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ABSTRACT
I first extract a normative model for mother-daughter relationships from the Homeric

Hymn to Demeter as well as a story pattern of the succession narrative from Hesiod’s Theogony
and Homer’s Odyssey. Using both of these patterns or models, I investigate the troubled
relationship between Clytemnestra and Electra. In Sophocles’ Electra and Euripides’ Electra the
behavior of each character not only fails to conform to the normative model of a mother-
daughter pair, it, in fact, exceeds all negative expectations for a functional, reciprocal mother-
daughter relationship. Nevertheless, Clytemnestra and Electra are both aware of these societal
norms. Both characters are disadvantaged because of the limits of female power, for
Clytemnestra at an earlier phase of her life before she killed Agamemnon and usurped the throne.
This fact contributes to the failure in mothering and the reproduction of mothering on the Attic
stage.
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INTRODUCTION
Overview

Motherhood is not a given. Although women give birth biologically—i.e., by nature, the
various ways in which they interact with and “mother” their children depend on the culture in
which they live. As a culture changes, the ways in which women “mother” change as well. For
example, in our own society, breast feeding has gone in and out of fashion numerous times, and
people hold different ideas on issues as varied as co-sleeping and discipline. Any given society
may place strictures on women who are pregnant or mothering, but within these guidelines many
types of behaviors may be considered “normal” or acceptable. While every mother does not
behave towards her children in the same way in any given society and at any particular time
period, there is a set of expected behaviors to which most mothers will conform.'

In ancient Greek society, too, there was a normative model within which women fulfilled
their roles as mothers and daughters, a model which can, in part, be reconstructed today through
archaeological and literary evidence, notably the Homeric Hymn to Demeter from around 650
BCE. In Greek tragedy, though, this “normative” framework for mother-daughter interactions
sometimes becomes clearer through its dysfunction. In both Sophocles’ and Euripides’ Electra
plays, for example, the relationship between Clytemnestra and Electra is very troubled. It is
evident that both playwrights are exploring the expected mother-daughter relationship and

questioning what happens when it does not function properly, when, for one reason or another,

" See Chodorow 1978 for further discussion of the social constructs of motherhood and the reproduction of
mothering.



the mother does not behave towards her daughter or the daughter towards her mother in a way
that the society finds suitable.

In order to analyze and understand what Euripides and Sophocles are up to in their
depictions of Electra and Clytemnestra, it is first necessary to examine the Athenian society in
which the two tragedians lived. Do the female characters portrayed in their tragedies have any
relation to the position of real women in late 5™ century Athens, when these plays were written?”
Were Electra and Clytemnestra designed to raise contemporary issues and ideas, and if so, on
which ones does each author comment?

Mothers and Daughters in 5" Century Athens

It is difficult to form an accurate and comprehensive picture of women’s everyday lives
in ancient Athens. Not only is the time period so far removed from the present day that much
information about daily life in general has been lost, but nearly all the sources that we have about
women were written by men. As Blundell points out, since there are no surviving texts written
by Athenian women, much of what is known about them has been filtered through the male
perspective; thus there are some areas of women’s lives that are never mentioned in the sources
because men either did not know about them or did not deem them important enough to be
discussed.” Much of our information also applies only to relatively wealthy women, or to an
ideal situation. The lives of slaves, non-citizens, or poor women would have been quite
different.

Nevertheless, scholars can use artistic representations, especially vase paintings, ritual
evidence, and literary texts, both prose and poetry, to form a basic idea of the lived experiences

of Athenian women and the lives men thought they should live. According to many ancient

? For this paper I will focus mainly on Athenian women because the plays were written by Athenian men and
because the lives of women in other Greek societies, in Sparta for instance, could be very different.
* Blundell 1998, 2.



Greek authors, the ideal situation was for women to be totally secluded from public life.
Thucydides’ Pericles, for example, in his famous funeral oration, has only this to say to the war
widows: kol fis av T’ EAaXI0TOV GPeTNs TEPL T JOYou €V Tols Gpaet KAEOs 7. “And her
glory is greatest who is mentioned least among the men either for valor or for slander.” (Th. Pel.
2.45.2)* As Rustin points out, “the injunction to invisibility...is completely traditional, since the
proper activity of a woman was §vSov pgvelv [to remain within, Herodas 1.37], and in court they
were usually left unnamed unless under attack.” Of course, this kind of seclusion was not
possible for all classes of women. Slaves and poorer women had to venture out in public on
errands and other daily business, and some women had jobs outside of the house. In general,
though, women spent most of their time inside, often secluded in a special section of the home;
they were associated with the oikos, a word that denotes not just a nuclear family, but can also
relate to property, slaves and other family members. It was only during certain religious
ceremonies that most women would have played a noticeable public role,® though there is some
evidence that concubines or prostitutes may have participated more fully.” In ancient Athens
there was a distinction between public and private, démos and oikos, similar to that found during
the Victorian period. But while the temptation to compare Athenian women to the women of the
19" century, the “angels at the hearth,” is strong due to the degree to which middle and upper-
class women in both societies were removed from participation in public life, there are notable
differences. Women in the 19" century were considered to be more pure than men and were

seen as nurturing, moralizing influences, but to the ancient Greek men, women were a force that

* All translation are my own unless otherwise noted.

3 Rusten 1989, 176. For further discussion of the omission of women in court cases of the 5™ and 4™ centuries BCE,
see Schaps 1977, 323-30.

° Blundell 1998, 12.

7 See Davidson 1997 and Pomeroy 1975 for further discussion the participation of prostitutes and courtesans in
Greek society.



needed to be controlled: “the private sphere was seen as a threat to the norms of public life — the
source of disruptive individual interests and ambitions — rather than as a basis for training in the
co-operative virtues.”® Therefore, women were assigned domestic roles through which they
could be more easily controlled. They were excluded from the public, political and economic
spheres, and so apparently it was as wife and mother that a woman could most fully participate in
Greek society.

Not surprisingly there is not much information, either in ancient sources or secondary
scholarship, on the relationship between mothers and daughters in ancient Greece. There are, of
course, numerous reasons for this. Male authors in antiquity had little interest in this type of
relationship. Boys were the preferred children, and infant girls were much more likely to be
exposed.” It is impossible to tell whether a mother would have secretly hoped for a girl or
whether she, too, desired a son. And yet poetry, at times, depicts loving relationships between
mothers and daughters. While many of these examples are mythological or fictional, there is
also a fragment attributed to Sappho that mentions her daughter:

0TI U0l KOO TGS XPUGLOIGIV avBEHOIGIY

eudepn < v > exotoa popdav KAeis ayamata,

auTl TAs £ywude Audiav maioav oud’ epavvav... (Fr. 132)

I have a beautiful child whose form is like golden flowers

Beloved Kleis, in exchange for whom I would not

Have all Lydia nor lovely...

This gentle poem gives just a glimpse into a tender relationship between mother and daughter.

The literary, archaeological and artistic sources that do exist provide the following

general outline of the lives of Athenian women. Girls were married at a very early age and

would have generally left their own family to live with the family of their husbands. When a

¥ Humphreys 1993, 69-70.
’ Demand 2004, 17.



mother had a girl, she expected to have to part with her as early as age fourteen, and the two
would not necessarily remain in close contact after the marriage, especially if the daughter
moved far away. Presumably, when the daughter moved into her husband’s household, her
mother-in-law (if still living) was also there. Again, though, there is not an excessive amount of
primary material on mothers-in-law, and the nature of this relationship has to be conjectured
based on myth and literature. Demand even argues that the figure of mother-in-law was often
purposely censored, but she also suggests as another reason that the sources are so meager the
fact that a husband’s mother was not likely to have survived beyond the point at which he was
married: “The average female age at death was probably about forty-five. Golden estimates that
only about 40 percent of mothers lived to see a son’s child. When fewer than half of the brides
had mothers-in-law, it may be that the culture did not allot them an active matriarchal role in the
new family structure, even if they continued to live in the household.”"”

While daughters did leave their households at an early age, they would have spent most
of their early years with their own mothers. Free citizen girls were carefully kept inside the
home where they could be watched and protected until they were married. The less contact they
had with the outside world the better, and the easier to keep their honor and the honor of the
oikos in tact.'" Since girls did not usually go to school, it would be from their mothers that
daughters learned the necessary tools and skills for their own lives as wives and mothers.
Women would do all types of jobs inside the oikos: manage the household, clean, garden, cook,
work with wool, and make clothing for the family. In a wealthy household, the wife would
oversee the slaves who were at work on these tasks. Mothers instructed daughters on these

duties as well, and young girls spent much time watching after younger siblings and making

' Demand 2004, 17.
! Pomeroy 1975, 72.



items for their trousseaus.'> And even though girls did not receive any formal education, some
did learn how to read, which would help in household management duties, and wealthy families
may have provided their daughters with lessons in singing or lyre—playing.13 Thus, even if a new
wife found herself without a mother-in-law, she could rely on the knowledge and experience that
she gained while growing up and taking care of younger siblings, as well as help from other
women in the household, friends and neighbors."*

What, then, can Greek tragedy, written by men and performed by men, tell us about the
lives of Greek women? In this thesis, I examine the representations of Electra and Clytemnestra
in the plays of Euripides and Sophocles, using knowledge of the mother-daughter bond in
contemporary Athenian society as well as modern psychoanalytical theories of mother-daughter
relationships.

Scholarship on the Electra Plays

The Electra plays of Sophocles and Euripides offer two unique versions of the aftermath
of Agamemnon’s murder. Since each play contains many of the same main characters, with the
same action leading up to the murders of Aegisthus and Clytemnestra, and since each was
written around the same time in the same city, much of the scholarship compares and contrasts
the two works, and their respective playwrights. One major focus of this compare-and-contrast
approach has been to explore the differences in the action of each play, for example why
Sophocles reverses the order of the murders, having Orestes kill Clytemnestra first and then
Aegisthus, rather than the other way around as in Euripides’ and Aeschylus’ renderings, and why
Euripides chooses not to include Clytemnestra’s dream (which is so prominent in Aeshylus’

Choephoroi). The characters, too, are examined against each other. For example, Knox, who

12 Pomeroy 1975, 63.
13 Blundell 1998, 10.
4 Demand 2004, 22.



credits Sophocles with presenting us with the “tragic hero,” contrasts the Sophoclean hero with
the Euripidean one: “Except for Medea, the characteristic Euripidean hero suffers rather than
acts... The Sophoclean characters are responsible, through their action and intransigence, for the
tragic consequences, but in Euripidean tragedy disaster usually strikes capriciously and blindly."
Scholars often use these differences in plot and character to try to answer questions about the
intentions of the playwrights themselves, such as whether Sophocles and Euripides support or
denounce the killing of Clytemnestra.

In the scholarship on the individual plays, many of the same topics reappear. Arguments
about Sophocles’ Electra often center on the author’s views on the matricide. Did Sophocles see
it as a just act, or did he condemn it? As Finglass points out in his commentary to this Electra,
“It often seems...scholars quickly make up their mind whether they are optimists or pessimists.
With that decision made, they go through the play and force every episode into their preferred
schema, without stopping to ask whether the drama might be too complicated a work to submit

. 16
to such a Procrustean practice.”

Kells, for example, falls into the optimist category, and his
praise of Sophocles’ craftsmanship is echoed in many other scholars’ commentaries:
“Sophocles’ Electra is undoubtedly one of the world’s greatest plays...Not a line, not a word is
misplaced or superfluous. It is the work, not merely of a great artist, but of an inspired artist.”"’
Further, the commentaries on Sophocles’ Electra, much more so than those on Euripides’ play,
focus on the character of Electra herself. Knox sees Electra as exhibiting the qualities of a
typical Sophoclean hero, right along with Ajax, Philoctetes, Oedipus and Antigone.

While the verdict is somewhat divided in Sophoclean scholarship, most argue that

Euripides is much less in favor of the matricide and that he even portrays Clytemnestra in a

15 Knox 1966, 5.
' Finglass 2007, 9.
17 Kells 1973, 1.



somewhat sympathetic light. Kells states that Euripides denounced the matricide by having
Orestes reproach Apollo, who commanded it."® And while Sophocles’ Electra is generally
viewed as the model of a heroic figure, Euripides’ Electra is much less so: “Electra’s thirst for
revenge derives more from her own sufferings and her personal hatred than from her sense of
duty to the memory of her father (though the latter element is not lacking.) Heroic stature is
absent in Electra and still more in Orestes.”'” Euripides’ Electra is generally seen as a darker,
less optimistic rendering of the myth.

While these have been the major issues in the scholarship on the two Electra plays,
certainly some scholars have been sensitive to other aspects, including gender. Zeitlin argues
that women are never “an end in themselves” in Greek tragedy, even though they may occupy
center stage; they function as adjuncts, catalysts, agents, blockers, destroyers, or, as Electra does,
as assistants to the males in the play.”® Often though, Electra’s gender is not a central focus and
becomes just a side-note in a larger argument. For example, writing on Sophocles’ Electra Kells
states, “Given her dedication to a single purpose, her intransigence, and her lack of realistic
commonsense, we shall see how relentless association with the revenge-principle ruins her
mentally and morally. Herself childless, she shall fail to comprehend her mother’s maternality,
mistaking the psychology of fear for that of pride.” Kells, however, fails to elaborate on this
interesting idea and continues in the next paragraph with more factors that lead to Electra’s ruin.
Many scholars provide similarly thought-provoking statements that are quickly abandoned.
Others, Knox for example, pay little attention to gender. In his attempt to create an image of the
Sophoclean hero, he does not consider how Electra, and Antigone for that matter, differ from

Ajax, Oedipus, and Philoctetes.

18 Kells 1973, 2.
19 Kamberbeek 1953, 8.
20 Zeitlin 1990, 69.



Clytemnestra, Electra, and the Failure of Mothering on the Attic Stage

In chapter one, “Normative Mother-Daughter Relationships in Greek Tragedy,” I first
examine Demeter and Persephone in the Homeric Hymn to Demeter as a precursor text which
would have been familiar to an Attic audience. This Hymn from around 650 BCE sets up the

patterns and norms of diction which establish a broad framework for reciprocal mother-daughter

relationships. With these features from a functional relationship in mind, I turn to Attic tragedies

and focus on the relationships of Clytemnestra and Iphigenia in Euripides’ Iphigenia in Aulis,
Hecuba and Polyxena in Euripides’ Hecuba, and Deianeira and Iole in Sophocles’ Trachiniae.
These three pairs provide both functional and dysfunctional examples of the mother-daughter
bond and help to bolster and flesh out the normative pattern established by the Hymn.

These examples are relatively positive, though not without their own problems. For
example, Demeter is nearly incapacitated by the loss of Persephone, and both Clytemnestra in
Iphigenia in Aulis and Hecuba in Hecuba are extremely, and understandably, distressed when
faced with the sacrifices of their daughters. In the Hymn and the three tragedies, the mother
hopes that her daughter will grow up, marry a powerful husband, and produce children; in
addition, there is a warm, reciprocal cross-generational bond between the two women. In the
Homeric Hymn to Demeter, the bond between Demeter and Persephone is so close that when
Persephone is snatched up and taken to the underworld, Demeter roams the earth in search of
her, and she eventually becomes so distressed that she causes all the crops to stop growing. In
Euripides’ Iphigenia in Aulis, Clytemnestra is overjoyed at the prospect of Iphigenia’s wedding
to Achilles and thoroughly questions Agamemnon about the lineage of her new son-in-law.
Seeing Agamemnon’s tears, which she interprets as sadness at seeing his daughter leave the

household, Clytemnestra points out that she, too, will feel sad to see Iphigenia go: oux 8’
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aOUVETOS elpt, TeloecBan 8¢ pe / kTN Sokel TS, CIOTE Un ot VoubeTELY, / 0TV OUV
upevalolo eEaycw kopny: “T am not so without sense, but it seems that I will be experiencing
this very thing; thus I don’t admonish you, when I lead the girl out with marriage songs.” (Eur.
IA 691-93) Later in the same play, Clytemnestra is distraught and enraged when she learns that
her daughter will be sacrificed, and she does all she can to protect Iphigenia. In Hecuba,
Polyxena herself points out that she was raised with the hope of being PaciAelot vuudn, “the
bride for kingly men,” (Eur. Hec. 352), and Hecuba begs Odysseus that she be sacrificed along
with her daughter (391-93). Despite the fact that Helen and Hermione have been separated for
years, Electra in Euripides’ Orestes claims that Helen, who greatly fears the hatred of the whole
Greek world still finds comfort and solace in her daughter (Eur. Or. 62-66).

In the second chapter, “Clytemnestra and Electra’s Interactions,” I examine the atypical
relationship between Clytemnestra and Electra in each Electra play against the cultural norms
discussed in chapter one. While mother-daughter relationships in ancient Athenian society were
expected to provide comfort and support, with the mother preparing her daughter for
womanhood, marriage, and childbirth, and with the daughter comforting her mother in old age,
in neither play does the relationship between Electra and Clytemnestra appropriately fulfill these
duties.”! The language each woman uses reflects what she sees as the incorrect behavior of the
other, Clytemnestra as mother and Electra as daughter. For example, Sophocles’ Electra
characterizes Clytemnestra as uﬁTnp &uﬁToop, “mother who is not a mother.” (Soph. El. 1154)

In fact, throughout his play, she constantly avoids calling Clytemnestra her mother.”* Further, in

*! To some extent in Euripides, but especially in Sophocles where they specifically refer to Electra as child (for
example in line 251), the Chorus of women takes over the role of the caring, wise mother that Clytemnestra is
unable or unwilling to perform: aAX’ olv gUvolg Y’ aU8®, / HOTNE WOEL TIS TOTA, / N TIKTEIV 0 ATV
aTals. “But therefore, to be sure, I speak to you with kindness, just like some trusty mother, that you don’t bear
ruin upon ruin.” (Soph. El. 233-35) For further discussion, see chapter 2, page 56.

** For an analysis of Electra’s disavowal of Clytemnestra as a mother figure, see chapter 2, page 53-55.
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each play, Electra uses the language of sight and viewing to call attention to her sufferings and to
distance herself from Clytemnestra.

Strangely, both Euripides’ and Sophocles’ Electra plays contain hints that Clytemnestra
is a sympathetic or loving character, akin to the Clytemnestra of Iphigenia in Aulis. In
Euripides’s tragedy, Electra’s rustic husband even admits that, though Clytemnestra is cruel, she
protected Electra from being killed by Aegisthus by marrying her off to a poor farmer (Eur. EL.
27-28). Furthermore, Clytemnestra quickly comes to help Electra perform the duties and
sacrifices associated with childbirth, unwittingly facilitating her own death. Sophocles’
Clytemnestra claims that it is impossible for a mother to truly hate her own children: 8eivov To
TIKTEIV EOTIV' OUSE YO KOKS / TAGXOVTI HIGOS GOV TEKT) TPooylyveTal. “To give birth is
terrible; not even for the one suffering badly does hatred arise for the child whom she bore.”
(Soph. EL. 770-71) How, then, do these hints of sympathy and kindness function in the two
tragedies? Do they simply provide a stark contrast to Clytemnestra’s behavior, underscoring her
cruelty? Or do they serve to cast doubt upon the legitimacy of Electra’s own deeds?

In the third chapter, “Clytemnestra, Electra and Succession,” I first establish Hesiod’s
Theogony and the Odyssey, as archaic Greek ‘precursor texts’ which, like the Homeric Hymn to
Demeter, would have been familiar to 5™ century Athenians. These two works establish a
paradigm for succession on which the Electra plays draw: the possible usurpation of an absent
ruler’s kingdom (Odyssey) and the overthrow of the older generation by the younger and the
assumption of the kingship (Theogony).

The triangle of Orestes, Electra, and Clytemnestra subverts this succession pattern, in
which a mother and a child successfully overthrow the father/husband/king. Looking at various

examples of such myths, I argue that Electra, posing as a mother and adopting/creating a child,
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overthrows not her husband, but her own mother, who is in fact the most powerful and
threatening monarch in the city of Argos.

Clytemnestra’s “faulty” mothering fails to provide Electra with the safeguards she needs
for her own adulthood, a husband and a child, and robs her of the protection of a brother. Both
the ideal psychological bonds between mother and daughter and the supportive political
functions of family, inheritance, and succession have broken down. Electra, in each play, unable
to secure a husband or a child in the normal manner, fashions herself as a surrogate or even
fabricated mother in order to facilitate the murder of Clytemnestra. In Sophocles’ version of the
story, Electra virtually steps in as Orestes’ mother. She frequently mentions that she raised
Orestes and even claims that Clytemnestra accuses her of having nourished Orestes for the
express purpose of punishing her: ov ToAAa 81 pE ool TpEdEIV HiooTopa / ETTIGOw: “The
one whom you have many times accused me of rearing as an avenger against you.” (Soph. EL
603-4) Further, just as Sophocles’ Clytemnestra uses the childbirth and labor to claim a greater
right to their children than Agamemnon,> Electra uses this same language regarding Orestes:
olpol TaAaica TN euns ToAat Tpodns / aveadeAnTou, THv ey Boy’ audl col / Tove
yAukel Tapeoyov. “Alas for the uselessness of my wretched nursing long ago, which I often
provided for you in sweet labor.” (Soph. El. 1143-45) Thus, Electra treats her brother as if he
were her own child, and then uses him to murder their mother and avenge their father; in this act
she resembles characters such as Gaia and Rhea in the Theogony, and Phoenix’s mother in the
lliad, who all use a male child to overthrow or thwart their tyrannical husbands.

In Euripides’ Electra, Electra essentially poses as a wife and mother. Though technically

married to a poor farmer, they never consummate the marriage. Electra does not fulfill her

> In Sophocles’ Electra, Clytemnestra argues that she had more of a claim to her children than Agamemnon since
she suffered through labor with them: ouk Toov Kaucov Epol / AITms, OT” EGTIELP’, CIOTIEP T TIKTOUG™ £y,
“Suffering pain not equal to me, when he sowed his seed, as I when giving birth.” (Soph. El. 532-33)
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“function” as a wife, and, in fact, she frequently laments her current state. Even more strikingly,
Electra actually creates a child for herself; she becomes a false mother.”* In order to lure
Clytemnestra out to the farmer’s house so that Orestes can kill her, Electra sends word to her
mother that she has given birth and that she needs help in caring for the newborn and attending to
the necessary purification rituals. Here, once again, Electra uses a false or fabricated child in
order to bring about the death of her mother. She effectively manipulates Clytemnestra and takes
advantage of Clytemnestra’s maternal feelings.

Ultimately, in part because Clytemnestra has not performed her role as a mother in ways
that are satisfactory to her daughter, Electra is unable to attain the “normal” adult relationships
that a girl of her position would expect and instead is left to create her own flawed familial

relations. Thus, she too experiences a failure either to receive mothering or to nurture another.

** In this play, Electra’s bond with Orestes is focused much more on the fact that they are brother and sister, rather
than mother-child. However, she still does not fulfill her sisterly duties correctly, as she convinces Orestes to kill
their mother when it becomes increasingly clear that he does not really want to do so.
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CHAPTER ONE
NORMATIVE MOTHER-DAUGHTER RELATIONSHIPS IN GREEK TRAGEDY
Introduction
While many aspects of the lives of women in 5™ century Athens remain obscured due to a
lack of concrete sources, multiple examples of mother-daughter relationships in ancient Greek
epic still exist. Using these literary works can add to an understanding of Athenian women;
however, one also has to be mindful of their limitations. As Ormand writes: “[In tragedy] there
is another large and complex pattern of imagery that focuses on what men thought the women
themselves experienced in getting married. Here, clearly, is one of our best sources for the
informal social structures in which women lived (though again, these representations should not
be confused with actual female experience).”1 Yet, in combination with the archaeological and
ritual evidence, an analysis of these four mother-daughter pairs (Demeter and Persephone from
the Homeric Hymn to Demeter, Clytemnestra and Iphigenia from Euripides’ Iphigenia in Aulis,
Hecuba and Polyxena from Euripides’ Hecuba, and Deianeira and Iole from Sophocles’
Trachiniae) can help to form a broad “normative” framework for mother-daughter interactions in
ancient Athens. Since in each one of these examples the daughter is a young girl right at the age
of marriage, it is important first to understand what marriage means to her and her family in the
ancient Athens in which these literary works are situated.
In ancient Athens, a young girl’s marriage was the major transition periods in her life.

Boys prepared for several discrete changes in status and position in society; girls spent their lives

' Ormand 1999, 25.
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preparing to move from parthenos to guné, from maiden to woman/wife.> Community rituals
and religious ceremonies as well as day-to-day activities in the household would have readied
them for marriage, motherhood, and domestic duties; for a girl not to be married in ancient
Athens was an anomaly and a ground for censure.” Embedded in their ideas about marriage was
a contrast in Greek thought between the negative image of woman as a dangerous threat to the
social order and the more positive image of a controlled wife and reproductive mother.”
Marriage can be viewed as one step in a process of maturation, domestication, and training that
brings a girl, born completely outside of the male world, under the control of male society.
Other moments in this progression include menarche, defloration, and the birth of the first child,
but marriage is the one event most fully under the control of males.” Marriage allowed men to
make alliances between families (through exogamous marriages), protect inherited wealth
(through endogamous marriages), and provide a place for the production of legitimate male
heirs.

The wedding is one of the best attested rituals in ancient Greece.® Because it was such an
important part of the lives of nearly all women and men, weddings were a popular topic in art,
especially vase paintings, and in literature of all genres. These artistic representations employ a
wide variety of symbols and images and tell many different stories. Weddings were

acknowledged as times of joy and sadness, and are depicted through positive and negative

* For further discussion of marriage and its role in the lives of Greek boys and girls, see Vernant, J. P. (1980)
“Marriage,” in Myth and Society in Ancient Greece, 45-70.

> Seaford 1987, 106.

* King 2002, 92. See Xenophon’s Oeconomicos, chapter 7, for a lengthy discussion of the proper training and
education of a young wife.

> King 2002, 79-80 explains, “Menarche is a transition which neither men nor women can control. Marriage, in
Greek society, is under male control, being arranged between oikos heads. Defloration is more ambiguous, covering
a spectrum ranging from male control (rape) to female control (seduction). The first parturition may appear as an
entirely female event, but there is scope for male control; men are necessary not only for conception but also to
bring on labor by having intercourse with their wives and as doctors to speed up labor with appropriate drugs.”

6 Oakley and Sinos 1993, 3.
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imagery. Seaford discusses the varying metaphors and ideas surrounding weddings in Greek
literature: the bride, often thought of as a wild, untamed young creature, is forced to undergo an
abrupt passage from one life to another; the marrying a young girl is commonly likened to
yoking an animal or plucking a flower. In the ceremony, however, the bride is given praise and
blessings, and her role in bearing children is recognized. Marriage is figured as a victory of
positive over negative tendencies but also of culture over nature.’

Typically a wedding was regarded as a positive event, a moment of extreme happiness
for both sides. ® For the bride, it led to the culmination of her role as a woman. Most of the
rituals of a marriage ceremony focused on her.” Even for people who were not members of the
bride’s or groom’s family, a wedding was an exciting communal event. A well-wisher in epic
commonly prefaced a plea for pity or help by a wish for prosperity in marriage, as at Odyssey 6
when Odysseus approaches Nausicaa for help (Od. 6.156-61). In the Homeric Hymn to Demeter,
Demeter addresses the young, unmarried daughters of Metaneira with a similar greeting'”: AN’
UMty pev ovtes  OAduTo ScopaT’ ExovTes / Solev koupiSious avdpas kol TEkva Tekeaha
/ s eBehouot Tokns: “But may all those holding Olympian homes give to you wedded
husbands and children to bear, as your parents wish.” (HDem. 135-37) In Euripides’ Iphigenia
at Aulis, Clytemnestra is excited at the prospect of her daughter’s marriage to Achilles, and at the
mere rumor that there will be a wedding, the messenger runs about shouting joyously for
garlands and baskets to be prepared, for the pipe to sound and dancing to begin. He exclaims to

Menelaus: ¢S yop Tod’ Tkel pokopiov TN Toapbeve. “For this very day is a blessed one for

7 Seaford 1987, 106.

¥ Oakley and Sinos 1993, 3, argue that this expectation is one reason that disrupted weddings are such common
events in tragedy. Many tragedies deal with brides or grooms who die just before marriage or even during the
preparations for their weddings. One such example is Euripides’ fragmentary Phaethon, in which the young man
dies as his wedding is being prepared on stage and the chorus is singing a wedding song for him and his bride.

? Oakley and Sinos 1993, 10.

' Foley 1994, 43.
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the maiden” (Eur. /A 439) and embodies the enthusiasm of the entire army camp at the prospect
of the marriage.

Nevertheless, for the ancient Greeks, there was also a sense of fear, reluctance, or sadness
associated with weddings. In Greek literature, marriages were either uxorilocal, as in the case of
Helen and Menelaus, or virilocal, as with Clytemnestra and Agamemnon or Penelope and
Odysseus. In Athens, marriages were generally virilocal, lending sadness to an otherwise happy
event, especially for the bride’s family. Once the daughter was married, she was under her
husband’s guardianship. It was he who would decide where they would live, as Agamemnon
explains when Clytemnestra asks if Iphigenia will go to Phthia with Achilles: kelve) peAnoel
TaUTO TG KeKTNUEVE, “These things will be a care for that one who is gaining her.” (Eur. IA
715) The bride’s separation from her family was often figured both ritually and artistically as a
form of death, adding an ominous tone to the event. The bride and groom had to undergo a
process of separation, transition and incorporation; the wedding ritual symbolized a parting with
the previous existence and marked the move to their new life together.'" For a bride, who may
only be in her mid-teens at the time of marriage, the wedding could be a time of anxiety and
isolation, as it created separation from family and friends.

The bride’s family, too, would experience sadness at this separation. Both mother and
father could feel the loss of a beloved daughter acutely while recognizing the marriage as a
blessing. In Euripides’ Iphigenia at Aulis, Agamemnon, though he is really crying because his
daughter is to be sacrificed, expresses with apparent sincerity the sadness which might equally
accompany the giving of a daughter in marriage: ATTOGTOAX Yop HOKAPIGL PEV, GAN” Opcos /

SaKVoua! Tous TEKOVTOS, OTav aAAols Sopols / moidas moapadidey molha poxbrnoas

" Oakley and Sinos 1993, 3.
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matnpe. “For this sending off is indeed blessed, but nevertheless it stings the parents, whenever a
father who has toiled very much hands his child over to another household.” (Eur. /A 688-90)
Here Agamemnon voices a father’s grief over the loss of his daughter, in this case a daughter
who especially cherishes her father.'?

In Greek literature, the mother-daughter relationship is generally figured as intimate and
loving, due to the close, reciprocal bonds that existed between the two."> The bond is especially
close in cases where the mother has no other children, such as Helen in Euripides’ Orestes or
when she has lost all of her other children, such as Hecuba in Euripides’ Hecuba, because these
mothers literally have no one else for solace. There is mobos, then, at the time of a daughter’s
wedding because the mother is being separated from a beloved child, helpmate, and
companion.'* Such suffering may have been especially bitter in a society where the female role
was devalued and women were somewhat isolated from one another, as seems to be the case in
5™ century Athens. Psychologist Nancy Chodorow points out that in communities where women
have close bonds with women outside of their immediate families and where mothers and
daughters remain in close contact after the daughter marries, a mother has less reason to keep her
daughter from individuating and becoming less dependent; she has other women to help fulfill

her psychological and social needs. Further, because the daughter is surrounded as she grows up

“While Electra is perhaps the quintessential example of a daugther who is unquestionably devoted to her father (or
his memory), Iphigenia had a similar attachment. In Iphigenia in Aulis, Clytemnestra asserts that of all the children
she has borne, Iphigenia has always especially loved her father (p1AomaTep...uaAioTa, Eur. A 638-39), and
Iphigenia frequently addresses him with loving phrases such as $IATaT’ ol TaTep “my most dear father.” (Eur.
IA 652)

"> Chodorow 1978, 110, argues that, due to women’s primary parenting function, mothers have a greater feeling of
sameness with daughters than with sons and that for daughters, differentiation is a longer and more difficult process
than for sons. Further, she writes, “a daughter does not simply identify with her mother or want to be like her
mother. Rather, mother and daughter maintain elements of their primary relationship which means they will feel
alike in fundamental ways.”

' T use the term moBos as a metaphor to encompass all the feelings of sadness, longing, and loss that occur when a
mother and daughter are separated. However, the term also appears in Greek epic and tragedy to explain these
feelings, as I will discuss later in the chapter.
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by other women who serve as mediators between mother and daughter, she is provided with
multiple models for personal identification and multiple objects for attachment, and these help
her to differentiate from her mother.”” But in cases where this support system is weak,
separation might be all the more painful for both mother and daughter.

The close connection between wedding ceremonies and funerals in Greek culture would
also heighten the mofos of a mother faced with her daughter’s marriage. Inasmuch as both
ceremonies represented transitions from one phase of life to another, weddings and funerals
shared many features. Although little is known about funerary dress, corpses were more often
dressed in white, like brides, than in black. Both brides and corpses might wear garlands, fine
jewelry and a special peplos. Virgins who died near the time of marriage as well as newly
married young women were often buried in bridal attire and said to be brides of Hades, like
Persephone.'® Brides and corpses were both ritually washed, and sacrifices were offered before
both ceremonies.

The transitional period of marriage could be dangerous. The likelihood that a young
bride would soon become pregnant and the high rate of death during childbirth made the
transition to a wife and mother quite literally a perilous one. Further religious cults, such as the
one to Artemis at Brauron, made the dangerous aspects of leaving maidenhood explicit. One
myth tells of a young girl in the service of Artemis who was turned into a bear by the goddess as
punishment for losing her virginity.'” Since Artemis presided over both virgins and childbirth,

young brides had to appease her in both these roles. Women who died in childbirth were

" Chodorow. 1994, 262.

' Foley 2001, 311.

"7 For more on the cult of Artemis at Brauron, where young girls serve for a period of time before their marriages
and “act the bear” for Artemis, see Burkert 1977, 151.
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considered to be victims of Artemis, and their garments were dedicated at Brauron.'® Girls
offered sacrifices to Artemis as they left behind their childhood and virginity. There are also
cases of girls lamenting or offering sacrifices and libations to mythical figures, including
Iphigenia, who died as virgins, and this perhaps is an expression of the loss of virginity and
girlhood felt by the bride at the time of her marriage.'’

Literary examples make the link between marriage and death explicit. Various genres
provide examples of young maidens or new brides who die or are sacrificed: in Euripides’
Suppliants Evadne dresses in wedding attire to prepare for her suicide over her husband’s pyre.
In Euripides’ Medea, Jason’s new bride, decked in her bridal gown, dies horribly after donning
the robe that she thinks is a wedding gift. Seaford argues that Sophocles presents Antigone’s
death in a manner that also evokes a wedding.*® The Homeric Hymn to Demeter serves as a
divine prototype of this phenomenon. Although Persephone, a goddess herself, does not die, she
literally becomes a bride of Hades and is completely separated from her mother, initially forever,
and then for one-third of the year: “Persephone’s rape/marriage is an entry into the realm of
death, and the associations between marriage and death were so powerful in Greek myth,
literature, and cult that at their death both real and tragic virgins were often called brides of
Hades.”*' In tragedy, mothers faced with the actual sacrifice of their young daughters, such as
Clytemnestra with Iphigenia and Hecuba with Polyxena, experience the same anguish, but with
even greater intensity.

Another way in which mothers suffer at this critical point in their daughters’ maturation

is that they are forced to relive their own, possibly jarring, terrifying, or simply dissatisfying,

'8 Burkert 1977, 151.
1 Seaford 1987, 108.
20 Seaford 1987, 108.
*! Foley 2001, 310.
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experiences with marriage. In many Greek literary works, all admittedly written by males, the
young daughter has to face frightening aspects of her impending marriage (or sacrifice), aspects
which the mother too endured when she was a girl. Sometimes mothers and daughters even react
in similar ways, with occasional flashbacks that hint at aspects of the mother’s marriage. In
Euripides’ Iphigenia in Aulis, Clytemnestra harshly reminds Agamemnon of how he won her by
force (Bia) only after killing her former husband Tantalus and dashing her infant child to the
ground (Eur. /A 1148-52). Deianeira spends much of Sophocles’ Trachiniae reminiscing on her
life before marriage and recounts the terrifying experience of being courted by the river god
Achelous (Soph. Trach. 6-17). She also relates to Iole as if to a younger self, or even a daughter.
These examples show a mother, at the time of her daughter’s marriage, recalling her own
experiences, good or bad, and empathizing with her child, or a surrogate child, who has little
choice but to undergo the same ordeal.

Further, the mother in such literary contexts may empathize with a daughter who lacks
agency, and who, like herself, is totally removed from any involvement in what is ultimately the
decisive event in her life. In Athens, the marriage contract, engyé, was made between the groom
and the father or male guardian of the bride. In some cases, the bride was betrothed at an early
age, and many young girls never met their husbands before the wedding. In Greek tragedy,
decisions concerning the marriage (or in some cases the sacrifice) of the young girl are made
solely by the father and the designated bridegroom.

Marriage, as an exchange of women meant to benefit men, disregards the feelings and the
opinions of the women completely. In the Homeric Hymn to Demeter, Zeus orchestrates
Persephone’s abduction and marriage to Hades totally unbeknownst to Demeter. The lack of

agency intensifies Demeter’s suffering: despite attempts to save her daughter, which range from
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physical contact to emotional pleas and reasoned arguments, she is ultimately abandoned to the
control of men. The mother realizes that her daughter is being used as a pawn in the relations of
men, based, as it seems to her, on randomness and unfair reasoning.”* In Euripides’ Hecuba, for
example, Hecuba tries to argue with both Agamemnon and Odysseus, questioning the rationale
behind sacrificing an innocent girl, Polyxena, to Achilles, rather than Helen, who is both the
most desirable woman and the cause of the war. In the end, Polyxena ends up being little more
than a beautiful prize of honor for the great warrior Achilles’ tomb rather than a young girl with
any kind of selfthood. Polyxena’s sacrifice in the war that began because Helen eloped with Paris
is especially unfair. Clytemnestra, too, in Euripides’ Iphigenia in Aulis even suggests that
Helen’s child be sacrificed rather than her own daughter. From the perspective of the mothers,
these sacrifices are clearly arbitrary and unfair. The sense that their daughters are suffering
undeservedly adds to the mothers’ anger and grief.

In one way, however, the daughters can sometimes gain an iota of control, as they often
choose to go willingly to sacrifice. Polyxena, Iphigenia, and Macaria, the maiden daughter of
Heracles in Euripides’ Heraclidae, all voluntarily sacrifice themselves, rather than being
violently dragged to the altar. Although each case is a little different, these characters make a
conscious decision to “forgo marriage and sacrifice their lives for family, state, or nation.”*
How much agency the daughters really exhibit is debatable, but the mothers are left behind
begging and pleading, trying to get the daughters to change their minds. They are then even
further removed from their daughters’ lives, a separation which is difficult enough under normal

circumstances, as the daughters willingly hand themselves over to the control of men.

** See Rubin 1975, for marriage as an exchange between men, and a way for them to navigate their relations to each
other.
* Foley 2001, 123.
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A final aspect of the language of grief felt at the marriage or sacrifice of a daughter is that
the mother is also re-experiencing the pains she felt while giving birth. Throughout these works,
mothers comment repeatedly on the pleasure and pain that comes with bearing and raising
children. The argument that a tragic mother uses to try to save her daughter always includes a
claim to the child based on the fact that she suffered already in giving birth. The daughter has
literally been physically removed from the mother once, and this, at least in the mind of the
mother, should give her some right to and control over her daughter’s body. Clytemnestra in
Aeschylus’ Agamemnon claims that she hates her husband because he has murdered Iphigenia
and so sacrificed her own “most beloved pain”: 0s oU TPOTIUAVY, WO TEPEl BOTOU HOPOV,
HMAGV GAEOVTCOV EUTTOKOLS VOUEUMOGIV, EGUOEV oUTOU TE1da, GIATATNY pol cddiv’, “He
who taking no heed, just as if it was the fate of a beast, with sheep teeming in the well-fleeced
flocks, sacrificed his own child, my most beloved pain.” (Aes. Ag.1415-18) The Greek term
odis, as Loraux explains, describes specifically the pangs of labor or the outcome of childbirth:
“The young daughter Iphigenia incarnates for her mother a life that has barely been detached
from her own body and whose loss her mother feels all the more in an instant of sinister
repetition of the wrenching of the ultimate separation—as if Clytemnestra could not stop giving
birth in endless parturition as long as her daughter lived.”** Childbirth, another liminal
maturation moment in a woman’s life, was certainly a painful and dangerous time, especially in
the ancient world before modern medicine and anesthesia. It was not uncommon for the mother
or the child to die during the process, and in the view of tragic mothers, it is blatantly unjust to
have their daughters violently taken from them once again, after they have seen them survive

birth and childhood and grow into beautiful young women.

** Loraux 1998, 39.
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Of course, the situations in tragedy are extreme, and in day-to-day real life, the grief that
a mother would feel at a daughter’s wedding might have varied. Certainly, too, most mothers
would have rejoiced and celebrated, even if they felt some sadness. Moreover, mothers
participated actively in the wedding ceremony itself, for example, by holding the marriage torch
to symbolize their role as a guide to their daughters. In many ways, this participation in an
important ceremonial role helped to mitigate the feelings of loss. In Iphigenia in Aulis,
Clytemnestra even explicitly recognizes the fact that custom and time help ease the pain of
separation (Eur. /A 694). Wedding rituals focused mainly on the bride in the main transitional
period in her life, but her mother would be engaged in preparing her for this day. The mother
would help give her daughter a ceremonial bath and would help perform preparatory sacrifices
and feasts.

In fact, it was the mothers of the bride and groom who were most directly involved in the
transfer of the bride from one house to another.> On the night of the wedding, the mother of the
bride led the procession of torchbearers which guided the bride from her parents’ home to the
house of her husband. The mother’s torch had been lit from her own hearth, and when she
reached the groom’s house, she lit his family’s hearth with the same torch. Although purely
symbolic, this carrying of the hearth fire from one house to another allowed the mother of the
bride a way to feel emotionally connected to her daughter in her new home. The mother’s torch
lights the way and protects the daughter until she is received by the groom’s mother at the door
of her new home, and a “wedding without torches” is one euphemism for an illegitimate

marriage.”® In Iphigenia in Aulis and Hecuba, Clytemnestra and Hecuba, respectively, become

* Oakley and Sinos 1993, 26.
*® Oakley and Sinos 1993, 25.
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very upset when they are not allowed to replicate these important mothers’ rituals and
accompany their daughters to the sacrificial alter.

As a final closure to the marriage rite, on the day after the procession to the groom’s
house, the mother and father of the bride and other guests would return to continue the feasting,
singing and dancing, and most important, to bring various wedding presents called epaulia.”’
These ceremonies functioned as a way to show respect for the mother-daughter bond and to
ritualize the physical separation. Participation by the mother and the father assured an easier
acceptance of the loss. The wedding ceremony thus gives the mother a special role in
transferring her daughter to her new home and thereby easing the daughter’s physical separation
from her natal home.

In situations where this small amount of agency is taken away, where mothers are not
allowed any such participation in the last moments of their daughters’ maidenhood (or life),
extreme anger and violence may arise. The men in charge do not even allow Clytemnestra or
Hecuba to participate in the procession, dealing a further blow to these distraught mothers. The
symbolic aspect present in the transfer of torch fire from one hearth to another is missing; the
mother of the bride cannot accompany and protect her child, nor is there a welcoming mother at
the other end, only the masses of the Greek army. The mothers try to clutch physically onto their
daughters’ arms or clothing, challenging the men to violently rip their child away. Clytemnestra
offers piteously to accompany her daughter to the sacrifice and hold her garments, as if her touch

could somehow protect Iphigenia a little longer; but she is denied even this.

*7 Oakley and Sinos 1993, 38.
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The Diction of Mother-Daughter Relationships

The diction describing mother-daughter interactions in Greek literature can activate
specific story patterns and psychological aspects of this relationship. One large category of
reciprocal metaphors deals with the love and care between the two figures. Daughters are
helpers, comforters, guides, and supports. They care for their mothers (and fathers) in old age.
Hecuba begs Odysseus not to take Polyxena away because she is literally everything to her: 18’
avTl TOAAQV €0TI ot raponpuxr, / ToAis, TiBnvn, PakTpov, Nyeuwv 0800. “This girl is
beyond all others a comfort to me, my city, nurse, walking stick, guide on the road.” (Eur. Hec.
280-81) Polyxena wonders who will be there to comfort her mother in old age. Even Iphigenia
asks Agamemnon in whose house he will dwell when he is old, if she is killed. And though
daughters provide much comfort and solace to their mothers, they are still pictured as young
animals, calves or other beasts that are cruelly separated from their mothers. Deianeira and
Iphigenia are likened to calves, and Polyxena is a colt, mcdAov, ripped from its mother’s breast
(Eur. Hec. 142). Further, as the character of Rhea in the Homeric Hymn to Demeter illustrates, a
mother can be a mediator, an intermediary capable of calming and placating her daughter (HDem
458).%°

Mothers and daughters are often depicted in terms connoting desire, suffering and
sympathy. The word mobc is repeated several times in the Homeric Hymn to Demeter, and in
Iphigenia in Aulis, even the old servant recognizes Clytemnestra and Iphigenia’s mutual
suffering: olkTpa TooexTov 8V’ oloal” Seva & Ayapéuveov TAN. “Both of you suffer
wretched pains; and this is a terrible deed of Agamemnon.” (Eur. IA 887) Adjectives such as

Setva and Selleiar are commonly used. There is also often the assertion that having children is a

*¥ Thetis in the Iliad and Gaia in the Theogony are other examples of mothers who perform the role of mediator or
counsellor. For further discussion of Rhea’s role as a mediator, ee below, pages 29-30.
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mix of pain and pleasure. In Aeschylus’ Agamemnon, Clytemnestra reminds the audience of the
extreme pain she suffered when she bore Iphigenia and in Euripides’ Iphigenia in Aulis she
argues: OE1VOV TO TIKTEIV kol GEPEL GIATPOV PEYD / TTOCIV TE KOIWOV £GO” UTTEPKOUVEIV
TeKkvav. “To bear children is a terrible thing and it bears a great charm, it is common to all to
burn for their children.” (Eur. IA 917-18) All these examples of mother-daughter relationship
illustrate, in different ways and in different situations, the capacity that mothers and daughters
have to share a very close reciprocal bond and the ways in which male machinations, whether
through forced marriage, capture, or sacrifice, can disrupt this connection. In a “normal”
situation, this rupture is more easily healed, but in the tragic world, when the mothers are
irreparably separated from their daughters, the results are violent and ultimately harmful for the
mothers themselves.

Demeter and Persephone

The Hymn portrays a very close bond between the two females, which is ruptured by the
snatching of Persephone by her uncle/husband Hades, to whom she has been given by the plans
of her father Zeus. Demeter and Persephone are divine, and thus in some ways their experiences
are meant to differ from those of mortal women. For example, their story has a relatively
positive resolution: Persephone, although separated from her mother for one-third of the year, is
not “dead” like many tragic human daughters (Polyxena, Iphigenia). Demeter, though she
mourns and grieves for her daughter while she is missing, ultimately sees Persephone restored to
her for much of the year, and in fact, both goddesses receive greater honors at the end of their
ordeal. Yet the two do serve as a divine example in art and literature for human marriage as a

rite of passage in which the bride undergoes a symbolic death before she is reborn and
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incorporated into a new household.” Their story provides what is interpreted by some scholars
as the first instance of this form of virilocal marriage. It illustrates the price that marriage exacts
on the mother and daughter who have to accept that such an institution requires separation and
some degree of submission to the male world.” In addition, each figure in that story can be
thought of individually as an ideal, Demeter of a mother and Persephone of maiden daughter and
bride. Persephone’s alternate name, Kore, is nearly synonymous with parthenos, and as her
marriage is both a marriage and a death, she is linked with all of the daughters in ancient Greek
literature in the stories wherein marriage is equivalent to sacrificial death—notably Iphigenia,
Antigone, Cassandra, Deianeira and Alcestis.*!

Although Demeter and Persephone exhibit an extraordinary reciprocal bond, their
relationship is also violated by the interference of males. Their story incorporates many ideas
and practices common to tragic tales of human marriage and sacrifice: that marriages are devised
and controlled by men (the groom and the father/guardian) and that the daughter and mother
have no say, and that they, in some cases, are unhappy with the arrangements. The first few lines
of the hymn combine the idea of marriage by snatching (apmalcw) a bride, perhaps an older
tradition but one which is very much present in literature, and the more formal contract of a girl
given by her father in marriage:

AﬁunTp r’]'OKouov oeuvﬁv Beov &pxou a1y,

O(UTT]V nde Guyana Tawo(bupov r]v Alécoveug

nprrou‘;ev Scakev 8¢ BapUKTunog gupvoTa Zevs,

vood1v AnunTpos Xpucoopou aryAaokopTTou (HDem. 1-2)

Fair-tressed Demeter, holy goddess, I begin to sing,

She herself and her slender ankled daughter, whom Aidoneus

Seized, and deep-thundering, far-seeing Zeus gave her
In secret from Demeter of the golden sword, bearing bright fruit

¥ Foley 1994, 104.
% Foley 1994, 108.
! Ormand 1999, 25.
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Hades seized and Zeus gave, both in secret or apart from (véoc’plv) Demeter. The use of this term
highlights the fact that not only was Demeter nowhere nearby when Persephone was abducted
but that she did not give her consent. Foley reads this as Zeus’ attempt to impose upon
Persephone a patriarchal and virilocal form of marriage which had previously been uncommon
among the Olympians.32 Beyond the fact that Demeter does not know what is going on, the
narrator repeatedly emphasizes that Persephone, too, is unwilling, as seen in the following three
lines:

apmafos & GEKOUCAV ETTL XPUCEOIGIY OXOIGIV
Ay’ oAodupopevny (HDem 19-20)

And snatching her [Persephone] unwilling into his golden chariot,
He [Hades] led her away lamenting.

v & aekalopevny fyev Alos gvvesinot (HDem 30)
And he [Hades] led her [Persephone] unwilling, by counsels of Zeus

TMEVOV €V AEXEECTI OUV c180IT) TXPOKOITI
TOAN’ aekalouevn unTPos Tobw (HDem 343-44)

[Hades] sitting on the bed with his chaste wife,
She [Persephone] being very unwilling in her longing for her mother

Although these depictions of Persephone are the narrator’s focalization, Persephone’s own
speech emphasizes her unwillingness. When she is finally reunited with her mother, and
Demeter immediately asks whether she ate anything while in the underworld, Persephone tells
how Hades compelled her by force (Bi) to eat the pomegranate seed, even though she was
unwilling, akovoov (HDem 413). Thus, much like the mortal mothers of tragedy, Demeter has
been removed from the decision-making process, and Persephone is an unwilling object; she has

been used by Zeus to satisfy his brother who was ready to take a wife and is called a “not

** Foley 1994, 105.
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unsuitable bridegroom,” (o Tol aEIknS / yaquég), as Helios explains to Demeter in an
attempt to diminish her anger (HDem 83-84); Hades, too, later affirms to Persephone that among
the immortals he will not be an unsuitable husband, aeikns...akolTns (HDem 363). Demeter,
who certainly does not participate in any marriage rituals and is initially unsure of even where
her daughter is, grieves as much as any mortal mother.

Unlike the mortal mothers, Demeter as a goddess has some recourse beyond
supplications and violent rage. Her anger is directed at Zeus himself:

TV & GXOS AIVOTEPOV KAl KUVTEPOV 1KETO Bupiov.

xwoouevn dnmeita keAovedel Kpovicowt

voadiabeioa Becdv ayopnv kol pokpov OAupTtov

WXET’ £ avBpdITOV TOAIGS KOl oV Epy o

£180s auaAduvouca ToAuv xpovov: (HDem. 90-94)

And a more painful and more shameless grief came upon her heart.

And being angry then at the son of Kronos black with clouds,

Abandoning the assembly of the gods and high Olympus,

She went among the cities of men and the rich fields

Disguising her form for a long time;
Once her child is taken, Demeter reacts by removing herself from the rest of the gods. Initially
she goes among mortals, but after the disastrous episode in the house of Metaneira when she
attempts to make the infant Demophon immortal, she further removes herself to her temple and
refuses to let anything grow. Mortal mothers, as Loraux points out, have little choice when faced
with the loss of a child, and their rage turns to violence; Demeter, however, does have the very
powerful weapon of secession. This means that she can choose to remove herself from
participation in the assemblies of the gods and refuse to tend to the areas of the human realm that
are under her control, including agriculture.”> When Demeter does not allow any grain to grow

and famine overtakes the earth, humans are no longer able to offer the sacrifices which the gods

so desire. Therefore, it is not long before Zeus decides that Demeter has to be propitiated.

3 Loraux 1998, 43.
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Clytemnestra, who is eventually killed, and Hecuba, who will turn into a dog and jump from a
ship into the sea, are both irreparably separated from their daughters, while Demeter eventually
receives greater honors is reunited with her daughter, at least for a large part of the year.

The poem highlights the reciprocity of desire and longing in a mother-daughter
relationship. Demeter essentially undergoes mortal mourning rituals, donning dark garments and
refusing to eat or drink: AN’ ayeAaoTOS aTOGTOS E8NTUOS NdE TOTATOS / joTO TObE
mvubouoa Babulcivolo BuyaTpos, “But unsmiling, not tasting food or drink she sat wasting
away in desire for her deep-girded daughter” (HDem. 200-1). The second line is repeated almost
in its entirety about a hundred lines later: oatap Eovbn Aunutne / évBo koBelopevn pakapeov
QIO VOodIv amavTeov / pipve mobe pivubouoa Babulivolo BuyaTpos. “But golden
Demeter sitting there apart from all the blessed ones remained, wasting away in her longing for
her deep-girded daughter.” (HDem 302-4) Persephone too is affected by this deep desire: TOAN’
aekalopevn unTpos mobw “being very much unwilling in her longing for her mother.” (HDem
343-44) Demeter mourns for Persephone as one would mourn for someone who has died, and
for all practical purposes, Persephone has, in fact, died. She is physically in the underworld, and
Demeter does not seem to be able to go to there herself. Persephone too, grieves, as a mortal
daughter might who has just been married and has left her childhood home and her
companion/mother for the first time to go to live with a stranger/husband. That the two
goddesses feel such a strong longing and desire for each other illustrates the high degree of
reciprocality between them, a connection that will be echoed in the human mother-daughter
pairs.

The Hymn further emphasizes the close bond that can exist between mother and daughter

and the important counseling role that a mother can perform with the role of Rhea, Demeter’s
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mother. It is Rhea whom Zeus sends to Demeter as a uETdny)\og, a mediator, when Demeter
has removed herself from the divine and the human worlds and refuses to let anything grow:
Tals 8¢ peTaryyeAov fke PoapukTuTros eupuota Zeus / Peinv nukopov AnunTepa
kuavotreAov / aEepevat ueTa puAa Becdv, “And to them deep-thundering far-seeing Zeus sent
as a mediator fair-tressed Rhea in order to lead dark-robed Demeter among the tribes of the
gods.” (HDem 441-43) Zeus, father of Persephone and brother of Hades, does not go himself,
but sends others: Iris, a messenger goddess who is generally sent on such tasks, tries first, but
she is not successful in persuading Demeter to return to the counsels of the god. After Iris, Zeus
sends all of the other immortals, who in turn promise immense gifts and honors, but Demeter
refuses them all. She will not return until she sets eyes on her daughter. In the end, it is Rhea, as
mother to both Demeter and Zeus, who is specially suited to this task, and she is the only one
who can comfort Demeter. It is clear that Rhea and Demeter have a close bond, and their delight
at seeing one another is reciprocal: aoTmacics 8 18ov aAnAas, kexapnvto 8¢ Buud. “And
gladly they saw one another, and they rejoiced in their heart.” (HDem 458) Similarly, when
Demeter and Persephone are finally reunited, the mutual sense of joy and urgency to reunite
speed is striking. Persephone delights (ynfnoev) when Hades informs her that she can return to
her mother, and she leaps up (avopouc’) immediately with joy (UTTo XopuaTOs) (HDem 370-
71). Demeter rushes (i€’) down out of her temple to her daughter just like a Maenad, and
Persephone runs (Bg€1v) out of the chariot to embrace her mother (385-389).

The Homeric Hymn to Demeter illustrates the intense grief of a mother at being separated
from her daughter, excluded from the decision making process, and unable to participate in the
usual ceremonies. The daughter, on her part, responds to the mother’s grief with equal concern

and longing.
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Clytemnestra and Iphigenia

From tragedy, come several examples of mothers and daughters in the human sphere. In
Euripides’ Iphigenia at Aulis, the reader sees a Clytemnestra years younger than the more
familiar husband-murderer of the Electra plays and the Oresteia cycle. In order to lure his
daughter Iphigenia to Aulis so that he can sacrifice her to Artemis, her father, Agamemnon,
sends word that she is to be married to Achilles. Iphigenia and Clytemnestra come, and
Clytemnestra is full of the excitement and trepidation that might be expected from a mother:
EATISa & Excd TIV’ s €T aBAOIOIY yapols /mapeipt vuudaywyos. “And I have some
hope that I come for a noble marriage as an escort of the bride.” (Eur. IA 607-8) She carefully
questions Agamemnon as to Achilles” worthiness as a groom and his family background. As
they discuss the arrangements, she notices Agamemnon’s tears, which she interprets as sadness
at seeing his daughter married and leaving the household; Clytemnestra points out that she, too,
will feel sad to see Iphigenia go: oux 68 aGUVETOS elul, Teloecban 8¢ pe / KouTnv Sokel
Tad’, WoTE pr) ot voubeTelY, / OTa ouV Upevaiolotv eEayw Kopnv: / aAA’ O VOUOS auTo TG
XPOove cuvicxvavel. “T am not so without sense, but it seems that I will be experiencing this
very thing (thus I don’t admonish you) when I lead the girl out with marriage songs. But custom
in time will diminish these very things.” (Eur. IA 691-94) Clytemnestra is a concerned and
loving mother, attentive to all the details in the wedding. She acknowledges the pain of
separation, but she also seems to find some comfort, or perhaps distraction, in assuring that
everything goes according to plan and custom. Despite the fact that they are at an army camp,
she is adamant about carrying the marriage out in the proper way. Clytemnestra begins her
dialogue with Agamemnon by questioning him about the details, but he is evasive. She asks

where Iphigenia will live, whether Agamemnon has made the early sacrifices, when the wedding
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banquet will be celebrated, and where the women’s feast is to be held (Eur. /A 714ff.). When
Agamemnon suggests that the banquet will be held in the camp beside the ships, she exclaims:
kok@s avalws Te* “That is poorly and unworthily done.” (Eur. IA 724) She then asks:
UNTPOS Tl Xwpls Spaced’, aue Spav xpecdv; “Why will you act without the mother, with
respect to the things which are necessary for me to do?” (Eur. /A 728) Upon further questioning,
Agamemnon tries to get her to return to Argos, and she reacts with horror:

KA )\mouoa mo18a; TlS‘ & avacxnoen dAoyq;

Ay eym napeﬁw dpoog 0 vuudlols npenm

KA oux o vouos outos oude paUN” nymTEQ.

Ay  oukadov ev oxAw o’ eEopiAgioBal oTpaTou.

KA\ koAov TekoUoow T 1’ EkSOUVOL TEKVA. ...

Ay  mbou.

KA po v avacoav Apyeiav Beav.

eABcov 8¢ Tafw mpacoe, Tav Sopols 8 Eyw:
o XPT) TOPEIVOL VURBIOIGT TTOPCUVE. (Eur. IA 732-36; 739-40)

Kl Leaving behind my child? But who will raise up the torch?

Ag T will provide the light with is required for the wedding.

Kl It is not custom to do thus nor should the leader be trivial.

Ag  Noris it good that you dwell among the crowd of the army.

Kl It is good that I, the one who bore her, give away my child...

Ag Obey me.

Kl By the divine Argive ruler.

But going, manage things outside, and I will manage them inside the house;
In this scene, Clytemnestra tries to assert her right to control the things within the oikos, and she
wants to fulfill her role as mother of the bride. Yet in the end, utterly removed from any
involvement in the situation, Clytemnestra has little recourse. She is not allowed to fulfill her
duties, nor can she protect her daughter.

Although Iphigenia, too, is fooled by the fabricated marriage and has little recourse, she
does, make the one choice that gives her the slightest bit of authority. After initially mourning

and trying to supplicate her father, she decides that she will calmly submit to the sacrifice.

Although the mother and daughter continue to reciprocate each others feelings as Iphigenia is led
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away, the daughter’s choice signals a split between the two. While Clytemnestra continues to
view the situation in terms of private, familial concerns, making arguments from the domestic
mother-daughter world which she has previously always inhabited, “when she [Iphigenia]
surrenders to her father’s words, she envisions her sacrifice as an extension of the commitment to
family, father, and marriage (though here her commitment is ambivalent) that has characterized
her from the start.”**

In this play, marriage and sacrifice are inextricably linked as Agamemnon uses the ruse
of marriage to bring Clytemnestra and Iphigenia to the camp. Clytemnestra makes this clear
when she corrects herself after calling her daughter a maiden: Tnv 8’ ol TaAatvo
Tapbevov—ti mapbevov; / “AIdns viv, wds Eolke, VupdeUoel Toxo— “But the wretched
maiden—why a maiden? Since now Hades, as it seems, will soon make her a bride.* (Eur. /A
460-61) Just as Demeter and Persephone shared in their grief, Clytemnestra and Iphigenia share
fates that are inextricably linked. When Clytemnestra is trying to enlist Achilles’ help to save
Iphigneia she asks: 7§ TIvos omouSacTéov pot uaAAov 1) Tékvou TEpL; “About whom else is it
more right for me to be anxious than my child.” (Eur. /A 902) In her mother’s mentality, her
actions on the quest to save Iphigenia, even such inappropriate ones as supplicating Achilles, a
man who is not a member of her household, on her knees, are right because she is doing them for
her daughter. If Iphigenia is to die, then Clytemnestra is too, as she makes clear with the the
brief but powerful statemtent: & BUyaTep, Tkels € 0AEBpw kol o ko pnTne o€dev. “O
daughter, you have come here to destruction—both you and your mother.” (Eur. /A 886)

Iphigenia, too, poignantly states that the same song of lament will fit both of their fates: ol "y,

HOTEP" TOUTOV TOSE yop / HEAOS €ls Guded TETTWKE TUXTS, “Woe is me, mother; for this

** Foley 2001, 124.
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very same song has fallen to both of our fates.” (Eur. JA 1279-80) Mother and daughter are
inextricably linked: death for one will mean death for the other. Part of this connection is due to
the fact that the daughter was actually once part of the mother, and both Clytemnestra and
Iphigenia seem to feel that this gives the mother some sort of claim on her daughter. When she
begs her father to try to spare her life, Iphigenia says: IkeTnplav 8¢ yovaotv eEamte oefev TO
OO TOUPOV, OTrep ETIKTEV NOE oot “But I fasten my body as a suppliant to your knees, the
very body which she bore to you.” (Eur. IA 1216-17)

In the final moments, the two exchange tearful goodbyes, with Clytemnestra pleading for
Iphigenia not to leave her. Deprived of the typical duties of a mother at her daughter’s wedding,
the ritual bath, the sacrifices, the carrying of the torch, Clytemnestra offers to accompany her

daughter and to help carry her garments:

I Tis W gloav a€cov Tplv oTrapaccecol Kouns;
KA ey, ueta ye cou...
I U OV Y’ oU KoA AEYELs.
KA ... memAcov EXOpEVN GAOV.
I guol, unNTep, mhou-
HEV’* €S €Ol TE 0Ol TE KAANIoV TOSE. (Eur. IA 1458-62)

Iph  Who will go leading me before I am to be torn by the hair?
Kl I, indeed with you...

Iph not you, to be sure; you do not speak well.
Kl ...holding your robes.
Iph Obey me, mother;

Stay; thus in this way it is better for both me and you.
Even in her final moments on stage, Iphigenia shows concern for her mother too. She does not
want her mother to accompany her into the crowd of the Greek army. In one of the last lines that
she speaks, Iphigenia again acknowledges that she and her mother will be affected similarly by

the same event. It will be better for both of them if Clytemnestra stays behind.
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In Iphigenia in Aulis there are three recurring themes: the reciprocal mother/daughter
bond, the inability of one or both to perform her duties, and the grief at a daughter’s marriage or
sacrifice. This version of the character Clytemnestra, then, anticipates the older Clytemnestra
who will kill her husband upon his return from Troy.

Hecuba and Polyxena

Euripides’ Hecuba takes place after the fall of Troy, and Hecuba and her daughter
Polyxena are among the Trojan women who have been taken captive by the Greeks. In the play,
Hecuba is dealt one horrible blow after another: her husband and the majority of her children
have been killed in the war; one daughter, Cassandra, has been taken as a concubine by
Agamemnon; Polyxena, the only daughter that remains with her, must be sacrificed at Achilles’
tomb; and her youngest son Polydorus, as she eventually learns, has been killed by the very
person who was supposed to protect him, Polymestor.

Much of the play revolves around Hecuba’s efforts to save Polyxena from being
sacrificed. Polyxena is a girl of marriageable age, and as she reminds us herself, a princess who
had been raised with the hopes of being a BaciAeUot vupdn, “the wife for kingly men.” (Eur.
Hec. 352) She had expected many noble, eligible men to contend with each other in order to win
her as a bride. Polyxena further laments to Hecuba the loss of the wedding and husband that she
should have had; instead she is going to dwell in Hades and will be forever separated from her
mother: GVUUPOS GVUPEVAIOS OV W’ EXPNV TUXELV...Ekel & €V A1dou kelooual Xwpls oebev.
“Unwedded, without a wedding, as I ought to have received...but there in Hades I will lie far
apart from you.” (Eur. Hec. 616, 618) Again, marriage and Hades are closely intertwined, and it
is Polyxena’s readiness for marriage that makes her sacrifice all the more poignant. The

connection between Polyxena/bride/sacrificial victim is made even more clear because Achilles,
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like a groom, has asked for some young girl as a prize of honor, yepas: HAB’ uTep akpas
TUpRoU Kopudas dovTaop’ AxiAews: NTel 8¢ yepas / TV ToAuuoxBwv Tva Tpwiadwv.
“The ghost of Achilles came above the high peak of his tomb; and he was asking for a prize of
honor, some one of the much-enduring Trojan girls.” (Eur. Hec. 93-95) Odysseus, sounding
vaguely like the apologist Helios who asserts in the Homeric Hymn to Demeter that Hades is not
an unworthy match, explains why Polyxena has to be sacrificed: Tpolas aAouons avdpl T
TPWTW 0TPaTOoU / ony TalSa Souval ohpaytov eEaiToupeve. “Since Troy has been captured
[it 1s right] to give your daughter as a sacrifice to the best man of the army, as he is asking.” (Eur.
Hec. 304-6) The language here of giving Polyxena as a sacrifice to Achilles invokes a father’s
giving of his daughter to a bride-groom. Polyxena’s father, Priam, has been slaughtered,
however, and thus he cannot protect his daughter from her plight.

While Hecuba pleads and argues with Agamemnon and Odysseus to try to save her
daughter, Polyxena, like Iphigenia, makes the decision to go peacefully. Although her reversal is
somewhat sharp, she is faced with only negative options and so she “chooses” to submit herself
to the sacrifice rather than to live a life of degradation and sexual servitude as a slave. Much as
Iphigenia ultimately makes the decision to go willingly rather than being ripped from her
mother’s arms, so, too, does Polyxena. She even urges her mother to restrain herself and think of
the violent abuse she might suffer if she continues resisting (Eur. Hec. 402-8). Just as the bride
has no choice in a husband and is reduced to an object traded between males, “the virgin
Polyxena submits to male violence (however muted) in the name of a social order dominated by

»33 Hecuba, after this decision, is left with little recourse, and she is further

masculine authority.
provoked by the corpse of Polydorus. Near the end of the play she takes her revenge on

Polymestor and his sons in a very violent manner. Clytemnestra, in the parts of the myth that

3 Segal 1990, 115.
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take place after the events at Aulis, turns into a vicious creature, an evolution about which she
cautions Agamemnon (Eur. /A 1146-84). Hecuba will turn into a dog while she is onboard the
ship, a metamorphosis which illustrates her loss of control over her body and her violence and
extreme rage.36

After the sacrifice, Hecuba attempts to perform the funerary rituals, a poor substitute, in
her view, for the wedding preparations she was unable to do:

ou &8 aU )\aBoGoa TEUXOS, &pxoda AaTpt,

Ba\pao gveyke SeUpo TTOVTIO(S‘ a)\og,

ws Tol8a )\OUTpmg TOIS TOVUGTATOLS EUTVY,

voudnv T avuudov Tapbevov T’ amapbevov,

Aouoc mpoBadpat 6’— (Eur. Hec. 609-13)

But you in turn, ancient servant, taking this vessel

Having dipped in the salty sea, bring it here

That I might wash my child with her very final bath,

Bride and not a bride, maiden and not a maiden,

And that I might lay her out for burial—

The mother would have helped give her daughter a ritual bath before the wedding, but here
Hecuba has to bathe her daughter’s corpse. At line 612 she echoes the cvupdov that Polyxena
had spoken earlier in the play. As Hecuba mourns her daughter, she emphasizes the loss of what
should have been a fortunate marriage and a happy life.

As in the Homeric Hymn to Demeter and Iphigenia in Aulis, a strong bond of mutual
affection and commonality in victimization unites Polyxena and Hecuba. As soon as Hecuba
reveals to her daughter that the Greeks have decided to sacrifice her, Polyxena begins to mourn
not for herself, but for her mother:

@ Sewa maBouo’, A TaVTAGHWY,

o SucTtavou, uatep, Blotas,

olav olav av col )\c.SBO(v

< )\mBav > exBloTav appnTav T
WPOEV TIS SaluwV: < oL, >

%% Segal 1990, 127.
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OUKET! 00l TTalls 08’ OUKETI O

yneo Sethaia Sethaicd

ouvdouAeuow.

OKUMVOV Yap W 60T ouptBpemTav

pooxov Sethaia Sethaiov

< > eoon

XEIPOS CVOPTOGTOV

00s amo AaipoTouov 6 Aida

YOS UTTOTEUTTOUEVOY OKOTOV, (Eur. Hec. 197-209)

O suffering terrible things, of total wretchedness,

Of an ill-fated life, O mother,

What sort, what sort of outrage in turn against you,

<An outrage> hated and unspeakable,

Has some divine force roused? <Alas!>

No longer, no longer will this here wretched child

Be for you in your wretched old age

A companion in slavery.

For just as a young mountain-bred beast,

As a calf, wretched, you wretched

<o > will watch

Me torn away from your hands,

With throat cut, being sent down to Hades, the darkness of the earth,
This highly emotional speech shows both that Polyxena would have performed a central role as
caretaker and companion to Hecuba in her old age and that she can sympathize with what she
knows her mother will have to suffer in the future. The same adjective deina is used repeatedly
to describe both women. Hecuba in lines 277-81 begs that Polyxena not be torn from her arms.
She says that Polyxena is her city, her nurse, her walking stick, and her guide upon the road. She
also demands that it is necessary for Odysseus kill her along with her daughter (BuyoTpl
ouvBavelv) to which he replies: Tds; ou yap oida SeomoTtas kektnuepos. “How? For I did
not know that I possessed masters.” (Eur. Hec. 397) Hecuba then declares that she will hold on
to her daughter like ivy onto oak, k1000s Spuos omes (Eur. Hec. 398). This image again

reflects the idea that Polyxena and Hecuba are mutually dependent or in a symbiotic relationship.

Polyxena is Hecuba’s support, just like oak supports ivy. Yet Polyxena is still a calf, needing its
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mother. These metaphors also illustrate both how Hecuba is thinking of herself and Polyxena as
inextricably connected and the great extent to which both of them are totally under male control,
as women and as war prizes. The sacrifice of her daughter deprives Hecuba of even their
commonality as captives.

Similarly to the way in which Clytemnestra declared that she and Iphigenia had been
dealt the same fate of death, Hecuba cries out: TEBunk’ €ycwye mpiv Bavelv Kok Uto. “T have
been killed before I died by evils.” (Eur. Hec. 431) Again, recognizing and reciprocating her
mother’s grief, Polyxena tells Odysseus to wrap a robe around her head and take her away, s
TP odorynal y’ ekTETNKa kapSiav / Bprvoict unTpos TNude T° EKTNK Yools. “As before
the sacrifice indeed, she has melted my heart by the laments of a mother and I melt hers by
wailing.” (Eur. Hec. 432-434) The repetition of the verb Trkw highlights how closely the two
mirror each other’s pain. When Polyxena is being taken away, Hecuba begs her to reach out her
hand and give it to her (Eur. Hec. 440-41), just as Clytemnestra begs just to clutch Iphigenia’s
garments as she is led away. In Hecuba, then, the same themes of loss, separation, reciprocation
and death appear, along with the eventual degradation of the mother.

Deianeira and Iole

Although not strictly a mother-daughter pair, the relationship of Deianeira and Iole in
Sophocles’ Trachiniae is instructive because, in many ways, it does follow the model of the
previous three mother-daughter pairs, and because the play itself is very concerned with marriage
and its effect on women.”’ At the very beginning of the play, Deianeira states that as a young
girl, she had a greater fear of marriage than any other maiden, due in part to the fearsomeness of

her suitor, the river god Achelous. (Soph. Trach. 5ff.) The chorus also tells the story of

7 Ormand 1999, 36-59, argues that of all of Sophocles’ plays, this one focuses most clearly on the dynamics and
implications of marriage, on both men and women.
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Deianeira’s courtship. They describe how she waits alone on a hill watching the contest between
Heracles and Achelous, unsure of who her future husband will be: To 8’ apdIVEIKNTOV O
VUpbOs / EAEIVOV GUUEVEL/ KATIO HaTpos adop BePokev,/ cdoTe TopTIS epnuc. “But the face
of the bride, the object of the contest, awaits piteously; and suddenly she has gone from her
mother, just like an abandoned calf.” (Soph. Trach. 518-30) Although she is consumed by
thoughts of her youth and her days just before marriage, Deianeira is in fact no longer a young
maiden. Ormand sums up succinctly what has been suggested by several scholars: “For

»38 But, in fact, the fears that

Deianeira, to be a bride is to experience separation, and to resent it.
surfaced during her maidenhood continue as negative emotions about marriage in her later life;
the word gpnun, abandoned, is used to describe Deianeira both as a maiden and a wife, and
Seaford argues that she never fully makes the transition, she is never fully incorporated into her
new home, yet returning to her old one does not seem to be an option in the play.”*® She is
trapped, unable to regain her life as a young girl, which she remembers as carefree, and unable to
enjoy her life as wife and mother because she is consumed by concerns. She recounts the
difference between her days as a maiden and her troubled life now as the wife of a man who has
been absent for a very long time.

O(M n60vou§ auoxeov s&oupen Blov

£s Toud’ Ecos IS VTl ﬁapeevou yuvn

K)\nen )\O(Bn T gV VUKTl dpovTiSov uepog,

T]TOl npog avdpos N TEKVCO\) dpoBouuevr]

TOT AV TIS enctBonTo TT]V aUTOU OKOTICOV

mpaE v, KakolG1v 0ls £y Bapuvoual. (Soph. Trach. 147-52)

But she takes up an existence without work in pleasures

Until the very time when one instead of maiden is called wife

And takes a share of deep concerns in the night,

Fearing either for her husband or children.
Then any one might understand, considering her own experience,

3 Ormand 1999, 42.
3 Seaford 1987, 115.
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By just what sort of evils I am oppressed.

This speech functions in several ways. It allows the reader access into Deianeira’s state of mind
and illustrates yet again that she often frames her speeches with concerns about marriage and the
divide between parthenos and guné. It also sets Deianeira up as sympathetic to the plight of
other women who are suffering, especially since she fully expects that any wife and mother
would be able to sympathize with her; the ability to do so will be demonstrated as soon as she
meets lole. Finally these lines present Deianeira in relation to the young captives whom she is
about to meet. She is compassionate toward them, not jealous or bitter.** Although Iole and
Deianeira are ultimately competing for the same man, Deianeira does not turn on Iole in anger
but instead seeks out a way to reclaim Heracles’ attentions.

Deianeira is a mother with a son who is himself of marriageable age; it is Iole who is the
younger of the two and has not, in fact, been married yet. Although, of course, their situation is
not directly parallel to a mother-daughter relationship, in many ways it is comparable. Deianeira
immediately is drawn to the silent Iole and singles her out among the group of girls.

& SuoTahaiva, Tis TOT’ €1 VEOVISwV,

avovSpos T) TEKVOUOOX; TTPOS HEV Yop $ucIv

TAVTWV ATEIPOS TWVSE, Yewaia 8¢ TIS.

Aixa, Tivos oT’ eoTiv 1 Egvn PpoTady;

Tis 1) TekoUoQ, Tis 8’ O PpITUCOS TATTP;

ECEIT" £TEl VIV TVSE TAEIOTOV QIKTIOX

BAeToua’ 00w TEP Kol GPOVELY 018V povn. (Soph. Trach. 307-13)

O ill-fated one, what young girl are you,

Are you without a man or have you given birth? For by your appearance

You are inexperienced of all such things, but someone noble born.

Lichas, whose child is this stranger?

Who bore her, and who is the father that begot her?

Speak; For now I pitied her most of these ones here,
Looking at her, inasmuch as she alone knows to consider things carefully.

* Easterling 1982, 92.
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Again, Deianeira is thinking in terms of the maiden/wife split and immediately wonders if Iole
has a husband or a child. Thus Deianeira both identifies with the girl and takes a special interest
in her. Iole is the only one who, Deianeira imagines, knows how to consider things carefully,
dpovewv. Implicitly then, in Deianeira’s thoughts at least, the two share some kind of bond.
Deianeira is sympathetic to the girl’s plight, as someone who has experienced a similar situation
of being seized from her own home and taken to someone else’s as a bride. Like the mother who
remembers her own experiences of marriage at her daughter’s wedding, Deianeira vividly
remembers her difficult experiences as a parthenos, and this is the basis for her connection to
Iole. It pains her to see lole suffering, and she tries to comfort her. She is bothered by not
knowing who the girl is: €11, & ToAav’, GAN’ NUIV €k GauThS " / ETMEL Kol Eupdopa Tol un
g18evat OE Y’ TIs €l. “But tell me, O wretch, from yourself; for it is also a misfortune for me to
not know who you, indeed, are.” (Soph. Trach. 320-1) She tells Lichas to leave the girl alone
and even welcomes lole into the house, perhaps as a mother of the groom would welcome a new
bride, going inside herself to prepare things within (Soph. Trach. 329-32).*' Thus something
about Iole, her noble appearance, the similarity of her plight to Deianeira’s own, attracts her and
even causes her to want to take care of and comfort the captive girl.

Although Deianeira seems to take on a sympathetic, maternal role with Iole, the reader

never sees lole reciprocate these feelings. But much as Clytemnestra and Hecuba meet tragic

ends, in part because of the trauma they experience with their daughters, Deianeira too, as an

*!'In fact, Deianeira will actually (posthumously) become Iole’s mother-in-law. As Heracles is dying, he makes his
son, Hyllas, promise to take Iole as his own wife (Soph. Trach. 1216-58)
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indirect result of Iole’s capture, ultimately kills herself. This suicide yet again links marriage
and death, as Deianeira stabs herself on the very marriage bed she shared with Heracles.**

Ultimately, marriages in ancient Athenian society and in Attic tragedy could be a
stressful time for mothers and daughters. The pair, who likely had an intimate relationship, were
being separated. Their society, however, had rituals for ameliorating this stress, which included
the mother’s participation in the wedding ceremony and rituals. As a guide, both figuratively
and literally, for her daughter, the mother could help alleviate some of the pain and anxiety of
separation.

In tragedy, this grief is intensified when marriage and sacrifice are mingled and the
mothers and daughters are going to be separated quite permanently. These examples especially
show exactly how intense the emotions of a grieving mother might be and to what lengths she
might go in order to protect her daughter and be reunited with her. In an attempt to graft some
sort of rite comparable to the carrying of the marriage torch onto the sacrificial procession,
Clytemnestra and Hecuba beg to accompany their daughters. But when the model for
participating in the ritual is not followed, or when the mother perceives that she is not being
allowed to play this important role in the life of her daughter, there are powerful feelings of grief,
loss, and even rage. It is the violation of the close bond between mother and daughter and their
lack of any viable alternatives that make these situations so wrenching. In their own ways, each
of these four pairs enhances our understanding of the patterns of mother-daughter interactions.
And although Clytemnestra and Electra’s relationship is highly atypical, it becomes clear that

they, too, are aware of how a mother and daughter “should” act. It is in large part because their

*2 In Euripides’ Alcestis, in order to save her husband’s life, Alcestis offers up her own life on her marriage bed
(170-190).



46

relationship fails to provide such mutual benefits that the two women seem to have nothing but

hatred and resentment for one another.
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CHAPTER TWO
CLYTEMNESTRA AND ELECTRA’S INTERACTIONS
Introduction

Electra and Clytemnestra are one of the better known mother-daughter pairs in Greek
literature, yet their relationship deviates from the patterns established for mothers and daughters
in the previous chapter. The “normative” framework for mother-daughter interactions includes
such behaviors as the mother instructing and teaching her daughter, helping her prepare for life
as a wife and mother, and the daughter providing companionship and consolation to the mother.
There is generally a close, reciprocal bond of affection and shared experience. In the case of
Clytemnestra and Electra, however, instead of mutual benefactions, the only reciprocal emotion
these two share is hate. Clytemnestra has not fulfilled her duties as mother. She has not
successfully prepared her daughter for motherhood or marriage nor has she helped arrange for
her to transition to a wife and mother; in fact, she has deprived her both of her rightful place in
her paternal home and of the protection of a future husband and potential sons. Electra, in turn,
does not act as a solace and comfort to her mother, but instead is a constant source of torment to
her. She is also involved, in some versions directly, with the murder of Clytemnestra. In a
family that has suffered horribly, hatred and envy have been replaced reciprocal love and caring.

The two, nevertheless, do recognize the bonds of kinship that tie them together, and each
has her own ideas about how the other should be acting. Mother and daughter censure each other
for not fulfilling their respective duties, and both feel that there is something lacking in the

other’s behavior. By exploring Clytemnestra and Electra’s dysfunctional relationships in
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Aeschylus’ Choephoroi and Sophocles’ and Euripides’ Electra plays, we can further explicate
the “normative” framework for mother-daughter interactions by analyzing what is missing in
theirs.

Aeschylus’ Choephoroi lays the groundwork the characterizations of Electra and
Clytemnestra in the Electra plays of Sophocles and Euripides, even though it focuses primarily
on Orestes, and Electra and Clytemnestra never directly interact. Aeschylus’ play was written
before the other two, and each of the later authors incorporate parts of his work into their own.
In each play, Electra serves as a visual representation of her grief and suffering. While in
Aeschylus, the very fact of her mourning makes Electra conspicuous, in both Sophocles and
Euripides, she consciously uses this visibility to her advantage. Further, while in Choephoroi
mother and daughter relay different opinions on the circumstances in which they find
themselves, in the two Electra plays, they directly challenge and argue against each other’s
version of events. Finally, although of course she knows that Clytemnestra is her mother, the
Sophoclean and Euripidean Electras find various ways to try to invalidate that fact. In struggling
against the biological (and mythological) facts, Electra makes use of her ideas of what a mother-
daughter relationship should be to further distance her self from Clytemnestra.

Electra’s Embodiment of Her Suffering

A. Aeschylus’ Choephoroi

One of the recurring elements of Electra’s character is that her suffering, which is both
emotional and physical, is apparent in her outward appearance. Appearance can be a very
powerful weapon, capable of inspiring pity, fear, or sadness in others, and visual proof
strengthens a report or rumor that would otherwise be dubious. In both Sophocles and Euripides,

Electra consciously makes herself a striking illustration of the wrongs that Clytemnestra and
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Aegisthus are perpetrating upon her in order both to bring shame and censure upon the two and
to torment her mother. In Aeschylus’ Choephoroi, Electra does not draw attention to herself
with this specific intention in mind, as she does in the other two plays. There is, however,
definitely the idea that her suffering is visible in her physical appearance. At the beginning of
the play, before the siblings have been reunited, Orestes easily recognizes Electra among a crowd
of mourners: ka1 HAékTpow Sokdd / oTeixelv adeAdny Ty eunv mevbel Auypdd / Tpemouoav.
“And I think that my own sister Electra is approaching, conspicuous in her gloomy sorrow.”
(Aes. Ch. 16-18). Even though Orestes has not seen Electra in years, since he was an infant, and
she is in a procession of other mourning women, she stands out clearly because of her grief, her
mourning (évbel). The fact that Electra is identifiable specifically because of her sorrow, that
she somehow looks different than the crowd of mourners that is accompanying her, becomes
something that Electra uses to her advantage in the later plays.
B. Sophocles’ Electra

Sophocles’ Electra is very aware of her visibility and of the power of the image she
embodies. She is a spectacle of the wrongs being committed by Clytemnestra and Aegisthus,
and she is, in turn, a source of pain to her mother. To emphasize the importance of appearance
in creating emotions, in this play there are many verbs of seeing. Characters are constantly
calling attention by commands to look, to see. In her initial speech detailing Clytemnestra and
Aegisthus’ crimes, Electra uses such verbs to emphasize her grief. She is especially outraged
that she has to witness their behavior. Just as Electra uses her own appearance to torment her
mother, she herself has been tormented for more than eight years by having to stand by and
watch what she considers to be heinous crimes against herself, her father, and her brother:

ETEITO TTOlOS TIUEPO'S SOKELS U’ GYELV,
otav Bpovois Alyicbov evBakouvt’ 18co
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TOIOIWV TTATPWOIS, £1018e & eobnuaTa

HOPOUVT’ EKEIVW TAUTA, KOl TTOXPECTIOUS

oﬁévéowa Aoan(g VO’ ekelvov cOAeoEV,

|6m 8¢ TouTwV TT]V TE)\EUTO(lO(V UBpl

TOV O(UTodpovmv nulv €V KOITT] 1TO(Tp05‘

Euv TN ToAalvn PnTPL, UNTEP’ E1 XPEGV

TaUTNV Tpooaudav TGS cuykolpwpevny. (Soph. EL 266-74)

Then what sort of days do you think that I spend,

Whenever I see Aegisthus sitting on the throne of my fathers,

And I look at that man wearing those very same garments,

And pouring libations beside the hearth where they killed that one [my father],

And I see their ultimate hubris,

The murderer on the bed of my father

With my wretched mother, if it is right to call this one mother

While she is lying with that man.
Orestes might be the lucky one, as he lives in another land, far away from the trouble at home,
hearing of the misfortunes of his sister only through messages. Electra, however, is not simply
hearing reports of the treachery. She has to live with the murderers of her father and actually see
their outrageous behavior.

In this play, seeing for oneself is an important part of knowing, of understanding. Just as
Electra suffers more by seeing, Orestes finally realizes the full extent of Electra’s suffering, not

by just hearing about it, but by seeing her as its visual representation. Before Electra even

recognizes who Orestes is, he sees her and understands the full extent of their troubles:

E Ti (Sﬁ moT’, s’ émckorrofw OTéVElS,

O oo OUK O(p non TV euoov eyw KO(KCOV

E sv T SIEYVWS TOUTO va mpnuevcov

O opmv OE no)\)\mg eunpeouoav a)\yeow

E KO UMV OPGS YE TAUPO TGV EUGV KOKV.

0] Kol TQS YEvoIT' av Tvd’ €T exBico BAémetv; (Soph. EL 1184-89)
E Why indeed, looking at me thus, do you groan?

O Oh, how many of my own sorrows I did not know.

E What things have been spoken in this matter that you realize this?
O Seeing you conspicuous in many sorrows.

E And you see indeed only a few of my misfortunes.

O And what could be still more hated to see than these things?
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Thus much as in Choephoroi, Orestes can recognize Electra simply by her appearance; but here
he also realizes what she has been suffering as matching his own sorrow.

Sophocles’ characters further emphasize the importance of sight for full knowledge
when, after Clytemnestra has been killed, Orestes and Electra use word-play to fool Aegisthus.
When Electra first tells him about Orestes’ death, he hopes for something in addition to the
messenger’s report that will allow him to know for sure (uaBeiv, 1454). After she assures him
that there is physical proof, Aegisthus wants Orestes’ body to be brought out as visual evidence
(opaw, 1461) to anyone who might have still hoped for Orestes’ return. Aegisthus feels certain
that after seeing the corpse (bpc:)v, 1463), even a well-wisher of Orestes would accept his rule
without him having to use compulsion. When he asks for someone to call Clytemnestra, Orestes
responds: aUTT TEAAS 0oU" UNKET’ &AAoGe okoTel. “She herself is near you; no longer look
elsewhere.” (Soph. El. 1474) He then pulls the covering away from Clytemnestra’s corpse, and
when Aegisthus cries out in horror at the sight, Orestes taunts him: Tiva dpoPn; TIV’ ayvoels;
“Whom do you fear? Whom do you not recognize?” (Soph. El. 1475) The truth is revealed to
Aegisthus, who, after seeing the proof with his own eyes, is led to his death.

Having to be a witness to the outrages in her own home, Sophocles’ Electra knows what
a powerful tool sight can be. One of her major complaints against Clytemnestra and Aegisthus is
that they have not allowed her to marry, to become an adult woman. This is a great source of
pain to her as she is forever stuck between parthenos and gune, but she also uses her liminal
position to punish them. In this state, she is also dangerous and difficult to control: “If marriage
is a moment of high subjectivity for a woman, Electra seems determined to hold that moment in

”1

perpetuity, and thus create room for herself to act.” Therefore, when Electra positions herself

' Ormand 2001, 62.
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outside of the house, at the gates, she is showing the public that her family cannot control her,
and she is reminding anyone who might see her of her status as a kore and her latent reproductive
potential.” Young, unmarried women are supposed to remain safely indoors, yet Electra is
outside, publicly mourning and speaking out against her mother and Aegisthus. She capitalizes
on what she knows about correct behavior for a young girl in order to bring shame to
Clytemnestra and Aegisthus. Her place in the household is horribly shattered; she is totally
alienated and separated from her mother and sister.” As a physical symbol, a defiant expression
of the ruin of the house, Electra declares that she will take no further part in the household, but
will remain at the gate until she dies: AN’ o0 T1 pnv £ywye ToU AoITOU XPOVOU ECOUAI
Euvoikos, aAho TNt Tpos TUAY Topela’ EpouTn adithos auvaved Blov. “But for the
remaining time I will not in any way be a member of the household, but sitting here before this
very gate, without a friend, I will waste away my life.” (Soph. El. 817-19)

Sophocles’ Electra is aware that this behavior is a source of pain to her mother and
Aegisthus (AuTr, 355), and some scholars suggest that by constantly mourning for
Agamemnon, Electra has psychologically persecuted Clytemnestra for years.* The fact that
Aegisthus is currently out of town further allows her to take her stance before the gates, as
Clytemnestra points out: GVEIHEVT) LEV, @S EOIKAS, ol OTPEPN. / ou yap TapeoT’ Alyicbos,
0s o’ emelx’ ael / un Tol Bupalav y’ oloav aloxuvelv Gpidous: “Being free, as it seems, you
are wandering about again. For Aegisthus is not present, who was always restraining you,
outside at least, from shaming your family.” (Soph. El. 516-18) Clytemnestra’s use of “again”
(o) emphasizes the frequency of Electra’s wandering about, a behavior that brings Clytemnestra

a great deal of pain. Electra has, in fact, been a greater cause of grief to her than Orestes, who is

2 Ormand 2001, 68.
3 Blundell 1989, 154.
* Ormand 2001, 67.
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far away. When Clytemnestra is informed of Orestes’ death, she hopes that this will offer her
some relief from Electra’s torments too. She describes her daughter’s effects on her with
powerful imagery: N8e yop ueilcov PAaPn / EVvoikos v pot, Toupov ekmivous’ ael / Yuxns
akpoTov atpe, “For this girl was a greater harm to me, living with me, and always drinking up
the pure blood of my soul.” (Soph. El. 784-86) Thus, Electra, who has for so long suffered from
seeing Aegisthus and Clytemnestra prosper, makes herself into a public spectacle and thereby
torments her mother by her very presence.
C. Euripides’ Electra

Euripides’ Electra, employs a similar use of verbs of seeing. Electra, who has been
married to a poor farmer and is outside the palace in the countryside is even more preoccupied
with her appearance, emphasizing especially that she does not have the accoutrements of a noble
daughter that she used to have and which Clytemnestra still enjoys. Electra has dirty hair, torn
clothes, and lives in the house of a poor farmer. She repeatedly points out these physical signs as
proof of her suffering. Her opening lines show that she hopes even the gods will notice her
degradation. She goes outside to fetch water for this express purpose:

cf) vG& ué)\ouva XPUGEWY GOTPWVY Tpodpé,

EVT) TOS ¢ ayyog s edpeépeuov KOPQ

q)epouoa m]yag TTOTO(UIO(S‘ UETEpXOUO(l—

oU 81 T1 Xpelas &5 TOGOVS™ adlyUEvn,

oA\’ s URp1v Seifwouev Alyicbou Beols—

yoous T’ adinu’ oifep’ es peyav matpl.  (Eur. EL 54-59)

O black night, nurse of the golden stars,

In you while carrying this very vessel resting on my head

I am going in search of the springs of rivers—

Reaching such a great distance not from some necessity,

But that I might show the hubris of Aegisthus to the gods—
And that I might send out laments for my father to the great heaven.
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She hopes that the gods (and surely anyone she passes on the road) will see how Aegisthus is
treating her, and so she purposely goes to the spring, overruling her husband’s objections.

In fact, she does meet people outside the house; first she encounters the Chorus, a group
of girls on their way to celebrate a festival of Hera. They try to encourage Electra to come along,
even offering to lend her jewels and fine clothing, but she demands that they look at her
appearance and asks if such things are fitting for a daughter of the great Agamemnon: okéa
HOU VOOV KOpa / Kol Tpuxn Tad® eucdv meTAwvY, “Look at my filthy hair and these tatters
of my clothes.” (Eur. EL. 184-85) While she is standing outside the farmhouse conversing with
the girls, Orestes and Pylades approach, who initially present themselves as messengers from

Orestes sent to inquire about Electra. She forces Orestes to look at her, pointing out the worst

aspects:
E oUKOUV OPQS HOU TTpOOTOV WS Enpov Sepas;
O )\UTroug Y€ GUVTETNKOS, GIOTE WE GTEVELV.
E Ko kpaTa TAOKapov T eokubiopgvov Eupa.
O Sakvel o” adeAdos o Te Baveov 1ows moatnp. (Eur. EL 239-42)
E First of all can you not see how withered my body is?
O Indeed having been melted away by griefs, thus I grieve.
E And that the locks of my hair are shaved close by a blade.
O Your brother and he who is dead, your father, grieve you.

As they continue to talk, messenger/Orestes asks what news he should convey. Electra, above
all, is concerned that he tell Orestes about her appearance and lowly situation: TPCTOV eV
olols gv memAols avuAilopat, / Tve 6” oo PERPIB’, UTTO oTEyalol Te / olaiol Vol
BaoIA\IKQV ek SwUATWY, / oUTT HEV ekuoxBouoa kepkiciv memAous, “[Tell him] First in what
sort of garments I am dressed, and with what sort of dirt I am weighed down, beneath what sort

of roofs I dwell after royal halls, myself toiling over garments at the looms.” (Eur. EL 304-7) In
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addition to her striking loss of rank through her lowly marriage, her physical state will offer
proof to her brother of all that she has had to endure.

The characters in Euripides’ Electra realize that sight has the power to provoke powerful
emotions from people. When Electra notices the old servant crying, she wonders if he is crying
because of her: T1 &, & yepaie, SiaBpoxov TS OuW’ EXELS; / MV Tapo S Xpovou o’
QVEUVTIOOY KOO / TNAOUPOS O1KOS Kol TETTAV gV pokT); “But why, old man, do you have
these moist eyes? After such a time does this wretched house and the tatters of my clothing
remind you of my sufferings?” (Eur. EL. 502-4) After Orestes and Electra have killed
Clytemnestra, the Chorus asks: s 8 éTAas ¢povov / 81" ouuaTwv 181V 6ebev / porTpos
ekTrveoucas; “But how ever did you dare to look upon the slaughter with your own eyes as your
mother expired?” (Eur. EI. 1218-20) They also reveal that Orestes veiled his eyes as he killed
his mother (Eur. EI. 1221-23).

The Chorus, Orestes, and the Old Man are not the only ones whom Electra hopes to affect
with the sight of her dirty body, worn clothes, and humble house. By sending her mother a
(false) message announcing that she has given birth, Electra craftily draws Clytemnestra away
from the palace to the farmhouse so that she might see (and lament) the conditions in which her
daughter is living and into which her “grandchild” has been born. When she details her plan to
the old man, he is at first skeptical: woBev; T1 8’ aUTh ool pEAetv Sokels, Tekvov; “But how?
Do you think that there is any concern for you in that one, child?” But Electra quickly assures
him that Clytemnestra will come: vai® kol Sakpuoel y* a€lcop’ egadv Tokwv. “Indeed; and she
will indeed lament the rank of my child.” (Eur. EL 657-58) Thus, even though Electra and

Clytemnestra seemingly hate each other, and Electra has been cast out of her home and is nearly
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destitute, she relies on the knowledge that Clytemnestra will still come to help her perform the
sacrifices of childbirth. So great is the power of the mother-daughter bond!

Clytemnestra approaches in a beautiful chariot surrounded by slave women, in stark
contrast to Electra, as both siblings point out: O ka1 pnv 0xols ye kol 0TOA AapumpuveTal. /
E- kaAdds ap’ apkuv s peomy mopeveTal. “O: And see how brilliant she is in her chariot and
equipment. E: How beautifully she approaches to the middle of our net.” (Eur. EL. 965-66)
Electra’s plot depends on eliciting sympathy from Clytemnestra, so she goes to great lengths to
highlight the disparity in their appearance. The Chorus greets Clytemnestra with a florid address
which anticipates Electra’s later address to her mother when she offers to help her down from the
chariot.” With exaggerated deference, she calls herself a slave (SoUAn, 1004) who has been cast
out of her father’s house, Electra offers to help her mother down from the chariot. Immediately,
Clytemnestra reacts to Electra’s shabby appearance: ou 8’ 38’ GAouTOS kol SUCEIUGTOS XPOO
/ AEX G VEOY V@V €K TOKGV TETauUEVT); “But you, thus unwashed and your body so ill-clothes, a
new mother having just given birth to her new-born child?” (Eur. EL 1107-8) It is this, and
Electra’s claim that she has no friends to help attend her, that convinces Clytemnestra to go
inside the house, ultimately to her death.

By relying on the potent visual image that she herself creates, Euripides’ Electra finds
sympathy and support from others. She also positions herself as a conspicuous enemy of
Aegisthus and Clytemnestra, bringing shame on them in an effort to honor her father and avenge

his murder.

> Mossman 2001, 380
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Conflicting Versions of Events

A. Aeschylus’ Choephoroi

In all three plays, Electra and Clytemnestra put forth their own versions of their common
story and their accusations against the other. Although in the Choephoroi Electra and
Clytemnestra never really interact, so they do not directly refute each other’s conflicting stories,
each gives her own account of Clytemnestra’s behavior, and Clytemnestra finally has to answer
to Orestes as he is about to stab her. Electra charges that Clytemnestra exchanged her and
Orestes for Aegisthus (Aes. Ch. 132-34). Later when Orestes confronts his mother with that
same accusation, shortly before he kills her, Clytemnestra denies that she sold Orestes, arguing
instead that she got no payment and that she sent him out to live with an ally (Aes. Ch. 913ff).
This play does not afford Clytemnestra the space to defend her actions as fully as the other two
plays; but, at least when faced with her own death, she tries to incite pity in her son and to assure
him that she was only looking out for his safety.
B. Sophocles’ Electra

In Sophocles’ Electra, Clytemnestra and Electra repeatedly debate two major issues:
whether Clytemnestra was justified in killing Agamemnon and whether she has any maternal
feelings for her children. Electra claims that Agamemnon, having offended Artemis, was right to
sacrifice Iphigenia but that Clytemnestra was not right in killing Agamemnon. Instead, Electra
posits that she did it out of lust for Aegisthus. However, Clytemnestra asserts her right to have
killed Agamemnon because of her maternal relationship to Iphigenia. Much of this argument
centers around the two women’s understandings of the correct behavior for a married woman in

the oikos, and they attack the other in disagreement.” While Clytemnestra aligns herself as a

® Ormand 2001, 61.
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mother and argues that Iphigenia’s sacrifice drove her to murder, Electra sides with her father,
and declares that a woman should above all give her allegiance to her husband.

In part because she is trying to invalidate Clytemnestra’s position as her mother, Electra
refuses to recognize that Clytemnestra has any maternal feelings and argues that she loves her
husband and new children more. She blames Clytemnestra for their enmity while Clytemnestra,
in turn, blames Electra for their arguments. In fact, Clytemnestra claims that she feels sorrow at
the death of Orestes and claims that a mother cannot hate her own child: Sg1vov To TIKTEIV
EGTIV OUSE YOIp KOKQS TTOOXOVTI HIOOS OV TEKT) TPooylyveTal. “It is a strange thing to bear
a child; for one does not hate one’s child, even though suffering horribly.” (Soph. EL 770-71)
Clytemnestra even prepares the urn that she thinks contains Orestes’ remains for a proper burial,
something she presumably would not have done if she truly hated him (Soph. EL 1400-1).

C. Euripides’ Electra

Euripides’ Electra, though certainly mourning the death of her father, is more concerned
with the loss of her rank and paternal wealth. Electra claims that Clytemnestra has thrown her
out of the house and keeps her from her rightful position. She is essentially an exile from her
father’s house, little more than a slave: ScopaTwV Puyas TaTPlV / OUPEias AV’ EpLTTVAS. /
Hatne 8 év AékTpols doviols / aAAw ouyyauos olkel. “[I live as] an exile from my father’s
house upon the mountainous cliffs. But my mother in a bloody bed dwells married to another.”
(Eur. EL. 209-12) When her husband asks her to prepare some food to give to Orestes and
Pylades, Electra points out that it would be no use to ask for anything at the palace, because
Clytemnestra surely would not give them anything (Eur. EL 416). Electra laments the things that
her mother has which she doesn’t, food, fine clothing, a beautiful house, a leisurely life, and

especially a husband.
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Euripides’ Clytemnestra has saved Electra from being killed by Aegisthus, and she does
come to help her when she thinks that Electra has given birth. She also argues that Electra has
always loved her father more: G Tal, TEQUKAS TATEPO OOV OTEPYEIV GEL" / EGTIV 8E KOl
TOS " Ol UEV E101V APCEVY, / o1 & ol drAolot pnTepas paAAov TaTpos. “O child, you have
always been inclined to love your father; but this thing is even as follows; there are some for the
males, and others in turn love their mothers rather than their father.” 7 (Eur. EL 1102-4)
Clytemnestra claims that the last straw, on top of the murder of Iphigenia, was Agamemnon’s
bringing Cassandra back, intending to keep two brides (vuudo 8Uo) in the same halls (Eur. EL
1033-34).% Electra counters with the observation that Clytemnestra began to beautify herself the
moment Agamemnon left for Troy and that she was not right at all to kill him (Eur. EL. 1069-80).
Much as in Sophocles, this question, whether Clytemnestra was justified in killing Agamemnon,
drastically separates them: “Paradoxically, it is Agamemnon's fatal ignoring of the superiority of
vertical ties which Clytemnestra then points to in her revolutionary hypothetical gender role
reversal at 1041-4...but although this does clarify Agamemnon's crime, it does not lessen the fact
that Clytemnestra has done the same thing. Electra will pick up on this in the speech which
follows.” Thus, in all three plays, Electra and Clytemnestra are at odds over whether
Clytemnestra has been a good mother or a wicked one, and whether she was justified in killing

Agamemnon.

7 Recall Clytemnestra’s assertion in Euripides’ Iphigenia in Aulis that of all the children she has borne, Iphigenia has
always especially loved her father (p1AomaTwp...uchioTa, Eur. A 638-39).

¥ Cf. Deianeira’s similar complaint in Sophocles’ Trachiniae

 Mossman 2001, 380-81
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Electra Rejects the Behavior and Character of Her Mother

A. Aeschylus’ Choephoroi

As the biological daughter of Clytemnestra, Electra constantly struggles to differentiate
herself from her mother and her mother’s behavior.'” She does this in different ways in each
work, but typically she calls attention to the inappropriateness of Clytemnestra’s behavior for a
mother and explicitly states how she is not like her mother.

Aeschylus’ Electra tries to differentiate her own values from her mother’s. She prays that
she might be ccadppovecTépav and evoeBeoTeépav, more prudent and more reverent than her
mother (Aes. Ch. 140, 141). Orestes and Electra even avoid using the word “mother” as much as
possible. When the two siblings are debating revenge and whether they should kill their mother,
initially Clytemnestra and Aegisthus are mentioned together and in very generic terms such as
“those who killed” (Tohg KTOVOVTOS, 144) or “the guilty ones” (Tohg alTious, 273); Orestes at
one point calls the murderers “two women” (8uolv yuvaikolv, 304). However, as the drama
progresses, Clytemnestra clearly becomes the object of focus, as Anne Lebeck writes,

The figure of Clytemnestra is slowly detached from Aegisthus until at last she

stands alone, the true object of the coming retribution. The full implication of the

act is brought out first by avoidance, finally by use, of the word poTnp...

Allusion to parentage is at first obscure. Both Electra and Orestes avoid the word

“mother,” using shadowy substitutes instead: Tokels, Tekopevol, plural and

indefinite. Their words are made more prominent by the ambiguity which attends

their use.''

Perhaps in an attempt to lessen their own crime, and to make it more acceptable, Orestes and

Electra use carefully chosen language to try to erase the fact that Clytemnestra is their mother.

' Chodorow 1978, explores some of the reasons that daughters may have a more difficult time differentiating
themselves from their mothers, “Because they are the same gender as their daughters and have been girls, mothers of
daughters tend not to experience these infant daughters as separate from them in the same way as mothers of infants
sons...[thus] women, more than men, will be more open to and preoccupied with those very relational issues that go
into mothering—feelings of primary identification, lack of separateness or differentiation, ego and body-ego
boundary issues and primary love not under the sway of the reality principle.” (109-10)

' Lebeck 1971, 116.
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Electra even points out that her mother is not behaving as a mother should. Clytemnestra

has “exchanged” Electra and Orestes for Aegisthus (Aes. Ch. 132-34). This dislocation of a

mother’s love has fueled Electra’s hatred of her mother: the love and attention that she needed

has all been focused on Aegisthus, the new husband.'? Later, Electra describes why Orestes gets

the love that should have gone to Clytemnestra, who she now rightfully hates:

@ TEPTVOV OHMO Téooapag uoipas Exov

epol” mpooowdaw & E0T’ dvarykaiws EXOV

TTO(TEpO( TE, KO(l TO unTpog €S OF LOl PETTEL

oTepynepov 1 8¢ nav&Koog exeoupETou

Ko Tng Tubelons VNAes « ouoonopou

moTos 8 adehdos fob’, ol oEPas Pepov

HOVOS * (Aes. Ch. 237-244)

O pleasant sight that holds for shares for me:

And necessarily I have to call you father,

And to you falls my love of a mother;

But she is completely and justly hated;

And to you the love for a sister pitilessly slaughtered;

And as a brother you have been my trust, you alone bearing reverence for me;

Thus Electra clearly feels all alone, except for Orestes. She has lost her sister and father, and she

detests her mother. In Choephoroi, however, Clytemnestra and Electra never directly interact,

nor does Electra take a very active role in urging Orestes to kill their mother. The feelings and

rejection that Electra presents somewhat passively are further developed in the later two plays.

"2 The idea that when women remarry, they chose their new husbands and potential children over their children from
a previous husband is found elsewhere in Greek literature. In order to urge Telemachus to return home, Athena tells
him in Odyssey 15. 19-23 that his mother may be about to marry Eurymachus:

1 VU T1 OgU &éKnTl Béucov EK KT q)épnTou
01060( yap ol0s Guuos vl omesom yuvouKog
Kelvou Bou)\sTou on<ov o¢s)\)\slv 0S Kev O,
TaiScov 8¢ TPOTEPWV Kal kouptdioto hiAolo
OUKET! HEMVNTOL TEBUNKOTOS OUSE HETOANG.

Beware lest against your will she carries off some possession from the home. For you know what sort of
spirit there is in the chest of a woman; she wished to help the home of that man whoever marries her, and of
her previous children and her beloved lord who has died she is no longer mindful nor does she ask after
them.
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B. Sophocles’ Electra

In the course of Sophocles’ play, Electra makes numerous complaints against
Clytemnestra and Aegisthus, many of which she reiterates over the course of the play, with some
slight changes. Three themes permeate her complaints and dominate scholarly discussion: the
murder of her father (94-99, 201-8), the fact that Clytemnestra and Aegisthus are now lovers
(271-74, 561-62), and the fact that she is still unmarried and living under their control (164, 187,
961-62). A fourth and underlying complaint concerns the quality of Clytemnestra’s mothering.
Electra repeatedly asserts that Clytemnestra is not a mother, that she does not even deserve the
title and that she is not acting as a mother should. Electra associates herself very closely with her
father, and the paternal line, but the alleged inadequacy of Clytemnestra as a mother may have
intensified Electra’s rejection of her. Yes, Electra is upset that her father has been murdered, but
she directs much of her anger towards Clytemnestra specifically in her role as mother.

Electra is in a precarious position, without a husband or a child to protect her as she ages.
She is perpetually stuck in maidenhood, growing older yet not becoming a gune. As Kirk
Ormand points out,

Electra is without proper male guardians, she has no decent clothes or food, and,

as part of this same pattern of treatment, she has not married and has not borne

children. She has been prohibited, in effect, from making the transition to

married, adult life...Her lack of marriage creates a pattern of her mistreatment."
As discussed in chapter one, marriage was one of the most important events in an Athenian girl’s
life, and her mother would have helped her prepare for the wedding and would have guided her
through the ceremony to her husband’s home. The fact that Clytemnestra has not provided these

things for Electra especially upsets her. Electra is in a state of perpetual maidenhood, and she

blames Clytemnestra.

13 Ormand 2001, 63-64.
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In Electra’s constant attempt to connect herself with her father’s line, she frequently uses
language that invalidates Clytemnestra’s maternity. She calls her uﬁTnp &uﬁTnp, “Mother who
is not a mother.” (Soph. EL 1154) She also questions whether Clytemnestra should even be
called a mother, as an adultress alongside Aegisthus: Euv Tf TaAaivn UnNTE!L, UNTEP® €1 XPEGV /
TaUTNV Tpooaudav TGS cuykoluwpevny. “With my wretched mother, if it is possible to call
this one mother as she lies down alongside that one.” (Soph. El. 273-74) Finally, in direct
address, she tells Clytemnestra exactly how she feels about her non-mothering: kol ¢° £ycye
SeaTOTIV / T} UNTEP’ OUK EAXCGOV ElS UGS VEUE, / T) LA Blov uoxbnpov, ek Te oou kakols /
moAAols ael Euvouoa Tou Te cuvvopou. “And I consider you a master rather than a mother to
me, | who lives a wretched life, always living with many troubles from you and your spouse.”
(Soph. EL 597-600) By denying Clytemnestra the title of mother and assigning her the title of
despotis, Electra also deligitimizes the new social, political and familial order that Clytemnestra
and Aegisthus have created."* Not only has Clytemnestra tormented Electra, but she has killed
her own husband and the father of her children and taken control of his kingdom in Argos. All
of the moral outrage and anger that Electra is feeling towards Clytemnestra is evident in the
diction that portrays her not as the loving, caring, companion mother discussed in the previous
chapter, but as a violent, cruel master.

Yet as her biological daughter, Electra seems to fear that she will become like
Clytemnestra. After their agon Clytemnestra goes to leave, and Electra dares her to speak out
publicly, saying she does not care if Clytemnestra calls her any kind of awful names: &l yop
TEPUKa TQVSE TAV EpywV 18p1s, / oxeSoV TI TNV oNv oU KaTaloXuve Ppuctv. “For if T am

naturally skilled in such deeds, surely I in no way disgrace your nature.” (Soph. EL 608-9)

14 Blundell 1989, 155.
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Normally, shame would prevent Electra from wanting to be spoken of in public, but
Clytemnestra’s behavior has pushed her to the extreme. This challenge is both a sarcastic jab at
her mother and a realization in Electra that her own behavior may not be above reproach. As
Blundell writes,

Her final words also hint that her behavior is indeed reprehensible. With their

sarcastic coloring, these four lines have an elusive ambivalence. The ironic claim

that she is living up to her mother’s phusis, besides being an ingenious insult,

manages to distance her from Clytemnestra while highlighting their similarity."

Electra argues that, if she is behaving at all like her mother, it is only because she has been
driven to do so by years of torment and grief. This struggle against becoming like her mother
also drives Electra’s rejection of Clytemnestra and her behavior.

In her words to the Chorus, however, we get some idea of the feelings that Electra
expects from her mother. She, in fact, values the Chorus as surrogate mother because they have
a positive reciprocity. Electra addresses them with kindness and appreciates the fact that they
have come to help her: & yeveBAa yevvaicov, / TKET® EUAV KOO TV Topoapubiov: “O
offspring of noble birth, you have come as a consolation for my toils.” (Soph. EL 129-30) She
also delights in their company, because, unlike Clytemnestra, these women return her kindness:
oA\’ & TavTol— / as GrAoTnTos apelfousval xoptv, “But you who are repaying the delight
of every sort of friendship.” (Soph. El. 134-35) The Chorus, too, makes it clear that they have
come as a type of mother, constantly calling Electra “child” and advising her: &A\’ oUv euvola
Y oU8®, / OTNP wOEl TIS TOTA / un TIKTEW 0 aTav aTals. “But therefore I address you
with good feeling, to be sure, just as some trustworthy mother, lest you bear ruin upon ruin.”

(Soph. El. 233-35)

Even though Electra cannot ever escape the fact that Clytemnestra gave birth to her, she

15 Blundell 1989, 169.
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does all she can to distance her self from her mother.'® In fact, she has been struggling against
this dilemma for quite some time: ploos Te yop ToAaiov EVTETTKE Wot, “For an ancient hatred
has sunken deep into me.” (Soph. El. 1311) Orestes even acknowledges Electra’s fear of
Clytemnestra; once he has killed her, he reassures Electra by saying: pnket’ expofBou /
UNTPMWOV s ot AW’ aTipocel ToTe. “No longer fear that you will be dishonored by the
arrogance of your mother.” (Soph. El. 1426-7) Electra has been humiliated and tormented by her
mother since the murder of Agamemnon. She disapproves of her mother’s behavior and wishes
to disassociate from her. Therefore, she constantly overemphasizes her bonds with Agamemnon
and disavows her blood ties to her mother.'’
C. Euripides’ Electra

Euripides’ play features an Electra who is jealous and envious of her mother. She is not
so much afraid that she will become Clytemnestra as she desires the wealth and position that
Clytemnestra has. Cast out of her home and married to a poor farmer, she cannot enjoy the
benefits of a noble marriage as Clytemnestra does. Electra frequently contrasts her home and
appearance with her mother’s. While Electra lives in a lowly home, complete with ragged
clothing and a disheveled appearance, Clytemnestra lives in a palace, wears fine robes, and
drives in a chariot accompanied by Trojan slaves. Underlying this jealousy is Electra’s assertion
that as the daughter of Agamemnon, who fought bravely and brought home wonderful spoils

from Troy, such fine things should rightly belong to her. Further, Electra charges her mother

'® Chodorow 1978, points out that a daughter with an omnipotent, rather that powerless, mother will often turn to her
father as a symbol of freedom from dependence and merging with her mother. He is the most available person to
help her get away from her mother (121). This may help inform Electra’s insistence on being recognized as her
father’s daughter rather than her mother’s and her refusal to identify with her mother.

"7 Benjamin 1988, speaking of a patient who wished she could be a boy and thus disidentify with her mother, argues
“A boy who experiences humiliation by his mother will turn to his father and strive to be like him—free of mother’s
control. By wishing to be a boy, Lucy was pursuing a similar strategy.” (98) Although Electra never explicitly
expresses the wish to be a boy, she fits a similar pattern of striving to disidentify with her mother and seek some
kind of power by identification with her father.
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with having new illegitimate children who replace the legitimate ones she already has had with
Agamemnon. There is enormous insult in that Clytemnestra is treating her legitimate children as
the illegitimate ones: T yop TavewAns Tuvdapls, untnpe eun, / eEEBalé u* olkwv, XopiTa
T1Bepevn mooel/ TekoUoa 8 aAlous maidas Alyicbw mopa / Tapepy’ OpeoTny Kape
motelTol Sopev. “For she, utterly ruined one of the Tyndarids, my mother, cast me out of the
home, esteeming delight from her husband; and bearing other children to Aegisthus, she makes
Orestes and me the illegitimate children of the house.” (Eur. EL 60-63) Again, Electra charges
Clytemnestra with misplaced love. Instead of cherishing Agamemnon, Orestes, and Electra as
she should have, Clytemnestra has abandoned her rightful family in exchange for an illegitimate
one. Interestingly, though, Electra both denies that her mother cares about her and relies on that
very concern. On the one hand, as she explains to Orestes: “women love their husbands,
stranger, not their children.” (yuvaikes av8pv, & Eev’, ou TaiSwv Gpidai, Eur. EL 265). On
the other, it is precisely because Clytemnestra shows some concern for her daughter that Electra
is able to trick her into entering the farmhouse, where Orestes waits to murder her.

Ultimately, while Clytemnestra and Electra’s interactions in each of the three plays are
certainly atypical, the expectations of the “normative” behaviors identified in chapter two still
persist. Each woman seems to have in mind an “ideal” mother or daughter. Electra wants a
mother who is devoted to her father, who helps her prepare for marriage and childbirth, who
reciprocates her feelings of love. Clytemnestra, too, resents that her daughter purposely tries to
bring shame to her and constantly rebukes and argues with her. Despite the fact that Electra tries
to distance herself as much as possible from her mother, to the point that, in Sophocles, she even
denies her that name, not only does Clytemnestra have some maternal feelings left, however

slight, but Electra, realizing this, is able to use that fact to her advantage in Euripides. Though



each playwright handles it differently, the mother-daughter bond is central to each play,
primarily in the character of Electra, but also in the grounds for Clytemnestra’s disappointment

in her daughter.
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CHAPTER THREE
CLYTMENESTRA, ELECTRA AND SUCCESSION
Introduction

The family unit which is disrupted in this saga is a royal family. Hence, inheritance

68

means kingship and power, and the continuity of the lineage has not just a familial function but a

political one. In this chapter I focus on the ways in which the succession struggle intensifies the

conflicts between Clytemnestra and Electra. Especially in Aeschylus, but even in Sophocles and

Euripides, Clytemnestra moves into a position of power as ruler of Argos after Agamemnon’s
death. Electra’s anger and grief at her father’s murder is further exacerbated by the
entrenchment of her mother on the throne. She feels compelled to unseat Clytemnestra in an
attempt to restore normalcy.

When Clytemnestra killed Agamemnon and took Aegisthus as a lover, she effectively
disinherited Orestes and deprived him of his paternal home. Although the details differ
depending on the source, after Agamemnon’s death, Orestes was essentially an exile." The
Odyssey never specifically mentions that Orestes kills Clytemnestra and focuses instead on his
return from Athens (Od. 3.307) to kill Aegisthus as the usurper of his father’s kingdom.> In
Pindar’s Pythian 11, Arsinoe, a nurse, rescues the child from Clytemnestra and sends him to
Parnassus to be raised by Strophius (Pi. Py. 11.15-37), while in the Electra plays of Sophocles
and Euripides, Electra and an old servant, respectively, are responsible for getting the child out

of Argos (Soph. El. 13-14; Eur. El. 14-19). In Aeschylus’ Agamemnon, Strophius encourages

' For a discussion of the artistic and literary representations of Orestes and his revenge, see Gantz 1993, 676-687.
? Gantz 1993, 677.
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Clytemnestra to allow him to raise Orestes because he fears a popular uprising against the royal
family during Agamemnon’s absence (Aes. Ag. 880-85) or, as Mark Griffiths suggests, because
he really fears Clytemnestra herself.” Although Electra remains in Argos, she too suffers when
Clytemnestra and Aegisthus come to power. This suffering is explored to some extent in
Aeschylus’ Choephoroi, and in greater detail in the Electra plays of Sophocles and Euripides. In
all three works, Electra is not given the protection that her royal paternal household should afford
her, nor is she allowed to enter into a marriage that is fitting for the daughter of a man such as
Agamemnon. While her mother enjoys the luxury and wealth of Agamemnon’s palace, Electra
suffers, maltreated and alone. Thus, in these three tragedies, in order for Electra and Orestes to
reclaim the inheritance that they feel is their due, they must overthrow Clytemnestra and
Aegisthus.

In the Electra plays of Sophocles and Euripides, rather than the typical story of strife
between father and son, where the son attempts to usurp his father’s kingdom, the focus is on the
competition between mother and daughter. Each playwright takes elements of the common
succession myth story pattern and adapts them to emphasize issues unique to the relationship
between Clytemnestra and Electra. The first concern is whether Clytemnestra has the right to
rule in Argos. She married Agamemnon and moved to his kingdom, participating in a viriocal
system of inheritance. Thus, when Agamemnon died, his kingdom should have passed to his
son, Orestes. Instead, Clytemnestra takes Aegisthus as a lover, and he becomes ruler of Argos,
ultimately creating a system of matrilocal or uxorilocal marriage with important implications for

inheritance.” Although there are other examples of this type of marriage in tragedy, Helen and

? Griffith 1995, 88, n. 91. Electra and Orestes accuse Clytemnestra in Aeschylus’ Choephoroi of having sold
Orestes into slavery (132-36, 913-17).

* Scodel 2001, 312: “Uxorilocal marriages are not unknown in epic...Helen's husband is king of Sparta, and Priam's
daughters live in annexes of his palace with their husbands (/I. 6.247-50).”
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Menelaus for example, both the Electras of Sophocles and Euripides reject the idea that
Clytemnestra has the to right to rule in Agamemnon’s place.

Because Electra does not feel that Clytemnestra holds power rightfully or that she killed
Agamemnon justly, she claims that it is right for her and Orestes to kill Clytemnestra; in fact
they must kill their mother, she argues, in order to avenge their father and to return Orestes to his
rightful place in the kingdom. The two playwrights emphasize different aspects of these issues,
but both Euripides and Sophocles have Orestes and Electra overthrow Clytemnestra (and
Aegisthus). In each play, the succession myth story pattern is activated but adapted, with each
character playing a distinctive role.

Succession Myth Story Pattern

In fashioning the conflict between Clytemnestra and Electra in terms of succession and
inheritance, Sophocles and Euripides rely on certain story patterns (fabulae) which had distinct,
set elements that were familiar to their audiences. Three archaic Greek works are especially
relevant to this discussion as ‘precursor texts’: Hesiod’s Theogony, the Homeric Hymn to
Demeter, and the Odyssey. They provide paradigmatic examples of the establishment and
acceptance of virilocal marriage (in the Hymn), the possible usurpation of an absent father’s
kingdom (in the Odyssey), and the overthrow of the older generation by the younger (in the
Theogony). Taken together, they form a set story patterns about succession and inheritance
which Sophocles and Euripides then activate in their own works. Elements of the fabulae of the
precursor texts might appear in the tragedies through the use of similar diction or plot that recalls
the earlier works. Combined with a knowledge of the ideal psychological mother-daughter bond,
this investigation of the expected functioning of the political system shows why the relationship

between Clytemnestra and Electra is so fraught. In Electra’s view, at least, Clytemnestra’s failed
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mothering has not only deprived her of a caring companion but also of a support system as she
transitions to adult life.

Hesiod’s Theogony presents several examples of this type of myth among the gods and
serves as a model of this story in Greek literature.” A succession myth typically involves a triad
of characters, the father/husband/king, the mother/wife/queen, and the son. The first example in
the Theogony is that of Ouranos, Gaia, and Kronos. Gaia, one of the four original entities,
creates Ouranos, and the two begin producing children. Ouranos, however, will not let these
children come out of Gaia:

ocool yop [ains Te kal OGpavoG eEeyEvovTo,

5ElVOTO(TOl ﬁméwv cq)ETepm & nxeowo TOKT]l

€€ opXMs Kol TGV HEV OTTWS TIS TPAITC YEVOLTO,

TTO(VTO(S‘ QTTOKPUTITOOKE, Kol €S GOIOS OUK OVIECKE,

Fains €v Keubuvt, Kok 8° ETETEPTETO EPY

Oupavos. 1 &8 evtos oTovaxileto Moo mehaopn

oTetvopevn” SoAinv 8¢ kaknv T’ éppaccaTo Texvny. (Hes. Th. 154-60)

For as many as sprung from Gaia and Ouranos,’

The most terrible of children, and they were hated by their father

From the beginning; and whenever anyone of them would first be born,
He kept hiding them away, and would not let them up into the light,

In a hollow of Gaia, and Ouranos delighted in his evil deed.

And monstrous Gaia groaned being strained within;

And she devised a tricky and evil plan.

Gaia cannot carry out her plan on her own, and so she seeks help from her children. When she
calls upon them, all are silent and hold back in fear. Only the youngest, Kronos, whom the
narrator mentions also hates his father, steps forward. Gaia supplies him with a sickle and a

plan: gloe 8¢ piv kpuPooo Aoxw: Evebnke 8t xepoiv / apTmy kapxopodovta: SoAov &

> Another familiar example of a related succession myth is the story of Phoenix from Iliad 9, whose mother uses him
to thwart his father’s advances toward a concubine. The myth of Oedipus also fits in this category as a coming of
age/overthrowing the father story, even though Jocasta does not directly incite Oedipus to kill his father Laius.
Odyssey 11.271-80 presents a short version of the myth of Laius, Oedipus and Epikaste.

® Although there is some debate as to whether the docot refers to all of the children or just some of them, the
important issue in this case is that Ouranos is causing Gaia pain and suppressing at least some of his children. For
more on this debate, see Glenn Most 2006, 15.
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umebnkaTo TavTa. “And hiding him in an ambush she set him down; and she placed in his
hands a sharp toothed sickle; and she unfolded the entire trick.” (Hes. Th. 174-75) When
Ouranos, intent on love-making, approaches Gaia, Kronos reaches out of his hiding place and
castrates his father. He throws the genitals behind him into the sea and takes his place as the
ruler of the gods (Hes. Th. 181-84). Ouranos, however, prophesies retribution for Kronos and
the other Titans (Hes. Th. 210-12).

Later in the Theogony, Hesiod relates the next generation of this family. Kronos takes his
sister Rhea as a wife, and whenever she has a child, he swallows each of them in turn:

Kol TOUS uév KO(Témve uéyas Kpovos, cs Tis ekaoTos

vn6uog EF, 1epng unTpog npog youvae’ ko1 TO,

T™ q)povewv o un IS Y UGV Oupawoovoov

aAhos ev aBavaTolcv exor BactAnida Tipnv. (Hes. Th. 459-62)

And great Cronos swallowed them down, whenever each one

Would come from the womb of his holy mother toward her knees,

Planning these things, that no other one of the shining Ouranians

Might hold kingly honor among the immortals.
Rhea goes to her parents, Gaia and Ouranos, for help, before her last child Zeus is born.
Together they come up with a plan for her. She will give Zeus to Gaia to raise in safety and
present Kronos a stone to swallow instead of a child. Gaia thus acts as a surrogate or a
kourotrophos, one who nourishes and raises a child. She protects and hides Zeus until he is
ready to return and overthrow his father.

These myths illustrate many of the important elements of the succession fabula.” First,

the father fears or hates his child(ren), often because of the threat the child poses to his power.

Although Ouranos is not given an explicit reason for hating his children (fx6ovTo, 155), he does

7M. L. West 1966, 23, catalogues the similar elements of this type of story which are found in various Eastern
succession myths, including the Enuma Elish. He writes, “we begin with a pair of primeval, elemental parents...The
parents beget children, who in each case are confined within their mother, and cause her distress; the father hates
them, but the mother does not. The children fall silent in fear...Then one god takes courage...He overcomes the
oppressive father by means of a trick...He robs him of the symbols of his strength, and the oppression is over.”
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so from the very beginning, perhaps because his children are very strong and powerful, even
“exceedingly terrible” (SetvoTaol, 155). Kronos’ actions, however, are given an explicit
reason: beyond hating his children, he does not want to give up his control, nor does he want
any of them to rule the gods, as that would mean his own downfall (461-62). In other words, he
does not want them to replicate his own actions. Because of this fear that they will, the father in
some way suppresses the child and prevents him from assuming his rightful position in society.
This suppression can take the form of a physical interference with the birth, as in the Theogony,
or the father might expose the child or send him to be raised by a surrogate. This act of violence
to the child causes harm to the mother, often both physically and emotionally. Gaia groans and
is pained (oTevayileTo, 159; oTetvopevn, 160) with the children who are forced to remain
inside of her; Rhea experiences unending grief (mévbos aAacTov, 467) as each child is
swallowed. This crime against the child is also a way for the father to control the fertility of the
mother who is not allowed to successfully give birth to her children or to nourish and raise them;
the children are not allowed to grow and flourish.

Because she is being harmed and because her children are being harmed, the mother
comes up with a plan. Usually this involves deceit or trickery; in Gaia’s case it is termed a
deceitful and wicked device (SoAinv 8¢ koknv...Téxvnv, 160). A male child is then asked to
help carry out the trick (80Aos). Sometimes the child has been sent elsewhere and entrusted to
the care of a kourotrophos until he comes of age and returns. The mother places her hopes in the
son and sides with him against the father, helping her child come to power. The plot against the
father also contains the idea of punishment or retribution for the crimes he has committed against
the mother and child. When Gaia tells her children of her plan, she informs them that if they are

persuaded by her, TaTpos koknv Tioaipeba AcdPnv / uteTepou “We might pay back the evil of
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your father.” (Hes. Th. 165-66). However, if the son overthrows the father and comes to power,
sometimes he or his mother have to face retribution for their actions. Zeus’ overthrow of Kronos
serves, in part, to avenge (TfoouTo, 472) the castration of Ouranos.

Succession Myth Elements at Work in Sophocles and Euripides

Sophocles and Euripides both incorporate elements of this fabula into their Electra plays.
Rather than the usual triad of father/mother/son, the struggle between Clytemnestra and Electra
is foregrounded, with Clytemnestra in the role normally assigned to the abusive father/king and
Electra playing the part of the plotting, avenging mother. In ancient Athenian society, public
space was dominated by males (Introduction, page 3). Mothers, therefore, had a political need
for sons as tools, as ways to express agency. Since Electra does not have a son of her own, she
must create or appropriate one to complete the family triad of the succession myth.
A. Adaptation of the Fabula in Sophocles’ Electra

Sophocles uses diction to evoke and activate the succession fabula in his Electra.
However, the role that each character fills has been adapted from the original pattern to fit the
story of a mother-daughter pair. Clytemnestra plays the part typically assigned to the
father/husband/king. She is a usurper of Agamemnon’s kingdom, and she prevents Electra and
Orestes from enjoying the benefits of a royal household. Clytemnestra, in this play, is connected
to power, rule and violence. When Orestes and Electra are reunited, he questions her about the

evils she is suffering at the hands of Clytemnestra. Electra explains:

E glTa Tolo8e Soulevw Pig.

@) Tig YOp O° avoykn ™o npOOTpiBm BpoTtdv;

E unTnp KO()\ElTO(l un Tl 6 OUSEV e&ncon

O Tl Spwoa Tl‘OTEpO( xepow n )\uun Blou

E kol XePO1 Kol AUHEIOL Kol TTOOW Kokols.  (Soph. EL 1192-96)
E And then I am a slave to them through violence.

O For who of mortals inflicts you with this very compulsion?
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E Mother she is called; but in no way is she like a mother.
O How does she do it? Either by violence (/it. hands), or outrage on your life?
E By violence and outrage and all kind of evils.

Electra specifically blames Clytemnestra here for the violence that she suffers, pointing out that
her mother behaves in no way as a mother should. Bfa, violence, force, or power, is a word that
will be connected with Clytemnestra and Aegisthus several times in Sophocles’ play. Electra
also charges her mother with behaving like a master: ka1 6° €ywye SEGTOTIV/ T UNTEP® OUK
éAaooov els UGS VEHW, “And I consider you not less a master than a mother to me.” (Soph. EL
597-98)® These depictions encourage the comparison between Clytemnestra and the other
violent abusive rulers in succession myths who take advantage of their power and harm even
their own family. Electra says she lives a toilsome life (Biov poxBnpov, 599) because of the
many evils (kokols moAAols, 599-600) she suffers at the hands of her mother. Even when
Clytemnestra is not directing specific violent acts against Electra, her very manner has the power
to compel Electra to act in certain ways. Responding to Clytemnestra’s condemnation of her
behavior, Electra says: oA\’ T} Yop €k 6oU Sucuevela kol Tar o6 / £py’ eEavarykalel ue ToUTA
Spav Bl “But in fact enmity from you and your deeds utterly compels me to do these things by
force.” (Soph. El. 618-19) A comment by Aegisthus reveals his mindset as well. When he
receives the false report that Orestes has died, he wants to display the corpse as proof, so that any
person who still anticipated Orestes’ return would give up his vain hopes and accept Aegisthus’

rule (lit. bridle, oTopta, 1462) and would not force Aegisthus to use violence (Bfav, 1462) to

¥ This use of SecmoTIV also emphasizes Clytemnestra’s power in the civic or domestic realms rather than the
military sphere. As Griffith 1995, 79 n. 66, points out, in Aeschylus’ Oresteia, the use of SecmoT— / deoTOIV—
roots are largely confined to the Choephoroi, where the domestic focus is most intense. While Agamemnon’s battle
prowess and exploits in Troy are emphasized, Clytemnestra’s power extends over the civic realm of the city and the
more private realm of the home.
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teach him sense. Thus, Clytemnestra and Aegisthus are clearly accustomed to using force and
compulsion to secure their rule.’

Chrysothemis, Electra’s sister, recognizes this fact as well, but she reacts quite differently
from Electra. Chrysothemis frequently reminds her sister that they are not in control and
therefore should submit to those who are more powerful. She says that she is only trying to
teach Electra to yield to those in power (Tols kpaTouot 8 eikabelv, 396) because it will make
things easier for her. Chrysothemis argues that in order to be able to live as a free person, one
must obey those who are in power in all things: €1 8’ eAeuBépav pe St Ly, / TV KPATOUVTWV
0TI TaVT’ akouoTea. (Soph. EIL 339-40) Electra rejects this reasoning, refusing to obey those
whose rule she does not sanction. After Electra tries to enlist her sister’s help in murdering
Aegisthus, Chrysothemis says that she will not tell her mother or Aegisthus about Electra’s
dangerous words, but she yet again counsels Electra: auTn 88 voUv oxes OGANG TG XpOve
ToTé, / oBevouca pndev Tols kpaTouatv eikabelv. “But you yourself, having no strength, at
some time at least get the sense to yield to those ruling.” (Soph. EL1013-14) Sophocles
frequently emphasizes the violence and power of Clytemnestra and Aegisthus, and in the
struggle between Electra and her mother, Clytemnestra plays the role of the wicked ruler who
must be overthrown. '’

To further emphasize the idea that Clytemnestra and Aegisthus are ruling unjustly, the
old slave, who raised Orestes and is an adamant supporter of killing the couple, approaches the

palace to deliver the false report of Orestes’ death. He first asks the servants if it is the home of

® In his Agamemnon, Aeschylus also connects Clytemnestra to power and rule. Winnington-Ingram 1948, 138,
comments on Aeschylus’ use of kpat— words throughout the play, “kpaTel (10) was the first indication of the
character of Clytemnestra; kpatos (258) greeted her first speaking appearance; the ironical kpoTels (943) marked
the climax of her struggle with Agamemnon; and with kpatouvTe (1673) the first play ended.”

' Blundell 1989, 155, argues that the political dimension of Aegisthus and Clytemnestra as usurping rulers is
enhanced by the fact that the chorus is a group of free citizens rather than the slave women used in Aeschylus’
Choephoroi.



77

the tyrant Aegisthus (Tupovvou, 661), and when he sees Clytemnestra approaching, he says he
knows he has the right place: TpeTel yap s TUpavvos elcopav. “For she seems as a tyrant in
appearance.” (Soph. EL. 664) Although TUpavvos does not always have to mean tyrant in the
negative sense and can often just designate the ruler of a kingdom,"" in this play these are the
only two examples of the word. People in power, from Apollo to Amphiareus to Aegisthus and
Clytemnestra themselves, are usually designated as ava, lord. The verbs avaoocw and kpaTEw
are also frequently used to discuss those who rule or are in power in any given situation. The old
man unquestionably supports Orestes and Electra and is, in fact, a driving force behind the
murders, and his address to both Aegisthus and Clytemnestra as tyrant emphasizes his belief that
they should not be in control of Argos. Here too, the singular use of the word by the old servant
highlights his true feelings about the couple.

Even Clytemnestra comments on her position as a ruler and possible usurper. After
experiencing a frightening dream, she prays to Apollo for safety and continuing power:

KOl UT] JE TTAOUTOU TOU TTOPOVTOS €l TIVES

Sohotat Bouhevouatv ekBakely, edns,

AN’ 8¢ W aiel Lodoav afAaBel Ble

Sopous ATpelSQv oknmTpa T’ audemelv Tade, (Soph. EL 648-51)

And if some others are planning to drive me away from my present wealth

With deceits, don’t allow it,

But grant that I might always live thus with an unharmed life

Tending the halls of the Atreidai and these royal powers.

Not only does Clytemnestra realize the threat of plots from her enemies, but she identifies the

' Kells 1973, 136, argues for the “old, non-depreciatory” sense of the word here. Griffith 1995, 79 n. 66, points out,
however, that in the Oresteia, Agamemnon is consistently referred to as king or royal (o€, BaciA—) while “not
surprisingly, Tupavv— is mainly reserved for Clytemnestra and Aegisthus.” I follow Griffith and argue that the use
of TUpawvos here is marked. See Griffith’s article for a more thorough discussion of Athenian tragedy and
democratic ideas.
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kingdom as belonging to the Atreidai. This admission, as Finglass points out, strengthens her
characterization as a usurper.'

With Clytemnestra in the role of a father/husband/king, Electra then becomes the
mistreated mother of a son who has been disenfranchised. One of the major complaints that
Electra has against Clytemnestra and Aegisthus is that they have not allowed her to marry and
that she has no husband or children of her own to protect her. Electra mourns: £yc...&Tekvos, /
TaAav’ avupdeuTos algv olxve, “I live always wretched, without a child, without a
bridegroom.” (Soph. El. 164-65) Thus, in some ways, her situation is similar to that of Gaia and
Rhea, whose children were physically prevented from being born. Here, though, the
female/mother role has been split into two characters. Clytemnestra (as a pair with Aegisthus)
has the power, and Electra is the disenfranchised female with a potentially dangerous womb. In
fact, there is a very specific reason why Electra and Chrysothemis have not been allowed to
marry: Aegisthus fears that they may have children who would threaten him. Just as Ouranos
represses his children to protect his power, and Kronos swallows his children for the same
motive, Aegisthus and Clytemnestra control and stifle Electra’s fertility so that they can stay in
power. Electra tells Chrysothemis that the only hope that awaits her is lamentation for her lost
wealth and marriage:

KOl TQVSE PEVTO! UNKET® EATTIOTS OTIGOS

TeVEn TOT ™ 0U yop 8 &Roulos 0T’ avnp

Aly1000s c3oTe GOV TTOT’ T) KOOV YEVOS

BAaoTEWV €acat, TuovnV auTa oadn. (Soph. EL 963-66)

And no longer hope in any way at all that you will

At some time get these things [wealth and marriage]; for Aegisthus is not

So foolish a man that he would ever allow your child or mine
To grow, a clear source of trouble for him.

"2 Finglass 2007, 292.
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Deprived of a child of her own, Sophocles’ Electra appropriates her brother Orestes as
her own son, and she depends on his help to overthrow Clytemnestra. For his safety, Electra had
previously sent the young Orestes to be raised by a surrogate, the old slave, in another land,
much as Rhea gave the infant Zeus to Gaia to be nourished until he was old enough and strong
enough to defeat Kronos. In the opening speech of the play, the old slave, at long last leading
Orestes back to Argos, emphasizes that the boy is returning to his paternal home, and he recalls
how he received the child from Electra after Agamemnon’s murder: fveyko kaEEcwoo
kaEeBpePauny / Tooovd® s TPNs, TaTpl Tipwpov dovou. “I took you and I kept you safe and
I reared you up to this very youthful prime, an avenger of your father’s murder.” (Soph. EL 13-
14) Thus from the start, the idea of Orestes as an avenging son returning to rid his father’s
kingdom of usurpers is created.

Sophocles has Electra use the language of nurturing and providing care as well as
maternal metaphors to emphasize that she, not Clytemnestra, has performed the role of a mother
to Orestes. Electra is connected to a nightingale three times in the play. She claims that just as
the nightingale weeps for the child that she murdered, she, as the murdered Agamemnon’s
daughter, will never cease lamenting before her father’s door (Soph. El. 107-9). A few lines
later, when the Chorus tries to convince Electra to give up some of her grief, she states that she
prefers to follow examples of Procne and Niobe, whose weeping is ceaseless (Soph. El 145-52).
Both of these mythical characters are notable for their actions as mothers. Procne murdered her
son Itys to punish her husband for raping her sister; she is then turned into the nightingale who
constantly calls out for the dead Itys. Niobe, who boasted that she was a superior parent to Leto
because Leto had only two children in comparison to her own fourteen, saw her seven sons and

seven daughters killed by Apollo and Artemis, Leto’s children. Niobe was subsequently turned
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into a stone that weeps continuously. The Chorus also compares Electra to the all-lamenting
nightingale (TavSupTos andwdv, 1077). Of course, on the one hand these nightingale metaphors
serve to emphasize exactly how continuous and how excessive is Electra’s grief, a grief mostly
connected to the loss of her father and not of a ‘child’. But since the comparanda are all mother
figures, Electra is putting herself in the category and mindset of the grieving mother. And
perhaps grief over a lost child is appropriate in her case as she does not have offspring and,
before she is reunited with Orestes, she is, in fact, without her “son”.

Further emphasizing the mother-son relationship of Electra and Orestes is the use of
diction of “raising” and “nourishing/nursing”. In the previous chapter, pages 53-55, I discussed
Electra’s attempts to disavow Clytemnestra as a mother to her and Orestes. Sophocles’ Electra
steps in to fulfill for Orestes the duties normally associated with a mother. She says that
Clytemnestra has accused her many times of raising Orestes as an avenger against her (ov
ToAa 81 WE ool TPEDEIV HiaoTopa / EMMTINGW" Soph. EL 603-4) When Electra hears the
report that Orestes has died, her reaction is similar to that of the mothers discussed in chapter
two, Clytemnestra and Hecuba, whose lives are totally destroyed by the sacrifice of their
daughters. Those mothers very much see their fortunes as inextricably linked with their
daughters, as Electra’s is with Orestes:

OpeoTa ¢1)\T0(9 oog u omm)\eoag Bovaov.

omocmaoag yop Tng guns oixm ¢>pevog

ou pot uovou TopPNoaV s)\m&ov ETL,

ot TaTPOs NEEIV CVTO TINWPOV TOTE

KopoU ToAaivns. (Soph. EL 809-13)

Dearest Orestes, how you, dying, have destroyed me.

For departing you have carried away from my mind

The only hopes that still remained for me,

That at some time you would come as an avenger
Of our father and of me, who is wretched.
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With Orestes ‘dead’ and all the hopes that she had when she sent him out of Argos crushed,
Electra feels destroyed. Compare how Euripides’ Hecuba demands to be killed alongside
Polyxena, claiming that there is no reason for her to live anymore. Electra here expresses a
similar sense of loss of her own life and aspirations with Orestes’ death.

This association between Electra and mothers is further emphasized as she recollects
taking care of Orestes when he was a baby and laments that it was all for naught:

oluol TOAX IV Tﬁg éuﬁg ToAal Tpoq)ﬁs

avooq)e)\nTou ™y eyco Gau audpl ool

TTOVOO Y)\UKE[ TOPETYOV. OUTE yap TOoTE

uNTEOS oU Y’ fobo paAAov 1) kauol diAos,

ouf’ ol kaT’ otkov fobo GAN’ ey TpodOs,

£y 8 adeAdn ool mpoonudwuny ael. (Soph. EL 1143-48)

Alas, the wretchedness of my care for you so long ago

Useless, that I often provided for you

In a sweet labor. For you were not ever

Your mother’s more than you were my dear one,

Nor were the women of the house but I was your nurse,

And always I was called sister by you.

Here Electra claims to have given more care to Orestes and to have received more affection in
return than any of the servants or their other sisters, or even his biological mother Clytemnestra.
In addition, her use of Tove yAukel, sweet labor, connects Electra to the language used by
mothers when they describe the pain and delight of giving birth and having children."

Once Electra has established herself as a mother to Orestes, completing the succession
myth triad, the two of them join together to plan the death of their mother. Sophocles’ characters
are very aware that they are utilizing a trick, a 80\os, just as the characters of the Theogony do,
especially females such as Gaia. Even Apollo has told Orestes through an oracle that he must

accomplish the deed without the help of armed men or an army but with the deceits of a just

hand (8oAoiot xelpos evdikous, 37). Clytemnestra realizes the danger of such traps from her

' See chapter 2 for a more lengthy discussion of this type of language.
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enemies and prays to Apollo that she might keep current wealth and be protected from the plots
of others (SoAoiot, 648). When Orestes and Electra are preparing to kill Clytemnestra, the
Chorus prays that Hermes will hide the plot (S5oAov, 1396) in darkness. And just as the son who
comes to power and becomes himself a violent ruler often has to face retribution, as Cronos did,
there are hints that Clytemnestra, as ruler, is facing a similar punishment for her crimes against
Agamemnon. His death, too, was accomplished by a trick (86Aos, 197), and Electra accuses
Clytemnestra of murdering her father by deceit (¢k 80Aou, 279). This accusation is justification
Electra needs to unseat Clytemnestra, the way one would unseat an illegitimate king.

It is also possible to see Electra, Clytemnestra and Orestes playing other roles. In some
ways, Electra herself is like the unruly son of succession myths, such as Zeus or Kronos who
overcome their same-sex parent in order to come to power. As a rule, however, Electra depends
on Orestes to her carry out her plans, since, as a female, she cannot avenge herself and her father
directly. She does, though, actively direct her brother and determine the outcome. In Sophocles,
Electra also imagines herself in the role, momentarily at least, of a tyrant-slayer. When she
thinks Orestes has died, she turns heroic and she tries to encourage her sister, Chrysothemis, to
help her kill Aegisthus, with the promise that the whole land will adore and honor them."* Once
Orestes returns, however, she resumes the supportive role of a mother who uses her son as her
avenue to power.

B. Adaptation of the Fabula in Euripides’ Electra

In Euripides’ Electra, there are essentially two separate succession storylines at work.

Upon Orestes’ return, he and Electra divide up duties for the murders of Aegisthus and

Clytemnestra. Orestes and Pylades will find and kill Aegisthus while he is making a sacrifice to

'* For more on Electra as a tyrant slayer, see Juffras 1991.
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the Nymphs, and Electra will take full responsibility for orchestrating the matricide: £y ¢povov
ye untpos eEapTuooual. “I, to be sure, will prepare the slaughter of my mother.” (Eur. EL 647)
Since he deals almost exclusively with Aegisthus, in this play Orestes carries out the more
familiar succession tale of a son returning to rid his father’s kingdom of usurpers. As a child, he
was rescued by an old servant when Aegisthus was about to kill him, and he was sent by this
servant to Strophius to be raised in Phocis (Eur. EL 14-19). At his father’s death, he was not
allowed to take control of his paternal home and is essentially an exile. Electra wonders if he is
living his life as a wanderer (cAacTevels, 131) and the Chorus describes his situation similarly:
Toha1 duyd / TaTplev amo SwpaTwy Tahas / ahalvwv eBa. “In ancient exile, he went
wandering about, a wretch, far away from the halls of his father.” (Eur. El. 587-89) He is the
typical avenging son, focusing his attention on punishing Aegisthus and on taking control of
Argos, his legitimate realm. For this recovery of the throne from Aegisthus, he needs no
prodding by Electra.

In fact, in book I of the Odyssey, Orestes is used as an example for Telemachus to
emulate. Athena, posing as Mentor, counsels Telemachus to visit Nestor and Menelaus to try to
find out information about his father. She says that if Odysseus is dead, after performing the
funeral rites and finding his mother a new husband, Telemachus should turn his attention to the
suitors and consider in his heart and mind:

‘émm)g KE WVOTTPaS EVI ueydpowl Teolol

KTewng ne 60)\co n audpa&ov oudt T ot XPN

vnmaas OXEElV ETTEl OUKETI Tn)\lKog EOOL.

1 oUK alels olov kAeos eEAAafe Slos 'Opeotns

TavTos £ avBpadITOUS, ETTEl EKTOVE TTOTPOPOVAC,

Aly1o8ov SoAopnTiv, 0 ol TaTEPX KAUTOV EKTC;

Kol oU, PpiAos, HOAG Yap G° 0pOed KGXAOV Te HEYQV TE,

aAkipos £00°, o Tis O€ kol oYlyovewv v elm. (Od. 1.295-302)

How in your halls you might kill the suitors either by deceit or openly:
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For it is not at all fitting that you uphold this childishness,

Since you are no longer so young.

Or have you not heard what sort of fame god-like Orestes seized

Among all men, when he killed his father’s murderer,

Crafty-minded Aegisthus, who killed his glorious father?

You also, friend, for I see that you are very beautiful and tall,

Be brave, so that someone of the later generations might speak well of you too.
Telemachus’ situation is in many ways similar to that of Orestes not only in the Odyssey but in
Euripides. Athena focuses on Orestes’ killing of Aegisthus. Although of course Orestes’
revenge and seizing of power in Argos includes matricide as well, Athena, in the Odyssey
exhortation (above) does not mention Clytemnestra. Euripides’ Orestes, too, does not really deal
much with Clytemnestra. He focuses his energies on killing Aegisthus while Electra is intent on
punishing their mother. When the two notice Clytemnestra approaching the farmhouse, Orestes
runs inside to await her entrance and leaves Electra to convince her to enter. While he does not
hesitate to kill Aegisthus, he has to be goaded by Electra to kill their mother; she spurs him on to
matricide by reminding him that they must avenge Agamemnon (TIHWPQV, 974; Tiuwplav,
978). His sister even puts her hand on the axe while Orestes covers his eyes, as she helps him
kill their mother. This is very similar to Gaia putting the sickle into Kronos’ hand at Theogony
174, and really illustrates how much agency Electra has in this act. In fact, after the matricide,
Electra blames herself for the crime (O(’leO( & éyof), 1182). Thus, while Sophocles’ Electra
appropriates Orestes as her own son, in Euripides the focus is much more on their relationship as
brother and sister and on the separate duties each performs.

Taking specific responsibility for orchestrating the death of Clytemnestra, Euripides’
Electra also plays a role in the second succession story line in the play. Sophocles’ Electra

fashions herself as a mother through the use of metaphors and diction that emphasizes her

caretaking. In some ways, Euripides’ Electra fits into the fabula as a mother figure because of
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because Aegisthus fears her offspring. In response to Orestes’ question about why she has been

treated so poorly, she responds: Tekelv p’ EBoUAeT’ aabevn, ToldSe Sous. “He wanted me to

bear weak children, and thus he gave me to such a man.” (Eur. EL 278) Orestes then draws the

conclusion: s 8nbe Ta1das WM TEKOIS TOWATOPAS; “So that you might not bear children as

avengers?” (Eur. EL 268) Electra is in the position similar to Gaia and Rhea: she is not allowed

to have children that could threaten the current power structure. However, Electra takes the

further step of not only orchestrating but participating in the matricide. In Electra’s continual

rejection of and repeated attempts to distance herself from Clytemnestra, this matricide is

perhaps the final step, the ultimate form of denial of her mother.

Euripides’ Electra actually creates a child as a trap to lure Clytemnestra to her death. She

sends the old man with a message to Clytemnestra informing her that she has given birth and

asking her to come to the farm to help her perform purification rituals. The old man is at first

skeptical

kol 81 TI ToUTO unTpl ﬁpOOBaMm dovov;

nEet K)\UOUO'O( )\oxla uou VOOT|HOTL.

ﬁoeev Tl 8 aUTT 0oU pEAEIV 60|<Elg, TéKvov;

vou Kol BO(Kpuosl Y a&ncou eumv TOKOOV

100s* TroO\lv ot uubov ¢ €S KOUTIT|V OCYE.

eABouoar pevtol dnhov ws amoruTal. (Eur. EL 655-60)

And what does this have to do with the slaughter of your mother?

She will come having heard of my childbirth.

How? Do you think that you are a concern to that one in any way, child?
Indeed; And she will surely lament the position of my child.

Perhaps; lead the story back to its turning point for me.

Having come it is clear that she will be killed.

Electra assures him that she will come, and she is right. Clytemnestra arrives in a fine chariot,

ready to help her daughter, and Electra begins to berate her for her crimes. Clytemnestra,
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however, behaves quite civilly towards Electra; she even claims that she does not feel joy at the
deeds she has done and that her plotting has made her wretched (TaAciva 1109). Despite the
fact that they have been at odds, Clytemnestra clearly feels some sort motherly obligation
towards her daughter, and it is exactly this sense of concern or duty on which Electra is counting.
She easily convinces her mother to agree to help her with the necessary purification rituals, and
when Clytemnestra goes inside the house, she is killed by her two children.

Other dictional clues in Euripides’ play invoke the succession myth story pattern. Just as
deceit is also an important part of the interactions between Zeus and Prometheus in the Theogony
535-570 and Works and Days 47-150, so too do Euripides’ characters rely heavily on deceit."’
Right before he exits to go find and kill Aegisthus, Orestes even calls on Gaia (I'o1” dvacoa,
678) for protection, as if she is his maternal ally. By invoking Gaia, Orestes also seems to be
aligning himself and his mission with her interests. Through the messenger speech, Electra
learns that when Aegisthus sees that his sacrifice shows bad omens and says he fears deceit from
abroad (Tiva 86Aov Bupaiov, Eur. EL 832-33), Orestes asks: puyados Snta Seiuaivels Solov,
ToAews avooowv; “Why do you fear the plot of an exile, since you are ruling the city?” (Eur.
El. 834-35) When Orestes begins to hesitate about killing his mother, and he questions the
oracle of Apollo, Electra rebukes him. She tells him not to fall into cowardice by being unmanly
and urges him to kill Clytemnestra by the same trick that he used to kill Aegisthus: oA\’ €1 Tov
auTov NS’ UTTooTNowY 8oAov / @ kal Toctv kabeiles AlyioBov ktavcdv; (Eur. EL 983-4)
When Clytemnestra approaches the farmhouse, and Orestes comments on her fine clothing and

chariot, Electra cruelly jokes, KaAQs &p’ Gpkuv €5 ueony opeveTal. “How beautifully then

15 In Hesiod’s two works, uses of the adjective 8OAios and the noun 8ohos abound. For example, Prometheus’ trick
of wrapping bones in fat is called a SoAin... Téxvn, a deceitful skill (Th. 540).
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she approaches into the middle of our trap.” (Eur. El. 965) Electra uses their mother-daughter
bond as the basis for perpetrating her deceit; the deception is tailored to the power of that bond.

Much like in Sophocles’ Electra, this focus on deceit and trickery is an important element
in activating the succession myth story pattern. The farmer says that Clytemnestra killed
Agamemnon by using a trick (80Aw, 9), and Electra accuses her: ov y* adopkTov ek Aoxou
EKTEIVOS, Epyou 8 v oUVEPYOS col yuvn. “You killed him off-guard, to be sure, from an
ambush, and a woman was your helper for the deed.” (Eur. El. ¥915-16) Kronos too comes out
of an ambush to castrate Ouranos and has a female, Gaia, as his helper. Just as Kronos had to
pay for his crime against Ouranos, Clytemnestra is paying for her usurpation of Agamemnon’s
power.

To further emphasize the idea that Clytemnestra and Aegisthus should be overthrown, the
playwright represents the pair as masters to Electra. When Clytemnestra comes to the farmhouse
after receiving the message of Electra giving birth, Electra approaches the fine chariot and
mockingly offers to serve her mother as a servant:

E OUKOUV £Y0) Sou)\n yop EKBEB)\nuevn
Soumv ﬂanwwv 6U0Tuxe1g OIK® 60uoug,

nTep, )\O(Bmuou uO(KO(plo(g Tng ong XEPOS;
Sou)\ou TOPEICIY &18E" N ou kot TTOVEL.
Tl & mxua}\wTov Tol Hn’ ATCIKIo0S SOHWV,

npnuevoov S¢ SoouaToov npnueea
ws oi8e, TaTpos oppoavol AeAetppevol.  (Eur. EL1004-10)

m X

E Should I not, since I, a slave who has been cast out
Of my paternal home, dwell in a wretched home,
Take your blessed hand, mother?

Cl These slaves are present; don’t trouble yourself for me.

E But why? You have sent me far away from home, like a war captive
And with my home having been destroyed, I have been destroyed,
Just as these women, having been left behind orphaned of a father.
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Earlier, as the brother and sister look down at Aegisthus’ corpse, Orestes tells Electra that she
can say whatever she wants to say to it: 0os ydp €oTt vOv / Souhos, Tapoife Seamotns
kekAnuévos. “For he is now your slave, who was previously called your master.” (Eur. EI 898-
9) As Griffith pointed out in the Oresteia, this type of diction is appropriate to the more
domestic world of this play, a world not concerned with war.'® Electra essentially positions
herself as a captive slave who has been taken in war. But it is her mother, not a conquering
soldier, who has perpetrated such a deed on her. Yet again, Electra does not feel that
Clytemnestra has the right to be in the position she is in, and this, in part, is the reason why
Electra struggles to overthrow her mother.

Succession in Argos: Clytemnestra’s Right to Rule

Agamemnon’s death left Argos without a ruler, and while it might seem that Orestes
would succeed him by custom, the issue is, in fact, much more complicated.” Orestes is a young
child when his father is murdered, and he is not old enough or powerful enough to rule.
Moreover, as other Greek legends illustrate, patrilineal inheritance is not reliably the case. In
Sparta, Tyndareos was succeeded by his ‘son-in-law’ Menelaos when he married Helen, the
offspring of Leda, Tyndareos’ wife, and Zeus. In many versions of the myth, Orestes succeeds
Menelaos by his marriage to Hermione, Helen and Menelaos’ daughter.'® There are also
versions of the legend in which Agamemnon comes to power in Argos by virtue of his marriage
to Clytemnestra. In Euripides’ Iphigenia in Aulis Clytemnestra tells the story of her first
marriage to Tantalus and of Agamemnon’s violent murder of both her husband and their child
(Eur. 1A 1149-52). Agamemnon then marries her by force; while the text does not explicitly

state it, the implication is that Agamemnon’s motive for the murders was to obtain

16 Griffith 1995, 78.
17 Scodel 2001, 311.
' Finkelberg 2005, 68.
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Clytemnestra."” Apollodorus and Pausanias both agree with the reports of marriage between
Clytemnestra and Tantalus (ApE 2.16; Paus. 2.18.2). Finkelberg discusses the instances of
kingship by marriage in Greek sources and concludes: “Each single case, taken alone, proves
nothing. But the evidence is cumulative, and the persistence with which the same basic situation

recurs over and over again suggests that, as far as heroic Greece is concerned, kingship by

. . . 20
marriage was envisaged as a standard pattern of royal succession.”

The situation in Ithaca in the Odyssey is in some ways similar to the one in Argos.
Telemachus is too young to take control, and a group of suitors have gathered at Odysseus’
home, demanding that Penelope choose one of them to marry.”' Scodel outlines the scenario that
might readily be applied to Orestes:

Since there is no adult male to contest Odysseus' property, Penelope's husband
would control it...Access to Odysseus' wealth makes marriage to Penelope a
"realistic" as well as a "mythological" way to become basileus, as long as
Telemachus can be ignored. Telemachus, of course, should inherit his father's
property according to custom. The wealth of Odysseus is therefore accessible only
if Telemachus dies, or if Penelope's husband could suppress his claims.
Presumably the successful suitor could deal with the problem of Telemachus
when it arose. Especially if Penelope had other children, the suitors may calculate
that she would not support Telemachus' claims against those of her new husband.
Athena relies on similar misogynist assumptions when she lies to Telemachus that
his mother is about to marry Eurymachus (15.14-24).*

These issues are at play in both Sophocles’ and Euripides’ Electra. Does Clytemnestra have the

right to disinherit Orestes and Electra and marry Aegisthus?*® Should Aegisthus come to power

" Gantz 1995, 549.

*% Finkelberg 2005, 69.

* Scholars disagree as to what exactly the suitors will gain by marrying Penelope. Although some have argued that
her new husband would simply become king of Ithaca, inheriting all of Odysseus’ land, Scodel 2001, 311, points out
that though the initial situation in the Odyssey is that marriage to Penelope seems to imply becoming basileus,
defining exactly what basileus means is a complicated question. Others suggest that perhaps the suitors just want
Penelope for her beauty, while Halverson 1986, 119, argues “that in fact there is no throne, no office of king, indeed
no real Ithakan state, and therefore no succession struggle.”

** Scodel 2001, 311-12.

* Winnington-Ingram 1948, 131, comments on Clytemnestra’s position in Aeschylus’ Agamemnon, before
Agamemnon has returned from Troy: Clytemnestra stands before us as a ruler, as sole ruler, but only in the absence
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because of his marriage to Clytemnestra? Will Clytemnestra have children with Aegisthus
whom she will favor over her ‘legitimate’ children?** These issues also influence the way that
the succession myth story pattern is activated in each author’s play.
A. Sophocles’ Electra

Using the diction and elements of the fabula, Sophocles inverts the typical succession
myth triangle to highlight the conflicts that are specific to this mother-daughter pair. In his
Electra, a major source of debate between Clytemnestra and Electra is whether or not
Clytemnestra killed Agamemnon justly. Intertwined with this issue are ideas about the correct
behavior of a wife and mother and the correct behavior towards one’s kin. Clytemnestra
supports her own concerns as a mother: her blood-related daughter, Iphigenia, was killed.
Electra supports the male side: a wife should always submit to her husband in all things, and thus
it was wrong for Clytemnestra to murder her husband. Clytemnestra, however, charges
Agamemnon with being the first to violate kinship ties (Soph. El. 546). Essentially, the mother
and the daughter debate whether it was just for Clytemnestra to kill Agamemnon and to take
power. The lines become drawn around these arguments, as Blundell explains:

The murders of Iphigenia and Agamemnon have created two warring groups of

philoi, cutting across the normal lines of family solidarity. Clytemnestra evinces

maternal feelings, generated by the sheer physical fact of motherhood, for both

Iphigenia and Orestes...She is despondent about Orestes’ death as she is not about

Agamemnon’s. Though she regards both as enemies, the tie of blood prevails
over the tie of marriage as it did with her feelings for Iphigenia.”

of her husband. ‘It is right,” says the chorus-leader, ‘to honor the wife of a reigning prince, when the male throne is
left empty’ (259-260). Thus, he argues that Clytemnestra, who is described by the watchman as avSpofouAov,
having the counsels of a man (Aes. Ag. 11), would not be enthusiastic about handing control back over to
Agamemnon or to young Orestes.

** Cf. Athena’s warning to Telemachus about the dangers of his mother remarrying at Odyssey 15.19-23 and
Electra’s assertion to Orestes: yuvaikes avdpcdv, & EEv’, o maiScov dihat. “Women, stranger, love their
husbands not their children.” (Eur. EL 265)

* Blundell 1989, 151.
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To further highlight how much she disagrees with Clytemnestra, Electra tries to distance herself
from her mother in two ways: she does as much as she can to disavow that Clytemnestra is even
behaving as a mother26, and she aligns herself with Agamemnon, her father, whenever possible.
Electra even berates her sister Chrysothemis for not choosing to do the same: 8¢1vov ye o’
oloav TOTPOS ou OU Tals Edus / kelvou AeAncBai, Ths 8¢ TikTouons peAetv. “Indeed it is a
terrible thing that you, being from your father, forget the one from whom you are by nature, and
have concern for the mother who birthed you.” (Soph. EL 341-42)

Although certainly Electra is certainly angry with her mother for murdering her father
and mistreating her, she also gains an additional benefit from aligning herself with Agamemnon.
Her father’s murder is what she uses to attack her mother, as Clytemnestra makes clear when she
responds to Electra’s charge that she is ruling unfairly:

kaiTol ToAAa Tpos moAAous e 8N

éF,eTTrag WS epaoeTO( Kol Trépa Bimg

O(p)(w KO(GUBpl(;ouca KOl OF Kol TOr O,

eym & UBplv HEV OUK exm KOKGS 8¢ oe

)\eym KO(KOOS‘ kAUouoo npog oeeev Borpa.

TTO(TT]p yap, oudev aAho, Got Trpooxnu ael,

ws €€ epou TeBunkev. €€ epol” kahws

eEo1a (Soph. EL 520-27)

And very often to many people you have spoken out that

I rule, wanton, and against justice, doing violence to you and your things.

But I hold no insolence towards you, and I speak evilly of you

Hearing abuse from you often.

For your father, and no other thing, is always your pretext,

That he was killed by me. By me: I know it perfectly.

Clytemnestra here calls Electra’s use of Agamemnon a TpOoXTHQ, a pretext.”” This raises the

question as to what Electra’s underlying thoughts and concerns are.

%% See chapter three, page 53.
*7 LSJ notes that mpooxnua is related to the verb mpogxco which means fo hold before, especially to shield or
protect. Thus a Tpooxnu« is something that is held before oneself, a screen, cloak, or pretext. Certainly, one could
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Although the fact that Agamemnon has been murdered is a major motivator in Electra’s
actions against her mother, there is more at stake. One of Electra’s and Orestes’ main concerns
is that they have been cast out of their home and are treated as exiles or slaves. Electra has been
robbed not only of a father but of the protection and comfort of her paternal home. When Electra
tries to enlist Chrysothemis’ help in killing Aegisthus, she imagines what the citizens will say:
18e08e TdSe T KaolyvnTw, d1Aot, / @ Tov TaTpwov oikov eEecwaoatny, “Look at those
sisters, friends, who preserved their paternal home. (Soph. EL 977-79) Electra constantly
laments that she has no husband or child to protect her (164-65), and in part, it seems that
clinging to her father’s memory and her father’s cause offers her some sort of protection or at
least strength. Despite the less-than-ideal characterizations of Agamemnon in other Greek
literature, the Iliad for example, in Electra’s eyes, Agamemnon has done no wrong.*®
B. Euripides’ Electra

Euripides’ play has a slightly different way of exploring the issues of succession although
there are similar themes. Euripides’ Electra also constantly aligns herself with her father, and
she claims it is shameful for a man to be known by his mother or wife rather than his father. In
this work, the Trojan War is mentioned frequently and is used by Electra to comment on correct
and incorrect behavior. Electra finds great problems with the fact that others, such as her mother
and Aegisthus, are enjoying the spoils of the Trojan War which were won by the great
Agamemnon. Clytemnestra, who has keep Trojan captives as slaves, argues that she deserves

them in exchange for the sacrifice of Iphigenia and that she has dedicated the rest of the spoils in

interpret the use of this word as an empty accusation on Clytemnestra’s part, as Finglass 2007 does. I think it is
helpful, however, to explore what other elements are at play here, beyond Electra’s grief at Agamemnon’s murder.
*% Benjamin 1988, 103 explains, “No matter what theory you read, the father is always the way into the world...He
is the liberator, the proverbial knight in shining armor. The devaluation of the mother that inevitably accompanies
the idealization of the father, however, gives the father’s role as liberator a special twist for women. It means their
necessary identification with their mothers, with existing femininity, is likely to subvert their struggle for
independence.”
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a temple (Eur. EL. 998-1010). Electra, however, is very concerned with manliness and
cowardice, and uses the Trojan War to set up a dichotomy between Agamemnon, whom she
praises for his exploits, and Aegisthus, who is criticized for not going to war (Eur. EL 917-18).
At one point she tells Orestes that it is shameful that their father could kill so many men in Troy,
but that Orestes, who is younger and has a nobler father, cannot even kill Aegisthus, a man who
stayed at home during the war: aloxpov yop, €1 Tatnp pev eEgihev Ppuyas, 0 & avdp’ ev’
€ls GOV oU SuVToETO KTOVELY, VEOS TEGUKS K&E apetvovs Tatpos. (Eur. EL 336-38) She
goads Orestes to commit murder by cautioning him against falling into unmanliness (avoavdpiaw
982).

Electra does not understand why Clytemnestra would want a man such as Aegisthus,
when she was already married to the great commander of the Greeks at Troy. She uses litotes
(oU kokiov’ 1081) to further emphasize her assertion that Agamemnon was a much better
husband that Aegisthus. Electra is commenting on the qualities that she values in a man and a
husband, qualities which her father had, and which she hopes to inspire in her brother. Included
in her hatred of her mother is disdain that Clytemnestra would choose a man such as Aegisthus
as a lover. When Electra sees the corpse of Aegisthus, she cannot hold back from finally telling
him all the things she always wanted to say while he was alive. As Sophocles’ Electra criticizes
Chrysothemis for her (perceived) desire to be associated with Clytemnestra, Euripides’ Electra
insults Aegisthus for being known as belonging to his wife:

TTO(GlV S ev ApYElOlO'lV T]KOUES‘ TO(5E

o Tng yuvouKog, OUXl TavSpos n yuvn.

kaiTol TOS’ ouoxpov Tl'pOOTO(TElV ye SwuaToov

YUVO(lKO( um Tov av6p0( KO(KElVOUS‘ oTUY@

Toug 1T0(160(§, ooTlg TOU LEV O(pcevog TATPOS

OUK WVOHaoTAl, TNS S8 unTpog ¢v moAel. (Eur. EL 930-34)

And among all the Argives you hear these following things:



94

He is his wife’s, not the wife her husband’s.

And yet this thing is shameful, indeed for a woman to govern the halls

Not the man; and I hate those sort of children, whoever is named

In the city not for his manly father, but for his mother.

Perhaps Electra is also crying out against her own marriage to a poor farmer, a marriage that is
far below her station. O’Brien points out that Electra’s assertion of disdain could apply just as
readily to her as to Clytemnestra.”® Electra chastises Clytemnestra for giving up, and destroying,
what she wishes she could have, a noble husband and legitimate children.

Both of these plays contain an exploration of what happens when the normal progression
of generations is interrupted. The two playwrights ask, in one way or another, what happens
when children are not allowed to pass from one stage of life to another, to take their rightful
places, or at least what they perceive to be their rightful places, in the order of things. This topic
is frequently explored in Greek succession myths, which tend to revolve around the conflict
between son and father or son and usurper. In the Theogony Ouranos is protective of his power
and essentially will not let his children come into being, so Kronos eventually violently conquers
him. Kronos then repeats the same crimes against his own children and is thus overthrown by
his son, Zeus.

In these two Electra play, however, the relationship between mother and daughter is
more closely examined. Both Sophocles and Euripides create plays that invite the audience to
construct an image of what Electra’s womanhood could have been out of the depravations that
she currently suffers. The life of a wife and queen is one in which Electra would have rightfully
expected to participate. By an emphasis on what she does not have, the absences in her life of

husband, children, home, wealth, and through a constant comparison to Clytemnestra, who

perhaps for a short time does “have it all,” the two playwrights break from the typical focus on

2 O’Brien 1964, 31.
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the disinherited son/avenger and explore instead exactly what is at stake when a noble daughter
is prevented from completing her time as a parthenos and moving forward into her life as a wife

and mother and, in this case, as a queen.
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CONCLUSION

My thesis has taken as its centerpiece the gendered world of Argos and specifically the
problems facing Electra as a daughter and Clytemnestra as a mother. The scholarly literature on
the Electra plays fails to examine how the biological and psychological bonds between
Clytemnestra and Electra affect their interactions. In much of the scholarship, Electra and
Clytemnestra are discussed singly, as individuals. They are often seen to represent two totally
different, irreconcilable positions: “There is no question of representing the rights and the
wrongs of either as relative and debatable: Electra’s right is as absolute as Clytaemestra’s
wrong.”' But in fact, their relationship as a mother and a daughter greatly affects the ways in
which they interact with one another. This bond is of a different kind than that between siblings,
between a father and his children, or even between a mother and son. Chapter one draws on the
Homeric Hymn to Demeter to set up a positive model, albeit on the divine level, for
mother/daughter relations, and on three Attic tragedies to reinforce and refine that model. In this
way, | set up a framework of positive mother-daughter interactions. Chapter two argues that
Clytemnestra and Electra are very much aware of this framework even as they fail to replicate it.
Both women are suffering from the dysfunction of the very relationship they try hard to reject.

In chapter three, I use the Theogony and the Odyssey as archaic precursor texts to
generate not just a normative framework of mother-daughter psychological interactions but a
pattern of political ideas around succession, usurpation, and inheritance. The breakdown of both

of these categories is at the center of Clytemnestra and Electra’s fractured relationship. Here,

Electra’s age-grade, in arrested maidenhood, is crucial. As Segal points out, “Tragedy stresses

! Kamberbeek 1953, 11.
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not the orderly process of transition from one stage of life to another but the in-betweenness, the
marginality, and the ambiguity in the juxtaposition of the two stages.”* Electra’s “in-
betweenness,” her inability to progress to the next stage of wife and mother is not merely one
more complaint leveled at Clytemnestra and Aegisthus. In effect, it is a way for the previous
generation to control the succeeding one and for Clytemnestra and Aegisthus to possibly secure
their power. Marriage to a noble man and giving birth to (male) children are the most viable way
for Electra to gain a small amount of political agency. Since Electra has remained a maiden in
her mother’s house in Aeschylus’ Choephoroi and Sophocles’ Electra and has been married to a
poor farmer in Euripides’ Electra, she has essentially been disenfranchised as a political entity, a
wrong which she feels very intensely. Euripides’ Electra even seems to envy her mother: she
focuses on their disparity in physical appearance and material wealth. Clytemnestra, in fact, “has
it all,” at least for the moment. She is a powerful and wealthy ruler with fine clothing, Trojan
War booty, and a beautiful palace. She is married to a man of her own choosing. Thus,
Euripides’ Electra sees in her mother all of the possibilities in life that she lacks. Since her
mother is the ostensible reason for this lack, Clytemnestra becomes the target for all of Electra’s
rage.

Clytemnestra has failed to reproduce mothering in ways which are deemed acceptable to
her daughter, and to the society of the authors. To 5™ century Athenians, a woman who kills her
own husband and assumes political control, whether on her own or with a consort, is surely a
despicable and reprehensible figure. Yet each play features much more than simple,
unquestioned misogyny, or the exclusion of women from the political realm. Both playwrights

show an awareness of psychological turmoil and a willingness to explore family dynamics.

* Segal 1986, 35.
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Further, in a newly democratic society which was very concerned with issues of tyranny and
nobility, the Argive saga made a lively subject for dramatic exploration on the Athenian stage.

This thesis opens up further avenues of investigation I have only mentioned en passant.
For example, the full exploration of the idea of Electra as an “unruly son,” which I touch upon on
Chapter 4, page 85, could yield a deeper understanding of her character. Further discussion of
Electra as a potential mother, especially as a grieving mother such as those in Loraux’s Mothers
in Mourning, could be very fruitful, especially taking Sophocles’ play into consideration, where
Electra likens herself to the famous grieving mothers Niobe and Procne. There is certainly a
political side to losing a son, and ancient Greek literature is full of examples of mothers who use
their sons as an avenue to power, such as Phoenix’s mother in Iliad 9. What does it mean for
Electra to be deprived both of an actual biological son and of her younger brother Orestes, who
holds the potential to function as a son for her?

Ultimately, the politics of gender make Electra and Clytemnestra interesting blends of
features, possibilities, and agendas, and any further investigations into these areas will enrich our

appreciation of Sophocles’ and Euripides’ Electra plays.
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