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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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6 .  Grundrisse, p .  479. 

7. ibid. pp. 475-6. 
8. ibid. p. 476. 
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  

is  only from this moment (the capitalist period) that the produce oflabour uni­
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 
values, and since he lived in ancient Greece it was impossible for him to find 

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 

seeing that to attribute value to commodities is merely a mode of expressing 
all labour as equal human labour, and consequently as labour of equal quality. 
Greek society was founded upon slavery and had, therefore, for its natural basis, 
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 
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brilliancy of Aristotle's genius is shown by this alone, that he discovered, i n  the 
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"does not sell his labour power to the owners of slaves any more than the bul­
lock sells his labour to the peasant. The slave is sold, including his labour power, 
once and for all to his owner." In this sense, the slave like the bullock or like a 

tool, remains, in the performance of his productive duties, outside the general 
system of social exchange just as �he is, as far as civic life-is concerned, outside 
society. Not only is the labor power of the slave not a commodity, but the prod­
�c-t of his lahor may not b-e either if,- for exainple, it is direcdy corisumed by 
his owner. For the product to become a commodity, the owner must decide to 

sell it in the market. But, even in this case, the labor of the shIve, not being a 
commodity, does not assume the abstract form of a general rule. It is not an "overall 

equivalent" in the context 9f.the circulation of commodities as a ""hole: It is a 
particular "service" rendered by the slave to his owner. To borrow Marx's own 

telTl)� ip Capital: "Here th�_part:i�la�_al1_d �l1atural forrn ?f labour and_riot, as in 
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a soCiety based on the production o f  commodities, its general abstract form, is 
the immediate social form of labour" (Vol. I ,  p .  82) .  The formulation Marx 
applied to statute labor (corvie) in the Middle Ages is completely valid for slave 
labor. "It was the distinct labour of the individual in its original form, the par­

ticular features of his labour and not its universal aspect that formed the social 
ti.es at that time" (A Contribution to the Critique of Politicol Economy, London, 
Lawrence

· & Wishart, 1971, p .  33 ) .  

1 9 .  Claude Mosse, La fin de la  democratie athenienne, Paris, 1962. 
20. "As money of account and in  the form of coins money assumes a local 

and political character, it  uses different national languages and wears d ifferent 

national uniforms. Coined money circulated therefore in the internal sphere of 
circulation of commodities, which is circumscribed by the boundaries of a given 
community and separated from the universal circulation of the world of com­
modities" (A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy, p. 107 [translation 

slightly modified] ) .  On the role and significance of the coinages of the city­
states, cf. E.  Will, "De l'aspect ethique de l'origine grecque de la monnaie," 
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are concentrated i n  the reservoirs o f  banks" (ibid. p .  1 37) .  
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function and is associated with the cereal-producing earth of Demeter; the con­

cubine, together with the hetaira, is associated with the domain of erotic seduc­
tion presided over by Aphrodite and represented, in the myth of Adonis, as 
incapable of giving rise to authentic and lasting fruits. Erotic pleasure and legiti­

mate marriage are classified into categories of thought which are the more firmly 
separated from one another precisely because, in social practice, the status of 

the palJakif remains in many respects equivocal, oscillating between the cour­
tesan with whom she may often be confused and the wife from whom she is 
often not clearly distinguished from an institutional point of view. Cf. on this 
problem, M.  Detienne, The Gardens of Adonis: Spices in Greek Mythology trans­

lated by J. Lloyd, Hassocks, 1977. In our introduction to this book, we wrote: 
"One might formulate the hypothesis that religious thought was all the more 
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] . )  
26 .  Cf. lliad, IX ,  146 and 288-90: Agamemnon promises Achilles that, over 

and above the presents to make reparation for the wrong he has done him, he 

will give him one of his own'daughters "ovo£ovov," exempting Achilles, as hus­
band, from offering any hedno, while Agamemnon will, notwithstanding give 

him many "J1ciAIQ" gifts in token of his gratitude; also Iliad, X I I I ,  365 ff. : 
Othryoneus asks for Priam's daughter without hedna, ("ovo£ovov" ), promising 
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27. Iliad, I, 114. 

28.  ibid. IX, 336 and 340. 
29. ibid. XIX, 291 f. 

30. ibid. XXI I ,  48. 

3 1 .  ibid. V I I I ,  302 f. 
32.  ibid. XI ,  lOI  f. 
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children, cf. Iliad, VI ,  69-7 1 .  

34. ibid. X I I I ,  17I f. 

35 .  Od,Vsse,V, IV, 3- 1 5 .  

3 6 .  ibid. XIV, 199 f. 
37:' ibid. I ; '429"f: :" :,�,;: 

38 .  Herodotus, I ,  60; Aristotle, Constitution of Athens, 14, 4; cf. L. Gernet, 

"Mariage de tyrans," in Hommage d Lucien Febvre ( Paris, 1954),  pp. 5 2-3 
Anthropologie de la Crcce antique, pp. 358-9. 

39. L. Gernet, op. cit. pp. 344-59. 

40. Apollodorus, Bibl., I I I ,  7, 5-6. Gernet writes: "We know of at least one 

hero, Alcmaeon, who was certainly bigamously married." 
4 1 .  Xenophon, Polity of the Lacedaemoriians, I, 7-8; Plutarch, Life of L,Vcurgus, 

1 5 ,  1 3 .  
42. Even though, as P. Vidal-Naquet rightly notes, "Economie et societe 

dans la Gn!ce aridenne: I'oeuvre de Moses J. Finley," Archives europeennes de 
sociologie,VI , 1965 , p. 1 19,  the' expression is supported by the authoTity of Aris­

totle, Politics, I I ,  1 268 b 40, "in the past the Greeks . . .  used to buy their wives 

-&ciiJ, �ach o�h��Trci, yuv�iKa dtdvou;;ro nap" d,uiiAlUv]." 

43. "Marriage, Sale and Gift in the Homeric World," in Revue' internatio­

nale des droits de I'Antiquite, 3rd series, I I ,  1 955 ,  pp. 1 67-94. 
44. L. Gernet, ','Notes de lexicologie juridique" in Melanges Boisacq (Brussels, 

1937). pp. 396-8; o bserva ti?ns sur Ie marlage en :Cn1ce,( typescript ofthe discus� , 

sion. Institut de Droit romain, University of Paris). 

1;;,. J:li'!mdQtus.VI .J 26-,W; cL L. (JelJle�, "Mariages de tytans," Anthropologie 
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de la GT/ice antique, pp. 365-7. 
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46. It is in this text of Herodotus that we find for the first time the term 

enBue with the verbs in active and passive forms: enBuan is used of the father 
engaging his daughter; enBuasthai of the future husband accepting the engage­
ment. It is significant that Cleisthenes engaged his daughter "according to 

Athenian law" by declaring: "i:yyutf; naiaa niv i:pn� AwapiaTnv VOPOJaI ACinvaitiJv." It 
perhaps suggests that the i:yyun was already included in Solon's laws on marriage. 

It certainly implies that Agariste is engaged to be married to Megacles so that 
she shall go and live with him in Athens as Bune enBuete and their children will 
be Athenian. The fact that it  is specifically noted suggests that the case could 

have been otherwise, and that when the marriage competition was over the cho­

sen son-in-law might have been installed in the house of his father-in-law ( as 
were many of Priam's sons-in-law) or, as in the case of the Argive marriage of 
Peisistratos, the sons might have remained, together with their mother, in the 

house of their maternal grandfather as citizens of Corinth, not of Athens. 
47. Life of Theseus, 1 3 , 4. 
48. Cf. L. Gernet, "Mariages de tyrans," AnthropoloBie de la GT/!ce antique, 

p. 350 f. 
49. Olympians, VI,  1 20 and 1 30. 

50. Cf. for example Pindar. Olympians, IX,  95. 
5 1 .  On the importance of this lineage that provided its daughters as wives, 

cf. L. Gernet, "Mariages de tyrans," AnthropoloBie de la Grece antique, pp. 35 1 
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52 .  Apollodorus, 1 . 9 , 8 and  I .  9 ,  1 1 .  
53 .  ibid. I I I ,  1 4. 1 8. 
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55 .  Herodotus, XI ,  122. 
56.  lphiBenia at Aulis, 49 f. 
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27 2 



N O T E S  
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Alkinous suggests to Odysseus, who has only just landed on the island, that he 
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down to dwell (cf. pCvwv) in Phaeacia, where the king would provide him with 
a house and riches (Odyssey, VI I ,  3 13-15) .  

59.  On this double aspect of the woman in marriage, cf. J .-P. Vemant, ,Hythe 
et pensee chez les Grecs (4th ed. ,  Paris, 1971),  Vol .  I, pp. 139-41. 

60. For an interpretation of this myth, cf. G. Dumezil, Les trois fonctions 
dans quelques traditions grecques, eventail de I'histoire vivante (Hom mage d Lucien 
Febvre);_ I I ,  1954, pp. 25-32, reprinted in My the et epopee, I ,  -pp;,580-6�:To the ­
evidence presented by G. Dumezil one may add the article by Collouthos, 
L'enlevement d'HeJene, which both in form and in substance brings new evidence 
to support his thesis. 

6 1 .  Euripides, Iphigenia at Aulis, 1 300 f. Mme Elena Cassin drew our atten­
tion to this difference between Athena and Aphrodite on the one hand and Hera 
on the other, and fully realized its importance in respect of the relation between 
marital status and sovereignty. 

62. Cf. w'K. Lacey, "Homeric tova and Penelope's KUP/O�," Journal of Hellenic 
Studies, 1966, pp. 5 5-65 . 

63.  Odyssey, I ,  277-8. 
64. ibid; I I ,  5 3 .  
6 5 .  ibid. I I ,  1 14�15 and 195-7. 
66. ibid. ll,  132 ;  cf. XX, 343-4. 
67. ibid. I I ,  223 f. ; cf. XVI, 73. 
68. ibid; XX, 341. 
69. ibid. XVI, 387-92 and XX, 334. 
70>ibid. II, 335-6; VI , 384-6; cL also XVI I, 80. 
7 1 : 1� � q�it� different s<:clal �nd historic�l co�-text; this link between the 

woman and her house also appears extremely dearly in the difference the Gortyn 
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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 
la fin du IVe siecle avant J.-c., Paris, Klincksieck, 1952.  

3 .  ibid. , p. 28 .  
4. He writes (p. 26) :  "Homer's heroes are devoted to hygiene." 
5. Hesiod. Works. �24-60; Moulinier. pp. 33-7. 

6.  Aeschylus. Eumenides, 238-9; cf. Moulinier. p. 183 .  
7. Antiphon. Choreutes; cf. Moulinier. p. 1 92.  
8 .  Antiphon. Herodes. 82-3. 
9.  Eugen Fehrle. Di� kullischc Keuschheit im Altertum. 1910. 

1 0. Moulinier. p. 296 . 
. I I . Are they. in effect. real ly so positivist and simple even for us? Why are 

grease and cosmetics on the face of a woman not regarded as uncleanliness? 
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 3 . Iliad, XXIV, 480 If.; Moulinier, p .  3 1  If. 
· 1 4. lIiad, XIX, 267. 
1 5 .  Moulinier, pp. 34, 64-70, 162-4. 
1 6. ibid. 163 and note 13 .  
1 7. Moulinier writes: "The Selli must be very strange people not  to  wash 

their feet" (p. 28). Another ritual obligation for the Selli is to sleep lying on the 
bare ground (Sophocles, Trachiniae, 1 166), a rule that is neither more nor less 
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bolism. It is true that if one accepts that "the defilement is the dirt itself," one 
can�ot help but find a religious injunction to keep one's feet dirty "very strange." 

- -- - - -T8-:- Even if,asnas Deen aemonsffifea;Hestia-; in-certain-aspects;-is particu�--- -- --- --- --- - -
larly related to sexual life.  

1 9. Moulinier (pp. 260-70) bases his remarks upon a number of question­
able points made by Rohde. L. Gernet, however, points out very clearly that the 

daimones "do not have individual personae"; "a 6aijJ(i)v is conceived as an imper­
sonal divine being"; �'tlJ.e. ISeres ,?f Er!nyes (asso�iated_with the ��ijJ�v�.()4:.'} I � 
134-5) are not so much individual 'spirits' but rather manifestations of this divine 

being, particularly when it is seen as unpropitious." Recherches, pp. 316 and 317.  
20.  L. Gernet,' Recherches, p.  3 17. 
2 1 .  ibid. , p. 3 2 1 .  
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 
WortbedeutuDg, Festschrift Albert Debrunner, 1954, 

23. Cf. Moulinier, p. 16. 
24. Chantraine and Masson, op. cit" ,and Moulinier, p. 250 If. 
25 .  Persae, 628. 
26. Moulinier, p. 272 If. 
27. ibid. 
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 

1 .  This study could not  have been written without Marcel Detienne's 
researches on the history, or prehistory, of a science of myth. I have drawn exten­
sively UPC,ln his findings, benefited from my discussions with him and made use 
of two of his as yet unpublished articles. I should like to take this opportunity 

to thank him for all the help he has given me. 
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editions of the Encyclopaedia of the Twentieth Century, Instftuto della Enciclopedia 
italiana, Roma, as an article entitled "Myth." 
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' 1962. 
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1 3 . Cf. P. Walcot, Hesiod and the Near East, Cardiff, 1966. 
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