024) 62

wk GGa A + ga &GAnsek WPA £HANETAsERG Aako Op G ¢
Quarterhyp5, 38406.

%Y NN 4, bHe AKEa A 'aGAagG GaGap -Re@AmM 2a)p Aaé
GpA AEakp 74a490Gapk£ adgsRpAYCEADAE Dk £DA

senscha€, 117.

Elagina, D. (20I8)e Textual Tradition of the Chronicle of John of Nikiou: Towards the Crit-
ical Edition of the Ethiopic VerBiss. Hamburg.

"klUaauAN&K ( +Ng p CNidiarMisibk N & kp %
Relations. A Bibliogragath HistoryVol. |. LeideBoston, 20218.

Frankfurter, D. (199)jah in Upper Egypt. The Apocalypse of Elijah and Early Egyptian
ChristianityMinneapolis.

radlaaé 1 : The Coptic Eneybtlapgiial. \/ANew Kolde N & k p
ronto,13661367.

(GAEIANS & 7 h rkOD ng |. How an Ethioidn Aliatoriah/Eeft.the

"GaaupAadkup ' Uk &y BEHAUNEBA48ABBLA U 3 NHUpP $Us

B

ylial3 : U ANHA [/ N&d £ Np &ga )k £E&NAak
3, 629643. )
Habaj, M. ( 9 ANHA |/ N®ad /A Np @®ya 540Aka&ekNp NAE $

NA +Ngp NA /EgitRde @icinEOraesilbIpek & G a

HowardJohnston, J. (20¥jnesses to a World Crisis. Historians and Histories of the Mid-
dle East in the Sevé&ehturyOxford.

Jansen,H.L. 1@ A $GgngA 4nGpgd Ga $UDm PBNAN *dzZA U Ng G
Literary Form and Its Historical Purgisde.

, gNGNA : . 594 "A&4AGauA ,kpGAE NA .1
Kararos. Bulletin of Ancient Macedonian SSpaR£9.

Kuhrt, A. (201Bphe Persian Empire. A Corpus of Sources from the Achaerflemid Period.
don New York.

, Jghdae " 5§a ( 4adl @& ®Njakod fo e A kp #
Achaemad Persian Empinol. I. Hoboken, 4@33.
gNp -aHH 0 , Gakpa DANne&ek £4ga 4&0Aka
13.1( ), 33195.
- k + &GAn& oaANAa &gbhe @xividea £ k p
History of the Ancient Near. Hast V. Oxford, 26.
- GNAA " $ U WPA £a £ &KAA a- U &2a 5 &WWAKEK Np

edsThe Unbroken Reed. Studies in the Culture and Heritage of Ancient Egypt in Hon-
our of A. F. Shdrendon, 19804.

- GNAA " # #%9 a - Thef@xfort BliddgNEAA aA
Arcient EgypOxford, 36887. i
- GNAA "5 gat &GAna&klp " eeldDGlAdl Jobhstopdfg a 14 A& £k Up

Monkhouse, eda GoodscribendExceedinghyiseMan:Studiein HonouiofW.
JTait London, 18598.

GGaé $ $% He(A £a £ 3ITN-COMiEEAGY&EIopadidd VII. New
York Toronto, 206@061.


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

62¢

Nichols, A. (2008he Complete Fragments of Ctesias of Cnidus: Translation and Commen-
tary with an Introductiddiss. Florida.

PosenerG. (1936)a g p A Dajo@ipabonperseAdz t g @gn A pAAAAg Dz
Gy ¢ p Gg DBQGade) HUA AN

2004Dz + OH %liedH Add nadAkAigap &A&aNoa&dopG F
Journal of Egyptlan HisthR28 246.

Qi

d

20U aGaoa - < AANBAWAR®A Gl adapel A
Aa (utai kp 7 U PnmigratibreadddEGyration within 4 & g NN & A&
the Ancient Near EasA Nn N A G P g éuien,&4870- § g g § NJ §

30A + % # Tie CanGriigepancient Higtdol. [VCam-
bridge, 25486.

4539 0/ka4 ) #a40ag ke aDz akpak DANn &k £a
Apgdag , Wy AAAIZENo ADgAGNA &AAp , " dggDHAG 1pA

senschaften zu BeBih) 727744.

4agknnaé # 6 alism after the New KéhgilAm FikDgd@asty‘andin & & k
®Ja 4 Ngeaegiad Bar, -DakahnpI&EShirleEggst, Canaan and Israel:
History, Imperialism, Ideology and Literagicien Boston, 26290.

439 &aa " kp ., Moeliedk Be P &< dite @xford His-
tory of the Ancient Near Bést V. Oxford 9D.

459 A04&=®a + - Ak aNp,&BtBeéirﬂqbaéﬁE naéakak
Dz * dzNﬁUg;rNAra aJ[DLAdZ¢8C56|5g g A Gp g A dzn U DA

Spalinger, A. (1977 & GAn& UpA #Uoa AGNpKk U #Stuiensua 4 a a
UDAT g@gnHNBraAdz , ADAAp

50AGNA + 5§a 59 KSA * pE@axta AKigdEA 1 &
ford History of Ancient Eg@ptford, 32363.

Van De Mieroop]. (2021A History of AnC|ent Egypaboken.

7apaekakDA®a 1 8gulue £ kp U [/ UHA
®ga $ 0 Hoe A £BuletiBaltheliAphéridan Society of PapyrdRiglss
158.
gapkpGaéa 4 @ Enckcppedia-AéthiopizalNIKE Wiesbdiikn, 298
299.
8 k /Aa Hili p % o+ # The Cambiricdd Eniighk Histao).
[11.2. Cambridge, 22%1.
8 k &l DN A ADx 8 &eg k Nn kJaluseMpk 6 4 4 £1 G $ g

canus und die christliche Weltc_hroet_lln Nev_v York, 28301. i i
Zotenberg, H. (18835 P Gdzg HLAA a4 A +Aldz ¢ BarisUAA aA / gj §gGA

References in Russian
Banschikova, . (2019perelomnye epokhi v istoricheskoy tradit@niisdevnikh egiptyan. Po
istochnikam kontza Il tys. do higs. n.e. oskva.
Dandamaeyv,. . (1983politicheskaya istoriya Akhemenidskoy derzheksa.
lanskaya, . I. (2001lzrecheniya egipetskikh otzov. Pamyatniki literatury na kopgtgikem ya
SanktPeterburg



/ Vol 182(2024)  62¢

Frantsouzoff, S. A. (2010 * Nu p p BravoslaynkyBn@ikkipidiXI1l. Mékva
371372.

FrantsouzoffS A. (2018 Khronika loanna Nikiuskogo nekotoryeosobennostiyazykai
soderzhaniya VestnilPravoslavigo Svyatelikhonovskogmmanitarnoganiversitetd
(22) Seriydll: Filologiya77 86.

Frantsouzoff, S. A. (2028) @NA NpA Apa &l k Ak AaHA naANARAUp Aesappl
6k AEDKk DZy ank GAU £k & § a £ADX Dzy . PAverek, Dapoiemy Dz n N Azl P N 6
obschey i vostokovednoy lingvistiki. Issledovaniya yazykov Azii i Afriki; traditzii i perspektivy

skva, 94102.
Ladynin, I. %l /EpP A christianskayGradkZED findle tiarstéoGkiyaa & ADN
Apriya (konets76kh nachalo 568h godov dp  aVestnik drevney ist8riB13.
Ladynin, I.. (2017) 4 dzG&A U g¢gpliadgn &gggAn /| 6 AGUDZL ADDg dzgNngA
struktakh pozdneegipetskoy istoriografii i propagasidya SankiPeterburg.
Ladynin, 1. ., Nemirovskiy,. 1INDG NA / U6 BDYNAWpP NAENEA G * *

AsaAapkAliDy aGknaeADNA k osa®DiyNalsaa®epNA 24lUAk 4
rmysheva, refulturnoe nasledie Egipta i christianskiy.Vostkka 63 76.
Suschevskiy, G. (199Dodekarkhiya v drevhem EdiptsSankiPeterburg


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm

messiats@mail.ru

SVETLANAJESYATS
Institute of Philosophy RAS (Moscow)
ARISTOTLE ON TBBUSES OF SLEEP

ABSTRACTFOr more than half a century, scholars have been debating how many causes of
sleep were discussed by Aristotle in the tréatiSéeep and Wakeful(i@esSomno et

Vigilig. Some commentators believed that Aristotle did net foiferal explanation of

sleep, others argued that sleep has no material cause, still others do not find either effec-
tive or final cause of it. The controversy is provoked by the very course of reasoning in the
treatise, in the middle of which Aristot@mises to investigate all four causes of the
£Gaan o AOAxyahd Np ANaAAp & AUA U ANAA
cause of sleep, it also remains highly controversial. Scholars disagree as to what physiolog-
ical change in the anindy makes the central organ of perception incapable of per-
ceiving whether it is due to the heart being cooled, or warmed, or compressed by blood
in a mixed condition. In the present paper | intend to propose a new interpretation of

" &4 k £&N &6 aleephin dagylighidf Aecent discussions about the causes of sleep in

Parvanaturaia 5N Ulagkagsga @&gkA GNUIGC * apaiHk pa " Ak A

anima AN&AQGAKkDPG Np &ygad AQaAk&ekNp NAE Agaesegah
involving soul and body ( ), can be explained in terms of formal, final, material
and effective causes. Particular attention is paid to the role of material and effective causes

\\\\\\

ida N

kp @®ga ngAAKNGNGkAaAUG aancGliplekNp NA AGaan

method | clarify the structure of the argument iDéh&omnand resolve some of the
problems concerning the unity of this work

KeywoRDéristotle, Parva naturalia, sleep and wakefulness, theory of four causes, defini-
tion of sleep, formal cause of sleapasd its faculties, activities involving soul and body,

sense perception, material cause of sleep, hypothetical necessity, effective cause of sleep,
heart, inherent heat, digestion, food evaparation
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EPICURUS ON TRESSIONS

ABSTRACTThe article dds with the question of Epicurus' attitude to the passions. It is
established that the doctrine of passions plays an important role in the philosophy of Ep-
icurus. It is shown that Epicurus sees the greatest danger to peace of mind in fears of the
forces bnature, in love passion and greed. Therefore, these passions must be completely
eliminated. Anger, according to Epicurus, should be restrained, because in some cases it
can be natural. Epicurus approves of the pleasant sadness of remembering dead friends
and compassion for loved oBe&curuglsovelcomethejoyandeverrejoicingassoci-

atedwith spiritualgoodsThus, on the question of passions, Epicurus managed to develop

a position that differs from both the Stoic doctrine of dispassion (apatie/paripa-

tetic doctrine of moderation in passions (metriopathy)

KEYWORDEpicurus, stoics, peripatetics, apathy, metriopathy, fears of the forces of nature,
love passion, anger, greed, joy
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THEOLOGICAL AND IDETRICAL ASPECTSIDWISH IENTITY FORMATION WIN SECTARIAN
JUDAISM IN THHELLENISTIC ER@N THE EXAMPLE OFEQWMRAN COMMUNITY

ABSTRACT he author attempts to identify the influence of messsahi@tological and soteriolog-

ical doctrines reflected in the Dead Sea mansiserighte formation of Jewish identity among the

members of the Qumran community. In particular, the author concludes that through identifying

themselves with the true Israel, considering only themselves as the trhe(stehludke-

ans/Jews), worthy ofvsdion at the End of Days, the Qumranites approach the idea of individual

election, the adherents of which later turn out to beQlidstians. Particular attention is paid

&N UPDUGAZAkpPG ®ga UGGAGNAA NAE @®@&hrough thérmeek P G N/E 3
DAl Gk fEek 8 kHUGA NAE ®ga okdey NAE HKAULAOGNOAE U
gregants in the Judean desert{ITQAO; cf. also 1QSa (1Q284p24Q Commentary on Genesis

A (4Q252) 5:8). This Qumran represeittais compared to the similar eschatological allegory of
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aNGka & 504 UQ&egN& ANaAL pNe&e aaaGoAa &£ya nNAAkoskC

prophetic eschatology (naturally, in the formulations of ancient imagery) through Philodemus of
Gadara, whose Epicurean school in Herculaneum he, judging from the papyas$2 Harc.

tended. Gadara was taken about 97 B.C.E. by the JudeastHigt Ring Alexander Jannaeus

(Antt., XIll, 356, 396; BJ, |, 87), and its population was thoroughly Judaized (cf., e.g., Antt., XIll, 396).
Thus, whoever Philodemus was by ethnic origin, he must havedagsmlaeddy in his child-

hood (early youthT.he books of the Prophets had been canonized and recognized as sacred in
Judaism for at least a hundred years by then, they were to be read and studied, so Philodemus must
have known their contents in detail. The concept of actual prophecy among riite Qs @lis0

analyzed against the background of the process of the formation of the Oral Law in the Pharisaic
milieu. Besidespnumber of additional arguments in favor of identifying the Qumran community

with the Essenes described by ancient authpresested
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NARRATIVE PERSONSHRTWLIANSTRINITY

ABSTRACTTertullian employs two distinct ways of describing the Trinity in Hslwork

versus Praxeaa metaphysical and a narrative description. He specifically uses the term
naaANpu &N 43/£34 &N ethénarrailiveedpscdption,nN p upA )

dicating a character in the story. In a dogmatic context, he prefers the metaphysical term
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the formula is misleading
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OTHER ANDIOTHING IN PLATONIE@PHATICS
TOWARDS DISCUIS$S ABOUT THE DIGIWIE ARMENIDES

ABSTRACT he article is devoted to the problem of the correlation of apophatic issues in

the dialogues "Sophist" and "Parmenides”. The article substantiates the position that the

doctrine of notbeing, presented in tBephist, is one of the foundations of the first two

hypotheses of Parmenides. An important point in the Sophist is the distinction between

the other ( ) and the nature of the other ( ), which serves as a prerequi-

site for the dialectic of the one and many in the second hypothesis. It is suggested that the

other six hypotheses are determined by the understanding of the other intthe Sophis
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THEEMERGENCE ONDIVIDUALITYPARTTHREE

ABSTRACT he Persian Empire was formed in political and cultural unity onlythn the 6
century BC. The article examines the position of the individual as a subjéegalf state
relations in the empire, which was in a sense the successor of Media, and where, unlike,
for example, Egypt, society was quite poorly structured. Cyruétél, laind Rarius |

directed their policy to position everyone towards loyalty to the king, and to dissociate
other possible attachments. Therefore, the position of an aristocrat in society was deter-
mined by proximity to the king, and then by merit, familyaccordingly, there was a
constant struggle to define and maintain his place. Darius I, on the one hand, relied on
already existing laws and lists of precedents dating back to the heyday of Elam and Sumer,
and, on the other hand, formulated the ptegbf his rule on the basis of Zoroastrian-

ism. He proclaims himself the chosen one of Ahuramazda, and asserts the principles of
social justice uniform for all strata of the population. To strengthen his power, Darius |
supplements Zarathushtra's pecuatianotheism with the idea of the power of a single
monarch over a multitude of lands, making certain changes in the traditional images. He
strengthens the image of Ahuramazda by adopting the solar symbol as his attribute and
by powerfully reinforcingthelb* &G pk ip aNpadane& NA DJYsUAPUY DXk
he legitimizes his right to the loyalty of the faithful and the punishment of the unfaithful.
The significance of Zoroastrianism, adopted as the official religion of the Persians, was that
each peson had to accept the necessity of a constant personal choice between good and
evil, between two spirithe spirit of good and the spirit of evil. Within the legal system,
Persian kings made a fundamental step from the religious ethics of Zorotspanis

itics. Lye began to be understood not as a moral category, but as a negative force, always
set up to destroy the established state order. Great importance was attached to the for-
mation of ethical consciousness in schools, where justice wder@nglahildren to
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get used to reflect upon their consciousness evaluating their own behavior from a moral
point of view
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ABSTRACT he article aims to asséssdxtent to which our understanding of the history

of ancient geography (defined as a list of authors who contributed to it) is shaped by extant
sources, and how different this history could have appeared, if we account for their limi-
tations and selectiy? Consequently, an analysis of sources and references to authors of
lost works yields divergent outcomes. Source analysis demonstrates that our knowledge of
ancient geography is largely conditioned by random factors and thus must have signifi-
cantly diffeed from its ancient perception. Conversely, citation analysis reveals that we
know the majority of geographers who were famous in antiquity. This divergence can be
explained, in part, by the tendency to cite the famous authors instead of those whose in-
formation was actually used. Comparing historiographic lists of geographers from differ-
ent sources reveals more discrepancies than similarities between them, indicating that its
version from our primary sources (Eratosthenes, Strabo, Stephanus of Badentium) |
widespread support. However, a consistent pattern emerges: the primary sources tend to
A4GA onNp &®gad HNAxe AEIHNGAE GoegNaAAL GpPA skaa |
assess how sensitive our knowledge of the prominent geographers $satioitldévids

ual sources and, conversely, how many more geographers could have been included
among them if better represented by sources. The overall conclusion is that alterations to
our source pool would significantly impact our evaluations of mophgeobta have

minimal effect on their total number. Lastly, it is argued that the period in the history of
GaNGaAungA EANH 4x&lUaN &N 1&NGaAHA GkaZ kp Nga
sources yet concealing some crucial missing links

KEYwoORS history of geography, ancient geography, ancient science.
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Strabo Plny Stephanus ——

Number of elements: specific (1) or shared by 2, 3, ... lists
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https://herculaneum.uk/Maps/maps%20herculaneum.htm
https://herculaneum.uk/Maps/maps%20herculaneum.htm
https://herculaneum.uk/Maps/maps%20herculaneum.htm
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Porta M‘ri"'--Via, N s
Museo Jit

)

Ingresso
\tazione FF. SS/ :
3. :0ld map of Pompei (Pon Suisse
peii) in Italy by Wagner & Debegpzig, Pompeii
1898.

Pompei - Grand Hotel Suisse

B

5. :Grand Hotel Suisse, Por .6. :Pre1889 photo by Robel

peii, c.19th century. Hotel near entranc  Rive(or Giorgio Sommer?), L' Entrata
Photo courtesy of Rick Bauer. Pompei, no. 494.
i ) e e ot
GRAND HOTEL DIOMEDE e
CLOSE .-TO THE RUINS OF POMPE e

OPPOSITE THE RAILROAD STATION
ANY COUPONS ACCEPTED
VESUVIUS EXCURSION

sTANGEN’ S Reise Bureau

TOCTITMHHUUA AiomedeoaﬂuH:PyccxiﬁqJ/\AC KOBA :

. :Diomede Hotel, Pompeii .8. ~:Charabanc ticket c.190
"Agpald ek £FaHApPa®& Al #a foundinside an old Pompeii giidek.
of RickBauer. Photo courtesy of Rick Bauer.


https://www.discusmedia.com/maps/pompei_site_maps/3787/
https://www.discusmedia.com/maps/pompei_site_maps/3787/
https://www.discusmedia.com/maps/pompei_site_maps/3787/
https://www.etsy.com/listing/1272163393/otkrytki-iz-otela-suisse-pompeii
https://www.etsy.com/listing/1272163393/otkrytki-iz-otela-suisse-pompeii
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R0/Miscellaneous.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R0/Miscellaneous.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R0/Miscellaneous.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
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Pompeii, 1917 ticket. PhT La Pkestra Grande
courtesy of Rick Bauer. Al GG U GeaeN 19 Na&N



http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/Streets/Via_Porta_Marina_Inferiore.htm
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Pompei_-_Palestra_Grande.jpeg
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Pompei_-_Palestra_Grande.jpeg
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:Der IsisTe}ﬁpeI um 187!
(Giacomo Brogi).

TR,

A7. : Temple of Isis in Pompe .18. : Temple of Isis iPompeii.


https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/r8/8%2007%2028%20p11.htm
https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Isis-Tempel_(Pompeji)#/media/Datei:Brogi,_Giacomo_(1822-1881)_-_Pompei_-_Tempio_d'Iside_-_n._5038_-_ca._1870.jpg
https://de.wikipedia.org/wiki/Isis-Tempel_(Pompeji)#/media/Datei:Brogi,_Giacomo_(1822-1881)_-_Pompei_-_Tempio_d'Iside_-_n._5038_-_ca._1870.jpg
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/r8/8%2007%2028%20p11.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/r8/8%2007%2028%20p11.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/r8/8%2007%2028%20p11.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2028%20p2.htm
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.19. : Statue of Isis. Photo cot .20. : Temple of Isis in Pompe
tesy of Berthold Werner.

21, : Temple of Isis in Pompe 22. : VII1.7.28 Pompeii. Egy
tian funerary statuette found in a pit in t/
court of the temple.

23. -decorazione di sima .24, : VII1.7.28 Pompeii. Tem
frontonale hnaAkHape £EuVYi


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Napoli_BW_2013-05-16_15-59-37_DxO.jpg
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Napoli_BW_2013-05-16_15-59-37_DxO.jpg
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/r8/8%2007%2028%20p11.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/r8/8%2007%2028%20p11.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2028%20p2.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2028%20p2.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2028%20p2.htm
https://catalogo.beniculturali.it/detail/HistoricOrArtisticProperty/1500575508
https://catalogo.beniculturali.it/detail/HistoricOrArtisticProperty/1500575508
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/r8/8%2007%2028%20p3.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/r8/8%2007%2028%20p3.htm
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VIIL7.28ompeiiAugust .26. : La Cista in piombo dec

2021Niche at south end of east side o rata.
Temple.

Foto Annette Haug, ERC Grant 6812¢
%t $03

VIII.7.2%ompeiiAugust .28. : VII.8.1 Pompeii. Temple

2021Looking west from entrance doorwe  Jupiter. June 2019. Photo courtesy of
Photo courtesy of Robert Hanson. Ferebee.

i & . ol

VI1.8. PompeiiJuly2017. .30. : VII.8.1 Pompeii. Late 1

Detail of column. Foto Anne Kleineberg, century photograph. Looking newst to-
(Alpe % wards Temple from the east side of the

rum. Photo courtesy of Rick Bauer.


https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2028%20p4.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2028%20p4.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2028%20p4.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2028%20p4.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2028%20p4.htm
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Museo_archeologico_nazionale_di_Napoli_35.JPG
https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Museo_archeologico_nazionale_di_Napoli_35.JPG
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2025.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2025.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R8/8%2007%2025.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2008%2001.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2008%2001.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2008%2001.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2008%2001.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2008%2001.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2008%2001.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2008%2001%20p8.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2008%2001%20p8.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2008%2001%20p8.htm
https://pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2008%2001%20p8.htm
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https://www.pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2001%2008%20womens%20p4.htm
https://www.pompeiiinpictures.com/pompeiiinpictures/R7/7%2001%2008%20womens%20p4.htm
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ALEXANDER.SNITSYN
TheDostoevskiRRussialChristianAcademyor the HumanitigStPetersburg, Russia)
ON THE WITS AND ARDOMPLATOSSYMPOSIUM
SOCRATEEDUCATOR FORMULA OF LOVRALEXANDEKUSHNER POEM

ABSTRACT he article examines a poem written by a contemporary Petersburg poet Alex-

anh & 4aHANpDNGkag , OFgpaa "pA Agluese U ANAAKGp
nian thinker Socrates and a foreign lady, never giving her name. It is clear that he speaks

about the priestess Diotima of Mantinea (an ancient city in Arcadia), with vatesy Soc

U &agUAla®dld SymposiGErlsaNSymp208d2ii26)Neehkased. Why

should the story of love told by the Mantinean priestess have failed to inspire the Russian

nNase Agap ga A4auA k& ANA &£ga dAkihalypmA &£k Ha &
posiunk £ Ga /&AL laNg@&e ULAANOA 5gup 4 GNpG kpgl
NpGA kp 1Gu&eN £ ANADAE o0& UGAN kp @®yga AgNGa
might and valour, she calls him a great genius, a mediator thetimemortal and the

FUIN & &0 G ANdGAUxRAALE aAgalta®N& kP ®&ga NgkGNENNG
contemplation of the physical beauty to the contemplation of the beauty proper (Plato,

Symp210 212). What the priestess in the ancieat@&@bz n gk GNANN a4 A AkuG
ioaNg® GNga gké®pd UANKAU®KND &N apGapAdi s
nGkaAk &N ®ga aanaddkapaa Nk apaaeho NARA AP aek A
PNee UGAaa Maeg ®§ a y Didhinéd KB@ctates NPIBEtO)GThe Boet n & Nn N A

AaarAk &N 4aGuéaA #ga %k Ne&ek HUL ANA&HZGIU ULk Ua £
1 -
XVII
XXIV -
Vol B.2(2024) , 202

classicasu.rdschole DOI10.25205/1993282024182-842859


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm
http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole
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HOGaek Aida®eaA GpPA ANHN Gk & CazAp&GlL D ANADNz 2y DXEF R
40 pGa Ak §k HEympodLmAEASNHE 1a6llice® GRIga auppNa&e &NHNM G,

KeEyworD®Russian poet, 8.Kushner, ancient thinkers, philosophy, Socrate§ym-
posiumDiotima, death, love, Eros, irony, reception, poem analysis.

10

15


http://www.nsu.ru/classics/schole/index.htm
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Plato Symp 20d)®
PlatoSymp ¢
0°
2 Kranz1926Neumanrl965Wippern1965t evin1975;

SaxonhousE84\Vaithel 98 Mlye1989; 19%alperinl990Fredel 993\yel994rigaray
1994Sier997;Rowel 999Nails2002: 13738Evan2006Brissor2006 DelLuise2012;
Ferrar2012Nersinge012; 201@,4me2014l,\|ye2015|3/|®1nIeinRober12016, 20203;
Nails2016, 30309Keime 155; 2021Rabass2021;
2022, 338;Addey2022l ayne2024Addey2024Miller 2024, 57672, 578 rtega
Layne2024.
8 1998
4 1998, 111.
° 1998, 114.
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d
6
7
Plato Symp 206
0?
9-
6 Astius1836, 408,v. et
peregrinugxternus Diotima

"Layne2024 a traveling priestess wandering from city to city
, , in

Athens she is still a widowed foreigner and one who works outside the home as a priestly
®4dlUsaGkpG HKkAAK fFa U DKPA NAE HUxagHUDAA UGPpA
dering sophist priestess, inspires/initiates Socrates intoitioa wathe philosophical
hunt, teaching him the art of giving birth to the beautiful in the beduatyioé2024
280).

8 1998B,116, 118.

9 ErosTheorie

Sier
Symp20d1 2123).
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12 1998B: 115.

4 Layne2024279280.
1 199B,117.

Plato
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ABSTRACT he article is devoted to the identification and description of a speculative in-
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a sign of perfection as understood by Plato and the philosophers who influenced him

and the opposite characteristics of smoothness, such as ruggedness or roughness, as the
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undertakes an analysis of all of the listed visual signs of perfection, with an emphasis on

their connection with smoothness. Despite the fact that highlighting the special status of
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Heraclitean ontologization of precious materials (gold) and (iii) early Pythagorean ideas

related to the special status of the doddoam A distinction is made between this field

and the ideas of Empedocles and Democritus that do not belong to it. All visual elements
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them there is not a single one that draws attention to the importance of smoothness. Ac-
cordingly, our analysis is being done for the first time
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