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, The mediation of religion and the transmission of information about religion
. always proceed through language, though not through language alone. The most
" important evidence for Greek religion remains the literary evidence, especially as the
Greeks founded such an eminently literary culture. Nevertheless, religious texts in the
narrow sense of sacred texts are scarcely to be found: there is no holy scripture and
barely even fixed prayer formulae and liturgies; individual sects later possess their
special books suchi as those of Orpheus, but even these are in no way comparable with
the Veda or Avesta, let alone the Torah, New hymns are composed for each festival of
the gods by poets; almost all archaic choral lyric is cult lyric, and the rhapsodists
 introduce their festal recitations with Homeric Hymns. Interweaving tales of the gods
with heroic narratives, epic poetry, pre-eminently the Homeric fliad set its seal on the
way the gods were imagined.
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The “end” of comparison cannot be the act of comparison itself. There are four
moments in the comparative enterprise: description, comparison, redescription, and
rectification. Description is a double process which comprises the historical or
anthropological dimensions of the work: Fﬁst, the requirement that we locate a given -
example within the rich texture of its social, historical and cultural environments that
invest it with its local significance. The second task of description is that of 6
reception-theory, a careful account of how our second-order scholarly tradition has
intersected with the exemplum. That is to say, we need to describe how the datum
has become accepted as significant for the purpose of argument. Only when such a
double contextualization is completed does one move on to the description of a
second example undertaken in the same double fashion. With at least two exempla in
view, we are prepared to undertake their comparison both in terms of aspects and
relations held to be significant, and with respect to some category, question, theory,

- or model of interest to us. The aim of such a comparison is the redescription of the
exempla (each in light of the other) and a rectification of the academic categories in
relation to which they have been iniagined. |
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