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“KNOW THYSELF”

THROUGH THE DIALOGUE WITH THE OTHERS:
FORMATION OF THE ANCIENT CULTURAL
DICHOTOMY “HELLENES—BARBARIANS”

A. A. Sinitsyn

Aleksandr Aleksandrovich Sinitsyn

Candidate of Historical Sciences, Associate Professor
Saint Petersburg state University

The Russian Christian Academy for the Humanities
Saint Petersburg, Russia

E-mail: aa.sinizin@mail.ru

At the dawn of the European civilization, the description of the earth was
sooner a mythologization of space than an interest in the physical world. The main
thesis of this sketch purports that Antique Mythology as often as not is associat-
ed with amusing geography and ethnography, which makes it unique as compared
with myths of other nations. This can be traced throughout the Greek and the Roman
literature of classical antiquity — starting with the epic poems by Homer (8th cen-
tury BC) to Dionysiaca by Nonn Panopolis (5th century AD); the epic, hymnal,
legit, historical and geographical Greek “neo-mythology” is abundant in real, yet
even more so chimerical, images of faraway countries and nations £oyotot. A most
important aspect of Hellenic mythic stories — marvelous exotica and descriptions
of various ethnic geographical curiosities — is the indispensable outlandish atmo-
sphere, zoo-anthropomorphic monsters and other never-before-seen creatures, which
gave the antique audience an impression of actual distance. The ethnographic thought
and the Greek identity emerged as an outgrown of the dichotomy of the Hellenes
and “Barbarians”. The very first contacts of the Greeks with “Barbarians” provoked
antagonistic response, which made them aware of the two worlds — ours and theirs.
Exploration of the geographic space — extension of their universe — created mar-
ginal monsters in the mythic picture of the world. The realms beyond the oecou-
mene seemed to be inhabited by zoo-anthropomorphic, wild and hostile creatures.
Eerie xenomorphs of Hellenic tales were not taken for certain “otherworldly imps”
but for fairly “realistic wonders” from beyond our realm. These wondrous elements
in the Old Greek cultural macrocosm represented the contrast between the Greek
“civilization” and the “barbaric savagery” clashed during “the archaic globaliza-
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tion”. The world got jinxed within the space of the myth; the Hellenes were getting
“estranged” from their alien neighbours: Egyptians, Thracians, Scythians, Persians,
Jews et al. The encounter with others caused the Greek universe to clam up: by dis-
covering “barbarians” the Hellenes distanced and estranged themselves. The ancient
ethnographic legends were governed not by pragmatic considerations aimed at com-
mercial competition and mercantile interests but by the mythopoetic spirit of the Hel-
lenes, their flamboyance, hot spiritedness, wanderlust, quests and discoveries. Tales
of queer marginal and foreign monsters, outlandish exotica were meant to remind
those of “us” of “other realms in the world”, full of danger yet challenging.

Keywords: geography and ethnography, imago mundi, Greek myths, Homer,
epic, drama, art, exotic ornamentation, Hellenes and Barbarians, neighbours,
Scythians, Egyptians, Persians, ours and theirs, wonders and monsters, “the archaic
globalization”

«ITIO3HAM CAMOTIO CEBS»
YEPE3 AMAAOT C APYTUMMU:
CKAAABIBAHUE AHTUYHOM OTHOKYABTYPHOM
AUXOTOMHUHU «IAANHBI—BAPBAPHI»

A. A. Cuanupia

Anexcandp Anexcandposuys Cunuyoin

Kananaar uctopudeckux HayK, AOLICHT
Canxr-ITetepOyprekuii rocyAQpCTBEHHBIH YHHBEPCUTET

Pycckast xpucTHAHCKAS TYMAHUTAPHAS AKAACMUS
CaHKT-HeTep6ypr, Poccusa

E-mail: aa.sinizin@mail.ru

B omimame ot Mudonornit Apyrux HapoIoB, Kiaccudeckast MU(QOJIOTHS HCKOHHO
CBsI3aHA ¢ aTHOTeorpadueil. [peBHerpedeckne nMpeaanus, IoIyqHBIIHe 00paboTKy
B JIOWIE/IIEM JI0 HAC KOPITyCE€ HCTOYHUKOB — OT anudeckux nosMm [omepa (VIII B.
JI0 H. 3.) 10 «JlmonucoBbix nesHuit» Houna ITanonomuranckoro (V B. H. 3.), —
MOATBEPIKIAFOT ITOT Te3HC. [ eorpaduyeckoe TyBCTBO AIUIMHOB €CTh YyBCTBO IPO-
CTPAHCTBA, M OHO MPEIoIaraeT MU(pOIOTH3ALUI0 OHOTO. DIHYECKasi, TAMHIYCCKas,
JpamMaTH4YecKasi, ICTOpUYeCcKasi, reorpaduueckas u (puiocopckas HEOMUPOIOTHUS
9IUIMHOB TOJIHA PEalbHBIX U B elle OoubIieii cTeneHn (paHTaCTHYCCKHUX MPE/ICTaB-
JIEHUH O MaJdbHHUX CTPaHax, IIe «HAa HEBEAOMBIX JOPOXKKAX CIeIbl HEBHIAHHBIX
3Bepeity. Mudonoruzanus CiyKuiia caMOUIeHTH()UKAIIUK JPEBHUX TPEKOB Uepes
COIIOCTABIICHHUE CBOCTO MHUPA M MUPA UYKOTO (CTPaHHOTO ¥ MOHCTPYO3HOTO). Takoe
pacrmpeneneHre cTajJo OCHOBOH HMX MPENCTaBICHUS 00 OMKyMEHE U KOCMHUYECKOM
TOpsIAIKE: TICHTP U Tiepr(epusi, MbI I OHU, CBOW M HHOW MUpPBI. Hanmdaue npyrux Mu-
POB COZIEIICTBOBAIO CaMOOIIPEACICHHUIO AUINHOB, HX OTTPAaHWICHHIO OT KYIBTypPHO
Yy’>KIBIX COCEJICH, C OHOW CTOPOHBI, a C IPYTOif, TO3BOJISIIO UM 0OPECTH OIIyIICHUE
LIMPOTHI MIPOCTPAHCTBA, OTPOMHOCTH BCelIeHHOH. [1OBBIIIEHHBII HHTEpPEC TPEKOB
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K HHAKOBOMY, 3alpeIeIbHOMY, MHPY — CBOETO POJia «KMaHUSI HTHO3EMHOT0)» — SBUIICS
OCHOBOI1 MEXKYJIBTYPHBIX KOHTAKTOB M IIEPBOTO BUTKA «AHTUYHOH I100aIH3aHN».
ONAMHCKUHA MUP «3aKOJIOBBIBAJICSY B IPOCTPAHCTBE MU, U IPOUCXOAUIO KOTUY-
MKJICHUE» 3JIMHOB OT COCEeH: eTUNTSH, (pakuiilieB, Cku(os, IEPCOB, EBPEEB U MPO-
4ynx. OTHOTrpauUecKast MBICIIb U TpedecKasi HICHTUIHOCTb POAUINCH KaK MPOIYKT
JUXOTOMHH 3JUTHHOB U «BapBapoBy. OCHOBHAA AnuGEepPeHITNANST MEKITY CBOUMH
U 4y>KMMH, TPEKaMU U He-TPEKaMU, COXPaHsUIach Ha IPOTSHKEHUU BCE aHTUUHOCTHU.
CtpacTs K gyaecam 1 H300pakeHNEe MapTHHAIEHBIX MOHCTPOB B OITMCAHIH MOPCKUX
Ty TEIIeCTBUH OBUIN YHACIETOBAHBI CPETHEBEKOBON arrorpadudeckoil TpaauiieH,
YTO MbI BCTpEYaeM U B BU3AHTHUICKOI IuTeparype.

Knouesvie crosa: reorpadus u dSTHOTpadus, imago mundi, Tpedeckue MUQBI,
Tomep, s110¢, JTHPHKA, Apama, HCKYCCTBO, IK30THUYECKAst ApTyMEHTALHS, SJUTHHBI U Bap-
Bapbl, COCEH, CKU(BI, CTUIITIHE, IEPCHI, CBOU U Iy)KHE, Uyacca U UyIUIIa, «apXau-
gecKast III00aTu3aIisn

1. THE FIRST “ENLIGHTENED SEAFARERS”
AND INTERCULTURAL COMMUNICATION

At the dawn of European civilization, the first “enlightened seafarers” were
discovering a mysterious universe, cultivating amazing stories about foreign
lands and the wonders they beheld. They would tell and retell their adventures,
and each time, quite naturally, adding something new to embellish their tales.
Along with the exploration of the oecumene and the expansion of knowledge
about it, the world was being mythologized'.

In the beginning there was a legend, and this legend was of the Greeks’
creation. It concerned a hero whom the gods had condemned to long travels,
and as he journeyed he encountered untold marvels on strange seas and in for-
eign lands. The hero of this European myth is none other than the crafty Odys-
seus, avnp ToAvtpomrog, and

Many were the men whose cities he saw and whose mind he learned, aye,
and many the woes he suffered in his heart upon the sea, seeking to win his
own life and the return of his comrades?.

These lines of poetry are attributed to the legendary Homer, whom the great
geographer Strabo, with a reference to his predecessors, calls “the founder
of the science of geography’. The “archaegetes” of geography and ethnogra-

' On the initial understanding of the oecumene by the Hellenes: Ditmar 1973; Ramin
1979; Andreev 1990, 121-176; Jacob 1991; Bichler, Sieberer 1996, 116—155; Hiibner 2000;
Heilen 2000; Adams, Roy 2007; Rathmann 2007; Raaflaub, Talbert 2010; Dueck, Brodersen
2013; Almagor, Skinner 2013; Trzaskoma, Smith 2013; Kaplan 2014, 298-311; Podosinov
2014; Podosinov 2015; McPhail 2015; Bianchetti, Cataudella, Gehrke 2016.

2 Homer, Odyssey, 1. 3-5; as translated by A. T. Murray in Murray 1927, 3.

3 See Strabo, 1. 1. 2: apymyémy eival tiig yeoypagikiig unetpiog ‘Ounpov; Strabo
is cited according to the translation by H. L. Jones in Jones 1960, 5; ¢f. Strabo, 1. 1. 11:
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phy, Homer speaks of many exotic places in the world that Odysseus had visited,
about his encounters with the peoples £oyatot (“living at the edge of the world”)*
and various “uncivilized” creatures. Homer’s narration of the travels of the king
of Ithaca reflected the picture of the ancient Greeks’ vision of the world®> — an
echo of the active intercultural communication in the first centuries of the first
millennium BC®.

The ancient Greeks, of course, created countless myths about gods and he-
roes in which the theme of fantastic travels played a key role. Singers composed
songs about Jason and the Argonauts, Heracles’ voyages, Dionysus’ “world
travels”, Zeus’ exploits, [o’s peregrinations, and Triptolemus’ “round-the-world
tour” in a magic chariot. Others concerned Aeneas, Theseus, Pelops, Perseus,
Telemachus, Orestes and a host of many other legendary travelers, Kulturtrae-
gers and wanderers’.

®aldccioc Piog of the Hellenes determined their spatial and mental
universe®. Greek seafarers were, for John Boardman, the first to explore a/l
the coasts of the Mediterranean Sea, which by right they regarded as their own’,
all other seas seemed alien to them, even “inhospitable” (at first the Black Sea
was called “the Inhospitable Sea” — "A&ewog movtoc). The Greeks were the first
to venture to the Pontus Euxinus, to explore the Azov and the Adriatic Seas,

‘Ounpog ti¢ yeoypapiog np&ev (“Homer was the first geographer™); Strabo, 8. 3. 3 et al. loc.
On Strabo’s attitude to the first wandering “poet-geographer”: Schenkeveld 1976; Biraschi
2005; Dueck 2005; Kim 2010, 47-84; Patterson 2013, 213-215; Prontera 2016, 239-258.

41t is noteworthy that within the limited geographic realm of the Greeks prior to the col-
onization movement of the 8th century BC, following from Homer’s epos. £oyotot— that is,
people who inhabited the remotest edges of the oecumene — were Phaeacians (on the island
of Scheria, now Corfu; Homer, Odyssey, 6. 204—-205) and Ithacians (on the island of Itha-
ca; Homer, Odyssey, 9. 24-25), who dwelt at western boundaries (at the farthest reaches
of the oecumene, according to Homer, see, for example, Podosinov 2012, 76-80, 85; Po-
dosinov 2015, 20-25, with references to literature).

5 For more details see below.

¢ On this subject: Boardman 1999; also Boruhovi¢ 1976; Burkert 1984; Yailenko 1990,
119-227; Purcell 1990, 29-58; Gindin, Tsymburskii 1996; Andreev 1996; Andreev 2010,
13-16, 23-27, 609-627; Vlassopoulos 2007, 91-111; Vlassopoulos 2013; Dihle 2009; Ulf
2009, 81-132; Ulf 2014a, 469-504; Podosinov 2011a; Louden 2011; Podosinov 2013a;
Podosinov 2013b; Whitmarsh, Thomson 2013; Haubold 2014, 325-342; Rollinger 2014;
Podosinov 2015; Roller 2015; Saprykin 2018, 15 ff., 43 ff., 250 ff., 319 ff., et al.

”On wandering heroes in ancient mythology: Meuli 1921; El’nitskii 1962; Ramin
1979; Vojatzi 1982; Bernand 1985; Andreev 1990; Hiibner 2000; West 2005; Montiglio
2005; Shaub 2007, 58—-79; Sulimani 2011; Zahrnt, Zahrnt 2012; Podosinov 2012; Podosinov
2013a; Podosinov 2013b, passim (and version of reconstructed maps of mythical heroes’
travels: ill. 12-16, 19-23, 29-34); Musbakhova 2013; Garland 2014; Podosinov 2015, 14 ff.,
551, 70 ff., 83 ff., 96 ff., 124 £, 131 ff.; Musbakhova 2015; Burgess 2016.

8 See Janni 2016.

° Cf.J. Boardman’s thesis: “The Greeks were the first to explore a// the coasts of the in-
land sea and the Black Sea ... To all intents it had become ‘their’ sea without being settled
or ruled by them” (Boardman 2014, 213).
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and to reach the north-easternmost and westernmost parts of the oecumene.
Throughout the centuries — in the age of the European “sea lovers” and their
first discoveries — the process as defined by J. Boardman was one in which
the Greeks “learned in the east, teaching in the west”!°. In cultural terms, Od-
ysseus and Jason’s fellow countrymen had created their own world: they had
explored it, found meaning in it and expressed it in logos.

As cultural treasuries of experience and meaning, myths are of paramount
importance for the understanding of the picture of the world. And it is this spe-
cific aspect of ancient mythology which best illuminates the Greeks’ perception
of alien lands and their inhabitants rather than the history of contact between
the Hellenic and alien world that I find most compelling.

2. COLOR EXOTICUS OF ANCIENT GREEK LITERATURE

Contrary to other peoples’ mythologies, the classical tradition' is closely
related to ethno-geography. As Fritz Graf, a Swiss scholar of ancient religions
and mythologies, noted, “Greek mythology is firmly anchored in geography™'2.
The ancient Greek tales that, transformed, constitute the corpus of sources now
available — from Homer’s epic poems (8th century BC) to Nonnus of Panopo-
lis’s Dionysiaca (5th century AD) — reinforce this argument. The epic, hymnal,
dramatic, historical, geographical and philosophical neo-mythology of the Hel-
lenes is full of real and, even more so, fantastical ideas of distant lands where
“there, on unknown paths, are trails of beasts unseen before”.

We find ethno-geographic themes in the earliest literature of the West:
sporadically in the /liad, globally in the Odyssey, an adventurous epic poem,
where they are instrumental in shaping the plot'*. Homer’s geographic sweep
is almost universal: his knowledge encompasses almost the entire oecumene.
He describes the mental pattern of the world through Odysseus’ adventures
while sailing the seas. The space related by Homer is full of various geograph-

19 Boardman 1999; ¢f. Boardman 2014.

' Above all, ancient Greek mythology is basic while Roman mythology is “secondary”,
“derivative” in essence. The same holds true of geography, which was noted by Aleksandr
Podosinov in his introduction to Roman geographic sources (Podosinov 2011b, 9). See
Dueck, Brodersen 2013, 24-27.

12Graf 2011, 211; see also Dueck, Brodersen 2013, 29-45; Patterson 2013, 201-221;
Armstrong, Clarke 2018, 26-35.

13 On ethnography and ethno-psychology in Homer’s poetry, see, for example: Schwabl
1962, 3-23 (and the discussion, pp. 24-36); Andreae, Parisi Presicce 1996; Malkin 1998;
Gratsianskaja 1999, 46—58; Dougherty 2001, passim; Ivanchik 2005; Louden 2011; Skinner
2012; Vlassopoulos 2013, 165—187; on Homer’s geography: Meuli 1921; Bérard 1927-1929;
Hennig 1934; Dickie 1995, 29-56; Knight 1995; Ivanchik 2005; Ivanchik 2008; Warnecke
2008; Machinskii, Musbakhova 2009; Dihle 2009, 26-27, 35-36; Wolf 2009; Cole 2010;
Podosinov 2011a; Podosinov 2012; Bili¢ 2012; Dueck, Brodersen 2013, 29-34, 36; Yailenko
2013, 11-43; Musbakhova 2013; Garland 2014; Musbakhova 2015, 665-666; Podosinov
2015; Bili¢ 2016.
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ic and ethnological, (sub)territorial and cosmic (in the ancient sense) fanta-
sies'*. But it is in this mode that space is cloaked in myth — it is contemplated
and spelled out as a certain being. The Poet’s thorough understanding of the wan-
derings of his long-suffering hero and the “reconstruction” of the mythoepic
map of Odyssey’s routes seem to correlate with the visions of the oecumene
that the Hellenes had in those days'. Podosinov’s argument seems reasonable
when he says that those who listened to Homer’s songs formed a literal percep-
tion of the imago mundi that he depicted; the contemporary audience the bard
aimed at must have understood the geographic and ethno-geographic meanings
of the poetic narration of Odysseus’ wanderings'®.

Ethnic and geographic reminiscences frequently occur in ancient Greek
tragedy, comedy and satyr play. Outlandish, “barbaric” plots and realities re-
flected in Attic drama were thoroughly studied by Helen H. Bacon!” and Edith
Hall'® (in tragedy), and Timothy Long! (in comedy)®. In addition, after perus-
ing the geographic discourse of ancient Greek drama, André Bernand®' outlined
the mental “map of the tragic”: the French researcher studied the oecumenic
ideas that the Hellenes had through the prism of 5th century tragedy. Bernard’s
book on geography based on his analysis of tragedy triggered a debate about
“space in ancient tragedy” (“I’espace dans la tragédie antique”)** and even
“geo-tragic space” (“I’espace géo-tragique”)>.

14 See Berger 1904; also Ballabriga 1998; Holscher 2000; Couprie 2011.

5 Cf. Meuli 1921, 52-54; Evsiukov 1988, 39-41; Podosinov 2012, 72-79, 88-95,
105-109; Podosinov 2015, 9-11, 20-24, 145, 148, 151.

16 See Podosinov 2012, 107-109 and Podosinov 2015, 12—13, 151, with a reference
to K. Meuli’s and A. Ballabriga’s opinion with a reference to Meuli’s and Ballabriga’s
(Podosinov 2012, 108, n. 150; Podosinov 2015, 13, n. 7). As to Homer’s contemporary
audience, the very conception is vague. Indeed, since the /liad and the Odyssey reflect
heterogeneous-in-time geographic concepts — we find echoes of the new, early archaic,
worldview shared by the elite and those of the rudimentary views typical of the “Homeric”
and “pre-Homeric” — Creto-Mycenaean — ages; see R. J. A. Talbert’s remark: “Like other
aspects of the poems, Homer’s geography is a mixture of memories from the Mycenaean
world, contemporary knowledge of the eighth or early seventh century BC, and fairy tale”
(Talbert 2003, 8).

17Bacon 1961.

'8 Hall 1989.

1 Long 1986.

2T will mention the collection prepared by Thomas Harrison (Greeks and Barbarians
2002) which encompasses works on the topic written in the last thirty years; first of all,
there are articles by S. Goldhill (Goldhill 2002, 50-61) and S. Said (Said 2002, 62—100)
on “barbaric” themes in classical tragedy; and the works by E. Hall (Hall 2002, 133-152)
and J. Rudhardt (Rudhardt 2002, 172—-185) on the influence of foreign religion and mythol-
ogy on Hellenic beliefs and tales. There is also the book by J. E. Skinner “The Invention
of Greek Ethnography: From Homer to Herodotus. Greeks overseas” (Skinner 2012).

2 Bernand 1985.

22 Broc 1987, 745-746.

3 Tissier 1989, 38.
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The mythological foundation of Greek Thespian art had largely deter-
mined its ethno-geographic context (scores of plays loosely based on tales
of the Argonauts, the Trojan myth cycle, and so forth). Insofar as one can
judge, this important aspect of tragedy can be traced back to the early 5th cen-
tury BC — from Athenian works that are fully extant or are in fragmentary>.
But it is noteworthy that in the majority of tragedies Oriental elements have
no bearing on the content, but serve as a kind of exotic ornamentation®. Such
“tricks” in ancient Greek drama must have been meant to enhance the effect
on the theatrical audience, by presenting a partial bias to foreign, “barbarian”,
curiosities®.

The works of the first Greek travelers, learned geographers and ethnog-
raphers — from the so-called “logographers”, historians and storytellers
of the 6th — 5th centuries BC to the philosopher-“ethnologist” Stephan of Byz-
antium (works by Hecataeus and Herodotus, Diodorus of Sicily and Dionysius
of Halicarnassus, Strabo and the seafarer, geo-mythographer Pausanias, the au-
thor of the famous Description of Greece, and many others) — are exciting
stories in which, in spite of the rationalistic criticism of myths (to different
extents), elements of the magic play an important role.

Aclian, an educated Roman citizen, summarizes a famous passage
from the Thaumasia by the Greek historian Theopompus, who recounts a con-
versation between Midas the Phrygian and Silenus, the son of a nymph. Silenus
is said to have informed his interlocutor about many amazing wonders:

Europe, Asia and Libya are islands, around which the ocean flows,
and the only continent is the one surrounding the outside of this world.
He explained how infinitely big it is, that it supports other large animals
and men twice the size of those who live here.?” ... He added an even more
remarkable fact. He said that some men called Meropes live among them
in numerous large cities, and on the edge of their territory is a place named
Point of No Return, which looks like a chasm and is filled neither by light nor
darkness, but is overlaid by a haze of a murky red colour. Two rivers run past
this locality, one named Pleasure, the other Grief?*... If someone is prepared

24 Hall 1989; Sinitsyn 2011b; Vlassopoulos 2013, 162, 195-196; Kennedy 2014
(with literature).

2 As previously pointed out Sinitsyn 2011b, 224-225; Sinitsyn 2012b; Sinitsyn 2013,
223-224.

26 On the exotica in the Attic tragedy see Bacon 1961; Diller 1962; Borukhovich 1974;
Hall 1989, passim; Said 2002; Cartledge 2002, 8-17, 36-50; Rung 2005, 133—-144; Mari-
novich 2006, 14—-17; Sinitsyn 2006; Sinitsyn 2008; Sinitsyn 2011a; Sinitsyn 2011b; Sinitsyn
2012a; Sinitsyn 2012b; Sinitsyn 2013; Braginskaia, Koval’ 2008; Garvie 2009; Papadodima
2010, 1-42; Vlassopoulos 2013, 19-22, 161-164, 180—184 et al.; Kennedy 2014, 2.

27 Silenus continues by noting that the continent has strange towns and that the inhab-
itants practice odd customs.

28 At this point, there is a description of both mythical rivers, whereupon the account
ends with Silenus taking all this with cum grano salis.
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to believe the author from Chios, let this tale be credited; but to me he seems
a clever inventor of stories, both in this and in other cases®.

In the ancient literary tradition (as in life, I presume), the deeds performed
by historical persons were compared to the wanderings of mythic heroes. Such
is the case in an episode from Plutarch’s Parallel Lives:

No Hellene before Cimon and no Roman before Lucullus carried his
wars into such remote lands, if we leave out of our account the exploits
of Heracles and Dionysus, and whatever credible deeds of Perseus against
the Aethiopians or Medes and Armenians, or of Jason®, have been brought
down in the memory of man from those early times to our own?'.

Both of these excerpts have been chosen as examples of a fanciful eth-
no-geography, and, as often as not, with the author’s critical attitude to details,
and even to the very essence of the story.

The specific color exoticus of ancient Greek literature testifies to the Hel-
lenes’ mania of the foreign. As Kostas Vlassopoulos famously said about
the creation of the imaginative universe by the “logographers” (sic: the world
expressed in logos), “myth and ethnography were combined in order to create
a literary universe (italics mine. — 4. S.) which expanded immensely in both
space and time™?2,

3. THE ANCIENT GREEKS-ODYSSEANS, WANDERING SPIRIT
AND THE GREAT GREEK COLONIZATION

This peculiarity of the mythopoetic vision of the world was caused
by the mobility of the Greeks, their constant contacts with their neighbours,
the acme of which falls in the Archaic Period (8th—6th centuries BC) — the era
of the Great Greek colonization®. Sometimes, in scholarship we come across
an opinion that stories about never-seen-before monsters and various outlandish
wonders were spun by Greek traders, for whom such fables had a “pragmatic
meaning”, that is, they served, first and foremost, their commercial interests.

¥ Aelian, Varia historia, 3. 18; Aelian is cited after the translation by N. G. Wilson
in Wilson 1997 145, 147, 149.

30 Plutarch proceeds, but with a shade of distrust in the legendary.

31 Plutarch, Cimon, 3; Plutarch is cited after the translation by B. Perrin in Perrin 1968,
411.

32 Vlassopoulos 2013, 181.

33 1 refer to the publications in the new collection “Kulturkontakte in Antiken Welten:
Vom Denkmodell zum Fallbeispiel” (Rollinger, Schnegg 2014), and especially to the two
long chapters prepared by Christopher Ulf (Ulf2014, 469-504 and Ulf2014, 507-566 = Ulf
2009), to whose anniversary this volume is dedicated. A wide range of topics and methods
used by researchers represents various aspects of the same problem of Kulturkontakte.

3*Igor Surikov has frequently pointed to the “merchant folklore” as “mpaktikog pdhog™:
“Among merchants of different epochs and civilizations such stories were common, es-
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There is a strong possibility that there was a commercial reason for composing
such tales, but its role is unlikely to be of primary importance, and besides
it is highly problematic to establish it as a fact.

People who told such stories were Greek sailors, warriors, colonists, traders,
emigrants, pilgrims, and “tourists”, all of whom created legends about foreign
curiosities, and wanderings full of adventure and dangers®. In the first centuries
of European history, these amazing tales sustained the interest of Greeks about
the unknown world. It seems that it was the cultural and psychological factor
that played a key role. The dynamic relations between the Greeks and their
neighbours, which grew out their colonizing efforts, was based on the Greek
propensity of curiosity, exploration, and a yearning for the unknown¢.

The Russian historian, Yu. V. Andreev, renown for having criticized
O. Spengler’s argument regarding the Greek aversion of infinity of space, con-
tributed to the understanding of this wandering spirit:

The Greeks, as they are, were literarily so obsessed with the urge
to devour space, forever ‘desiring to change places’, that they had traveled
all over the Mediterranean in their rickety boats... No wonder that the Greeks
were the first of the ancient peoples to take up the description of all the lands
known to them, and they drew the first maps, thereby laying the foundations
of geography*’.

The crafty and audacious Odysseus is the paragon of Hellenic vivacity
and keen-wittedness, and the ancient Greeks in turn were Odysseans, successors
and imitators of the legendary wandering captain: both in reality as seafarers
and in their imagination — pilgrims of the mythic space, and poets of dreams.
Such are the ancient Greeks as opposed to the contemporary Greeks, their
descendants. This remark derives from the author’s observation of the Greeks
after having spent years traveling throughout Greece: Crete, the Peloponnesus,
central Greece and eastern Sicily — Magna Graecia. Contemporary Greeks
appear to this researcher in comparison to their distant ancestors apathetic,
long settled-down and firmly anchored. The spark that had set off the Argo-
nauts and Odysseus on their travels is long gone. Cunning and impertinent

pecially those on the fancied side and fuelling horror. ... They were told with a sole aim
to drive away potential competitors so that those listening to these stories would never dream
of going to India themselves in search of gold and then face monstrous and bloodthirsty
ants” (Surikov 2009, 272); cf. similar explanations in his other works: Surikov 2011, 450
(both remarks refer to Herodotus’ account of the Issedones); Surikov 2013, 193-194 —
again about the giant ants standing guard over gold, the tricks of the Indians stealing gold,
and the instinct of the she-camels in Herodotus’ “Indian logos” (accompanied by a long
quotation Herodotus, 3. 102-105).

35 See Garland 2014.

3¢ On agonic spirit and rivalry as the core of ancient Greek culture see, for example:
Zaicev 1993; Zaitsev 2000; Andreev 1998/1999.

37 Andreev 2013, 23.
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as the contemporary Greeks may be, they are rather contemplative, reflecting
an Oriental manners, more sedentary than agile, and less spiritually vibrant.
These ethno-psychological transformations are the result of having become
for centuries reliant on their settled way of life: ruthless Clio had played a low-
down trick on these descendants of the first “civilizers” of Europe.

4. THE IMAGE OF “THE OTHER”
AND THE ETHNO-CULTURAL POLARIZATION

As previously noted, it is the ancient Greeks who had discovered “bar-
barians”, and not vice versa®. It is the Hellenes who had started the “cultural
dialogue” in which they themselves played the leading role.

Very complicated and controversial was the picture of cultural interaction
of the two ethnic arrays®. For a long time, the Greeks played the leading
role of the Kulturtraeger or donors of cultural values while barbarians had
to consider themselves satisfied with the role of passive recipients*.

In ancient Greek literature, especially drama, and the visual arts, particular-
ly Attic vase painting, the real and imaginative “the Other” is seen, as it were,
from a hellenocentric point of view. Generally, the Others is composed of ex-
aggerated types. The image of “the Other” served to present the ideal image
of the Greeks for the sake of their own self-awareness and self-identification®.
The literature on this topic is extensive. Therefore, I will confine my referenc-
es only to those works of Classical scholars of the past quarter of the century,
and will omit cultural studies also undertaken on this topic, of which the num-
ber has recently grown exponentially**.

3% See Andreev 1996, 5 = Andreev 2010, 611; ¢f. Surikov 2007, 151; Surikov 2009, 24;
Surikov 2011, 622; Surikov 2012 (2015), 277.

¥1. e., the Greek and the “barbarian” worlds.

40 Andreev, Marchenko 2005, 8. In fact, the author deliberately discusses here
the Greek-barbarian contacts in the north-eastern periphery of the oecumene; see The Greeks
and Barbarians 2005, passim; also cf. Andreev 1996, 9—10, 11-12; Marchenko 1999; An-
dreev 2010, 616-617, 619-621; Vinogradov 2009, 6—7; Vinogradov, Goroncharovskii 2009,
13-14, 17-19, 26-28.

41 Specifically for this topic in ancient literature see the edited work by Beth Cohen
(Cohen 2000), which brings together publications by experts in various fields of Classical
studies. Cf. the most recent publications of the Blackwell Companions to the Ancient World
on Greek Art: Smith, Plantzos 2012, esp. part III “Contacts and Colonies” (pp. 291-396) —
articles by S. Weber, V. Kose, J. Bouzek et al., and chapter 23 in the volume 2, “The Non-
Greek in Greek Art” prepared by B. Cohen (2012, 456-479); see also Vlassopoulos 2007;
Vlassopoulos 2012; Vlassopoulos 2013.

42 Hall 1989, 911 et al. loc.; Coleman 1997, 175-220; Cartledge 2002, 8-77, esp.
pp. 51-77; Georges 1994, 14-16; Gratsianskaia 1999; Gratsianskaia 2002; Lissarrague 2002,
101-124; Nippel 2002, 278-310, esp. 282-283; Isaac 2004; Rung 2005, 125-132; Lund
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Cultural antagonism played an important role in creating an ethno-mental
sense of self among the Hellenes in terms of self-awareness as a community.
As Paul Cartledge has famously remarked,

[The Greeks] constructed their identities negatively, by means of a series
of polarized oppositions of themselves to what they were not*.

RT3

Here one will recall the classic study by Edith Hall on the Greeks’ “invent-
ing the Barbarian™*,
Defining the binary opposition of “Hellenes and Barbarians™ as fundamen-

tal for understanding Greek social terminology, Eduard Frolov noted that

... The making of the Hellenicness occurred as a result of distinguishing
themselves from other people in terms of their language and culture. The Great
Colonization of the 8th—6th centuries, Greeks spending their lives in foreign
parts, surrounded not just by non-Greeks, but often hostile peoples, played
a special, stimulating role in this process®. Moreover, we may well assume
that the aggressive character of this developing ancient civilization had
from the very start given the Greek perception of alien people a clear-cut
chauvinistic tinge (italics mine — 4. S.)*.

A. A. Lund¥, expounding on Thucydides’ “cultural and anthropological”
approach in the first chapters of the History (1. 3. 1-4), says:

Ohne das BewuBtsein der Zusammengehorigkeit aller Hellenen gibt
es auch den Gegenbegriff der Barbaren nicht — oder umgekehrt. Da bei vielen
préliterarischen Bevolkerungsgruppen der Name fiir die ethnische Selbstiden-
tifikation und Selbstaskription zu einer bestimmten ethnischen Gruppe ein
liberaus wichtiges Diakritikum ist, liegt es sozusagen auf der Hand, daf sich
die Bipolaritit Hellenen — Barbaren erst zu einer Zeit ergeben hat, als sich
die antiken Griechen schon als Hellenen verstanden haben*.

The Danish scholar comes to the conclusion that the Greeks had en-
joyed “fellow-feeling”, the so-called “us-feeling” (“Wir-Gefiihl”)* only
in the 5th century BC when they had had to endure foreign invasion in the Bal-

2005, 1-17; Marinovich 2006; Skinner 2012; Xa3una 2012; Basile 2013; as well as other
papers.

4 Cartledge 2002, 12—13.

4 Hall 1989. See also the works of Jonathan Hall on the ethnic identity of the Hel-
lenes (Hall 1997; Hall 2002), the collections prepared by E. Gruen (Gruen 2005; Gruen
2011), and the aforementioned research by J. Skinner and K. Vlassopoulos (Skinner 2012;
Vlassopoulos 2007; Vlassopoulos 2012; Vlassopoulos 2013).

4 Here Eduard Frolov relies on Herman Bengtson’s opinion.

4 Frolov 1993, 15 = Frolov 2004, 222.

47Lund 2005, 5, 7-8, 11.

4 Lund 2005, 8

4 See A. A. Lund: “ein Gefiihl der Zusammengehdorigkeit, ein sogenanntes ‘Wir-Ge-
fith]”” (Lund 2005, 5 and 12, 16).
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can Greece until they liberated their land>’. A similar opinion had been offered
by H. Diller,

In dieser Zeit’! gewinnt die Barbaren-Bezeichnung den Sinn einer politi-
schen Antithese zum Hellenentum, den sie vorher nicht hatte>?.

Yet hints of the ethno-cultural polarization can be found in Homer’s epic
poems, the extant fragments of the archaic lyric poets, Anacreon and Archilo-
chus, in the 7th—6th centuries BC, and in the works of Hesiod and Heraclitus™.
Self-opposition of the Greeks to “barbarians” is also found in the Attic iconog-
raphy of the 6th century BC>: Hellenic artists captured differences in physi-
ognomics, clothing, weaponry, and profession, all of which testifies to the de-
graded status of non-Greeks. Contrary to the opinion that has become locus
communis with scholars that the Greek-Barbarian dichotomy emerged full-
blown only in the first half of the 5th century as a result of the Greek-Persian
wars, I believe that this process had begun with the expansion of the oecumene
at the dawn of the Archaic Period*.

% Lund 2005, 8, 16-17.

ST According to Diller, in the first half of the 5th century BC, during the Greek-Persian
wars.

2 Diller 1962, 39. The later — classical — dating of the making of the conception
of the Barbarian was supported by F. Hartog, L. Marinovich, W. Nippel, E. Hall (see refer-
ences to the works of these and other scholars below, in note 55).

33 See E. Frolov: “Ancient tradition testifies to the distinct division and opposition
of'the notions of Hellenicness and Barbarism that had existed from the first steps of Classical
Civilization and Classical Literature” (Frolov 2004, 221-222). Cf. Rochette 1997, 37-39;
Khazina 2002, 37-38; Khazina 2012; Skinner 2012, 14-15, 116-118 et al.

* For example: Raeck 1981; Lissarrague 1990; Lissarrague 2002, 101-124; Cartledge
2002, 36-50; Ivanchik 2002a; Ivanchik 2002b; Ivanchik 2005, 100-113; Ivanchik 2006,
197-271; Cohen 2000; Cohen 2012, 456-479; Podosinov et al. 2016, 174-195.

55T will note that we should draw a distinction between the meanings of estab-
lished dichotomous pairs: “us-them”, “civilization-barbarity / natural state” as a dialectic
in the broadest sense of culture genesis and “Hellenes—Barbarians”, “Europe—Asia” as an
opposition in the most concrete, political, ethnic, geographic and cultural senses. The frame-
work of the article being limited, I think it improper to get involved in the broad discussion
of the time of origin of ethno-cultural polarization in classical antiquity; it is a separate
topic. I will cite here only some publications by authors who have different views on this
topic. Jiithner 1923; Snell 1952; Schwabl 1962; Diller 1962; Weiler 1968; Bengtson 1974;
Lévy 1984, 5-8; Hartog 1988; Cunliffe 1988; Hall 1989, 6-7, 10, 56, al.; Nippel 1990;
Frolov 1993, 14-16; Frolov 2004, 221-223; Georges 1994; Andreev 1996; Andreev 2010;
Battegazzore 1996, 5-34; Rochette 1997; Greeks and Barbarians 1997; Tuplin 1999; Heit
2005, 726, 728-730; Rung 2005, 129-132; Lund 2005; Surikov 2005, 53-55, 283-285;
Surikov 2007; Surikov 2009, 22-26, 36-42, 321-323; Surikov 2011, 260-270; Surikov 2012
(2015), 275-284; Surikov 2015, 509-525; Marinovich 2006; Dominguez 2006, 446—457;
Mitchell 2007; Sanchez 2007, 33-49; Vinogradov 2009, 9 ff.; Dihle 2009; Skinner 2012;
Vlassopoulos 2012; Vlassopoulos 2013; Dueck, Brodersen 2013, 102—103; Obidina 2013;
Kim, 2013; Boletsi 2013, 57-107; Basile 2013, 113-134.
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The discovery of “the Others” started with the first encounters of ancient
Greeks with neighbouring non-Greek peoples, unknown and alien to them.
The “alienation” of the European world contributed to the “Wir-Gefiihl”
of the Greeks had happened centuries before their direct collision with Persian
aggressors and had become a most significant aspect of the genesis of an-
cient cosmos. The cultural opposition intensified in the age of Great Coloniza-
tion when the mobile mental Greek universe was well on the way of pushing
the limits. In the Classical Period this process came into its own.

5. THE ARCHAIC GLOBALIZATION
AND THE GREEKS’ SELF-IDENTIFICATION

Urged by their agonal spirit, the agile Greeks set out on their journeys
in search of the new and, as a result, they clashed against an “alien” world.
The intercultural “dialogue” ensued in the process, as was already noted, had
its characteristic aspects: at the time of global colonization, mhoO ndtpng (“far
from home”), the Greeks came in touch with the remotest €oyatol peoples,
discovered them for their sake, thereby showing true colours and estranging
from “the barbarian foreignness™. Identifying themselves through clashing
against aliens redounded to the cultural revolution of the archaic epoch®’.

Another facet of geographic discoveries and interethnic contacts is that
the Greeks were outlining the horizons of their mental universe for their own
benefit. The urge to uncover the lurking in the distance allowed the ancient
‘enlightened seafarers’ to determine their cultural world by means of alien-
ating from the unknown, lying beyond the borders, world. The “archaegetes”
of ethnographic knowledge artfully interpreted (= created) their cosmos by de-
limitating from chaotic “barbarian” worlds — so new and so different, “primi-
tive” and alien. By discovering alien neighbours, the “Odysseans” drew a line
between themselves and the non-Greeks.

“The archaic globalization” had activated this new attempt at “European-
izing Europe™®. The exploration of space and encounters with strange ethnos
at the borders of the oecumene had contributed to the emergence of the Hel-
lenes’ “Wir-Gefiihl”. The process of their self-idetification entailed the enchant-
ment of the secret, the alien and the back of beyond™®.

% On the unilateral character of “acculturation”, see Gratsianskaia 1999, 46-48; Car-
tledge 2002; Lund 2005; Khazina 2012; Vlassopoulos 2013; Basile 2013.

57 Zaitsev’s work has been devoted to the phenomenon of cultural alteration in Hellas
in the 8th—5th centuries: Zaicev 1993; Zaitsev 2000 (= Zaitsev 1985).

58 This term has been borrowed from Yu. V. Andreev (see Andreev 2002; Andreev 2010,
209).

21t was a process that was seemingly the opposite of Entzauberung der Welt — used
by Max Weber, although in a completely different context.
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E. D. Frolov, whose argument is cited in the previous section, points
to the initially “aggressive character” of the ancient culture, to the “chauvin-
istic tone” of the civilizing mission of the first Europeans®. The archeologist
Yury Vinogradov draws the following psychological picture of the first contacts
of the Hellenes with the “outlanders™:

Ancient Greeks seemed to take visitors from darkest Asia, at least
at the beginning of their wanderings, for all but apparitions®'.

Here Vinogradov refers to the nomads whom the Greeks encountered
at the north-eastern borders of the oecumene®. Hordes of savage nomads,
of a different faith and speaking a different language, from beyond the remote
parts of the oecumene must have looked to the worshipers of the Olympic
religion like enemies of the civilization, real monsters®.

The ancient mythic geography describes seas and lands inhabited by An-
thropophagites, Laestrygones, Cyclopes, the Sirens and Harpies, Cyno-
cephalians, Skiapodes, Arimaspians, Lotophagians, Panottians, Blemmyes,
Pygmies and Hyppopodes, the invincible monsters Scylla and Kharybdis
and all other amazing outlandish exotics®.

% Frolov 1993, 15 = Frolov 2004, 222.

! Vinogradov 2009, 6; see also Vinogradov 2000; Vinogradov, Goroncharovskii 2009,
17, 27-28; Vakhtina 2013, 68-70.

¢ For more connotations on the term “Scythia” and how it was used by the Greeks,
consult: Ivanchik 2005a, esp. pp. 113—115, 162 ff., 221 ff.; Vakhtina 2009; Sinitsyn 2011a;
Podosinov 2014; Ratcliff 2014, 13-20; Sinitsyn 2014b; Sinitsyn 2015; Podosinov et al.
2016, passim.

 The Hellenes, of course, distinguished between their neighbours: aliens differ. The At-
tic literature had a tradition to idealize the “barbarians”. Different was the attitude the Greeks
had assumed toward the Egyptians. They held in great veneration the culture of the “land
of gods and pharaohs”, the millennium-long wisdom of the Egyptians, though the Hellenes
perceived their strange realm as a kind of fopsy-turvy world (cf. Hartog 1988; Thomas
2000, 42—43, 130—131; Vannicelli 2001; Ivanchik 2002a, 53; Sinitsyn 2006; Sinitsyn 2013,
225; Dihle 2009, 12-13; Surikov 2009, 283-284; Surikov 2011, 350; Torok 2014, 99—
100); the Attic literature is abundant in ironic remarks about peculiar customs and morals
of these revered, though strange, southern neighbours. L. T6rok, with reference to R. Thomas
and T. Rood (see Torok 2014, 99, n. 324), notes that Herodotus’ contrasting of the Egyptians
with other peoples has a geographical explanation, and this view held by the “Father of His-
tory” agrees with opinions entertained by other Greek writers, his contemporaries. Among
the classic narrative of ethnic stereotypes based on climate and geography, see, for example,
Isaac 2004; Dueck, Brodersen 2013, 100-104.

 Of the latest works on the xenomorths in the Greek-Roman mythopoetic tradition:
Hopman 2012; see Dodson-Robinson 2014; also Cohen 2012, 456-479, esp. 457460,
478-479; Ogden 2013; Ratcliffe 2014; these latest studies contain a rich classical “bestial”
iconography with reviews of sources and literature; see also corresponding articles in the old
good Lexikon der griechischen und rémischen Mythologie by W. H. Roscher and in the
new luxurious Lexicon Iconographicum Mythologiae Classicae (ed. by H. C. Ackermann
and J. R. Gisler) with illustrations.
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The very first contacts with the “barbarians”-goyatotl provoked antago-
nism, engendered the awareness of difference and incompatibility of the two
worlds — ours and theirs. Exploration of geographic space — discovery
of the extent of the universe — in the mythic picture of the world bred marginal
monsters. It seemed that the back of the beyond of the oecumene was inhabit-
ed by zoo-anthropomorphic, savage and hostile creatures. Weird xenomorphs
of the Hellenic tales were not regarded as “supernatural bogeys”, but as quite
‘real wonders’ dwelling beyond the borders of our world. These strange ele-
ments in the ancient Greek cultural macrocosm represented the contrast be-
tween the Greek civilization and the barbarian savagery clashed against each
other in the age of “the archaic globalization”.

6. CONCLUSION

The main content of this essay may be boiled down to the following theses.

(1) Ancient mythology had stemmed from the Hellenes’ geographic sense.

(i) This sense is the sense of space and it presupposes mythologization
thereof.

(ii1) Mythologization served the purpose of self-identification of the an-
cient Greeks through juxtaposing their world and the alien world (strange
and monstrous).

(iv) Such distribution had become the foundation of their vision of the oec-
umene and the cosmic order: the centre and the periphery, their own and the oth-
er worlds.

(v) The existence of such worlds contributed to the Greeks’ self-identifi-
cation, their delineation from the linguistically and culturally different neigh-
bours, on the one hand, and on the other hand, allowed them to feel the expanse
of space and the hugeness of the universe. The keen interest the Greeks had
in the alien world lying beyond their borders (what I have termed “the mania
of'the foreign”) constituted the basis of intercultural contacts and the first round
of “globalization”.

I complete this cultural and anthropological sketch on wanderings and dis-
coveries with several general remarks.

Inquisitive descendants of Deucalion, the Greeks were drawn to things
that were beyond the known. For real wonders can be found there — “worlds
away”, “in the faraway lands”, beyond the borders of the civilized world, “where
the woods and dales are full of dreams”. And the farther away from their own
shores, the more weird and frightful the phenomena should be; and the more
intricate stories about those oddities are, the greater the interest they resonate
among their locale listeners/readers. Exotic leitmotifs of mythology aimed
to impress the Greek audience, and the greater was the trust when they spoke
of faraway countries. Such exciting concoctions were taken seriously and gave
an impression of real remoteness.
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At the dawn of the European civilization, geography was about space my-
thologizing rather than about describing the physical world. The world got “en-
chanted” in the space of the myth, seemingly estranging the Greeks from their
alien neighbours. The event of encounter with others made the Greeks’ uni-
verse close in on themselves: the discovery the “barbarians” made them recoil,
and in doing so they self-alienated themselves from the non-Greeks. The eth-
nographic thought and the Greek identity were born from out the dichotomy
Hellenes—Barbarians. This differentiation had remained unchanged through-
out the whole Antiquity.

The ancient ethno-geographic legends were grounded not on the prag-
matic interest that pursues the aims of commercial competition (understood
as a phenomenon of the Hellenic agonic nature) but the mythopoetic spirit
of'the “Odysseans”, their expansiveness, their unbridled enthusiasm for action,
an appetite for travels, quests and new discoveries. Tales of wondrous monsters
at the borders and beyond, attractive outlandish exotics were to remind them
about “the other lands in this world” that are both attractive and dangerous.

Post scriptum.

Passion for wonders and depiction of marginal monsters in the accounts
of sea travels passed on into the medieval hagiographical tradition, which
we encounter, for example, in the Byzantine literature of the 8th — 10th cen-
turies®. Yet, in Christian “tales”, “lives” and “peregrinations” the purpose
of the fopoi of exotic hagiography is different: outlandish wonders and mon-
sters are there to try moral courage of the heroes of these stories — pilgrims,
missioners, wandering monks, seekers of faith. But even here ethno-geographic
curiosities serve as markers of the bordering world (at the junction of the sacral
of ours and theirs, that is, those of the “barbarians”), though this “Wir-Gefiihl”
of our community was of a different nature®®.

BIBLIOGRAPHY/REFERENCES

Adams, C., Roy, J. (eds.) (2007). Travel, Geography and Culture in Ancient
Greece, Egypt and the Near East. Oxford: Oxbow Books.

Almagor, E., Skinner, J. (eds.) (2013). Ancient Ethnograph: New Approaches.
London—New York: Bloomsbury Academic.

Andreae, B., Parisi Presicce, C. (eds.) (1996). Ulisse: Il mito a la memoria.
Rome: Progetti museali. (in Italian).

Andreev, Yu. V. (1990). Poeziia mifa i proza istorii [Poetry of myth and prose
of history]. Leningrad: Lenizdat. (in Russian).

% See Mantova 2014, 612, 616—618, 620—622, with bibliography.

T am very grateful for the assistance that I received on this topic from Yury N. Kuzmin
(Samara, Russia), Valery P. Nikonorov and Dmitry A. Scheglov (St. Petersburg, Russia),
Gocha R. Tsetskhladze (Oxford, UK).

Judaica Petropolitana Ne 8 (2017) 63



Awngpees, 10. B. (1990). [To33us muda u nposa uctopuu. JI.: Jlennsaar.

Andreev, Yu. V. (1996). Greki i varvary v Severnom Prichernomor’e (Osnovnye
metodologicheskie i teoreticheskie aspekty problemy mezhetnicheskikh kontaktov)
[The Greeks and the Barbarians in the Northern Black Sea Area (Main methodological
and theoretical aspects of inter-ethnic contacts)]. Vestnik drevnei istorii [Journal
of Ancient History] 1, 3—17. (in Russian).

Annpees, 1O. B. (1996). I'pexn u BapBaps! B CeBepHoMm [IprnaepHOoMopse (OcHOB-
HBIC METOJOJIOTHYCCKUE M TEOPCTUYCCKHE ACHCKTHI MPOOIEMBI MEKITHUICCKUX
KOHTaKTOB). Becmnuux opesneui ucmopuu 1, 3—-17.

Andreev, Yu. V. (1998/1999). Tsena svobody i garmonii. Neskol’ko strikhov
k portretu grecheskoj tsivilizatsii [The Price of Freedom and Harmony. Some traits
of the portrait of the Greek Civilization]. St. Petersburg: Aleteia. (in Russian).

Amnppees, 0. B. (1998/1999). Ilena cBoO60abI 1 rapMoHUH. HeCcKOIBKO I TPUXOB
K opTpeTy rpedeckoil musmamsanun. CI16.: Amereiis.

Andreev, Yu. V. (2002). Ot Evrazii k Evrope. Krit i Egejskij mir v epokhu bronzy
i rannego zheleza (III— nachalo I tys. do n. e.) [From Eurasia to Europe. Crete
and the Aegean World in the Bronze and Early Iron Age (3rd-early 1st millennia
BC]. St. Petersburg: Dmitrii Bulanin. (in Russian).

Amngpees, 10. B. (2002). Om Espasuu k Eepone. Kpum u Deetickuti Mup 8 2noxy
oponswl u pannezo ycenesza (11— nauano I moic. do n. 2.). CI16.: Imutpuii bynanus.

Andreev, Yu. V. (2010). V ozhidanii “grecheskogo chuda”. Iz zapisnykh knizhek
[In Expectation of “The Greek Miracle”. From notebooks]. St. Petersburg: Nestor-
Istoriia. (in Russian).

Amnpnpees, 0. B. (2010). B osrcudanuu «epevecrkozo uyoay. M3 3anuchvix KHUMICEK.
CTI6.: Hectop-UcTopusi.

Andreev, Yu. V. (2013). Zhazhda garmonii ili strakh pered beskonechnost’iu?
«Apollonicheskaiay (antichnaia) kul’tura v otsenke O. Spenglera [ Earning for Harmony
or Fearing Infinity? The “Appolonian” (Ancient) Culture Assessed by O. Spengler].
Novyi Germes. Vestnik antichnoi istorii, arkheologii i klassicheskoi filologii [New
Hermes] 6, 11-27. (in Russian).

Amnnpees, 0. B. (2013). XKakma rapMOHUH HITH CTpax Mepes 06 CKOHETHOCTHIO?
«Anonnonnueckas» (aHTu4Has1) KynbTypa B oienke O. IlInenrnepa. Hogwiii ' epmec:
Becmnux anmuynou ucmopuu, apxeonoeuu u Kiaccuveckou guionrocuu 6, 11-27.

Andreev, Yu. V., Marchenko, K. K. (2005). Vvedenie [Introduction]. In K. K. Mar-
chenko (ed.). Greki i varvary Severnogo Prichernomor’ia v skifskuiu epokhu
[The Greeks and the Barbarians in the Northern Black Sea Area in the Scythian
Age]. St. Petersburg: Aleteia, 5-11. (in Russian).

Amnnpees, 1O. B., Mapuenko, K. K. (2005). Beeaenue. [ pexu u sapsapwi Cesep-
noeo Ipuuepnomopws 6 ckugcxyio snoxy. K. K. Mapuenko (otB. pex.). CII0.: Ane-
Tehs, 5-11.

Armstrong R., Clarke K. (2018). Travelling in Greek and Roman literature.
In M. De Pourcq and S. Levie (eds.). European Literary History.: An Introduction.
London—New York: Routledge, 26-35.

64



Bacon, H. H. (1961). Barbarians in Greek Tragedy. New Haven: Published
for Smith College by Yale University Press, 1961.

Ballabriga, A. (1998). Les fictions d’Homere. L invention mythologique et cos-
mologique dans I’Odyssée. Paris: PUF. (in French).

Basile, G. J. (2013). El término barbaros: un analisis discursivo de los testimonios
tempranos. Argos 36 (2), 113—134. (in Spanish).

Battegazzore, A. M. (1995/1996). La Dicotomia greci-barbari nella Grecia clas-
sica: riflessioni su cause ed effetti di una visione etnocentrica. Sandalion. Quaderni
di cultura classica, cristiana e medievale 18, 5-34. (in Italian).

Bengtson, H. (1974). Hellenen und Barbaren Antithese im Zeitalter der Perser-
kriege. In Bengtson H. Kleine Schrifien zur Alten Geschichte. Miinchen: C. H. Beck,
158-173. (in German).

Bérard, V. (1927-1929). Les navigations d’Ulysse. Paris: A. Colin. Vols. I-IV.
(in French).

Berger, H. (1904). Mythische Kosmographie der Griechen. In W. H. Roscher
(hrsg.). Ausfiihrliches Lexikon der griechischen und rémischen Mythologie. Suppl. 3.
Leipzig. (in German).

Bernand, A. (1985). La carte du tragique. La géographie dans la tragédie grec-
que. Vol. 1. Paris: Editions du C. N. R. S. (in French).

Bianchetti, S., Cataudella, M. R., Gehrke, H.-J. (eds.) (2016). Brill s Compan-
ion to Ancient Geography. The Inhabited World in Greek and Roman Tradition.
Leiden—Boston: Brill.

Bichler, R., Sieberer, W. (1996). Die Welt in Raum und Zeit im literarischen
Reflex der episch-friiharchaischen Ara. In Chr. UIf (hrsg.). Wege zur Genese griech-
ischer Identitdt. Die Bedeutung der friiharchaischen Zeit. Berlin: Adademie Verlag,
116-155. (in German).

Bili¢, T. (2012). Crates of Mallos and Pytheas of Massalia; Examples of Homeric
Exegesis in Terms of Mathematical Geography. Transactions of the American Philo-
logical Association 142,295-328.

Bili¢, T. (2016). The Island of the Sun: Spatial Aspect of Solstices in Early Greek
Thought. Greek, Roman, and Byzantine Studies 56, 195-224.

Biraschi, A. M. (2005). Strabo and Homer: A chapter in cultural history.
InD. Dueck, H. Lindsay, S. Pothecary (eds.). Strabo s Cultural Geography: The Making
of a Kolossourgia. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 73—85.

Boardman, J. (1999). The Greeks Overseas. Their Early Colonies and Trade.
4th ed. London: Thames & Hudson, 1999.

Boardman, J. (2014). Teaching in the West. Ancient West and East 13,213-214.

Boletsi, M. (2013). Barbarism and its Discontents. Stanford, CA: Stanford
University Press.

Boruhovié, V. G. (1976). Zu den orientalischen Beziigen in den Epen Homers.
Klio 58 (1-2), 517-526. (in German).

Borukhovich, V. G. (1974). Egipet v klassicheskoi grecheskoi tragedii [Egypt
in the Classical Greek Tragedy]. Antichnyi mir i arkheologiia [Egypt in the Classical
Greek Tragedy] 2, 23-31. (in Russian).

Judaica Petropolitana Ne 8 (2017) 65



Bopyxosuy, B. I. (1974). Eruner B kiiaccudeckoil rpeueckoii Tparenuu. Anmuy-
MBIl Mup u apxeonoaus 2, 23-31.

Braginskaya, N.V., Koval’, A. N. (2008). “Iranicheskoe” v “Persakh” Eskhila
[“The Iranian” in “The Persians” by Aeschylus]. Indoevropeiskoe iazykoznanie i klas-
sicheskaia filologiia [Indo-European Linguistics and Classical Philology Yearbook]
XII, 44-76. (in Russian).

Bparunckas, H. B., Kosanb, A. H. «panaunueckoe» B «Ilepcax» Dcxumna. Huoo-
esponelicKoe si3bIKO3Hanue U Kiaccuueckas gunonocust (umenust namsimu M. M. Tpon-
cxoeo) X1, 44-76.

Broc, N. (1987). L’espace dans la tragédie antique ([Rev.:] André Bernand,
La carte du tragique. La géographie dans la tragédie grecque). Annales de Géogra-
phie 96, 745-746. (in French).

Burgess, J. S. (2016). Localization of the Odyssey’s Underworld. Cahiers des etudes
anciennes 53, 15-37.

Burkert W. (1984). Die orientalisierende Epoche in der griechischen Religion
und Literatur. (Sitzungsberichte der Heidelberger Akademie der Wissenschaften,
Philosophisch-historische Klasse 1984, 1) Heidelberg: C. Winter, 1984. (in German).

Cartledge, P. A. (2002). The Greeks. A Portrait of Self and Others. 2nd ed. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Cohen, B. (ed.) (2000). Not the Classical Ideal. Athens and the Construction
of the Other in Greek Art. Leiden—Boston—KoIn: Brill.

Cohen, B. (2012). The Non-Greek in Greek Art. In T. J. Smith, D. Plantzos (eds.).
A Companion to Greek Art. Malden, MA—Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell. Vol. II, 456-479.

Cole, S. G. (2010) “T Know the Number of the Sand and the Measure of the Sea™:
Geography and Difference in the Early Greek Wold. In K. A. Raaflaub and R. J. A. Tal-
bert (eds.). Geography and Ethnography: Perceptions of the World in Pre-modern
Societies. Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, 197-214.

Coleman, J. E. (1997). Ancient Greek ethnocentrism. InJ. E. Coleman and C. A. Walz
(eds.). Greeks and Barbarians. Essays on the Interactions between Greeks and Non-
Greeks in Antiquity and the Consequences for Eurocentrism. Bethesda, Maryland:
CDL Press, 175-220.

Coleman, J. E., Walz, C. A. (eds.) (1997). Greeks and Barbarians: Essays
on the Interactions between Greeks and non-Greeks in Antiquity and the Consequences
for Eurocentrism, Bethesda, Maryland: CDL Press.

Couprie, D. L. (2011) Heaven and Earth in Ancient Greek Cosmology. From Thales
to Heraclides Ponticus. New York—Dordrecht—Heidelberg—London: Springer.

Cunliffe, B. W. (1988). Greeks, Romans and Barbarians: Spheres of Interaction.
London: Batsford.

Dickie, M. 1. (1995). The Geography of Homer’s World. In . Andersen
and M. L. Dickie. Homers s World: Fiction, Tradition, Reality (Papers of the Norwe-
gian Institute at Athens, 3). Bergen: The Norwegian Institute at Athens Distributed
by Paul Astréms Forlag, 29-56.

66



Dihle, A. (2009). Hellas und der Orient. Phasen wechselseitiger Rezeption. Mit
einer Einfiihrung von R. Feldmeier. Berlin—New York: Walter de Gruyter. (in German).

Diller, H. (1962). Die Hellenen-Barbaren-Antithese im Zeitalter der Perserkriege.
In O. Reverdin (éd.). Grecs et barbares. Fondation Hardt. Vandoeuvres, Genéve,
4-9 septembre 1961; six exposés et discussions par H. Schwabl et al. Vandoeuvres—
Geneve: Fondation Hardt, 37-82. (in German).

Ditmar, A. B. (1973). Rubezhi oikumeny. Evoliutsiia predstavienii antichnykh
uchenykh ob obitaemoi zemle i prirodnoi shirotnoi zonal 'nosti [ The Confines of the Ocu-
mene. The Evolution of Ancient Scholars’Views of the Inhabited Lands and Latitudinal
Zonality]. Moscow: Mys!’. (in Russian).

Jurmap, A. B. (1973). Pybesicu otikymensi. Deonroyus npedcmasieHutl aHmudHbIX
VUeHbIX 00 0bumaemoil 3emue u npUPOOHOU Wupomuoul 3onarbhocmu. M.: MBICTb.

Dodson-Robinson, E. (2014). [Rev.:] Scylla: Myth, Metaphor, Paradox. By Mar-
ianne Govers Hopman. Cambridge, 2012. The Classical Journal-Online. 2014.01.07.
P. 1-3 (=http://cj.camws.org/ sites/default/files/reviews/2014.01.07Dodson-Robinson
On Hopman_0.pdf).

Dominguez, A. J. (2006). Hellenic Identity and Greek Colonisation. Ancient
West and East 4 (2), 446-457.

Dougherty, C. (2001). The Raft of Odysseus: The Ethnographic Imagination
of Homer s Odyssey. New York—Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Dueck, D. (2005). Strabo’s use of poetry. In D. Dueck, H. Lindsay, S. Pothecary
(eds.). Strabo's Cultural Geography: The Making of a Kolossourgia. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 86—107.

Dueck, D., Brodersen, K. (2013). Geographie in der antiken Welt. Darmstadt:
Verlag Philipp von Zabern und WBG. (in German). (= Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press, 2012).

El'nitskii, L. A. (1962). Drevneishie okeanicheskie plavaniia [Ancient Ocean-Far-
ing]. Moscow: Geografgiz. (in Russian).

Enpaunxuit, J1. A. (1962). peBreiiinne okeanmdeckue maBanust. M.: [eorpadrus.

Evsiukov, V. V. (1988). Mify o vselennoi [Myths of the Universe]. V. E. Larichev
(ed.). Novosibirsk: Nauka. (in Russian).

Egscrokos, B. B. (1988). Mugvuwt o écenennoii. B. E. Jlapuues (otB. pen.). HoBo-
cubupck: Hayka.

Frolov, E. D. (1993). Traditsionnye oppozitsii v grecheskoi sotsial’noi termi-
nologii: elliny — varvary, tsari — tirany, mudretsy — sofisty [ Traditional Oppositions
in the Greek Social Terminology: Hellenes — barbarians, kings — tyrants, sages —
sophists]. Vestnik Sankt-Peterburgskogo universiteta [Journal of St. Petersburg State
University]. Ser. 2, 2 (9), 14-18. (in Russian).

®pomnos, D. 1. (1993) TpaauiimoHHBIE ONMITO3UIMN B IPEUYECKON CONMATBHOM
TEPMHUHOJIOTHH: JUTHHBI — BAPBAPHI, [IAPHU — TUPAHbI, MyAPeLbl — COGUCTHL. BecTHUK
Cankr-IlerepOyprckoro rocynapctenHoro yuuepcurera. Cepus 2. Bom. 2 (9),
14-18.

Judaica Petropolitana Ne 8 (2017) 67



Frolov, E. D. (2004). Paradoksy istorii — paradoksy antichnosti [Paradoxes
of History — Paradoxes of Antiquity]. St. Petersburg: SPbGU. (in Russian).

®ponos, 3. 1. (2004). ITapagokes! uctopun — napagokesl antuunoctu. CII6.:
CIIory.

Garland, P. (2014). The Wandering Greeks: The Ancient Diaspora from Age
of Homer to the Death of Alexander the Great. Princeton—Oxford: Princeton Uni-
versity Press.

Georges, P. (1994). Barbarian Asia and the Greek Experience: From the Archaic
Period to the Age of Xenophon. Baltimore—London: The Johns Hopkins University
Press.

Gindin, L. A., Tsymburskii, V. L. (1996). Gomer i istoriia Vostochnogo Sredizem-
nomor 'ia [Homer and the History of the Eastern Mediterranean]. Moscow: Vostochnaia
literatura RAN. (in Russian).

Tuanun, JI. A., HemmOypexkuit, B. JI. (1996). Tomep u ucmopus Bocmounozo
Cpeousemnomopws. M.: Uzn. pupma «Bocrounas aureparypa» PAH.

Goldhill, S. (2002). Battle Narrative and Politics in Aeschylus’ Persae. In Th. Har-
rison (ed.). Greeks and Barbarians. New York: Routledge, 50-61.

Graf, F. (2011). Myth and Hellenic Identities. In K. Dowden, N. Livingstone
(eds.). A Companion to Greek Mythology. Malden, MA—Oxford: Wiley—Blackwell,
211-226.

Gratsianskaia, L. 1. (1999). Tsentr i periferiia: literaturnoe voploschenie etnop-
sikhologicheskih realii v opisanii “varvarov” [The Centre and the Periphery: Literary
Embodiment of Ethno-psychological realities in the Descriptions of the “Barbarians™].
In A. V. Podosinov (red.). Drevneishie gosudarstva Vostochnoi Evropy 19961997
[Ancient Kingdoms in Eastern Europe. 1996—1997]. Moscow: Vostochnaia literatura
RAN, 46-58. (in Russian).

I'patmanckas, JI. W. (1999). Lientp u nepudepus: TurepaTypHOE BOILIOMICHHE
STHOIICUXOJIOTHYECKUX peaslnii B onucaHuu «BapBapoB». B k. A. B. Ilogocunos
(otB. pen.). Apesueiiwue eocyoapcmea Bocmounoii Esponvt. 1996—1997 22. M.:
Bocrounas nmuteparypa PAH, 46-58.

Gratsianskaia, L. I. (2002). Varvar etnicheskii i varvar eticheskii (problemy
istochnikovedenia) [The Ethnic Barbarian and the Ethic Barbarian (Source Studies
Matters)]. Antichnyi mir i arkheologiia [The Ancient World and Archeology] 11,
3—4. (in Russian).

I'paumanckas, JI. 1. (2002). BapBap aSTHHYECKHiT 1 BapBap STHYECKUiA (TpoOIeMbl
HCTOYHUKOBENCHUS ). Anmuunsiii mup u apxeonoeusi 11, 3—4.

Gruen, E. S. (ed.) (2005). Cultural Borrowings and Ethnic Appropriations
in Antiquity. Stuttgart: Franz Steiner Verlag.

Gruen, E. S. (ed.) (2011). Cultural Identity in the Ancient Mediterranean. Los
Angeles: Getty Research Institute.

Hall, E. (1989). Inventing the Barbarian: Greek Self-Definition through Tragedy.
Oxford: Clarendon Press.

68



Hall, E. (2002). When is a Myth Not a Myth? Bernal’s “Ancient Model”. In Th. Har-
rison (ed.). Greeks and Barbarians. New York: Routledge, 133—152.

Hall, J. M. (1997). Ethnic Identity in Greek Antiquity. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1997.

Hall, J. M. (2002). Hellenicity: Between Ethnicity and Culture. Chicago: The Uni-
versity of Chicago Press, 2002.

Harrison, Th. (ed.) (2002). Greeks and Barbarians. New York: Routledge.

Hartog, F. (1988). The Mirror of Herodotus: The Representation of the Other
in the Writing of History. Trans. by Janet Lloyd. Berkley—Los Angeles—London:
University of California.

Haubold, J. (2014). Kulturkontakt aus der Sicht des Homerlesers. In R. Roll-
inger, K. Schnegg (hrsg.). Kulturkontakte in Antiken Welten: Vom Denkmodell zum
Fallbeispiel, Proceedings des internationalen Kolloquiums aus Anlass des 60. Geb-
urtstages von Christoph Ulf, Innsbruck, 26. bis 30. Januar 2009 (Colloquia antiqua
10), Leuven—Paris—Walpole, MA: Peeters, 325-342. (in German).

Heilen, S. (2000). Die Anfénge der wissenschaftlichen Geographie. In W. Hiibner
(hrsg.). Die Geschichte der Mathematik und der Naturwissenschaften in der Antike.
Bd. 2: Geographie und verwandte Wissenschaften. Stuttgart: Franz Steiner Verlag,
33-54. (in German).

Heit, H. (2005). Western Identity, Barbarians and the Inheritance of Greek Uni-
versalism. The European Legacy 10, 725-739.

Hennig, R. (1934). Die Geographie des Homerischen Epos. Leipzig—Berlin:
Teubner. (in German).

Holscher, U. (2000). Die Odyssee. Epos zwischen Mdrchen und Roman. 2.,
unverdnderte Aufl. Miinchen: C. H. Beck. (in German).

Hopman, M. G. (2012). Scylla: Myth, Metaphor, Paradox. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2012.

Hiibner, W. (2000). Mythische Geographie. In W. Hiibner (hrsg.). Die Geschichte
der Mathematik und der Naturwissenschaften in der Antike. Bd. 2: Geographie und
verwandte Wissenschaften. Stuttgart, 19—32. (in German).

Isaac, B. (2004). The Invention of Racism in Classical Antiquity. Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 2004.

Ivanchik, A. 1. (2002a). Kem byli “skifskie” luchniki na atticheskikh vazakh epokhi
arkhaiki? I [Who Were the ‘Scythian’ Archers on the Attic Vases in the Antiquity? I].
Vestnik drevnei istorii [Journal of Ancient History] 3, 33—55. (in Russian).

WBanunk, A. U. (2002a). Kem 6111 «CKH(CKHE) TyIHUKH HAa aTTHIECKHX Ba3ax
snoxu apxauku? 1. Becmuuk opesneii ucmopuu 3, 33-55.

Ivanchik, A. 1. (2002b). Kem byli “skifskie” luchniki na atticheskikh vazakh
epokhi arkhaiki? II [Who Were the ‘Scythian’ Archers on the Attic Vases in the Antig-
uity? I1]. Vestnik drevnei istorii [Journal of Ancient History] 4, 23—42. (in Russian).

WBanunk, A. U. (2002b). Kem ObiH «cKH(BCKIE)» TYYHUKH Ha aTTHYCCKHUX Bazax
snoxu apxauku? 1. Becmuux opesneti ucmopuu 4, 23-42.

Judaica Petropolitana Ne 8 (2017) 69



Ivanchik, A. 1. (2005a). Nakanune kolonizatsii. Severnoe Prichernomor ‘e i stepnye
kochevniki VIII-VII vv. do n. e. v antichnoi literaturnoi traditsii: fol klor, literatura
i istoriia [On the Eve of the Colonization. Northern Black Sea Area and nomads
of the steppe in the 8th—7th centuries BC in the ancient literary tradition: folklore,
literature, and history]. Moscow—Berlin: Paleograf. (in Russian).

WBanunk, A. 1. (2005a) Hakanyne kononuzanuu. CeBeproe [IpuaepHomMopbe
u crenHbie koueBHUKH VIII-VII BB. 110 H. 3. B aHTUYHOH JIMTEPATypHOU TPAUIIIH:
¢onpkiop, muteparypa u ucropus. M.; bepnun: [laneorpad.

Ivantchik, A. (2005b). Who were the “Scythian” archers on Archaic Attic vases?
In D. Braund (ed.). Scythians and Greeks. Cultural Interaction in Scythia, Athens
and the Early Roman Empire (Sixth Century BC — First Century AD). Exeter:
University of Exeter, 100—113.

Ivantchik, A. (2006). “Scythian” archers on Archaic Attic vases: problems
of interpretation. Ancient Civilizations from Scythia to Siberia 12, 197-271.

Ivanchik, A. 1. (2008). Argonavtika, Okean i Chernoe more [The Argonautica,
the Ocean, and the Black Sea]. In O. V. Raevskaia (ed.). Averintsevskie chteniia:
K 70-letiiu so dnia rozhdeniia akademika S. S. Averintseva [ The Averintsev Readings
to commemorate the 70th anniversary of the academician S. S. Averintsev'’s birth).
Moscow: MGU, 104-112. (in Russian).

UBanuuk, A. U. (2008). Apronasruka, Oxean u Yepnoe mope. B xu. O. B. Paes-
ckas (pen.). Asepunyesckue umenus: K 70-nemuto co ona poscoenus akademuxa
C. C. Asepunyesa. M.: Uzn-so MI'Y, 104-112.

Jacob, Chr. (1991). Géographie et ethnographie en Gréce ancienne, Paris:
Armand Colin. (in French).

Janni, P. (2016). The Sea of the Greeks and Romans. In S. Bianchetti, M. R. Catau-
della, H.-J. Gehrke (eds.). Brill s Companion to Ancient Geography. The Inhabited
World in Greek and Roman Tradition. Leiden—Boston: Brill, 21-42.

Jones, H. L. (1960). The Geography of Strabo. Books 1-2, with an English trans.
by H. L. Jones, Based in part upon the unfinished version of J. R. S. Sterrett (Loeb
Classical Library). London—New York (1sted. — 1917), Vol. L. (in Greek & English).

Jithner, Ju. (1923). Hellenen und Barbaren. Aus der Geschichte des National-
bewusstseins, Leipzig: Dieterich, 1923. (in German).

Kaplan, P. G. (2014). Ethnicity and Geography. In J. McInerney (ed.). A Com-
panion to Ethnicity in the Ancient Mediterranean. Malden, MA—Oxford: Wiley
Blackwell, 298-311.

Kennedy, R. F. (2014). Geography in Greek Tragedy. In H. M. Roisman (ed.).
The Encyclopedia of Greek Tragedy. Malden, MA—Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell (www.
academia.edu/2647381/ Geography in Greek Tragedy).

Khazina, A. V. (2002). Ellinizm i varvary: otkrytie Posidoniia [Hellenism
and the barbarians: Posidonius’ Discovery]. Antichnyi mir i arkheologiia [ The Ancient
World and Archaeology] 11, 37-39. (in Russian).

XasmHa, A. B. (2002). Dmutnan3M u BapBapsl: oTKpsITHE [locunonns. Anmuunbiii
mup u apxeonoeusn 11, 37-39.

70



Khazina, A. V. (2012). Antinomija “svoi — chuzhoi” v istoricheskom narrative:
vzgliad ellinisticheskoi istoriografii [The antinomy of “us and them” in the histor-
ical narrative: the Hellenic historiography’s view]. Dialog so vremenem [Dialogue
with Time] 39, 271-285. (in Russian).

XasuHa, A. B. (2012). AHTHHOMES «CBOW—U4YKO0i» B NCTOPHUYECKOM Happa-
THBE: B3IJISL QJUIMHUCTHYECKOI ucToprorpaduu. Juanoe co epemenem. Anbmanax
unmennexmyanvrou ucmopuu 39, 271-285.

Kim, L. (2010). Homer between History and Fiction in Imperial Greek Literature.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010.

Kim, H. J. (2013). The Invention of the “Barbarian” in Late Sixth-Century BC
Ionia. In E. Almagor and J. Skinner (eds.). Ancient Ethnography. New Approaches.
London: Bloomsbury Academic, 25-48.

Knight, V. H. (1995). The Renewal of Epic: Responses to Homer in the Argo-
nautica of Apollonius. Leiden—New York—KoIn: Brill.

Lévy, E. (1984). Naissance du concept de barbare. Ktema 9, 5—14. (in French).

Lissarrague, F. (1990). L autre guerrier. Archers, peltasts, cavaliers dans I'im-
agerie attique. Paris—Rome: Editions La Découverte et Ecole frangaise de Rome.
(in French).

Lissarrague, F. (2002). The Athenian Image of the Foreigner. In Th. Harrison
(ed.). Greeks and Barbarians. New York: Routledge, 101-124.

Long, T. (1986). Barbarians in Greek Comedy. Corbendale: University of Illi-
nois Press.

Louden, B. (2011). Homer s Odyssey and the Near East. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Lund, A. A. (2005). Hellenentum und Hellenizitit: Zur Ethnogenese und zur
Ethnizitit der antiken Hellenen, Historia 54 (1), 1-17. (in German).

Machinckii, D. A., Musbakhova, V. T. (2009). Ostrov Kirki i izobrazheniia na
kelermesskom ritone, preddver’e Aida i drevneishaia grecheskaia raspisnaia keramika
v Severnom Prichernomor’e (po “Odissee” i arkheologicheskim materialam) [The Isle
of Cerce and Pictures on the Rhyton of Kelermes, Hades’ threshold and the Ancient
Painted Glazed Ceramics in the Northern Black Sea Area (based on “The Odyssey”
and archeological materials)]. Bosporskii fenomen [The Bosporus Phenomenon].
St. Petersburg, 319-355 (in Russian).

Maunnckui, JI. A., Myc6axosa, B. T. (2009). OctpoB Kupxu n nzo0paxxeHus
Ha KeJIEePMECCKOM PUTOHE, MpejaBepbe Anja U JpeBHEillas rpedyeckas paciuc-
Hast kepamuka B CeBepHoM [IpuaepHOoMopse (10 «Oamccee» U apXeoIoTHIeCKIM
marepuanam). bocnopckuii penomen. Flckycemeo na nepughepuu anmuino2o Mupa.:
Mamepuanvt mexcoynapoonoii nayunou kongepenyuu. CI16.: Hecrop-Hctopus,
319-355.

Malkin, I. (1998). The Returns of Odysseus: Colonization and Ethnicity. Berke-
ley—Los Angeles—London: University of California Press.

Mantova, Yu. B. (2014). Puteshestviia v vizantiiskoi agiografii VIII-XII vv.:
osobennosti khudozhestvennogo voploshcheniia [ Travels in the Byzantine Hagiography

Judaica Petropolitana Ne 8 (2017) 71



of the 8th—12th Centuries AD: Peculiarities of artistic presentation]. Indoevropeiskoe
iazykoznanie i klassicheskaia filologiia [Indo-European Linguistics and Classical
Philology Yearbook] XVIII, 610-626. (in Russian).

Manrtoga, 0. b. (2014). ITyremectsus B Bu3anTuiickoii arnorpadun VII-XII BB.:
0COOCHHOCTH XYJ0)KECTBEHHOI'0 BOIUIOLICHUS. MHAoesponelickoe sA3bIKo3HaAHUe
u kaaccuyecxas gunonoaus (yumenus namsamu M. M. Tponckoeo) XVIII, 610-626.

Marchenko, K. K. (1999). Osnovnye aspekty i rezul’taty izucheniia greko-var-
varskih kontaktov i vzaimodejstvii v Severnom Prichernomor’e skifskoi epokhi
[Main Aspects and Results of the Study of Greek-Barbarian Contacts and Interac-
tion in the Northern Black Sea Area in the Scythian Age]. Stratum plus 3, 333-353.
(in Russian).

Mapuenxo, K. K. (1999). OcHOBHBIE acIEKThI U PE3yIbTaThl H3yUCHUS TPEKO-
BapBapPCKUX KOHTAKTOB M B3auMoaencTBuil B CeBepHoM [IpniaepHOMOphE CKI(CKOM
anoxu. Stratum plus. Apxeonocus u Kynomypras anmpononoeus 3, 333-353.

Marinovich, L. P. (2006). Vozniknovenie i evoliutsiia doktriny prevoskhodstva
grekov nad varvarami [ The Emergence and Evolution of the Doctrine of the Greeks’
Superiority over the Barbarians //The Ancient Civilization and the Barbarians].
In L. P. Marinovich (ed.). Antichnaia tsivilizatsiia i varvary [ The Ancient Civilization
and the Barbarians]. Moscow: Nauka, 5-29. (in Russian).

Mapwuroswny, JI. I1. (2006). Bo3HHKHOBEHHE 1 BOITIOIHS JOKTPHHBI TPEBOCXO-
CTBa rpekoB HaJl BapBapamu. B kH. JI. I[1. MapunoBud (pen.). Aunmuunas yusunusayus
u 6apeapul. M.: Hayka, 5-29.

McPhail, C. (2015). The Roles of Geographical Concepts in the Construction
of Ancient Greek Ethno-cultural Identities, from Homer to Herodotus: An Analysis
of the Continents and the Mediterranean Sea. A thesis submitted fort he degree
of Doctor of Philosophy at the University of Otago. Dunedin (https://ourarchive.otago.
ac.nz/ bitstream/handle/10523/6251/McPhailCameronK2015PhD.pdf?sequence=1).

Meuli, K. (1921). Odyssee und Argonautika; Untersuchungen zur griechischen
Sagengeschichte und zum Epos, Berlin: Weidmannsche Buchhandlung. (repr.: Utrecht,
1974). (in German).

Mitchell, L. G. (2007). Panhellenism and the Barbarian in Archaic and Classical
Greece. Swansea: The Classical Press of Wales.

Montiglio, S. (2005). Wandering in Ancient Greek Culture, Chicago—London:
University of Chicago Press.

Murray, A. T. (1927). Homer, The Odyssey. Books 1—12, with an English trans.
by A. T. Murray, revised by G. E. Dimock (Loeb Classical Library), London—New
York (1st ed. — 1919). Vol. L. (in Greek & English).

Musbakhova, V. T. (2013). Prometei Prikovannyi: Problema avtorstva i datirovki
tragedii [ Prometheus Bound: Authorship and Dating of the Tragedy]. St. Petersburg:
Nestor-Istoriia. (in Russian).

Mycb6axoBa, B. T. (2013). Ilpomemeii Ilpuxosannviii: I[Ipobnema asmopcmea
u oamuposku mpaeeouu. CI10.: Hectop-Hcropwusi.

72



Musbakhova, V. T. (2015). Obratnoe plavanie argonavtov v Orficheskoi Argo-
navtike: ot Fasisa do Tanaisa [The Return Voyage of Argonauts in The Orphic
Argonautica: from Phasis to Tanais]. Indoevropeiskoe iazykoznanie i klassicheskaia
filologiia [Indo-European Linguistics and Classical Philology Yearbook] X1X, 664—
682. (in Russian).

Mycbaxosa, B. T. (2015). ObpatHoe miaBaHue aproHaBToB B Opdhuueckou
Apeonasemuxe: or @acuca 1o Tananca. Hrnooegponeiickoe si3b1K03HaAHUe U KIACCUHECKas!
Gunonoeus (umenusi namsmu M. M. Tponckozo) XIX, 664—682.

Nippel, W. (1990). Griechen, Barbaren und “Wilde . Alte Geschichte und Sozi-
alanthropologie. Frankfurt am Main: Fischer Taschenbuch. (in German).

Nippel, W. (2002). The Construction of the “Other”. In Th. Harrison (ed.). Greeks
and Barbarians. New York: Routledge, 278-310.

Obidina, Yu. S. (2013). Vostok—Zapad: problemy dialoga i konfrontatsii grekov
i varvarov [The East and the West]. Wschodnie partnerstwo—2013: Materialy IX
Miedzynarodowej naukowi-praktycznej konferencji. Politologija [ Eastern Partnership:
Proceedings of the 9th International research-and-Practice Conference. Political
studies] 10, 24-28 (= http:// www.rusnauka.com/26_ WP_2013/Politologia/7 144474.
doc.htm). (in Russian).

Ob6uauna, 0. C. (2013). Boctok-3ana: mpobieMbl 1Uaiora i KOHPPOHTAITUH
IPEKOB U BapBapoB. Wschodnie partnerstwo—2013: Materialy IX Miedzynarodowej
naukowi-praktycznej konferencji. Politologija 10. Przemysl: Nauka i studia, 24-28
(= http:// www.rusnauka.com/26_ WP_2013/Politologia/7_144474.doc.htm).

Ogden, D. (2013). Drakon: Dragon Myth and Serpent Cult in the Greek and Roman
Worlds, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Papadodima, E. (2010). The Greek/Barbarian Interaction in Euripides’ Andromache,
Orestes, Heracleidae: A Reassessment of Greek Attitudes to Foreigners, Digressus
10, 1-42 (http://www.academia.edu/25048177/The _ Greek Barbarian_Interaction
in_Euripides Andromache Orestes and Heracleidae Digressus 10 2010 1-42).

Patterson, L. E. (2013). Geographers as Mythographers: The Case of Strabo.
In'S. M. Trzaskoma and R. S. Smith (eds.). Writing Myth: Mythography in the Ancient
World. Leuven—Paris—Walpole, MA: Peeters, 201-221.

Perrin, B. (1968). Plutarch’s Lives, with an English trans. by B. Perrin, vol. II:
Themistocles and Camillus. Aristides and Cato Major, Cimon and Lucullus (Loeb
Classical Library). Cambridge, Mass.—London (1sted. — 1914). (in Greek & English).

Podosinov, A. V. (2011a). Okean, moria, prolivy i reki v arkhaicheskoi kartine
mira drevnikh grekov [The Ocean, Seas, Straits and Rivers in the Archaic Picture
of the World Known to the Ancient Greeks]. In N. Yu. Gvozdetskaia et al. Visy dru-
zhby: Sbornik statei v chest’ T. N. Dzhakson [Visy druzhby: Collection of articles
in honour of T. N. Jackson]. Moscow: Russkii Fond Sodeistviia Obrazovaniiu i Nauke,
345-356. (in Russian).

Iomocunos, A. B. (2011a). Oxean, Mopsi, IPOJTHUBEI U PEKH B apXamdecKOH
KaptuHe Mupa JapeBHUX rpekoB. B k. H. FO. I'Bosnenkoii, 1. I. Konopanosoii,
E. A. MensaukoBoii, A. B. [Tonocunosa (pen.). Bucwvt opyarcovr: Coopruk cmametl

Judaica Petropolitana Ne 8 (2017) 73



6 uecmo T. H. [Joicakcon. M.: Pycckuit ®onpn CopeiictBust O6paszoBanuto u Hayke,
345-356.

Podosiniv, A. V. (2011b). Vvedenie [Introduction]. In Podosinov A. V., Skrzhin-
skaia M. V. Rimskie geograficheskie istochniki: Pomponii Mela i Plinii Starshii.
Teksty, perevod, kommentarii [ The Roman Geographical Sources: Pomponious Mela
and Pliny the Elder. Texts, translations, comments]. Moscow: Indrik. (in Russian).

[onocunos, A. B. (2011b). Beenenne. B ku. [lomocunoB A. B., Ckpxus-
ckasgs M. B. Pumckue ceoepagpuuecxue ucmounuxu: Ilomnonuii Mena u Ilnunuii
Cmapwuii. Texcmul, nepesoo, kommenmapuu. M.: THApUK.

Podosinov, A. V. (2012). Kuda plaval Odissei? O geograficheskih predstavleniiah
grekov v svjazi s puteshestviiami argonavtov, Gerakla i Odisseia [Where did Odysseus
Sail to? On the Greeks’ geographic ideas prompted by the sea voyages made
by the Argonauts, Hercules and Odysseus]. 4ristei. Vestnik klassicheskoi filologii
i antichnoi istorii [Aristaeus. Journal of Classical Philology and Ancient History]
5, 72—113. (in Russian).

Ionocunos, A. B. (2012). Kyna maBan Opucceii? O reorpadudeckux mnpen-
CTaBJICHUSX TPEKOB B CBSI3H C IyTCLICCTBUSIMHU aproHaBToB, [epakia u Omucces.
Apucmeit. Becmuux kaaccuueckou ¢unonoeuu u anmuunou ucmopuu 5, 72—113.

Podosinov, A. V. (2013a). Stranstviia Io v “Prometee Prikovannom” Eskhila
i arkhaicheskaia kartina mira grekov [[o’s Wanderings in “Prometheus Bound”
by Aeschylus and the Greeks’ archaic picture of the world]. Aristei. Vestnik klassi-
cheskoi filologii i antichnoi istorii [Aristaeus. Journal of Classical Philology
and Ancient History] 7, 20-45. (in Russian).

IMonocunos, A. B. (2013a). CtpanctBoBanus Mo B «IIpomeree [TprkoBaHHOMY
Dcxuila U apxandeckasi KapTUHa MHUpa TPEKoB. Apucmeti. Becmuuk Kiaccuueckou
Gunonozuu u anmuunou ucmopuu 7, 20-45.

Podosinov, A. V. (2013b). Geografiia i geograficheskie znaniia v antichnom romane
(nekotorye nabliudeniia) [Geography and Geographical Knowledge in the Ancient
Novel (observations)]. O. V. Raevskaia (ed.). Vtorye i tret i Averintsevskie chteniia:
K 75-letiiu so dnia rozhdeniia akademika S. S. Averintseva [Second and Third Ave-
rintsev Readings: to commemorate the 75th anniversary of the academician S. S. Ave-
rintsev's birth]. Moscow: MGU, 200-222. (in Russian).

[omocuuos, A. B. (2013b). ['eorpacdus u reorpaduyeckie 3HaAHUSI B AHTHIHOM
pomaHne (HekoTopble HaOmoneHus). B kH. O. B. PaeBckas (pex.). Bmopuie u mpemuvu
Asepunyescxue umenus: K 75-nemuto co ous posxcoenus akademuxa C. C. Agepun-
yeea. M.: U3n-Bo Mock. yH-Ta, 200-222.

Podosinov, A. V. (2014). Poniatie “Skifiia” ot Eskhila do Bloka: geopoliticheskie,
geograficheskie, eticheskie konnotatsii [ The Notion of “Scythia” from Aeschylus to Blok:
geopolitical, geographical, ethic connotations]. Antiquitas Aeterna. Povolzhskii antik-
ovedcheskii zhurnal [ Antiquitas aeterna. The Volga Region Journal of Ancient Studies] 4:
Istoriia ponjatii, kategorial 'nyi apparat sovremennoi istoricheskoi nauki i problemy (re)
konstruktsii proshlogo [The history of notions, the category means of contemporary
historical science and issues of (re)constructing the past], 335-360. (in Russian).

74



IMonocunog, A. B. (2014). TTonsitue «Cxkudus» ot cxuina 1o bioka: reonoautu-
4eckue, reorpaduieckne, STHIecKue KOHHOTAINU. Antiquitas aeterna. I1ogondcckuil
anmurosedueckuti scypran 4: VICTopust MOHSTHI, KaTeropuaibHBIN anmapar coBpe-
MEHHOW UCTOpPUYECKON HayKH U MPOOIEMBI (pe)KOHCTPYKINHU Mporiioro, 335-360.

Podosinov, A. V. (2015). Kuda plaval Odissei? O geograficheskikh predstav-
leniiakh grekov arkhaicheskoi epokhi [Where did Odysseus Sail to? On the Greeks’
geographical ideas in the archaic age]. Moscow: Yazyki slavianskikh kultur. (in Rus-
sian).

Homocunos, A. B. (2015). Kyoa nnasan Oducceii? O eeocpapuueckux npedcmas-
JIeHUSAX 2peKo6 apxaudeckoli 3noxu. M.: SI3bIKU CIIaBIHCKHUX KYJIBTYP.

Podosinov, A. V. et al. (2016). Skifija v istoriko-geograficheskoi traditsii an-
tichnosti i srednikh vekov [Scythia in the historical and geographical tradition
in the ancient times and the Middle Ages]. Moscow: Akvilon. (in Russian).

Iomocuuos, A. B., I)xakcon, T. H., Konosanosa, U. I. Cxugus 6 ucmopuro-
2eoepaghureckoll mpaouyuy AHMUYHOCMU U cpeOHUxX 6exkos. M.: AKBHIIIOH.

Prontera, F. (2016). Strabo’s Geography. In S. Bianchetti, M. R. Cataudella,
H.-J. Gehrke (eds.). Brill’s Companion to Ancient Geography. The Inhabited World
in Greek and Roman Tradition. Leiden—Boston: Brill, 239-258.

Purcell, N. (1990). Mobility and the Polis. In O. Murray, S. R. F. Price (eds.).
The Greek City from Homer to Alexander. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 29-58.

Raaflaub, K. A., Talbert, R. J. A. (eds.) (2010) Geography and Ethnography:
Perceptions of the World in Pre-Modern Societies. Chichester, U.K.—Malden, MA:
Wiley-Blackwell.

Raeck, W. (1981). Zum Barbarenbild in der Kunst Athens im 6. und 5. Jahrhun-
dertv. Chr. (Habelts Dissertationsdrucke; Reihe klassische Archdologie, 14), Bonn.
(in German).

Ratcliffe, J. (2014). Arimaspians and Cyclopes: The Mythos of the One-Eyed Man
in Greek and Inner Asian Thought, in Sino-Platonic Papers 249/June, Philadelphia
(http://sino-platonic.org/complete/spp249 cyclopes.pdf).

Ramin, J. (1979). Mythologie et géographie, Paris: Les Belles Lettres. (in French).

Rathmann, M. (hrsg.) (2007). Wahrnehmung und Erfassung geographischer
Réume in der Antike, Mainz am Rhein: Philipp von Zabern. (in German).

Reverdin, O. (éd.) (1962). Grecs et barbares. Fondation Hardt. Vandoeuvres,
Genéve, 4-9 septembre 1961; six exposés et discussions par H. Schwabl et al. Van-
doeuvres—Gen¢éve: Fondation Hardt. (in French; German).

Rochette, B. (1997). Grecs, Romains et Barbares. A la recherche de I’identité
ethnique et linguistique des Grecs et des Romains. Revue belge de philologie et d his-
toire 75 (1), 37-57. (in French).

Roller, D. W. (2015). Ancient Geography. The Discovery of the World in Classical
Greece and Rome. London—New York: I. B. Tauris.

Rollinger, R. (2014). Homer and the Ancient Near East: Some Considerations
on Intercultural Affairs. In I. Lindstedt, Ja. Himeen-Anttila, R. Mattila and R. Roll-

Judaica Petropolitana Ne 8 (2017) 75



inger (eds.). Case Studies in Transmission. The Intellectual Heritage of the Ancient
and Medieval Near East 1. Minster: Ugarit-Verlag, 131-142.

Rollinger, R., Schnegg, K. (hrsg.) (2014). Kulturkontakte in Antiken Welten:
Vom Denkmodell zum Fallbeispiel. Proceedings des internationalen Kolloquiums
aus Anlass des 60. Geburtstages von Christoph Ulf, Innsbruck, 26. bis 30. Januar
2009 (Colloquia antiqua 10). Leuven—Paris—Walpole, MA: Peeters. (in German).

Rudhardt, J. (2002). The Greek Attitude to Foreign Religions. In Th. Harrison
(ed.). Greeks and Barbarians. New York: Routledge, 172—185.

Rung E. V. (2005). Predstavlenie persov kak varvarov v grecheskoi literaturnoi
traditsii V v. do n. e., [The Persians treated as Barbarians in the Greek Literary
Tradition of the Sth century BC]. Mnemon. Issledovaniia i publikatsii po istorii
antichnogo mira [Mnemon. Studies and publications on the history of the Ancient
world] 4, 125-166. (in Russian).

Pysr, 3. B. (2005). [IpeacrapieHne nepcoB Kak BapBapoB B IPEUeCKOil INTepa-
TYpHO# Tpaauuuu V B. 10 H. 3. Muemon. Hccnedosanust u nyonuxkayuu no ucmopuu
anmuyunoco mupa 4, 125-166.

Saprykin, S. Yu. (2018). Drevnee Prichernomor e [ The Ancient Black Sea Areal].
Moscow—St. Petersburg: RKhGA. (in Russian).

Canpsikus, C. 1O. (2018). [pesnee IIpuueprnomopuve. M.; CII0.: U3n-Bo PXTA.

Said, S. (2002). Greeks and Barbarians in Euripides’ Tragedies: The End of Differ-
ences? In Th. Harrison (ed.). Greeks and Barbarians. New York: Routledge, 62—100.

Sanchez, M. G. (2007). Los babaros y el Barbaro: ideentidad griega y alteridad
persa. Faventia 29 (1), 33—49. (in Spanish).

Schenkeveld, D. M. (1976). Strabo on Homer, Mnemosyne 29, 52—64.

Schwabl, H. (1962). Das Bild der fremden Welt bei den frithen Griechen.
In O. Reverdin (éd.). Grecs et barbares. Fondation Hardt. Vandoeuvres, Genéve,
4-9 septembre 1961; six exposés et discussions par H. Schwabl et al. Vandoeuvres—
Geneve: Fondation Hardt, 1-36. (in German).

Shaub, 1. Yu. (2007). Mif, kul t, ritual v Severnom Prichernomor’e (VII-IV vv.
don. e.) [The Myth, the Cult, the Ritual in the Northern Black Sea Area (7th—4th cen-
turies BC)]. St. Petersburg: SPbGU. (in Russian).

[Tay®6, U. ¥O. (2007). Mug, kynom, pumyan ¢ Ceseprom Ipuueprnomopwve (VII—-
1V 66. 00 n. 3.). CII6.: U3n-Bo CIIOI'Y; ®dunonornueckwuii paxynsret CIIOIY, 2007.

Sinitsyn, A. A. (2006). Gerodot, Sofokl i egipetskie dikovinki (Ob odnom isto-
riograficheskom mife) [Herodotus, Sophocles and the Egyptian Curiosities (On an
historiographical myth)]. Antichnyi mir i arkheologiia [ The Ancient World and Arche-
ology] 12, 363-405. (in Russian).

Cunnibig, A. A. (2006). Teponot, Cooki u erurneTckue TUKOBUHKHE (OO0 o1HOM
ucropuorpadudeckom Mude). Anmuunsiii mup u apxeonozus 12, 363-405.

Sinitsyn, A. A. (2008). Sofokl i Skifskit logos Gerodota [Sophocles and the Scyth-
ian Logos by Herodotus]. Arkheologiia Vostochno-Evropeiskoi stepi [Archeology
of the East-European Steppe] 6, 269-292. (in Russian).

76



CunnupbiH, A. A. (2008). Codoki u Cxudekuii noroc I'eponora. Apxeonoeus
Bocmouno-Esponeiickoii cmenu 6, 269-292.

Sinitsyn, A. A. (2011a). Po povodu upominaniia v klassicheskoi drame ekstrav-
agantnogo “bosporskogo fenomena” (Soph. Frag. 473 TrGF 4 Radt) [Concerning
the extravagant ‘Bosporus phenomenon’ mentioned in the classical drama (Soph.
Frag. 473 TrGF 4 Radt)]. Bosporskii fenomen: Naselenie, iazyki, kontakty [ The Bos-
porus phenomenon: Population, languages, contacts]. St. Petersburg: Nestor-Istoriia,
626—641. (in Russian).

CunnneiH, A. A. (2011a). TTo moBoxy ymoMHHAHHS B KJIACCHYECKOH ApaMe SKC-
TpaBaraHTHOro «0ocmnopckoro penomena» (Soph. Frag. 473 TrGF 4 Radt). hocnop-
ckuil penomen: Hacenenue, szvixu, konmaxmot. CI16.: Hectop-Hctopus, 626—641.

Sinitsyn, A. A. (2011b). Antichnaia etnogeografiia sub specie tragoediae (es-
kiz problemy) [The ancient ethno-geographical sub specie tragoediae (a sketch
ofthe issue)]. Nauka i tekhnika: Voprosy istorii i teorii. Tezisy XXXII Mezhdunarodnoi
konferentsii Sankt-Peterburgskogo otdeleniia Rossiiskogo natsional nogo komiteta
po istorii i filosofii nauki i tekhniki RAN [Science and technology: Matters of history
and theory] 27. St. Petersburg, 224-225. (in Russian).

Cunnnibig, A. A. (2011b). ArTranas stHOTeorpadus sub specie tragoediae (3cku3
npobnemsl). Hayka u mexnuxa: Bonpocwt ucmopuu u meopuu. Tesucor XXXII Meoico.
200uunot koug. Cankm-IlemepoOypeckozo omoenenus Poccuiickoeo HayuoHaibHo2o
Komumema no ucmopuu u gpunocouu nayku u mexuuxu PAH 27. CIIG., 224-225.

Sinitsyn, A. A. (2012a). XKY®IXTI XEIPOMAKPON. Sophocles’ record
of the extravagant Scythian custom. Anabasis. Studia Classica et Orientalia 3,49-73.

Sinitsyn, A. A. (2012b). “Svoi” kak “chuzhie”: etika i etnopsikhologiia (neskol’ko
shtrikhov k drevnegrecheskoi lingvomental’nosti) [“Us” as “Them”: ethics and ethic
psychology (Ancient Greek Lingua-Mentality expanded)]. Aktual 'nye voprosy fun-
damental 'noi i prikladnoi etiki: k 90-letiiu so dnia rozhdeniia professora V. G. Iva-
nova [Topical issues of fundamental and applied ethics]. St. Petersburg: GPbGUP,
146—-148. (in Russian).

Cununbig, A. A. (2012b). «CBon» Kak «4Uy>KHe»: 3TUKA M ITHOTICHXOJIOTHS
(HECKOJIPKO HITPUXOB K JAPEBHETPEUCCKON JIMHIBOMEHTAIBHOCTH). AKmyaibHbie
80NPOCHL PYHOAMEHMATLHOU U NPUKAAOHOU dmuKu: K 90-1emuto co OHst podcoenus
npogheccopa B. I Hearnosa. CI10.: 3a-so CIIOI'YII, 146-148.

Sinitsyn, A. A. (2013). Etnogeograficheskaia ekzotika v grecheskoi drame: egi-
petskie realii u Sofokla [Ethno-geographical exotics in the Greek drama: Sophocles’
Egyptian realities]. Nauka i tekhnika: Voprosy istorii i teorii. Tezisy XXXIV Mezh-
dunarodnoi konferentsii Sankt-Peterburgskogo otdelenija Rossiiskogo natsional 'nogo
komiteta po istorii i filosofii nauki i tekhniki RAN [Science and technology: Matters
of history and theory] 29. St. Petersburg, 223-226. (in Russian).

CuHuipiH, A. A. (2013). DTHOreorpaduieckas 3K30THKa B TPEUECKOM Apame:
erunerckue peamnn y Codoxna. Hayxka u mexuuxa: Bonpocwvl ucmopuu u meopuu.
Tesucot XXXIV Meoico. coouunoii koug. Canxm-Ilemepoypeckozo omoenenus Poc-

Judaica Petropolitana Ne 8 (2017) 77



CUTICKO20 HAYUOHAIbHO20 KOMUMEMa no ucmopuu u uiocopuu Hayku u mexHuxu
PAH 29. CII6., 223-226.

Sinitsyn, A. A. (2014a). “Tam chudesa...”: grecheskaia mifologiia kak zanimatel’-
naia geografiia [“Miracles there...”: Greek mythology as amusing geography]. Nauka
i tekhnika v Pervuiu Mirovuiu voinu. Tezisy XXXV Mezhdunarodnoi konferentsii
Sankt-Peterburgskogo otdeleniia Rossiiskogo natsional’nogo komiteta po istorii
i filosofii nauki i tekhniki RAN [Science and technology during the First World War]
XXX. St. Petersburg, 248-251. (in Russian).

Cunnupiz, A. A. (2014a). «Tam uygeca. .. »: rpedeckast MU(OJIOTUsl Kak 3aHUMa-
TenbHas reorpadust. Hayka u mexuuxa 6 Ilepsyio Mupogyto eotiny. Tesucet XXXV Meoic-
dyHapoonast 200uunou kougepenyus Cankm-Ilemepoypecrkoco omoenenus Poccuil-
CKO20 HAYUOHATLHO2O KOMUmema no ucmopuu u Quioco@uu HaAyKu u mexHuxu
PAH XXX. CIIb., 248-251.

Sinitsyn, A. A. (2014b). Imago barbarorum—I: O vospriiatii oblika prichernomor-
skikh nomadov v grecheskoi khudozhestvennoi traditsii [Imago barbarorum-I:
On the image of Black-Sea-Area nomads in the Greek artistic tradition]. Problemy
istorii i arkheologii Ukrainy. Materialy 1X Mezhdunarodnoi nauchnoi konferentsii
30-31 oktiabria 2014 goda [Matters of the History and Archeology of Ukraine.
Proceedings of the 9th International Scholarly Conference, 30th—3 1st October 2014].
Kharkov: KhNU, 44-45. (in Russian).

CuannsiH, A. A. (2014b). Imago barbarorum—I: O BocripusTiH 00HKa TpHYep-
HOMOPCKHX HOMa/IOB B TPEUECKOil Xy/I0)KECTBEHHOM Tpauuun. [Ipobremvt ucmopuu
u apxeonozuu Yrpaunvl. Mamepuanvl IX Mexcoynapoonoii nayunot kongepenyuu,
30-31 oxmsabpa 2014 2. Xapokos: XHY, 44-45.

Sinitsyn, A. A. (2015). ”Aziatskie rozhi” nomadov: zamechaniia k obrazy pricher-
nomorskikh skifov v klassicheskoi ikonografii [“The Asian faces of nomads™: a note
to the image of Black-Sea-Area Scytians in the classical Greek iconography]. Aziia
i Afrika v meniaiuschemsia mire. XXVIII Mezhdunarodnaia nauchnaia konferentsiia
po istochnikovedeniiu i istoriografii stran Azii i Afriki [Asia and Africa in the changing
world]. St. Petersburg: SPbGU, 345-346. (in Russian).

Cunnnpig, A. A. (2015). «A3narckue poxXm» HOMAIOB: 3aMeUaHUs K 00pa3y
MPUYEPHOMOPCKHUX CKH(OB B KIACCHYECKON I'pedeckoil nkoHorpadun. Azus
u Agppura ¢ mensiowemcs mupe. XXVIII Mescoynapoonas HayuHas KoHgepeHyus
no ucmoyHuKosedeHuo u ucmopuoepaguu cmpan Azuu u Agppuru. CII0.: CIIOI'Y,
345-346.

Skinner, J. E. (2012). The Invention of Greek Ethnography.: From Homer to Hero-
dotus. Greeks overseas, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012.

Smith, T. J., Plantzos, D. (eds.) (2012). 4 Companion to Greek Art. Malden,
MA—Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell. Vols. 1-2.

Snell, B. (1952). Homer und die Entstehung des geschichtlichen Bewusstseins
bei den Griechen. In Varia Variorum. Festgabe fiir Karl Reinhardt dargebracht von
Freunden und Schiilern zum 14. Februar 1951. Miinster—Koln: Bohlau Verlag,
2—-12. (in German).

78



Sulimani, 1. (2011). Diodorus ' Mythistory and the Pagan Mission: Historiography
and Culture-heroes in the First Pentad of the Bibliotheke. Leiden—Boston: Brill.

Surikov, I. E. (2005). Antichnaia Gretsiia: politiki v kontekste epokhi: archaika
i ranniaia klassika [Ancient Greece: Politicians in the Context of the Age: the Archaic
Age and the Early Classical Age]. Moscow: Nauka. (in Russian).

Cypuxkos, U. E. (2005). Anmuynas I peyus: norumuxu 6 KOHmeKcme 3Moxu:
apxauka u panuaa kaaccuxa. M.: Hayka.

Surikov, . E. (2007). Gerodot i “pokhischenie Evropy” (pervyi grandioznyi etnoziv-
ilizatsionnyi mif'v istorii Zapada) [Herodotus and the “Abduction of Europe” (the first
grand ethno-civilizational myth in the history of the West)]. Dialog so vremenem:
Al’manakh intellektyal 'noi istorii [Dialogue with Time] 21, 149—-160. (in Russian).

Cypuxkos, 1. E. (2007). I'eponot u «noxumenue EBponsn» (epBblii rpaHAH03HbIH
STHOLMBUIN3ALMOHHBII MU B ucropuu 3anana). Juanoz co epemenem: Anomanax
unmennexmyanvrot ucmopuu 21, 149—160.

Surikov, L. E. (2008). Sukhoputnye marshruty glazami “narodov moria”: Gerodot
o nekotorykh transkontinental’nykh putiakh [Land Routes through the Eyes of “Sea-
faring peoples”: Herodotus on certain transcontinental roads]. In Vostochnaja Evropa
vdredvnostii srednevekov’e. Transkontinental ‘nye i lokal 'nye puti kak sotsiokul turnyi
fenomen. XX Chteniia pamiati V. T. Pashuto. Moscow, 16—18 aprelia 2008 [ East Europe
in ancient and medieval times. The 20th Readings commemorating V. T. Pashuto.
Moscow, 16th—18th April 2008]. Moscow: IVI RAN, 217-221. (in Russian).

Cypuxkos, 1. E. (2008). CyxomyTHbIe MapIIpyTHI IFIa3aMA «HAPOA0B Mops»: ['epo-
JIOT O HEKOTOPBIX TPAHCKOHTHHEHTAIBHBIX My TsIX. Bocmounas Eepona 6 Opeernocmu
u cpedHesexosve. TpaHCKOHMUHEHMAIbHbIE U TIOKATbHbLE NYMU KAK COYUOKYIbNTYD-
Hotil penomen. XX Umenusa namamu B. T. [lawymo. Mocksa, 16—18 anpens 2008 2.
M.: UBU PAH, 217-221.

Surikov, L. E. (2009). Herodotus. Moscow: Molodaia gvardiia. (in Russian).

Cypuxkos, U. E. (2009). I'epooom. M.: Mononast TBapusi.

Surikov, I. E. (2011). Ocherki ob istoriopisanii v klassicheskoi Gretsii [Sketches
of the historiography in Classical Greece]. Moscow: Yazyki slavianskikh kul’tur.
(in Russian).

Cypuxkos, U. E. (2011). Ouepku 06 ucmopuonucanuu 6 knaccudeckou I peyuu.
M.: SI3bIKH CTaBSIHCKUX KYJIBTYP.

Surikov, L. E. (2012/2015). Polis, logos, kosmos: mir glazami ellina. Kategorii
drevnegrecheskoi kultury [Polis, Logos, Cosmos: the World through the Eyes
of the Hellene. Categories of the Ancient Greek Culture]. Moscow: Russkii Fond
Sodeistviia Obrazovaniia i Nauke. (in Russian).

Cypuxko, U. E. (2012/2015). [onuc, nozoc, kocmoc: mup enazamu 371uUHA.
Kamezopuu opesneepeueckoti kynomypul. M.: Pycckuit @onyn Coxevictust O0pa-
3oBaHMIo U Hayke.

Surikov, I. E. (2013). Pythagoras. Moscow: Molodaia gvardiia. (in Russian).

Cypuxos, U. E. (2013). ITughazop. M.: Mononas reapausi.

Judaica Petropolitana Ne 8 (2017) 79



Surikov, L. E. (2015). Antichnaia Gretsiia: Mental 'nost’, religiia, kul tura (Opus-
cula selecta 1) [Ancient Greece: Mentality, Religion, Culture (Opuscula selecta 1)].
Moscow: Yazyki slavianskikh kul’tur. (in Russian).

Cypukos, U. E. (2015). Aumuunas I peyus: Menmanvnocme, penueust, Kyibmypa
(Opuscula selecta ). M.: SI3bIKH CIaBSIHCKHUX KYJIBTYDP.

Talbert, R. J. A. (ed.) (2003). Atlas of Classical History. London—New York:
Routledge.

Thomas, R. (2000). Herodotus in Context: Ethnography, Science, and the Art
of Persuasion. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Tissier, J.-L. (1989). L’espace géo-tragique, Espace géographique 18 (1), 38.
(in French).

Torok, L. (2014). Herodotus in Nubia. Leiden—Boston: Brill.

Trzaskoma, S. M., Smith, R. S. (eds.) (2013). Writing Myth: Mythography
in the Ancient World. Leuven—Paris—Walpole, MA: Peeters.

Tuplin, C. J. (1999). Greek Racism? Observations on the Character and Limits
of Greek Ethnic Prejudice. In G. R. Tsetskhladze (ed.). Ancient Greeks West and East.
Leiden—Boston—KolIn: Brill, 47-75.

UlIf, Chr. (2009). Rethinking Cultural Contacts. Ancient West and East 8, 81—132.

Ulf, Chr. (2014). Eine Typologie von kulturellen Kontaktzonen (“Fernver-
héltnisse* — Middle Grounds — dichte Kontaktzonen), oder: Rethinking Cultural
Contacts auf dem Priifstand. In R. Rollinger, K. Schnegg (hrsg.) Kulturkontakte
in Antiken Welten: Vom Denkmodell zum Fallbeispiel. Proceedings des internationalen
Kolloquiums aus Anlass des 60. Geburtstages von Christoph Ulf, Innsbruck, 26. bis
30. Januar 2009 (Colloquia antiqua 10). Leuven—Paris—Walpole, MA: Peeters,
469-504. (in German).

Vakhtina, M. Yu. (2009). K probleme greko-varvarskih vzaimodeistvii v sfere
iskusstva na territorii Severnogo Prichernomor’ia skifskoi epokhi [On the Greek-
Barbarian Interaction in the Art of the Northern Black Sea Area in the Scythian
Agel. Bosporskii fenomen. Iskusstvo na periferii antichnogo mira [The Bosporus
Phenomenon)]. St. Petersburg: Nestor-Istoriia, 356-365. (in Russian).

Baxtuna, M. 0. (2009). K npobneme rpexo-BapBapcKUX B3aMMOACHCTBHH
B cepe uckyccrBa Ha Teppuropun CeBepHoro [IpuuepHOMOpBS CKUPCKOH DITOXH.
bocnopckui penomen. Hckycemeo na nepughepuu anmuunoeo mupa. CI16.: Hecrop-
HUctopus, 356-365.

Vakhtina, M. Yu. (2013). Fragment chernofigurnogo lekifa iz Porfmiia: ob odnoi
iz vozmozhnyh interpretatsii obraza “skifskogo luchnika” [A Fragment of a Black-
Figured Lecythus from Porthmion: a possible interpretation of the “Scythian Archer”].
In @EIAITIA: Pamiati Juriia Viktorovicha Andreeva [Pheiditia: Commemorating
Yury Victorovich Andreev]. St. Petersburg: Dmitrii Bulanin, 59-71. (in Russian).

Baxtuna, M. 10. (2013). ®parment yepnodurypuoro nexuda u3 [Topdmust:
00 O7THOM M3 BO3MOKHBIX HHTEPIIPETAINN 00pa3a «CKU(CKOTo TydHnKa». B kH. Quou-
musi: Hamsmu IOpusi Buxmoposuua Anopeesa. CI10.: Imutpuii bBynanun, 59-71.
(in Russian).

80



Vannicelli, P. (2001). Herodotus’ Egypt and the Foundations of Universal History.
In N. Luraghi (ed.). The Historian's Craft in the Age of Herodotus. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 211-240.

Vinogradov, Yu. A. (2000). Fenomen Bosporskogo gosudarstva v otechestvennoi
literature [The Phenomenon of the Bosporan Kingdom in Domestic Literature].
Stratum plus 3, 98—128. (in Russian).

Bunorpanos, 0. A. (2000). ®enomen bocmopckoro rocymapcTsa B 0T€UeCTBEH-
HOW uTeparype. Stratum plus. Apxeonoeus u kynomypras anmpononocus 3, 98—128.

Vinogradov, Yu. A. (2009). Migratsii kochevnikov Evrazii i nekotorye osobennosti
istoricheskogo razvitiia Bospora Kimmeriiskogo [Migrations of Nomads in Eurasia
and Peculiarities of the Historical Development of the Cimmerian Bosporus].
Bosporskie issledovaniia [Bosporan Studies] XXII. Simferopol’—Kerch’, 5-90.
(in Russian).

Bunorpanos, 0. A. (2009). Murpanuu KoueBHUKOB EBpa3uu u HEKOTOpbIE
0COOCHHOCTH MCTOpUYecKoro pasButus bocmopa Kummepuiickoro. bocnopckue
uccnedoganusi. Boin. XXII: Cmenu Eepaszuu u ucmopust bocnopa Kummepuiickoeo.
Cumpeponons; Kepub, 5-90.

Vinogradov, Yu. A., Goroncharovskii, V. A. (2009). Voennaia istoriia i voennoe
delo Bospora Kimmeriiskogo (VI v. do n. e. — seredina Ill v. n. e.) [The War History
and the Art of War in the Cimmerian Bosporus (6th century BC — mid 3vd century
AD)]. St. Petersburg: SPbGU. (in Russian).

Bunorpanos, 0. A., Toponuaposckuii, B. A. (2009). BoenHast uctopust 1 BO€H-
Hoe zaeno bocnopa Kummepuiickoro (VI B. 10 H. 5. — cepeauna III B. H. 3.). CIIG.:
CIIoIY.

Vlassopoulos, K. (2007). Between East and West: The Greek poleis as part
of a world-system. Ancient West and East 6, 91—-111.

Vlassopoulos, K. (2012). The barbarian repertoire in Greek culture. Apidovny 18,
53-88.

Vlassopoulos, K. (2013). Greeks and Barbarians. Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press.

Vojatzi, M. (1982). Friihe Argonautenbilder, Wiirzburg: Trilsch. (in German).

Warnecke, H. (2008). Homers Wilder Westen. Die historisch-geographische
Wiedergeburt der Odyssee. Stuttgart: Franz Steiner Verlag. (in German).

Weiler, 1. (1968). Greek and Non-Greek World in the Archaic Period. Greek,
Roman and Byzantine Studies 9, 21-29.

West, M. L. (2005). Odyssey and Argonautica. Classical Quarterly, n. s. 55 (1),
39-64.

Whitmarsh, T., Thomson, S. (eds.) (2013). The Romance between Greece
and the East. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Wilson, N. G. (1997). Aelian’ Historical Miscellany, with an English trans.
by N. G. Wilson (Loeb Classical Library). Cambridge, Mass.—London: Harvard
University Press. (in Greek & English).

Judaica Petropolitana Ne 8 (2017) 81



Wolf, A. (1990). Die wirkliche Reise des Odysseus. Zur Rekonstruktion des Hom-
erischen Weltbildes, durchges. und erw. Neuaufl. Miinchen—Wien: Langen-Miiller.
(in German).

Wolf, A. (2009). Homers Reise. Auf den Spuren des Odysseus. Vollig tiberarb.
Neuausgabe. Koln—Weimar—Wien: Bohlau. (in German).

Yailenko, V. P. (1990). Arkhaicheskaia Gretsiia i Blizhnii Vostok [Archaic Greece
and the Middle East]. Moscow: Nauka. (in Russian).

Siinenxo, B. 1. Apxauueckas I'peyus u Bauswcnuii Bocmok. M.: Hayka. —
271 c. Yailenko, V. P. (2013). Ocherki etnicheskoi, politicheskoi i kul turnoi istorii Skifii
VIII-III vv. do n. e. [Sketches of the ethnic, political and cultural history of Scythia
in the 8th—3rd centuries BC]. Moscow: Onebook.ru. (in Russian).

Sitnenxo, B. I1. Ouepxu smuuueckou, nonumuyeckoui u KyibmypHOU UCMOopuu
Crudhuu VIII-III 6. 0o H. 5. M.: Onebook.ru.

Zaicev, A. (1993). Das griechische Wunder. Die Entstehung der griechischen
Zivilisation. Konstanz: Universititsverlag Konstanz. (in German).

Zaitsev, A. L. (2000). Kul turnyi perevorot v Drevnei Gretsii VIII-V vv. do n. e.
[The Cultural Upheaval in Ancient Greece in the 8th—5th centuries BC). L. Ya. Zhmud’
(ed.). 2nd ed. St. Petersburg: SPbGU. (in Russian).

3aitiies, A. W. (2000). Kynomypnusiti nepesopom 6 Lpesneii I peyuu VIII-V 6s.
oo n. 2. JI. 5. Kmyns (pen.). 2-e usn., ucnp. u nepepad. CII6.: @unonorudeckuii
¢axymerer CIIOIY. (1-¢ m3a.: JL.: JIT'Y, 1985).

Zahrnt, M., Zahrnt, M. (2012). Was haben Apollonios’ Argonauten auf dem Istros
zu suchen? Klio 94 (1), 82-99. (in German).

82



