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more or less closely with others, and the versions that are found 
to vary at different times tum out to be new renderings, more or 
less extensive as the case may be, of the structures that lie beneath 
the very systems that are the object of a structural study. 

The second is less familiar. Myth is not only characterized by 
its polysemy and by the interlocking of its many diffe.rent codes. 
In the unfolding of its narrative and the selection of the seman
tic fields it uses, it brings into play shifts, slides, tensions, and 
oscillations between the very terms that are distinguished or 
opposed in its categorical framework; it is as if, while being mutu
ally exclusive these terms at the same time in some way imply . 
one another. Thus myth brings into operation a form of Iogic that 
we may describe, in contrast to the logic of non-contradiction 
of the philosophe.rs, as a logic of the ambiguous, the equivocal, a 
logic of polarity. How is one to formulate, even formalize, the 
balancing operations that can tum one term into its contrary while 
yet, from other points of view, keeping the two far apart? Ulti
mately, the mythologist has to admit to a certain inadequacy as 
he is forced to tum to the linguists, logicians, and mathemati
cians in the hope that they may provide him with the tool that 
he lacks, namely the structural model of another kind of logiC: 
not the binary logic of yes or no but a logiC different from that 
of the 1080s. 
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9. The l imited scale of production for the market throughout antiquity ( and 

especially in archaic times) seems to us to have been disregarded by some Marx

ists who have, in our opinion, overestimated the spread of exchange value in 
Greek social life and the hold that the category of commodities had on their 
minds. It may be useful to quote some texts: "But the production of commodi
ties does not become the normal, dominant type of production until capitalist 
production serves as its basis" ( Capital, Vol .  2 ,  p. 30); "In the ancient Asiatic 

and other ancient modes of production, we find that the conversion of prod
ucts into commodities . . .  holds a subordinate place which, however, increases 
in importance as the primitive communities approach ever nearer and nearer 
to their dissolution" (Capital, Vol.  1, p. 83 ); "Had we gone further, and enquired 

under what circumstances all ,  or even the majority of products take the form 
of commodities, we should have found that this can only happen with produc
tion of a very specific kind, capitalist production" ( Capital, Vol .  1, p. 166);  "It  
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versally becomes a commodity" (Capital, Vol .  1, p. 167 n);  "Aristotle is aware 
of the fact that the different things measured by money are entirely incommen

surable magnitudes. What he seeks is the oneness of commodities as exchange 
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it" (A Contribution to the Critique of Political Econom)" translated into English by 

S.w. Ryazanskaya, edited by Maurice Dobb; published by Lawrence & Wishart, 
1971 ) ;  "There was, however, an important fact which prevented Aristotle from 
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t,he inequality of men and of their natural labour powers. The secret of the expres

sion of value , namely that all kinds oflabour are equal and equivalent because, 
and in so far as, they are human labour in general, cannot be deciphered until 
the notion of human equality has'already acquired the fixity of a popular preju

dice. This, however, is possible only in a society in which the great mass of the 
produce of labour takes the form of commodities, in which, consequently, the 

dominant relation between man and man is that of owners of commodities. The 

262  



N O T E S  

brilliancy of Aristotle's genius is shown by this alone, that he discovered, i n  the 
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a soCiety based on the production o f  commodities, its general abstract form, is 
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are concentrated i n  the reservoirs o f  banks" (ibid. p .  1 37) .  
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insistent in consecrating the unique significance of marriage by opposing it sys

tematically to erotic seduction since, in default of an unequivocal legal defini
tion, the distinction between concubine and legitimate spouse remained in the 

fifth and fourth centuries somewhat hazy and uncertain." (Cf. infra, p. [166] . )  
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40. Apollodorus, Bibl., I I I ,  7, 5-6. Gernet writes: "We know of at least one 
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1 5 ,  1 3 .  
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dans la Gn!ce aridenne: I'oeuvre de Moses J. Finley," Archives europeennes de 
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44. L. Gernet, ','Notes de lexicologie juridique" in Melanges Boisacq (Brussels, 
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47. Life of Theseus, 1 3 , 4. 
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63.  Odyssey, I ,  277-8. 
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66. ibid. ll,  132 ;  cf. XX, 343-4. 
67. ibid. I I ,  223 f. ; cf. XVI, 73. 
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Law establishes between two cases: " If  the slave goes to. the free woman and 

marries her, their children will be free, but if the free woman goes to the slave 

and marries him, their children will be slaves" ( inscr. Cret. IV, 72, col . VI, 56 ;  
col. VI I  f.). 

72. Odyssey, XXI, 1 15-16. 

NOTE TO CHAPTER IV 

I. These two parallel studies were first produced by J. Gernet and J .-P. 
Vernant in November 1963 and published in the Bulletin de I'Association Guillaume 
Bude, Paris, 1964, 3, pp. 308-25 .  We should like to express our warmest thanks 

to Jacques Gernet for having allowed us to include the text of his comments . 
on China. 

NOTE TO CHAPTER V 
1 .  An earlier version of this text appeared in La naissance des dieux, Editions 

Rationalistes, Paris, 1966, pp. 55-78.  

NOTES TO CHAPTER VI 

I .  This text has already appeared in L 'Annee sOciologique, 195 3-1954, Paris, 
pp. 331-52.  

2 .  L.  Moulinier, Le pur et l'impur dans la pensee et la sensibilite des Grecs jusqu 'd 
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. I I . Are they. in effect. real ly so positivist and simple even for us? Why are 
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1 2. Odyssey, XXII .  439 and 480. On the religious meanings of the term kakon 

and its derivatives. cf. L. Gernet. Recherches sur Ie developpement de la pcnsee 
juridique et moraie en GT/1ce. pp. 241-2 and 245. 
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· 1 4. lIiad, XIX, 267. 
1 5 .  Moulinier, pp. 34, 64-70, 162-4. 
1 6. ibid. 163 and note 13 .  
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20.  L. Gernet,' Recherches, p.  3 17. 
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22. P. Chantraine and O .  Masson: "Sur quelques termes d u  vocabulaire reli

gieux des Grecs: la valeur du mot liyol; et de ses derives," Sprachgeschichte und 
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28. Cf. L. Gernet, Le Genie grec, p. 230. 

NOTE TO CHAPTER V I I  

1 .  This text was originally published as the Introduction to Marcel Deti

enne's The Gardens of Adonis: Spices in Greek Mythology. Translated by J. Lloyd. 
Hassocks; 1977 ; -
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NOTE TO CHAPTER V I I I  

1 .  This study has appeared i n  QEaderni Urbinati di Cultura Classica, Univer
sity of Urbino. 

NOTES TO CHAPTER IX 
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3. Cf. E. Benveniste, "Categories de pen see et de langue," Les Etudes Philoso
phiques, 195 8 , 4, pp. 419-29 . 
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' 1962. 
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