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The ear.Lioe t p.ieoe of evacence on P5/tl1-aq~.)r:·El.Si a fr~3.g11"ent
fran a poem of his conrerrporary, J tldV(~rts t~ the
philosopher i s teaching of the ,)1: th(~ soul. with
an anecdote about his recognition as thf,r(~birth of
a friend of his. FarllJUS equaLly '\';);3 tJ"!c:cldim that he made
of himself that he WdS the Phryq.izm hero, Euphor.bus , lj>;I10

fought in t.he Tr'oj an War and f'e.lL to the spear (IE Meneldus-6
claim which ~e is s~lid to have .subt~n~.iat.Gij by identif¥ing
Euphorbus I sh.ie.ld, winch M{~n81aus had ceo.rea red to Apo.Ll,o ,

NotwHhsta'1ding the fact that the tes t imon.la on the
latter is late, the story has been accepted as authentic by
nearly all writers and cxmnent.at.or-s on Pyth:J9cras. It..Lj
also free of any derogatory intent that tile f'orme.r may hav-e,
which would hold one back f'rrm takin~J ~.t 's evidence at face
value. Even so I the Euphorbus encedot.e deserves independent
discussion, which woul d sort out tllt-: po int.s of (L\sagreernent

1 Frg. 7 _. D.L. v.i.ii., 36.

2 Di.od, x , 6. 1-3; Sch. V on P 2a; !1.3X. 'I'yr , Dissert.
16.2~ Porph, V.P. 26~27; Ial'nbl. V.I'. 63; Ph.i.Los tr, V• ...!~?I.
1. 1.1 and 8. 7~Lr;:-Her. Pont . fr. 89 \'l. '" t. It, v.iii .;: 'I'at ian
Gr. 25; Hor , (des 1.28.10; Ov. Net. xv , 160 f.; Hygin. tab._
112· I t I' r:-:--' " ','\ 15·. C 11,.--- . .. .' ..... .,,,.,

I ...ac • ~~41~~~ ll]~. ,-t.C~_. I "a.•....~'" fT.-,.. HJd; LLIC .. lXj.~L~ i~U~J•.

3
Few (like Kern and Ratrmann) have doubts about the

reference being to Pythagoras; no one I know,:lbout its being
ridicule. Xenophanes was a notorious se t.i.r is t of beliefs to
which he was hostile. Aga.in, H.S. long (~, Study of the
Doctrine of Meterrpsychosis in Greece f({Jin-I",)i:11i:"!goras-To
Plato, Princeton-:- (194£)) p , 17) .pcints--o!J"tthd-:-t- the other
five poetic pasaaqes quoted by Di.oqenes ,,'/ith this one all
ridicule Pythagoras. Tha t Xenophanes s.c}. t ir:Lzed. 0 thers need
not .irnpl.y that he eat Lr.ized Pythagoras; CD the o:::nb:Z.L.ry (~U!tt.i.)
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in the several tes t irron ia , eva Iua te their ev.idcnce and
collate the .informat ion rney yie~ul ,'1bOdt the d i.s t inc tivo
teaching of transmiqretaon at tr.ibut.ed rn traditi.l)n to
Pythaqoras , It wi.L,l r){~ s(~en t.ttd~ t.he dE:i",:li~L:; of t-_h~~ episode
are 110t all 91.\/e1'1 b';l a LL our ;~'·.;U~-{··~·~S~ n.rr ~1_l1 t.n t!1(? sa.n\3

way, even .i.f the btlS:iC account; has been surf Lciel1tly
consistent', and ms i.s ter.t , for wri.t.cr s lc h.1V'C' accepted it
without demur , The incident t.hey narrato is itself
interesting, and while }n keep.ino with it 'til)ole heap of
anecdotes narra ted about -;J-12 r(~nd1."'kabl.e n~311, "Hh.icll have
contr ibuted to trlC imaq(': rind n>.putdl ion ilc~ h'·~1.0 .i.n .mtiqui.ty t

also prov ides , w i.t h one C"~'< tv'~'~,)ot her SiITLi1.(JT~ notices I (J

concre 1.'8 iI1S tance suppor txve of his theore ticel !.I.':dch:llig of
the rebirth of thn sou':'.

Cl.a.irns of L.p:
bybetween, and that too , for. t}18 most pc,11.-C Ln~;L·J;:(·'<l

Pythagoreanism. For .ins tance, PyUV".l.'~Jo~a5 himseLf is said t:)

have induced recullection of theit past births an n-"'jI1Y of
q

those "-110 met. him," bur vi(~' r·d.-;.T(~ (-;.S (:~\ Sf)c-c:if .i.c ir!.~-;t21t:y.-:e on.Iy
the case of MullidS of Croton, whem hecE!llin(:l':~d his havinq
been M,idas I the son ();~ Q:Jl~;l_~~.~tSf 2].0(1 ins t.ruct.e;....i tCJ pe.r forrn

~:r:!n~i:e:O~~I:I~~:i~~;:~~:~·~;~[\c..,;'f:~~~#)1;:~~';):t~~~~i):a~:~:"s~cl:~~~~

the first verse of his p(x'm, ;mnted bv Dio':1cnes to .ident tfy
it, SC~'llS tCJ suqqcs t E)i1rt_'ti:l1_~!.ty .fath(~r' then nost.i.Li.tv 4

Lonqs contention is al.so ~1';T..>othctica.1.. /\ssu!ninq t.he
incident was t.rue , her", else could Xen:..>pbanes have told it?

4 <' p F.5 ..l. ., ,

V./. oo r EVCP'iCOTC[(! KQl r·o~~.v':;,::rvEjJLPilrjOKE H~IV
tVluXOVlWV ·ndJ..Aovs TOO n;XH~rX)!) ~)(()U. Iamblichus (l..C~L.~::it.
suggests that this care tOL' nth,.:!:", throuch rerr..:i.ndinSJ them of
their former l:i..fe began wi.th hisreco1.Lection of his own past
lives.

5 This is first given by Ari.s totIe ; 50: DieLs Vors. I.
p. 99=:frg.191 Rose; see aLso AeL :Lv.J/;L3ITlbl. V~P-.-14~;
Naccrnachus apud Porph , ~:X. 26= larn""!.. y_:.!.:,_63.
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-7
the poet, that h.i.s soul was the soul Oif-lt ...i!Tler,' ew.tlating
Whan,it may be,the R(Xlli:Ul Enni.us nude the Sdlf1€: claim,' having
been addressed by Haner .in a IPyt!•aqorean ozeem" in which
Harer himself recalled that he had reincarnated as a peacock ,
Later we hear of Pataikos, a "'-'1:'l Le;;- "",110 said that hig
soul was no other than that of the qreat t.abuLi s r, Aesop.
Sare of these claims in Creece are f'1()(;k-serious ",,"hen they are
madeI and could wel.L be parody of the doc tr 1.118 of
transmigration, as when the cock in Lucian says his master
Micyllus was lCCf Indian ant and Hafl(~r a Bactrian carel 11'
Trojan t.imes, while he himself is none than Pythagoras I ,l.

making the astonished ~ur.yllus whoop:

claimed to have been born several t imes , There is no
question here of psych:i.c excura icns i see B.R. I:X:xids. The
Greeks and the Irrational Berkeley and L.A. (1951) p. 164 I

n.52.
7 Anth. Pal. 7.75. This ep iqram on Stesichorus by

Antiparos of Sidon says: "In whose breas t, in accordance with
,the doctrine of Pythagoras, the soul which .••.'as once Harer's
. found a second hare".

8 Liber 1. See O. Skutch The Arll"lals of Q. Ennius Oxford
(1985) p , 70 for the fragnents I and p , 147 f. for the
carmentary. H. Fuchs Mus. Helv. vol. XE (1955) p. 201 f
thinks Ennius was imitating Stesichorus. See however' o.
Skutch 'Notes an Metempsychosis' in his Stooia Ermeana
London (1968) p. 155. n.20. '

9. According to the 3m cent. ?;eripc'ltetic philosopher
;~Hennippus apud Plut. Solon 6.7.

10 The Cock 16-17.

ll'b'd 4 P , fA"~ • • asseratus quotes an eprqrem 0 usomus ill

which' Pythaqoras of Euphorbus (fcue) , is asked what Marcus I

recently dead, will becore , when he is :reborn; to which
Pythagvras, Learn inq that he was a libertine and a crook,
replies:

"Not bull nor mule, nor hor-se--cerre Lt s ru.s tate;
Nor goat nor ran, but a beetle fond of dung. M
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"Wond(~rof wonder-s, a cock philosopher! But tell
me, 0 son of ~111c;:;(archus, how you became a bird
frem ~j:¥ a man, and a Tal1fJgran from being a
Barnian."

On the other hand , though not speca.rrc of his past Lives,
E~rtpedocles is qui te f'.et".:iuE when he Bays he has already )3en
I'a boy a qirl a bush .a b.i.rd and a'"'ice'ps''' sea f i.sh Il' jC , ~ '-1 '1;.., - iC1. ~.J_ •• _;,,,,,, oh _ \it .r, ~.. -._.L_ "-J ...;) ,- - .. ,";>1

The Euphorbus claim of Pytheqoras is not only made in
earnest I it is spec.ific enouqh to have rzu.sed qui.te a
discussion among scholars, not the Joas t part of which bears
on the 'choice I of this particular hero for the role. Of
equal interest must be the nature of the rrerrory by which he
recovered the fact ,aIld the VJ:Lththe shield by wrrich
he derronstrated the truth of this ,~ though I have not seen
anything like a corprebens ive discussion of either in the
light of recent parapsycho.loq ice.l. studies into c.Lairred
recoveries of pest-b.irtn

The earliest reference to Pythagoras' claim to have been
Euphorbus cores in conjunction with three other lives in the
evidence of Heracleides of Porrtus , forth century philosopher
and writer, who was a PY2i1 of PIato before he fo LLowed the
teachings of Aristotle.''''' Di.oqenes Laezt i.ua citeshL'11 as
follows in his Life of Pythagoras:-----_. --"'-,,--,",

12 ,Locic.it ,

13 Frg. 117.

14 Frg. 89 Wehrli.. Herac Ie ides was interes ted in the
occult, and was rather' irrldginative. Irioqenes (v.86) says he
heard the Pythogoreans but this may be an inference.
Timaeus is given by Di.oqenes (vi.i.L, 70) as ~laving called hirn a
"narrator of impossible> thinqs ( napa60~6AoyoS ) ; Cicero
r:e Nat. Deo, 1. 1334 says he "stuffed his books with puerile
tales" and Plutarch (earn. xxii) says he was "addicted to

- ..•.-- I~"'" '/ '31myths and fictitious stories" ( jjlJ8WOq Kat nxcoucn tcv OV1U).
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"He.rac.l.e.ides of Pontus saYf: that this man
(Pythagoras) sa..id this about hirnself: that he was
once Aethalides and was considered the son of
Hermes, and that Hermes bid him choose what.ever he
wished except .imnortality; tl'1':lt he chose to have
remembrance r both in life and if! death, of his
ex-periences; U1<'1t during life he renli.:s..lbered
everything 1 and when he died 11,," preserved the SaJ1'e

marory • La te r he became Euphorbus and was wounded
by Menelaus; and Euphorbus sa.id that he was once
AethaI ides and that he rece.ived the gift fran
Hennes r together with the transnu.qr-ation of t.he
sault and how his soul. transmi.qratnd and into how
rrany p.Lants and creatures it had cane, and a.Ll, that
it underwent .in Hades I and all that other souls had
to endure. Nhen Euphorbus died, his sou,l. went
over to Hermot imus, and he, likewise, wishing to
authenticate the story, ret.urned to the temple of
Apollo at Branchidae, where he Ldenti t i.ed the
shield which I'1enelaus, on his voyage hare fran
Troy, had ded.icated to Apol.Lo \ so he said), the
shield being so rotten through and through that all
that was left of it was the ivory f'ecinq, w1"len
Herrrot irous died he became Pyrrnus , (j f Lsherman of
Delos, and aqa.in he reremoered everything - how' he
was first Aethalides, then Eupnorbus , then
Hermotirnus and then Pyr'rhus . And when Pyrrnus
died I he became P-ythagoras and rernernbered at.L the
facts rrent ioned ;"

WriSing on Aethe.l ides , the Scho.Li.ast: on A1X2 llon ius
Rhodius says that the dead are sa.id to receive
forgetfulness of their experi.ences in Li.fe: but not so
Aethalides. This rnan, (Apol1onius ) says, oven in death d.id
not fall into forgetfulness. and unde.rqo.inq metempsyc:hosis in
accordance with the account given by the phi.Losopher's , knew
who he was by the will of Hermes. The Scho.lias t adds that

15 r37o e



v.l1oever misrepresented the tradition .in artier to coopt
Aethalides into the prior .incarnatIons of Pythagoras (and it
nay well be' sore Pythagz:r:YiP) has , it will be seen I done so .in
both significant de.ta iLs, vlnen talking of Aetha.l ides , he
renders the gift of Hennes as a ret.ention of the memory of
his experiences I both upon the ear th and in Hades (rfAJVW Kat
leAeulWv"(Q ), thus seeking to link him with Pythagoras
through the latter's reputed po.•..rer of retrocognition alreac;1¥
evidenced by En~"l€d()~:::leswith adrni.rat ion amount ing to aW(C'.l,
But again, ••.vhen he has Euphorbus talking of hav.inq been
Aethalides I Aethalides has not only received frOTI Hermes I the
gift '- meaning the retention of rnemory of all. that he had
experienced in life and in death -- but also the 'Wc1~'1der,tngof
the soul' (T~<; 4JlJXf1'; IrEPtnC;Ar;OlS) r now have construed as
transmigration and accounting fer his rob.i.rtb as Euphorus and
the others tbercef ter . Quite obviously Heracleides (cr his
unknown source) is makinq a .second and more subtle

Hermes, as I conductor of SOUl S t '+\)x~nOilf[o<; not
only leads the souls of the dead to Hades, but on occasion,
as during the festtval of the Anthesteria, brings them up to
earth - perhaps what he is depicted doing in the painting on
the .Iena Iekvthos B....it ",.'c>~~,-lV there "'-'':: 11r) uno.l i.cat i.on 'of!.~:. . IV. ~.::::.J-~~" ...)~'- ~_.J,J:~\,.b...,..:...._, ~_.l ~~_ ~ 'fYC,h. •.. .J..•. 1:)~-.J.-'-.,,-a .1.. .••

netampsychosis in tru,s f (~\len as a !)r.j..viLeqe l-e~)tr'ic:ted tC)

Aethalides, which ''''(~' find .in the notice of Pherecydes
concerning him here.

16 3 frg. 109 .J, It appears that the Pythaqoreens had
adopted Aethal ides in their lis t of Pythaqoras prior
incarnation .. which tho schol.Las t now gives as Euphorbus,
then Pyrrhus the Cretan I then a certain Eleian whose name is
not known, and after these, Pythagoras (cf , 14.8 Die15-
Krang) .

17 Frg. 129.



misinterpretation of the legend known to Phezecydes f and for
the sole purpose of enlisting Aethab.des more f i.rml.y into the
prior incarnations of rythugor<3.S.

Hermotirnus qua.Li.fi.es for .inclusion frrm a scrnewi1at
dif'fererit cons ider'atlon, He '¥\lct·3 reputed t.o nave 11(J.clthe
singular ability of Leevinq his body for long per iods of time
and returrunq to it f rrm such psychic Ef8cursions with much
mantic lore and knowl.edqe of the futu.r(~.' The etyrrology of
his nere (i t rreans 1honoured by Hern1!23 ~: EPP1S +. ·u.~QV )
also lends itself converrientIy to trris T as 'was evident to
saneone, who then Gought to rrk,.keit ;"K)l'G spec.ific by e.Lte.ring
it to Hermodorus (";L'v~OI1 '" I .r.i.f t I \ T-""·,,,l J ; 110 t.he.rebv the way:. ' '" \ , .••....•.••.•_ ~J J.. .1 ~,~~.(." .. --, •• ::! ',. ···J·,,-J.1 ..• - 1')
in which Hennes had honoured him whe:', he was Aetha.l ides . .
In like manner this account seeks to link Herrrot imus with
Euphorbus by transferinq to him the story, whi.ch was in the
best tradition told of Pythagoras h.imse.Lf , of the recognition
of the shield of Euphorbus which IvBnelaus, on h.i.s return frem
Troy, ~ d~icated to Juno. '1:he 0 the nvi,: e lillkr:own. f:ID'eTInan.
Pyrrhus, as perhaps thrown Hi to conp.te to the .irrterval,s
(his date being open ) of roughly 216 years between the
reincarnations of Pythagoras t soul .in accordance with a dogma

18 Apollon. ~irab.3; Pliny N.H. VJ.l. 17i~7 Pluto 1)::
Gen Soc 22 l:U"') P- 'I 11 ':':)~-.--~'-- 11) ~),1ft T[ f' ; 1 1'-• . • p. ,)."t.:C, .LOC. ~ l,e~. J_~, _ ..', ,~''i I'..r,.).L.l..; .!..lUC.

Ene.Musc. 7; Tert. An. 2; 44 etc. On one such occas ion his
enemies are said tohave set f i.re to his ball' (with the
canivance of his wi.fe ) , Cp. the Bralmiri in the ~anchatant~
tr. A.W. Ryder, BaTOOY (1949) p. 150-155.

19 In Pluto Iocvc.i.t , ; also Proc.l, Locvc.i t, Rohde (~~
transl. fran 8th ed. by 'iv.B. Hillis, u)ndcm-1192::)) p, 331.'n.
112) cons trues this as a Icopyi,s t "s error I - ill which case it
is surely a very interesting one.

20 See the sequence of lives an n , 16 above.
is made to replace Hermot imus , while the celian ill

given rise to an anonymous and unknown Eli.:..m!

Pyrrhus
him has
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known to Aristoxenus,21 and perhaps also to allay suspicion
about the rest by his very insignificance and anonymity,
while each .incarnat ion is strung to the preced inq ones and to
certain others as pIant s and an imal.s and .in-be tween SOjOUTI1S

in Hades by rreans of a t relinking consciousness I r which had
originated as that gift made by Hcrrnes to Aetha.Lides ,

'roo whole thing smacks of beinq a consurmate fiction
which builds upon th(:Euphorbus anecdote with other material
of an acccerrodat inq nature ill accordance wi.th a mystical
mathemat.icue that the SOUl of F1rtl:k3.':.:joras underwent
incantation ever:i 216 years , The t reatrrent of birtl1-
recollection is also peculiar. Firstly it-is v:iSAE~d as a
singular power' restricted to Pythaqorns (notwi.ths tand.inq the
poss ib.Le implicati.on t.ne other souls too re.incarnated , when
it is said that Euphorbus saw "what other souls too underwent
in Hades"). Secondly, it is deacribed as sanething which
accarpanied Pythaqoras wi th every Incarnation of rri.s -. a sort
of conccmitant of ru.s r'e incar'neti.on ,ratllel.- t.hen a
potentiality belonging to the supernonnal. state (jhii~~~)which
he had attained, and which anyone e.l.se t.oo may acquire, who
achieves that same rrerrta L and spiritual excellence. As we
saw, Heracleides s irnp Ly traced it back to the gift Hermes
once gave AethaJ.ides, and for no other reason than that he
...•as his son.

Dicaearchus is associated with Clea:cchus22 in giving a
sorewnat different account of the Incernat ions of

21 TIleoloq. Ar.i.thm. 1-" 40 Ast. Ari.s toxenus frg. 12~-----~~---..•.,---Wehrli.. In. tru.s Ari.s toxenus is assoc i.ated wi.th tbe
Pythaqoreans Androcydes and Euboulides , and with Hippobotus
and Ne.anthes. A wri.t ten wor]!; ypcv.prf) cited by Diogenes
(viii. 14) rrekes Pythagoras himself declare that he rose f rrm
Hades to be .reborn amonq men every 207 yeaz's , 'This is
undoubtedly a 1ate pseudo-Pythaqorean document.

22 GeI1. 4.11. 14 = Di.ceearohus frq, 36 We.l-)r Li.,
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Pythagoras I though .i.t .i.s not eworthy t.·.hat he ret.dlm: Euphorbus
Pythagoras was firs t Euphozbus I then f~JT;'lIldrus; then

AethaLides ,.,~hen a beaut ifulha:clot naH¥,x.l AJ.lXl. j\s vJehrl i
b L.__ n\..-,-, ., 1'·"< ,~,.... -- ,- y-"; ~ •••..l- r ..F !>-:Tr'')-h r- ., 1""" ~-"_' ;o serves r t' j Lanar:_.::) s: ::::. cl \ d~ J.",l: t. Uo. 1-"~J. t iU..> t Ow~ Lx:;_~~an

fishennan. Aethalides i.s bad in chrono Iocy ApoHonius
places him am..7n9 the i\!~1onauts and in the ~jen.~ration which
preceded the Trojan \'Jar and to which oe.Ionqed the fath;::.:rs of
those who f'ouqht .in .it , '1118 subs t i tut ion of Al.co f'or
Hennotimus r considez.inq her sex and profcs s i.on , seems
inspired by malice (or parody) rather than, as in the case of
Errpedocles I claim: ...ed incarnation as a girl, intende94 to
exhaust the categories of lives the soul could assurne, ~ or
sane such pUJ:IX)se.

It is noteworthy hO'••" the ki.nd of thing begu.'1in
Her~l account has already begun to t ransf orm his awn
story, presuq inq the interesting his tory j t was to have.
Alca in Di.caear'chus and Clearchus reappears as the courtesan
Aspasia in Lucian Is 15'{cellent sat.re of Pythagorean
rreterrpsychosis, 1~1eCock, whi Le the cock itself (who claims
to be Pythagoras reborn) is surely a deqradat ion of the
pe~cock, wT:ich 2'ld found its way into the Line of Pythagoras!
rell1Carnatlons.

23 'Die Schule des Ar'Lstot.e.les ". Heft I Dicaiarctus
Stuttgart (1944) p. 33. Rohde (~1::.:s.:J.-t. appendix x. p , 599)
thinks this is a parody of Heracleides, which is not very
likely in the case of Clearchus but suits Dicaearchus very
well.

24 A careful look at this fra'Joont W1.l...L show that the
lives F.npedocles claims to have Lived represent animal, fish,
bird and plant, creatures of Land, sea, and air, and (in boy
and girl) the two sexes.

25 19.
26 . ,.4 t -'" t.:; ) .He says He.1.11Y..)tl.f!1US I re turned (EHavfjl\uEV t.o the

terrple of Apollo at Branchi?ae and pointed out "the sh.ieLd
which Menelaus dedicated" ( hv I\IEvEAClO;- QVEHr)KEV aon(5a ).
This, presunabl.y by 'way of proving that he was Euphorbus.
(This reverses the version that (Pythaqoras ) (cuntd. )
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The auth<'I'Li.'·;'. h.c: .incarnation (is against
the test depends, not; '.",1,", that .i.t appear's to have
served as tile L>::::t~3=Lcms t,.-:T;:·~C: upon wh.i.ch the L~t::st (if they
"Welt; .invented ) \VE:!X:;';: invent ";c"i but al so C}rl the fa(:t that I while.:!
being .incIuded JJ1 every ;;UCll Li,s or .incarnert ions , it is
narrzrted ()X" ·;:3JJ.·U(J.f2!ij to (·~e\reJ.~""",::11 enc.ierrt wr.i ter's ~ to tile
exc Ius ion of ~Jtb.(:.LS. LIn L(i(~ ott1f:.:r~h.:;.ll~d;nazd.Iy tU1Y of these
other .I~E;I)ute;{J .incarna t.ions tl.-"(~citt·yj UXC;11Jsi\1ely as an
Incarna bon of

scme doubt as to whose the
shield ,oJd::; ",,·:hicr1 ]\\-'ilC,la.us ch?<:licated t? l\fX)l;q
Branch.idae on J:1.:i~:;re.turn .tT(}rn Euphor'bus ' or .n.l.S 0Wl}~' l

It is not di.ffi.cul.t 1..11 tne context I;-,~\ SUPIXJSQ that it vJdS h.is
~1, even if I-f(;t1TKJt reborn) .ident i.fied it,
s Ince it \'</c1S pexhaps the: Las t thinq F~{1!)!l!)r1)US l1ad before h i.s
f;yes when 1112: fell dead .m it would have
j.rnpress("1.tj i t se.lf .1).1 h.i.s rrrind at; 'that CL\JClaJ.

rrrment • f-k)~rtf~:c tc: lIs us Euphorbus :'~.t.ruck f4E~neli3.tlS ()11 h.i.s
round srrie Idr but the bronze did not break through; the point
was bent by the stout shield. T'h3r1 f'1eDt:!lau5 brought his
own spear into act.ion wi.th a pca.yer to Zeus. As Euphor:bus
fell b:1ck,be at.ruck rum :Ll1 the base of his throat , end
following up the thrust with his full weight, killed the
Trojan hero. ThE' si9ht of the>. sanlB shield, which was

recollected be.inq Euphoxbus upon seeing the shaeIdt ) The
question is (a) how the dead Euphorbus knew that Ute shield
was ded.icaced at (b ) ann how po irrt.inq to the
shield (if he did not pick it out of others), would. have
es tab.l.i.sbcd he \'JdS Euphorbus unless other peop.te 'Were

unaware of the .ident i ty of the srrie.Id, ano he went further to
derons trate that it was the sh.ie.Id by SC!T\('! spec ia.L know.ledqe
he had <'lty.)utit. or does I return! r(l?an he had accidentally
spotted his uhield in t.he and now returned to point
it to other's - \.\}'o1.11d aqain 12r)::!f~~.1.r:nard.Iy cons t.i.tu te
proof tha t he \'E15

27

Irish be.roi 1~~irm-'!121{~--C~o-~~lJ
hundred yt:::ars as Jl1unqan,
incident In that earlier

Interesting for ccrnpar i.son J.S the story told of the
he was reborn af ter two
!)Isler, and recalled the

of the killjJl(j of (crmo. )

,
king of
birth,



ins t.rimen tal
would thus
that former
hands of the

for hi,s Llc:atl'i r1CF.;.' hi:lngi.i'19 fY"a11 tl1€": tBl1f)le ""Nd.ll
1;i1\/{.::. f:..ict.i-tic:usly evoked f1e:cm:)tjjHUS ~ lTIt~i110r)T of
exi.s rence ~;~1(1the .inciden t of 1-Ll..S dea t11 at the
!rcc~ive i':~in~--f~

sources \\:tli.c:b. a.-t"{:~ rT(.)]:'"C'. specif i.c: r Jl0¥~'c~"IeL~i r~:3.k'J::; .i.t clear
that the shleld"'>Ias Supl:iorbu:; i ownI and rnat Pyt.haqor'as (as
Pythagoras. not Hermot irnus ) recognized it because he was none
other than the onc-tirne (1'",1'101' 01:i-t. Legitimately imaging
upon Haner t Ovi.d .iroproves upon Di.odorus' a(:;C01..H1t, maki.ng
Pythagoras decLare tl1a.J~,he used to carry :;.::an his left arm
when he was Euphorbus , 'JV

Coupling thE' cas<:~.lli thF""fthag()l~as •
reincarnation, the semo poet in:plies
cited his .ind.iv.iduaL exp{~r-j_eD::::e by 'Hay

~/ •.,
the truth of the Lat t.zr , ~~

~ieneral doctrine of
thnt the phi.Losopbar
of substerrt ia t.ion of

U'OJr sou.Ls are jJn.TK)J:-ta.l <Ind. are (~\.re~c roce.ived .int o
new bod.ies t, l~Jr:te}~'(~they Live and el\Jolc:l1 r \;~(}}{=;ntJ1E.~Y
have left t nea.r previous abode , I ;-;Ty~:oclf at the
t irre of the rrrc:~.~all V~{.~j_" .-. for I rer;K~l1~~I~ it '\183...1
was Panrhous ' SGn I Euphor bus I ';>.rho once r'ocea ved
full in the breas t (sic) the heavy Spe-8T of
Menelaus r Atreus' younqer son .•.. "H

Pythaqcras is said to have evoked this memoryof his
past life in the temple itself where the sh.ie Id was hunq up
(as' Qt,W.ala) makes him say) f but it 1.8 113Xdly likeLy t.hat he
~ld have bragged about .i.t in a public har rangue of the sort
Ozidimagines for him, or flaunted it as proof of the fact of
rebirth. Iamblichus however brings Pythaqor'as ' recollection
into line with his hl:1vinq reminded otbe rs or ~hei~ oas t lives

f

f
i
t

l

Fothad Airgclech i

hundred year gap
bell, even if the

d. k.inq of Lre.Land I by Ca.j_lto ~ 'Ihe two
aD:} trie .incident recalled sbou.Id r inq a

frY.J.Cik.i.Ll.ed was not the reco.l Lect.or hirnse.Lf ,

28 xv , .1.63~ Coonovi. c.Li.oetm, .121e\.l<Jeces temina nost.rae .•
..,.,,-,{. ..-----_.--------"-------_ .._---_._ ...-"_._-----------_._._-----

29 xv. 158--1.62.,
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but without implication that he sought to prove anything by
his own, except the fact that he had been Euphorbus , For
instance it is recorded by 1\1'1.3to:tle himself that Pythagoras
reminded Mullias of Crot on tha.t 1')8 had once been fv!Jdas, the
son of Gordia.s. If Ia.'l1bl.Lchus connect.s the Euphorbus-feat
with anytrrinq, it is (through the .imp.l ica t ion of rebirth)
Pythagoras l admonition to others to lead a life of virtue,
and his own .remarkeb.Ie power; of bi.rth recollection evidenced
by Drpedoc.Les,

Heracleides sU99cS t.s Hermot.imus ( sic) made the claim
e Lseshere and went to Branch:i.dac with the deliberate purpose
of euthenticat inq .i t t.hrouqh the sh.ie.Id, r~:li11b.lichusdoes not
exp.Lairi tho na tu .....,', ')"Ft-h'C:, "Lnccntrove.rt.ib.Ie r··l·..,.....--,r"(Cl·'VOll··"t'ICK-'-' lK.A- .J._\..-- u~ '",.C'lAr:z,l.;....,ftJo."'.~ •.....~ _......L .•.... I.J_.~:' .;:) .~_J t '+' A""

to t€KIJr1PlO) with which Pyth9a(Jon~s derrons t.r'ated that he was
EuphorbUjO He passes over the s ~ory as too well known to be
narrated. This must be what Ni.conachus had meant w11r~n he
originally bypassed the story as be inq OrjpWsn" 31not Tabe"','s,
Burkert translates, because he found it I silly' .
writer who tells us how Pythagoras es tablished the truth of
his claim to hc:f:r 'bee.'1 Euphorbus of the T:rojan War is
Dicxiorus Siculus.

Accord.inq to Di.odorus Pythagoras wept when he saw the
shield. And when the bystender-s asked him why he did so, he
answered that he himself had carri(;d that shield in the land
of Troy when he was fuphorbus. Incredul.ous , they thought him
mad. WhereUJX)n he replied that he ~uld give convincing

30 V.P. 65..... nap (E!l€\l UJ<; HOVV 6rU.ilOOIl. Iarrolicnus
is I in doing likewise. fo.Llowinq Porphyry (see V.P. 26).

31 Lore and Science in A!.:~2~~.l...tPyt~'lo.manism.. transl.
E.L. Mlt"1ar- Jr., Carnbr.• Mass. (1972) p , 141, n. 109.

32 x.6.1. Fol.Iowed by Tertullian (.Ani!n. 28.4), who says
that he not only recognized the sh.ie Ld but said it was his
fran marks unknown to the peop.Ie ,
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evidence that what he said was so. Foz, on the inner Sloe of
the h i .1- d 1 -, t . .\ ~ 'n~ Euohort» ,. ! cu' ~f.l. )S 10 );1.0. x;en J.I1SCrlt:x?O v'- .t:, ';;-,U. rous L 't'Vl-'\JOU •

At this surprising answer all said to take down the shield,
and on the inner side in fact was found the .inscr.ipt ion ,

No other wr i.tcr' s;.ives the nature of. the proof Pythagoras
offered to any doubt.i .riq 'I11Cffi:l.S who was present at the t iroe ,
but if he did sub tanti.e te his cLa.im, it is SClTIf) such thing
that he wou.id have done. TI1e incident .is thus in a way
brought in line with. a number of remarkab.le feats attributed
to Pytljl§loras I scroe of T••••hich we have f rrm Aristotle
himself. - Not:able among these is his appearance in Th'O
pleces at tre seme hour of t.ho same: da.y; that he drew a 'White
eagle to him in Croton and stroked it; that he foresaw that a
ship PUtti.119 into harbour at t4':.!tapontLnl1 would have on it a
dead body, t.hat he gave the exact nUl'rit;er of fish the.re v~-::e in
a net being hauled ashore; that he corroc t.Ly predicted the
appearance of G. wh.i te bear in Cau.Ion i.a , and so on. In
respect of the doctrine of transmi.qre t ion of course it joins
his recognition of the d09 as an erstwhile human friend of
his, and of Mullias as hav.inq been once r-'lidas, the Phrygian
king - both incidents that are fairly well a.uthenticated.

Interes ting as the demonstra t ion of the truth of his
claim is, there is reason to doubt that Pythagoras was
disbelieved and needed to do so. 'IlK::: srrieId of Euphorbus
would have been known then, as .i.t was known in Pausanias' day,
without the need to rediscover it for his re110\< •..5 in the way
Di.odorus tells us he did. Nor is there any evidence that he
convince<J4 them by picking it out of a number of other
shields. The drift of the anecdote ts not the wonder he

33 C'~" D' 1 '\1 T== ae s crs , _c. p, 98,,-99 "" f rq, 191 Rose. Others
are given by other-----smlrces. For a list of tnese rr.1j;~jJ;lil,i?f
see Burkert op.cit. p. 141 f. He eods (n .113) 1\ It .i.s
scarcely to be supposed that Aristotle failed to rrent ion the
Euphorbus 5 tory, but since it was so .••.'811 known he is not
cited for it."

34 No ancient wr i.te r says Pythagoras proved hit,
asse.rt.Lon by pf.ck.inq out the rigJ1t S11i(:;!.L(1frrm erronq ofher-s I

as is carelessl-y s te ted by ii.E .. (j()utd anct J.I.J~ {(:ontcl.)
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caused by the .ident If ice tion of the shield but by the
identification of himself wi t11 the owne r of that shield.
(His ~pinq too adds c' g:catuitous touch of dranu. - why
should he weep for Euphc.rbus when that mall was doing pretty
well as Pythagoras?) Tt is net surpri.s inq, however , that
the tradition has souqht toirnpro\'o on the story and br inq it
in line with the wondrous other s tories narr-ated of
Pythaqoras ,

Brief as the cri.q.ineI Euphorbus anecdote is, then, it
has still one or two details on which the authorities differ.
According to the earliest of them, Heracleides, the terrp.l,e at
which the shi.eld had been dcdi.cat.ed by Menelaus and where
Pythagoras, as Hermotimus . .ind.icated .it , was that of Apollo
at Branchidae. Branch.idae , also caLled Drdyrm , W,':l.S eleven
miles south-east of Miletus and not fd]~ out utsMenelaus' route
to Argos fran 'I'roy_ Tertull.i.an s<:lYs DeLphi .': wni.ch must: be
a mistake or corruption, The roore Li.kcLy , however , is the
tradition in Diodorus I Ovid1.<;'tTtblichus etc. that the temple
was the temple of Hera in Argos"6 'This is the Her'aetm near
Mycenae, according to Nicomachus.J Pa.usanias, describing the
Heraeun, evidences the existence of the shield even in his
0"NI1 day; whi.ch is as ;rrllch as t'~l\'!c! centuries after it was
dedicated by Menelaus and, seven centuries after it was
reidentified by Pythaqorasi ' - even thouqh Heracleides gave
us to understand that well before Pythagoras day it had
rotted through and through, leaving only the ivory facing -
~lao€o~nulav H6~.~ovov 6C 6la~EvElv to EA€¢GvtlVOV np6ownovl
Pausanias wTites:

WhitelaYi see their edition of Q. Horatius Fl.accus Crles.
Book ~ Ne Y I. (196'·) 1°ld '1 --:--t" - -~ '" ')R 10.1., ~ orJ'l. "" I,) p .. L"- 'i, 1... ,0 (.>...Ie,.'..., vs. .

35 'Locvc it . How did Maxi;TluS 'I'yri.us (loe.eit.) get the
idea that it was a temple of Athena?

36 apud Porph. V.P. 27: Iambl. V.P. 63.

37 ii. 17•3. On the He.raeim, see .J.G. trazer ed •
Pausanias Is Description of Greece vo.l . Ll I London (19] 3) p ,
163 f. comment 17.1 ad loco



n In the foretc--iTlple are ancient im,'lqct, of the Gr:aces
on the Lef t , and on the right is a couch of Hera,
and C1•. vot.ive off eri.nq cons i.s ti.nq of a. sh.ie.Ld, whaoh
fw1erlelaus once took f.rxrn Euphorbus at Ilitim. t:

WhenMenelaus k:UJ..ed Eupho.rbus, we; ,2iI:-':,~ told he S tripPL~ him
of his .:h"'1l1{:)UT.

) I " .,..." , > < 38
Arpc uSrjC; iU€vc\aos ~ EnE l KtavE I H:' UX EOUAn.

I t is t however', not obv10\1S 1:1121t he rrenaqed to carry
them away, and soon af terwards .it is not even cl.ear whether
the arms being 'ref er.red t.o tJy Haner are those of Euphorbus or
Patroclus. However, !Vlenclaus must have succeeded. in taking
the armour away for the \J:V·-··'l~:.:~ trad.i.t i.on to have existed
fran antiquity that: the sh.ie.Ld was ded.i.catod at a tenp.Le by
him and for a shield to have been accepted as such in
Pythagoras I day and in Pausaru.as I day I to S3Y the leas t .

Pausanias had no reason to doubt. that the shield he saw
in the Heraeurn was Euphorbus l r even if he saw no need to
reiterate the story of Pythagoras I recognition of it (so also
Hyginus in his Fables), perhaps because I like Nicomachus and
Ianblichus I he thought .it already Lei te . Surely, it cannot
be that he did not Jr.nOV07 the story, or that such anecdotes
were out of keeping with his ccmrentar-ies ,

While Pythagoras I other Lncarnat i.ons have been
considered spurious, in the sense that they are introductions
by later wri ter.s f beginning (to ourknovllet.lge) with
Heracleidf~s of Pontus , the Chr.Ls t i.an apologists I taking the
claim of Pythagoras to have been Euphorbus i~iS one that he
himself had put forward, attacked its credibility both on the
grounds of the general doc tr-ine of re.incarnat ion as 'Well as
on its own inte:rnal .incons i.s tency , Tertull.ian in no
uncertain terms cal.Ls Pythagoras a liar, ask inq to what extent;
the man v.Quld not 90 to get at the mark on the shield, who

38. 11. xvi i . 60. ApoLl.o, disguised as i'1entes.
Hector to thwart him (70-71). See Frazer oc .c.i t , p ,--"-----
cc:mrent. 17.3; see also Kekul~ IEuphorous ' 'l'h , Mus. N.F.
XLIII (lSBS) p. 481·-4W). In the ensuing conflict, it is
irmEdiately clear whose arms are .invo.l.ved, Euphorbus '
Pqt:z:oclusI •

sent
183
vol,
not
or
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had severely iJnpaired his health by hiding for seven years in
an underground chamber, only t03geappear later and thus seek
to prove the truth of rebirth. wnat if Pythagoras found
the .inf'ormati.on about the TIB.rk in sane rrore secret accounts?
What if had heard the breath of a rvrrour which had outlived a
lost tradition? 'VJbdt if he knew of it fran a secret
inspection of the sh.ieId , which he had gained by br ib inq a
sacristan' in that temple:> Tertullian even suggests that
Pythagoras may have gained Knowledge of it. like the Magi,
through katabolic: agencies, familiars and Pythcnic spirits;
for was not Phe.recydcs : his guru, prophesying by arts such
as these? \·;rlat if the same deron w.as in Pythagoras also,
who in Euphorbus made h.irn wdge such bloody deeds? Finally,
Tertullian argues, \I;hy is it that the man,who had proved he
was Euphorbus by the evidence of the Shield, not able to
recognize in a s irni.Lar '\J.Jay any of the fellow Trojans who had
fought alongside him? For, if the living came fra.fothe dead,
they too ••..'Quld have been living dgai.n at the tine.

Adopting another I ine of at teck, Tertullian asks how you
can recognize Pythagoras as Euphorbus , when Euphorbus t soul
was soldierly and warlike {mi.Li.t.aremet bellicam), as even
the fact of the ded i.ce ti.on o{~the---shiel(i shoWsI whereas
Pythagoras shunned the battles of Greece for the peaceful
pursuit of geOlTetry, astrology and nlUsic4.,in Italy - matters
so alien to the disposition of Euphorbus . .L

39 . '8 + h . H .Anl m • c: • .2• The source 0.... t e story 1S ernu.ppus
(apud.D.~vlii.41) and i.s obviously a malicious invention
based on the SaJrooxis story in Hercdotus (iv. 93-94), taken
together with evidence of a k0tabasis to Hades by Pythagoras
and the legend of his prev.ious incamations. See also Schol.
on Electra 62. The confusion is clear that Pythagoras tried
to prove rebirth ';y katabas i.s , whereas the two are quite
different 'th.inqs • Ritter - rightly protested (I'btae Conradi
Rittershusii in f'-'Icl1chumsive Porphyrium Lipsae (1816) p. 241
n.ad.loc. np7n:ov PE)} E8q>op!3o<;).

4°Ar . 28. 4~~:)•urn.

41i\n.J am. 3l. 3-4.
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Lactantius likewise calls Pythaqoras a. silly old m:L'1 who
'lied'that he was Euphorbus in a f'orrrer life, alleging that he
may have done so because he was of iqnoble s tock and in this
way h~xl to adopt for himself a fam5.Jy f rrm the Haneric
poems.

But why Eupho.rbus? asks Rohde. After ;:111, he was not
s':1ch,a I:-~raninent or disti.nguisht~ hero;. oven th,,: c.fJdH for
Inllmg Pat roc.Ius went rrore to Hector than to ram. Rohde
remarks the fact that Euphorbus' father i Parrtbous, was a
priest of Apollo: but notwithstand Pythagoras I distinctive
association with qod - 'M3; are told that the Croton.i,f\tes
dea:red him to be an avatar of the Hyperborean Apollo -
Rohde4~s not convinced that the explanation is to be found
here.

:J ( "relatteread 'Euphorbus' (Eu + ¢op~~I fran <!>EP~€lV ) to
mean "he who feeds 'Well" i.e. I the qood shepherd', and
assured the .exi.s tence of a P~gian cul,~ 0/6a 'good shepherd'
and an, Orph~c~al!'Pse 'dertived fran It: But, as ~kert
underllnes 1t , th i.s is pure hypothes is , Burkert h.imse.If
finds 'rrore persuasive' the interpretation of Karl KerenYl
who saw a clue to the riddle of Pythagoras I identification'
with this otherwise not very distinguished participant in ttffi
,Trojan War in the words of the dying Patroclus in Herner.

42 lnst. 3.18.15.

43 op.cit. See 11. XVll. 80-81: Apollo, disguised I as
Mentes , calls Euphorbus n the bes t man of the Troj ans " (Tp.&l.IJV

lev liplotov ) - but this is merely rhetorical cliche.

44 op.cit .. append. x, p. 599; see Aristot. loc.cit.

45 loco cit.

46 La Vie de Pjrthagore de Di~ne 0~~~,Brussels (1922)
p.15747 op.ci t. p. 140. n. lll.

48 op.cit:. p. 140; Karl Kerenyi p. 19.
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Patroclus, stunned and disanned by a blow fran Apollo's band,
struck in the back by Euphorbus' spear and finally finished
off by Hector with a spear=thrus t in the belly as he
at tempted to leave. the battle-field, reviles Hector with his
dying breath with bE:ing only the third of those who
participated in his death.

g,Ue: !J.E,!J.~~pt oAorl Kat "I\€tguc; €lpaVEV ,UtCe;,
avOpWv 6 Ev¢oppoS'oo bE tPltOc; ES€Vapl~€S.

It was deadly Dest iny and leto's son that killed
me:
Of men ElJRjlorbus i you were but the third to cause
my death.

Burk t .t 50 If I _. .d 1 . 1 .•xer; wra.'es: t we cons]. er t 18 ara trmet rc nere,
it seems as though M:>ira, Apollo, and Euphorbusonly makeup
two, so that two of the three must be identicaL The
solution that MJira is not person.ified here, and thus not
counted as one of the group, is by no means self-evident to
the ancient scholars whobusied themselves with the problem."
Thus. Leto's son (Apollo) is, in humanform Euphorbus. "If
soreone wanted to say I I au perhaps Apollo', he cO~-td, in
Haneric terms, ~ ?imself Eup~orbus,It says Kerenyi. "'52 ~
advantage of thts anterpre.tat ion, observes Burkert, .lS

that it is entirely der.ived frxm the Hareric text. "The narre
Euphorbus refers unmi.stekeahl.y to Homer, and the whole
intellectual warld of the archaic period takes its character
fran Haner. Innovation presents itself in the guise of
Hareric interpretation."

Clever, but hardly acceptable, and for the following
reasons:

49 D,·.:".. . 849 85i1XV.l. - ,I"

50 loc.cit.

51 Locvc.i.t,

52 loc.cit .
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(a) ApoLl.o lS as d.i.st i.nc t i.ve a par't ic'ipent is) the
killing of Patroc Ius as is Euphor'bus t it-horn Baner
in t roduces f01: t.he £1rs '. t .irnewi. th scme persona]
details about him. The t"le, CJ(j in no wise be
j(}entifie(l with each othc~r ilO thH .:::ontexci their
cont r iout ions to th.". c1edch of P;-'troclus dJ:B, like
Hector's, di:.i-crete and sequent i.a.l,

(b) There is, besides, no Jess suitable an occasion to
ident i.fy the qod wi. th the hen' than in a context in
wh Lch the goo h.irnse1£, as. nimseI f, takes a 11<:.100. How
Haner would have done such d thing wouLd have been
to make Apollo appear in the guise of Euphorbus
when Euphorbus himself w~;; nowhere around.

(c l As Burkert admits, Euphorbus is no dis tinguished
participant in the Trojan War - as .indeed he woul.d
have been if he went about as Apollo incarnate.
Shortly after this Euphor'bus .is killed; and it is
Apo.LLo, who, in-personating Mentes., seeks Hector's
help to save his a.rnour.

If Apollo is anything here, he is the divire agency which
sets ill motion the fulfilrrent of Patroclus I MJira .• and if he
is allied with anyone in this capacity, it is zeus himself.
Though only Apollo of the two actually part ic ipates in the
deed, Patroclus lays the responsib i.Li.ty on both of them for
giftingS3he victory over him to the two heroes " at l.east to
Hector. No twit hstanding Pythagoras I absorption with number
mysticism, I very much doubt whether he would have chosen
Euphorbus to be his prior incarnation upon so dubious a
consideration as a possible ambiguity in two verses of Harer.

Despite Burkert's expressed prefe.rence for KerenyiIs
interpretation, he is not averse to two others based on the
etymologyof Euphorbust narre (-general.l y it .i5 well, he says,
to keep in mind the possibility of mul.tIp.Le
illterpretations I). one of these is that of Delatte 'Whichwe
saw, though Burkert himself had observed it to be ' pure

53 11. xv i .844-84r5:- 00\ yap ECiuJE VtKIlV Zeus Kpov~6I1S
.••. (. ). I ","# " IKal o AnoAAwv,Ot ~ e66~aooav.
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hypothesis I. The other is that of Otto Skut.ch , who takes the
<PEp{3e'lv in the name 'Euphorbus I reflexively (contrary to
Delatte) so as to rroan one -who feeds, not others but rurnse.Lf I

am wno docs so 'w-ell' (ED ) ? rreaning by 'well' not
'ab~antly', bu~ !~ightlyt jthis ~ht1y iil1plyin.g of course
the dae tary reg1.roc:nof Pythaqoras ;" Skut ch v.TJ. tes: ••I do
not know hO'N it courd be proved that etymology was
responsible; but, havinq d.i.scussed tbe matter with classical
colleagues for more than a dozen years, I still have to find
one to whan the eicPIanatior:sS as soon as it is pointed out,
does not sean se.lf'-ev .iden t .II .

An etyrrologicaJ. basis for' 'the selection of Euphorbus as
the prior incarnation of Pythagoras (even if this was made by
Pythagoras hirnse Lf ) finds .ind.i.rect support in the
etymological edjustrrent ( i.,e , to Hermodorus ) which the name
of Bermct irmis undergoes in one tradi Lion in order to cement
him IOOre f i.rml.y to Aetl1alides in the series of births given
by Heracleides.The two etymologies cited by Skutch In
support of the LikeLihood of an etymological consideration
for the selection Df Euphorbus are those of 'Mnesarchus', the
nane of Pythagoras I father, and the neroe 'Pythagoras I of the
philosopher hirnse.If , \inat is astonishing, however, is that
the evidence anthem, far f rrm demeaning the Euphorbus
possibility , gives it a curious new d.irnens ion . ..,_-

Take MnesarGl1Us.Etyrro.Ioqi.cal.Ly this 5eatronymic fits
Pythagoras singularly wel.L, says Skut ch , since it rreans
"the man who rerresnbers his origin." If so, as skutch himself
sugges ts , ei ther the name .insp.i.red the story, or was itself
inspired by the story, that Pythagoras remembered his origin.

The ability to recot.Iect his and other peop.Let sc-pes t
births is attributed to the Buddha without any suggestion
that it was prarpted by the name of his father, or anyone

S4 'Notes on Meternpsychosis' C.Phil. vol. LIV (1959) p.
114 f., republished in Studi~ Enneana London (1968) p , 1S1
f.

56 loco cit.

55 Stud. En. p. 151.
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else. Birtl-t-recoLlection is found a concrmit ant in other
re.incarnat i.on :rel igioos as well, not excluding the Irish,
with life extended beyond the Lirni ts of birth and death -
though the capeci ty to recover such rremory is not aSS1.ID2d fg7'
everyone but only men of certain eminence or attainment.
We may therefore dismiss as absurd any suqqes t ion that
Pythagorean anarmes 1s was prrmpred Dy the name of the
philosopher's - fatYl(;r-- - and in the seroe vc in, Pythagorean
vegetarianism frrm the Dame of Euphorbus , l\ny etymological
dependence must be vace-ver'sa , if not accidental.

Kurt von Fritz is f i.rmly decided on the historicity g~
the nalne l M.'lesarchus' as that of Pythagoras I father. -
Evidence of it is as earLy as Heracleits9' and Herodotus I and
is repeated by several later sources. ,) The only variant
found is . 'Mnerrarchus " whic::h is late and ~ssibl.y a scri~6
error, SInce the same wri ter has Mnesarcnus elsewhere.
Besides, e.tyrro Ioq.ica.l.Ly it makes hard.Iy any diffe.rence.

Skutch says the possibility of an etyroological basis for
the selection of Euphorbus for Pyt haqor'as ' prior incarnation
was first alluded to by Corsen, and nobody else seems to

57 Tertullian (Anim. 31. 5) asks why I out of all Greece
(and indeed out of -alL the people in all the count.ries ,
through all ages) on Ly four souls are c.Ia imed to have
returned: why not he? Lactantius (loc.cit.) is equally
indignant at this capacity of Pythagoras, which no others
have.

58 'Mnesarchus' RE, vol. XV.2 (1931-1932) 2270. Skutch
thinks the mat ter open to sane doubt. Why, he does not say,
in the face of the fonnidable evi.dence.

59 Heracl. frq. 129; Herodot. iv. 9').

60 Ia:nb1. V.Pc ii. 4 i Aristotle loc.cit. Porphyry and
Diogenes have Mnesarchus, as also Lucian and the rest.
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have considered it. 61 Perhaps not .in recent tirnes • But the
~lications appear to have lY..;..'20 satirized in antiqu.ity by
Lucian in The Cock , For. when the cock there asks Micyllus
if he hati heanr- of d man named Pythagoras, the son of
Mnesarchus of sarros, M.LcyJ,lus -u~pl.ies:

!'Yourrean that sophist, that braggart, who imposed a
restriction on the eating of flesh and beans,
barrishtnq from the table my ra''[ourite food and
then went Q~ to f.,'erS~a,de_p0(~~~e, tha t t~for~ 6~e "vas
Pythagoras t ne WdS WeLl.-ted \Euphorbus J ••••

Tertullian lets the poss ibi.Li.ty of this sor t of
frivolity pass for a rrore serious contention aqa.ins t those
who raise the matter of Pythaqoras having been Euphorbus ,
"Look at Euphorbus," he says; "his soul was wcrrlike and
aggressive; Pythagoras, on the other' hand , was so quiet and
pacific that he avoided the wars then raging in Greece and
preferred to devote hirnse Lf to a life of geanetry. a.strology
and rrais i.c, ~J alien to the .irrte res ts and disposition of
Euphorbus. "

The name 'Pythagoras! .i.tse.l.f , Skutch points out, was
interpreted .in antiquity, in terms of allegorical philology
popul.ar among thE"640rphlcs and Pythaqozeans , as the 'rrouth
piece of Apollo r • ) In this case , however , no one can even
sugges t tha tit was his service tria t in due course g:lVe rise
to his namei he was knos•••.m as Pythaqoras fran the start. To
think the converse is even rrore irresponsible; one Pythagoras

LXVII

61 'Oer Abaris
(1912) p , 22.

62

des Hi?'riJcleides Pont i.cus I Idi , (loRis. vo.L,-...:.-~-

4 - ~.708. S<::1!TIeH.,)dcLtngs helve "and went on to
persuade people thclt theYlTiust not talk for five years, It

whereupon it is the cock tha t says. "Know this thing too,
that before I was Pythagoras, I ..•.vas Euphorbus ? , l"licy llus I

opinion of Pythagoras was that he was bogus and an .irnpos ter.
The cock admitting this new point would only justify,
Micyllus. It is best said by t-ticyllus himself.

63 ;,\.' -:;"J-ul~n. ..)j ..••if •

64 loc.cit.
r.JufklyOpoV()l¥catWC;
.tA ~oD"(Onotav.

See lambl. V.I'. ~_.1: Ell't Ofl lfl wu e~l6u.
€m~)i.Jl)IlWvou i.1Ci'jHf::v'J ltoAu Of1fiOU ~aAAov aplJot r-...
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becarne (.1 s(~)"lpt;Jr;
reputation of I1d\'-in9

ano ther
.int roduced

,:"1n £Jt:'l.l(?tc;
nlei~t-c!.:) t: irl~J

If we g<-> by the. occurence of th(·~~~:)eL\:'I~) Jl(J;:~"··'~1 t:':)?::~f"lf t!lt~

conclusion is irl(;::r'i t(.1bIe that the n.::n.1{~ Eup~lC);:t~·l:.~~.;li too \"·':3£:, a
happy acc.ident Ll1t.'it ..t.0! unl.ess C:.i10 is l.)J'L~l)a'c(~j to Lit:!

myst.ical, aIldbcli.evc t.nat we ]~N::' hen' ij syrnho:Lic
nrmenc.Lature atrendant 1.1~)()n the b.i.I~·t!) of ;.~ sU.[")\?l.'·rl(-1.tura ..L
personaqe C" ,.r\. para l Le l .in S1.1::'-.~t!0 C~~}S(~. couLd lie found i.n the
I1aJ'[ES assoc Lated wi.t.h O.:ll.1t~::!na, the E1Jd{jJ·k~.; at b ir th 11t_~ \.vi.lS
cal.Ied 'Siddhi..rr tha ' that "is{ '11e who ';-lC~1j {~\t(~~S h.is qoa.l: a; T1J.S

rrother was IMaJ1t3J113:Y'"".-:1 !.i wru.ch tl.-<).I1S~~.<-~tc;s 'Cr(~i:1t Illusion' I

while the e tyrro.Ioqy of his father's nail!:;, "Suddhodnana I ,

curiously :'"lPt:J;:':JX imate:, . to •Euphorbus ," meaninq he who., \)', - -
partakes of pure focd' .. Otherwi.se . the very unexceptional
nature of the hero Euphorbus speaks j n f.:}vQll~'. of the
s incer i.ty of Pythaqor as c.Laim to 11<.3\'::.' -r)<snn that man, (P

Pythaqor'as' r'eco l.Lcct.aon of l1EfVjl1g been .ElII)hc11-"i.)\..u; ( \alit.ll
or without allusion to the shield, told. by !1lC):3t sources
with no merrt i.on of othe r Lncarnat ions I but c1ga:JJ1 wi.thout
prejudice to the Li.keLi.hood of ot ber cincarnationaybotn before
Euphorbus and be tween Euphor'bus and P:-;{th·1~JVJ:as. As we sew, a
few narrate it c\'S a case =ins tance used by Pythagoras to
illustrate th-e t.ruth of the geneJ:al doct.rine , The

65 Tl~ narne~of Pythaqor as ' mo+he.r: r wnen it makes .i.ts
appearance, is recrui.ted into this norxinc.Ia t.ure by a. story
s trongl y remin iscen t of the na t;iv.ity of Cnri.s r , Preserved by
Apollonius .in his Life of Pythagoras and repeated by Porphyry
(V P 2) and T"""'h'·:~;::-h-;lc I-V P ') 4-"7) .··;t· <~""'~. she was C""II"...:l• • ~ (.....UI'- .J_LU!iU_L •.l.t.......!. '\.. "-oJ t • • ..."..... . J / _ •.... __ ~"""'.1 ~ v-r'_ W"- .-'o....l- ....••• -'-~ ••...\..

Parth· .. . - ("~ -'-';',7', h"- -•.--. h ,_h. 'd ]1-'" 3<:0,··~··.·,'v,·" ,'. .:>.''- I-eIllS v .•.J.'.] .•;.,. l , •.AlL ,lOr. U:::>Ut1n , ",1C..,.,.:.w..,_t.d;;:" cnangeo J.,_

to Pythai.s after Pythian Jl\t)o11o foretold of her 9iving birth
to a remarkab Ie son. The son himself was named Pyt.haqor'as f

rreaninq 'prophesied by Apollo'. Idfnblic.hus (2.\1.P.2.7-8) is
averse to the not ice '" Eoimenidea Eudoxus ·ll"d--Yp.'·t··v-'r"'-<-e· •...• '--.....J.......... ~ ~ ~.t--J ~L)~~:;.t..t. _"J; £_"J U0 Q,.~ .i. "._J. 1••..1\.- <•• f.!,... ••.')

that he \\iUS actue l.Iy fath~re.j by l~I-x)l.loi he th~nks rather
that the soul of Pythagoras was under the lead flYEjJOV LO

of ~he qod, or in aasoc.iat ion (0uv6no6o(; ) with him - i:l t.rue
q,UXflArtoAAwv lOKr[,66 _

See :U. xvi i., 80-81. Apo.l.Lo , contd ..)
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Heracleides account not only extends this single instance
with an incarnation pr i.or to Euphorbus , viz , l'1e1:halides, but
two others as ~ll be tween Eupnorbus and Pythagoras I V]2.
Herrrotimis and the 1:BJ.ic:mfishemnn. Pyx-rhus.O'ut he adds,
when talking of Euphorbus hav inq been Aet.ha.Lides , that he
recoll5cted other rncarnat ions as plants ·:::me] anima.Ls, Peter
Gonnan I pounces on this to sugge~t that Aet.na.Lides was the
f i.rs t hunan inca rnat ~on ("f:' Pvthaooras' "0' I'! -' J' r "P Euphozbus? •••• .......:. __ :..- ._L... L.J.. ~J.L .1.~,y t..~A:1:-:f' 1_C..... .:..)\.. l.. -1..; ~,,~ K...._ JU- -.J

recollects only plant: and cmimal .incarnations previous to
this I and concludes that "these previous Lives demonstrate an
evolution which attained it~; sumut with the Incarnat ion as
the wise man Pythagoras," Qu.i, to apart {COIl the fact that
Gonnan is here reading too much in to this detail in
Heracleides, he is obviously '.:living undue credence to .•••t:tat
rros t scholars have suspec ted to be secondary e.Labor'at Ion upon
the Euphorbus anecdote! be it by Her.ac Ieides hirnse.Lf or his
source at one or more lB.TtOVeb.

The cock in Lucian f on the other hand , speaks of
nurerous .incarnat ions since his soul came down f rrm Apollo,
but is careful not to Lnt erpose any between Euphorbus and
Pythagoras, say ing that when he died as EllDhorbus6'lli5 soul
rema.in unhous Led till. .YJ1esarchus built him a ··house. j

Sk . 169 h . ., l'" t .urc 1 .00N8verargues aqa.ins t the popu ar arrp.i.aca .aon
of the Euphorhus anecdote for a tradition of at least one
incarnation between Euphorbus and Pythagoras, which must, by
the evidence frxm which he derive~:; it, be older than the

. ,.:>j
Mentes, cal.Ls Euphorbus I the bes t rnan in Troy' (Tp.;hJV lOV QP~"
tOV }when he raLlies Hector to oppose MeneL.lusf who has
stripped the hero of his i:1.r:ms- but this.is just rhetorical
cliche. Apart; fran his asaaul.t on Pat roc Ius , his currr.i.cul.im
is insignificant.

67 Pytha.9"oras: A Life London (1979) p. 28.
68 17. Philostratus (v:i:.i.i..14) accepts Pythaqoras as the

next Inman incarnation after Euphorbus - but this may be just
out of carelessness, .if not his OWl) inter~retation to f.ill·
out the .interval between' 'the t¥>::).

69 . . .t 1"'3 .,~4~c~_,' p, J, -1.) •
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second C"..errtury D.C FO.L he thinks that Enni.us ' c.Le.irn that
his soul came to him f rxm Hancr vic; a peacock J5 clearly
node.led on (J descent of Pythaqorns I soul, fron Euphor'bus, The
time ele.ment between Hcn~r and Enni.us (which the peacock
incarnation splits into two 300 year .int.erva.l.s ) is, Skutch
finds I the [;a;nc , as that between Euphor'bus and Py thaqoras , if
one assimes for Hafer the Herodotean date in the 9th century,
As for the pcacock , it sits more natur'a.l.Ly in the descent of
Pythagoras, being the bird of SamosI the hane of the
philosopher, and so, accord inq to Skutch, must have been
imitated into the descent of Enni.us from Homerr where, as
Tertullii1n had sneered, it hardly does cred.i.t to the p...oet ic
lineage. ,U

Skutch finds evidence for the two JOO year intervals
into which the peacock incarnation splits the t irre be tween
Euphorbus and Pythagoras I in E)PfY:docles, who declared that
Pythagoras I rlY3110['Yspanned ten an(ieven n.~nty generations
of rren, 'I\Vf.mty gencr.-ations CCiJlculated at 600 years) fran
Pythagoras takes us to Euphorbus; ten, he says, to the
(hypothetical) peacock,

Our concern is with Euphorbus , not the peacock. But if
Skutch's hypot.hesis of a Pythagorean peacock is better than
his argurrent, the bird nC7,,' ccmron to both the Euphorbus-
Pythagoras descent and. the Horrer--Ennius descent must have had
a lot to do with the conflation of the two subsequently.
Thus we find Perseus writing:

"Get to know, citizens, the ':..¥:lteway of the f-1oon -
its ~Jrth your while."

Ennius makes this appeal f rom his heart ,
when he prcx:::laimed to be

70 Arum. 33.-8 t Tertullian is right that though the
peacock plumes itself with beautiful feather's , it has a loud
arxl raucus voice. It has been corpared to the braying of a
.dorikey.
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--:1

Maeonides, l\.Lintus f'rrm the Pythagorean peacock. J.~

Carrrenting on t.hi.s tile scho.lias t says I "He (;all~l him
'fifth 1 (Quintus) because of t.he opinion wh.i.ch declares that
the soul - of Pythagoras \\i"GS t.rans fer.red to a peacock , and
fran the peacock to EUpt-lOrbus; frrm Euphorbus to Horrer; and
fran Haner to E.nnius." r c lSi th i.s reckon ino Enni.us is fifth
alright r- but not f rcrn the Pythaqoreen peacock. Besides , the
chrono.Ioqy .i.s r id.i.cul.ous if Pythaqoras is to precede
Euphorbus and Hormr, Lacr , Stat. 'I'heb 3. 484 has, first
Euphorbus. second Pytha,goras, thirdpe-ac<:1ck I fourth Honer and
fifth Ennius - but aqaxn (as is ev ident) Dot fifth f rrm the
peacock. Pseudo-Acre (HOL Cdes L 28.10) is non-ccmrd.teL,
He has Pythaqoras sayinq he-'~~as-Euphorbw3 before he becalm
himself, then goes on to add: "This man (Pythagoras) is said
to have been born before E±S Hormr, afterwards as a peacock,
and finally as Enrrius , f!

This alternate succession az.i.s i.nq fzrrn the ~~lnia
Pythagorea of Erinius emulzrtes , as it rivals, the
Heracleidean. But.i.f it .i.s to conform to Perseus; it must
obviously begin wi.th the peacock and end with (as ! fifth' ;
Quintus Enntus , Sk:utch however rejects a rnmer ica.L pun on
this praenaren of Enn.ius , (oven though be e Lsewher'e adrnitted
that "et~1}Dlogic:al s[X:!C'-..11at ion likes to fas ten on
mmera.Is . ,,1 The reason is that, as ~'0 saw. he himse If held
necessarily located the peacock .incarnat ion (in the case of
Ennius ) bet-ween Fuphorbus and Pythaqoras , with no prospec t of
Lifting it off to first pos i tion to aw" for the pun on
'Quin tus I in guiD tus pavone e Pyth:3~E'~O. I

71 6. 9-11.

72 Sehol Pers. 6.11.

73 ~_. p, E}l.

74 John Conninqton !1~ ~ti£.,:,..::~ofC~~si~~Oxford (1874)
p. 118, n.ll ad lac says a pun may ver.y welI have been
intended by Persius --:.::.but that then we shoul.d have had a
rather than ex, as '0 a~t""r ab i 1J(' and => .lo~'e rer t.i.us Ajax-:-";'.1." ..J.,J =-=....2:- -.::.:..~ .1v•..;' Ci v 'l,! t_" , __ ,,-0. I

on the othe£t1iilld, If Enni.us (Quintus) is the sane as (cortd)
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with the philosophers the claim of Pythagoras to have
been Euphorbus seems to have particulari zed the question of
identity between incarnations in the general doct r ine of

" rretenpsychosis. Aristotle had asked of the Pythagorean
doctrine how a chance soul could occupy a chance body.
'tertullian found Pythagoras' psycho Ioq.ice.L desposition so
different fran that of Euphorbus. Lucian SeJ'W in it cause for
humur when the cock in his satire ups and c.Lairns he is

. Pythagoras. while Cal.Lirnachus imputes with curious effect
the geanetrical achievernents and ql)st inence frrm fLesn to a
Pythagoras, 'Whomhe calls Euphorbus. ,,) 'TtK~ cLimax of all this
mist be the appalling paradox which Diogenes v.Drks out of the
instance in an epi.qram in whi.ch he seems to pride himself:

If you wish to know the mind of Pythagoras,
Look on Euphorbus' shield and its boss.
For he says II I have lived before. Of But when he wasn I t,
If he says he was saneone I then he was no one wh.:n

\' he was.

The inclusion of Aethalides in the .incarnat ions of
Pythagoras enlists for the philosopher ':'10 exceptional power

j of merrory which the fonner is said to have received as a
- divine dispensation. Coupled with a s irni.Lar gift of
alternating his life between earth and Hades, the impression

ncreated that, 1:L)\e the experience of ze.incarnat ion, the power
of recollecting was a privilege restricted to Pythagoras.
IClllblichust observe t ion that Pythaqoras assisted others to

tIeCOVer the rremory of their fanner births I and the signal
.. case of Mullias of Croton known to Aris tot Ie however; show
!.:that such birth-recollection was within the power of others
<2--------
~lbner Maeonides, the ex can standi e.g. Quintus fiBm e Sosia
nPlaut. ~. i.1.152.

75 Call. Iarrbi. 124 f. (=Diod. x.6.1)= Oxyrhn. Pap. 1011
ed, A.S. Hunt.

76 ... 45V~~l. •



as wel.L, In this connection recent writers draw attention
the Pythagorean practice of memory deve.Iopnent ,
Pythagorean, we are to.Id , will not get up fn.m bed unpfl
has recal.Ied all the bappen.inqs of the previous day, I

rrore s tr inqent and advanced exercises they may have
taught to recover memori.es of the distant past, and with t
attainment of supernorrre I powers, scme may even have brok
through their Lnt reutc.r.ine exis tence to recollections of pas
lives. Pythagoras h.imse.l.f ( as Elnpedocl.es tells us, could
when he 'reach_~ out I ( OpE~Ql1:o ) with the full paNer of

f '

mind ( nconcn v• •• noon (OEOO tV) go as far back in tine as te
or twenty life-tirres of rren,

(Ml) If a is the same person as b, and b 4>E;;dat time t
and place E, then ~ can reme.-TIher 4>:iJ19at .!E.

Such msrory ~ur8experiential. Experi.ent ia.I rremory , says
Jonathan Barnes, is typically expressed by way of the
formula, • I rerr'Bnber .in~l; and the object of such rrecory .is
an experience I and an experience of the remembering person.

.Iohn Locke' 5 account of personal identity is propedy
expressed in tenus of "exper'Lentie.l ' rrerrory, and zrrounts,
says Barnes, to a conjunction of the following two premi.ses r

(M2) If a can renernlx:r <Ping at t.p , and b oed at !E, then
a is the same person as !:?.-

(Ml) is open to the criticism that a may in fact have
been b who eed at tp, but cannot recollect having ¢eel at tp.
This would be the-case wi t.h many thinas a had done as a
himself and within the present life itseif. - But this does
not absolve a of rcsponsib.i.Li ty for them, or I as regards
identity, deny that it was h0 who did them. The only thing
is that he ~~=,-'L_renx.:rnbeL ~Vhil,,:o this C':<:'II1 happen even

77 V.P. 165.
78 The Presocratic Philosopt~rs revised ed ,

(1982) p. 108 f. But see 8. Wil1iarns Problems of
CCltbridSJe. p. 4. He says that s .ince •:r."81aWermg
lrernembers himself doing' it is tzmt.o.loqous j also. s~
constituting personal identity, it presupposed it.

wndon
the Self
do.ing'Ts
far fran
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within the single life of a (when a is the same person a),
due to a simple lapse of !iiC!rnor'.l. Trle concept of Lethe, (the
River of Forqetf'ul.ness .in HadesI fran w-l1ich all the souls of
the dead are made to drink, according to C.rf·x,,;k mythology)
lends itself symbolically to reinc<rrnation eschatology to
account for the total emnesi.a soul.s suffer in one birth, of
the previous .u.re, or Li,ves , Thus, we find Lactantius
sarcastically exc.Ia.irrunq about Fytha90ras f rocolle-...";tion of
having been Euphozbus (and having then been killed by
Menelau.s ) :

"0 s t'ranqe and marve.l.Ious Ly s inqu.Lar Ir,,:'HDl::)T of
Pythagoras, and O! the wretched memory of us e.l.I.,
who do not know ""ho '.AJe lr,lore bef ore ~ Or perhaps :i.t
was brought about throuqn sore error or d favour
that he alone did not touch. the wni.rp<:)(~ of Lethe
and never tasted the water of oblivion."l

A failure to re.rremrJer does not disprove the .iderrt i.ty of
a person within one life or across [{'ote than one life I if the
reincarnation hypot bes.Ls be accepted. (M2), on the other
hand, is irrmediately plausible, says F3,--:G:."11.8S. "Lndeed , if \hie

take the notion of place narroe..•ly, so that ilt most one person
can be at p at any given rfl(Xt¥.:mt, and if we construe
1rerremberI III a veridical sense, then (1"12 ) is Cl necessary
truth; if a r8l'T8'1lbers ~ing, then a ~di and zf a qx..:;dand b is
the ~r, then a is identical wi, £h b. ..i\Jxl it -'is (tJf2) ".,11ich
Pythagoras requlres."

Put in this f.rame, the claim of Pyt))r1qoras I as given by
Heracleides,is s irnpLe and straightforward.

(1) Pythagoras
Troy at a
the course

reme!rd:>ers be inq killed by Men:;laus
parti.cular t irre of a part Icul.ar day
of the Trojan War.

at
in

(2) Euphorbuswas killed by r-1enelaus at that particular
tiIre of that particular day in the course of the
Trojan War.

79 loc.cit.
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( 3) Pyrhaqor'as is .iden tical wi th Euphorbus ,

The argun~nt is valid , But of course its truth depends
upon the historicity of 1-!OITIerIS Etsserbon that there was a
hero clled Eupborbus , who W,;'lS ki.Ll.ed by ~'lenelau::-; in the
c.i.rcims tances in which the poe t says he was killed. B-J.trmre
i!Tip,:)~-tantl:'l, wnether F"fthaJ,Jcrcas ac tua.LLy rerrr~:rnbered, or was
hallucii1ating uJJ()D the Homeric allusion, ere even de.Libe re te ly
lying.

It is to .insu l.ete him aga:inst: a charge ofuTh-J.gini.ng or
lying rhat the story of the shield. (which originally
suggested that it rnerely evoked the rerrunascence in him of
having been Euphorbus ) was extended in the manner knownto us
from Di.odorus, ~-k)tthat even so the rrldtter can be settled in
Pythagoras' favour, as we see frc;."'nthe suspicions r'a i.sed by
Tertulliar. I when t.aken t:ogl~ther with a certain reput.at ion I

which is found ear Ly }TI Her'ac.Ie i.tus C'•.nd Herodotus I that
Pythagoras was not beyond resorting to dishonesty a
xeputation to which, of course , any per'sonaqe claiming to
esoteric knowl.edqe and supernunan powers wou.Ld be
susceptible.

even qrantinq Pythagoras! c.La.im to be t rue , it is not
possible to assess the nature and intensity of his~r of
birth-recollection [ran the Euphorbus epi.sode alone. Indeed,
it Ls not even poss i.bIe to dec ide whether he recoLLected his
life as Euphorbus to an even greater extent I and rnerely
remarked about his death in it (which ot.herwi se Barnes finds
'a touch unusual') upon ccming across the shield. Taken ~
se and res trictedly, hO\~ver, one may canpare the
recollection it evidences to the memory of 3. fOIT!P3r
habitation such as is in the capacity I in Buddhism, of an
ordinary Brother, whose IT?2-'11C}ry of the pas t is descril:::k.--d as
'factitious I in that it is not spontaneous but evoked through
certain means. Such a f3rother, who is ye t to beoore an
arah.at, can only acquire rrernory of past births seF;P by step --
and then too of one birth or a few, but no !TOre. v

4111\



His reccxJniticl1 of the rei:-,CJD1aticn c·r his friend as a
dog, even though th.is too is effecte(~ factitiously i.e, by
the sOUJ1d 0;: ; ,·c bark.inq mis t ,",,,,,,,',s:..)~ -,.-, =>'"'~1 ; +v on1'-'; \.4 _.1_'~0 •.__••.•...u.. .• !', i.~I\.., .•..}L ")J;-.'C~ul\. .~, .•..L aLl C.l.U.J.. ..J..I...,..J ;~T

Pythagoras I oart to recom ize thp oi r th [),c ot hers '5 '.ro. -11 U ,L,. --.'- _ ....v .....__,J. 4.. . _. ~ _ .~. 1. c 1., t \:.1 L •., c~. "..,....::;:_ _.•

He was also able to ase i.st othe rs (as 'ft'B have seen in
Ianblichus I general assertion and the rrore particular
instance of MuHias cited by Aris totLe) , to roco.l l.ec t their
past births, perhaps at leas t the one previous - though how
he set about thi,s is not knO'v'JT1,nor whethcri t ~'Qs .i.n any way
involved with the reputed Pythaqor'ean lTcr:r..:nY-L~aillin9.

If ~however, one accepts the Li.ke.l ihocd that the shield of
Euphorbus upon the wall of Juno ~s t,ernple did not evoke the
merrory in Pythagoras of his having been Eupnorbus, but merely
occasioned the observat ion or) t.hat; pas t life, which was
accessible to nun without the need of such rreans anyhow, it
would put the sage .in a d.i.ffererrt category of beings, at
least as recognized by Pali Buddhism. EIn;:),2docles, speaking
of it as a marve Llous ability as it is in Buddhist estimate,
says Pythagoras saw "each one of exi s tinq things I: (his
phraseology for 'everything') in ten or even twenty lifetirnes
of men - and this surely without alway-s having before him
evocatives for such menory recoveries.

This' Finpedoclean description of Pythagorean abhii1i1a
seems rrore reminiscent ( I} of the overknowlcdge of a Buddha,
an iddhi acquired by corrterrp.Iat ive discipline, which, when
taken together with Pythagoras' ability to see the lives of
others, is canparable to the power: of birth-recollecting
included as one of the six powers of. levitation which
eccorpany the ach.ieverrent of Li.oe.ra t ion. Merrory occurs by

81 See A.K. Ccx:rnaraswamy 'Recollection, Indian and
Platonic' JAOSsuppl. to no. 3, (issued with vol. LXIV, no. 2)
p. 6. Recollection occurs factitiously wnon those who are
naturally forgetful are constrained or stimulated to rerrember
by' another person (or thing) , as when one r€!OO11bers a
relative by likeness or cat tIe by their brands.
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such overknowl.edqe s impLy as w;h(~n monks the Li.ke or Ananda ,
who are reputedly 'birth·-remembe:fDrs t (jjtissaral l'"BCdU a
birth (iati..ri saranti.) I us ino their sUDf~ni0i:n¥:iI-fu(~:,-,Jtv. This
.-y""'·""r ~a t""'.'11' f'f;:;+a+-l' ,"D of ;"TIni'-('-;P""J~~"" -:,' t:.vnr"~';"-'''''1' 'r-.•.. "1" 1l.AJn"-J, ~i.1lA~ ~v~:)'- "_ ......,. _ '_J_I..!. __ •.-., ..-...- .....1 t__<':'::, J ••:) •.....n-.'-_ .••.....-...•...v·..•.•. :.....t.L 'JI ..L~

by such beings as the Buddha t and extends to roco.Ll.ect ion of
any birth whatever'. 8') It -'.:' scorrtaneous and in the n;;tum of
intuition (anubhil\).·- ,~) regards such a ca+oqory of beings
recognized ill PytLDgoreanl.sm \\."-2 11:1Y(: to be satisfied with the
evidence we have of Pythaqoras ' unique powe.rs, ",'hen taken
together with a classification of rational beings. observed
by the Pvtl~1oor.-eans, in to Q0:1S I rren and Ibeincs like

.1.[5):J -'
Pythagoras. ' "

If .Lhen , one cons.ide rs Pythaqoras I tnrth--recol1ection in
the light of his general doc t rine of rebirth, and both these
in the context of the several. observances and practices
arising f:L-UTI them, for wh.ich there is evidence -" whether
such evidence appears to be ccnt rad.ic tor'y, gar-DIed or
misunderstood there is Li.t tie doubt tha.tPythagoras
presented hirnse.If in Gro2ce as a cIoso 0})prcximatioll to the
Buddha in India. Notable emonq t.hes.e atter¥.hnt features of
the rebirth doctrine are the concept of incarnation as a
suffering for the deeds of the soul in prior existences, and
the world as a place f rom wn.ich one cannot be too soon .i.n
escaping; that liberation f rrm the \>IOI'ldand fran the cycle of
births is into a state of bliss, the path of liberation,
conterrplation ( 8Eli.p{a ) and a "way of Life; the acceptance
of all be inqs as equal ( OIlOYE\J(j), whence the abs t inence
fran killing and f Ieslr-eatinq- and finally, the recognition
of a stage of advancement in the path of liberation/in which
'beings like Pythaqorasj Wi~L--e thought to possess rmrve Ll.ous

83 .., ~.,.> l

Aristot. loc.ciL toC: Aoy lKOU ~UHOU TOPEV EOTl E3EO~,to' 6€ Civ6pUJ!1:or;,t(} OE "'"(;lov nueoy6'~)(l<;. It woul.d !38(::'1l that such
beings wer'e , like the arahat s of Buddhism, on the Urreshold
of liberation. In whiCh case~ Phe.recydes may also be thought
to have been such a person; rsee 10,1!" rg. 4.



qualities and .r{)tent_i.a ..Lit i.es , not t~"1E~_:CO.st of whi.ch \,,~S the
bi.L i.t .•. r"" 1'.,,-,,!. ""'''''-''i-~ ,-~ O"'~~' bi.r+hs ---'M-.'l] .'G' .·1a 11. y LO ,.t:.CO.L_c':,!"",- '-f,lt:",",,~, ;""dn ,,0;:", '-"..,_"".1""', Cl':::i \1\""-'- .... a,,, '.•10se

of others. VJond,,-()lu,stories we:t'C tc)d, and multiplied, of
Pythaqoras himse.lf {21S of t11.o2: Bud(1htJ.) vitli.(~h bore on the signs
attendant upon him, rri.s ascet ic prac t ices (.iJl(~ludjo.rlg
reticence, rred.i.t.at ion , frJgality and abs t inence ), his powers

. of forevision and prophesy, b.i.Locat ion end rn:Lrocle-working,
his strange .inf Iuence ove»: b i rei and beas t --and no t: the leas t
.of these, his remarkab.le claim to have ::JS-'€n born before this,
in one of which exi.s tences he nad been Euphozbus , the son of
Panthors., whcroVJ2nelaus killed and despo iLed on the bat tLe
field to Troy.

The question is bound to OCCUJ:/ then, whether there was a
borrowing, and if so, by wncm f:r;2f11 \"110.11, or more broadly, by
which civilization f rrm which. <.); This has been arqued in
favour of the one by one set of scho Lars f and in favour of
the other by another, and often enough as prejudice dictated.
The evidence is Larqe Iy Lnf'erent ie.I and ma.Ll.eebLe, As far as
Pythagoras and the Buddha are concerned r they are, for the
noat part of their lives, contemporary. \~ritten evidencSs for
too belief in rei.ncaJ:nation is, as A.B. Keith observes, ~ in

84 The best case fOL a Greek borra.vi.nq f rcm India was
that made by Leopold von schrocder , Pythagoras una die Inder
leipzig (1B84). For the opposite v i.ew, see A.B. Keith'
"Pythaqor'as and +-h"" Doct r ine of ml'r"'n~;mi'--rr-.;'-~(..,r}!mf\.S(lqoa}· n~.~ "-:.t~ ._J.~_. L.." .t,...l-..!l ~..u.~I..,.;.~._,::;.•..~..•.t, ...1~•. ~. ~.~ -' J :i;;'-

569-606 (I find his arqurerrts not as good ,JB they appear).
Recently C.H. Kahn wrote ('Errpedocles among the Sham3ns( in
Essays in ,~cien ~~~~~:.._P~ilos_c?'P!2Y ed , .r.P. Anton with G.L.
Kustas, New York (1971) p , 35): "The time has perhaps care to
reconsider in the light of rnode rn research and with more
rigorous techn.iques of corpari.son. the hypot.hea.is developed
by van Schroeder in 1884."

85 op.cH." pass im,
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favour of Greece - but this could be because the Indians
relied longer on an oral tradition.

I have no wish to enter my views in this controversy
here, nor is i t neceasery to place the Euphorbus episode
against the wider backdrop to evaluate it. Whatthe evidence
on it docs. howeverI reflect on the issue is that I while
both Greece and India can trace the evolution of the concepts
surrounding the reincarnation hypothesis in their own
civilizations without tho need of a hypothesis of borrowing,
the doctrine seems not to have enjoyed the consensus in
Greece which it did - and jndeed does - in India. For, while
it has continued in India to be a fundarrent of Indian
religion, thought and life, it has, even in the brief
antiquity in which it surfaced cm:mgthe Greeks, limited
itself to certain exclusive religious ~1d philosophical
circles, not the leas t of these the Pythagoreans and the
Orphics, who by reason of this very belief, have fran the
first been subjected to the unsl~thetic attentions and even
ridicule of others. Wehave had a fair scrnpling of this in
the ~ASeof our Euphorbusanecdote.

MERLIN PERIS


