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PREFACE

When we think of Greek epic, our minds generally fly
-at once to the great poems attributed to Homer, or perhaps

to the works of the Epic Cycle, standing in the shadows of

the Homeric poems. Similarly, when we consider the great
étories of Greek epic, we immediately think of the Trojan

War, the Wanderings of Odysseus, and the Voyage of the Argo-
nauts. A comparison of these two casual impressions reveals
one strange feature: while the standard versions of the tales
of the Trojan War and its aftermath are known to us from the
Homeric poems and the Cyclic epics, our fullest and most
definitive version of the myth of the Argo comes from the pen
» of the third century B.C. Alexandrian writer, Apollonios
Rhodios.

The fact that Apollonios chose the legend for his
subject would séem to indicate that no previous author had
made it his own, as Homer had done with the story of Odysseus.
But in spite of this, the story of the Argo was a popular and
_very 0ld myth, as is indicated by Euripides' tragedy ggggg,
and by the Homeric reference to Vﬁy& 7&6xﬁéhwda,‘ﬁqf Jmﬁvuo
A ou 64 (Odyss. XII, 70). Clearly the subject had been treat-
ed by authors previous to Apolionios, apd the myth was well~-
known to the poe?»of?the Odyssey. _

The mytﬁ has been investigated by Miss J. R. Bacon

(The Voyage of the Argonauts, Methuen, London 1925), but
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the object of our study will be to examine the treatment of
: “the myth in the early literary sources, and %o attempt some

’ _reconstruction of the versions which they presented. This

'“'f':appfoach will lead us into areas which were not fully ex-

'*f;fjamined by liiss Bacon, notably the treatment of the myth in

;i'eérly epic. The examination of the different versions Shou;d
"enable us to see more clearly the development of the myfh.
-Jiﬁis hoped that this study may enable us to discover the
Egracter of the myth in Homeric times and earlier, and per-

héﬁ% also to trace it to its ultimate source. In view of

this, it will be best to work back throﬁgh the several authors
in an>approximately'chronological order (as far as this can
'be“determined).

| Of the authors to be examined, two will come readily

" to mind. First there is Pindar, whose Fourth Pythian Ode pro-

~ vides us with our most complete surviving asccount of the myth
before Apollonios, an% which, therefore, will be the best place
‘to'begin our researches. Secondly, no examination of an early
“epic subject can be made without reférence to the works of
Homer, to whom, as we have already noticed, the Argo was well-
'known.

For other sources to be considered, we shgll be guided
by the Scholia to Apollonios Rhodios, which often cite the
versions given by other authors. Since we have decided to res-
trict our examination to the work of Pindar and authors pre-
vious to him, four sources would seem to be_worthy of consider-

ation. These are the genealogist, Pherekydes of Athens, the
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Boiotian poet, Hesiod, and two early epic poets, Bumelos of
Corinth, and the author of the epic called the Naupactia. A
chapter will be devoted to the treatment of the myth by eacﬂ
ofvthese authors in turn. TFinally, we shall examine‘the
bossible'origins of the story,'and end by outlining thébdev~
eloPQent of some aspects of the myth from the earliest versions
ﬁp until that of Apollonios. | |

For those of our authors whose wérk survives only in
fragments, references will be given as follows: for Phérekydes

they will be to F. Jacoby's Die Fragmente der griechischen

Historiker. Pherekydes is the third author listed by Jacoby,

so references will be in the form e.g. 3 F 30 J, meaning the
thirtieth fragment of Pherekydes in Jacoby's FGH. References
to other authors in FGH will be given in a similar manner.

For Hesiod, references are to Carmina Hesiodi (second edit.

Teubner, 1902), by Rzach, and will be in the form e.g. F 50

2

Rz™, meaning the fiftieth fragment in Rzach's second edition.

For the two early epic writers, references will be to Lpicorum

Graecorum Fragmenta (Leipzig, 1877), edited by Kinkel, e.g.
Eumel. F 2 K; Naup. F 10 K. The edition of the Scholia to
~Apollonios will be Scholia in Apollonium Rhodium Vetera

(recens. C. Wendel, Berol. 1935).
A map is provided illustrating most of the places

mentioned in the btext.
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THE EARLY HISTORY OF THE
' MYTH OF THE ARGONAUTS

CHAPTER 1
. THE MYTH IN PINDAR'S FOURTH PYTHIAN ODE

The fullest extant narretive of the legend of the

Argonauts prior to the Argonasutica of Apollonios Rhodios is

that contained in Pindarfs Pythian IV. This ode was written

to celebrate the victory of Arkesilas IV of Cyrene in the
chariot-race at Delphi in 462. |

Pindar begins by telling of the foundation 6f Cyrene
by Arkesilas' ancestor, Battos, showing how this fulfilled,
in the seventeenth generation, the prophegy of Medea at Thera,
during the return voyage of the Argonauts. By establishing
this link between Cyrene and the Argonauts, the poet creates
an opportunity for the narration of the whole‘story‘,_

It is worth noting that this story of the founding of
Cyrene, for which Pindar is our earliest gource, beqame an
established part of the legend of the Argonauts, and was’
included by Apollonios (Argon., IV, 1551 £f.). However,

Apollonios' version differs in details from the one given by

Pindar. In the Argonautica, Euphemos, after receiving the
¢lod of earth from the god in Libya, still had it when the

Argonauts were leaving the island of Anaphe, and after thé
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_cbnsideration of a dream which he had had, he threw the clod
“into the sea, at Jﬁson's gsuggestion., PFrom the clod the -
.island later called Thera grew up. In Pindar's account, on
the other hand, Medeé tells how the clod was washed over-
board, and came to land at Thera, and it is there that she
makes her prophegy‘ This différence suggests that the‘episode
- was not a traditional part of the story, and, since Pindar
is our earliest authority for it, it was probably added by
“him. This seems very likely, since it forms such a neat link
Qhétween his Cyrenaean patron and the main theme'of the ode.
,Pindaf may have wanted to incorporate some local legend, and
probably gained his information from prominent Gyrehaeans. We
. can see from Herodotos (IV, 150) BdTTes 0 Ko\upvﬁﬁou,av y£/\/os Eth?&F
TV M (vuiwyv, that Euphemos was regarded as the ancestor of
the Battidai, and Herodotos probably obtained-h15<knowledge
from Cyrenaean sources, not much later than the date of this
ode. As a foundatioﬁ"myth at Cyrene the story is undoubtedly
oldef and probably originated out of the Hesiodic reference
(F o4 Rzz) to a visit to Libya.bj the Argonauts. But it is
difficult to see how it could have entered the literary
tradition before Pindar, and his method of introducing it
sﬁrongly suggests that this was its first appearance in
literature. _

~ When dealing with Pindar's narrative of the myth of
the Argonauts, we should bear in mind that, although he may

have derived his material mostly from epic sources, he has



turned it into lyric form, This means, of coufse, that his
_version must be much shorter than an epic narratiVE,r He
achieves this by concentrating on the highlights and by
passing swiftly from one scené to another, a procedure which
means that we are not always able to determihe exactly what
version Pindar had in mind e.g. in his account of the trials
and the subduing of the dragon. |

Also, of cdurse, Pindar was, like Apollonios, treating
a story with a long tradition which had been'developing_
through the ages, and it will be of interest to‘try to de-
termine what his sources were for the particular facets of
-the story, and whether there are any‘features for which he
himself could have been directly responsible.

Since Pindar's account is fairly full, it should be
useful to examine the pictures he presents of the main charac-
ters of his story, namely Jason, Medea, and Pelias.
| After mentioning the menacing oracle about the man
with one sandal, Pindar immediately introduces Jason to the |
scene, though he is not yet named. He arrives with the two
spears of the Homeric warrior, and is thus shown to be a
heroic figure, an impression which is reinforced by'the
adjective EKTdylo§ . Pindar goes on to depict him with his
long unclipped hair flowing down his back, a fact ﬁhich"
‘suggests to the people that he might be Apollo or Ares (y..87).
The size of Jason is further emphasised by a comparison %o -

Otos and Ephialtes, two glants.® This emphasis by Pindar of

lFor this pailr see Odyssey XTI 308 ff.
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the stature and beauty of Jason is reminiscent of the de-
scfiptions given by Apollonios, who compares him with Apollo
(Argon., I, 307), and indeed ﬁakes his beauty the one feature
by which he outshines all the other Argonauts. /

Another aspect of Jason's character as shown by'
Pindar is his great skill as a speaker, displayed‘in his
speeches to Pelias. This accomplishment may well be a result
of Jason;s education, for which the centaur, Cheiron, Wés
résponsible. in Pithian IV, in his firsﬁ address to Peiias,
Jasoﬁ declares that he brings thdéKd\idV XEwaVOS .y an indi-
éation that the story of his education, first found in Hesiod
(F 18 Rz2) was well-established in the tradition by Pindar's
time. For if it had not been, surely the phrase Q;SaéHd\CdV
){g(Pons would have been difficult to understand, coming as
it ‘does before the story of the false burial'and.the Smuggling
éway>of Jason to thé’care of the centaur. Farneli says that
these words are '"the earliest reference to a current systen
of precéﬁts called)@ﬁfwvw lyWo@ﬁKdt attributed to Hésiod“2
Bﬁt surely it is more natural to take the phrase simpiy as a
reference to Jason's education by the centaur. There may have
been a Thessalian tradition that epic heroes were educated
by Cheiron, for Achilles, another Thessalian hero, received
the same education. There can be little doubt that Pindar
intended to'reflect this education by the courteous manner

in which Jason conducts his dealings with Pelias.

2

L. R. Farnell, The Works of Pindar (London, 1932),
II, 155.
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When we come to the events at Colchis, Pindar's account
is rather different from that given by Apollonios. In Pindar's
version, Jason has the direct assisgtance of Aphrodite, who
brings him a love-~charm with which he wins the love of liedea.
Apollonios, on the other hand, lets love, in the form of Eros'
arrow, take ite own course. Pindar makes the initiative pass
over to Jason (once he has received the love-charm). This
episode of the love of Jason and Medea is rather strange, and
we shall return to it in our examination of the character of
Medea. ' |

After winning the aid of Medea, Jason is faced with

- the trials set by Aietes, and, in Pindar's version, hé does
not display the despondency which he shows in Apollonios'
Argonautica, but «&m KpoKeoV ‘gt'\}ldls TS E?H«, 952{3 TiGuVeS

Efxeﬁ ava « In his abbreviated version of the story, Pindar
adds KElve pev yleok@OTa TERVAIS TolRihGveToy Shiv, “Rpresid,
KhEpev 78 M feiay sUv £OTd Ko\

Hence we see that, in Pindar's version, Jason has the
starring role, and none of the other Argonauts are mentiohed,>
after the short catalogue before the actual voyage. The sig-
nificant part played by Medea in the traditional account of
Apollonios is in contrast to her relative unimportance in this
ode. What reasons can the poet have had for giving'Jason such
eﬁphasis? |

Parhaps one should not go as far as Myers, who says,

"(Pindar) wished to suggest an analogy between the relation of
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the Iolkian king Pelias to Jason, and the relatlon of Arkesilas

to his exiled klneman Demophilos" 5 but Burton is surely nearer

the truth when he writes "Another feature relevant to Pindar 8

vsuit is Jason's character, which reflects an ideal of chlvalry

- visible especially in the sentiments put into his mouth. In

him Arkesilaus may see the qualities of courtesy, restraint

and resPect for famlly ties together w1th a Bpirlt of compromlse
and non-violence in dealing with Pelias which would supply 8
pattern of behaviour in settling his own quarrel with his kins-

n 4

man Damophllos In short, Pindar 8 treatment of Jason's

character is influenced by the purpose of his ode. But there is

~another reason, perhaps more basic and closer to the root of

the matter. This is that Jason may have been the main figure

in the sources used by Pindar, and he almost certainly would

have been‘so in early epic. Whether or not this is correct
will be seen in later chapters. o

Medea is, in fact, the-firet oharacter to appear in the
ode, as it is ehe'whorspeaks the vital prophesy concerﬁing
Euphemos. Pindar introduces the propheky, saying Atﬁﬁ& T6 WoTE
lape\/ﬁs TTS ATETVEVS o Bavd Tou 6‘T{He¢os §s Towsl KS)\Xaov This is
qulte a fullsome introduction, tut it does not give the im-

pression that the poet expects hlS hearers to be 1gnorant of

Medea. Rather the mention of Aietes and the Colchians suggests

that he is g01ng to say more about them, as, of course, he does.

3E Myers, The Odes of Pindar (London, 1899), p. 68

4R, W. B. Burton, Pindar's Pythian Odes (Oxford 1962),

D 168:



In ﬁhe adjective Z«Vevﬁk we have a hint that Pindar had
gome idea of what later became the characteristic of Medea,
her frenzy or passion, as it suggests a high-spirited passion-
ate nature. |
Once the tale of the Argonauts has been embarked upon,
we meet Medea again at Colchis. There, as we have seen, she
is won over to Jason by the working of the love-charm, in the
form of a ?byg , apparently a wry-neck, which was bound to a
wheel., Pindar's treatment of the love-affair is strikingly
different from that of Apollonios. He tells it lyrically and
briefly, in contrast with the romantic and psychological
account of the Hellenistic poet. In several respects Pindar's
story is unusual. PFirstly there is the employment of the love-
charm. Whether or not Pindar found it in his sources we cannot
tell, but it would seem that he felt obliged to introduce an
element of magic into the story of Medea's love, thereby assign~
ing the leading role to Jason. Another strange feature is
Pindar's phrase ﬁb@ewatEXXQS "desire for Greeceﬁ, which drives

5

Medea., He may be suggesting that Medea did not act through
love of Jason, but because she longed to go to Greece. .But it
is difficult to see why he should meke this suggestion, and the
phrase may mean no more than that she wanted to go with Jason,

Greece being Jason's destination. It is parallel to the N Gos

5There geems to be an echo of this idea in the speech
of Jason in Euripides' Medea vv. 536, where he mentions the
advantage which had accrued to Medea by leaving Colchis for
Greece.
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for the Argo with which Hera filled the Argonsuts (vv. 184-7).

' Indeed, just as Hera was responsibie for the Wwhos of the

' Argonauts, so Aphrodite, the bringer of the love-charm, may

have been responsible for the WoOewd BN of Medea.

After Medea had been won, Pindar tells us that she

- bold Jason how to accomplish the tasks, giving him antidotes.

The poet fhus knew that Medea was wup¢£fv«ms. At the end.of
the trials, we are told that Jason KAyev Te M Semy sbv iy,
Wﬁv Tehido 4mV6V y "with her own aid stole away Medea, the
death of Pelias." Hence Pindar knew that Medea played a part
in the escape, but it is odd that he should here mention the
murder of Pelias, since it lies after the e&ents_whiqh'he is

narrating. At least we can take the reference asg indicating

that the story of the:murder of Pelias by Medea was well-
P /
- known in Pindar's time, to such an extent that Tol\‘J Tellao ¢oVov
.should seem a natural phrase to apply to Medea. This refer-

" ence is the only hint, in Pindar's account, of what Medea was

to become in later literature, especlally in the play of

»-Euripides. The general picture which Pindar gives us is that

~ of an inspired prophetess, who was also skilled in magic.

The only other character to figure prominently in
Pindar's account is Pelias. Pindar tells us how it was fated
that Pelias should perish at the hands or by the strategems of
the sons of Aiolos, and that the oracle from Delphi about the
one-sandalled man kaJEV Ww«v@ ~-°'9\WH§ "chilled his cunning
heart." Hence our first impression of Pelias is of a man

crafty and cunning.



After the arrival of Jason, Pelias appears on the

- i-.i;scene Y Suw guvd. This phrase seems capable of twc
‘_J_n_berpretatlons, 'concealing his fear in his heart" or .

" Qéncealing his fear by a show of rage". The former is 'the
t-"\r:i.«aw taken by the scholiaste, while Farnell takes the latter
H»view_.a'e;’ But while Pelias' words to Jason may well confain an

- element of sarcasm, there is no reason to think that they are

. .angry, and a man of Pelias' cunning would surely have realised

»that he could not bluster his way out of danger by a display

- of temper.

Pelias then asks Jason who he ig and where he is from,

" in an elaborated form of the familiar epic formula Ts 'woOev £iS

S ,,wgf,w 5 WSO Tou TN ngg «-rox.,)gg? speaking as follows, Joldv yrxwv @ §ew
: euxeat 'IN'Trtg ewev, Kal s v Bpudmuv 6% XdﬂdlYEVEw\/ T oA s_gun/\]xiv (v. 97).

oS TpdS 3

- This is certainly strong language compared with the simple epic
_-fvo_rmul'a',' and we may wonder why Pelias should have used Vth_ese

- terms. Tﬁhe general impression is that he is being rudegand

) é_ffensive. The word Kdvdtyevﬁs occurs three times in epic', mean-
- ing on each occasion simply "earth-born"”, used of men és- oppoS-
ed to g;ods.8 But this does not mean that Pindar could not have

ii}mputed a meaning of contempt to it, such as _"low-.bo_:c'_n_"_.' Burton

R refers .to the use of 57(%‘7\4 '\we'wv in Pythian XI, 30 of "the

humble groundling in contrast to the man of high jpo.s:U;:_Lmil,"9

6Farnell, Pindar II, 155.
7e g. Odyss I, 170. ‘
8es. Theog. 879; Homeric Hymns, Aphrod. 108, Demeter 353.
JBurton p. 155 .
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which provides a parallel for a contemptuous meaning for:

Kapﬂqgvému. A third possibility, perhaps less likely, is

~ that the word is equal to yqysvﬁs in the sense of "glant“

and that Pelias is making a sarcastic reference to Jason's

stature. There would seem to be less room for doubt in the

"phrase oS Y“JTP& , "0ld womb", which must suggest some-

thing like "what old woman was your mother?" Certainly in

combination with yo¢6"r(>o’$ s it is unlikely that KolidS could

have the meaning "venerable” which it often has in other
contexts., This view is reinforced by the strong languége
with which Pelias ends his speech.

Cur next insight into the character of Pelias is pro-
vided by Jason's reply, in which he refers to Pelias in the
third person, either not recognising him or pretending that
he has not. He says he has heard that ﬁﬁkbulipéyw eokals
MO s Ta Ppusty, dpe ooy dosokdgar Bualus «Meﬁ’mv Tovfwy , lawless Pelias,
yielding to an evil mind, has violently robbed my parents,
who originally had the right." (vv. 109 f.). He goes on to
add that, when he was born, his parents held a false funeral
for him,fmefc{ni/\ou ﬁnxleyévos §E gavTes J}Sp(v y "fearing the vio-

lence of an over-bearing lord."

We can readily discern Pindar's source for this pic-

ture of Peliss, for we read in Hesiod (Theog. 995 f.), Pasidels
UT%‘”}V‘»\)F/ ?FL6‘T\]S IE\”I! Ho\‘ dTold@d)\OS Oﬁf’ ‘AOEPYOS ’ "Lhe over_weening
king, insolent Pelias, a wicked worker of violence." The

identity of meaning and similarity of vocabulary strongly
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Seem possible that in Homer,ngMVdeas used literally, of the

colour of healthy‘¢péves 16

This interpretation fits the five
Homeric instances, to two of which thé idea of bladkheartedneés
is insasppropriate. Hence if }Le)uw.u @eevss denotes a healthy mind
AQUK4L¢QNesw1ll mean a mind which is not healthy or normal.
In Hesychios a phrase AtoKWv RprLSwV1s explained as)«kwv¢PﬁmN,
which supports.our interpretation. The other glosses'deQmwu,
Aya@au Xdpwpa\,qveedt y are of little help, and only indicate

- that the writer was no better equlpped than we are 1n attemptlng
to explain the phrase.

| When Jason confronts Pelias the second time, Pindar
,tells' ué that Pelias himself came T\)poﬁs Efaa'r\okipou ‘YEVEo{ , 'the
éoﬁ‘bf Tyro of the lovely treséeéﬁ. This phrase suggests that
Pindar had in mind the passége in Odzssex'XI, 254 f. where re-
ference is made to the birth of Pelias. When iason speaks, he
addresses Pelias as the son of his other parent, m&? ]Iodeduyof
‘KQTFQQNJ; perhaps a more diplomatic'greeting.' Jason sPeaks
tactfully and courteously to Pelias, and, perhaps to our surprise
d K QDWTQYq&OWV dehlh\bds , '"Pelias too answered gently";
Either he has caught Jason's tone, or he is merely putting on

a cﬁnning pretence. At any rate, he tells Jason that if he
brings back the soul of Phrixos and the Golden Fleece, the
kingdom will be his., 8o diplomatic is Pelias here that his re-

quest seems pious, and not at all unreasonable.

1680 Burton, p. 157, following R. B. Onians, Orlglns
of European Thought (Camb. 1953) p. 25.
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The only other reference to him in the ode is in the
phrase rav Re\do CPOVO/V y describing Medea. All that we can
glean from this is that Pelias must have failed to keep his
agreement when Jason returned, and he was removed.by the
guiles of Medea.

It is now time to consider some of the other features

'of'Pindar's version of the myth. The first thing which catches

Zl'appeared on the coins of Larlssa at least as early - as 480.

our attention is the oracle that came to Pelias to bewaré of -
the man with one sandal. The Scholiast on the passage tells
us that the std:y was also given by Pindar's near-contempor-
ary Pherekydes (3F 105 Jacoby) - But the account given by
;?Pherekydes of the events leading up to the voyage differs from
VPlndar 8 in almos%t every respect, except for the sandal motif
itself. These differences make it extremely unlikely that
either writer could have borrowed from the other. -Some7light
may be shed on the problem by the fact that the sandal of Jason
17

Hence the story must have been well-known in Thessaly before

5'1P1ndar 8 time, and in the absence of any earlier extant llter—

‘ﬁ'ary reference and since the story was celebrated on coins, we

”can only surmise that it must have been part of the unwrltten
folk~tradition of Thessaly, and entered 11terature-for the

. first time either in this ode or in the work of Pherekydes.

173, v. Head, Historia Numorum (ed. 2, 1911),

PP 297-8.
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The story became established in the tradition and is
told by Apollonios (Argon. I, 5-17), who tells us how it came
about that Jason only héd one sandal. Pherekydes too (3 F105 J)
accounts for the absence of a sandal. Pindar, however; gives‘
us no such explanation. The oracle had spoken of a one-
- sandalled man, and Jason arrived with one sandal. Perhaps
Pindar felt that it was not necessary tovexplainvsdmebhihg
which hadvbeen ordained by the oracle. Graves tries to.see an
elément of symbolism in the motif, and says, "Jasdn's.single
sandal proved him to be a fighting man", and adds.that Aetolian
Wérriors were famous for fighting with only the leftvfoot shod,
citing the Scholiast on our paséagé and Macrobius (v. 18§-21).18
But, in Pindar's ode, Jason is shown to be a fighting man by his
two speérs, and the poet does not tell us which fobt was shod.
Pherekydes (3 F105 J) said that Jason forgot to put on his left
sandal, i.e., the wrong one for Graves' theory. Wé cah conclude
that in the stéry known to Pindar and Pherekydes either the
left foof was bare, or else it was immaterial which was babe.
Eitherlway is in opposition to Graves' theofy, which'mus% have
the right foot unshod. It seemé better to aécept the theory
that Pindar was using‘a traditional étory without any thought
of such symbolism. The traditional étory nay, Qf-course, have
contained an element of the supernatural, such as Frazer's idea
that "one foot shod and one unshod suggests the magic-pqwer of

binding and 1oosing“.19 As an example of this, we have the

18p, Graves, The Greek Myths (Penguin), II, 148.14,

197. 6. Frazer, The Golden Bough (1911-15) TIT, 311.
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description in Aeneid IV, 518 of Dido performing her rites
"unum exuta pedem vinclis", '"with one foot freed from its’
bonds" _ Servius, commenting on this phrése, says "quié:id
agitur ut et ista solvatur et implicetur Aéneas“, "it is done
iﬁhat she may be loosed and Aenéas bound". Sb perhaps the one-

sandal motif may suggest a metaphorical loosinngf Jason and

"~ binding of Pellas, but it should be empha51sed that 1t is un-

~ J;llkely that Pindar was aware of any such impllcatlons when he

‘q-used the story.

Familiar as we are with the common story that the

-7“;Argonauts sailed in quest of the Golden Fleece, it is somewhat

'.[,surprlslng to flnd that, in Pindar 8 account Pelias glves an

: _Vrﬁ.additlonal reason for the expedltlon,k Eherat ‘yo\p €V -,(/ux.av KoF §at %a&o{
a "Phrixos calls for . .the bringing~back of his soul™ (v. 159)

: What would be 1nvolved in this we cannot say for certain, but

- the ea81est 1nterpretation would be the brlnglng—back of ‘his

: ‘remalns to Thessaly.
| The Scholiast on the passage tells us that Pindar is

the only writer to cite this as one of Jason's tasks, and that
.the others limit his quest to the Fleece. Did Plndar have a
source for thls idea, or was it in fact his own 1nvention? The
request came to Pelias in é dream, and certainly the idea is
well~su1ted to the dream motif. The fact that it was not
adopted by Apollonios suggests that it did not become a definite
part of the tradltlon, which would strenéﬁen the belief that é:
it was actually an innovation introduced by Pindar himself.

That such a bringing-back of bones was thought important in
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Pindar's time is shown by the fact ﬁhat the Athehiéné‘hrbught
back the bones of Theseus from Skyros in 476/5.2Q Apollonios'
omission of the motif may indicate that such a practice had
no meaning in his time. Why did Pindar introduce this idea?
Perhaps hé intended us to interpret this extra task as a pro-
duct of Pelias' cunning mind, as something which would oblige
Jason to undertake the ioyage. Whethef or not this is so,
there can be little doubt that this "soul of Phrixos" motif
dées impart a religious function to the enterprise, which will
thus free the family from.pﬁmsxéovﬁuv (v. 159), and, besides,
it had been commanded by the Delphic oracle (vv. i65_f.).
This religious element may originate from Pindar's undoubted
interest in Orphism, which we shall presently consider. This
reiigious aspect gives the expedition sométhing of the nature
of a crusade. Perhaps Pindar intended us to see in this'quest
for thé‘soul of Phrixos part ofiﬁhe answer to the arresting
questions With which he had introduced the Argonaut story, Tis
A pri §Ebato VauTiNias 3 s §¢ Kivovas Kparepdls dSuvos SH6ey Lhois;
"What motive for the voyage took hold of them? What danger
bound them with rivets of adamant?"., |

We may also discern another answer to theSé quéstions
in vv. 184 ff., where we read, Tov & ':rezmr.a@?) )//\uRt:v '!c”MB{ouf\V
Té@mlﬁ@&«gxwve’Hﬁdeés)proas "all-persuasive Hera fastened on

the demigods sweet passion for the ship Argo". Thus the

2ON. G. L. Hammond, A History of Greece to 322 B, C.

(Oxford, 1959), p. 258.
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. Argonauts were inspired by Hera With an éverwheimiﬁg passion
.for their.ship,'so that they dismiss all thoughts of staying
ag home, _Their %6005 is almost suggestive of that of Alex-
-ander the Great for his Persian éxpedition, ‘This idea.of
their desire for the ship is a rather romantic notion, which

Pindar does not elaborate, but perhaps we have a trace of it

in the Argonautica of Apollonios, in which the ship may well
be considered as the true heroine of the tale.

An interesting feature is that this passion is inspired
by Hera. The association of Hera with the Argonauts is found
in the only direct reference to the Argo in the Home:ic'poems
(Qdyss. XII €9 f£f.), where we fead how Hera helped'the #essel
- past the Planktai,%mﬁ,¢fhw %EV jf?wv . Thevpresénqe of
Hera as protectress of the expedition also occurs_in:the
standard version that has come down to us, that of Apoilonios.
Bince ﬁhe Argonauts were'traditiqnally Minyans; we miéht
-expect that they would be protected by the Minyan.triﬁal god,
Poseidon,'who, of course, as sea-god; would appear particularly
éppropriate for a sea-expedition. But'we must”remgmbef that;
Poseidon was also the father of Pelias, aﬁd such could hardly
" be expected to champion the Argonauts. Butb how;did ﬁeré come
ﬁo be associated with the expedition? T£at her presence was,
“even in Pindar's time, a well-established part of thé tradition
is shown by the fact that she is also menﬁioned,by Pindar‘s
near-contemporary, Pherekydes (3 F 105 J.), who tells us that,

when Pelias asked Jason what he would do if an oracle said
that he would be killed by one of the citizens,{ﬁason replied
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that he would send the man in search of the Fleece. Phefe-
kydes then adds, Td0Ta §¢ T “Tdsovt "Rm &5 véov B, dis f'-f)_\@qu‘z My
m% 1}Af§ KAK&V, This liﬁking of Hera with Medea gives us

some clue as to the ogigin of her connection with the Argo-
nauts, They were Thé;salians in origin, but there is no
evidence fbr a stronéjﬂera cult in Thessaly.21 However,
among the best-known cults of Hera is the one at Corinth,
where she was worshipped under the titles of Akrais and

Bounaia.22

Medea, too, has strong Corinthian connections,

so that it would seem that the relationship between Hera and
Medea, and between Hera and the Argonauts was first created

at Corinth, probably by the eighth-century poet Eumelos, who
treated the myth of the Argonauts, and whose work we shéll be

| ekamining in a later chapter.

If Eumelos aid introduce'Hera into the story, then
Pindarris making clever use of an already existing motif in
saying thaﬁ she inspired the Argonauts with desire for their
ship.v | _ |

When néws of the impending voyége was broadcas#? it
met with an enthusiastic respongse, and heroesAassembied; sager
to Jjoin the expedition. In epic, such a mustering>of=a crew
gave an excellent opportunity for the inclusion of a catalogue,

as in Apollonios' Argonautica (I. 23-227), in which the list

21

22parnell, The Cults of the Greek States, (1896 - 1909),
I, pp. 200 £.

Farnell, Pindar, II, 145.




19

is mOdelled on the Catalogue of Ships in Iliad II. Pindar,

too, includes a catalogue, which, being in a lyric ode, must
of necessity be much shorter than ‘e real epic catalogue, like-
that of Apollonios. The Argo was traditionally a pentekpnter,
so that the sbtandard number of crewmen was fifty or a few
more.23 Obviously, it would be impossible to catalogue é crew
of fifty in a lyric ode, and, accordingly, Pindar's list gives
only ten names, although an eleventh is added later (vv. 191 f.).
First of all, three sons of Zeus came, who can be
identified by their mothers' names as Herakles, son of Alkmene,
and Kastor and Polydeukes, sons of Leda. The fact that Pindar
called both of them sons of Zeus is iﬁteresting, for in Nemean
X, 49-90 he tells the story of the twins, showing that Kastor
was mortal i.e. the son of Tyndareus, while Polydeukes was
immortal, the son of Zeus. Possibly Pindar has merely found
it simpler in Pythian IV to make them both sons of Zeus, and
it 1s certainly briefer. But it may be a sign that he was
using Hesiodic sources for his list, since we know that the
-older poet considered both brothers to be the sons of Zeus.
(Hesiod F 91 Rz2). Hesiod is the type of cataloguing poet
who could well have includéd a list of the Argonauts in his
work. That he did is suggested by the Scholiast to A. R. I. 45
who says, odfe Cl()meos oste Hotedos (7 50 Rz2)o’~f’!i‘.}bige\-’\6§a}s (3 F 110 J)

’ 3] \ ~ " ) P4
)&youﬂ 'T’c\uv l‘.‘{»u\',\a\/ Sup‘mw\eumvou ToLs A?\/onU'ﬁLLS.

25\, R. I. 23-228; Diod. IV, 41,2; Apollod. Bibl. I.
111-113; Val. Flacc.I. 353-483. E—
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Next came two sons of Poseidon, Euphamos and Perikly-
menos, (the latter actually a grandson, being a son of Neleus).
They were followed by Orpheus, who came at the bidding of
Apollo, and by two sons of Hermeg, Echion and Erytos. The
ten were completed by the sons of Boreas, Kalais and Zetes.
Later on, we learn that Mopsos, the seer, also Jjoined the
expedition. It is apparent that this is a good representative
list. The three sons of Zeus represent the Dorians, while
the sons of Poseidon, together with Jason himself, represent
the traditional Minyan element. Little can be said about the
sons of Hermes, except that their names suggest steadfast,
capable seamen.24 The sons of Boreas would obviously be use-
ful on a sea-voyage, and in the full version of the tale they
played an important part by getting rid of the Harpies for
Phineus (Apoll. Argon II, 178 ff.). They were part of the
saga from an early stage, as we know that Hesiod was familiar
with the episode with the Harpies.25

An interesting detail here is that Pindar describes the
Boreadai as i’vg’?ag Trepolsw VT Tedprovas oﬁ@w Toppup Eas R
"meh with shining wings bristling on both sides of their backs" .,
Apollonios' description of theﬁ (I, 219-221) is very different.

) ) 2 7 N . M
In v. 219 the MSS give T pev efr’ikgow"rom Tolidv ErATepfev ’epepvets .

24Their names are translated by B. L. Gildersleeve,
Pindar, the Olympian and Pythian Odes (London, 1898) as
Hold-fast and Pull-hard. '

25S¢hol. to A. R. II, 297.
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The phrase%m’éwwnﬁ3thm§5v is very odd, and Frénkel has
':> .emended it to &%’ M?wwyahwx'xoﬁwv » on the basis of Sonol A, R,
I 219: e’ Akgowfmta ToSAv ¢ Tols Q'Q!D\seols 1) To\S o{d'frf:a}/oa\ols : .
.€QBut-Dr._Peter Kingston has informed me that an unpubllshed
papyrus shows 70 \A\ev £ [w KploTapore U To 8V (9’) EK«»L[ L ] ,
""- -indicat1ng that the passage should read as follows: .

Tid FQV Eml Kyowa¢ouftfro§wv B €koTepBev EFE@VJ%

celov &etpovevw WTEPUYAS, }As}u 91;4(303 L S€aOut,

KPUSsTdis  dohiSesar S’wugws
"As they rose from the ground, they flapped dark wings on

their temples'and on either side of théir'feeﬁ, a wonder to

behold, gleaming through with golden flecks". Support for
':5 ?.this reading is prov1ded by Hyglnus and the author of the

7?1£{0rph1c Argonautlca, both of whom, and especially the latter,
$<1 may have been draw1ng on Apollonlos. Hyglnus, Egpglgg XIV

” f47, says "....., ni-(sc. Zetes et Calais) caplta\pedesque

ﬁﬁ'pennatos habulsse feruntur," while the Orphlc Argon. 222 5,

:1ﬁreads,r gq HdL Wapfmcu/ U FousTiols Wtﬁb‘qub

Zq'n)s Kall Ka)\us ge,-us EtK&)\ot d@)u{\{d’rotﬂv.‘

<ffgpbllonlos conception of the Boreads, was, then, that they
-1_;had wings on their temples and on either side of their feet,
7‘Whloh is certdlnly far removed from Pinder' 8. ver81on.v<Whiie
- 1t is difficult to see what this difference signifles, Pindar 8
 account certainly seems the more primltlve, and closer to the

brlglnal conception of these mlraculous brothers.

The most 1nterest1ng feature of Pindar's list is the

- inclusion of Orpheus, for which Pindar is our first authority,

and. which remained a feature of later accounts, culmlnating

in the Orphic Argonautica.
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On the presence of Orpheus, the Scholiast to A. R. I,
23254, says, Jyretal §¢€, fia il (ppevs deBevys Qv sovirhe Tois pwsty
and provides the answer, dm ‘Ao{wns oV o Xéfpw\/ )&'XMSE §ovas Oat Kl
™S Zelfﬁ'ws Tperbely 40Ty ’Oij)aos GUPT\')\EOV ToS . Hence Orpheus’
,ﬁresence was‘explained by his musical ability; and this would
aiéb seem to have been Pindar's reason for including him, in
viéﬁv of the words af»orptyx'rfs and «<otfav 'W«Uﬁff . Also he was
sent ’E_ﬁ AmeMwvesin the latter's capacitﬂy of god of music. The

general opinion of the ancients, as is indicated by the Scholia

to Pythian IV, that é}ﬁﬂmﬁkxwvos meant "son of App}lo“, is
‘_iweakened by the abserce of a participle, such”as,"sppung,from",
'aéf of a w&rd dehoting "offspring', and mgiéoverrin ¥ 126 Pindar
calls Orpheus the son of Qeagros, bonforming to the nofmal'
tfadition. Another possible interpretation is that Qrpheus
was éﬁ "Awa\\uvas 430‘oy\yt<*relff y that is, he-received hirs- skiil in
 ,_musicianship from Apollo. 1In ény cése, his fuﬁctidn iqithe
'"stofy is clear, he is hortator, and he enables‘the Argo to pass
the Sirens séfely. |
Buﬁ this function is not such as to make hié presence

a necessity, for, after all, Odysseus passed thé Sirens without
rhim; Nor %as he a Minyan, or even a hero. Why, then,.did
Pindar include him? The answer would seem to be that Pindar
saw him as the representative of Orphism, a religious doctrine
26

which finds expression in several of Pindar's works.” Orphism

2601ym TI, 55-80, VI, 95-6; also some fragments of the
Dithyrambs and Dirges.
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may be responsible for the religious element in this ode, the
bringing~back of the soul of Phrixos, which seems rather similar
to the Orphic doctrine about the purification of souls.

If this was Pindar's reason for including Orpheus, the
question still remains, "did he introduce Orpheus into the
story on‘his own initiative, or did he have some precedent?"
'I.‘hé Scholiast to A.R. I, 23 tells us %EPEHJSIIS v 'ij Svl
(3 F 26 J) éiu)\oi\}}xovi ¢ot kal adk pgés cupmemheukéVal | Phere-
. kydes was probably a contemporary_of Pindar, so that hié denial
of Orpheus' right to a place suggests that Pindar was not re-
sponsible for his introduction, bubt rather that Orpheus had
entered the story somewhat earlier,.though not so much earlier
as to have become an accepted ﬁradition; A sikth-centuby date
would seem to Dbe indicated, and this 1s what is suggested by

Linforth27 and Watmough.eg

Linforth refers to depiction of
Orpheus among the Argonauts in the Treasury of Sikyon at
Delphi, which is dated before the middle of the sixth century.
Watmough notes that Orpheus rarely appears on Black-Figure-
vases, which suggests a later daté, as Red-Figure did not

come in until about 530.°2

There is no extant literary reference to Orpheus as

27I. M. Linforth, The Arts of Orpheus (Berkeley, 1941).
28

J. R. Watmough, Orphism (Camb. 19%4), p. 14.

29%. Lane, Greek Pottery (London, 1948), p. 45; J.
Boardman, Greek Art (New York, 1964), p. 102.
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" an Argonaut before Pindar, but it seems likely that some
- writers referred to the episode. One possible precedenﬁ‘for

Pihdar is Simonides,. from whom, as we shall see, Pindar-:

7;36 '50frowed other motifs.’ In fragment 27 Diehl (40 Bergk)

- we read:-
'TOU K«k c:{ KE IP aé’wt

onBis Ui\éf’ KepohdS TaTavT, v’ § (x8des 8pOol
. KU&V&AS AADS &guxxuVac Ko ALS umf 40‘945
"Over his head flew innumerable birds, and to his beautiful

song fish leapt straight out of the blue sea".

";“3‘.This sounds very much like a description of Orpheus singing

”JJ_Hduring a sea-voyage; and the date of Simonides accordé‘very

'dwell with what we have suggested for the 1ntroductlon of

Orpheus into the tale.al

Another possibility is that Orpheus was introduced
' ~into the literary tradition by the Cretan, Epimenides, who

wrote a poem in 6,500 lines entitled Afymn Vduaqyui Ket L

P TdSoves £s Ko)\xous ot'To’K)‘ouS .32 Orphism was strong in Crete,

35

~and the name of Orpheus was associated with that of Epimenides,

‘:’fVWho'was the type of mystic who could well have brought Orpheus

 ,into the myth of the Argonauts. Unfortunately the>fragments

.- of Epimenides are of no assistance in this problem.

Once the Argonauts have set sail, the voyagé to Colchis

15. S 5OBowra, Pindar p. 193 U. WilamOW1tz 2 Plnda;qg
;,Berlln, 1922), pp. E ‘

f: ' 5lHe was born 556 B. C., see Bowra, Greek Lyr1 _
'(2nd. edit. Oxford, 1961), p. 509 note 7. e

52Dlog. Laert. I, 112.
%%e.g. in Apul. Apolog 27.
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ig swift and almost without incident, though Pindar does tell

us that the Symplegades remained motionless after the Argo

had passed, which was the standard version of the'episode,
and is not at variance with Odyssey XII, 69 ff., where Homer

is referring not to the Symplegades, but to the Planktai.

Here too we can perhaps trace the influence of Simonides,
A4

who also mentioned the Symplegades, calling them GDVoPHJK&S N
very like Pindar's phrase deXVJva TeTpsy (v, 208). It is
. reasonable to expect that Simonides influenced Pindar, since
he was his senior by thirty-eight yearé, and was already a
famous figure at the time when Pindar was studying at Athens.
When the Argonaﬁts reached Phasis, Pindar tells us
Shyousw Blav ibay Aifme e’ «OTQ (v, 212). On this Farnell
says, 'we cannot evade the obvious interpretation of this,
'they Jjoined in battle with'. The scholiasts, evidently in
ignorance of any such tradition, explained it as meaning
'they in their might mingled with the Kolchoi'. Neither
Pindar nor any other Greek would use such a-phrase".35 Burton
calls it "the briefest of references to a battle with the
Colchians".56 lIt would certainly appear that this is the
natural interpretation, but it is strange that Pindar Shbuld

be so brief as to tell us really nothing about the battle, no

54Schcl. tdeﬁripides' Medea 3.

55Farnell, Pindar, II, 163.
36Burton, p. 164;
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reference to which is fsund infany‘sther gource. It may be
that the explana?ion”given by the scholiasts is on the right
.. lines, suggestive asg it i of csmmon epic phrases.like_ﬁfq
Alapﬁgcs? meaning '"the mighty Diomedeg" s With this inter-

pretation, the phrase will mean no more than "the mlghty

o heroes mingled with the Colchlans"

After Jason has won the love of Medea by the ald of
the love—charm, we come to the story of the trlals.' In
‘_Apollonios ver81on, these trials are first mentloned by
:Aletes (III, 407 ff ) He says that between mornlng and
lrevenlng he can yoke his pair of bronze-footed firebreathlng
.f bulls, and plough a four-acre field sowing the teeth of a
:lserpent from whlch sprlng up armed men, whonm hs kills. It
| Jason can do llkewise, he can carry off the Fleecs to Pélias

;the very same day. Jason then tslls hlS comrades about the

':?1task, in very 31m11ar 1anguage (III 495-)01) In V. 1177

- we learn that the teeth to be sown are those of the dragon
-kllled by Kadmos, and in vv, 1278 ff ~we have the account of
L“Jason 8 performance, ending at v. 1407 -

| qp«e €8 kue'Tm TeTe\espévos nav LeDhos.

"The sun sank, and his task was accomplished"»
" In this connection, nothing is said of the serpent whish v
' guardedifhe Fleece, though it had been mentioned in II, 1208,

" by Argoes, the son of Phrixos.. Getting past this sérpéht is

not one of the tasks, but becomes necessary when Aietes fails

to keep his promise.
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Pindar, however, gives us a much shorter account than

this. Jason has only to yoke the bulls and plough the field.
There is no mention of sowing the teeth or killing the earth-
born men. Pindar goes straight on to say that by magic Jason
slew the dragon, and took the Fleece. Why should Pindar}omit,
these episodes? It may be that he thought his story was be-
~coming too long and that it was time to return to Arkesilas.
‘S0 he takes Twd éﬁuw Rpdxov  (v. 248), "a certain short-
cut". It can hardly be that these episodes were not in the
'vérsion which came down to him. Apollonios tells us (IiI, 1177
’ff.) that the teethjwere those of Kadmos' dragon, whichrwere
di#ided betweeanadmos and Aletes. “As the scholiast‘on the
passagehshows, Appllonios obtained this version from Pherekydes
(3 F 22a J),who gives a detailed account of how Kadmos sowed
the teeth and reduced the number of the earthborn ﬁen. In
the extant fragmeﬁts of Pherekydes, there is nothing about
Jasoﬁ sowing the teeth, but the fact that they were given to
Aletes shows that they must have been sown by Jason. Hence
it seems reasonable to assume thét’the story was known to the
saga around Pindar's time. But, in any case, we have evidence
much earlier than that of Pherekydes, for the Scholiast to
A, R. TII, 1354 £f. tells that this and the following lines
were taken from Eumelos: , .

of S; '13?'87 Kﬂa\l Tl GtV &VaﬁdeeéKov t‘ZFOU{)o{V

\/we\/f:s.s" . ((bpféw St 'R’?;?\L ST Rupols TuKEeSY

Soéea{t T «f(fm}w)/doli Korﬁ@e&dt G Au‘tx'l(opel'v:‘]&lv

”Ht»?os "('{rfs\/os ())QL:S’L',(PP&('OU .
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Here we have a graphic description of the growth of the earth~

born men following the sowing of the dragon's teeth. Hence

this episode was in the myth very early, and we must conclude

that Pindar has chosen not to include it in order to shorten
his narrative. For it seems certain that Pindar was acquaint~

ed with the work of Eumelos when we consider his reference to

| Medea in Olzmpi XIII 54, and esp601ally the scholla to that
'passage. In reply to the question why Plndar should mentlon

Medea, the Scholiast answers,d?l‘q KorwgoS ﬁuT?unN duWﬁs

Kqua yEtuE "because Corinth was her ancestral 1nher1tance",

and he then proceeds to tell the story, endlng W1th gtdehELgé

ToOTo Eupq\os , followed by a lengthy quotatlon from the

poet.

Pindar also differs from Apollonios in the story of

how Jason managed to get past the dragon whlch guarded the

' Fleece, As we have seen, he says that Jason slew the dragon

Tﬁxvxvs (v. 248), while in Apollonios’ account (IV, 156 ££.)
Medea merely lulled the beast to sleep. The Schollast to
A R. IV, 156 tells us that Apollonios, in his ver81on, agreed

with Antimachos, whlle Pherekydes said simply that the dragon
was killed by Jason. This latter would seem to be the more

prlmitive form of the story, while the idea of the dragon

belng lulled to sleep belongs to the more fanciful Hellenistic
period, and may well have been no earlier than Antlmachos.
Pindar's position would seem to stand between these two. The

dragon is killed, but it is killed TéxVdls , "by arts",
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"by magic", suggesting that Medea had a hand in the slaying.
A comparison with Pherekydes' version would suggest that the
use of magic in this episode was probably introduced by Pindar,
who introduced the other magic element of the love-charm., We
should élso bear in mind the possibility that the employment
of Medea's magic to help Jason perform the tasks may date from
no earlier than this period. Certainly in early epic, it is
likely that the hero would accomplish the tasks unaided, and
we shéll look for signs of this in our examination of the
earlier works.

As for the rest of thé voyage, Pindar says vaJklxauéb
TeMdyessr piyev, wsv Ty T’é:\»ﬁ@w//\wvdv 7 €bvsi Yok Ay Spodéva,
that is, the Argonauts then sailed into Ocean, and the Red
Sea, and eventually reached Lemnos. From the words of Medea
at the beginning of the ode, it is clear that they'orossed
Libya. The Scholiast to A. R. IV, 259, referring to the
return route, | says "HeioSes (F 64 Rz2) §5 kal T\’\l&gas gv Tebuvikiis
Ral “AvTipayes €v AGSy (F 12 B II 291) $id ToO Areavod pasiy %XSEFV
adrevs €is DRGny Kb Pastdstvius Ty "Apys €3 To quéepov 'K'e\ayos Topuryey EoBt.
Hence Pindar's version is in agreemenﬁ with that of Hesiod.
Again the Scholiast to A. R. IV, 284 says HeieSes (F 63 Rz%)
§8 S plsiSos wOTeus s;’m;eﬂsukiwt \)\5751.3 . In comparison to this,
we will remember that when the Argoﬁéuts arrived at Colchis,
Pindar said €s ééfww §’ fmeTey ﬁ’)\u@ov . Hence it seens
almost certain that Pindar is here drawing on a Hesiodic

source. He is not likely to have been worried by the fact
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that this early conception of the return voyage wasroutdated

by his time, and, in fact, the same version was given much

. later by Antlmachos.

A striklng feature of Pindar s account is that he

~.p1aces the visit to Lemnos on the return voyage. He is the

;;q . only authority for this, and it is dlfflcult to reconcile

with_the route which he gives.. Why should he have done it?

At the beginning of the ode in vv. 50-51 we Tead VAV yE WV

IMoSemay kemov tumca tuoqu\// EV \zxeo'w yaVoS ol Nev Wvgi 6o Tiped

Bewvva&weASW%? ThlS uysterious reference lends a sense of

expectancy to the ode, and we wait to hear who these women

| fare. Plndar, however, keeps us in suspense untll V. 251 f.,
'when we learn that they are the Lemnian women, Hence the
'upostponlng of the Lemnian visit untll the return voyage is

really a literary dev1ce.37 And as Farnell says "Lemnos

wag a convenient place for him for dropplng'his Argonauts and

returnlng to Cyrene". 58

The passage (vv. 252—62)Vexplains
and concentrates the allusive ﬁords ef Medea at the beéinning
of the ods. We should not thlnk it odd that Plnder should
'”deliberauely alter a traditional story in thls way, as there

}are several examples of similar alterations in other odes

_e.8. in Isthnian IV, 57 he calls Herakles HOPV“” Bpukus .

V,"short of stature", of which Bowra says, "The only possible

S7& Burton, pp. 152, 164, 167
58Farnell, Pindar, II,'165.'
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conclusion is that Pindar has defied tradition in his desire
to please his Theban patron...., it shows how when the spirit
or the occasion compelled, he was prepared to make sensational
changes in even a familiar myth. w39

Visltlng Lemnos on the return voyage creates a dlfflcul-
_ ty whlch Pindar does not seem to have envisaged for, as Miss
' Bacon says, one wonders whether Medea was a passive spectator
of the adventure with the women.4Q Thls and the ev1dence of
:‘ﬁhe other ancient authors points %o the Lemnian adventure
~ being on the outward voyage, and Pindar is merely sultlng him-
self in pla01ng it on the return journey.

: The story of the Lemnian visit was knoWn to thé Homeric
saga,Al and Pindar is probably dealing with what was a common
motif in the story of the Argonauts. But there is some evidence
from which we can perhaps deduce his source for the story.

This 1ies in his reference to the games on Lemnos (v, 255),
which, he says, were played for a garment. Here, as we learn
from the Scholia to the passage, he was repeating a-théme of
Simonides, and in another feference to these Lemnian Games
.(g;xg IV, 19-27) Pindar mentions the "son of Klymenos", ap-
parently assuming that his audience will know who this men is,

a fact which suggests that the story was-well—knoWn, and .that
Pindar did not invent it. It seems likely that both these

59Bowra, Pindar p. 48; for other examples see pp. 56;

4OJ. R. Bacon, The Voyage of the Argonauts (Ldndon, 1925),

pP. 30,

“l113aq VIT, 467; XXI, 40-1; XXIII, 746-7.
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references to the Lemnian Games were taken from é pbem,éf
Simonides, who certainly gave an account‘of_them.42 | |

We may conclude that Pindar, in his treatment of the
ﬁyth of the Argonauts, may have been an innovator in several
points, such as the recovery of the soul of Phrixos, and the
‘use of magic in the form of the lovewcharm_aﬁd iﬁ the killing
of the dragon. It 1is noteworthy that he was not followed in
most of.the respects by later tradition as represented by
Apollonios, - Generally, however, Pindar treated known motifs,
even if, at times, he adapted them to suit himself,;asrin his
treatment of the Lemnlan visit. These motifé can be traced
' fo several predecessors, whose work must have exercised. a
strong influence on him. For some, more trivial, 1yrica1
detaiis,45 he is cleafly indebted to Simonides, though also
perhaps, more jinmportantly, for the presence of Orpheus.-:With
regard'to broader themes, links,cén bé discerned WithAthe

45

s o as 44 .
Hesiodic Corpus, the Homeric poems,

and also‘perhaps‘the
46 ’

Corinthiaca of Eumelos.

425imonides, F 32 Diehl.

L _ 45Thedescription of the Symplegadés aﬁdfthé Lemhian
Games '
- The List of Names, the description of Pelias, and
the return route. ,

45The visit to Lemnos and the "Love of Hera motlf

46The presence of Hera.
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With hils contemporary Pherekydeé he shares sgeveral
motifs,47 but differs_frém him in certain details in these
motifs, and is also at complete variance with regard_to the
ﬁfesence of Orpheus. Hence it~seems desiréblg to.exéhine

next the fragments of Pherekydes, andnto attempt to disbover

what that author knew of the legend, and, if possiblé, what

his sources were.

L 47The one-sandalled man; the death of the dragon,
the importance of Hera,



'\}&,ﬁ}"

.,x;,twﬁ« LTI

CHAPTER II

- THE MYTH IN THE FRAGMENTS OFYPHEREKYDES

A wrltar frequently citad in the Scholia to Apollo-

_V_nlos Rhodios is Pherekydes of Athens.l

But, in spite of
o this, and the large number of fragmenbs under his name, we
' know relatively little about the man himself. Thia is iérgely
because of the confusion in our sources caused by the fact
vthat there wepe several writers called Pherekydes.
 The Suda lists three, beginning with .Pherekydés of
Syros, whose birth is dated to 584/1._ Pherekydes of Athens
is the next to be mentioned, and is said to have been earlier
than the man from Syros, though the Suda adds that Porphyrios
thﬁught none of them to be earliér than the one froﬁ Sjros.
Strabo (X.A5.8) also says that the Athenian was the yoﬁﬁger,
;and a date is suggested by Euseblos (s.0. 1 8l.1. i.e. 456/5)
‘who says "Ferecydes secundus hlstorlarum scrlptor agnoscitur
It can be seen that the Suda is confused, and it would seem
that the Athenian was definitely later than the man from
Syros. The latter is described as @EOXGYOS ,.and cleérly
treated cosmogony and philosophy, while the Athenian was

Vivgﬁxéﬁﬁ y dealing with myths.

lSee Wendel, Index I, p. 340.

A4
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The real confusion is that between the Athenian and

aﬁhe third writer named by the Suda, Pherekydes of Lercs,;who
i8 called§GWbeu63 and is said to have been born before

77480/77.. He was clearly considered to be avsimilarjtype»of

author to the Athenian. Jacoby's opinion is that the Lerian

was pfobably a Hellenistic author to whom fragments 173~80

could be attributed, and he sees no reason to doubt his

existence.2 For the date of the Athenian, he_indicates-
that F 2 J and F 146 J suggest the dates 508/7 and 476/5,
probably nearer the latter.5 Another opinion perhapé ﬁore
likely, is that the Athenian and the Lerian are one and
the same, azman who was born in‘Leros,but who came to Athens.”
It would seem reasonable to date him to the early fifth or
late sixth century. | |

~ As for the character of his writings, Erafosthenes
called him AGquaiey yeveshiyov 5. while Dionysios of Hali-
karnassos says (Ant. Rom. I, 13.1),IV€(>=4 TV &Pxo((wv Gu“(xd){wv,
%sf»e;"()‘c W vov "R ‘”)Y)'\/ekaf\f,'\/iviol)\éffﬁ\,’ ooevds Seimpov, Hence he was regarded
as a writer of genealogles, and one of the early prose-writers.

The Buda indicates that he wrote at least ten books of genea-

logical histories, in which many mythological subjects were

2Jacoby, F, G, H., Kommentar 3 T 3, p. 386."

5Jacoby, F. G. H,, Nachtrhge zum Kommentar %, p. 537.

4Pauly-—Wlssowa, Real-Encvclopadie, (Stuttgart, 1893~),

XIX, 2020; Hammond, History of Greece, p. 281.

5Diog. Laert. I, 119,
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tfeated. Pherekydes apparently dealt systemaﬁically@ifh
one story‘ét a time, as we can'éeerfrom-the fact that some
" of the sources for his work refer to a specific book e.g.
the story‘of Herakles was told in the second and third books,
that of Kadmos in the fourth and fifth. It is in the sixth
and seventh books that we find the story of the Argonauts.

In our attempts to determine the exact sequence of events

in his version of the story, we are handicapped by the fact
that the sources do not always tell us from which book of
Phérekydes they haﬁé taken their information. However We

do know that the sixth book included a reference to Phrixos
(F 25 J), the fact that Philammon sailed and not Orpheus _
(F 26 J), the episode of Phineuérand the Harpies (Fs 27-29 J),
.~ and a reference to the field of Ares (F 56 J). The seventh
book contained the episodes of the slaying of the dragon’
(F 31 J), and the murder of Apsyrtos (F 32 J). Since all
- the episodes attributed to the sixth book come earlier in the
“story then those attributed to the seventh, it would seem
that Pherekydes treated the myth in a chronological narrative
manner. He never gives more than one version of any particu-
:lar episode, so it is clear that his work was not just a com-~
pendium of mythological material, but a narrative based on a
selection from his sources of the version which he thought
best.
That he was acquainted with the events leading up to

the expedition is clear from F 98 J, where we find that he

called Phrixos' stepmother Themisto, and also said that,



A laos had sald it was purple,

P. 45,
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1then7the crops were failing, Phrixos willingly gave himeelf

~up of hlS own accord for sacr1fice.6 The name Themisto is

also cited by Herodoros (31 F 38 J) for Phrixos’ mother,
while the stepmother is there called Inc, the usual name.
The Schcllast to Plndar, Pythian IV, l162a says that 80ph-
okles called the stepmother Nephele, the name normally given
to the mother. Robert, apparently assuming confdslon in

the Scholia, suggests that, in Pherekydes‘ version, Themisto

v was Phrixoe mother7 but it seems obvious from the above

example from Sophokles that there was no fixed tradition for

these namesq

Apparently all was ready for the sacriflce, but we do
not know exactly how events turned out. But whatever happened
1t is clear from F 99 J that Phrixos was rescued by the ram,
which Pherekydes and Hesiod (F 51 Rzz) said had a golden
fleece. In this point Pherekydes was presumably following

i He51od since the colour of the Fleece was not at all a

settled point at thle perlod for both Simonides and Akousx-
8

At any rate, we can assume that the escape from
Thessaly_was successfully made,‘for the Scholiast to A.R. II,

1149 states that Pherekydes (F 25a J) gave the name of Aietes'

®3chol. Pindar, Byth. IV, 162 a.

70. Robert, Die griechische Heldensagg (Berlin, 1921),

8°1mon1des in Schol. Eur. Med. 5, and Schol AR. IV,

1773 Akousilaos in Schol. A.R. IV, 1147,
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- daughter, whom Phrixos married, as Euenié. This name is in-
teresting, as it is found in none of our other sources, and
we are left wondering from where Pherekydes could have taken
it. Hesiod (F 152 RzZ) knew the daughter of Aietes as Ioph-
ossa, as did Akousilaos (2 F 38 J). The usual name, Chalkiope,
used by Apollonios, was also cited by Herodoros (31 F 39 J).

- Some one of these names should be able to be traced to our
early sources. Further evidence for Phrixos' mérriage in
Pherekydes' version is found in F 101 J, where a son Melas

is mentioned, and also in F 106 J, where another son is called
Argos. These were among the four names given by Hesiod and
presumably were also cited by Epimenides.9 Hesiod is the more
likely to have been Pherekydes' source.

After these preliminary episodes, we come to the story
of the actual expedition, and firstly we can ascertain Phere-
kydes' version of Jason's parentage. The Scholiast to A.R. I,
411, commenting on the words Wehv Ricenit , tells us that the
city was called Aisonis after the father of Jason, as both
Piﬁdar and Pherekydes said. Stephanos Byzantinos réports that
the city of Aison in Thessaly took its name from Aison, the
father of Jason, but adds that Pherekydes called it Aisonia.lo

The slight discrepancy in these two references to the name

given by Pherekydes may be merely due to a wrong recollection

Y5chol. A.R. II, 1122; Hes. F 152 Rz°; Epimenides,
457 F 12 J. :

lO_Steph. Byz. 8.v. Aowy ; Pherekydes F 10%b J.
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on the part of Stephanos. At any rate, it is clear th_&’u_
Pherekydes called Jason's father Aison. As for his mother's

- . name, we learn from F 104a J that Pherekydes agreed with

11

Apollonios in calling her Alkimede. Her parentage was also

given by Apollonios, who called her father Phylakos. (I, 45),
-andfnax‘ned her mother as Klymene, daughter of Minyas (I, ‘253). ’
Pherekydes (F 104b) was in agreement on the name of the
father, but we have no evidence for the name which he gave

to the mother, Probably it was the same as t‘hat given by

| Apollonios. - It is noticeable that in hvis version of Jason‘s

: paréntage, - Pherekydes differed from Hesiod, who called -

Jason's mother Polymede. 12

The first event we meet in the story is the arrival
of Jason at Iolkos, embodying the motif of the poVokaq’mS )
- the one-sandalled man, also mentioned by Pindar (Pyth. IV, 75).
The scholiast to the Pindaric passage preserves a long ffag-

\ . X . RN
ment of Pherekydes (F 105 J): 7w vacf«t-rq"'\a\&'? Y lemspla fweps
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12

Schol. A. R. I, 45.

F 18 Rz° (Schol. Odyss. XII, 69).

13)1though this is clearly quoted by the Scholiast
to Pindar as the actual words of Pherekydes, it reads very
much like a scholiasts' adaptation. .
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It is notable that, in spite of the proximity of date,
 :Vi:tua1ly the only similarity with Pindar's account isﬂthe
oné sandal motif itself. As we have already remarked~about
Pindar's use of it, the differences between Pherekydes aﬁd
Pindar make it unlikely that either could have invented it.
' The story would seem to have been well-known to Thessalian
~folk~lore, although we have no evidence for it in the{éarlier
extant literary tradition. We will remember that Pindar did
not explain how Jasoﬁ came to have only one sandal;-buE}Phere-
kydes attempts a rationalising explanation whiéh merely seems
~lame and incredible. Apollonios (I, 8-11) is much more success-
ful in his version of how the sandal came to be missing, telling
how it was lost when Jason forded the river in its winﬁer gpate.
| Pherekydes was clearly acquainted with the sﬁOry of

the oracle given to Pelias,l4

but his version of the subsequent
events differs greatly from Pindar's. It is true that Pelias
-displays. his charactéristic cunning, but the motif of Jason
himself suggesting the voyage is very different. Later .-
tradition did not adopt it, preferring to have the task im-
posed by Pelias, as is more natural, but it must be admitted
that a fine dramatic motif hasrbeen lost, namely’the moment -
when Pelias turned to Jason and said, "You sre the man". The

reason which Pherekydes gives for it, the fact that Hera'put

it into Jason's mind, brings us again to a familiar motif, the

Y¥pindar, Pyth. IV, 73 ff.
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“presence of Hera in the myth. However, in Pherekydes' account,
the function of Hera is not Quite the same as in the usual
version. In Homer's story, Hera helps the Argo past the Planktai
exel $lhos %£V°T§Gwv,15 and in Pindar, Pythian IV, she inépires
the Argonauts with a passion for their ship. _In'thesesnersions,
Hera's help is a positive thing, which she gives because she
is friendly to Jason and the Argonauts. Pherekydes, on the

-other hand, says that Hera put the thought into Jason s head
s e)\gow] MX)&EN “rco Tehta  Kangy . Hence she is motivated
by anger against Pelias, so much sobthat she employs Jason and

' Medea as her instruments. The idea that she had planned that

Medea shouid come to Greece was repeated by Apollonios (III,
1134-6), where}his words are a clear indication of his debt

to Pherekydes: L.-f’;,s }/Jf “f(ffs ‘uq/é"'i:'ro QHP% |

d?pa Ha oY ﬁekm; «qu 5 Tu \kﬁvtiw:Tn |

Auuﬁ quﬂajxrrwSJdmg M&WJ&:yJMV.
Apollonios also mentioned, at the beginning of his poem, the

banquet given by Pelias, and he gives the reason for Hera's

- anger, which he'appérently took from Pherekydes.
IAEE R\VVS ‘)V T H" Tose Sl il dﬂlan
pele Beots, “'Poys & Tehuoyhs o0k difygev. AR, I, 13-14

"a banquet which (Pelias) was giving to his father
Poseidon and the other gods, but to Pelasglan Hera he paid

no homage."

1o0dyss. XII, 69 ff.
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This motif of revenge or spite on the part of Hera
'survives in none of our sources earlier than Pherekydes,
but the idea seems very old, and it is probably earlier than
the concept of Hera as the protectress of the Argonauts,
which perhaps evolved out of 1,10 o l.i
| An interesting feature of Pherekydes' story 1s the
istrong connection between Hera and Medea, who is;, as it were,

the agent of the goddess. Will takes this motif of Phere-

kydes as evidence for an assoclation of Hera and Medea in

" Thessal§.17 But the fact that the events are depicted as.

‘happening in Thessaly ig surely no reason for assuming that
j such an association existed there. Thessaly was the tradi-
tional starting-point for the voyage, so0 that, if Hera is
inﬁolved in events before the start of the expedition, it
rié inevitable that she is depicted in a Thessallan context.
Sﬁch a context is thus no indication that she was introduced
~into the myth from a Thessalian source. In fact, there is
' no evidence that Pherekydes was drawing excluoively on &
Thessallan source, nor is there any evidence for aAstrong
cult'of Hera in Thessaly. The place which had the closest
- link between Hera and Medea Waé'Corinth, where Hera was

wofshipped under the cult-titles of Akraia and Bounaia. -

: 160 f. Poseidon's persecution of Odysseus, 0dyssg.
I, 19-21; 68-79. T

174, will, Korinthiaca (Paris,  1955), p. 115.
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© This last title originated from a temple built by one Bounos,
to whom as we learn from Eumelos, Medea's father, Aietes

18 More-

_handed over the government when he left fbr'dolchis.
over, after Medea had come to Corinth, she took her children
to the temple of Hera to make them immorfal. Hence, in this
early Corinthian epic, & strong link had been established
‘between Hera, Medea, and the Argonauts. None of our surviv-
ing sourcesvmanlfests such a close relatlonshlp between Hera
and Medea, and it seems likely that Pherekydes wag influenced
by Eumelos in this respect.

The story of the oracle given %o Peiiaé indicates that
ﬁié death by violence was inevitable, and it is also suggested
by the phrase 1) TN Kaidv which reminds one of Pindar's
‘éwnj&}au>¢&mv' . The surviving fragments of Eumelos provide
no evidence for the murder of Pelias, other thaﬁ that Medea
was summoned from Iolkos to assume the rulé of-Corinth.l9
This implies that, .if she had nbt been invited to Cbrinth,
she would have stayed at Iolkos, which would rather suggest
that Lumelos did not include Pelias' murder. The Naupactla
| tells us that Jason, after the death of Pelias (QinIGV)

went to llve in Corcyrago,_but QwNNov need not imply #nvOV .

There was also another tradition about Pelias, namely that

18Paus. IT, 4.7; 3.10 (paraphrasing Eumelos).

%umelos, F 3 K (Paus. III, 10).

2ONau actia, F 10 K (Paus. II, 3.9)Q
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funeral gemes were performed for him., This was known to

. < .
Simonides who wrote (F 32 D): os SZUPL T Tl S

v(mde VEous Swydevmal Bulov
HVAUPox STep ok fFTpues €4 *Twhov °
"Who surpassed all t?l;); wy‘g{&ngo me;lg 3§%§T%%gbegpdeqé¥ ,I\&\;ﬁ?sn
he cast it over the eddying Anauros from Iolkos, rich in grape-
clusters; for so did Homer and étesichoros sing to the peopls."21
It seems questionable whether games would be held for
a murdered man, especially one of Pelias' traditional reputa-
1;,ion.22 It may be that in an early version of the myth he
handed over the kingdom to Jason, and died. At any rate, it
is clear that not all versions knew of his murderga, eand it
may be that the story was not much older than the fifth cén~
tury.24 j
The Scholiast to A.R. I, 4 says that, while Apollonios
called the ship éggg after the Argos who built it, Pherekydes
derived the name from Argos, the son of Phrixos. This in

itself does not imply any difference in the story of the

construction of the ship, but when coupled with a reference

| 21Presumably by "Homer", Simonides means one of the
early epic poets.,

22The case of Patroklos is not a parallel. He was a
hero who died gloriously in battle.

25e.g. Hesiod (Theog. 997 ff.) shows Jason and Medea
gettled at lIolkos and their child Medeios born there.

24In addition to the references by Pindar and Pherekydes,

it was treated by Sophokles in the Pt5o¢o&m. and by Euripides
in the Peliades. ’
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by Apollodoros to the effect that Argos, son of Phrixos; built
the ship25, it does suggest that in PherekydeS' versiqn;'too,
the son of Phrixos was responsible for the building. This
Vwould have been a good epic motif, showing the son returning

to Greece, hélping to fit out the expedition, and triumphantly
recovering the fleece of his féther‘s ram. This tradition also
explains how Apollonios came to ha&e two ggggi in his-story.
Instead of having the sons of Phrixos already back in Greece
before the expedition left, he decided that, by a remarkable
coihcidence, the Argonauts should pick them up on the way26,
but the tradition that the ship was named after Argos,éould
not be avoided, so he had to introduce the other Argos into
the story, to explain the ship's name. |

The Scholiast to A.R., I, 45 says,oﬁﬁ% QOpqmﬂ adTe
C »~ ) - - N M o
Hetoles o dere @teéku ns Aiyou:ﬁ “Tov IX‘”{’IHMV o’u-\;._“ﬁewkiut:gvdL
‘T\'}TS ’R@-.{wuﬁms . . )
This strongly suggests that Pherekydes gave a list of Argonauts,

a conclusion which is supported by the Scholiast to A.R. I, 23,
who says that Pherekydes, in his sixth book, said that Philém~
moﬁ, and not Orpheus, sailed with the Argonauts. Why Pherekydes
éhould deny Orpheus a place is not quite clear, but it does in-
dicate that Orpheus' place.in the story was not so well-estab-
lished in the early fifth cenbury that he could not be left

out. This suggests that Orpheus had not been lbng in the myth.

It is true that he appears with the Argonauts on a metope of

25ppollod. Bibl. I, 110.

265 R, II, 1090 ff.
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the Treasury of Sikyon at Delphi.in the sixth century, but
this need not be very much earlier than Pherekydes. As &e
noticed in the previous chapter, Simonides seems to have
mentioned him in a context suggestive of the Argonaut327
»,whlch would indicate that he was in the literary tradition
,» before 500. Of the early poets known to have treated the
myth, the Cretan mystic, Epimenides, seems the most likely

to have introduced Orpheus28

, though we can find no support
for this theory in his extant fragments. | -
Pherekydes apparently regarded Orpheus as an intruder,
and his exclusion of him is made all the more pointed by the
fact that he replaced him by Philammon, another musician.
Philammon must, then, have performed the same functions as
Orpheus, such as getting the Argo-safely past the Sirens.
Pherekydes' interest in this.Philammon is shown'by F 120 J,
where he refers to the musician's parentage of Philoﬁis and
Apollo, and tells that Philammon was the first to compose
dances for maidens. Of course, it may well be that Philammon
had a place among the Argonauts earlier in the tradition, and
that, when the Orphics took an interest in the nyth, he was

ousted to make way for their representative, Orpheus. At any

rate he is mentioned in literature well before Orpheus, since

27simonides T 27 Diehl,

28Orphism was strong in Crete.
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7_'H¢siod refers to him though not in a context'involving the
A:gonauts.29‘ 7
The Scholiast to A.R. I, 105 shows that Pherekydes
, mentloned Tiphys, and presumably included him among the
‘Argonauts. Another crewman named by Pherekydes was ldmon,
whon, he said, ‘was the son of Apollo and of Kofonos’ daughter,
'_> Aéteria.ao He does not seem to have named Idmon's mortal
' father, as Apollonios did.al The latter was probably combin—
ing two tradltlons, and would seem to have taken the name
Abas for Idmon g father from Herodoros of Heraklea.52 Accord-~
A”, ing to the Scholiast to A.R. 1, 159, Pherekydes told of I1Id-
'f mon's death among the Mariandyni. Apollonlos (11, 815) has
Idmon's death on the outward voyage, but,wé learn from the
:  Scholiaét to A.R, ITII, 1354 that Eumelos brought Idﬁon right
to Colchis, wﬁere Medea telis him of the growth of the'earth—
born men. The Naupactia also depicts him'at Colchis, where '
he urged Jason to.undertake the task, an d also played a major
part in the escape of the Argonauts.53 The Scholiast to A.R.
VIV, 86 adds that these things were also mentloned by Herodoros,
a fact which, on the surface, seems to contradict the story of

Idmon's death among the Mariandyni which Herodoros :'an:llided_.%L

29Hes. F 111 Rz°,

50p 108 J (Schol. A.R. I 159)
315.R. 1, 142,

5231 B 44 J (Schol. A.R. I, 139).

6 K (Schol A.R. III, 523%), I 7-8 K (Schol.
A.R. IV, 66'"286) ’

5431 ¥ 50 Jd (SChOlo A.R. II, 815)0
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Buﬁ Herodoros also said that the'Argonauts returﬁed by the
‘.same routea5, so that Idmon's death could have occurredAbn
‘the return voyagé.v There is some evidence thatrthis was‘so;
for in A.R. II, 854 ff Tlphys died just after Idmon, and the
scholiast on the passage tells us that, aocordlng to Herodoros,
-Tiphys died, not on the outward voyage, but on the return. It
' thus seems likely that, in Herodoros' account, Ildmon too died
| on the return journey. Idmon was clearly a prominent figure
-in the early versions, and Apollonios is alone in remov1ng

him from the scene so soon. Here agaln he seems %o have com-
blned two traditions, since he lists two seers, Mopsos as

well as Idmon, one of whom dies on each voyage., The fact that
‘.Idmon'appears in the incomplete list surviving in the remains
-of Pherekydes sﬁggests that he was important in that version
too; Here again there may be a»link between Pherekydes and
| the Naupactia. |

The Scholiast to A.R. I, ©45 shows that Pherekydes also

.knew the herald, Aithalides, and the story of him alternating

between Hades and the world above, which was told by Apollonios.36

- A notable name in Pherekydes' list of Argonauts is
Herakles.?/ In F 11la J we find that Pherekydes said that

_ Herakles was left behind at Aphetai in Thessaly, M5 HF/“/
' %De.ygg',.ivqs f‘;l Sovaset PEpev o To0TOU ﬁa’po\s

5231 F10 J (Schol. A.R. IV, 257/62b,
56).R. I, 640 ff. | |
37 111 J (Apollod. Bibl I, 117; Schol. A.R. I, 1289).
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: “Fv111b) (Schol. to A.R, I, 1289) however, TUNSs aé*fol;oWs:
| AT NN Gvios t,\év oDV ifxo\-‘)ﬁ-’({f&u $1)5t “Tav CHrelK/\‘i:o( TE(;\( K(év ;K@I\/'K{
(3 'rqv Y,\e(zTi‘TrcflV Atov6tos % § Muu\qus o’ufk‘T?‘K}‘wKLwl 4>'q0’t
MoV Fpud Ters o((mf'\‘iuav Eaos ko\/(u)\/ + Speolus Hul A?H"’P"m’s
“Hpd Swpos §F st K 6umw\cm<ewt LOTV TE R\ Twets ddhous.
“Holofes v o Kforces Yol Er@uima ey ooV B’ Lutos Iy ew
s Magvstas wept mis o mc apEeas LMo *Npers
Ke(\auwvrxf 4wo\ex4:01]v«k A\!'Y ifeyeS ‘e.i &V ‘“rn Al g;) ]br)uv al«ﬁ:,@w@evw

O
H""‘”‘““” AR S T2 uip €' bt %v Pl »6) Uit Tou pwos ° ket

A—ﬁd";ll XS G ij?.(‘?t{)q{\.\".{u? I'Q\lt)‘,"+ﬁ§' T)RO\@UB\Y}g. Q‘\;b)l ?gr’fku‘l‘ﬂlg H&L(jé‘%} .
QF "7'5(365 §2 gy ’R";i & ‘?Y}G;\/ s(:)"’rév éﬁwaS’f@.ﬁ' o ‘7\’@%'&}\1{&})@&& Tgéf'
Otxéet)‘ Ty AuSdvpac eousev.

It will be ‘seen that the schollast 1s not qulte accur=
ate, for Pherekydes does not follow Hesiod in everythlng, but
only in the-place of Herakles' disembarkatlon, Aphetai, not
'VMysia; The reasons which they glve are dlfferent Pherekydes
explanatlon being also offered by AntlmaChOS-' | _

The presence and early- removal of Herakles 1n the myth
is somethlng of a puzzle. The best explanatlon would seem to
rbe ‘that origlnally he had no part in the voyage at all - but
that later his absence was noticed, and then explalned by havxng
him leave the ship early in the voyage. Herodoros of_Heraklela,
- something of an expert on Heraklesaa, denies hin any_plaée in

the Argo, alleging that he was in the service of Omphale at

58Herodoros lived around 500 B.C. He wrote a Herakleia.
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the time.39 Almost every other source, until a comparatively
late date, says that he left the ship early in the voyage.qo
Only with the late Alexandrians, Dionysios and Demaratos; do
we find Herakles going the whole way to Colchis.‘41
Three different reasons are given for Herakles leaving
the Argo at Aphetai, 1) he was too heavy for the vessel;42
2) he was left behind unintentionally, when he went to look

43 3) he was inexperienced at rowing.44

for water; The story
of him being left iq Mysia is always connected with Hylas.45
In spite of the confusion in the scholia, it seems
probable that Pherekydes was taking his account from Hesiod,
whose story he combined with another tradition involving the
"speaking~beam" motif.
Also contained in the sixth book was the story of .

Phineus and the Harpies.46 According to F 27 J (8chol. to

3921 7 41 g

4OPindar makes no further mention of Herskles, after

| including him in his catalogue.

41They are both second or first century B.C. The
references are 32 F 6 J, and 42 F 2 J, respectively.

42Pherekydes; Antimachos; Aristotle (Pol., III, 8.3).

“3Hesiod; Herodotos (VII, 193).

#*5chol. Pindar, possibly arising from A.R. I, 1167,
where Herakles breaks his oar.

4>kinaithon (p. 212 K); Hellanikos (A F 130-31 J);
46’.Dhree out of the five fragments alluding to the episode
are explicitly assigned to Bk. VI.
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A.R. 1I, 181), Pherekydes said that Phineus ruled over all
the Thracians in Asia as far as the Boéporos. Pherekydéé'
version of his»parentage is given in F 86 J (Schol. to A.R;

II, 178) Ay\]vo(zos \/49 KdlS €6'r\\/ ws H\ewmus G Se “G'Cog’us »)mv ;&cf\/u«ﬁ
Tod Ayfvepas KAl de(tﬂraus Opelus $e Ral Ao “caqu Rutﬂvwmﬁxa Kt
epexiSys Wo;v S §i Kassvemcias T odon 33, AV «{wem Kk rai ?\vm

Kal Agpurthos KA ~Amves mm\)wlsw yiverat €5 ex Aios TArupws’. -
For thls genealogy, it is ‘clear that Pherekydes was drawing

on a Hesiodic source, whose version apparently became almost
standard.

If Hesiod was Pherekydes' source, we miggt Wohdér
when exactly Phineus entered the story of the ArgOnauté in |
Pherekydes' version, since Hesiod (F 151 Rzg) said thaf he
waé blinded for showing the way to Phrixos. Hesiod also gave
another reason, namely that Phineus preferred long-life to
-sight47, but the first explanation is more clbsely connected
with the Argoﬁauts, and is thus the more likely to have been
adopted by Pherekydes. It implies that, in Hesiod'é version,
Phineus came into the story of the flight of Phrixoé, but the
extant fragments provide no evidence that this was so in
Pherekydes' éccount. However, another possibility is that for
@pi’gag we should read (’Tc'\'s><f_§(:f\éou y in view of Apollod. Bibl
I, 120 who says that Phineus was blinded O7Tc Ters ppifou Tlst Tou

p) Vs ; ! erony T f 7C, - ;‘ <. ¢
Ex K°>‘Xw\ €13 ‘Twiv EAIS TAoOV ejquUfEV. 48 This makes

47F 52 Rz°.

8The emendation is su gested by C. Robert, De Apoll.
Bibliotheca (Diss. Berol. 1873), p. 82,
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better sense, since no other source mentions Phineus in con-

"nection with Phrixos. Also, we have already noticed that in

. Pherekydes' version, the sons of Phrixos had returned to

Greece before the expedition set forth, and it is very possible

. that they would have inquired of Phineus about their route to

Gréece. If correct, this reading would strengthen the links
 between Pherekydes and Hesiod. |

_ We have several references to Pherekydes version of

| the episode with the Harpies. The Schollastbto A.R. IT, 271
-téllé»that Pherekydes said that the Boreads puréued the Harpies
tover the Aegean and Sicilian Seas. He also made the Harpies

| flee to Crete, to the cave under the hill, Arginous, in this
agreeing with the Naupactla. 49 The first reference would
.suggest that there was no turning back at the islands called

~ Btrophades or Plotai, which were situated in the Sic1lian

Sea”®, and this is borne out by F 165 J: Philodem. K.eised . 46b

1 18G. ayo;ﬁbw b Yla«. wa ] Todfdus Kl %spexuéqc o M:qv&wf A“/”)“"‘*

et Kal Ef(?vKoS K Tehasms o co T8 “Apmuds Dvperoldens Gmd ’va[go(eou R iSWV.
- That we can deduce from this fragment that Pherekydes

‘said that the Harpies were killed is supported by the Scholiast
to A.R. II, 297a, who says that, according to Hesiod, Antima-
chos, and Apollonios, the Harpies were not killed. |

On the whole episode of the Harpies, then, Hégiod,

*%p 29 J (Schol. A.R. II, 299).

5OThey were called Strophades because the Boreads turned
there and came back (Antimachos F 13%. B II, 291; A.R., II, 296
with scholia) or becausg the Boreads turned there and prayed
to Zeus (Hesiod F 57 Rz“),
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”Anfimachos, and Apdllonios stand together, and differ from
Pherekydes. He is shown, in F 29 J, to agree with o WQ.NmﬂuKﬂKQ
T%LﬁS&S ., and it would seem certain that the lacuna in
F 165 J should be filled by T NaumakTikd of Noo RaRT o
Hence, it appears %hat, for the episode of the Harpies, Phere-~
kydes' source was the Naupactia.

We have no other evidence of Pherekydes' account until
the trials faced by Jdason at Colchis. The Scholiast to A.R.
IIIV 230 tells that Pherekydes described the bulls as bronze-
footed and breathlng flre, which seems to have been the stand-
ard version even in the early fifth century, since it is also

found in Pindar's account (Pythian IV, 225),ﬁ0£30i<#&w AT
DSV yeyGuy TV Ratopdvae Topds, Y= \kfas ¥ §whEs dpdasesko
'Xgov %égﬁgw;éﬂflon of the bulls by Pherekydes of course
: implles that the yoking of them was the first task. He must
also have included the ploughing, for the Scholiast to A.R.
III, 411 tells that he made the field of Ares fifty acres
instead of the four specified by Apolionios.

| In Apollonios' account, the ploughing is followed by
the sowing of the dragon's teeth, and we have evidence that
Pherekydes, unlike Pindar, also included this episode.

Apollonios (III, 1179 ff.) tells of Aietes giving the

dragon's teeth to Jason, and he says that they were the teeth
of the serpent which Kadmos killed at Thebes, half of which

were given to Kadmos, and half to Aietes. Kadmos sowed his

share in the plain of Thebes, and founded his city with those
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In this connection, the Scholiast to A.R. III, 1179

- includes the following quotation from Pherekydes:
©ewel S¢ K&Svos KTwik TsBy v Gy;gqmv, ”ﬂms S8t LOT) Kall

<

rd % - b 3 -
)Aévlwuv Now Sro§ ELS \)CH{.',Q':&S O%8vg | Tous be v?r(fms R’{x}"ﬁ‘ DK S
¥ D’, . t .
KISﬁqs oL VTR swelpiv A0ToUS €15 'ﬁl"' Spoopay Mhpsws Kekelonymes, KAt

14

SUL INVEE VIS oMot dvSpes cSrheapivel. 6 §& Kifos Selous P hhee
A0To0s NBoisw . ol $t Sopfovres Op * €xordv RANesOAL , RpaTlovstv

: MXY’IAWS Kf;\ilee\zl'g?(g;z‘;cgk\vé r{gg\iawdfl‘}/fs?g/n Ko"fr‘ §;'he teeth ;Detween
2Kédmos and Aietes indicates that, in Pherekydes' version of
the myth of the Argonauts, these were the teeth sown by Jason,
as there can have been no other reason for Aietes having them.
Also interesting is the story of Kadmos' sowing with ﬁhe throw-
ing of the stones among the Spartoi. While this differs from
Apollonios' story of the Theban Spartoi, it bears a marked '
resemblance to his account of the Colchian Spartoi, among whom
Jason hurls a great stone (III, 1372)., In view of the story
of the division of the teeth, it seems likely that_Apollqnios
wasg using Pherekydes as a source, but, in his account of the ]
Theban Spartoi, he deliberately avoided the stone-throwing .
épisode, which he transferred to the story of the Colchian
Spartoi. Hellanikos and Lysimachos had said that Kadmos sowed
the teeth K@ “Apews foliysiv , and Pherekydes said ~ Apews”
Kg\565dV7bg,52 so with that idea in mind, Apollonios made Ares
do the hérvesting. |

51y R, III, 1187.
5250hol. A.R. III, 1179,
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It seems certain that Pherekydes influenced Apollonios
greatly in the story of the division of the teeth and the stone-
throwing, but the Scholiast to A.R. III, 1354 indicates that
Apollonios was also indebted tg‘another, earlier source for
the story of the Spartoi, sincé he is said to have taken sev-
eral lines directly from Eumelos. However, there is no evidence
that the work of Eumelos had any influence on Pherekydes' ver-
sion here. Originally, Kadmos must have sown ail theAteeth of
the dragon, and the story of the division is only a means of
creating a doublet. It seems possible that Pherekydes was
responsible for this himself, and was thus the first to link
the myth of the Argonauts with the story of Kadmos.

After the slaughter of the earthborn men, Jason still
did not get the Fleece, fér we have a reference to the serpent
which guarded it, in Schol. to'A.R. IV, 156, kil QeperiSys pusiv

+ povev v ov Spduevit UKS “Tdooves . This reference to the
death of the serpent differs from the version of Apoilonios,
who agrees with Antimachos that it was merely put to sleep by
Medea.”? Pindar said that Jason Killed it TéxvalS , by magic,
presumably Medea's.54 The use of magic is likely to belong to
a late tradition, and Pherekydes is probably giving an older
version. It may be that the brevity of the scholia,congeals

the fact that Jason was aided by Medea, but Herodoros, too,

2356hol: AwR. IV, 156.
S4pindar, Pyth. IV, 249;
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gseems to imply that the beast was killed by Jason unaidedo55
As for the whereabouts of the Fleece, the Scholiast

to A.R. III, 1093 mentions Pherekydes' account Aﬂdqsvﬁau'

';r)\icvaZﬂ ] A1, cﬂkktﬂ * Lu—n ‘/“P Au!r vsg)o’ou Am ?t M'fpo'ru}us pova Vv}tﬁ\)

g¢ l-(e,-w\]wt ¢v 'Tu.) 5&@5;, ev § e 8¢ wa by st &ieikug’qu
Very similar to this is hé Schollast to A.R. III,

1074, 1’):5 Kal A?e«('f)s v«ﬁfno: T V1608 ¢V 'm c];am?u $ETv r) Awu,

56
’V-W TS Q%us ERevTo ddﬂ? 1523 Q&ﬂ.‘ﬂnkxwy ﬂqﬂeUAOKN.

In fact, there is not a syllable too many in AL&nﬁ ,

for it is not a noun, but an adjective, as can be seen from
the fact that V{4bS is always used with it.”’ Hence q Ataily VoS
stands for ﬁ'ﬁi RGF*vﬁdbs -y "the island belonging to Aia".
. 1t does not mean that Aia was 1tself an island, but that Ala
-owned an island in the Phasis, where, as Pherekydés said, the
.Fleece Was kept. There is no ofher extant reference in our
$ources to such an island; thercomﬁon story beihg that the
Fleece was kept on a tree in thé grove of Ares, Which'apﬁarent+
1y was in Ala itself,”® |

| The Scholiast to A.R. IV, 223, commenting on the fact

that Apollonios depicted Apsyrtos as driving Aietes' chariot,

5521 7 52°J
56

Actually the Scholiast's reference is wrong, because

- Apollonios here must mean Circe's island.

57c.s. Ny used of Medes in III, 1136 and 1v, 243,

58Apollod. Bibl. I, 83%; A.R. II, 404, 1145 The fact
that in A.R. IV, 100 ff. the Argonauts rowed to the grove may
‘suggest that it was on an island, but that 1s never explicitly
stated, nor is it necessary. '
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, .Says %SEQKUQ‘Y)S gg & %Ir);v;g(w () 'T»y?\, M-/)gugv #’)75!\/ a,PogL H”dPov 'T°V ﬂ.}bupﬁv EK

TS . Koty Tasovos £1WEVTS qm‘" EVeyREiy Wf»as "robs /19)1 vc{u'TazS Emel §€
: e.SwoxS'qo’.w P fert KA ye\ww'ms ERN el &8 iy are "raet(ov.
Similarly, the Scholiast to A.R. IV, 228 says - - <§ergﬁuys O

eV &@bo‘m mewvwz iv’a{% {EM’A\ €7l 'mv Vdov Ty A\)u(ﬂ‘ov’ Kell yc\wvms
| N(M E\E)nﬁr‘g;’letggéﬁgf of Apsyrtos, the Scholiast to E_ur:ypldes'
- Medee. 167, adds, :NTILP?]O’QoLL §¢ admov ol pev Gme My Selas Jioi_}:% T

- q'wv HP/quoTw\/ It will be clear from the previous tWo re-

' ferences whlch version Pherekydes gave, namely that the Chlld

i was killed by the Argonauts. fle)\t sV has been suggested for

| ye\w‘wws in Schol. A.R. IV, 223, thus making; Medea re3ponsible
for the mux'der.59 This suggestion is obviously 1nfluenced by
later tradition as represented by Euripides, but, in any case,
- the presenoe oi‘ g(,wéior&e\/ous in Schol. A.R. IV, 228 makes
any such emendation of pe}\\o’ot\/"‘w there impossible, and suggests
‘ that P&Xxo“av'reu’ should also stand in the other. reference.
That Medea was not the murderer in Pherekydes version is also
supported by the fact that Jason told her to bring the boy to
the Argonauts. Hence Jason was the instigator of the scheme,
and the Argonauts, into whose hands the boy was dellvered must
have been responsible ‘for the murder. Pherekydes is our earliest
source for the murder of Apsyrtos, and his version that it was
the work of the Argonauts is presumably older than the tradition
which attributed it to Medea. The concept of the "evil Medea"

had not yet been developed.

59Wendel, p. 272, note,
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There is no evidence in the extant fragments for
Pherekydes' account of the return voyage, but we do have some
. references to events which must have taken piace‘after the
réturn. Pindar (Nemean III, 57) refers to Peleus as capturing
Tolkos alone, without an army, but the schollast to the passage
"says that Plndar is favouring Peleus because the ode was Writ-

ten for an Aiginetan, and he adds, ob Y#DFOV“ QnM;WWV 1M\NN
iMa perd  Tdsoves KA Tov TovSepddv, s Esmopel CI>£pu<u«‘n’;

This must refer either to a capture of Iolkos immediately on
Jason's return, Pelias having refused ta keep the bargain, or
else to somé later‘time, when Jason had since left Iolkos. It
‘is clear from Pindar, Nemean IV, 54 f£f. that the latter is the
case. Akastos was now king of Iolkos, and he plotted against
Peleﬁs, Who in revenge attacked the city. Pherekydeé'intro-
duced J;son as an ally of Peleus, indicating that,-in ﬁis
version of the myth, Jason did not settle at Tolkos, bﬁf left
-for elsewhere. The story of Peleus' attack on Iolkos is also

found in the He81odic fragments6o

s in which it is clear that
Akastos was king of Iolkos st the time, While thére ié no
‘ev1dence that Jason was an ally of Peleus in the Hesiodic
'version, it is still possible that it was Pherekydes' source.
Another wofk_which:Pherekydes used is the Naupactia, and this
méy aiso have influenced him here, as the poet of the Naupactia

gave a version in which Jason, after the death of Pelias, went

%p 81 RzZ, also Fs 78-80.
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to live in Corcyra6l, Akastos presumably becoming king of

Tolkos, But in the absence of any reference by Pherekydes to
where Jason settled, it is difficult to say whether he drew
his story of the capture of Iolkos from Hesiod or the Naupactia.
Probability would suggest a Hesiodic source for the episode.

) A strange sﬁory'is cited in F 113 J,vé)'Schdl. Eurip.
Mg_c}gg. arg. p. 137, 10 Schw: <I>€9’EHJS?)S 8 Ka} Sepwvfg’v}# <}>=¢o’d/ S
V «‘Z’ M\'igih-l é‘fﬁ:{h}’o’o&o'o( wov T Sove, \vécev 'R‘DU}’GE(E, T\’éf\t §e 700 %zrwrg);s O o0
Atéoves § wrous NoBrous Wousus sty eUTes *  airike & Alsow 6?]’Ka b TAov
KipoV ﬁ@«ﬁc\lu- . 1 Aisxé\,\os f\S”éﬁv ~r;4'Is ,{Slfvés:ou To:»g&o’(i fo’frofe"i g Kkl
R LR o T eI B e AU A oA A R
'1»Aristoph{ Eg. 1321, The sﬁory attributed to PherekydééVand

 Simonides, that Medea rejuvenated Jason is very curious, as
he is generaliy depicted as youhg and of god-~like proportions.
The story in the Nostoi that it was his father Aison whom Medea
rejuﬁenated, is much‘more natural and likely. It may well be
ﬁhat the story of Jason's.reju§énation is baéed on an original
corrupt text, AlEAN being resd as IAS QN , the name which
would spring to mind naturally at the mention of Medea.;It is
mofevlikely that this corruption occurred before the ﬁime of
Pherekydes and Simonides and thaé they actually did cite the
story, than that they gave the version involving Aison, ﬁhich

was subsequently corrupted. There is no trace of the rejuven-~

ation of Jason in the later continuation of the Jason-Medea

6lp 10 X (Paus., II, 3.9).
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story, so evidently the version did not win much support, a
fact which must cast doubts upon its authenticity.

It is clear from all these surviving references that
Pherekydes gave a full and detailed account of the myth of
the Argonauts. However, it is to‘be regretted that evidence
for his versions of other episodes has not sufvived, as it
could have been of conéiderable assistance in helping us to
discern his sources. From the evidence which we do possess,
his main source would seem to have been Hesiod, from whom he
drew his versiong for the colour of the Fleece, the names of
Aieteé' daughter and the sons ofAPhrixos, the loss of Hefﬁkles,
andvthe épisbde ofithe capture of lolkos. In view of this, it
is éssential that wé next consider what Hésiod had.to éay ébout
the myth of the Argonauts, In.one of the few featurés-in which
Pherekydes was found to have differed from Hesiod, namelj the
epiéode‘of the Harpies, it will be remembered that he gave the
same version as the Naupactia, which was clearly his soﬁrce
fof ﬁhat eplsode, and may also have influenéed him elsewhere.

Hence it too calls for our later examination,



CHAPTER IIT

THE MYTH IN THE HESIODIC POEMS

As we have noticed in the previous chapter, the
author who most often cites the same version as Pherekydes,
and who must have provided the Athenian with much of his
material is Hesiod, and it will be of interest to examine
the surv1ving work of this poet, to see Whether we can
learn any more about the development of the myth.

Hesiod, though apparently Pherekydes' main soﬁrce,
is a very much earlier author, For his date, our best

evidence is to be found inAa statement in Works and Days

658-62, where the poet says that he had never been abrdad,
except to Chalkis in Euboea, where he competed at the Funeral
Games for'Aﬁphidamas.l Hence if we can date the Amphidamas,
we shall have a good date for Hesiod. .

Plutarch (Moral. 153 F) tells us that Amphidamas was
involved in the Lelantine War between Chalkis and Eretris,
and died in it. The Leléntine War; as we learn from Aristotle
(Eg;;ﬁ. 1289 B 36) was a cavalry war, and as such must have

been earlier than the early seventh century, i.e. before 680.2

lH T. Wade-Gery, "Hesiod", in his Essays in Greek
History (Blackwell Oxford, 1958), p.8.

2After 700 B.C. hoplites began to replace cavalry,
see Hammond, p. 13%9.
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Furthermore, there is evidence that Chalkis and Eretria were
on friendly terms in the.middle of the eighth century, when
they combined in the founding of Pithekoussai (Ischia) and
Cumae érbund '750.5 According to Strabo (V, 4.9) later on

gtasis broke out at Pithekoussai, and the Eretrians left.

‘This quarrel must have been connected with the strife between

the mother-cities in Euboea. We know that Samos supported

:Chalkis4, and it seems possiblé'that the ships built for

Samos by thé Corinthian Ameinokles around 7055, were acquired

to help in the war. Other evidence for the date of the war

is the Corinthian expulsion of Eretrian settlers from Corcyra

" when Corinth colonised the island in 734, 1% would seem

reasonable to date the war to not iong before 700,

Hésiod, speak;nngf the contest at Chalkis, goes on
to say that for his‘prize he received a tripod, which he
dedicéted to the Muses on Mount Heiikon, where they first

set him to sing sweet song. This recalls the paSsage in the

‘Theogony 22 ff. where he told how he-received his inspiration

from the Muses on Helikon. In view-of this, it may well be
that the poem with which he competed at Chalkis was the

Theogony, the poem of his youth, perhaps his first.6 In this

5Confirmed by archaeological evidence; see J. Boardman,
The Greeks Overseas (Penguin, 1964), pp. 181 f.

4

Hammond, p. 136.
oPhuc. I, 13.
CWade-Gery, p. 8.
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poem there are two péssages which refer to the story of the

Argonauts. The first of these is at vw956 ff.

'Ha)\iq} 8§ Axdpwere Tékey khomes ’D—Kid\/fl/']
ﬂﬂﬁamﬂwwzthﬁw x5t} o
MV ok £ Slos \sﬁuio’.ﬁ@(:orrw eAlowo .
Koﬁf v '(LKksavolo "Tc.)\‘ eV ToS RoTamo(R

' "y;)\'ME’ 9513\/ [E’;vuk’ﬁcﬁv ’Igu&v Ra(ML‘K:(PDo\"
B 8 ol Mg’va cUsopev Ev dilom i
yEwag’ 9 o upBetsy  Sia ?(Pua{m)\/ )R\fpo(o)(ﬂ"qv
In this passage, the parentage of Aietes and Circe is

the same as that given in the QOdyssey (X, 136 ff.), but the
name aésigned to their mother is different from that bited by
Fumelos (F 2 K), who gives Antiope as Aietes’ mother, (not
' mentioning Circe at all, at least in the extant~fr§gménts).
Hence the fwo:main representativeslof the Ioﬁiaﬁ;Aéolian |
séhool, Homer and Hesiod, are in agreement with each»other,
buﬁiat Variance with the foremost membér of the Pelopoﬁnesian
“school of epic. Phis suggests, firstly, that- more than one
versioh of the myth was currentAin the eighth century, and
secondly, that it was not exclusivelj an Ionian eﬁio, but
one which flourished on the maiﬁland as well.

Then, the name given by Hesiod for Aietes' wife, Iduia,
is‘different from that given in the Naﬁpactia, which was
Eurylyte.7 Later in the tradition, with the advent of Apsyrtos,

it became usual to assign two wives to Aietesa, but it seems

7Schol. A.R. III, 240.

8e.g. Soph. Scyth (F 546 Pearson); A.R. III, 240 ff.
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very. unlikely that this was the case in the eighth century.
Once again, the difference is probably evidence of several
traditions in the myth. |

The description of Medea, "neat-ankled", is very
‘conventional, the Word€35¢uwm and its cognates Hkaf&ﬁq%f
and T&v5&¢%m$ being commonly used of many Women in epic con-
téxts. This undefinitive reference to Medea may be an in-
dication that at this time she was not as important in the
myth as she later becane.

A little further on in the Theogony, there is another

important reference to the story of the Argonauts:

KoJ‘)r}v 5’ }:\'u_?’frn(o gLo'\‘fEd)é/os ,Kiad‘r.x"flor

Ajscvf-&’?f {éczu)\ﬁ;ﬁ Beiv n(i'm/wi-'riu,v

’ht fm-:‘;‘ l\-"\f'x‘em, wehisss STodevTas ai BYous,

j}bs m?\kcb:'gwé&sf ¢ ﬁiya; ﬁﬁﬁlbezs an@ngfj

U ppLets TL%{)\'L}J Kl el Bahes | o{ip(t«oa(ay&s.

Tovs TENESaS ~ Twwhkov Jc})(k’i’fo , ToAd r«oy;}'«s‘qs

) - 2 N A 3 < nt ., e

Qrelys &t Vyos dyav € MR@RSL ioTpyv

Ax’({a\/f?r}sn Kol v 9«.1.\&(»;‘1\/ 'zrm.ﬁ ST olKol TV,

Kl 2 5 e SjnBels *o ’T\?@w, Wolpive RdGv ,

) M\?Q&.m{' TE R 'ﬁ-if&&, ‘Tc:V OJGP‘E_QV i-T'pE«:#E Xﬁ'(?m‘! Theog. 992~1002
\ @t\u [S'-,)r ° pEyé:}\ou % ALos Véos %g‘ETE\EC‘To. :
' One noteworthy feature here is that the tasks are said

to have been imposed by Pelias. If this is a reference to
the tasks at Aletes' city, it may mean no more than Pelias was
indirectly responsible for them, but it is perhaps more likely
that the actual voyage itself is meant, including, of course,
the trials at Aietes' court. This was a labour imposed upon
Jason by Pellas, and it is noteworthy that the same formulaic
phrase TehESas 6Tovorvis £EQhous i used in v. 951 of the labours

of Herakles. That «ff)ous  could stand for the voyage and
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'all.the dangers encountered thereon is indicated by the use
of it in Odyssey III, 262 of the hardships of the Greeks at
Troy, in the words of Nestor ffwe?s F?s.v ye:?- e cohias e \ToyTes
éiékmﬂ//ﬁys@". - ~ « Very reminiscent of this;passage'from .
the Theogony is a fragment of Mimnermos (F 11 Diehl):
, 0085 Ko’ Ay HEys K oS évﬁvdygv LOTos )IT?ﬁMV
’ag RC\)’S ve\Egas J)\ywﬁggmv o Sév,

Gﬁpmw nakul TeNwY Yt e W?ig Le8)wv,

008? aw e " "Slreaved  Kakov (Rovo pSoy *
This echoes the idea that the tasks were imposed by Pellas,

and Mimnermos would seem to have been drawing on the same ﬁg
tradltion a8 Hesiod in that respect. | |

| Another feature of the Hesiodic passage is the de-~
scription of Pelias, which obviously influenced the picture
of}him presented by Pindar in Pythian IV. Pelias would seem
to have been a well-known figure to Hesiod. There is no
indication of whaf happened to Pelias after Jason's return;
but his murder would certainly séem to be out of the question.
This would support the suggestion made in the previous chapter
that the murder was a late motif, not present in the earlier
versions of the myth.

The phrase anﬁv Xx&v*may suggest that Jason became

king of Iolkos, but, if he did, he did not remain there for

long, since we read in F 81 Rgg

of the sack of Iolkos by
Peleus, when it was ruled by Akastos, the son of Pelias.
Pherekydes depicted Jason as an ally of Peleus, but thQre is

no evidence for this in the fragments of Hesiod. quﬁv %dﬁv
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may only be an epic convention, as it is a common eplc meta-
phor, especially of Agamemnon in the Iliad.. But it is notable
_that it is used~on three occasioné on which Jason is ‘named in

_the extant work of Homer and Hes1od.9 Thls mlght suggest that

it could denote Jason as leader of the Argonauts, Xﬁ;v being
used in a sense similar to one cqmmon in the Il;ad,rqf men or
901diers.lo

Again the references to Medea are rather colquriess

Q . K .
and conventional,  the phraseﬁkwu&m&iKo@ﬂValso occurring in

Iliad I, 98, while éh\&pﬁV'nmﬁkwr’i?ornv is also found in
Theog. 921, and in a slightly different form in Hbm. Hymn.
Demeter 79. Medea does not seem to have been any'more than
a simple sympathetic heroine, the wicked king's lovely daugh-
ter. She is perhaps suggestive of Nausikaa in Odissex VI -
VIII, and in fact the Argonauts really carried the Nausikaa
episode to its iogical conclusion. Bowra.has indicated the
possibility of a fuller version of ﬁhe Nausikaa episode than

we have in the dessez.ll Such a story could well have in-

fluenced the myth of the Argonauts, and may be reflected in

| Hesiod's picture of Medea.

The reference to a son, Medeios, is interesting. Hesiod

9Hes. Theog., 1000; F 19 Rz?; Homer, IL., VII, 469.

106, g, 10, VII, 434; XVI, 129; II, 115; in plural II,

llBowra "Composition", Chapter 3 of A Companlon to
Homer, edit. Wace and Stubbings (London, 19627, pp. 55 f.
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- may simply have formed it from the child's mother's name on
his_own initiative, but the names Medeios and Eriopis for
the children of Jason were given by Kinaithon of Sparta¢12
The Naupactia named two children Mermeros and Pheres, while
. Eumelos implies a number of children, without citing any
names,]“5 It seems impossible to attach any_significance to
the fact that both Hesiod and Kinaithon geve the name Medeios,
as it would be an obvious literary name for a sen_of Medea.
However, there is again a noticable difference between Hesiod
and the Naupactia, and apparently Eumelos as well.

In addition to these two major references, there are
numerous others in the surviving Hesiodic corpus. From one
of these we can learn the Hesiodic version of Jason's parent—

ag Tu(:(o \) L)\rwws QXoudd %00 'ra\&s G—K Ioo‘%\ngos N \‘EN 'T& K““

Ic.‘r\\ow (—.Yv) pe K,,‘)ym Wtk L'o/tl r.mao\s i:% T v frpua , Rm’ow Nl L
f[) “d KRl \Hue&aw i‘\wm}us £ v Wadopq&ys ke S’ “HewSoy yiveTedt
qum\/ Ratd S¢ \} epenidyy ¢ R)\erﬁ?\)r . This is noticeably-different

from the version of Apollonios, who, like Pherekydes, calls
Jason's mother Alkimede.l5 Nothing survives on this subject
from Eumelos or the Naupactia, but again it is clear that
there was a diversity of tradition.

Two lines are preserved by the Scholiast to Pindar

Nem. III, 92 which tell of Jason's education by the centaur

12F 2 X (Paus. II, 3.9).

oy o _
, aup. F 10 K (Paus. II 5 9) Eumelos F 3 K (Paus.
11, 3, lO)

145 .18 Rz° (Schol. Odyss. XII, 69).

154.%. 1, 232.
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Cheiron, A{Swy o Tered’ viov 71\760%:\) Wmt«é’v& )\otﬁ\// av Xfpu)v %@Pﬁ\;}’
v ﬂq\(@ 6X§EMTL . Hence the story of Jason's education.
 by Cheiron wasg in the tradition at an early date. It is
notable that Hesiod (Theog. 1001) also states that the son
Medeiﬁs was educated by the centaur. There is no reference
~in the:Hémeric poens to Cheiron educating Jason, but the
story is found in literature subsequent to Hesiod, notably
in the work of Pindar, who makes much of it in Pythian IV.
and also in Nemean IV. Both these authors were Bolotians,
and this story of Jason's educationAwould seem to be a
mainland motif, probably ofiginating in Thessaly. In this-
connection, it is interesting that two other heroes were
said to have been educated by Cheiron, namely Achilles and
Asklepios. Homer refers several times to Achilleé' education%6
and that hero too had his origins in Theséaly.l7 Asklepios
also, although later he was considered a god, was for Homer.
‘merely a Thessalian prince, skilled in healing, whose two

18 It is true that Homer does

sons*led contingents to Troy.
not mention Cheiron with regard to Asklepios, but then the
only stories about Cheiron which he does include are those
concerning Achilles and Peleus. The story of Asklepios'

education by the centaur is found in Pindar (Nem. III, 53).

1611, 1v, 219; XVI, 143; XIX, 390.
1711, 1, 154-6. |
1811, 11, 729-32; IV, 194.
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It may be that such an education was common to all major
Thessalian heroes, perhaps with the purpose of'accounting
briefly for their early years.

As for the preamble to the voyage, the story of
Phrixos, and the object of the expedition, the Golden Fleece,
Miss Bécon says, "in none of the extant passages of Hesiod
is it said explicitly that Jason was séeking the fleece. The
golden ram is mentioned in a reference by Eratosthenes, buﬁ
the éontext preserves only an allusion to Phrixos and Helle,
and may not connect the fleece with Jason at all”.19 While
this is quite true, the indirecf evidence enables us to build
up a good case that Hesiod did know that the Fleece was the
object of the expedition.

Firstly there is the reference in "Eratosthenes",
K(nos uo‘T’cS o Ebpugov élakopusn Kl L\Xn\l .AM)UM S %39&) du“f‘u(S o

Nepzhys Ths pyvpss’ eiye Q¢ Yous S’oe«y, &5 “Hetulos wel Ppiribyr

enpqwafn/ ?O Hence, according to Hesiod, Phrixos'

ram had a golden fleece,

| Then, the Scholiast to A.R. III, 587, commentlng on
the fact that Apollonios says that Hermes was sent by Zeus
to ensure that Phrixos was recelved by Aletes, remarks that
ﬁhe author of the Aigimios told that Phrixoé was received
&ithout intermediary because of.the fleece, and ﬁhat,'after

sacrificing, he purified the fleece, and walked into the

19Miés Bacon, p. 2l.

2 (n

20p €1 Ry2 ("Eratos". Catast., XIX).
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21

halls of Aietes, holding it., Moreover, the Scholiast to

AR, II, 1122, referring to the sons of Phrixos, Says,ﬂbéﬁms
gi'. -‘HPogw’Po/S_ ctﬂ}sl\/ )Q\f Xo!xmo”ﬁ'n\s "r;jr\ 'Hirl"rw @ux/at‘f()&', )_ HKoUG{\doS_SE\ k'al\i_
.H\Q’Cogvs B T rfisi\{.igmxs \\3‘(4\5 4>a6tvl 3 ’quhﬁom)r s Algmeu, Kb 05Tas

KEV qov admous 37, Apyor, Qedimy, Medsvd , Kolswpev, - .
These two references show us that Phrixos and his golden
fleece were received at Aietes' court, and that Phrixos
married Aietes' daughter, Iophossa, and had four sons. Hence
Hesiod knew that the Fleece was with Aietes, and, as we have
seen from Theog. 992 ff., he knew that Jason went to Aietes.
It would seem a reasonable assumption that he understood that
-Jason went to fetch the Fleece. There is other evidence that

the Fleece was known to be the object of the expedition by

the time of Hesiod, for the story was told by the author of

the Naupactia.gg

Hence it would seem that, for Hesiod, the story éf
Phrixos was a fundamental part of the myth of the Argonauts,
and that Jason went éo Aletes to bring back Phrixos' fleece,
a Golden Fleece, If we acept this, it is the earliest in-
dication we have that the Fleece, which wés the object of
the quest was golden. This, of course, eventually became
the tradition, but, even in the late sixth century, there
were a few dissenters, noyably Simonides and Akousilaos,

both of whom made the Fleece purple.25 In this, they may

2lp 184 Rz®

 ?2F 9 K (Bchol. A.R. IV, 87),

23Simonides in Schol, Eur. Med. 5; Schol. A.R. IV,
1774 Akous. in Schol., A.R. IV, 1147.
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have been resurrecting an old version which had falien out
of favour, or they could have been inventing a new one,
perhaps being unable to accept the story of a golden fleece,
so that they rationalised the tale, and had it "dyed purple"
instead. But in any event, their version did not gain
support, and the Golden Fleece became the firmly estabiished
tradition. | |

We have also noticed that Hesiod mentioned the four

sons of Phrixos..24

In naming all four, he must surely have
had more to say of them. We will recall that, in the version
of Pherekydes, there was a strong possibility that the-sons
had returned to Greece before the expedition set out in search
of the Fleece. Apollodoros makes a reference to their feturn
journey, saying that Phineus was blinded o Tbﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁ§cu TaToL Tov
X KéAxwv £ls Wﬁv TEANASL Ty éHﬁVuSEV. 25 In the fragments
of Hesiod we have a passage very similar to this,thq¢35@dL§E
cj)L\/'c,cl ﬁin']q’l‘\/ CH«S(@&)S év ME')/&XOIS JHofgus) BTL 4??‘5‘*2 'T{iv 556\/ éyﬁ\/uo’ﬂ/ .26
No otﬁer source connects Phineus with Phrixos, and it may-be
better to accept Robert's suggestlon that we read<f&<7h§h$g@ou,

SO that Hesiod g version is then the same as that of Apollodoros.

If we accept this reading, it means that Hesiod too depicted

2% 152 Rz® (Schol. A.R. II, 1122).

254pollod. Bibl. I, 120.
26p 151 Rz® (Schol. A.R. II, 181).
27Robert, De Apoll. Bibl., p. 82.
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the sons of Phrixos as returning to Greece before the expedi-
tion set out, and, for this.detail, he was probably the
source for Pherekydes. | | |

It will be seen from this that Hesiod was also ac-
quainted with Phineus, and indeed there are several references
to this character in the extant fragments. For his parentage,
Hesiod said that he wés the son of Phoinix, Agenor's son,
and- Kassiepeia, which was apparently the usual version, re-
peated by both Pherekydes and Antimachos.28

As well as the explanation for Phineus' blindness,

given above, Hesliod, in the Third Catalogue, said that he was

blinded because he preferred long-life to sight. Presumably-
the first explanation was suppliedbto link Phineus more closely
to the story of the Argonauts. Later on, various other ex-
planations were given, e.g. Sophokles said that he had blinded
the two sons of his first wife at the instigation of their
stepmothefzg, Apollonios because he disregarded Zeus aﬁd

50 Apparently the persecution

revealed the god's plans to men.
by the Harpies was part of his punishment. In the Hesiodic

Journey round the Earth he was driven by the Harpies "to the
) 5

land of the Milk-feeders who have waggons for houses",

28 %1 Re®; Pher. 3 F 86 J; Antim. F 14 B II, 291
(all in Schol. A.R. II, 178/82a).

29soph. P 704 Péarson.
504.R. II, 181 f.
5y 54 Rz (Ephoros in Strabo. VII, 302).
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This is a reference to the nomads dwelling along the north
coast of the Hellespont, and indicates that, for Hesiod, the
_myth of the Argonauts had a Pontic setting.
There are several referendes whicﬁ show that Hesiod
. knew of the pursuit of the Harpies by the Boreads. The
.Séholiast to A.R. II, 296/7 tells that, according té Hesiod,
Zetes and his followers turned and prayed to Leus EV@ ony
&uaEGSVV Atvvtw U“#LpﬁgﬁVﬂt. 52' The schollast adds that Ainos
was a mountain in Kephallenisa, where there was a temple of
Zeus Alne31os.557'1f this 1nterpretation is correct, it in-
dlcates that the chase rangeéd as far as West Greece. This =™
reference should not be taken as ev1denceAthat the myth was
set in the West. We have already notiéed signs of a Pontic
setting, énd another fragment of Hesiod shows hbw widespread
the chase Was.54 The Boreads pﬁrsued the Harpies to the lands
n,éf the Massagetal and the Half;Dog men, of the Underground-
nFoik énd the Pygmies, to the Blackskins‘and the Libyans.
The pursuit exﬁended to the Hyﬁerboreaﬁé, and to'Etna and
Crtyéia, and to the tribe of the Kephalienians. It must have
been somewhere in this context that the previoﬁ$ reference
fits. The chase is very diffuée, ana undoubtedly reflects

Odyssean influence in its western features.

52 57 Rg®

»35Kleon, M. IV, 365; Timosthenes F 39 Wagner.

*oxyr. Pap. 1358 F 2.
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While Apollonios says that Iris made the Boreads
turn, in Hesiod's version it was Hermes.55 -These two
‘characters are both messengers of:ﬁhe gods, so that it is
quite likely that somé:versions should include the one, and
some the other. Hesliod said that the Harpiés were not killed
by the Boreads, and in this he was foilowed by Antiﬁachos and
Apollonios.56ln this respect Pherekydes did not follow Hesiod,
but instead adopted the version of the Nau actia; Which here
again differs from Hesiod. | |

As for the crew of the Argo, the Scholiast to A.R. I,
45 says that Hesiod did not list Iphiklos among the.Argonauts>’
This would seem to implj that Hesiod included a catalogue of
‘Argonauts, which would be quite likely for a poet of his type.
Bﬁt the Scholiast to Qdyssey Xi, 326 does preserve a lengthy
| reference by Hesiod to Iphiklos, in which nothing is said of
his participation in the voyage of the Argonauts.EB- It may
be thﬁt the Scholiast to A.R. had this passage in mind when
making his statement.
| - The Phineus episode makes it clear that Zetes and
Kalais were among the crew, and it is also possible that the
Diéskouroi were, since the Scholiast to Pindar, Nem. X, 150

says that Hesiod, in giving their descent, made them both

558 58 Rz® (Schol. A.R. II, 296).

%% 59 Ry®; Antim. F 13. B II, 291; A.R. II,.296 ff.
with Scholia.

378 50 Rz® .
38p 117 Rz°.
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the sons of Zeué.

| However, one crew-member of whose presence we are
certain is Herakles. The Scholiast to A.R. I, 1289 tells
that Hesiod said that Herakles disembarked to look for water,
and-was left behind'ih Magnesia, near the place called
Aphetai, because of the fact that he left the ship there.”?
All aocounts; except that of Herodoros, until comparatively
late times, are in agreement that Herakles left the Argo
early in thé voyage.4o "Herodoros denies him any part in
the expedition at all, and it would appear that originally
that was the case. The hero's subsequent introduction to
the story and early removal from it appear to have beenAhade
to explain his absence from the expedition for the Fleecé.
The generally accepted story that Herakles was left behind in

1, and is probably due

Mysia is always connected with Hylasg
to the coalescence of two originallyuseparate myths. The
versions which do not include Hylas are probably more authen-
tic, and of these, Hesiod's would seem to be the earliest.
His reason for Herakles' absence is simplé, and was repeated
| by Herodotos, who gives a different, but less obviéus de~

rivation of the name, Aphetai.42

3% 154 RZ°.

#O5¢ho1. A,R. I, 1289.

41Kinaithon, p. 212 K; Hellanikos, 4 F 130/31 J;
A.R. I, 1273; Apollod. Bibl. I, 117.

42Herodot. Vii, 193,
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Unfortunately, nothing at all survives about ﬁhe
eVeﬁts at Aietes‘Acity but the statement in Theogony 994
that Jason finished~many grievous labours, which, as we
have seen, probably means more than Jjust the tésks imposed
by Aietes. Our remaining references are to the return
journey. -One of these is F 63 Rz® (Schol. A.R., IV, 284),

It will be best if we quote the scholiast at greater length:
obfels §8 (6Topel §id TodTan ‘Tous R \/oy«({-m S8 e niNCUREWL Es "Fr\]V ﬁtqe'rref-(v ‘
DiNassy é’éw Tttmyqj“rou, (;) ‘r’lko\o-égno"dv :’H’T(:»X\c:)\/lo.f . 0 r%v yg\(f) zkﬁtst d«)JToU_S
£ Tuwdi%es Femheoriwr TR Ty peylhy DdAddoay, exeibey §¢ eis v 9 pNeTipav
3 Pl ” 3, 2 ” 3 A ¢
Bihacanv ENhuOEva Kel MuperPehelerar, cs dpu ENOSVTEs €M Ty HRepo ol
A oyevadmat ER &’prnﬂmv éK({tuo'xv Tx\;v ’Rfyé 5 V{?(?” 00 £ Odlksouv wq'feyévw'ro,
“Heotolos & S f@&&'\&"os AUTeus EETERNCGOKEL  Aéyer . Exutdios $E (oo 'Hr'raru’&afos.
g€> 'i)\t'\/xwv LTV th-rot)el \,\ﬁ ROVl € fr‘iv O Aawsay Tov %Jo'\v. RY™
TaveiSos  rheogar, M YaTd MW dutoy TV, 18 & gl TEOTEpeV, 0
~ 2 N - . ”~ X
’i:@-bk&\nf v Lk Bus f__é—ro()ﬂ oty K«\A.’ﬁ.{{gg. o
Hesiod, then, said that the Argonauts sailed into
"the great sea" through the Phasis. The Scholiast to A.R.
IV, 259 says that Hesiod, as well as Pindar and Antimachos,
said that the Argonauts came through Ocean to Libya, and,
after carrying the Argo, reached "our sea".45 Hesiod's
route, therefore, was Phasis - Ocean - Libya - Mediterranean.
SN h
The most interesting feature is the passage 214 %E*ﬁggbs ’

which Artemidoros denied on the ground that the Phasis did

not issue into '"the great sea".44 The Phasis was understood

2

“2F &4 Rz®; Pindar, Pyth. IV, 25 f.; Antim. F 12. B

11, 291.
4 *por the following discussion of the Phasis I am
indebted to J. D. P. Bolton, Aristeas of Proconnesus (Oxford,

1962), pp. 55 ff.
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by Artemidoros to be the river nowvcailed the Rion, flowing
. into the sputh—east{corner of the Black Sea.' Herodotos, who
‘had the same conception of the Phasis, says that the bound-
arles of Europe were the Nile and the Phasis, though some
said the Tanais and the Kimmerian Bosporos., 45 The questlon
is how could such a mlnor river as the Rlon have been regarded
as an 1ntercont1nental boundary, and indeed Agathemeros said

it was an older boundary than the Tanais.46

How could Hesiod
ihave formed his concept of the Phasis? |
There are two passages in Aischylos which may shed

- some light on the problem. In Prometheus Vinctus 729-35, he

says that Io must come to the Kimmerian Bosporos and cross
from Europe into Asia, i.e. the boundary between the continents

is the Kimmerian Bosporos. Then in Prometheus Solutus he writes,

T W\"V Qfgupov xéovés Eégtﬁ’m&/tx{ydv, 87 Aetas TEppoVeL %Ecﬂ\/. 47

" There seems to be a contradiction between these two references.
The word V€%m/ is hardly applicable to what Herodotos knew
as the Phasis. Moreover, the other boundaries between the
continents were not rivers, but straits, such as the Helles-
.pont, Propontis, and Thracian Bosgporos, and the Straits of
iGibraltar. Hence it would be more natural.if here too we had

a strait, which is in fact what Hesiod's concept of the Phasis

4DHerodot. IV, 45.

46Agathem. I, 3 (G.G.M.).

47p 191 Nauck.
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suggests. On this reasoning, then, it is natural that the
Kimmerian Bosporos, being a strait, should be regarded as
an intercontinental boundary, as in P.V. 729<35. But how
are we to reconcile this with Aischylos' other statement?
| As we have noticed above, his Phasis must have been

gomething blgger than Herodotos' Phasis. What happened may
well ha&e been something like this: during theirAearly ex-
ploration of the northern Black Sea area, the Greeks came
to the Kimmerian Bosporos, which at first would have struck
them as a natural intercontinental boundary. When, in the
course of further exploration, the Palus Maeotis (Sea of
Aéov) turned out to be not a bay of Ocean, but a sea itself,
they would have discovered that there was a channel in the‘
north-east corner (later called the Tanais). They could well
have assumed that this was a strait leading to Ocean, and,
ae such, a continuation of the intercontinental boundary.
Taking this view, the contradiction in the two references by
Aischylos disappears, his Phasis (later the Tanais) being the
coﬁtinuation of the Kimmerien Bosporos as the boundary.

| In that case, where does Hesiod stand? Clearly his
Pha81s, through which the Argonauts passed must be elther
the Kimmerian Bosporos or the Tanais. In the Theogony 33745,
he gives a list of the rivers which were sons of Ocean, and
these include the Ister (Danube) and the Phasis, but not the
Tanais. Such an i@portant‘rive: could hardly have been omit-

ted, so that it seems likely that it was listed under the
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name of Phasis. The idéntification with the Kimmerian Bos-
-poros would seem to be ruled out by the fact that Phasis is
listed as a river, wﬁich the Kimmerian Bosporos clearly was
not. .That Hesiod's Phasis was, in fact, the Tanais is sup-
ported by Skymnos, who made the Argonauts pass through the'
Tenaie into Ocean, the old Hesicdic version under aﬁother

48

name, It is also .supported by the fact that the Tanais

"took over the function of the original Phasis as an inter-

49

continental boundary Ty and later writers, such aé Eratos-~
thenes, said that éome people thoughﬁ of the continents as
'iélands divided by the:Tanais and the Nile.BOA Moreover,
-Stfabo writes of the voyage of Pytheas, WQBQV éTéA@oL |

| Wﬁv Tﬂ@t@ﬂ&&vﬁnv Tﬁs_idfdhﬁc JT0 F%SE%M&; fws ‘TQvé\goSA 513_

If this was what Hesiod meant by the Phasis, how did
the name come to be associated with the rivef now céiied,the
-Rion?‘ This again would appear to have begn the result oﬁ
further exploration in the Black Sea. After it had been dis~
coveréd that Phasié~Tanais was only arriver, and when the
‘Milesians had‘penetrated to the extreme south-east corner of
the Black Sea, they would have thought that they had really
‘reached Phasis,iﬂ&LV&oéN %ﬁx&@ﬂ S%SFOS,BE'and this became the

485chol. A.R. IV, 284.

49Herodof. iV, 45,

5OEratos. in Strabo I, 4.7.
Slgtrabo, II, 4.1. |
52F Incert. 559 Nauck.
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Phasis of later tradition. As we have seen, the original
conception bf the Phasis did not have the idea of the last
place possible, indeed it was a passage-way into Ocean. That
the later Phasis could not fulfil the functioh of the original
one is shown by the fact that later geographers wrote of the
boundary as "the Phasis, and the isthmus between the Pontus
and the Caspian".53

All this would indicate‘that the story of the Argon-
auts, as Hesiod knew it, was current before the eastern parts
of the Black Sea were fully explored, and was thus earlier
than the discovery of the Phasis of later tradition. Hence
it does not seem likely that the story was a Milesian epic,
dependent on the Milesian exploration of the Black Sea, as‘
Friedldnder suggests.s4 In support of his theory, he says
that Phasié was certainly a Milesian Colony, but,ras we have
shown, this Phasis could not fulfil the function of the
original Hesiodic one, and, in any case the Milesian colony
called Phasis dates from no eaflier than the sixth century.55

Hesiod's version of the return route was accepted by
Pindar and Antimachos, but, as we have noticed, it came in

for criticism in the light of improved geographical knowledge,

23Bolton, p. 57.

54P. Friedlﬁnder, "Kritische Untersuchungen zur Ges-
chichte der Heldensage", in Rheinisches Museum fur Philologie,
69 (1914), 299 ff.

55Boardman, Greeks Overseas, p. 265.
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so that Apollonios, in order to have the voyage through
unknown territory, brings the ship up the Danube, thence
down the Rhone and into the Po. “

For events on the return voyage we have no direct
evidence, except for the Libyan episode, when the Argonauts

56

carried their ship across to the Mediterranean. _Apollonios
“in III, 311 refers to Circg, and IV, 892 to the island of
the bGirens, and in both places the Scholiast says that he was
following Hesiod. But in view of the words of the Scholiast
to A.R. III, 311, Tois KiTd To Topsqvikey TEMyes §momiQepévos
TV "0Susstws KAV, RN ")"(’X‘l*/\"s' *Netolos,
it seems certain that Hesiod must have included these episodes
in an Odyssean contex%, and not in a situation involving the
Argonauts. |

Consider the scrappy character of the éviaence,'and
the fact that no references to the events af Aieﬁes' cit&
survive, it seems—unlikely that Hesiod gave a detailed, connect-
ed narrative of the myth. BSuch a long epic subject would not
be suitable for a poet of his bype, and he is nmuch mére“likely
to have been selective in his references to the myth. In
some respects he agrees with Homer? and since Hoﬁer is a:
poet of the narrative epic type, it may be useful to examine

next any references to the Argonauts that are to be found

in the Homeric poems.

56F 64 Rze(Schol. AR, IV, 259).



CHAPTER IV
THE MYTH IN THE HOMERIC POEMS

Since the voyage of the Argonauts took place, accord-
ing to traditionl, in the generation preceding the Trojan War,
we might réasonably expect to find some references to it in
the great poems which tell of that war and its aftermath.

But before we look for these references, it will be best to
assign a date to Homer, that we may see more clearly his
position in the history of the myth.

' The date of Homer has, of course, been a very vexed
question, and this is not the place to enter upon a detailed
discussion of the evidence. There is abundant literature

on the subject, and we can do no better than to accept the
opinion of most modern scholars that the post should be dated
to the second half of the eighth century, perhaps approaching
700, and probably a little earlier than Hesiod.2

le.g. the fact that some Argonauts, such as Peleus and
Telamon, were the fathers of Homeric heroes.

2For support. for this date, see Bowra in 0.C.D. "Homer",
and in Wace and Stubbing's A Companion to Homer, p. 4l; also
J. A, Davison in W. and S. p. 259; Wade-Gery, The Poet of the
Iliad, pp. 2, 33%3; by G. S. Kirk, The Songs of Homer (Camb.

82
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As for the poet's knowledge of the myth of the Argo-
nauts, Strabo has a long section on the subject.5 He begins
by telling us that "Demetrios of Skepsis, in his desire to
pefgte the -statement of Neanthes of Cyzicus that thevArgo—
naufs erected the sanctuary of thé idaean Mother near Cyzicus,
when they were sailing to Phasis on the voyage which is ad~
mitted by Homer and others, declares that Homer did not know.
the voyage of Jason to Phasis." Strabo goes on to say that
this is at variance not only Qith the statements of Homer,
but with those of Demetrios himself. He then lists evidence
fof the‘voyage, citing names and objects which indicate the
Argonauts, and mentioning also the words of-Homer (TﬁicOﬁﬁyw

puviis ).

With these statements by Strabo in mind, it is rather
disappointing to discover that there is actually only one
direct reference to the Argo in the Homeric poems. This is
in Odyssey XII, €9, where Circe says of the passage past the
Planktai: o’mf S'q‘ CURTE mapThe TV ToTMopos ViU,

’Aey?«) ‘Kuatxé)\ouo’o() e AlyTeo A Eovaw. .
Several points arise from this, which must be examined in

detail. TFirstly the Argo is said to have travelled by this
route on her way back from Aietes, the implication being
that she did not do so on the way to him.

But perhaps the most interesting word in these two

5Strabo I, 2, 38-40,

*stravo I, 2. 39,



o
;11nes is zusquousu ’ referrlng to the Argo. Whaﬁ did-tﬁé
poet mean by this? Stenford writes, in his noﬁeronfthe;
passage,'"lt literally means ‘'cared for by all', a'reference
~either to the’ popularity of the expedltlon (cf. Pindar,
lllzzhl IV, 184 £f.) or to the saga about it."? Tt would
‘surely seem that the second explanation is the correct one,
as the poet is maklng only a rather vague reference to the
' Voyage, whlle the flrst interpretation would seem to demand
-fa more detailed account. Hence it is that the second ex—
'planatlon is generally preferred, the word being usuallyr
itrerelaﬁed,as Yecelebrated", or "world-famous". 'HOWever;;
' Strabo also has something to say on the use of the word

6

Tuo\ﬂgkoucxv. Writing of how Homer adds an element of myth

L . o . 3 2 ~ e - N T -
“ - %o the historical story, he says, EmEL KJKELWVO, URoKEIpVoV pev TeOTwV,

. .ﬁﬁ )\51%“ ’i\yyt\o ’W-létezkouﬁ. 35 ev vaff‘.tms Yo Tots k-t‘L e6»<v€’¢o'66e Tﬁs Vuu(ru Aws yevoféw,s,
Heégoes on to say, in the same passage, that if the facts

~were as Demetrios.alleges, then, in the first place, the
rexpedltlon in search of the Fleece would not seem plau51ble,
:elnoe'iﬁ was to unknown and obscure coﬁntries, andAbsecondly,
the voyage through desolate and unlnhablted reglons would be
owe%&&bs olTe mustHehoV . Strabo's argument here certainly
seems very sbtrange. He says that the words "“Argo known to all"
are well-used in that the voyage was to well-known and populous
regions. But were these regions so well-known when the myth

was taking shape? If they were well-known, then.surelyirhe

5W.u. Stanford The Odyssey of Homer (2nd ed. London,
1962), note to XII, 70.

Ostrabo I, 2. 40.
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“myth would lose much of its interest, since it is a story

of the exploration of the mystical and unknown. How would

the expedition not seem plausible if it ﬁas to obscure
countries? Surely that would only make people more interested.
Why should a voyage through desolate and uninhabited regions
be withoﬁt fame, Jjust because the regions themselves were
unknown? Strabo seems to have made the strange and unnecess-—
ary mistake of transferring the idea ofmaﬁﬂékoudd from the

. Argo and its myth to the places which the ship was supposed

to have visited. In this he may have been influenced by-his
~own chief interest, which was geography, or perhaps he is
employing such a perverse argument simply in an attempt to
refute the statements of Demetrios. At any rate, his comments
do not pub forward any good reason for abandoning the genérally
accepted opinion that the word Taskﬁéhw&gshould be interpreted
as a reference to the popularity of the saga about the voyage
of the Argo.

If this interpretation is correct, what are its impli-
cations? Some people have taken fhe word as an indication
that, by Homer's time, the myfh of the Argonauts had been
worked into an epic poem which had become popular. One such
scholar is Rhys Carpenter, who says, "A famous allusion in
- the Odgssez suggests that such a poem already existed when
the Odyssey was composed and that it enjoyed great populariﬁy."7

7Rhys Carpenter, Folk Tale, Fiction and Saga in the
Homeric Epics (Berkeley, 1946), p. 143,
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In a footnote he asks, "Could this by any chance have been

the poem in 6,500 verses, entitled The Building of the Argo

~ and Jason's Voyage to Colchis, ascribed by Diogenes Laertius

to the Cretan Epimenides?" He adds, "Such an epic (because
of Colchis) could hardly have Been composed earlier than
650 B.C. nor need 'Epimenides' have lived much later." This
suggestion that Homer is here referring to the poem by Lpimen-
ides is open to several objections. Eirstly; as caﬁ be seen
frombthe‘passage quoted, Rhys Carpenter éssigna,arvery low
dafe to Homer, running into the latter half of the seventh
century. But, as was said at the beginnihg of thisAchapter,
.’modern opinion is generally in favou: of an eighth century
date for Homer. .Epimenides can hardly be dated so early,
so that the Qdyssey would appear to have precedeé his poem
by a substantial period. Further, Rhys Carpeﬁtep's othér
_ reason for Suggesﬁing the date 650, namely the mentioﬁ of
Colchis in'the title of Epimenides' poem, is also open to
objection, because the Corinthian poet, Eumelos, Says, speak~
ing of Aietes,g 3’5xvm}ﬁkxf&kyaiav ,8 and-Eumeios can be
dated well into the eighth century.9 |

Not only does this discredit Rhys Carpenter's case

for Epimenides, but it may also suggest Eumelos as a likely

SEumelos F 2 K (Schol. Pindar Qlym., XIII, 74).

9For this date see Ti J. Dunbabin, "The Early History
of Corinth", JHS 68 (1948) 67, also A, R. Burn, "Dates in
Farly Greek History", JHS 55 31955), 130 f., Eusebios gives
76l and 744. - .
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alternative. We can find support for this suggestion in a
statement by Murray, "The verses of Eumelos are' quoted as
the earliest known authority for the story of the Argo and
Medea, and the composer of ouf Odyssey speaks of the Argo

nl0 However the

as a subject of which 'all minds are full',
interval befween éhe two poets can hardly have been sufficient
for the Argo to have become ﬁnm@v€kouéasolely through the work
of Eumelos. More likely, the story wés a théme in the ofal
trédition, which Homer could well have known and used in
allusions., But thére is one feature of Homer's story which

may have been derived from Eumelos, and it is found in Odyssey

XIT, 71-2: Kot vu Ke By <O e Bd/\t\/ peyddus 'n’on TETpuS
: AN HPO ML YLV, e Rel P ikos pev - Lyjowy.
Here again, even in Homer, we find the motif of Hera as the

protectress of the Argonauts, and in particular of Jason, just
as Athena looks after Odysseus in.the'Odzssez. As we have
already said of the presence of Hera in the accounts given by
Pindar and Pherekydes, the most likely place for her intro-
duction into the myth is Corinth, where she had a flourishing
cult. This would suggest that Eumelos was responsible for the
presence of Hera, in which case this reference in the Odzssex
must belong to a late stage in the poem's development.'

Also worthy of comsideration with regard to this

10, Murray, The Rise of the Greek Epic (2nd. ed. Oxford,
1911), p. 199.
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reference are the Planktai, past which the Argo is said to
have sailed. A commonly held view is that the poet, although
calling the rocks Planktai, is referring to 'rocks like the |

Symplegades%l We find the story of the Argo and the Symple-

gades in its fullest form in Apcjllonios' Argonautica, where

the Argonauts managed to pass by sending a dove throughhfirSt,

while they followed, helped by Athena, and escaped with 6nly

12

slight damage to the sternvof the ship. The passage in

Odyssey XII, 59~ '72 bears some similarities to this story:
£vOey ev yetp e ool £ a{;efs FpoTL § 0TS
KGpot pc « o Set KUAV(,J'«'(S’oS N @vr(wr $* '
IM\[K'NS Sh oL Tols RE Beol P“‘K"P“ Kk€ousi .
'T“ ev T aufe ToTyTd 'TQPE()XC_"(L o008 Tl Eal
(,wves Tl T’éHp oGL»qv A 'rerr(u 4>£f>ou€tv
14 TE Ral TWY aliv w}m VTl his wETpn !

d)«/\ Ay €\/\v'€\ 'T(uLTy quPxS\uov elvall -
\\—"q‘ ¢ OU 'W(.D s V U eV o(V\Y wv 57’ Ly L“\"T"ﬂ.

Lxka .f-) o 00 TWaKAS TE Viwv KL o’w Ty <{>to’rwv
Ku a0’ o\)ms sptovst Tupss T’ dAowls Bithha .
oty S.‘q Kf\\/? \/a 'n(;ew\w oV TeTépos vws
A Y«) 6y i(\OUGuL T‘el() ﬁnﬂdo TACousel «
Rt VU Kt v WO ke pdey pepddus moTL WET
20N “\‘\9') oL p& TTE pPYEV, Tl 4, {\os qw Iqm\/
A notable idea in both stories is the danger to the birds.

Robert thinks that Apollonios' story of the sending through
of a dove is a later improvement based on this story in the.
Odyssey, noting that Apollonios' predecessor, Pi,ndarla, does

14

not mention the dove. But, as Graham says, "it is difficult

: llA J. Graham, "The Date of the Greek Penetration of
the Black Sea", BICS, (1958), 25-42, .
124 R, I, 549-610.

13pindar, Pyth. IV, 204 ff.

lqRobert, Helderisap;e, p. 829,
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not to be struck by the fact that the doves in the Qdyssey
passage seem-unexplained and meaningless”.l5 They remind
 Stanford of the dove in ApollonioslG, and it would seenm
preferable to take them as a referencée to a version of
Apollonios' motif already existing in the early tradition,
than to adopt Robert's opinion.

‘ However that may be, it is generally assumed that

Homer is referring to the same rocks astpolloniosl7, who,

like other later writers places these rocks, the Symplegades,

at the>entrance to the Black Sea. If this was also the case

" in Homer's story, several possibilites arise, since gggg did
not pass by this route on her outward voyage. Therefore,
either she must have entered the Black Sea by another route,
or else Aietes' kingdom did not lie in that direction at ali.
For the first of these two possibilites, it could be argued
that she travelled by a route similar to the ones given by
Apollonios and Hesiod for the return voyage. This suggestion
might be supported by the fact that, in Pindar's account, the
Argo called at Lemnos on her way home, Lemnos lying directly
on the route from the Hellespont to Greece. But, as we noticed
in our treatment of Pythian 1V, fhere can be little doubt
‘that Pindar was there altering the tradifional material to

fit in with the purpose and structure of his ode. Moreover,

lSGraham, P

1Ogtanford, note to XII, 63.
17

e.g. by Robert and Graham
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if Aietes was known toibe in the.east, the natural way'to
go would be through the Hellespont and the Bosporos.

" Robert, however, adopts the second_possibility;18 the
Argo's goal was not in the east, but lay to the west, so that,
on her return trip,the ship sailed into Ocean.and hehce'back

to Greece through the Symplegades. This, according to Robert,

was the form of the myth known to Homer, and he thinks that
the subsequent reversal of the voyage, including all the Black
"Sea'details,"is due to later Milesian mariners and poeﬁs.

But there is a strong possibility that the whole identi-

fication of Homer's rocks with the Symplegades is wrong. As
Stanford says, in his note on the Homeric-passage, ”Homei does
not clearly identify them (the"ﬂ)\g)»;(_rroﬂ ) with 'the Clashers'
‘(7iuvﬂﬁﬂyi§£8 )...which figure in the Argonautic S&ga'etc."lg

However, evidence that the rocks were not, in fact, the same

can be found in thérdescription given by Homer. The Symplegades
were rocks which clashed togetheér, but, as Liddell and Scott

point out,20

Homer did not conceive the Planktai as moving, the
‘name presumably being active in sense, meaning "the Decéivers".
They are merely éﬁwa¢€e§ y "overarching", thus msking the
"~ passage narrow. The danger comes from the waves which dash

ships against the rocks, 'and from the fire rising from the

rocks. It was from this fire ana smoke that Apollonios

l8Robert, Heldensage.

19Stanford, note to XII, 6l.

201;. S. Je BV, T[Xakyk‘mf
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understood the rocks to be the volcanic Lipari Islands, and
surely the context of the Homeric passage, with its mention
of the Sirens, Scylla, and Chérybdis, indicates that the
rocks are to be located in the west together with those other
ﬁhenomena. This implies that Homer was not referring-to the

passage of the Argo through the Symplegades, but was in fact

introducing an Odyssean element by depicting the ship as also
the first past the Plank%tai. We can see traces of his version'
in Apollonios' account of the Planktai, and the Alexandrian
poet also thinks of them as motionless (IV, 945-7):

dcf 0’ se w quwvms EVol)\\')’KNL *qe(w Ku(mv, ’

o()\Xowe 3¢ ﬁguxm Vtmw 0o \\w@a TovToL

MeRpewd!, §OU wolkv Owelpeyev wypcov m&m
All the movement comes from the waves, which at:one moment
leave the rocks standing high and reaching to the sky like

21

cliffs ™, and at another rise over them as they are stuck

22

fast to the seabed. In the actual passage of the Planktai

in Apollonios' version, the Argo is helped through by Thetis
23

and her Nereids“”, but more significant is the speech 'pf:Hera

. ¢ P \ L
(IV, 786-8). olf e &’ éo’awm S Vl—[)\qtywrozs 'zreféwvms A
'I'i’,’r»aLS &vBa '(T\)fw\oS‘ Sewvar @""HEW& O 5eM

Ropard e skhpRisl Tephiel s Sesaty .
Not only does thls description recall that given by Homer, but

21

22ef. A.R. III, 1598 where fefpewTo is used of the
partly-emerged Spartol . S

25\.R. IV, 924 - 63.

cf. Kallim. Hymn. Demet. 38 REY2 gs’vgpew m’@e'pn KSPoV
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here we have Hera saying that she helped the Argo past, just
as she did in the Odyssey. Apollonios seems to have become
confused between two versions, but there can be little doubt

that in these lines he had the Homeric passage in mind. That

his account of the passage through the Symplegédes is not de-
rived from Homer is suggested by the fact:that in it Athena
assists the Argo, not Hera,

If this view of the Planktai is correct, and it be

admitted that they are not the Symplegades, all the‘problems
about the route taken by the Argo are solved. Homer's Planktai
are the same as those so called by A?ollonios, through which
the Argo did in fact pass on her return voyage in Apollonios'.
version of the story. On her outward voyage she presumably did

pass the Symplegades, of which Homer makes no mention, though

it is likely that he knew of them. This is suggested not only
by the presence of the doves, which we have ndticed, but also
by the fact that in all the areas of Greek navigation, no
place is more suited for the creation of a myth about rocks,
whether "Clashers" or'"Deceivers", than the Bosporos, We are
told by the ancient geographers how the strait seems to be
closed from a distance, but, as one comes nearer and moves
from one side of the channel to the other, it seems to open

and close.24

This fact, together with the strong current,
could easily give rise to a myth, which, once formed, could
also be applied, with some modifications, to a similar navi-

gational hazard. It seems best to conclude from this that-

24Eratos. in Schol. Eur. Med. 2; Dion. Byz. 3. 19.
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the early story of the Symplegades in the myth of the Argo-

nauts influenced the development of the story of the Planktai
in the Odyssey, and that the Homeric poet was responsible
for the final link in msking the Argo pass the Planktal as
well,

Ags has been remarked, this passage in Qdyssey XII is
the only direct reference to the Argo in the Homeric poems,
but there are also several indirect references, which must
be considered in an assessment of Homer's knowledge of. the
myth., One such passage is Qdyssey, X, 136 ff., where we read,

K(QKQ %B“ﬁ)\éwﬁw, ?EM'\I D¢ os a&?{eécm,

okZ)"Tok'u.‘étyv\f’rn é)\c;o’qp()c-'\mS Aiv?“\"ew )

s Cro2 ” P 2 -

Jppa § Ey ey oy duesipppamov Hehlow

, WyTeis T’ ik TEpaas, oy CLKeavds TEKE Tlo0.
This is our earliest reference to the relationship between
- Circe and Aletes, which later became part of the tradition,
as represented by Apollonios, whose words betray his debt to
2 2. - _.‘ I .

_.,Homer25, K{iv«r,s ey e <}>m‘,v & T o’wa‘w TAK TRV OVTES

C - - - 2¢ 3
Pel Kadiyv] Ty ploaV Cppsvat Ao,

We have already met Circe and Aietes in Hesiod, Theogony, 956 ff.,
where the poet gives them exactly the same parents as Homer does,
presumably drawing on the same tradition.

The problem which we have to consider is: did this
relationship already exist in the version of the myth of the

Argonauts which came down to Homer, or was it a feature of

250 .R. IV, 683-4.
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the tradition of the Odyssey, perhaps introduced by Homer
himself? To answer this, we nust examine the two figures
involved, Circe and Aietes. ‘

In the QOdyssey, Cirée is a major character, and
plays a significant part in the story. She it is who tells

Odysseus that he must visit the Underworld26

, and later on,
after his return from Hades, she warns him of the dangers
shead, the Sirens, the Planktai, Scylla and Charybdis, and
the isle of the Sun-god;27 But in the story of the Argonauts,
even. as told by Apollonios, she is a comparatively unimportant
figure. Her oniy function is to cleanse Medea and Jason of

28

the blood of Apsyrtos™, for whose murder we have no evidence

earlier than that of Pherekydes and Sophokles.29 Hence i%
seems that, while Circe was an integral bart of the Odzssez,
she is a comparatively-late addition to the myth of the Argo;
nauts. That she entered the story along with the 6ther
Odyssean elements is indicated by the fact that she is 1ocatéd

in the west, as is shown by the words of Alietes:
ﬁgaw y’fe o' TE ‘MTFLY 3 :z'(: Y "He\ioto
Swelsas, o’ ém’{o Kas\yvq"ﬁ,v‘ éKSF‘?sv
- Kvv RoTepiys etow §90v{s , ek 87 (képesba
< KTy ) welpou TurKv)v[ of, O’ €T ViV Tep .
VateTel , gt ToMdv 2 FompoOt KokyTos otifs. (A.R. III, 309-13)

Before her appearance in the Odyssey,Circe must have been

260dyss. X, 490 ff.

27X1T, 37-141.

28) .R. IV, 559, 659-752.

“Ipher. 3 F 32 J; Soph. F 343% Pearson.
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almost unknown, hence the rather fullsome introduction given
to her. It has been suggested by Bowra that Circe énd Calypso
are really two characters evolved out of oneBo, and it may be
that Circe was the later development. If this is so, the poet
would want to have her established as a worthy epic figure, by
giving her appropriate relatives. This is where Aietes comes
in. First of all, he must have been a well-known epic figure,
needing no more introduction than ékoéWiewv Af?f?qs ¢ His
fame is also indicated by the phrase)ﬁfyé rwﬁ%fxmma,ﬂuf’ﬁhfmo
m\éoQ54.“ He was also suitable for another reason, for Circe
was a witch, and Aletes was the father of Medeay; who also
- possessed maglcal powers. Hence this was a suitable family
for Circe to be related to. Someéthing like this is suggested
by Strabo (1, 2. 10) atéws-- ‘TaL "w(»t f\t K‘:,i Hou Mv)?sus Fu@rsuo}uiv.{
kal (6 Topobpevd Tt el € puppergldf Kd e JH\M m-:wfrpo,mu; C’uyyivic,-ls
%ﬁebzéﬁﬁ;cgzg%tW1%h Azggégagiéymgd;; was emphasised by calling
Circe's islandﬁAlxh)Vqﬁhg ;) Ai«n? being the adjective from Au&,
the name of Aletes! city, and it is also applied twice to Circe
32

herself in the Odyssey. In one instance, the use of this

adjective has misled the poet, when he suddenly puts Clrce's
island in the east (Qdyss. XII, 3):
vijedy v Alainy, 500 7 " Hols ﬁetyavavp

ORI Kol XopoT €ist Kt dvTohst “Hed{oto.
This would seem to have been a recollection of Aletes' city,

20
)

Bowra in W. and 5. p. 53.

logyss. X, 135: XiI, 3.

520dyss. XII, 268, 273; of. A.R. IV, 559 (of Circe),
III, 1136 and IV, 243 (of Medea).
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perhaps of the Aid})vﬁétson which Pherekydes said the Fleece
was kept.55 N

In this way Circe was linked with the myth of the Argo-
nauts, and this association was seized upon by later writers,
who presently found a function for her in the sbory itself.
But this development cannot have been earlier than the fifth
century. |

We have two other passages in the Odysgey, from which
. 4t is not possible to gain very much information, but they
ﬁeed to be considered for the sake of completeness. One of
them occurs in Bk XI, where Odyssey tells of meeting Tyro

during his visit to the underworld: - ' ) ‘

«‘1 § o Rusa vy Ie}\i-f)v Tere Kt Nphjat .

MW KQaLTEP(‘O 99.():1‘7\‘0VT€ A\&S Peyé\om 'jiv‘cé'@\7v !

apdotéew * Teltys wv v €Upuy Bpu Tk

VALE "{ch)uj??x)v'os ) o 8’ :f() eV K(J\Lg \%4@5&\/11

TS § €7€pou queﬁxfr€«ﬁ fasihad yumuu£v~

Atdovd T’ miE @e’pg'r' ApvOiovd 07 (T Xeolppnv.,
We have here a mention of two of the characters of the myth,
Pelias and Aison, as well as a reference to Iolkos, the
starting point of the expedition. The poet shows that the
great line of the Alolidai, the famous Minyan family, was
well-known to the epic-tradition. He knows that Neleus mi-
grated to Pylos, and he depicts Pelias as ruling in prosperity

over Iolkos. There is nothing in the context to suggest the

expedition of the Argonauts, and Pelias seems to be the

53Pher. 3 F 100 J (Schol. A.R. III, 1093).
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legitimate ruler of Iolkos. Could this have been the position
in the early version of the myth of the Argonauts? If so,

it would help to explain several other features, notably the
traditions which indicate that Jason did not stay at Iolkos
after his return. If Pelias were the rightful king, Akastos
would be his legitimate successor, and Jason would have no
claim on the throne, and no future at Iolkos. It may be that
'some such situation lay behind the story given by Hesiod and
Pherekydes about the capture of Iolkos by Peleus. Sﬁch a
situation would also accord better with the tradition of the
funeral gaemes given for Pelias. It would mean that Jason had
no personal grievance against Pelias, but was merely the in-
strument of an oracle (as in the "one-sandal' motif), or of
gome avenging deity. This passage occurs in the Catalogue of
Heroines (XI, 225-332), which has been considered by Bowra as

34

an interpolation. If so, it probably had its origins in

the catalogue poetry of the Hesiodic school, Boiotian or Thes-
salian, which will explain the presence in itrof these figures
from the myth of the Argonauts.

We find another reference in QOdyssey X, 107;8, where
Odysseus describes how, in the land of the Laistrygonians, he
sent out a reconnaissance party, which met a girl drawing
water, 7 pev dp’ €5 Kpvay ke TEf) 5 T KA Aepi eBpuy /DA.PTdK-{’)')V .

Now, in the Argonsutica of Apollonios, we read how the heroes

54Bowra in W, and S. p. 45.
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reached the land of the Doliones, and put into harbour.'Thefe
they discarded their small anchor-stone, and left it!@ﬁ%? 61”
7A91&K€ﬁ (I, 957), replacing it with a heavier stone. While
the precise location of Homer's spring cannot be determined,
there is no doubt that the Artakie of Apollonios is to be
located at Cyzicus. BStanford in his note to the Homeric
passage, notices the name and says, "There was a fountain
also called Artacie at Cyzicus in the Black Sea, which figures
in the voyage of the Argonauts; so some argue for Argonautic
influence here. But the Cyzicene name may well have been
taken from Homer."55 However, the reference to the spring
in Odyssey X is little more than an aside, and such a casual
reference rather suggests that the spring was well-known.

.Certainly in the Argonautica the reference to the spring has

more importance. Moreover, this spring at Cyzicus seenms fo~
have been quite celebrated, as we learn from the Scholia to

S N . . P v - T AN ~
AJR. I, 957: Kfﬁ\/f v’ A(amau)' ’Ag*romw Kfr)\lq TEf K\JZchV) NS kel Af\kumf

pEpuat Kl KM poyos, Sre s Aolevias esTiV.
Hence the location of this spring at Cyzicus is not the mere

1nventlon of Apollonlos, but was also given Dby his rival
Kallimachos, and even by a poet as early as Alkaios. Hence,
1t seems prefer&ble to conclude that the Homeric poet, wanting
o add a little detail to his story, teok over the name:
,Artakle, from the spring at Cyz1cus, than that from a rather

irrelevant allu51on in the Odyssey, later poets gave the name

55Stanford, note to X, 107-8.
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to a famous spring at Cyzicus. That Homer could have known
the spring at Cyzicus is suggested by the Eusebian -date for
the foundétion of that city, namely 756 B.C. This dating
has for long been the object of much scepticism, bﬁt Akurgal.
has recorded his excavations of a considerable Greek city

36 These excava-

some twenty miles to the south of Cyzicus.
kvtions show an entirely Greek city, with pottery going back
to around 700, If such a city had been built around 700,
about-twenty miles inland from Cyzicus, it seems. safe to con-
clude that the Greeks on the coast must have been strong and
numerous, implying that Cyzicus itself must haﬁe been founded
gome time earlier than the inland city, that is, around the
middle of the eighth century, and presumsbly the Greeks were
well-acquainted with the area at an even earlier date« Hence
information about the environs of Cyzicus could Well.have
reached the poet of the Odyssey, and it is possible that the
story of the Argonauts, set in the Black Sea, wag the vehicle
for the transmission of this knowledge.,

| Let us now turn to the ;;;gg; Since it isAcommonly
agreed‘that this is the earlier of the Homeric poems,'wé-might
expect not to fihd-as many referenéeé to the myth of the Argo-
nauts as in the Odyssey. Also, the latter is a sea-adventure
story, like the story of the Argo, and so would be the more
likely to contain references to that legend., However the

Iliad does contain a few passages which are of interest to us

in our examination of the myth of the Argonauts.

56, Akxurgal in Anatolia, I (1956), 15 ff.
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Three passsges in the Iliad refer to»JaSon‘s 50N,
- Euneos, on Lemnos, and the first of these is in VII, 467 ff:

vvss 3 €K f\mu/mo mfn&mo’«v mvov «youcdt
Ro \dl Tas Wposqwcv 'IqéavL8qs Eovvos

) Tov p’ Ure?( Y«fmw)\ o I‘qd’oVL Trot pEVL \u(wv
,The other two passages do not add very wmuch to this, and are

best considered in conjunction with it. In XXI, 40~41,~we

" read of Achilles' éncounter with Lykaon, and learﬁ howléfe~

| ‘viously K&Il TETE Hiv HV Axw\/ov EUKTiH&VqV ‘ETe‘N&SE Vv]uﬂ\/ a\ywv
gque'vtws Iq6m@5 anmv ESL”<5 The third passage (XXIII, 746~

.7) refers to this same incident, vios i ‘EPM?OW Avrdoves cavev
o Sure IJT(:‘;K/\&) 7 pul j}fv&ovigquEévsoY. ‘Surely our first conclusion,

© - after looking at these three passages, must be that the poet
of the Iliad knew of the visit by the.ArgOﬂauﬁs‘bo Lemnos.

- For he does not merely say that Jason's son was ianemnés,

"' _but that he was, in fact, the son whom the Lemnian prinqéss

Hypsipyle had borne to Jason. -G:aves has surely gét things
the wrong way round, when he says, commenting on the ViSit

- to Lemnos, "Jason is made to call at Lemnos, because, accord-

" ing to Homer, Euneos, who reigned there during the Trojan War,

- "was his son étc.”BVThe fact that Homer tells us that the son's
.mother'was Hypsipyle shows that he knew that Jasoh hadfgctu-
ally visited the island. Since he knew that Jason had.g @_een
in Lemnos, he is able to depict Jason's son as a person in
authority on the island.

The first passage has our fullest reference to iason

himself in the Homeric poems, and describes him as mhmﬁv Audiv .

37Graves, IT, 149.1.
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We will remember that exactly the same phrase was épplied to
‘him by Hesiod”®, and, as we suggested in the last chapter, it
might denote that Jason was the captain of the Argonsuts, in
the same way as it was used of Agamemnon as leader of ‘the
'Greeks in the Iliad. -

The two passages referrlng to the purchase of Lykaon
by Euneos are interesting. The first one suggests that Achilles
conducted the transaction in person, while, in the second,
Patroklos apparently acted as his agent. Such a minor dise
"crepancy ig an obvious sign of the oral tradition, butiwhether
~Achilles conducted the sale in peréon or not, tﬁe two’péssages
’dé‘suggest gome sort of friendship of alliance betweéﬁ him and
Eﬁneos.-rWe can add to this the opinion of Demetrios 6f‘Skepsis
 "that Achilles sacked Lesbos and otheﬁéplaces,‘but épared'

" Lemnos and its adjacent lslands on account of his friéﬁdéhip
with Jason and Jason's son, Euneos, who at that time possessed
the island of Lemnos."§9 What could have been the basis for

: any friendship between Achilles and Jason and his son? Strabo,
- commenting on. the statement of Demetrios abové,~Says*that the
relaﬁibnship could not be due to any other fact than that both
men were Thessalians. We have, of course, numberous refer-
ences in the Iliad to the fact that Achilles came from Phthia

4 ) , o
- in Thessaly O, but we have no direct reference to Jason as

8pheog., 1000; F 19 Rz -.

8trabo I, 2. 38.
404.e. II, 683 ff.
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a Thessalian. However in Iliad II, 711-5 we read:
ol 8¢ epas €VEUOVTO Wapal Borni S My
Bolpyy kal Thetploes ket ebkmpévqy ~Tuwhksy,
TV ﬁex’7ﬂgvﬁTmo #ﬂ\w w5 Eviein VV&V
EGVWN“’ W%V 6%”Agkﬁmf TéNE gfd yuwﬂKﬁV

Akqens , Tehlao  ©oyaTpdv €{6os <pTETY .
This passage suggests that the poet knew that Pelias and

other figures in the story of the Argonauts were Thessalians,
a fact which we also noticed from Odyssey XI, 254 ff. Hence
Strabo's suggestion that the link between Achilles and Jason
arose from the knowledge that they were both Thessalians

is quite plausible. Moreover, Achilles was a celebrated pupil
of Cheiron the centaﬁr4l, and the Homeric poet may have known
that Jason too had been educated by Cheiron, a fact which, at

any rate, was known to Hesiod.42

This common educational back-
ground could well have been the basis of the friendship be-
tween the two heroes. |

I think that we can see from what has been said that,
although the references in the Homeric poems to the myth of the
Argonauts are rather scanty, the Homeric tradition seéms, '
nevertheless, to have been well-acquainted with the story, and
probably knew much more than we have been able to glean from

the few meagre references. However, we have not met with

much success in our attempts to locate Homer's sources. Some

*l11, 1v, 219; XVI, 143%; XIX, 390.

2

42p 19 pse,
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of his allusions, like Hesiod's, apparently belong to.the
Boiotian and Thessalian folk-tradition and probably came to

the Homeric poet in the oral tradition. As we have noticed,
some elements of the story of the Argo found in the Hemeric
poems can perhaps be traced to Eumelos of Corinth. But there
is‘another reference in the Odyssey which may prove of assis-
tance to us in this problem. In I, 259 we read how Athena

saw Odysseus e§ ,E¢6ms ;lVLc';V’N 'mp’ "/.T)\ou MEPHﬁf(Sdb . .
At first sight this does not appear very helpful, but, when

we consider it in conjunction with a reference to the Néu actia,

we discover something of interest. Pausanias (II, 3.9) writes
Fomolpat 8¢ v aderls “Tdoown ’Iw).x‘o?) vefr&‘ oV Tehfov Olamyv €5
Ko(mufuv HC’TMNVI&M Kou oL MEP{wPOV fnv 'rov ﬂ'{aggﬁurrefov ‘T«..)v "Ndlgw\/

Uaxo )\eezwns ?bkb@quv.u 9¥1{’cUOV’M f»‘\/ sy‘ ','ri,mv '\1":\'9(960 R.T
The context of the passage in the Odyssey shows that Athena is

speaking of somewhere in north-west Greece, not far from Ithaka.
Hence the Ephyra referred to will probably be the one in Thes-
protia, which.lay opposite Corcyra, so that there certainly
seems to be a close relationship between the Homeric reference
and the Naupactia. That this is not just a chance statement

by Homer can be seen when we consider the reason for-which

- Odysseus visited Ilos, (Odyssey I, 260-2):

ogszo‘yg Kdl Kelse Qoqs QTL Vyps OSUSJEUS
(Pa{mwfio\/ uv&‘eac}aovw S)»gn,qevos O(Teot ot u.;
Lous m:nﬁb Bat )(.,L\M(n()eg{s
And again, in II, 328-30, one of the suitors, commenting -on the

decision of Telemachos to go in search of his father, says:
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‘\35\— }(«J‘L els ’E?GFV\V )‘E@a\i\ "Nt,G.l()-lV o){eou{).zv
e\beiv | ow €V Bev @Ukuxfso‘)at \f)dedK ‘ivwr)

E,\f S& &)\"f R w\l kuu xwus "ﬁ-z\/Tu(f eroJ

Y
Hence Ephyra waé wel nown to the poet oflthe dessex as a

place where one could easily obtain poison, which indeed

seems to have been the only reason for going there. How did

Ephyra manage to acquire such a repubtation? We can‘penhaps

see thé answer to this question in the fact that Odysseus
weht'specifically to Ilos, the son of Mermeros, that is, to

the grandson of the maglcian Medea, who apparently passed on
her Skllls to her descendants. Homer, then, 1n maklng Odysseus
go to Ilos, son of Mermeros, in his search for p01son, shows

that his tradition knew that thls Mermeros was the son of Jason

and Medea, and presumably also knew the story that Jason and

Medea settled somewhere in that region. This opinion is

Stfengthened when we look at the Scholia %o Odyssey I, 259.

? Tolswy bt\m ) qum v Ef’”(’“‘ "rqs Qim(mmf Tedpetyy SVEHLVOS,

Lsxit i)efn}-r« vG oc Lkos) ou‘f\vES @aS\\Eudav warew'rms 155
LG"QPU A x\u\\oﬁw{)of 0 HSY‘\/;“LS_ gw (?g(b(.m«.wv E(Tt\/ €t('T(€(()oS.
The fact that the scholiast makes Ilos the son of Jason's other

son, Pheres, does not invalidate the connection with Ephyra,

or the suggestion that Ilos dérived his knowledge of poisons
from Medea. It seems safe to conclude that, in this reference,
Homer was alluding to a tradition that Jason and Medea went to
live somewhere in north-west Greece, at Lphyra or not fér from
it. The Naupactia too reflects this tradition, and an exam-
ination of the remaining fragments of that poem may take us a

little further into the history of the myth of the Argonauts.



CHAPTER V
THE MYTH IN THE FRAGMENTS OF EUMELOS

Among the early poets who dealt with the story of
the Argonauts was Eumelos of Corinth, and indeed some lines

in the Argonautica of Apollonios are said to have been taken

directly from his work.1 We possess several references to
this author and his work, and it will be best to consider
these before proceeding to his treatment of the myth.

FPausanias (II, 1.1) begins, E’(ﬁ’rn’i\)\&: yt o )HHLL')\U%U TV
BAKX\SQV H&\onvamwg 68 KA T éﬁﬁ ngcﬂw vuaﬁxl,;p7ﬁv v ﬂ%
- ~ 3 Vs [ & ”
Ko?\v&% o’u\/\”).u?n)u S,’,) E\)M\ou \[u) e%w{uqz], and Clement of Alex-

andria (Strom. 6, 629A) says,T 5¢ R&dSw perq N\ fay €18 Te?év)&/ov

KJ\\ 05 ’(8\,( é&\:}\/i'\lkov Eﬁr-q\os e HJ‘I ’Akovsf}\&oi 0t fd’fo(}toye‘?ic{?o(
At first glance this presents a very disquieting picture.

Pausanias is doubtful whether the Kqﬂ#@(l {QYVPdéxg is by
Eumelos,2 while Clement accuses the Corinthian of plaglarism
in simply converting the work éf Hesiod iﬁto prose. On the
other hand, Pausanias also says that Lumelos was said to
have written epic, and there is other evidence to support
this. The Scholiast to FPindar, Olym.; XIII, 74 calls him

b 19 TbugﬁcffTogF@, and preserves elght lines gf verse, while

the twelfth-century Byzantine polymath Tzetzes (ad Lyc., 1024)

lschol. A.R. III, 1354.

2That Pausanias actually had it before him is suggested
by II, 3.10

105
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refers to him as 5 Tbl7¢65 , Who wrote TQ 3%7 . Also, of
course, lines are said to have been quoted by Apollonios,
and the Scholiast to A.R. I, 146 says -+ - - €V KopvQwKsis
Meyer Edpnhes xrA « The title Kcecv@md suggests an

epic poem, like Argonautica, Naupactica etc., and it is clear

that the surviving lines must belong to this work. How are
we to clarify this situation?

Pausanias' doubts about "the Corinthian History"” have
arisen probably because, though Eumelos was said to have been
an epic poet, Pausanias had before him a work in prose, which
he therefore regarded as spurious. The obvious explanation

would be that the work was a later prose epitomization, such

as many epics underwent e.g. the Bibliotheca of Apollodoros.
The epic Tﬁ Rowv@hmif%nbecame'ﬁ kowvgﬁiquyeu#é' , which
Pausanias knew, 1t will have been the same epitome which was
known to Clement. He is notorious for his attempts to dis-
cover plagiarism,5 and, on finding a prose work of a genea-
logical nature, has reasoned thus: Hesiod wrote genealogical
poems; this prose work is genealogical, so this Eumelos must
have transcribed the work of Hesiod into prose.

That Eumelos did not write in prose ié also indicated

by his early date, for which we have several pieces of evidence.

The first is provided by the aforementioned Clement who says
- \
(Strom. I, 33%B), $1Hw\;t<1\) ln\ (‘u\' K~<‘)’ol ’iea/l/w)‘v #‘E()QTall Kv ).\VQS' SAE
ed@ q@ms 4 qupun--v E«ur s S8 6 <%n49ws T?isﬁuTEPd on/

3e g. he alleged that Eugamon stole the Thesprotis
from Mousaios (Strom. 6.2.25.1)
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éﬁn&@)wpﬁﬁ/&t ’H‘o:‘ﬁf 'Tr’:) rUPdKOJgoJK KT sV TL.
i.e. Eumelos was earlier than Archilochos and Kallinos, and
overlapped in time with Archias, the founder of Syracuse
(founded 734 B.C.). Secondly the chronologist Eusebios gives
dates of 76l and 744 for Lumelos. However possibly the best
“indication of his date is provided by the fact that hé COm~-
posed a hymn to be sung by a Messenian choir at Delos, of
which a fragment sﬁrvives in Paus. IV, 3%.2:

T:I;) Y:‘P ﬁ@wyi*r-g KetTa Odutos Er\eto Motod

i Ka%agliv K\@4Piv] KQ& éXfG@q%ccﬁxkﬁqk ’ gxo(&x.
Since the Messenians are unlikely to have competed at Delos

after their subjugation by Sparta, this hymn must belong, as
VDunbabin says,4 to the years of Messenian freedom before the
cdnquest by Sparta in the late eighth céntﬁry. It shéuld not
be thought that this hymn is unlikely to be the work of'Eumelos,
on the ground ﬁhat he was an gplc poetb. Pausaniaé, whévknew
'him to be a writer of epic,'had no douﬁts as to thé authénticity
of.the hymn. Nothiﬁg could be more natural than that the Mess-
enians, ﬁantiné é»hymn for their choir to fage to Deios, should
~turn to the foremost poet of the Pelopbnnese. :

A1l this evidence for his date is fairiy consisfent
andrpoints toAthe second half of the eighth centuyry. He was

said to have been a Bakkhiad,5 and this aristocracy held sway

YDunbabin, in JHS 68 (1948), &7.

>Paus., 1I, 1.1.
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held sway at Corinth from 747 and 6576, Wﬁich would thus be
the lowest possible date for Eumelos. |
_ We must now consider how and why it came about that
a Corinthian poet deslt with the story of the Argonauts. To
discover this, it is necessary to examine the position of
Corinth at this early périod.

In'the works of Homer, Corinth is barelylmentioned,
:énd there is no indication of a heroic past. It is named but
twice in the Iliad, at II, 570 as part of Agémemnon‘s immed-
iate kingdom, and at XIII, 664, where a Corinthian is named.
Both these referénces are late additions to the tradition,
referring to the poet's own time.’ The word PvetoS |, which
occurs in both contexts, is applicable to the Corinth of the
eight¥h century and no earlier,  The saga did not speék at
all of Corinth, a fact which must have been somewhat galling
to the progressive Bakkhiad clan, which came to power in 747,
As we have noticed, Eumelos was said to have been a Bakkhiad,
but Bethe disputes:thisg, and cannot conceive that a member
of that aristocracy should demean himself to write verse.
However, when we consider the position of Corinth in the mid-
eighth century, a Bakkhiad poet is far from unlikely. Corinth
was an expanding and progressive city, beginning to earn her

epithet‘§¢vgfag y and sending out colonists to Syracuse and

®Hammond, pp. 143; 146.
7y, Leaf, Homer and History (London, 1915), p. 209,

8E. Bethe in P-W Real-Encyc., VI, 1080.
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Corcyra. But her image was sgpoiled by the fact that the epic
tradition had nothing to say of her. To remedy this state of
affairs, it is not unnatural that a member of the ruling
Bakkhiads should have undertaken to compose suitable epic
poetry. This concept of Eumelos as a "political" poet is
shared'by Dunbabin, who says, "The Bakkhiads found their poet,
who invented a glorious past for their not very ancient city"g,
and by Bowra, who calls Eumelos "a poet not afraid of manipu-~
lating mythology to flatter Corinthian pride".t?

How did Eumelos acquire this glorious past? As we have
noticed, Corinth is little mentioned in the Homeric poems, but
there is a considerable number of references to a place called
Ephyra, the site of which is not always clear. However, an
examination of some of the references may provide us with a
clue., From Iliad, II, €659 we learn that Ephyra by the river
Selleis was sacked by Herakles. In XV, 530-1 we read that one
Phyleus, father of Meges, had brought a corselet out of this
same Ephyra. This pair is said to have lived at Doulichionll,
near Ithaka, so that this Ephyra is likely to have been in that
region of north-west Greece. This belief is supported by Qdyss.
I, 259 where Athena tells Telemachos that she saw Odysseus

going up from Ephyra, from the house of Ilos, son of liermeros.

Dunbabin, pp. 67-8.

10Bowra, "The Daughters of Asopus”", in his Problems in

Greek Poetr% (Oxford, 195%), p. 65. (Also published in Hermes,
5 [ eft Lo

Y1y, 11, 625 t.
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Again this is clearly not far from Ithaka, and it is also
mentioned in Odyss., II, %328, where the suitors wonder whether
Telemachos will obtain poison there, We also have a reference

by Thukydides to an Ephyra in north-west Greece, (I, 46.4):
o\ 3 ~ AN } - > - P P
Eruby §e wostpedar T kird Képwopaw e dard AeukdSoe whéuree,
' 69‘“’%&/’(}{ s X?_I\J.Ef’lo\l "\{;ﬁ ese",rpr,yrﬂcs 7;7@. _;:’-S'T( ?i\ \“'.u?\/) k«‘\( "ﬂ'cf,h: L;T'gp
PPN 2 N - 2 "o . n e s :
AUTOVKEITH A TRO (Qct\s(cf&q; &/ Ty B T $ SEKTewT«SaS E}f)pv.
Then Ephyra is also mentioned in Iliead, 'VI, 152 ff: '
el 3 P 8] P
i@ﬁ’t WG kS Egﬁup-r) Huxuj )'P(H@os i‘ﬁ'"ﬂ'céo"l'@lo
&ven Q¢ Zcﬁui#os Aie\Tins © S g’:fpt [\,:‘-,d\j‘kov “Ti?{%@’\;LSV
AUTde VAaOKoS TIKTev dpdpuovd Belkepopovmyy.
All these figures, of course, were regarded in clasgsical times
as Corinthian, but it is unlikely that this was so in the

37
fﬁ?yécs does not suit

12

Homeric context. The phrase Fux@
Corinth, and Argos in Homer tends to mean mainland Greece.
It is likely that the place referred to was the Ephyra in north-
west Greece, which Thukydides' description suggests was fuwxé
?%97695 , and it will have been to thaf city that these figures
originally belonged. There is élso evidence that this place

was connected with ledea, subsequently another Corinthian figure.
This is found in the reference in the.Odzssez to Ilos, son of
Mermeros, to whom Odysseus had gone in search of poison.15
According to the Naupactia, Jason's elder son was named Mer-
neros, and Jason was said to have shifted his abode to Corcyra

>‘14

(opposite Ephyra The Scholiast to Odyssey, I, 259 even

12
15

e.g. Il,, II, 108; Odyss, IV, 99; XXIV, 37.

odyss., I, 259 ff.

Y¥gaup., F 10 K (Paus., II, 3.9).
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says that Jason and ledea lived at Ephyra. Ilos, then, was

a grandson of Medea, which explains his gkill in poisons.

The poison is obviously of significance, as it is agsin assoc-
iated with Ephyra in QOdyssey. II, 228 f. The presence of the
sorceress Medea must have played a part in the establishment
of this tradition.

In Dunbabin's opinion, we can carry back to the time
of Eumelos the introducticon of Medea intc Corinthian myth-
ology, and the identification of Ephyra with Corinth.t? A1l
the legends connected with Medea could thus be worked into a
Corinthian centext, and this enabled Eumelos to deal with the
nmyth of the Argo. The method which he used was that of the
genealogy. He made Ephyra the daughter of Ocean and Tethys,
and said that Ephyra dwelt in the land of Corinth.l6 The
Scholiast to Pindar, Olym., XIII, 74 preserves eight lines by
Eumelos, which contain ancother genealogy and other interesting
details: A ow b ﬁ$ﬁ7ﬁﬁ ket fiaeos éé*vg“°vf

ﬂ&\xwu TE kd\ Rv\&hmnl TETE b JV"X“ prvv

So\ﬁéo\’l-:) . \O/W ion \{"ﬁifmvos el y\»’n? 'm.o‘:
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'T)’V iV ‘t‘;)\ il\u‘{bgTU ) T&J u’]\ "T(Jr)t ?u‘/ H,ﬁ\w{ i

1)v I\ Eéyu "

~

KWQ&WUS quﬂq dwwiv i Sy °
; (Y
AMIT?"‘S 8 '}‘i 27 Trhgy -Bo\,\“&:’ "'i(,‘\-,\w x:;,u\'%od‘iw_
e E2N .
£165 ey 055 Thot > ) & @b Teid s D hes
“~ ) J e ~
Tats B Viandst o O QYETo KehyiSa yalav.
Hence Aletes was assigned Corinth, thus establishing a link

17

1obunbabin, p. 66.
18 1 & (schol. 4.R.,IV, 1212).
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- between the city and the legend of the Argonauts, and Eumelos
then dispatched him to Colchis, where he figured in the legend.
The clause "until he should come, or child or grandchild of
his" leaves the way open for the introduction of liedea into
Corinthian mythology.

Several points arise from this passage. Firstly, it
is noticeable~ﬁhat the name of Aletes' mother differs from that
given by Hes;od and Homerla, a fact which must reflect a diff-
erenée between the Peloponnesian and the Ionian traditions.
Moreover, Eumelos gives Aletes a brother, Aloeus, who is nowhere
mentioned by Hesiod or Homer, but he makes no mention of Circe,
Whom.both Hesiod and Homer named as Aietes' sister. This
.éupports our suggestion in the previous chapter that Circe be-
longed to the Odyssean saga, and was not originally a feature
" of the story of the Argonauts.

It is also intereéting that the two territories were
originally ruled b& Asopos and Lphyra. As we have seen, Ephyra
was a daughter of Ocean, and it is likely that 4isopos, being a
river, was also sprung from Ccean. If so, it may denote an
original division of the land between Ephyra and Asopos by
their father, Ocean. In any case, as we shall see later,
Asopos, too, was important in the epic of Eumelos.

Why did Aietes hand over his kingdom to Bounos and go

off to Colchis? The text says that he handed over the kingdom

180peog., 956; Odyss., X, 137.

3
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bev y"willingly". However, the Scholiast to Pindar, QOlym.,
XIIT, 74, which preserves the passage, gives a paraphrase of
it before actually quoting the lines, and this paraphrase
states that Aietes handed over the government y% ip&f@izs

fTﬁ &exgi s "being displeased with the rule". But the lines
themselves make no reference to Aietes being displeased, nor
does Pausanias, who also tells the story (using the prose
epitome).19 Our difficulty may be resolved by a scholion to

\
Pindar, Olym., XIII, 74 , which runs as follows: Pust §f Ty
kv Qov ramplacy cwval KT e MYISE(JS * RR%ry, yif T ‘Wi Kl _'szz&mqr
XenSpov Se®qvat wokv oikidiw B RSl ps A ULTe Y e TMWYOpHLaY EYoosuy,
w\vlg'tt Tidv KopivE v TU{)A'V'\,-'(Y;( Twp.),k.&'?,{@{(f.@d‘ :BOJVC% KT,
Several features of this story suggest that it was taken from
Eumelos. The first of these is that Aietes' parentage is the
same as that given by Eumelos. Then there is the derivation
of the name Aia from Aietes, which is very much the sort of

thing which Eumelos could have done. That Eumelos used the

name Aia is also indicated in a reference by Tzetzes (ad Lyc.,

4o R - . 0 ¢ - - T 5 -
1024) A&)ﬁﬁdw kG\X[&f Vﬁnv@csaijmmkw Iikfmwvﬁﬂu,wu'ayfmzpwv
D - - S, ~ € Ty :
dpyV i Neyel Tov Aoy emiep Mot Eduqdes § amstpnT. kol
The fact that these two features were provably derived from

Eumelos makes it likely that the motif of the oracle given to

Aietes was also an element of the Corinthiaca. It would be a

neat and authoritative means of shifting Aietes from Corinth to
<, o 3 . VU & -~ . .
Colchis, and the passage ending © ¥ %XtTﬁ Ao%ngd W tolV

could easily have continued "For an oracle had been given to

19paus., II, 3.10.
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him to found a city among the Colchians taking its name from
him etc." The oracle motif would add more point to the word
%Kiw', a further indication that it was probably part of
Eumelos' story. Apparently Aletes obeyed the oracle, and theré
is no indication thet he was displeased with his lot at Corinth.
The last sentence of this fragment of Eumelos contains
our earliest reference to Colchis, a name which was to becone
established in the tradition. From where did Zuwmelos get this
name? On the east coast of the Black Sea there was a country
called Kulhai which was conquered by the king Qf Urartu in
the late eighth century. Barnett says that there are frequent
references in the amnals of the Urartu kingdom to the kingdom
of Kulhai, and adds "this is the land of Colchis, and the
recent Russian excavations of burials rich in gold and silver
at Trialeti in the central Caucasus, belonging to the Late
Bronze Age, show that the Golden Fleece and the Afgonauts need
20

not be considered all a figment of the imagination". In a

later reference he notes that in the eighth century there was
o]
plenty of gold and silver in the kingdom of the Kulhai.“t

Further, in another article,za he says that the combined

2OR. D. Barnett, "Ancient Oriental Influences on Archaic
Greece", in The Aegean and the Near East (Studies presented to
Hetty Goldman), (iéw York, 1956), p. 221.

21

Barnett, in Aegean and the Near East, p. 229.

ZgBarnett, "Barly Greek and Oriental Ivories", in JHS
68 (1948), 8.
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observations of Payne ™ “and Kunze24 show that the trade route

which reached Greece from Urartu, Ndrth Syria and Assyria
flowed through Crete and Corinth. Barnett himself suggest
that a route went by land through the Caucasus, and then by
sea from the south coast of the Pontus, since certain heavy
imports could hardly have come overland. In view of the part
played by Corinth in this trade, it is not surprising that the
attention of Eumelos should have been caught by far-distant
Colchis. Indeed, as we shall see, there is evidence that he
had some knowledge of the Black Sea area, and he seems to have
been trying to interest the Corinthians in that fegion.

Our passage ends with the departure of Aietes to Colchis,

but Pausanias (II, 3.10) not only tells the same story, but

2 i 2 . 3 N
goes on to narrate the subsequent events:Euy¥M;~‘v®#?-” Kl ¢ Tet
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From this passage several points emerge. Firstly, the Corin-

thians summoned Medea from Iolkos as their rightful ruler, and

Jason came with her. Hence, in the version of Eumelos, Jason

<2y, Payne, Necrocorinthia (Oxford, 1931).
24

Kunze, Kretische Bronzereliefs (Stuttgart, 1931).
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and Medea were probably living at Iolkos after the return of

the Argonauts. The fact that Medea was invited to Corinth

shows that she and Jason did not have to leave Iolkos, so that
it seems unlikely that, in Eumelos' version, Pelias was mur-~
dered. This is also indicated by the fact that Jason returned
"to lolkos after the quarrel with Medea. As we have seen,
Medea's association with Ephyra enabled Eumelos to introduce

her to Corinth must have originated with him. The séory was
known to Simonides, who referred to Jason as Qkéxm)K&%ﬁ&SGGépmeS
presumably drawing on bumelos. Since “imonides also dealt with

26, it may be that Eumelos, too,

the funeral games for Pelias
described them, all the more so if he did not include the story
of the murder. |

Another item of interest is the episode involving the
children, which led to the quarrel. The phrase To iei’nRTﬁpamv
shows that there were gquite a number of children, though there
is ne indication of exactly how many. The affair suggests a
strong connection beﬁween Medea and Hera, who, as Wé have
noticed, has a prominent part in the later tradition. In the
version of Eumelos, lMedea seems to have been greatly favoured
by Hera. We can discover the reason for this in Pindar's
Olympian XIII., Medea had resisted the advances of Zeus, and

as a result of this, Hera promised to protect her children by

immortality. The passage of the Scholia to QOlym., XIII, 74,

25gimonides, F 48 Diehl.

2€gimonides, F %2 Diehl.
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preserving the lines of Eumelos which we have examined, in-
dicates that Pindar was familiar with the work of Lumelos,

and may well have used it for this ode. 1If that is so, the
story of Medea refusing Zeus probably occurred in Eumelos'
poem., It seems likely that this strong link between Hera

and the Argonauts was established by Eumelos, since Corinth

is the only place connected with the Argonauts which possessed
a well-established cult of Hera. At Corinth she was worshipped
under the titles Akraia and Bounaia, the latter title because of
a temple built by Aietes' successor, Bounos27, indicating a
link between Hera and the rulers of Corinth. Once Hera had
been linked with the Argonauts, she could be introduced at any
sfage of the story in any subsequent nafrati;n. We do not

know at what point Eumelos first brought her in, but certainly
Pherekydes introduced her at the beginning of his tale, since
he says that Hera put it into Jason's mind to propose the ex-
‘pedition for the Fleece.28 It seems more probable that this
introduction of Hera by Pherekydes was influenced by the work
of Eumelos, than that it was due to an existing Hera-liedea

29

association in Thessaly, as is suggested by Will. There is
no evidence for a strong Hera cult in Thessaly,'such as would
make Will's theory likely. On the other hand, Eumelos may

have given Hera a prominent part in the story, since she was

27paus., II, 4.7.
285 7 105 J.
29111, p. 115.
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the only genuine Corinthian figure whom he had, so that, as
well as linking her with Medea, he may have made her the
champion of the Argonauts and the enemy of Pelias.

Nothing survives of Eumelos' account of the pre-
liminaries to the expedition, nor of the voyage to Colchis.
However, regarding the events there, the Scholiast to A.R.
says that Apollonios took some lines from Eumelos. Unfort-
unately, we cannot be certain which lines are meant. vurigin-
ally the reference stood to III, 1372 ff., where the throwing
-Qf the stone and the mutual slaughter of the Spartoi is des-

o

cribed, and the words of the Scholiast are as follows: oUTes

yk;\\(. !_}t ict}‘ Ay I,‘e& ‘EMYW(L./d 2§ f\«xft f’«b&h}?\m}) Tﬂf’ 4.’0 ¢ L M f(‘kh{ 'h'fos
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has lon been noticed that the paraphrase of the lines of

Sophokles must be III, 1354 £f. not 1372 £f.°°0 Hence Wendel,
in his edition of the Bcholia, has transferred the whole
reference to III, 1354 f., where the growth of the S “Qart01
described. It was on this baslis that we remarked, in the
chapter on Pherekydes, that bumelos included the story of the
teeth and the Spartoi. However, an examination of the Scholia
suggesats that we must revise this opinion. If the lines were

taken from Eumelos they cannot have been paraphrased from

3OFlrst by Valckenaer, Eurip. Phoen., (1755), p. 257;
gsee also Wilamowitz, Hellenistische Dichtung, (Berlln, 1824),
11, 230, 324,
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Sophokles, and vice-versa. Hence the two references cannot
stand together. The paraphrasing of Sophokles' lines must
refer to III, 1354 f., but it is impossible to decide where
the lines borrowed from Eumelos are., The development of the
myth, as we have traced it so far, sﬁggests that the motif
of the teeth and the Spartoi was a late addition, unlikely
to have been present as early as Eumelos. This would séem
to rule out the possibiiity that the‘reference doesrin fact
belong to III, 1372 ff., and would indicate a place somewhere
between 1330 and 1345 (omitting any lines:referring to the
teeth). Beyond this it would be unwise to go. However, one
interesting point which we can consider is that the lines
are said to have been spoken by Medea to Idmon. In the

Argonautica of Apollonios, Idmon does not reach Colchis at

all, but dies on the outward voyage.El An odd feature is that
Apollonios includes two seers, Idmon and Mopsos, who dies on
the return voyage.3? In earlier accounts only. one seer seeﬁs
to have been present; Pindar included Mopsos, but not Idmon,
while Pherekydes had Idmon, but apparently not Mopsos. It
would seem that Apollonios combined two different traditions,
and depicted one seer as dying on each journey. IZumelos ob-
viously had Idmon as his seer, and thefe is evidence to

support his story that Idmon reached Colchis. This is found

3p.r.,11, 848 rrf.
52).R., IV, 1502 ff.
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in the Naupactia“”, in which Idmon was responsible for the
Argonauts making their getaway, and was obviously an im-
portant character., His importance is also suggested by this
reference to Eumelos. Obviously Idmon was not an eye-witness
of the scene, and Medea must have been describing to him what
had happened. Perhaps he had been left in charge of the Argo
to ensure that no harm befell it. It is unlikely that all
the Argonauts would have come to watch the trials, leaving
the vessel unguarded.

This is the only actual reference to the expedition
itself by Eumelos which we have, but there are a few items
in the Scholia to A.R. which are of interest. The Scholiast.
to AR.,IT, 946 ff. mentions Sinope as a daughter of Asopos.
We will remember that Eumelos said thét Asopos ruled at Sikyon,

while Ephyra ruled at Corinth, and the Scholiast to A.R., II,

946 c. says &v 5¢ YorS f)ﬁm«ns AY“J( !{ou i\\ywq VEALE: By st;u Kt Tol ?E TS

“Poeros Kall ‘Lde\/a(d&)s KT kmqul\ Mol A{)"am"r‘rXYV "AswTed KT
Hence, according to Eumelos, Slnope was the daughter of Asopos,

though others made her the daughter of Ares. Apollonios, there-
fore, was probably using the work of Eumelos, and if Eumelos
named Sinope in a context suitable to Apollonios, it is likely
that he told of the Argonauts in the Black Sea area.

It is not hard to explain why Eumelos should have been

34

interested in Asopos. Rivers were very useful in genealogies,

53Nau99’ FS 7-'8K (SChOl. AQRQ’ IV, 66&, 86).

54See P-W, Real-Encyc., "Flussgétter", espec. "Asopos"
"Alpheios", "Kaystros", "Sangarios"
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and it would be to Eumelos' advantage if he had a river with
which he could connect his characters. There are no notable
rivers in Corinth, so Eumelos adopted the nearest major river,
the Asopos in Sikyon. However, it 1is not so easy to see why
he should make Sinope a daughter of Asopos. Because of the
date given by Eusebios for Trapezus, namely 756, and since
Trapezus is said to have been a colony of Sinope, Sinope
itself is generally supposed to have been founded by Miletos

35

at any rate by 760, which makes Eumelos' reference rather
0dd. He can hardly have hoped to establish a prior claim to
the Milesian colony. If this early date for the Milesian
Sinope is correct, the best explanation would be that Eumelos
was concerned only with the heroic past and the part which
Corinth played in it. By attaching the Argonauts to Corinth,
he had also to make places connected with them Corinthian, henc
Sinope became the daughter of a Corinthian river.36
| However, there is another possibility which may put a
different complexion on the matter. Trapezus may have been
founded in 756, not from Sinope, but from Trapezus in Arkadia,
the seat of the Arkadian kings.57 Pausaniés states that the
people of Pontic Trapezus welcomed settlers from Arkadian
Trapezus as namesakes and brethren from the mother city, when

they left Arkadia at the time of the founding of Megalopolis.38

AL

56.g. Hammond, p. 656, gives 770 as the date of the
first foundation.

j6Bowra, Problems, p. 59.

57G. L. Huxley, "Homerica", in G R B 8, 3 (1960), 20.
58paus., VIII, 27.6.
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There may well have been a short-lived eighth century settlement
from Arkadia. It would not have lasted later than the Kim-
merian invasionslof the last quarter of the eighth century,
and the city may well have been refounded by_Sinope in the
seventh century. ©5Such a Peloponnesian interest in the Black
Sea would perhaps explain some of Eumelos' interest in the
area and why he made Sinope an Asopid. Sinope would undoubt-
edly have been known as a place well before it was colonised.
An interesting feature in the Scholia to Pindar, Qlym., XIII,
74, which may lend support to this Arkadian theory, is that
Aloeus is said to have been allotted Wﬁv ;v’%FNRQQ (waﬂf)g
which is referred to in the actual lines as %V gX”R&mmﬁ,
This suggests that the land which Asopos had was in Arkadias,
and Eumelos méy have been alluding to this when he made Sinopse,
near the Arkadian colony, a daughter of Asopos.

However, if the Arkadians colonised Trapezus, it-is
hardly likely that they would have passed by such a favour-
%9

able site as Sinope”’, unless, of course, it was already
occupied, whether by Milesians or others. Friedlﬁnder, argu-

ing that Eumelos had taken over a Milesian Argonautica, says

that the Milesian source probably included a call by the Argo-
nauts at the most important Milesian colony, and that Eumelos

attached the original story to a system which was familiar to

him.AO But if Sinope was settled by Miletos in the eighth
ngor the site of Sinope see Strabo, XII, 3.11.
40

Friedldnder, Rh. Mus., 69, (1914), p. 302.
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century it can hardly have been earlier than 770, which would
leave very little time for a story aboubt the place to be

fitted into a Milesian Aresonautica which would be current in

Eumelos' time, around 730. Perhaps Friedlander himself was
‘nearer the truth a little earlier in his article, when he
remarks that the daughters of Asopos e.g. Corcyra, Salamis,
“Aigina, Rhode, were all carried off by gods and gave their
names to islands (or cities). He says that this is a re-
ference to the faking~over of these islands from the Pelo-
ponnese, e.g. Rhodes from Argos, Corcyra ffom Corinth. But
when he comes %o Sinope, he says it certainly was not settled-
from the Peloponnese, but was a Milesian colony. However his
theory about the taking-over from the Peloponnese is not at
all certain. He is not able to suppiy any évidence for Aigina
or Salamis., Sinope may not have been settled from the Pelo-
ponﬁese, but we may be able to find out from Eumelos who the
original settlers were.

Herodotos tells that the Kimmerians made a settlement
év Tﬁ Vo z}ﬁ5¢ﬁ %GXafEkkh dﬁu?nu,,41 indicating that the
Milesian settlement was not finally made until the seventh
. century. Ps-Skymnos refers to a settlement by Habrondas, a
42

Milesian, who was said to have been killed by the Kimmerians.

This would mean that the settlement was made not long before

41
42

Herodot., IV, 12,
Pg-Skymnos, 947.
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the Kimmerians arrived, and must have been around 700, Pg-
Skymnos goes on to say that, after the Kimmerians, a settle~
ment was made by Kous and Kretines, exiles from Miletos45,
which can hardly have been before 675. All these settlements
would have been considerably later than Eumelos, but we nay

learn who the inhabitants of Sinope were in his time from

AR., II, G406 and the Scholia thereon:
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The Scholiast to A.R., II, 946-54a says that, by Assyria,
Apollonios means Kappadokia, formerly called Syria. To II,
965-5a7he says that Halys and Iris are rivers of Leukosyria,
while in b he writes: w«rfuétv‘i$v s T Aswapy, TeoTdsTt Tys
Acokosyiss,  The Scholiast to A.R., II, 946-5ub tells that,
gccording to Artemidoros, some people called the Assyrians
Leukosyroi, evidence for which is also to be found in Hekataios
énd Herodotos.44 The latter also states that the Halys flows
between the Syrians and the Paphlagonians, and issues into the

Euxine (a little to the east of Sinope).'? All this indicates

'43Ps-Skymnos, 951.

“Hexat,, 1 T 200-1 J; Herodot., I, 76.

45Herodot., I, 6.
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that the Leukosyrol lived in the region around Sinope.
According to Apollonios, as quoted above, Sinope
refused the advances of Zeus and Apollo, but her ingenuity
does not ring true, and seems more like a late invention than,
an original part of the story. The Scholia to A.R., II, 946~

54¢ may preserve the genuine version of Eumeloszmﬁuﬂ 60 ISV
- L) -~ ~ N -~ K -y 4 - S - 2

tﬁ TWOTY, OV A B s ¢ Pfc’w'ﬁ‘gu Beyateus Ty, %)\v épm‘m’as A 7wy

A0 Yolas Enlusey wis E&Tev, WAl poyss 0% Oye T ey’ 00 of Edpol .

That this story must have come from ﬁume os 1s suggested by

a similar account by Apollonios of the carrying-off of Corcyra,

] . 2.

another Asopid, by Pose1don.46

What better reason could Eumelos have had for naming

Sinope's son Syros than that Sinope, as known to him, was

inhabited by the people called'il%w»or ﬁguxcﬁﬁkmk,'the Pontic

Syrians. The genealogical derivation of the nanme E}&w(from

&7

an ancestor'gﬁ?ai is typical of Eumelos; This sﬁggestion
that Sinope was inhabited by Syrians in the mid—eigﬁth century
gains support if we accept Huxley's contention that;Homeric
Syrie (Vﬁ&ﬁ'ﬁii@gh7 Odyss., XV, 403) is the peninsula of Sinope,

known as vﬂG(even in the twentieth century.48

If Sinope was
in fact a Syrian city in the eighth century, the theory of a
Milesian origin for the myth of the Argo may well have been

dealt a fatal blow. The place would seem to have been in the

46y .R., IV, 566-9.

“7ot. Kpivlos , F 3 K (Paus., II, 3.10)

4BHuxley, p. 20. (It should be noted that in fact he
thinks Sinope was a Phrygian city).
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myth long before the foundation of the lilesian colony, Jjust
as Phasis was present in the story well before the foundation
of the colony of that name.

It will be best now to consider the reference by

Apollonios (IV, 566-9) to a second Asopid, Corcyra:

AbTap Tre’ £ Afis wupl KEp Rupsy' UReVTO,

Evda Tose Sdwv ;RBMTﬁSQ.V:hﬂmﬁ-}NGFVV

:;:JG\wtxu‘v ‘\‘\Eewu‘,odv) AN %{/\'\HMV'T':SDS avns
deTakls 0T’ Lowri K.T A,
This is very similar to the abduction of Binope by Apollo, and
it too must have come from Eumelos. According to Plutarch, the
Corinthians displaced earlier Eretrian settlersqg, and it
would have been very helpful to the Corinthian cause if Eumelos
could establish a prior cleim to the island in this way.
Eumelos' reference to Corcyra is thus easily explained. In
the lines quoted, Apollonios was actually speaking of "Black"
Corcyra, the modern Korkula, since he was keeping the real

Corcyra for his Phaiacia.5o A reference he makes in that

connection also betrays the influence of Eumelos:

3 7 (%) e . v 2 - ) ‘: - » .

C5eE TRyt 18at, ye :‘?EV L Opyyey vy

y > L \

e "\,-"{C« F'LS &V'{.:i:fﬂ)‘:i‘.\!; frC' \{l_""te?.:—'-. X?(/‘VOIV' * (A s R . IV 5 1212"1 5 ) .

Apollonios must have derived this reference to the Corinthian

colonisation of Corcyra from Eumelos, and he may also have

49Plut,, Jquaest. Graec., 1ll.

20p.R. IV, 982 £f. with Scholia.
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obtained the identification of the island with Phaiacia fronm
the Corinthian, for Hellanikos tells that Corcyra had by

Pogeildon a child called Phaiax5l

, behind which story we can
surely discern the hand of Eumelos, on acéount of the fe~
ﬁafklable similarity to the tale of Sinopé. Having obtained
séll‘this information from Eumelos, Apollonios adapted it to
his own needs, and used it for two islands instead of one.

If Lumelos created Phaiax, he must have included some episode
involving the Phaiacians in his story of the Argonauts.
Another early epic poem, the Néu actia, depicted Jason as

going to live on Corcyra after the death of Pelias,Ba, but

whether this was so in the Corinthiaca we cannof gay. We only

know that Jdason returned from Corinth to Iolkos, from which
Ahé might have gone to Corcyra.

There is another reference to the work of Eumelos
‘which may reflect the adventures of the Argonauts in the Black
53

Sea area. This is given by Tzetzes, who, commenting on the

Works'and Days, says that Eumelos named three Muses as daughters

of Apollo, namely Kephisous, Apollonis, and Borysthenis. Bory-

sthenis was the name given to the river now called the Dnieper,

D

flowing into the northern Black Sea. In classical times, it

2l Hellanik. 4 F 77 J (Steph. Byz, s.v. @§n4§ ).
52F 10 K (Paus., II, 3.9).

2%Bumelos ¥ 17 K.
54Herodot., iv, 53.
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was also given to a Greek colony, probably on a promon}é?&,
now an island (Berezan in Russian), at the river mouth.5.5
There are no Greek remains earlier than the seventh century,
but it is likely that BTumelos knew of the place before
colonigation, and, in any case, wag probably referring to
the river. 1t seems inpossible to conjecture where among
the adventures of the Argonauts the episode could have come,
whether dn the outward or homeward journey.

Also worthy of consideration in respect to Eumelos
and the myth of the Argonauts may be a fragment of the Nost0156

since the Scholia to Pindar, Olym., XIII, 31 refer to Tov Edjohmov

OVFA Koexvﬁuv Kol yga¢ N VA S ToV TV FWAP\£~VQ
In view of the word Kspfv@iev it is clear that fOI4E0ﬂ0XﬁeV,

EJFWX°V’ should be read. In support of this reading, it is
noteworthy that Pindar obviously used the work of Eumelos for
Olympian XIII,‘54 ff., as can be seen from the Scholia. If we
accept it, it means that a Vé5TcS was attributed to Eumelos,
and since this fragment is about the myth of the Argonauts,
it is possible that it comes from Eumelos' VoS 7os:

A;}*{—('Ho« 8 frisova é)jv;m PV kipov 1f Blor T |

Yheus <o fUous’ e»&uu)as\ Tem\'agmm

c{oieuam Tl Eyious’ i ypuselown képnaiv.
This story of the rejuvenation of Aison suggests that the

version attributed to Pherekydes and Simonid9857 that Medea

55Boardman, Greeks Overseas, p. 259.

2ONostoi F 6 K.

57prgum. ad Eur. Med. (Schol. IV, 1. Dind.)
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rejuvenated Jason was due to a confusion on the part of a
copyist who wrote IAT.QN forATIQON, There can be no doubt
that a rejuvenation of Aison is much more likely than one of
Jason, and it is fitting that the aged father should be re-~
Juvenated on his son's victorious return. It is worth noting
that this fragment does not imply that Aison was boiled, but
only that various drugs were boiled, and in some way applied to
Aison. The process of cutting-up and boiling the "patient"
would seem to be later, and one of the steps in the dévelop-
ment of the concept of the barbaric evil Medea, which was to
become current in the play of Euripides.

It will be seen that Eumelos was distinctly different
in his treatment of the story of the Argonauts. Neither Hesiod
nor Homer indicated any real relationship between the saga and
the Peloponnese, but Lumelos depicts Aietes as living at Corinth
before going to Colchis, and also brings Jason and Medea to
Corinth after their return to Iolkos. There can be no doubt
that he was manipulating myths in the Corinthian interest,
other examples of which are his story of Marathon, an Attic

58

hero-~, and of Leda, an Aitolian figure.bg His attachment of
the Argonauts to Corinth seems to have contributed the Corin-
thian Hera to the myth, and it also led, in time, to the

expanded "Corinthian'" version, as depicted in Euripides' Medea.

8y 4 k.
% 6 x.
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Clearly Apollonios was indebted to Eumelos on several points,
especially the daughters of Asopos, and even borfowed lines
from him. There can also be no doubt that, by the time of
Eumelos, the myth was firmly settled in the Black Sea area,
though we can hardly say Whetﬁer he was responsible for that
localisation.

The available evidence indicaﬁes that he derived his
material from north-west Greece, notably Thesprotia, a con-
clusion which is also suggested by the Naugéctia,the fragments

of which must be examined nexb.



CHAPTER VI
THE MYTH IN THE FRAGMENTS QOF THE NAUPACTIA

A work referred to several times in the Scholia %o
A.R. is the Naupactia. We know very little about this poen,
of which the author is not known, being generally referred
to as 5 T N&UT&RﬂMlqﬁnﬁd%3. The poem is mentioned a number

of times by Pausanlas, who says (X, 38, 11): 1 (¢ CTn Wﬂ
er"\UWTanrL:{ ATITL rﬂ?v, v E)\q\/m‘/ avdol €6morolstv of mubhot M 9511., }’“/’w‘/&«
o IH)an) ¢naf AU?J Ad:ﬂd\ hgvnekﬂo/ }g{ Vo . ?fxstz §é 4lq 03
'ﬁ“ f\a l\{’ nl\t\ "Jfgv‘. ‘\'I\N Y\{) Kot X» .{u\/ i.)(l'ﬂ .7{" Yo -z(VS ‘ [‘4 r')ﬁou
10t H‘z—\’()\ [ Vv\/f wWl® ek TjVo'l ?"A'tl v 'JV"‘“ 5 Nw@,\:TdKTln{J

Thus laubanlds dismisses the tradition that a Milesian com~

' posed this epic. In this opinion he was probably influenced

by the name of the poem, on the analogy of the Cypria attributed
to Stasinos of Cyprus, and also by the nature of the poen,

§Wq£5 YU%£K1§‘EQKNJFQ;Q, ,» which suggests a mainland epic

of the catalogue type. In support of the claims for kiilesian
authorship it may be said that there is a tradition of a
festival at Naupaktosl, and a Milesian could have been there
to compete. However, no name is ever attached to the pro-
posed Milesian author, and Charon of Lampssakos is an early
authority, so that it may well be best to accept Pausanias’
opinion and attribute the poem to Karkinos of Naupsasktos. For

the date of the poem there is no evidence, except such as can

lHesiod is said to have died there (Paus. IX, 38.3).
Also, there seems to have been a school of genealoglcal poetry
in the area (see P-W, Real-bncyc., XVI, 1984),

121
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be drawn from an examination of the fragments themselves, and
which must, inevitably, be tentative and inexact. Perhaps the
uncertainty over the poem's authorship can be taken as evidence
for a very early date. The presence of Medea would make the
story of the Argonauts a suitable subject for g%y s yuviﬂwﬁ
weWMﬁyva.

Most of the fragments referring to the myth of the

Argonauts are cited in the Scholia to A.R. One such reference

- ‘o ~ - - e —~ . o “
is I 3% K: K?f!.}f}:;mlv-i *\M"’w)] 3 Kol S '“:‘:;S K{n}fn‘s’ Ko TELu gy, Troufc SE Gfr)a Kl
-

© PR : v - . A"( . i - N L ,A,\ L s> N\
Neon v’i . B }‘Oi/’ 'i'-:) K‘QU‘T\\}"L'.’H‘M ey 6616 Hal -f‘hiﬂi;?‘ wan © o\ F {;};46:\/ s Ty EReof dVTAS
NeoTRT fos N\ v ) T i 7
2

(3‘(1};’8‘»’ ‘FES K,"/“.,/ v '“\\ '7-.,?, )\:}": l)\l: ).%it- \./.’“.," 6 VT .
Hence the Naupactia obviously included the episode of Phineus
and the Harpies. Pherekydes gave the same version, and it is
likely that he followed the Naupactia for the whole Phineus
episode. Hence in his account of the chase, his version is
probably the same as that of the Naugactia:%ﬁk TR AGHGN
WTow ® Tob Sre)ixsd 2oy & § iy, <}V,P- H(l’g?: ¢v %'K’Tﬂ :}n?o’ {v.
The Boreads pursued the Harpies across the Aegean and Sicilian
Seas, and the Harpies took refuge in the cave in Crete, under
the hill Arginous. This accdunt differs from the usual one,
given by Hesiod, Antimachos, ana Apolloniosg, whereby the Boreads

turned back at the islands called Strophades.4 These three

authors are also named together by the Scholiast to A.R., II,

2Schol. A.R. II, 299.
53 ¥ 28 J (Schol. A.R. II, 271).

“Hes. F 57 Rz®; Antim, F 13. B II, 291; A.R. II, 296.
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297a, because they agree in stating that the Harpies were
not killed. On the Phineus episode, the Naupactia and Phere-
kydes seem to stand together and apart from Hesiod, Antimachos,
and Apollonios. Hence in view of the Scholiast's statement, it
is likely that, in the account by the Naupactia and Pherekydss,
the Harpies were killed. This is supported by a reference by
Philodemos (Wﬁfuﬁug 46 b lp. 18 G): Yf{‘ FEEACRR & N omiarmine ]

. . \
T&q&é K.-(( i\’ /u\uq‘)r].ﬁ s :a.,r|vdu ‘Hé)(\uﬁ {3 e b !’,‘.l'ﬁuk‘()f Kt 5

\tA‘cSTy;(*" Ms f‘i,; m,'w\ EJ ™e t.(,\’é‘ig \)l'(l 72:} 'f'i'[i"‘/"\' m\)‘,,v&v
It seems certain that the lacuna should be filled by the words

32 NJNTAK“QKJ ot 74 Nawmmmin view of the relationship between
the poem and FPherekydes as regards the episode with Phineus
and the Harpies. Hence it is probable that in the Naupactian
version the Harbies were killed by the Boreads. |

It is sometimes said, e.g. by Farnelle, that the author
of the Néugactia knew of the murder of Apsyrtos. In this
connection, it will be remembered that we have cited Pherekydes
as the earliest authority for this episode.7 Farnell's belief
is based on a reference which, in Kinkel's text, is as follows:
Apoll. Rhod. IIT, 242, Tov ﬁiv (Jﬁﬁwfﬁad K@U“dﬁfﬂ\ﬂjﬁfﬁvqékiV
. 8

7 : e \ \ 3 . \ ~
Ao"\'épégilo'\‘o Ut gckal. © T2 N‘.i\s"rT-s\K'f'\Ho? MERE S E.upe}\f’nz‘/ et'.’ﬂqv XG }/Ql-
This suggests that the Naupactia called Apsyrtos' mother Eury-~

lyte, and this reference has led Farnell to assume the murder

53 B 165 J.

®Farnell, Pindar, II, 146.
‘s 32 7,

®Naup. F 4 K.
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of Apsyrtos. But, in factg.theAschOlia here are confused,

~_and the comment should refer to A.R.; III, 2140%; &by éﬁ Vi € 6RE
gZQ«?WL, that is, it is merely a reference to Aletes' wife.

Hence all that can be drawn from the fragment is that Aietes'

wife was called Eurylyte in the Naupactia, and the poem pro-

bably did not even know of Apsyrtos, letb élone his nmurder,

The name EBurylyte referring to Aletes' wife is also given in

10

an actual fragment of the text of the Naupactia™~’s In this

pdint the poem again shows a difference from Hesiod who called
Aietes' wife Iduia.ll |

| " Most of our other references are concerned with events
at Aietes' city. The first of these is given by the Scﬁoliast

& \ VL f o~ . ' . g W gaa \
to AJR., III, 515-21: ¢ jv RTamm»wxfﬁu%gs%WH'qwdTam&ugigu\ﬁam

12
& \ . \ ’ * N ST - -~ pl

Bos, & 8wl Navxmes Tvms dpibdl Moo 05 o Tl Prpepivany pi6TENS.

Clearly, then, the yoking of the bulls was in the story, and

" the Naupactia must have given quite a number of names, if
ipfgfmT is used in its literal sense. In Apollonios' version,

| after the task had been imposed, six heroes offered to undertake
" it, but then Argos thought of obtaining the aid of Medea.l3 The
Schollon to III, 523 runs as follOWS°Jl\4.pH wu;rqnWSEqu SLMNWl

431;‘rv ,m DER; n :44»; TS| ‘Ty)y’ f‘uléila\ d’aLZﬁ”id‘ 'Tu“ dw\ov E\I & Tis
14

Mwmukﬂﬁvu IEerQmeﬁK Tolget REMeOet umﬂﬁnpu‘"%v ﬁ@kova

9See Wendel's note on IIT 240, pe 227,

1% 8 K (Schol. A.R. IV, 86).

Theog., 958, 960.
1Naup. F 5 K.
15A R. ITI, 504-39.
Ygaup. F 6 K.

11
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As the text stands in these two scholia, the situation would

- seem to be that, in the Naupactia, firstly, all the heroes
offered to undertake the task, and then Idmon got up, and
urged Jason to undertake it himself. This is strange, and

it would seem that all is not right with the scholia. The
chain of thought in Schol. III, 52% is very difficult to
follow, the second sentence not fitbting very well with-the
first. WNor does the statement that Idmon urged Jason %o
undertake the task accord with the comment of Schol. TII,
515-21, Clearly some emendation is required, sﬁch ag: Schol.
III, 515-21: & Qz":'.‘: "o Nedties Ten Tous SRRV ENTIRA N uaé«\( Tews i%‘e‘ds,‘ir\/
§2 wois Navmaisols T dvesros  Tison ®eheotl Liodmut  Tov aBov.
Schol. LI, 323-8: AN o ofu pq%#ﬁ B s Nlvard, §yrdy, o) Wfmp

2 o, a s A0 . A 3
€ Telsit iy My daav Suvepyail Ted | of DNy,
The redundant § €% @ NwuRe®TiKd K T. )\, would seem to have

been a comment on a reference which has dropped out, the most
‘ . S et \ 2
likely phrase being in v. 521: ot g’;AMKAQZEAVWYS QKqV ©)XoV.
The emended scholia would then read as follows:
Schol. III, 515-20: § tve\:'«f Ariedbent Togams :}n)rﬁ'ﬁ '{;"ooailoi:’.&&d 5&%«11

A PG . i L M. ; . g i < ~ )
TooS (3us, &y S Toks Ne\\)'rm!'z‘ngns‘ '.iisﬁ o OSTAS Tt MEAGE Yo gL TV <Ohov.
Schol. III, 521: 4l $" ddhot €7%wTes digv Efov « @ £ W NolvmaRTIRd Tl VTS

‘ _ LRy @tq_&'l Teus ¥ u0Tel p & popdveus ‘:.?(JWTETY. .
Schol. III, 525"“/“ .;‘JA\\:{ T ol :“]TFBS 'i;;‘tz'v}s' < Qévmu\ ,iy)a‘i'\/J )”afﬁwa’fz:

_ . Epg TR Tgy b Sty sovepyyaat Aoy A8 )%3\/.
This reading would indicate the following situation in the
Naupactia: mnone of the heroes offered to undertake the task,
they all shrank back, and Idmon got up and urged Jason to do

it himself. Hence we have a more exciting dramatic situation

than the old reading would suggest. That all the Argonauts
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should be ready to perform the task does not do much for
Jason's heroic standing, which must have been considerable
in such an early epic. The magnitude of the task is greatly
increased by the fact that the other Argonauts were afraid,
and unwilling to face it.

It will be noticed that a central figure in this
episode is the seer Idmon, and he also has an important part
in the events depicted in Fs 7-8 K. These two fragments are
best considered together, and éincekKinkél attributés one
»scholion to the wrong line, and publishes an unsound téxt of
thg Scholia to A.R., it will be better to give the references

as they are in Wendel's text. The first is in Schol. A.R.,
¢, T 2y - E e . \
IV, 66a: iy & oiyi 5ddes dipey i) wwon [SH] ml wd Navmak mie
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The second passage is in Schol. A.R., IV, 86: “}’G&y’w;ﬁiv)"mf}w’ e g
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It is clear from Lhese references that the situation in the

v

Naupactlan version was very different from that described

by Apollonios. Medea did not go out on her own degiéion to
urge the Argonauts to escape.l5 Aletes had.deliberately
invited the Argonauts to a banquet, apparently 1ntend1nb to
burn their ship, and kill them when they fell asleep. But

Just in time, Aphrodite intervened, and filled Aietes with
degire to sieep with his wife. Idmon noticed what had happen-
ed, and urged the Argohauts to make bheir escape. When.Medea
heard them going, she got up and went with them. This is
easily our most detailed early account of events at Aletes' city,
and it is noteworthy that Herodoros told the same story, surely
using the Naupactia as his source. In view of this, it is
likely that other information provided by Herodoros may also

have come from the Naugactia:e 3;“ﬁvﬁ5wn e Td rﬁ%'u¢x¥uﬂv Tev
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The story of thevinv1tatlon to dinner strongly suggests that

the Naupactia was alsoc Herodoros' source here. Hence, in the

154.®. 1V, 83 ff.
YOHerodor. 31 F 52 J (Schol. A.R. IV, 87).
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Naupactian version, before the banquet, Jason had successfully
yoked the bulls, killed the dragon, and brought the Fleece to
Aietes. Aietes' plan to kill the Argonauts at the banquet was,
therefore, a last desperate attempt to keep the Fleece. In
the reference to the escape which we have already noticed, no
mention was made of the Fleece, but we learn what happened from

the Scholiast to A.R., IV, 87: 506@ ?e Kbthd. o»,J ﬁwXXmWﬁ“rfea;u
‘¢J1ev TFv \ny(rv EK ) Afjhu w«n, (N CHEL B u%nsmv \?v To KOs
78 L l.‘ofs T2 Na FareTived yew:s B0vikpEpe S S UTyY s 17
KT frq\/ﬁiuyr}v&,uus WU Tel 0KV *meu!.

In Apollonios' story Medea fled to the Argonauts before the

Fleece had been obtained, but the Naupactia told that she
brought it with her from Aietes' palace, when she joined the
Argonauts in their escape. We can hardly imagine that the
Argonauts forgot about the Fleece, preéumably some of them,
perhaps.the watchful Tdmon, had instructed Medea to bring it,
or perhaps Aietes had concealed it in a place unknown to the
Argonauts.

Several features of the Naupactian version are worth
noting., ¥Firstly, there was only one trisl, the yoking of the
bulls. The episode of the ploughing and the sowing would
appear to have entered the myth later, for if these features
had been known to the Naupactian poet, surely a man who gave
such a detailed account would hardly have omitted them. Bub

it may merely be that the episodes were not part of the

17Naup. F.9 K.



139

particular tradition which came down to the poet of the
Naupactia. Although we do not possess a detailed account
of the Naupactian version of the actual yoking of the bulls,
it would seem likely that Jason accomplished it by his own
might, withqﬁt the use of magic. Medea's magic does not
have any part in the story, as is indicated by the fact that
Jason killed the serpent without her assistance. This was
clearly the early form of the myth, as was said in the chapter
on Pherekydes' treatment of the story.l8

The s%ory of the banquet is an episode which is not
found in any author subsequent to the Nau actia, except, of
course, Herodoros, but it is a good epic motif, and indicates
a well-developed story.

0f great interest is the part played by Aphrodite.
Apollonios tells how Hera managed to get Aphrodite %o assist
Jason by making Medea fall in love with him.19 It is possible
that in the Naupactia too Aphrodite made Medea love Jason,
but the Naupactian version suggesté a much closer relationship
between.this goddess and Jason than is the case in Apollonios'
account. Hera does not enter the picture at all, and Aphro-

-
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This is reminiscent of the way in which lera helped the Argo
past the Planktéi,%ﬁfi#ﬂ}osZ%QV'WI{ﬂhnf ,21 and strongly
suggests that, in the Naupactia, Aphrodite may have been the
protecting deity for the expeditioh. The goddess had a strong
cult in Thessaly, where one of the months was calledgg4qn0§ .
and that she had a connection with sea-faring is indicated by
" the titles TovTid and EoWherd 22 If Aphrodite was the
'briginal protectess of the Argonauts, it would indicate that
the theory that Hera only entered the myth at the hands of
EBumelos is correct. Certainly, there is no sign of’Hera in
the surviving fragments of the Naupactia, a fact.which suggests
that the poem was earlier than Fumelos. Once Hera was estab-
lished by the version of Eumelos, she became standard, and
- Aphrodite has no significant part in later versions of the
story.23

In the account of the escape, there is no reference
at all to Apsyrtos, which supports our earlier suggestion
that he was unknown to the poet of the Naupactia.

" Then there is the part played by Idmon. After the

imposition of the task, he urged Jason to undertake it, and

“ ogyss. XII, 72.

22

P-w,, Real-Encyc., "Aphrodite".

7 23There may be a hint of her former importance in Pindar,
Pyth. IV, 213 ff., where she brings Jason the love-charm.
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later it was he who realised that Aietes had fallen asleep,

and was thus responsible for the Argonauts making good their

escape. In fact, he would seem to have been, in_ the Naupactia,
the most important Argonaut, other than Jason, and, as we have
seen, he may also have played a notable part in Eumelos' version,
Since Herodoros was clearly following the Naupactia for‘his
story of events at Aietes' court, including the presence of
Idmon, it is likely that he was also giving the Naupactian
version in meking Idmon's death take place among the Mariandyni
on the return voyage.25

The Naupactia was undoubtedly used as a source by Herod-
oros, and, in view of the large nﬁmber of surviving references
to that author, it may be possible that some other features
were also derived from the Naupactia. This is more likely to
be so in feétures fﬁndamental to the story, especially if the
details given by Herodoros differ in any way from the standard
version, or from the versions of other authors later than the
Naupactia. |

One such feature is the return voyage, for Herodoros
said that the Argonauts returned by the route whence they

came.26 This is at variance with the Hesiodic version, and

2%3chol. A.R. TII, 1354.

2531 F 50 § (Schol. A.R. II, 815), See above, pp. 47-8.
2631 P 10 J (Schol. A.R. IV, 257/62a). .
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also with those of Herodoros' contemporaries, Pindar and
Hekataios.27 To take such a definite stand, Herodoros nmust
have had good authority, and this could well have been the
Naupactia. It certainly seems likely that, in the early form
"of the myth, the return voyage would be the same as the out-
“ward one. It would later be changed tHo add more interest to
the tale, especially when the places mentioned became well-
known.

Another interesting reference is given by the Scholiast
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P01nts to note here are that Herodoros calls the mother Them-
1sto, when she is normally known as Nephele, and that he names
Vall the children of Athamas, not only Phrixos and Helle, citing
names not given by anyone else. It is probable that differences
of ﬁame in this myth reflect different tradltlons. The only
other author known to have used thé name Themisﬁo for Phrixos'

29

mother is FPherekydes™“, who employed the Naupactia as a source
fof the Phineus episode. Herodoros, too, derived material

from the Naupactié, so that this agreement between Herodoros
and Pherekydes would seem to point to the Naupactis és the

gsource of the name Themisto. .If this is so, it is likely

°?Hes. F 64 Rz°; Pindar, Pyth. IV, 25 £f.; Hekat. 1 ¥
18 a J (all in Schol. A.R. IV, 257/G2a).

51 F 38 J.
29z ¥ o8 g,
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that Herodoros also took the names of Themisto's other four
children from the Naupactia.

Another relevant reference is given by the Scholiast
to A.R. II, 1122a, who tells us that Herodoros called the
mother of Phrixos' sons Chalkiope.ao This is one of the

common names for her, and was the one used by Apollonios.5l

However, Hesiod ¢alled her Iophossa, and Pherekydes Euenia.32

Hence, the most likely sources fér Chalkiope would be Eumelos
or the Naupactia, and in view of Herodoros' reliance on the
latter, especially for events at Aletes' court, it is most
likely that the name occurred in the Naupactia.

Herodoros' account contained another}interesting

feature, which is mentioned by the Scholiast to A.R. III, 594-
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Herodoros' story is perhaps hinted at by Apollonios in the

thoughts of Aietes (IIL, 597-602):
. w5 WorE fKW

LAl

3031 ¥ 39 J.
2La. R. II; 1149,

3%Hes. F 152 Rz° (Schol., A.R. II, 1122a); Pher. 3 F
25 J (Schol. A.R. II, 1149)

3530 F 9 4.
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However nothing like this 1s indicated in other passages in

the Argonautica, such as the words of Chalkiope in III, 260-7:
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Clearly Apollonios has not quite reconciled two different
versions of why the sons of ?hrixos were returning to Greece.
The task of yoking the bulls was, in Herodoros' version, a
protection against any unrecognised kinsman who might arrive,
but Phrixos' sons, the children of Aietes' own daughter, were
there at his court, so he must have sent them away, Just as in

- ALR. III, 601-2. That this was, in fact, the case in Herodoros'

account is shown by the Scholiast to A.R. II, 531-2: “e”gU@3§5€T
'N)O ‘urw ?H)&‘ {ig\lﬁ‘i““’ r('n\S f\n\ YL r*{u& (.4: O& 2! H?Y!f o é? gOU QT\’JW‘L}\/

’Tc@uhiL . This suggests that the sons of Phrixos had re-
turned to Greece before the Argonauts set sail, a feature also

known to Pherekydes and HeSlOd.- It was clearly the early

Ay

S ~ P%4f. also the words of Argos (II, 1147-55), and of

# - hietes (III, 304 ff.).
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version, and Apollonios' alteration of events is not very
convincing, Herodoros does not appear to have drawn on
Hesiodic.sources to any extent, so that his version is likely
to have come from the Naupactia. A link with the Naupactia
is also suggested by the fact that Aietes' safeguard against
a would-be murderer was the task of yoking the bulls, that
and nothing else, Jjust as that was the only task facing Jason
in the Naupactian version of events at Aietes' court.

A significant difference from the ordinary tradition is
- found in'the name given by Herodoros to Jason's mother, a basic
character in the story. The Scholiast to A.R. I, 45-7a shows
that he named her as Polypheme, the daughter of Autolykos,
while'Apollonios and Pherekjdes both called her Alkimede,
daughter of Phylakos, and Hesiod named her Polymede.55 As we
have noticed, there are several differences between the

N

Naupactia and Heslod as regards the names of characters in the

myth56

y 80 1f we may assume that the Naupactia also differed
from Hesiod on the name of Jason's mother, it may well have
‘been the source for the name Polypheme, given by Herodoros.
Among the more notable items attributed to Herodoros

is his flat refusal to admit Herakles to the expedition-for

the Fleeoe.57 Since all versions from Hesiod downwards had

2Herodor. 31 ¥ 40 J3 A.R. I, 47 and 252; Pher. 3 F 104
a/b J; Hes, F 18 Rz"™,

‘ 56e.g;. Aietes' wife, Aletes' daughter, and probably
Phrixos' mother.

5731 F 41 b J (Schol. A.R. I, 1289).
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included Herakles at least at the start of the voyage; Hero-
doros was certainly fighting against tradition. He must have
had some grounds for ‘taking this stand, and such could only

have been found in an epic of pre-Hesiodic date, namely the

Corinthiaca or the Naupactia. There is no evidence that

Herodoros drew on the Corinthiaca for any other features of

his story, but, as we have seen, he was heavily indebted to
the Naupactia. Hence, we can tentatively conclude that, in
the Naupactia, Herakles did not enter the myth of the Argo-
nauts.

There is one reference surviving from the Naupactia.
to events after the return of the ex@edition, and it is

supplled by Pausanlas (1I 3. 9). p@ I nnv<z l\hg\N!umRnu
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£ W’$WV ﬂ e v, Hence, in the Naupactian version,
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Jason did not remain at Iolkos after his return. We have
also noticed this in.the work of Pherckydes and Hesiod58,
but neither of those aﬁthors tells us where Jason actually
went to when he left Iolkos. 1In both cases, Akastos, the
son of Pelias, became king of lolkos, and this was probably
80 in the Naupactia too. It is noticeable that, according
to the Naupactia, Jason left after the death of Pelias.

This seems strange, since we would expect that, on Pelias'

58pner. 3 F 62 J; Hes. Fs 78-81 Rz°.
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death, Jason would become king. It can hardly be that FPelias
was murdered and Jason compelled to leave the city, for the
murder is unlikely to have been in the myth at such an early
date, and the word Dive 7oV does not inmply it. Akastos was
an Argonaut, and Jason may have given up his claim to the
throne in his favour. If so, it would not be surprising
that Jason should leave Iolkos to allow the new king a free
hand. Another possibility is that originally Jason had no
claim to the throne at all, but was a mere adventurer, or
the instrument of an oracle, like the "one-sandalled'" man.
Certainly, no source earlief than Pindar states explicitly
that Jason had a legitimate claim to the throne.59 That
Jason had, in fact, no claim would be the simplest eiplanation
of the pfevalent early tradition that he did not remain at
Iolkos.

But why, in the Naupactian version, did he go to
Corcyra? 1In the version of Apollonios, Corcyra comes into
the story as the island of the Phaiacians,qo a belief also
referred to by Thukydides.4l From Apollonios (IV, 1002-3)
we learn that a party of Colchians passed out of the Black

Sea through the Kyanean Rocks in pursuit of the Argonauts.

59%pindar, Pyth.,IV, 109 £f. Hes. (Theog. 995-6) describes
Pelias as a desgpotic ruler, but does not indicate that he was
a usurper. .

#0g0h01. A.R. IV, 982/92.

Lopux, I, 25.4.
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The Scholiast to the passage tells that this party came to

Corcyra ol, gi Q..( “;;SU 'l Jw’:;, n\' Eki\yu 7(? r’fdrlixvl. \:, ‘\Km
kATwWﬂvdww £is qu ‘Qnuq RN, Bv vy kel ol ayesiinal
Ethmf BV TES . When these Colchians sa¥ that their

case was hopeless, they besought Alkinoos to receive them
as friends, and they stayed on the island.42 Apollonios goes
on to tell'that, when Corcyra was colonised by the Bakkhiadai
from Corinth, the Colchians left the island.’> It may be that
the Naupactia reflects this tradition. If Corcyra was in-
habitedrby Colchians who had been reconciled to Medea, it
might be a likely place for Jason and Medea to go to. However
this move to Corcyra may well have arisen from some other early
tradition.

That Jason had only two sons in the Naupactia is made
clear by the use of the comparative 7@édﬁvﬂiF0§ « A re-

ference to Mermeros occurs in the QOdyssey, I, 259 ff,, where
Athena tells Telemachos that she had seen Odysseus:
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That is, Ilos, 'son of Mermeros, lived at Ephyra, probably the
Thesprotian one, as it is not far from Ithaka. It would have
been somewhere in this area that Mermeros met his death in

the Naupactian story, so it would appear that the Odysgey

424 R. IV, 1206-11.

435 R, IV, 1212-14.
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and the Naupactia are reflecting the same tradition in this
- episode. We will also remember that Eumelos was able to
introduce Medea to Corinth becausse ofAher connection with
Ephyra. Hence, the evidence of Homer, Eumelos, and the
Naupactia all indicates that Jason and Medea settled in
north-west Greece, which suggests a common tradition for the
myth in the early eighth century.

It will be seen that the "reconstructed" Naupactian
version gives quite & complete story. There are indications
that the poem included the preliminary Phrixos episode, and
it probably stated that Phrixos' sons had returned to Greece.
During the voyage, the Boreads pursued the Harpies for Phineus,
énd killed them. On arrival at Aletes' city, Jason was con-
fronted with only one task, the yoking of the bulls, but this
was so terrible that all the Argonauts were afraid, but Jason,
at Idmon's urging, did it himself. Then he fetched the Fleece,
after killing the serpent, and brought it back to Aietes. The
latter then treacherously invited the Argonauts to a banquet,
intending to kill them, but, through the-aid of Aphrodite
and the vigilance of Idmon, the Argonauts made their escape,
and Medea jdined them, bringing the Fleece with her. Probably
they returned home by the route by which they had come. Then,
after Pelias' death, Jason and Medea went off to Corcyra.

This, then, is the earliest version of the story of
- the Argo which we can trace. 1t remains next to consider what

were the likely sources for the Naupactian poet, and then to



trace the development of certain episodes from the early

myth until the version of Apollonios.



CHAPTER VII

THE ORIGINS AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE MYTH

The Qrigins

Since the early tradition reflected in the Odyssey,
the Corinthiaca, and the Naupactia is unanimous in fixing

the final abode of Jagson and Medea in north-west Greece, it
might seem possible that the story was taken from the folklore
'of that region. Bub the fact that the pair settled in north-
west Greece is really insufficient evidence for postulating
a North-West Greek sourcé for the myth. Since the Naupactis
is probably our earliest source for the story, we must try
to discover the origing of the tradition which came down to
the Naupactian poet. 4
At this early period, fhe spread of a tradition is

likely to be governed by the influence of one area on another,
| depending on the quality of the communications between the
two areas., Because of the natural barrier imposed by the
mountainsg, Naupaktos can hardly have enjoyed close cultural
relations with the North-West, which was always a backward

area.l Communications are much easier to the North-East,

lHammond, pp. 8, 10, 13.
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towards Boiotia and Thessaly. The fact that Hesiod came to
Naupaktos provides evidence for cultural relationg, and the
Naupactian %ﬁﬁ 5 7WVH?K&S WETD Iy eV are suggestive of the
"Horar of the Boiotian poet. BSo if influence is more likely
to have reached Naupaktos from the North-East, what speculations
can we make concerning the possible origins of the myth of the
Argonauts?

One outstanding feature of the story, right down to

tge Arpgonasutica of Apollonios, is its Thessalian character.
Ja;on and the core of the Argonauts are Minyans, and their
voyage starts from Iolkos in the Gulf of Pagasai. For the
Naupactian poet, too, it must have been'basically a Thessalian
tale. We have noticed that the protecting.deity of the ex-
pedition may well have been Aphrodite, who has her origins in
Thessaly, where a month was called:ﬂfpzns in her honour.5

The Phrixos episode, too; is wholly Thessalian. Hence not
only could Thesssalian influence have reached Naupaktos, but
there are even Thessalian elements in the Naupactian version.
Another such Thessalian feature may be that story, prevalent
in éarly tradition, and which seemed so difficult to explain,
namely that Jason and Medea Wentldff to north-west Greece,

It may have arisen from a Thessalian recollection that they

themselves had originally lived in Thesprotia4, or may even

2paus. IX, 38.3.
5p-W, Real-Encyc., "Aphrodite".

“Herodot. VII, 176.
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reflect a later overland expedition to the West.

If the myth is Thessalian, what can it reflect? The
voyage was generally abttributed in antiquity to the generation
before the Trbjan War, as is shown by the fact that some
Argonauts were the fathers of Homeric heroes.5 It was on
this basis that the chronologists obtained their dates,
Eratosthenes giving 1184 for the capture of Troy, and 1225
for the Argonauts, while Eusebios gave 12635-1257 for the Argo-
nauts. Since Blegen now dates the fall of Troy to around
1250,6 on tfaditional reckoning we should put the expedition
of the Argonauts at about 1290-80. Can it be possible that
the myth actually reflects a real voyage made by the Thessa-
lians aiound that time? Several things would suggest tﬁat it
is poséible. |
| | As has been remarked, Jason and the core of the Argo-
nauts were_ Minyans, which suggests that the Minyans were the
governing ei\ment in Thessgaly at the time of the expedition.
-According to Strabo, the Minyans of Tolkos were colonists

7

from Minyan Orchomenos’, and the "Minyan=-ware" pottery, so-
called since it was first discovered at Orchomenos, is found

in Thessaly from 1600°, indicating that the Minyans probably

5

€. w. Blegen, “Troy", in W and 8, ch. 13, pp. 383

~n (chronol. table), and %86

e.g. Admetos, Telamon, Peleus.

“Strabo IX, 2.40.
8Miss Bacon, p. 141.
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’ 7_arrived in Thessaly around that time. At any rate, they

- would have been well—established by the time of the expeditlon.
' Further, there is sound archaeological evxdence ‘that
" there was a prosperous civilisation in Thessaly in My¢enaean

"times. Tholos or "beehlve" timbs have been found at Dhimini

",Fand SesklO. and more recently, a palace has been located at

”'Volos (ancient Iolkos), which has been dated to just the right

";_period a generation before the Trojan War.9 Furthermore,

‘“*1yr p1ctures of vessels with many oars have been found on a Middle

'YF‘ Mycanaean'dynasty at Pylos, was a Minyan.

Helladic vase from the same place.lo

A Then'there is the evidence of the Homeric poems.

':Achilies was a Thessalian, and Neleus, who founded the great

. 11 Moré éigni£icant1y,
:Théééaly is shown in the Catalogue of ShiPS‘to-héve»beéﬁva

_  considerab1e sea- power.l2 She sent nine contingents to Troy,

a itotalling 280 ships, out of a total Greek force of 1186
yessels. This suggests that Thessaly was quite»capablegof

‘ﬁ:ééﬁdiﬁg out a navalrexpedition'in the geﬁeration before the

'G'_Trojan War. | : |

o As we have seen, the myth of the Argonauts was localw

‘ised in the Black Sea area as early as Eumelos, and there is

%, MacKendrick, The Greek Sﬁones Speak (NeW'Yobk, 1962),

1°F S. Stubbings inW.ands, ch. 22, p. 541,

Odzs . XI 254,

121y, 11, 681-759.
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little reason to suppose that it was otherwlse in fhe Naupactia.
The‘question now is "could Thessalian ships have penetrated

to the Black Sea in Mycenaean times?" Entry to the Black Sea
is made difficult by the strong current at the-Bosporos,,
'aggra?ated by northerly winds in the summer months. This fact
has led Rhys Carpenter to the fdllowing opinion, "Not until
ships were built, and put into efficient service, which were

' capable of an oar-driven speed of more than four knots, could
- any Aegean vessel pass beyond the Golden Horn."15 He seeks
to find these improved ships in the reference by Thukydides
(I, 1.13) to the vessels built by Ameinokles of Goripth for
the Samians around 705/4, and concludes that the yeésels con-
cerned were pentekonters. He goes on tb_say, “There ie little
'probability that Chalkedon...was established for any'othér
reason than its advantageous position as a starting»péint for

nls He dateS-Chalkedon‘to

the passage th:ough_the Bosporus.
around 680, and continues, "The years just before or just
after 680 B,C. must be our choice for the sensational event
~.Whlch was to become mighty in legend -~ the: first passing of a
'~ Greek ship into the Black Sea."1? In the course of thisvstudy,
we have nbticed several points which might be used to dispute

‘this, but Rhys Carpenter's thesis falls down in'severaljcther

15Rhys Garpenter, "The Greek Penetration of the Black

'~ ,5’ in AJA 52 (1948), 1ff.

' 14Rhys Carpenter, in AJA 52 ;

15Rhys Carpenter, in AJA 52,
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points, which are discussed by Graham.l6 His most telling

argument against it, and the one most'applicable‘to our pure-

pose, is that ships were able to sail up through the Bosporos.

The evidence for this is found in the Anaplus Bospori of
Dionysios Byzantics, who actually describes the passage of

| ships against the current. Ships could proceed by sail,'
helped by oars if nedessary, and could also get assistance
from counter-currents., Graham shows that, although the pre-

| Vailingrwinds are adverse, favourable winds occur quite often,
and from his figures I have calculated that suitable wiﬁds are
fbuﬁd_one day in every six at 7 a.m., and one in five at 1 Pem.
" in the salling-season. Hence there are adequatbe oppértuniﬁies
' fér a sailing-ship to make the passage. The fact that the

- Bosporos can be passed by sailing-vessels completely removes
Rhys Carpenter's limit for the date of penetration, and must -
make it possible even for Mycenaean ships. That there was
Bronze Age trade through the Hellespont and the Propontis is

suggested by Hammondl

7, so that it does not seem unlikely that
a voyage through the Bosporos could have been made., It would
have been exceptional, dbut =o, bf course, must the voyage of
the Argonauts. | |

If we accept, then, that a Thessallian vessel could

have entered the Black Sea in the late Bron,e Age, what would

leGraham - ,

17Hammond, pP. 53.
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(or could) have been the object of such a voyage? Later
traditions were unanimous in that the object of the voyage
of the Argonauts was to fetch the Golden Fleece, The most
obvious interpretation of this is that it represents real
eérly expeditions for metal.la EQidence that this could have
been so is given by Barnett, who says "... the recent Russian
excavations of burials rich in gold and silver at Trialeti in
the central Caucasus, belonging to the late Bronze Age, show
that the Goiden Fleece and the Argonauts need not be considered
ail.é figment of the imagination."l9 Apparently he cdnsiders
the factual basis of the story to be Bronze Age trading.go As
well as suggesting gold and metals, fhe Golden Fléeée might
indicate furs, a sﬁggestion which may be supported by the fact
that Bimonides and Akousilsos referred to the Fleece as purple.el
?urs were among the exports from the eastern end of the Black

22, but we cannot be sure whether they

Bea in classical times
were valuable in very early times. On the other hand, we may,
perhaps, wonder whether a commercial venture, however pioneering,

is likely to have become a subject for epic poetry. Traders

18J B. Bury, A History of Greece (3ra. edit. revised
by R. Meiggs. London, 1959) p. 48,

19Barnett, in Aegean and the Near East, p. 221..-
20

glsimonides in Schol. Eur. Med. 5, and Schol AR, IV,
' 177, Akous. in Schol. A.R. IV, 1147.

22

Barnett, in Aegean and the Near East, p. 228. ;

Miss Bacon, p. 150,
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. .- were not looked up"or;‘ in a very favourable light, as is shown

by the:words of Euryalos, himself a sea~faring Phajiacians

QU \/o\g 5’ ouS’s fetve, gawm $poTl 2o
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" Gould it not be that the myth refleécts 'some’chi:ng nore défhgeroﬁs
_‘_‘and daring, such as ‘a pirate raid? That piréey wa.s c-oiﬁgbn
in early times, and ‘indesd freély admitte’d, is indic‘étédf by
‘the well-known formula of greetlng'25 “ -
| 2; éewot s e85 Tedev wA\TE’ uxlfv( KEhsuBu 3
')7 T KT wppév 4 Tw\(/ufms JK»tAVG@é |
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Moreover, Odysseus, in his fictitious account of . his adven’cure-s,

thinks nothing of inecluding a piraté 'z;aidi in Egypt.aq’ As for

., the Argonauts, there 18 one feature in Apollonios ‘version

} which does suggest a pirate :eaid, namely ’ohe episode at |

Cyzicus.25 Apollonios tells how the Argonauts left Cyzicus,
but were forced back that same night by a storm, and in the

, darkness the inhabitants mistook ‘tih.em for raiders. In‘-the

‘ensuing battle King Cyzicus was killed. This story of ﬁhe '

2%¢.g. 0dyss.III, 7l-4; IX, 252-5.

2%0dyes. XIV, 245 £f.; XVII, A25 ff.

250.R. I, 961-1077.
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gsecond landing and mistaken identity sounds like a version
::'created in later tiﬁes tovpreserve the reputation of,ﬁhe:
’575Argonauts; perhaps after the foundation bf the Greek city
:of Cyzicus.26 Probably it is = memofy of a piratevraid;made
- by the Argonauts oh the original, pre-Greek iﬁhabiﬁéﬁfs of
' ”ﬁheiarea. It should not be thought unlikely that a pifate

o :voyage should have taken the Argonauts so far afield*as:the-'
:QBlack Bea, for in later times, on similar axpeditioﬁs, the
VlVikings penetrated to the Mediterranaan,27 Also similar in

l”£7qumgining exploration with plundering ise Drake’s.vsy&ge round

28 In view of this, the theory

¢ - the world in the Golden Hind.
'“=g§that the story of the Argo arose from an adventurous voyage
fﬁ*gof plracy and exploration seems very possible. The Golden

- ~Fleece could well represent the great riches acquired on such

}fl%a voyage, which might be gold, silver, or other valuable
| commodities of which we have no record.
. The basic story must have evolved in the perlod of
“.Dark Ages which followed the collapse of the Mycenaean leil—
isation, as must many other Gree¥ myths. During thls time the
;*ustory came to be centred around the hero Jason, who, in: common
. with that other Thessalian hero, Achilles, had been educated

i?:;by“the centaur, Cheiron.2? It must soon have lncluded’a}Quesb,

o 26The citizens would be proud Yo have a link with the
' Argonauts, albeit a distasteful one. -
- 27gnoye. Brit. (11th ed. Camb. 1910-11) 28, ‘65.

2f'a'l‘.:-"nc;yc:. Brit. 8, 445-4.

298@9 above, DPp. 67~9.
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and- the bringing-home of the king's daughter. Early on,:too;

" the voyage of Jason must have been associabted with another

Thesgalian myth, the one about the Ram of Phrixes, from which

 ;4_came fhe idea of the fleece, which was incorporaﬁedAinta:the

nyth. That the Lemnian visit was also a very early element
is indicated by the presence of Minyans on}the island iﬁ 

g ~hisbtorical times,Bo During this very early period, the details
‘of the story would have been distorted and‘ekaggéraﬁéd:iﬁho
"myth". When Greéce-emerged from the Dark Ages, the story
received a great impetus from the re-discovery_of'therBiéck

- Bea area as a result of renewed trading and of the expléraﬁion
-which must have preceded colonisation. The version giveh in

the Naupsctia represents the story as it stood at thisvpériod.

The Development of Bome Features of the Myth

The Story of Phrixos

The story of Phrixos must originally have been quite
~ a separate myth, centréd at Orchomenos, where his fathér;
‘f'Athamas, ruled.’’ It would seem to be older than the étory
of Jason, and its main features must have been settled'ﬁefore
it was linked to the other myth. It may originally héﬁe»in—
- eluded an episode of the return of Phrixos' sons to claim
their rights at Orchomenos. When the myth was combined with

that of Jason, Phrixos' son, Argos, became the builder of the

Oferodot. IV, 145; Strabo VIII, 3.19.
>lgenol. A.R. I, 763/4a. |
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ship which sailed to recover the Golden Fleece. The return
of Phrixos' sons before Jason's expedition must have re-
mained a feature of the story until the version of Apollonios.
‘The story that Athamas had four children older than Phrixos
and Helle may be the earlier version, but in later tradition,
~ only Phrixos and Helle are mentioned, snd must have been so
prominent that the others were forgotten. The idea that the
Argonauts salled to recover Phrixos' soul, in addition to the

Fleece, is likely to be a late addition by Pindar.52

Pelias

Pelias is one of the best-established characters of
the myth. There afe never any variants for his name, éhd he
was in the story af an eariy date, as the Naupactia clearly ’
knew of him.35 The poet of the Qdyssey knew that he lived at
Iolkos, and gives no hint that he was other than the legitimate
ruler.”t Pelias' despotic, insolent character was known to
Hesiod, who also told that he imposed the labours on.Jason.55
At least by the time of Pherekydes, the story had beenrdéyelcped
of the oracle given to Pelias to beware of the "one-saﬁdalled"
mah.56 In Pherekydes' version, Jason had been ploughing near-

by, and came on the scene merely as the inastrument of the

oracle. In the contemporary version of Pindar, however, while

By
'52Naup. F 10 K (Paus. II, 3.9).
Hodyss. XI, 254 £. .

, 55Hes. Theog. 994-6; see above, PP 64—5._

563 .F 105 J; see above, pp. 40-1.
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- Jason's appearance fulfilléd the oracié, it was also to claim
his rights from Pelias, who is- thus, for the first time, de-
7'clared to be a usurper.37 That Pelias was hated by Hera is
manifest in Pherekydes' account, and may have originated from
Bumelos. At any rate, it persisted right through to the

Argonautica of Apollonios. Then there is the question of

the murder of Pelias. This feature seems to have developed

o - out of a comblnation of Hera's hatred and the idea that Pelias

’was a usurper. There is no reliable ev;dence for it befors
 tha£ of Pherekydes and Pindar, but it was oertainly'popular
ih the fifth century, and must have been preséﬁt in Eﬁripides‘
early plaj, the Peliades. It is more 1likely that, in the
earller versions, Pelias had an ordinary death, after which
funeral games were held in the customary fashion. The sbory
:of his murder had entered the myth probably by the end of the
sixth century. The manner of his death, by the guiles of .
‘Medea, is likely to have evolved from the earlier story of

Medea's rejuvenation of Aison.

The Crew of the Argo
| Originaliy all members of.the crew must have been
-,Miﬁyans, as is indicated by the facts that the myth 6riginated
in Thessaly, and that a Mlnyan element was retained.throughout‘

-the subsequsnt development of the myth. The sons of Phrixos,‘

575ee above; pp. 8-13
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"*iﬁsespeclally Argos, are likely to ‘have been members from a very

38

:" As the: story devaloped, some of the more ordinary Mlnyans must

have been replaced by buperhuman outsmders such as the Boreads,:”:

f“ who were presentb at least by the time of the Naupactlan
5ﬁverslon,39 and the Dloskour01. Various other specialists _
1}were thought worthy of a place; guch as the keen—sighhed Lynkeus.
{fSome characters, however, must have been quite 1ate addltions,
-;for nelther Homer, Hesiod, nor Pherekydes 1ncluded the sw1ft-

foted Iphiklos.41 A geer is llkely +to have been pre @nt from

.éearly times, and our earliest evidence indicates that‘ldmon was

-;as seer for the expedltion. 43 'Apollonios, in‘incluéing both
“A‘ seers, was apparently conbining the two trad1t10ns.4& By the
- time of Hesiod, Herakles had been added -to the crew, but he'j

;'ffis ¢learly not an original member, 45 In all accounts up:to

%400 Bbovey pp. H4-5.
59*_«2 F 3 K.

“Op.Rr. 1, 155
4lsch51. A.R. I, 45,
- H2gee above, pp. 140-1.
#3566 above, p. 20.

QQSee above, pp. 47-8,

45566 above, pp. 48-50, 75.

40
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~ that of Apollonios he left the ship early in the voyage.
This story was amalgamated wlth that of Hylas in what-became

46 It was not

the standard versioﬁ of the loss of Herakles.
until a very late date that he was depicted as going the
whole way to Colchis. The late sixth century saw the ad-
mission of Orpheus to the crew.’’/ If the earlier tradition
included a musician among the crew, it is likely that the

48 The presence of Orpheus

place was filled by Philammon.
seems %o signify that the Orphics saw the myth as a conven-
ient vehicle for their doctrine. The Orphic elements intro-
duced new features to the story, notably the initiation at -

49 and perhaps also the idea that the murderers of

Samothrake,
Apsyrtos were doomed to wander until they had been purified.So
- A religious element had been added to the myth. There were
no major changes in the composition of the crew heresafter,
but it seems likely that local traditions and civic pride
were responsible for the introduction into the erew of certvain

minor characters.

48y .r. 1, 1207 ff.
47

Bee above, pp. 21-4,
4BSee above, pp. 45-6.
“94.R. 1, 910-21.

%0y .R. IV, 585-8.
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‘ Hera

Hera is, by far, the most prominent deity in'thef
deieloped myth. ©She may have superseded the Thessalian
- Aphrodite as the protectress of the Argonsuts in the'gggig-
-thiacg of Eumelos515:and hence forward she is supreme, Being
rfqund in almost every veﬁsion of the tale. In the Odyssey
she assisted the Argo past the. Plagktai.’® Fumelos hédﬁlinked.

" her with Medea, and this idea was taken up by Pherekydes, who

" depicted Medea as the agent through whom Hera punished Pelias

" for slighting her.?? In Pindar's account, Hera is shown fill-

ing the Argonauts with, eagerness for their voyageg54 ‘Her

"?Zeal in the cause of the Argonauts is also seen .in ths’Argo~

e naptica of Apollonios, in which she-pbevailed upon Apﬁréait@ |

"”?fgatoiaSBist Jason to win Medea's'love, and laterJShe ob$ained

the aid of Thetis to help the Argo past the Planktal.’” Her
‘favburing of Jason is paralleled by the way in which Athena
~ championed Odysseus in the Qdyssey.

Phineus
The episode of Phineus and the Harpies was, as we
A noﬁiced,_part”oftthe Naupéctian version, and was thus an

early feature of the myth. A likely theory for the origin

2lgee above, pp. 116-8. -
530dyss. XTI, 69 £f.
: 55599 above, pp. 42-3,
: 54Seae above, pp. 16~18.

55888 above, pp. 91-2.
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of the Phineus story has been put forward by Barnett, who
éuggests that it may have been formed as a result of Greek
acquainbance with ornaments in the shape of birdé wlth

- women's heads on thé rims of bronze cauldrons imported from

' Urartu.56 He suggests that the name Phineus may even .be
derived from that of a king of Urartu, Ispﬁinis or Uspiﬁa

' (gg. 820). Such a date would fit #ery well with that %o
which we might assign the Naupactia, ca.750. In most versions

prior to the Argonautica of Apollonios, Phineus must have come

into the story of the return voyage of Phrixos' sons, to whom
he showed the way to Gresce. Similarly, he showed the Argo-
unéuts the way to Aietes. He was generally locabted in Bithynia,
and Fherekydes called him king of the Asiatic Thracians.”’!
Hesiod records that he was drivén by the Harpies to “the land
of the Milk-feeders who live in waggons", indicating:thé o
northern side of the Hellespontsa, but even in this version

- 'he may have originated in Bithynisa. - Ali accounts-agree;?hat
he was blinded, but various reasons were given for~this,'and;dhwﬁ
" there must have been a number of verSions of the myth. All
those we have examined have shown the Argonauts helping

Phineus, but there was another tradition, glven by Apollodoros

and the Orphic Argonautica’?, that they punished him for

5GBarnet’c, in Aegean and the Near East, p. 251.

57See ahove, pp. 50-~1.
58869 above, pp. 72-3, ‘
59apoliod. Bibl. III, 15.3; Orph. Arg. 671-9.
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-ﬂ ,crﬁélty to his childrén, one of the reasons for which Eéuwas
' blinded. The persecution by the Harpies was another ﬁﬁﬁish;
ment in addition to his blindness. In the early versiéﬁs,
ivthe Harpies apparently were kllled by the Boreads.GO ‘The
: fstory'was very popular, and gave a wonderful opportunity for
j.a'fantastic chase over an extensive area, in which a'poet could
‘dlsplay his geographical knowledge,.as in Hesiod‘s version.al
: From his time onwards, the most common conclusion 0 the
i. episode was that an agreement was made w1th the Harpies that

they would leave Phineus alone, and they were now killed.62.

The Symplegades and the Planktal

The story of the Symplegades must have developed very

: early in the history of the myth, as it probably orlginated
Vfromfthe experience of passing through the Bosporos.65 ﬁomer

depicted the Argo as also passing the Planktai, in the ﬁ§st,

o fsbiwe must assume that the Symplegades were partAOf*th
'"ﬂ;before that., It seems probéble'that the Hemeric réf§Eéncé

.+ -wag the first to link the Argo with the Planktai, which ‘really

"i.f;fbelong to the voyage of Odysseus. Thabt the 'zgglegades were
-“'*1}& standard feature of the story is shown by the references to

fthem by Simonides and Pindar.64

We have no surv1ving,reiep*
~ ence to the Planktai between the time of Homer and Apollonios,

“but since most versions took the Argo into thevMeditérranean,

*O8oe ebove, p. 133.
61563 aﬁove, P. 73,
62500 above, p. 4.
63546 above, pp. 88-93

64896 above, p. 25.
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it is likely that the Planktai episode was often included.

At Aietes' Citvy

The earliest name for Aletes' city seems to have been
Aia, which perhaps originally meant no more than "land". At
firat, it must have been an indeterminate place in the East,
but Bumelos placed it definitely in the land of Colchis65,
and there it remained. By Heslod's time, it was understood
t0 be near the "Phasis", so that after the founding of the
Milesian colony of that name, in the South-east cérner of the
Black Bea, it was generally identified with that locéticn.66

At Aia, there was originally ounly one trisl confront-
ing Jason, the yoking of the bulls.67 At some unknown period,
this was extended by the inclusion of the ploughing episode.
Finally the sowing of the dragon's teethlwas added, perhaps

by Pherekydes.68

Originally, too, Jason must have accomplished
the tasks on his own, but, because of Medea's magic powers, a
tradition grew bhat she assisted Jason to perform the brials
by giving him antidotes, and our earliest evidence forithis

69

is Pindar's version.

Sonzetzes, ad Lye. 1024,
668@6 above, pp. 79-80.
67868 above, p- 133 .
68506 above, pp. 53-5.

9866 above, pp. 28-9. The lines of Mimnermos (p. 65)
may indicate no more than that Medea brought the Fleece, as

in the Naupactia.
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, It seems certain that, in the early versidhs,'Aietes
~had only one wife, and that his son Apsyrtos did not exist.7o
. The murder of Apsyrbtos, like that of Pelias, seems to have .
been a relétively late addition to the myth. Our earliest
reference to it is by Pherekydes, who showé that 1t was the
work of the Argonauts.7lr Later in the fifth éentu?y;'it
‘was geherally attributed to Medea, and that became\tha accepted

. tradition.

The Return Route
In the original storj,~the return voyage was almost
A certainly made by the same route as the outward. Thé first
sign of any change comes in the Odyssey, where the“éggg is
' said to ﬁave passéd the Planktai, showing that‘thédnetufn
voyage had been extended westwards. Hesiod is the earliest
surViving source to cite a completely different rddté, namely
thfdugh the FPhasis into Ocean, hence to Libya and into the

72 1pe reason for this change would séem to be

VMeditérranean.
_ﬁhaﬁ, by this time, the western end of the Black Sea was
sﬁfﬁiciently well-known as to ﬁake an identiéél retﬁrn‘vOyage
tedious and uninteresting. But the eastern end wag still
relétively.mysterious and unexplored, supplyihg gbéd epic

matefial. It is in this connection that we have our earliest

708@@ above, pp. 63-4,
7lSee above, pp. 56-7.
72836 above, pp. 76-8l.



aifeferenée to the Phasis. Hesiod‘s version of the return

ute held the field for a long tlme, being repeated by Pindar
Vand Antimachos. But presently, in the light of improved geo~'
 igraphical knowledge, it came under attack from Eratosthenes .
iiand Artenidoros. But, by a strange paradox, this more- accurate
J;knowledge led o the adoption of even more fantastlc routes.v
‘iSkymnos and Timaios modernlsed Hesiod's route into the Tanais—
Ocean route, which was really the same thing under another

: namé._ Then there was the most fanolful route of all these
eably verslons, up the Istros (Danube) to the Adriatlc. into
the:Eridanos (Po), and down the Rhodanos (Rhone) 1nto ﬁhs

Mediterranean. This route was ascribed Lo Timagetos,j 1A was
eione chosen by Apollonios. The changes in the rout 'were
governed by theprinclple that the voyage should be through

75

unknown regions y hence, as more areas were explored, the

:;route had to be contlnually revised.g'

Jason - ‘ )
| Originally, Jason must have been a conventional eplc
 if;f§h@rQ in %he Achllleé mould, eduoated by Chelron. Such is
jéfthe plcture presented in the Naugaotia and by He81od. We can-

7;;not be sure whether he had a claim to the throne of Iolkos in

:;,the early. myth but the probability is that he had not.?# At

7%

o e¢f. this tendency with the argument of’Strabd;ﬁabove,
...5 S ’ : . . e o B

"gee above, pp. 146-7,
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any rate, definite evidence that he had a legitimate claim
is not found until Pindar's account. BEven as late as Phere-
kydes' version, Jason turned up apparently in fulfilment 6f )
an oracle, not from any personal grievancé against Pelias.

' 1 When the magic of Medsea was introduced to assisﬁ‘Jason
With the tasks, 1t bransformed-him from an‘epic hero into a’
rather ordinary man, only capable of great deeds through the
'sﬁpernatural aid of & woman. This fendgncvaas carried
furthér in the psychological drama of Euripides, who depicted
vJason‘in a very unfavourable»light. By thé time  of Apollonibs,

the character of Jason had been greatiy_altered from the
original epic concept, and this must have affecféd'ApollOnios'
.picturé of him to some extent. However, it may be that Apollon~
ios méant Jason té be Just as he depicts him75, for there can
be little doubt that the rather anxious "unheroic" Jasdn of

the Argonautica is much closer to a Hellenistic idea of a

_ "hero" than the old epic type would have been. That this was
deliberate policy by Apollonios is suggested by the fact that
he does include a bérody of the bld eplic "hero", in the chara-
cter of the boasting, insolent Idas, who is always depicted . |
in.an unfavourable 1ight.76 So 6lear is the coE;prast be~
tween Idas and Jagon that we can be éertain that Apollonios
Was depicting Jason as a more desirable; "modern" leader, in

an epic which is a truer reflection of its period than is

72y, Frankel, in Mus. Helv. 1960, 1-20.
7e.g. A.R. I, 151; 462 £f.; III, 556 £f.; 1252.
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usually imagined.

Medea

The character of Medesa, like that of Jason, underwent
a transformation in the development of the myth. At first, she
waé a sympathetic heroine, who, in the Naupactia, hélpedithe
Argonauts in their éscape by bringing the Fleece for them.’’
Hesiod does not even indicate that muchj for him éhe was the
coy~eyed maiden whom Jason led awéy to be his wife.78 How-
ever these early versioné must have known of hgr maglic. powers,
because fhey were aware that she was connected with Ephyra.79
Ourreérliest reference to the use of her magic comes iﬁ a
fragment of the Nostoi, possibly by Eumelos.go In this, she
was sald to have rejuvenated Jason s father, Alson, by boxling
drugs in golden cauldrons. Eumelos greatly increased her

8l 45 & result of this

importance by linking her with Hera.
association, she became, at least by the end of the 31xbh
century, the agent through whom Hera enacted vengeance on
Pellias, making Medea the murderer of Pelias. Her origlnal
function as a healer or rejuvenator was debased w1th striking

effect, by having her trick Pelias' daughters into-thinklng

7506 above, p. 1%8.
788ee above, pp. &4, 66,

"¥3e¢ above, pp. 103-4, 109-11.
5 ey .

8l

Bee above, pp. 128-9,
See above, pp. 116-118.
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?{f{“;that-she would rejuvenate Pelias, whereupon she left them with

©.~ his mutilated corpse on their hands. Afber this episode, it

'Jflwésrndt very difficult to ascribe to her also the otheé murder

y?iWhicb entered the myth at this‘?eribd, that of Apsyrtos. Orig-

" inally, Apsyrtos' murder was the work of the Argdnautsaaf but

”'7 u '$ubh was the growing concept of the "barbaric Medea" that it

 was not ﬁhgﬁght too unnatural that she should kill her own

brother. By this time, Medea's magic powers had beén'iﬁtro-

.- duced %o the story of the trials, a feaﬁure'which led td‘é

. further increase in the importance of Medea, and a corresponding

'”fﬁéCrease in that of}Jasoh. This development reached its'peak
~ in Euripides' Medea, in which the most shocking crime of all,
" the murder of her children, was added to hér list. When
qu;lonios came to write his epic, the concept of Medea a8 &
:.:paééionéte, unprincipled, barbarian had become so much part
- 0of the story.that Apollonios could not omit it., Hende, al—_
.though his version does not extend to the Corinthian aftérmath,
rl'fhé mnurder of Apsyrtos is included, with Medea resPOngible, and
this in spite of a sympathetic and understanding écéountﬂof heQ;fi;
-léve‘for Jason. However, it ié precisely this pictufe df B
romantic love which was Apollonios; greatest'contribﬁtidn to
the story, and which has made his version sovpopular, both in
ancient and modern times, so'that we ﬁend ﬁo think hot so much
of "The Myth of'the’Argonauts"; as of "The Story of Jason and

Médea".

828ee above, p. 57.
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