GORGONS AT DELPHI?
Euripides, Ion 224

Xo. &’ 8viwg uécov dupoAov
vag ®oifov ratéyer dopog;
Iov  otéppoot vy’ évdutdv, dugi 8¢ Fopydves.
(Eur. Ion 223f1.)

The advent of Gorgons at the dugpards at Delphi has caused some
puzzlement in the past, though not perhaps as much as might have
been expected. What are they doing in this unlikely context? No-
one would have been more surprised than Aeschylus’ priestess
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(Eum. 341f.). On her visit to the temple she finds Orestes at the
dugpards and readily apprehends the reason of it (40: 6pd & &’
Supar®d utv &vdoa Beopvoii). However what sends her from the
temple in horror is the aspect of the Eumenides about him, and she
speaks of them thus (461f.)

1pd00ev 8¢ TAvdEOG ToDde Bovuaotog Adyog
e0deL yuvour@v év Bpdvololv fluevog —
ottoL yuvairag dA& Togydvag Méyw:

However, she goes on to say, they do not precisely resemble her
idea of the Gorgons, whom she has seen in pictures, nor the Har-
pies, for whom her source of information is the same (49-51). Yet
here in Jon, some forty years later, their presence as part of the
mis-en-scéne is taken for granted and indeed openly proclaimed
by another, and equivalent, temple official.

Nowhere else in literature or art do we learn of Gorgons at
the dugpardc. The only such decoration of which we know con-
sisted in the two eagles whose meeting from opposite ends of the
world over Delphi caused the site to be established there; accord-
ing to Strabo (9,3,6), who prefaces his account by giving the story
(and another, anonymous, version involving crows)! and ascribing
it to Pindar (fr. 54 S.-M.; cf. Paus. 10,16,3) deinvvtar 8¢ xai Sp-
Pardg TG &V T® Vad TETOUVIOUEVOS %al & adtd ab dvo elndvec ToD
woBov. This serves as a commentary on Pind. Pyth. 4,4 where the
prophetess delivers the oracle concerning Battus youotwv Audg
aleT®v mdeedog, 1.e. from the dugarde itself.

Commentators cannot be said to have helped here. Owen,
who starts with a spectacular misunderstanding of Eum. loc. cit. —
whereby the priestess endorses the presence of Gorgons in the
&dvtov as the most natural thing in the world — goes on to specu-
late “they were no doubt primitive sculpture and, having become
much worn, might be described in more than one way, and the
ordinary visitor would have to depend upon the account given of
them by the Delphians, who alone could enter the &8vtov”. Simi-

1) Cf. Plut. de def. or. 1. 409E, Lucian, de salt. 38 with schol. ad loc. (p. 144
Jacobitz), where there is a reference to a mosaic of the eagles in the vicinity of the
Supardg (Méyovory v Aehgolg Supardv eivar émil tob 88dpoug Tob ved kol meol
adToV aletov yeypdbor Gmd ovvBécems MBwv %ol Totto Epacxov O pécov
Gmdong g ¥iic), schol. Pind. Pyth. 4,6 (who tells us that the eagle images were
appropriated by the Phocians during the third Sacred War under Philomelus,
doubtless to be replaced by the mosaic just mentioned), schol. S. OT 480, schol.
Eur. Or. 331.
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larly J. G. Frazer?, noting the disunity in the sources on the na-
ture of the legendary birds (swans [Plut., loc. cit.] or crows are
rival candidates). The Gorgon is relatively distinctive, one
might think! Another guess he ventures is that Athenian pat-
riotism would welcome them there because of their importance
in the cult of Athena, which is no more plausible. Verrall per-
suades himself that they are the figures of the Moirai, of whose
Delphic role we learn from Pausanias (10,24,4). Though one
treats Pausanian topography in a detailed description with cau-
tion, the implication from the order of that account is that
they are neighbours to the £otio — and certainly not in the pri-
vate &dvtov (maplaci te & avtd Shiyol, loc. cit. 5 fin.), where
the dugohdg is notionally located in Jfon, giving this part of the
scene its point>.

Wilamowitz at least acknowledges the oddity and consid-
ers that their Gorgon-function was that of guardians of the
sacred ougpaldg; translating auepl as not ‘upon’ but ‘about’ he
suggests “dafl der Erdnabel vor profanen Blicken durch yoe-
y6veg geschiitzt war, oder vielmehr, dafl man sich auch dies er-
zihlte”. ].E.Harrison® suggests that the reference is to yoo-
yoveto. hanging from the &yonvév which draped the dugords —
this depends very much on her arguments ibid. concerning the
presence of that controversial accoutrement at Delphi; slightly

2) J. G.Frazer, Pausanias’s Description of Greece, New York 1898, V 314f.

3) Notionally; we are dealing witlI': a mythical temple imagined for the pur-
poses of this play, not a guide-book to the Delphi of Euripides’ own day, nor is the
position of the dpugardc in Classical times of relevance to this enquiry. (See recent-
ly Pierre Amandry, ‘Ou était 'omphalos?’, in: J.-F. Bommelaer (ed.), Delphes:
centenaire de la «Grande fouille». Actes du colloque Paul Perdrizet. Université des
sciences humaines de Strasbourg XII, Leiden 1992, 1771.)

4) Cf. U.v. Wilamowitz-Moellendorff, Pindaros, Berlin 1922, 79 n. 1.

5) J.E.Harrison, Aegis — &yonvdv, BCH 24 (1900) 261f. (cf. id., Themis,
Cambridge 21927, 396f.). As Wilamowitz (above, n.4) notes, the various glosso-
graphic notices which allege that an aiyic is a form of net constructed from otéppa-
1 are irrelevant, though they have played a long and confusing part in the discus-
sion (other sources: Hes. and the Suda s.v. alyig, Harpocration s.v. alyidag, Aelius
Dionysius ap. Eust. ad Il. 603.15 — who only tells us, correctly, that Gorgons are
associated with the alylc). The reason they have been adduced derives from
Hesychius 845 b Latte s.v. yopydveg: alyideg. ol 6¢ T &ni TV alyidwv medowsa,
which is almost certainly corrupt. What he intends to tell us, I imagine, is that
Gorgons appear upon Athena’s Panathenaic peplos — cf. id. supra yéoyeia- moocw-
meto, — and perhaps he wrote yopyewa: alyidog (Gvnuuévar)- ol 8¢ ta éni t@dv
alytdwv medowma. That is — “These are attached to the aegis. Some people go so far
as to call these ornaments Gorgons (as against Qoowsela) ™.
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differently, E.Bourguet® contemplates metal reproductions in a
similar setting.

However, it is also from archaeologists rather than philolog-
ists that the idea that the text is corrupt here has been forthcoming.

W.H. Roscher” wished to emend to dugi 8¢ yvdpoveg, refer-
ring especially to Ion 414f. on the 8ouwoy, if indeed it is they ot
mtinotov BGooovol Teimodog.

Studniczka® has made the only suggestion that has stood the
test of time (if inclusion in Gilbert Murray’s apparatus criticus is a
sign of that). Having pointed out that there is no room in any
Classical account (one might add, or iconography) for Gorgons in
the &dvtov, he suggests that an anapaest has dropped out of the text
and, relying upon the evidence for eagles quoted above, and upon
examples from art’, wrote

otéppact Y’ évoutdv, dupl 8¢ yooym
(xovoopaévvm ALdg olwvad. )

While approving Studniczka’s objections, I would like to suggest
another possibility, which involves less surgery.

P.Oxy. XV 1791 has fragments of Pindar, Paean 8, and
among them (fr. 521,70f. S.-M.) in the midst of an account of the
third temple at Delphi, we have the verses quoted in a corrupt
form by Pausanias 10,5,12, and by Galen, de artic. 18,1 p.519
Kiithn in a discussion of the appearance and derivation of the term
aletoclo.

68 £. yéhxeou putv toixol xéhxn[eai] | 6’ Hmd nioveg Eotacay |
xovoean & £E bmeg aletod | derdov Knindodvec.

6) E.Bourguet, Ruines de Delphes, Paris 1914, 248 and n. 1 (“probablement
les tétes de Meduse en métal qui étaient fixés 2 I'intersection des mailles de réseau”).
See too F. Courby, Fouilles de Delphes II, Paris 1927, 69f., 70 n.2.

7) W.H.Roscher, Omphalos. Eine philologisch-archiologisch-volkskund-
liche Abhandlung, Leipzig 1913, 61 and n.172. Cf. id., Neue Omphalosstudien.
Ein archiologischer Beitrag zur vergleichenden Religionswissenschaft, Leipzig
1915, 41 n. 73. His successor in this field, H. V. Herrmann (Ompbhalos, Orbis Anti-

uus 13, 1959), offers no discussion of the problem, in keeping with his usual
gisregard of the evidence from Jon.

8) F.Studniczka, Eine Corruptel im Ion des Euripides, Hermes 37 (1902)
258f. EiWhere both vy’ 8pvels and tépyw — vultures, apparently — are thankfully
rejected).

9) E.g. C.H.E. Haspels, Attic Black-figured Lekythoi, Paris 1936, app. XIII
(Haemon Painter), p. 242 no. 37; a Spartan grave relief (Herrmann [above, n. 7] Taf.
11 1).

10) Quoting from Pindar év toig ITheldow, a corruption of év Toig
Ioudouv.
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Pausanias’ interpretation of the mysterious Kn\ndéveg is important
— 1 &¢ T HoVE TAG XQuOdg & O TTivdagog foev &’ éxelve T vad . . .
obtog utv &M tadta &g uiunowv, éuol doxelv, TV map’ ‘Ounow
Sewpfivov émoinoe. That some creatures of the Siren type are in

uestion is further indicated by Philostratus, vit. Ap. 6,11, alsoin a
giscussion of Apollo’s construction of the early temples at Delphi
— £vOg & adT®dv nal yevodg tuyyag dvipar Aéyetar Zelfveov Tvoa
gneyovoag meldd. The reference to ‘wrynecks’ may be semi-
metaphorical for magical, bird-like images. There is also an inter-
esting, if cryptic, mention in Iamblichus, vit. Pyth. 18,82 —1{ ¢t
10 &v Aghpolc pavreiov; tetoontis Smeg dotiv 1 dopovia, v 7 af
Seipfiveg!?.

From this we learn that creatures of the polymorphous Siren
type were associated with the third temple at Delphi, and there is
no reason not to identify them with the KnAindéveg of Pindar, who
also gives us their location, as acroteria®®.

We then turn to three glossographic notices, which now as-
sume considerable significance.

Hesychius 843 Latte s.v. Tooyddwv: dMddmv. Aaddhe
SogoxMic (fr. 163 Radt)

Id. 845a Latte s.v. Togyidec af *Queavideg

Zonaras 448 Tittmann s.v. Togyddeg: ai déomorvar

The glossographic notices are curious and suggestive. If the intent
was merely to gloss an unusual form of Togydv then we would not
have this curious variety of apparent synonyms — ‘sea nymphs’,
‘Oceanids’, ‘the Great Goddesses’'*. When a compiler in the Suda
desired to tell us what Gorgons are, he gave an account that would

11) I am indebted to Dr. I. C. Rutherford for pointing this out to me.

12) Iamblichus is commenting upon Pl. Rep. 617B f. where the Sirens have a
comparable role in the cosmogony of the Myth of Er, as is Plut. de an. procr. in
Tim. 1029C. Cf. A. Delatte, Etudes sur la littérature pythagoricienne, Geneve 1974,
260f.

13) The identification with Sirens was made by Furtwingler (Arch. Zeit. 40
[1882] 383), with comparative evidence. Important too is the evidence from vit.
Soph. 15 (test. A 1 Radt) (a description of the tomb of Sophocles): gpaot 8 dt xai
@ wvAnott adtod oewpfjva énéotmooy, ot ¢ xnAndova yorxijv. Athenaeus (290E)
compares Pindar’s KnAndoveg with the Sirens even more explicitly, though he may
well have been unaware of the context — as now we know it.

14) That they could be classified as sea-nymphs, among so many other
different types, by their birth from Phorkys and Keto, is beside the point; that is
not their primary attribute in the Greek world. No-one (except a historian of
Greek religion) would gloss them as such, any more than one would ‘Harpies’ with
‘Keres’.
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fit well in any elementary classical dictionary (Togyéveg: Toeig yv-
vaixeg, al ToooTov elyov Pofepd T mTEdoWTITA (S TOUS HEMVTAS Ovijo-
%ewv: OV ulav dvekelv hoyyodgemdve tov IMegota). It is at least evi-
dent that Sophocles (the two Hesychean notices may be identical
in reference and the form with iota an error) had some more
general application in mind in the Daedalus from the following
train of reasoning: Had the glossographer merely intended to con-
vey the information that Sophocles in the Daedalus introduced an
unusual form of the name Togydv, the notice might have been
expected to read Topyddeg: Togydéves. Aadéhw Zogoxhiic. However
to adduce both the aberrant definition &\édec and give a specific
reference indicates that the point of the notice is not the form but
the unusual meaning there attached to it, which goes beyond the
norm. Had he not given the reference it would still be possible,
though surprising (see n. 10), to minimize the significance of this
evidence and to argue that, for Hesychius, Gorgon = Gorgas =
sea-nymph'>.

There is no recorded instance of T'opyd(v) used merely in
accord with its root meaning — the “Terrible Ones’. Togydc howev-
er is — most importantly for our purpose at Eur. Hyps. fr. 64, 77
p.-47 Bond (of the Lemniae)

7 7 7 3 7 b > 3
ol6 te Toeyddeg év Méxtgolg | Enavov edvétag

This, I suggest, cannot be and would not be interpreted as a
reference to the three Gorgons, who, undesirable though they may
be in themselves, are not associated with any such deeds. The
context suggests that the comparison is between the Lemniae and
daemones who lure men to their death — and that, taken in con-
junction with the evidence quoted here, implies that the Sirens are
in question. Nor should the equation of Siren and death-bringing
Ker in literature and art be ignored!®.

Even if this were not so, Zonaras’ remarkable gloss ai d¢0-
mowau evidently refers to some quite different personages.

I suggest that the Sirens are called T'opyédeg both in the glos-
sographic tradition!” and in the Hypsipyle-fragment discussed.

15) Ziegler, Gorgo, RE VII 2 (1912) 1634, fails to see this point.

16) J.E.Harrison, Prolegomena to the Study of Greek Religion, New York
1903, 1971f. Lycophron offers a further example of the metaphorical Togyédg at
Alex. 1349 - 7 mahipgowv Togydg, on which schol. vet. comment i dumomTinn
popov “Hoa 7 *Adnva, Tzetzes adding dudt tv yopydmra.

17) In regard to Zonaras’ evidence, it should be observed that the appellation
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From the Pindar fragment and probably from the reference in
Philostratus we learn that the Sirens were in some way thought to
be acroteria of the third temple at Delphi. They are however the
most obvious companions of Apolline cult, with their musical and
prophetic associations', and in a mythicized account of the temple
involving various traditions such as Euripides is composing here,
there is no reason why their location could not be altered, or a
further one invented, in order to suit his requirements.

Therefore I would propose in Ion 224

otéppaot v évdutdv, dupl d¢ 'opyddeg.

Balliol College, Oxford J.A.D.Irvine

he gives them has the air of a cult-title, manifestly inappropriate to the Gorgons,
but not so to the Sirens, on whose worship as sea-goddesses in S. Italy see Strabo
5,4,7; 1,2,12-13, Steph. Byz. s.v. Zetgnvodooar (cf. Zwicker, Sirenen, RE III A 1
[1927] 296, C. G. Pugliese, Sul culto delle Sirene nel golfo di Napoli, PP 7 [1952]
4201.).

18) Homer cast them in this role (from their invitation to Odysseus at Od.
12,184 ff.), and it is not surprising that Porphyry (qu. ad Hom. Od. pert. sect. 184,
p- 112 Schrader) interprets pavuxal Tiveg ai Zelijveg, 60ev yvweifovot totvoua.
For more ambitious connections, cf. E. Buschor, Die Musen des Jenseits, Miinchen
1944 with the review by J.R.T. Pollard, CR n.s. 2 (1952) 60f. A Siren and Apollo
are conjoined in C.V.A. London B.M. no.3 pl.38 1a though iconography, as
against literature, is so far of less help than we might think. This may be a matter of
pure accident.



