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Abstract: Sacred personae of the officially recognized religious systems
often appear in charms in order to enhance the therapeutic efficacy of the
ritual. Their appearance is particularly common in Greek narrative charms
where they often assume the role of the auxiliary agent who expels the ma-
levolent factor and provides a cure to the afflicted person. In this context,
the appearance of Christ, the Virgin Mary, Angels, Archangels, the Apos-
tles, as well as various saints, is also quite frequent. There is, however, a
peculiarity in terms of the role that the figure of the Virgin Mary (Panagia,
Theotokos) assumes. This holy figure can not only assume the role of an
auxiliary sacred agent who provides a cure to the afflicted person, but also
the role of the afflicted, seeking healing treatment by another holy figure.
Worth mentioning in the last case is that this affliction could have as its
source another sacred figure such as the Apostles or even the Angels. In
which particular charm-types does the Virgin Mary appear as the afflicted
person? Which are the factors leading to the onset of this affliction and
which are the symptoms experienced by the holy figure? How is this af-
fliction cured and by whom? How could we, finally, explain this ambiguity
of the Virgin Mary (Panagia) who appears to be standing in a liminal and
transitional space between the sacred and the secular, divine and human,
healer and afflicted? These are some of the questions that this article seeks
to examine and answer.
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INTRODUCTION

The Lady of the Angels and the Joy of the Archangels divine cloth she wore
and sat on a throne [...].! The sacred figure cited as “The Lady of the Angels
and the Joy of the Archangels” in the above excerpt of an charm against the evil
eye can be easily identified with the Virgin Mary (Greek ITavayio [Panagia]).
Such an association is not coincidental. The connection of the Virgin Mary
with angelic realms and her superiority in sacred hierarchy is often illustrated
in Byzantine icons and in the official ecclesiastic orthodox hymnology.? Hence,
unsurprisingly we often find references in charms, such as the following:

The Virgin Mary [...] worshipped by the Archangels [...].2

The Virgin Mary sat with thousands of Angels, with countless Arch-
angels [...].*

The Lady Virgin Mary arrived at the Mount of Olives surrounded by
the wings of thousands of angels and archangels [...].°

Far, farther away from the Jordan River there walked the Virgin Mary,
my Lady, with four hundred angels [...].°

The worship of the Virgin Mary is so widespread in Modern Greek traditional
culture that exceeds that of any other sacred figure. There is a surprisingly
large number of churches and monasteries dedicated to her grace in all parts of
Greece. Similarly excessive is the number of her local names (KepaAAnviadng
1997: 163-212).” The name @cordrog (Theotokos), by which she is primarily
mentioned in the literary ecclesiastic tradition of the eastern Christianity, de-
notes the woman who gave birth to God himself. In Greek traditional culture,
however, this holy figure is mainly known as Ilavayio / [lavoyia, (dialectal
form) Ilavaia / [lavaic. (nominalization of the female form of the adjective
Havayiog (< Ilav + ayrog = all holy), ITopOéva (nominalization of the female
form of the adjective ITapOévog, virgin) in addition to honorary titles Aéomorva
(respected Lady and Domina, Mistress), Kvpd / Kepa and Apévipa (Mistress/
Lady).?
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This sacred figure is repeatedly encountered in charms, since in the folk
religious system of the Greek traditional culture she is considered to bear the
energy of the sacred par excellence. Her name is frequently an essential sup-
plement in the catalogues of holy figures.’ Such a reference is typically and
fundamentally closely associated with the performer of the ritual who, in this
way, attracts the energy of the sacred, hence enhancing the effectiveness of the
treatment. Indicative of the considered sacred power of the Virgin Mary is the
fact that the stereotyped formula of scholarly ecclesiastical tradition “Eig o
ovopa tov [Tatpodg kot Tov Yo kot tov Ayiov [Ivedpatog” [In the name of the
Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit] is altered in oral tradition to “Eig to
ovopa tov [Totpdg kot tov Yiov kat ton [apOévag” [In the name of the Father
and the Son and the Virgin] (To stop bleeding, Zakynthos, I'avvomoviov 1951:
267).!1% This has not happened by chance, since the Virgin Mary is, as cited
in charms, “Boaciloca tov KOGV [gueen of the world] (Against evil eye,
Naxos, Huehdog 1962: 179) and “Aéonowva tov andvtwv” [ Despoina/Lady of
everything that exists] (Against jaundice, Leukada, Kovtopiyng 1985: 96-97).

THE VIRGIN MARY IN GREEK NARRATIVE INCANTATI-
ONS

Elements for the identity of this sacred figure, as developed in the frame of the
folk religious system, are traced in Modern Greek narrative charms, in which
Iovayio takes on one of the main principal roles. The most representative
case of her ultimate sacred power is recorded in charms based on the typical
structural model of the encounter of a sacred power with the personified cause
of the evil. In this type, the Virgin Mary appears as the leading sacred figure
which encounters and exorcises the malevolent agents. A typical example of
such a case is the following:

The Lady Theotokos and the Mistress of all that exists met Hector, yet
she did not salute him, only stood and told him: -Where are you heading
to, Nectora, Dictora (=nonsensical words whose formation is based on
the name of the sickness jaundice iktepog), red, yellow, Death’s brother
and Lord, along with Death, of death? He [The Jaundice] replied and
said to Mother of God: -The Earth saw me and was appalled. The rocks
saw me and got torn apart and you ask where I am heading to? - I go
to this God’s servant to burn his kidneys. Then, Theotokos exorcised
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him holding a golden ring by saying: -Go to Tartaro (=the river of the
underworld) itself, because this servant of God is baptized in the name
of the Father and the Holy Spirit."

An independent and autonomous benevolent interference often appears in
narrative charms based on the structural model in which an assistant sacred
figure meets with the sufferer himself.'? In those charms the Virgin Mary her-
self encounters the sufferer and heals him providing the necessary therapeutic
instructions:

[...] The Virgin Mary came [and said to the afflicted person:]. -What
is wrong and you are in pain and you are crying? [The afflicted person
answered:] -Red (name of the disease) caught me. [The Virgin Mary
said:] -Set a fire, find seven pieces of thick cloth, cut them in seven
parts, place them inside out and burn them.'

The power and her supremacy are also apparent in charms where the charmer
appears in the narrative using only her name in order to command the ma-
levolent agents to disappear:

[...] Panagia, the Mistress told me [...] to say [...]."

It seems as if the independent therapeutic intervention diminishes when the
Virgin Mary appears as a member of a group of sacred figures, as in the fol-
lowing case:

Forty brothers up on the mountain chopped wood for ceilings and floors
and windows. And there drops an axe off one’s hands and hits him on
[that part of his body]. And John the Baptist and the Virgin Mary, the
Mistress, told him to take the wool from a black sheep, to enchant and
heal it [...]."°

It has to be noted that such instances are not associated with decreasing the
authority of the sacred figure summoned by the healer, but with the rhetorical
strategy applied in charms to enhance and establish the healing outcome by
pleading as many sacred figures as possible.'®

The Virgin Mary’s autonomy is weakened when she undertakes the role
of a mediator between the sufferer and the sacred power, which she herself
pleads to help solve the problem. In an incantation from the area of Paros used
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to heal jaundice, after meeting with the evil factor, the Virgin Mary pleads
God to help her cure the disease. God promptly responds to her summon and
sends St. George:

[...] The Virgin Mary made with her hands the sign/gesture of the cross
and pleads upon God. The God quickly sends [...] St. George who is
riding his horse holding a lance [...]."

The power of the Virgin Mary to intervene and handle crucial situations
seems to be diminished or even to be annulled in the charms she undertakes the
role of the victim. In those instances, the Virgin Mary appears to be afflicted by
a disease and gets sick. It is surprising that a sacred figure, especially that of
the Virgin Mary, who in other instances has the power to heal and exterminate
evil, becomes its victim and in some cases is infected by the same diseases
that she heals.'® Finally, it is worth considering that “the Lady of the Angels
and joy of the Archangels” can be afflicted by the very same sacred escorts
like the Angels and the Apostles. All these issues will be addressed below.

THE TYPE “THE VIRGIN MARY AFFLICTED”

The narrative charms in which the Virgin Mary is presented as afflicted are
widespread in many areas of Greece, more widely in Cyprus (Iovég 2007B:
352-500, Iovag 2007A: 156—158)" and less frequently in Crete (ITdykoAog
1970: 443-44, 1983: 363-364; Aevaxdkng2007: 50-57, 59, Xp1ot0d00AdKNG
2011: 256, 258, 263, 264, 264, 265; [Tamaddkn 1938: 520-552; KovtovAdkn
1962: 196-197), Thrace (Zapavti - ZtopovAn 1938: 238-240), Rhodes
(ITamaypiotododrov 1962: 72-73), Paros (Ztélhag 2004: 457-458), Naxos
(Hpelhog 1962: 179), Santorini (Kepaiinvidong 1997: 76) and Kasos
(MyomAidng-Novdpog 1932: 14-15).% Incantations of this type are exclusively
used against the evil eye.?! In Ionas’ compilation (Imvag 2007) of Cypriot
incantations, 140 samples of this type have been documented, allowing us to
refer to it as a widespread, unique type of charms with specific structural traits.??
They include an extensive text which, along with stereotyped introductory and
concluding frames, can be up to 65 verses in length. In Cyprus they are known
as “ynteld g eMdg” (charm of olive), a name associated with the fact that
the recitation of the narrative is always accompanied by smoking olive leaves
(Iovag 2007B: 354), as well as “ynrewd g kanmoapkds” (Charm of Caper,
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Caper spinosa kapparka, a native herb to which the transfer of the evil eye
is attempted). It is worth mentioning that this type of charms is exclusively
recorded in oral tradition, since the exact literary source in the written tradition
of charms — if it exists at all —cannot be traced.

The structure of those charms consists of two characteristic parts. The first
part includes a stereotyped introduction, where the Virgin Mary is presented
taking care of her physical appearance, embellishing herself and carrying
out various domestic chores or other tasks. Her impressive image provokes
admiration by various encounters who consequently cast the evil eye on her.
What follows is an analytical description of milder or more serious physical
symptoms caused by the affliction. Then, the Virgin Mary meets the sacred
figure (healer) exchanging stereotyped answers and questions. These dialogues
involve the sacred figure’s inquiry of the cause of the evil eye and the Virgin
Mary’s response, which is based on the repetition of the entire typical intro-
duction as she explains the reason for her symptoms. This section apart from
the expected trivial variations is common in almost all charms of this type.

Nonetheless, significant variations are evident in the second part with
reference to the therapeutic treatment. Despite the amalgamation of various
types of charms, additions, abstractions and omissions of parts due to the oral
transmission, we can distinguish three different versions of therapeutic inter-
vention (see the Appendix for representative example of each type). The first
version (see Appendix, type 1) involves standardized instructions to perform
specific rituals (actions and/or words). The second (see Appendix, type 2) fol-
lows the characteristic pattern of a wide category of Greek narrative charms,
based on the meeting of the personified cause of evil with the sacred figure
which alters the evil power’s course of action (ITacoaig2016: 176-177). In
the third version (see Appendix type 3) healing intervention is based on the
transfer of the evil eye to organic or/and inorganic substances with the view
to annul its influence. Detailed analysis of these three versions will follow in
a section of this article referring to the therapeutic treatment.

THE CONTEXT OF AFFLICTION

The first section of these charms starts with the characteristic introduction
in which the main character is the Virgin Mary, who performs a series of
activities purely connected to her human/secular dimension. Those activities
are related to taking care of her body and generally her physical appearance.
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Often after completing all these activities, the Virgin Mary sits on her throne
usually dressed in her sacred vestment:

The Virgin Mary, the Mistress, washed and combed her hair, wore her
(sacred) vestment, sat on her throne [...].3

The Virgin Mary, the Mistress, washed and combed her hair, sat on her
golden throne [...].%

In other instances the Virgin Mary after her usual embellishment and sitting
on her throne deals with textile activities:

The Virgin Mary, the Mistress, has woken up since dawn, washed and
combed her hair, put on a headscarf and had made with her hands the
sign of the cross, took a golden spin, turned a golden wheel, filled
seven wheels [...].»

The Virgin Mary, the Mistress, sat on her throne. She arrowed seven
little threads and she filled seven spindles [...].%

Quite frequent is the reference to Virgin Mary’s involvement with household,
like doing the laundry and sweeping:

[...] She washed and rinsed, and she laid the clothes over laurel [...].%’

The Virgin Mary, the Lady, woke at dawn swept and sprinkled water
[...].%

The list of activities is more rarely enriched with charities like building
of churches, ordination of priests and endowment of orphans (Cyprus,
Kolhmovotov 1957-58: 609—610; Oidinmov 1912—13: 535-536).

The time of the incident is usually undefined. Saturday is mentioned in
some cases (Crete, [Tamaddaxn 1938: 520-521), whereas Thursday is cited in
others (Cyprus, ®1Ainmov 1912—13: 535-536). In all instances, however, the
defined time when specific activities occur is the morning, at the crack of dawn:

The Virgin Mary, the Lady, she wakes at dawn [...].%*

[...] at dawn [...] and the sun did not rise [...].*°
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The place is usually undefined. It is probably the area where the Virgin Mary
lives, which is inferred by the kind of activities she performs. In some cases
there is a reference to the cave of Christ’s birth:*!

[...] into horses’ barn [...].2

The Virgin Mary gave birth into a Cave and bore Jesus Christ. In eight
days she washed her hair and sat on her throne [...].%

THE AGENTS OF AFFLICTION

The Virgin Mary’s appearance provokes the admiration and the envy of passers-
by who usually happen to be going past the area where they encounter her.
Those individuals belong to two different categories of figures. The first cat-
egory of those who cast the evil eye on the Virgin Mary includes women with
strange, disfigured external characteristics and malformations: “n dnocofpvov,
N poAlovpomodid, 1 cakovAoBla, n avapkoovtid” (with thick brows, hairy
legs, loose breasts, sparse teeth);** “n potov, M ayglAov, 1 TNYOLVOD, N
@tepvoV” (with a big nose, huge lips, big jaw, big heels);* “n opptopvlov,
N povoPulov, n kaovpopoyn” (having upright breasts, one breast, with a
hump);*® “n culhovpornodid” (with dirty and torn clothes);*” “n xaptapoPvlod,
N Peveropatn” (with big heavy breasts, blue eyes).*® This is a unique group of
women that in some areas, such as Crete are called “yeilo0dec” [gelloudes],
a name derived from the female demon ['eAho¥ [Gellou], whose main target
is pregnant women and infants (Crete, Kovtovidxn 1962: 196-197). Not
surprisingly, the name of Adpua (Lamia, a female demonic figure of Greek
folk tradition who lethally attacks babies) appears in the list of those women
(Cyprus, Kvpradng 1926: 94, lovég 2007B: 364, Kurprovog 1969: 43) in ad-
dition to witches (Aevakdkng 2007: 52).

The second category of those who cast the evil eye includes a group of
sacred figures like the Apostles:

[...] Twelve Apostles passed by and admired her [...].%*
[...] The Apostles saw and admired her [...].%
[...] Twelve Apostles passed by and saw her and cast an evil eye on

her [...]."
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Angels are also incorporated in the catalogue of the holy figures who cast the
evil eye on the Virgin Mary:
[...] and the angels passed and casted the evil eye on her [...].#?

[...] The angels passed and cast their evil eye on her [...].#
In some instances the angels and the apostles constitute one group:

The Virgin Mary gave birth and washed and combed her hair and wore
her angelic vestment, her golden apostolic clothes and started walking.
Saints Angels encountered her on the road and the twelve Apostles and
saw her, lusted after her and put the evil eye on her [...].*

Hardly ever do “tpeig dyieg map0évecs” (three virgin saints) (Crete, Aevokdakng
2007: 55) or simply “tpeig mapBéveg” (three virgins) (Crete, Agvaxdxng 2007:
51) or “tpeig adehpadec” (three sisters) (Thrace, Zapavtny — Zropovin 1938:
238-240) appear.

SYMPTOMS AND PATHOLOGY

What is the evil eye’s pathology? That is to say, what are the symptoms which
signify and verify the casting of the evil eye, thus revealing the Virgin Mary’s
human dimension? Headache and fever are incorporated in the main pathology
leading to her resigning from her activities:

[...] her head sharply ached, she shivered and her thread was cut[...].*
In other instances, fever forces the Virgin Mary to lie down:

[...] In black chill the Virgin Mary shivered and lay and pondered and
covered up [...].%

[...] she lay and covered up, shivered in fever but found no comfort
and called her son, the only begotten Son [...].¥

The list of symptoms extends further to include not only intense headache,
sore throat, abdominal pain, lower back pain but also pain in joints and bones:

[...] she suffered from headache, sore throat and abdominal pain and
covered up with her sheet [...].%
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[...] hear head ached and she lay and covered up [...].*
[...] headache, pain in the eye and toothache [...].%°

[...] headache, sore throat, abdominal pain, lower back pain, pain in
bones [...].%!

What is also included in the intense symptoms is paleness of the face and the
loss of the Virgin Mary’s hair:

[...] The colour of red roses on her face faded away, her hair fell [...].%

The evil eye’s pathology is also evident in Christ’s words when he encounters
with his mother:

[...] -Mother, what is wrong, and you curled up and bandaged your
head and leaned against your throne? [...].%

[...] Christ passed by and saw her pale her expression was fatigued

[...].%

The intensity of symptoms is illustrated in some cases through excessive/
dramatic utterances like:

[...] She sighs and that sigh was heard on heaven [...].%

[...] The Virgin Mary, the Mistress, sobs and mourns, she withers trees
and she dries up rivers [...].5¢

The Virgin Mary’s human dimension is also realized through her expression
of fear due to her encounter with those women with the distorted external
characteristics:

[...] The Virgin Mary, my Mistress was terrified and pulled her gold
sheet, placed it over her head [...] and cried: Run, Angels-Archangels,
to stop evil with your hand [...].%7

THE THERAPIST AND THE THERAPY

No other sacred authority could better undertake the role of healer than Christ
himself, who in most cases constitutes the main benevolent agent dealing ef-
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ficiently and effectively with the affliction of the Virgin Mary.*® The therapeutic
intervention of this sacred figure emerges in three different forms. The first type
includes instructions delivered by Christ to the Virgin Mary to perform a com-
bination of verbal and non-verbal rituals, usually the smoking of olive leaves
(hence the name “charm of the olive”, Iovdg 2007B: 354—388) accompanied
by a sacred phrase such as “Eig 1o évopa tov Iatpog kot tov Yo Kot tov
Ayiov Ivevporog” (In the name of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit):

[...] Take three olive leaves and say: In the name of the Father and the
Son and the Holy Spirit.*

[...] Didn’t you have, my mother, three olive leaves to say in the name
of the Father and the Son and the Holy Spirit.*

In other instances, the therapeutic instructions involve simply the reciting a
sacred formula which is simply based on the repetition of the Lord’s Prayer
or the sacred name of Christ (Kvptog):

[...] Wasn’t there any person with five fingers to say Our Father nine
times? Our Father one, Our Father two, Our Father three, [...] Our
Father nine.®!

[...] Say, my mother, Kyrios one, Kyrios two [...] Kyrios nine, three
times.*

While the first type appears irrespective of the category the agents who provoke
the affliction belong to, the second and the third type of therapeutic approach
are only evident in cases where the evil eye is cast by non-sacred figures. Ob-
viously, the casting of the evil eye by a non-sacred figure is considered to be
more powerful, thus demanding a more drastic intervention of the healer. In
the second equally widespread type of therapeutic intervention the text follows
the structure of charms based upon the encounter of a sacred figure with the
wicked power which is in process of causing harm (Cyprus, Iovag 2007B:
404,405-406,408,409,410-411,417-418,421-422,428,430, 436486, 488,
500). In these cases, what is added in the first part of the stereotypical dialogue
between Christ and the Virgin Mary is Christ’s question about the direction of
those powers as well as the Virgin Mary’s response:
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[...] Where did they go, my mother; -They go to the east [...].3
[...] -Where did she head for? -She headed towards west [...].*

[...] -And where are they going now? -They go out in the villages to
wither trees and bury the young and small children in the ground [...].%

[...] -And where did she go, my mother; -In the underworld, deep in
earth [...].%

What follows is those malevolent agents’ pursuit by Christ, their encounter and
a stereotypical dialogue between the sacred figure and the malevolent agents
in relation to the course of their actions:

[...] There goes Christ and catches them and says to them: -Where are
you heading for, you, the one with the black eyes, with hair on your
legs and hanging breasts? -We go to dry trees out and bury the young
and small children [...].9

The therapeutic strategy applied is based on altering their direction. The loca-
tion to which Christ diverts the malevolent agent is a sacred place, usually the
Mount of Olives (Cyprus, lovag 2007B: 404, 405-406, 408, 409, 410411,
417-418,421-422,428, 430), where, in most cases, a marble pond is set (Iovag
2007B: 401, 403) that features (usually three) cups of honey and milk (Iovég
2007B: 396). Christ commands the malevolent agents to eat the honey, drink
the milk and leave there all their negative influence:

[...] Go up the mount of Olives, eat and release your anger [...].%

[...] Eat the honey, drink the milk, drop your bitterness and come back
[...].%

The third type of therapeutic intervention involves Christ’s (Iovég 2007B:
398, 400, 413, 414), as well as the Virgin Mary’s own effort (Iovdg 2007B:
383-386, 390) to transfer the negative influences into various places in order
to annul and stop their effect:

[...] The Virgin Mary got the evil eye with her right hand and dragged
her [the malevolent agent] to the mountain to get lost and cut into pieces.
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The mountain growled and shouted: ‘Oh, my dear Virgin Mary, my
Mistress, I can bear thousands of people yet, I cannot stand envy and
the evil eye’. The Virgin Mary, my dear Mistress, took it, and sank it
into the sea to drown and disappear. There were waves at the seashore
and ships and boats sank. [The sea said:] ‘My dear Virgin Mary, my
Mistress, I can bear thousands of people yet, I cannot stand envy and
the evil eye’. My dear Virgin Mary, my Mistress, took him, and dragged
it to caper whose root is on the rock and its leaves forever bitter.”

After numerous attempts, the sacred figure ends up transferring the nega-
tive influence into a plant (k)anropkd, the well-known thorny plant of caper
(TMTomayyéhov 2001, s.v. kommapkd, Epotoxpitog 1898: 449), “no’ [eivor] M
pila ¢ Pabkid” (whose root [is] deep, lovag 2007B: 399), “omv nétpav
outepévn” (planted on a stone, lovéag 2007B: 384; see also 2007B: 385),
“rlon tar OAAOL TG TKPA TavToTvG” (and whose leaves forever bitter, lovég
2007B: 383). The vast number of the charms of this type resulted in their be-
ing referred to by collectors as the “charm of caper” (Cyprus, lovéag 2007B:
383-386, 390, 398, 400, 413, 414).

Much fewer in number are the instances where the therapeutic intervention
is performed by an angel or a group of angels following the Virgin Mary’s
direct plea to the angels or to Christ:

[...] and called her begotten Son and the Lord’s Angel came and told
her: -What is wrong, my Lady, and you cry and you sigh and call God’s
name? [...] And the Angel told his Lady: -Take three olive leaves in
your hand and form the sign of the cross in the name of the Father and
the Son and the Holy Spirit now and forever. Amen [...].”

[...] The Virgin Mary, my Lady, is scared [...] and cried: Run, Angels-
Archangels, and stop evil with your hand [...].”?

EVIL EYE AND THE VIRGIN MARY

All the incantations in which the Virgin Mary is presented as afflicted are
used against the evil eye, a widespread affliction which has diverse and severe
symptoms.” Its source is to be traced in the admiration/fascination (cf. Latin
fascino and Greek fackaivw), as well as the subsequent envy evoked either
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consciously or unconsciously by sight of a person, animal, or even object. As
previously observed, in almost every stereotyped introduction of this type of
charms, the Virgin Mary’s physical appearance and activities are emphasized
constituting her ex principio a potential victim of the forthcoming affliction.”
Therefore it is not surprising that in some charms against the evil eye the list of
women encountering the Virgin Mary includes the personified (nia (Sjealousy,
envy) (Cyprus, Xat{niodvvoo 1933: 308-309; Kvpralng 1926: 90-91; Znavog
1993: 304; Iovag 2007B: 355).

Biologically sensitive groups like parturient women, new mothers and small
children are potential victims susceptible to the evil eye.” The Virgin Mary
represents the prototype of a great mother who gave birth to God himself.”®
Thus, in some charms, the enchantment is as expected, located in the cave
of Christ’s birth, a little while after his birth (KepoAinviadng 1997: 79).”
Likewise, quite expectedly, the outcome of the enchantment is the ceasing of
the Virgin Mary’s milk:

[...] She neither eats nor drinks nor her begotten son breastfeeds [...].78

The association of the Virgin Mary with motherhood explains also why in
some charms the list of figures that cast the evil eye includes women called
I'eAdovdeg (Gelloudes, a name derived from the female demon I'eAdo0),”
whose enchantment is directed against everyone, yet is mostly aimed at bio-
logically and socially vulnerable groups, like pregnant women, but primarily
against small children.*

An additional indication that relates and explains the effect of the evil eye
on a sacred figure is the fact that the enchantment does not originate from
any deliberate, conscious ill intention of those people to harm, but it is due to
an uncontrolled inner power (cf. uncontrolled power, Douglas 1966: 98-99;
witchcraft, Evans-Pritchard 1977: 10, 21)8! that some taboo categories intrinsi-
cally have.® Quite characteristic is the expression that often appears in charms
of this type and refers to the lack of ill intention of the people to cause harm:

[...] they told her good words but harm was caused [...].%3
[...] she was told something good and evil returned to her [...].%

[...] she was told good words and bad things happened [...].%
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Admiration in combination with the lack of intention to cause harm as a source
of affliction allow for the appearance of sacred figures in place of those who
cast the evil eye, like the Apostles and Angels, who are part of the Virgin
Mary’s escort. Nonetheless, when suffering derives from sacred figures, a
certain differentiation is noticed not only in the intensity of the symptoms but
also in their treatment. In these cases, the method of treatment is based on a
mild, simple therapeutic procedure, including the reciting of a simple prayer
and smoking of leaves from the holy olive tree.

THE LIMINALITY AND AMBIGUITY OF PANAGIA

Within the frame of both the folk and the official religious system, the figure of
the Virgin Mary is a symbolic representation of a liminal space between differ-
ent categories.® The basic quality of such a liminal space lies in the fact that it
represents a blurring of the distinction between divine and human, spiritual and
secular, and while it belongs to both categories, it falls in neither one.?’ This
role has been credited to her, as she constitutes the superior expression of a
human existence that is able to stand in this liminal sacred space and fulfill the
incarnation of God himself. This liminal space constitutes a “locus of power”
allowing for the undertaking of roles from both categories: as a divine figure
who heals or facilitates treatment and as a suffering human seeking for the
divine agent’s contribution to heal.

The efficacy of the mediation is enhanced by the fact that she is the mother
of the God himself.* The display and exposure of this mother-son relationship
is a particularly powerful element of the rhetoric of such charms. Christ, as son
of the Virgin Mary and God himself who can effectively facilitate a problem’s
resolution, addresses to the Virgin Mary which is his mother and, at the same
time, a superior figure of the sacred hierarchy:

And Christ asks her. - What is wrong, my dear mother, what is wrong,
my Virgin, what is wrong, Lady of the world? [...].%

[...] Her son heard her. -What is the matter, my mother, what is the
matter, my mother, what is wrong queen of the world? [...].”°

The Virgin Mary as a superior figure of sacred hierarchy but primarily as a
mother addresses to Christ who is both her son and God:
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[...]And Christ approached and said: -What is wrong, my mother [...]
-My Master, my God and Christ, my Lord [...]."

It is worth mentioning that quite often the divine dimension of those two figures
is temporarily abandoned and the emphasis is placed on the tender relationship
between the mother and the son:

[...] -What is wrong, my mother? [...] -Oh, my sweet mother [...].%

[...]-What is wrong, my mother, [...]? What happened to you, my sweet
mother and your head aches? -That, my son, my begotten son [...].”

The liminality of the two basic protagonists, that of Christ and of the Virgin

Mary, is framed and supplemented by the liminality that characterizes most
elements of this kind of charms. The time in which the affliction occurs is
also integrated in the domain of ambiguity/liminality: at the crack of dawn,
between day and night, which is neither day nor night, yet it is indeed both.
Additionally, the malevolent agents belong to the sphere of sacred and evil.
On the one hand, they are taboo categories, while on the other hand, they are
sacred agents.” The very cause of the disease should be traced back to the
liminal space between admiration and envy, good and evil, which allows for
the inclusion of the Apostles and Angels in the group of the agents provoking
this kind of affliction.

Although in the charms of the category we examine here the Virgin Mary
undertakes the role of the afflicted, her main mediation/liminal role is also
sustained. This latter function is enhanced as with her secular, human quality,
that of the mother, she takes on the role of the victim and pleads her son, who
as both the son and God, undertakes the elimination of one of the most serious
and widespread afflictions. As a result of this mediation an effective therapeutic
method is delivered to humans by the most powerful figures in the religious
hierarchy. This mediation is validated at another level concerning the relation
between the text and the contextual frame, the mythical past and the present
crucial situation, and, finally, between the sacred narrative figures who suffer
and heal, and between the charmer and the sufferer that participate in the ritual .

CONCLUSIONS

The narrative charms we examined are representative cases of how a superior
spiritual figure in the religious hierarchy like the Virgin Mary, may become the
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victim of a serious affliction. The key feature of this sacred figure is the ability
to represent a ‘betwixt and between’ transitional space which is characterized
by fluidity: both sacred and secular, human and god, afflicted and healer. This
coincidence of opposite and at the same time complementary processes and
notions in a single representation characterizes the peculiar unity of her liminal-
ity: that which is neither this nor that, and yet both (cf. Turner 1987: 9). This
position allows her to move easily between those categories and undertake
seemingly contradictory roles in order to achieve the resolution of a crucial
moment of human life, irrespectively of being in the role of the afflicted or
the healer. Such a creative blurring of boundaries is further enhanced by the
ambiguity of almost all the other elements of this kind of charms (Christ as
god and human (her son), time and cause of affliction, agents). Furthermore,
it allows for the correlation of the text with the contextual frame, the mythi-
cal past with the current crucial situation, and finally the connection of the
narrative figures and the ones participating in the ritual (the actual healer and
the actual afflicted person).

Finally, some further aspects should be underlined, as they provide a
basis for further research into this issue. The type of the charm we examined
is preserved only via oral tradition. This is not only shown by the vernacular
register of the text, but also by the fact that this type has not been recorded
in the written tradition of charms, at least as far as the first part of the charms
is concerned.”® The wide dissemination of this type across a range of areas
in Greece, illustrates that it is an independent type that has not derived from
modifications, additions or abstractions of parts from other charm types.”’
The existence or not of a literary prototype is particularly interesting, as it
can enlighten the relation between the written and oral tradition of charms as
well as provide elements for the historical, cultural route of incantations in
south-eastern Europe.

APPENDIX

Here follow representative examples of the three versions of the charm “the
Virgin Mary afflicted” based on the healing treatment.
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TYPE I:

“H Hovayic oto Gpovi tis ekaBodviove ki EA0DYovVTove Ki eYTevILODVTOVE.
Tpeig ayies [opbeveg emepaoave. Al kalo. 'mave, 61 KoKG TOVE, T0. VIO
() eumlofioave, to poAlic tln guoodnoave, o1 PIAIOCES ToN EKOTNKAVE.
Ki o Xpiorog ton Aéer: -Eivio “yeig, uava pov, Eivio ‘yeig, untépo
1ov, -To. kpvPa KOTEYELS, YiE OV, Kl TA YOVEPA. O Y-Cépels; 2to Opovi
i exabovuve ta wapOevikd, (oo povye. epopovuve Ki EAODYOVUVE Ki
gyrevitoduve. Tpeig ayies mapléveg emepaoave. Al kalo ‘mwave, o1 kKoxo
‘Tave, To. voyio oo gurdaficove, o HoAld oo guadnoove, ol pilioces
exornkave. Koi o Xpiotog ton Aéer: -Aev evpébnke abpwmos popwuévog,
Pagriouévog ton Meyddng [léuntng avtiviepo va ‘yei poawuévo, vo.
yntever 1o Qopuo, to koo ouat.-Efya, Qapus, efyo, koxé, Efya koxo
OUGTL, KL GUE KOTW OTO TEPLYIGAL, TOD POVPVOS OEV P-KATVILEL, TETEIVOG
o€ y-xpaler”.
The Virgin Mary sat on her throne, and washed and combed her hair. Three
virgin saints passed by. They uttered good or bad words. Her nails were bruised,
her hair fell, her body’s joints ached. And Christ says to her: -What is wrong,
my mother; What is the matter, my dear mother; [The Virgin Mary answered:]
-My son, you know the secrets, don’t you know the obvious matters? I was
sitting on my throne and wore my virgin clothes. Three virgin saints passed
by. They uttered good or bad words. My nails were bruised, my hair fell, my
body’s joints ached. And Christ says to her: -There hasn’t been any man cov-
ered with chrism (holy myrrh), who was baptized, who has eaten holy bread
of Holy Thursday, to cure the evil eye. -Come out, Tharme (evil eye), come
out, malevolent one, come out, evil eye, and go down the shore where stoves
don’t burn, nor do roosters crow (Crete, Aevakakng 2007: 56).

“H Toepla tov atléio toat Toepd to yapyatléio nd’Ontoe,
otoMotnke en’p’ aAekdrn to’ Nyvede. [lep’cave dmd ka "TldoTorot Tomt
™ eaockavave. H toepair] ton ndvecse o0t 16° aykapdyld wdn paice.
Hn’pace 16’ 0 Ioovg X otog 16° apotpévn T'v €'et. -Ti €’ g1, Toepia
tov otlého toa Toepd o yapyoviléim; -Aekdt’ énepa 16° Nyveba
oot TEP oave ot dmd ko ‘Tlootoro Tout pe paockdvave. To’ éne 16° 0
y106 Tl 0 YAvkog, 1 GvoiEn ton TAdong. -Anépace to Byatléit’ o ton
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Meyoro-mapackevns. Etod voi n abBegdtnta (n eAnida Kt 1 yotpeld
cov)”.

The Lady of the Angels and Lady of the Archangels wore her clothes and
dressed up took her distaff and started spinning. Twelve Apostles passed by
and cast the evil eye on her. Her head ached and her heart broke. Then Christ
came and asked her: -What is wrong, Lady of the Angels and Lady of the Arch-
angels? [The Virgin Mary answered:] —I took my distaff and started spinning
and twelve Apostles passed by and casted the evil eye on me. And her sweet
son, the spring of nature, told her: —Read the gospel of Good Friday. This is
your hope and your treatment (Paros, Ztélhag 2004: 466).

TYPE 2:

“H Hovoyid n Aéomotva E0NKOGTNKEV IOV TO TOVPVOV eVIPTNV,
gxteviotv 10’ eotavpotle@aildotnyv. Xpucoov dovAdnmy EPadeyv,
xPVoov podaviv €(e&e, €0Td podvia eyéuwoev 10’ 0 fAlog dgv
avétetkev. T ptev 1 (i, N YA, N LoAkovporoo?, 1 dncoPpvod,
N avopkodovtov, kaldv ginev tlat kakdv gyvploev. H TMavayia
appOOTNCEY, 6T0 KpePdtv émecev, 1’ pbev o y16¢ g 0 Movoyeviig
tlot Aodel tg: -Elvta *oeig, péva, 1€ oot dppwotn; “Hptev n Gyia,
N A, N LEAAOVPOTOOV, 1| dNcoPpVov, 1 avapKodovTod Tlot KaAOV
Adov eimev tlon kakdv eyvpioe. [1600ev emnev, pava; -Kot’ avétoia.
(Emev, éptaoev v 10’ €dwkév g TV Tovmave). -Ilov mog, {ia,
NA0, LOALOVPOTT00D, dNGOBPVOV, aVaPKodoVTOD; -TTAw €15 TOVG PHAOVG
oA pelMocta va Enietym, moAld Cevkdpia va moldpm tlot ToAAG
pLopd oty ynv va Baro. -Ildave oto 6pog tov Elaidv, tlot va Bpetg
v Bovpvay péAv pe to yorov ot vo eaetg tlon va mkielg tlot va
plyelg v opK1v Gov. Zav TPEGEL TO PEYYAPL GTN LAVAY TOL VO TEL,
£101 VoL TPEEEL TO KOKOV TTOL TO d0VA0V TOL Bg0v (Tdde)”.

The Virgin Mary, the Mistress, who has been awake up since dawn, washed
and combed her hair, put on a headscarf and made the sign of the cross with
her fingers, took a golden spindle, turned a golden wheel, filled seven wheels
and the sun did not rise. And the jealous one came, who has hairy legs, thick
eyebrows, sparse teeth, and she told her good words but evil turned out. The
Virgin Mary fell sick, lay down, and her only begotten son came and says to
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her: -What is wrong, mother, and you are sick; [The Virgin Mary answered:]
-The jealous one came, who has hairy legs, thick eyebrows, sparse teeth, and
told good words but evil turned out.[Jesus Christ said:] -Where did she [the
jealous one] go, mother? [The Virgin Mary answered :] -She headed east.
(Christ caught her up [and asked her:]).- Where are you heading for? [The
jealous one answered:] -I’'m going to the mills to destroy many beehives, to
separate many couples and bury many babies. [Jesus Christ said:] -Go to the
mountain of Olives, find a pond with honey and milk, eat and drink there and
cast your rage. As the moon runs to its mother, so shall the evil run away from
that servant of God (Cyprus, lovdag 2007B: 458—459).

TYPE 3:

“H IMavoayia Aéomotva émiovevvey 10’ emoondotkey 1(° ehobynkev ¢’
gyteviomrkev (¢’ eotavpotlepardotnkey ¢’ €QTa poPavio EYEUDCEV.
‘Epe&ev n poppovpolopmod T8’ n dncofpuov 18 avapkodovtod. “A(S)
¢ pov v, kopn pov! ‘Emlvvvey 10 emoondotnkev ¢’ ehovymkev 1l
gyteviomkev 10’ eopryrotiepolbotnkey 10’ €pTd pofivia eYEH®GEV”.
Mavpov piov [tv] €macev, T emnev o yiog g o Movoyevig. -Eivta
’oe1g, pava, gimev g., ¢ appmotoseg; -Erhovva 10 emoondotnka
10 ehovynko T8 gyreviomka 10’ eopktotlepaidotnko w0’ pTd
poBdavia yépwoa. TE éppekev 1 Mairovpolapnov, 1 dncofpvol
10’  avapkodovtov. To AdAnudv g ag mdel 6to Povvdv, glmev o
I'protog. Tlot to Pouvvov gpovykdpiogy 18 eimev g -I'pioté pov,
00VAOV TO KOGLOV ONKOVV® ToV T(at To. devTpd, Tlot ToV OTOVOV £V ToV
ocdvve. TC émeyev tov g1g v Bdhaccav o ['piotdg, Tov etovov. T n
Odlaocoa gpovykdpioey tlat To yapla eyopncacty. -I'ptoté pov, toca
KapaPKlo cOVVE To Lo TOV TOVOV £V TOoV 0OVWV®. TE Emeyév Tov €1¢
NV Kormopkav mov ‘tav m pida g fadrid”.

The Virgin Mary washed [her clothes], finished her chores and washed and
combed her hair and put on a headscarf and filled the seven wheels of the spin-
dle. And the one with the hairy calves, thick eyebrows and sparse teeth passed
by [and said:] -“Look, my daughter! She finished her chores and washed and
combed her hair and put on a headscarf and seven wheels of the spin filled”.
The Virgin Mary suffered from black shivering and her only begotten son
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went. -What is wrong my dear mother, -he told her-, and do you feel sick?
I washed, finished my chores and washed and combed my hair and put on a
headscarf and filled the seven wheels of the spindle. And the one with the hairy
calves, thick eyebrows and sparse teeth passed by. - May her uttering go to the
mountain -Christ said-. And the mountain growled and said: -Jesus Christ, I
bear the whole world and the trees, except envy. And Christ sent envy to the
sea. And the sea growled and the fish died. Jesus Christ, I bear so many ships,
but I can’t bear envy. So he sent envy to caper whose root was deep (Cyprus,
lovdg 2007B: 398).

NOTES

' “H Kvpia tov Ayyérov

KM yopd v Apyayyérov

Ogikn otoln epdpece kot og Opovo ekddnoe [...]”7 (AoPeotn 1962: 211).
2 Cf. “[...] &ynua mavayov [...] Tiv yumtépay tdv XepovPein, kol Evéootépav
acvykpitog @V XZepoeein” ([...] Hail, holy medium (of Christ) [...] you are more
honoured than Cherub and incomparably more glorious than Seraphim) (Salutations

to the Virgin Mary). For the typology and symbolism of the figure of Theotokos in
hymnography, see Hannick 2004.

> “TTavayid [ ...] ayyehomposkuviopévn [...]” (Crete, IThatdxkng 1979: 116).

4 “H Mavayid kabotave pe ddeg oyyéAovg, pe poptadeg opyoyyéioug [...]7 (Ke-
falonia, ®uunndrtog 1912-13: 583-584).

3 “H togpan [avaywd me o1’ 6pog tov EA®, ota ptepdpate 16 atlélo to popyddo
1 apyotlédm [...]” (Paros, Ztélhag 2004: 248).

¢ “TIépa, avtinepa tov Topddvn motopov edidParvvey n Havayia pov n Aéomowva pe
TETPaKOG10VG ayyéovg [...]" (Cyprus, lovag 2007B: 272).

" The figure of Panagia is prevalent in all aspects of the daily social and national life
of modern Greece and has been recorded in almost all types of oral literature, such
as couplets, folk songs, lullabies, wedding songs and laments (KepoaAdnvidongl991:
41-74). For the worship of the Virgin Mary in Greek traditional culture see also
KepoAinviadng 1991, 1993.

8 The following references are indicative of the most common names of the Virgin
Mary in Greek incantations: “Ilovayio/ITavayid/Iloavaio n Aéorowva” (Panagia,
Despoina/Lady) (Crete, Kovtovhdxn 1962: 196-197; Kasos, MiyomAiiong-Novdpog
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1932: 14-15; Kbdmpog, Xpiotopopiong 1923: 210; Naxos, Hpehhog 1962: 179; Rhodes,
Homaypiotodovrov 1962: 72—73; Cyprus, ®idinmov 1912-13: 535-536); “H Aéonowva
n Hopbéva” (Lady the Virgin) (Cyprus, Kvpralnig 1926: 93); “H kvpd n Aeévtpava”
(Lady, the Mistress) (Cyprus, Kvpralig 1926: 93); “H Kepd n Aéonowa” (Lady, the
Mistress) (Crete, [Tamaddxn 1938: 520-521); “H toepan Havoyid” (The lady Panagia)
(Paros, Ztélhog 2004: 248); “H kvpd n Hoptéva/Tlapbéva/TlapBévn” (The Lady Virgin)
(Cyprus, Behepdaving 1913: 38-39; lovag 2007B: 12, 13, 18, 21, 23, 24, 26); “Tlavayio
Hop0évn/TlapBéva™ (Panagia the Virgin) (Iovag 2007B: 14, 15, 17, 19, 22, 28). The
name [lavayia (Panagia) (Paros, Koppég 1966: 112—-113; Megara, BAdyov 1959, 549;
Cyprus, Kvzpiovog 1969: 43) or [MapBéva (Virgin) (Zakynthos, [avvorodrov 1951:
267) is rarely cited as such. Finally, it is also worth noting that the name of Panagia,
Maria, is rarely found in verbal charms of Orthodox Christianity, and when it does,
then hardly ever unaccompanied (Crete, [Tdykaiog 1983: 391), but almost always in
close correlation with one of her acknowledged names or titles: “Mapio (ko) TopOEvn/
napBévog” (Virgin Mary) (Cyprus, lovag 2007B: 12, 16, 25, 28); “Aéonowva Mapia”
(Despoina Maria) (Crete, ®paykdrkt 1949: 58).

? Cf. “Kopyte Incov Xpioté, Aéonova @gotdko, dylot Avapyvpot Oapatovpyoi [...]7
(Lord Jesus Christ, Lady Theotokos, Ss. Anargyroi, the miraculous [...]) (Against evil
eye, Corfu, ZoABdvog 1929-32: 119-120); “Ayie Kovotavtive, dyte Nikdroe, dye
Anpnepie, dyte Aviovie, dye l'eopyte, [avayia Hapbéve [...]” (St. Constantine, St.
Nicholas, St. Demetrius, St. Antonius, St. George, Virgin Mary [...]) (Against anthrax
[covepa, an malignant blistering], Peloponnesus, Kovkoviég 1908: 146); “Opkilem
GOG €15 TOVG TE6GEPIS APKayYEALOLG, [...] TQ €1¢ Tov amdcTodov Avipéav T €16 Tov
amoctorov Aovkav T €16 Tov amdctorov Bapvafa 1 €1g tov andstorov Nedputov
[...] wdou e1¢c tu Ilavoia [...]" (I conjure you to the four Archangels, [...] and to the
Apostle Andrew and to the Apostle Loukas and to the Apostle Barnavas and to the Apostle
Neofytus [ ...] and to Panagia) (For scorpion bites, Cyprus, Xat{niodvvov 1984: 150).

107t is also worth mentioned that in oral charms, the first (In the name of the Father) and
the last part (and the Holy Spirit) of the above-mentioned sacred formula are frequently
omitted, while Christ’s and Panagia’s names and that of the sufferer are consistently
used (Qacatdkng 1991, 130, 134; Zapavti-Zrapovin 1951: 223; Opayrdrt 1949:
56). The name of St. Panteleimon also is in some cases intervening as the healer saint
(Against the evil eye, Kvppilakm 1935: 202).

1 “H kvpia @gotdko kot Aéomowva TV andviov ordvinos tov 'Extopa kat dgv tov
eYapéToE, Lovov oteke kar tov Eaeye: -I1ov mag, Néktopa, Alktopa, KOKKIVE, KITPIVE,
adeh@é Tov XApovTog Kot ukvupLuye Tov Oavdtov; O dg amekpidn kot yeine ©pog v
OcotoK0: -H yn pe yeide kot Eppiée. OrTETPEG e €I00V KOl GKIGTNKOV KOl GV LE pOTAS
7oV Tayw; -[1dy® €1g Tov S0V TOL B0V TAdE VO KAW® TOLG VEPPovg Tov. H de Kupia
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Be0TOKO LLE YPLGOV SUKTLAISIOV EEOPKIGEV OLTOV KOt TOV AEYEL: -Y TYOLVE €15 TOV {d10V
Toptepdv motapdy 6Tt 0 S0VA0G Tov B0V TAdES givar PaPTIGUEVOG €1G TO GVOLLA TOV
otpdg ko tov Ayiov TTvedparoc” (Kovropiyng 1985: 96-97). The model in which
the Virgin Mary performs an exorcism is prevalent in charms for treating jaundice, a
disease that infects mainly small children. For similar charms, see lovag 2007B: 270,
271-272; XZehimo 1957-58: 612; Huedhog 1962: 182, 194-195.

12 The Virgin Mary’s healing intervention upon summoning appears frequently in charms
against scorpion’s bites. In Ionas’ compilation, there are thirteen charms of this type
with Mary as the main healer (Iovag 2007B: 671, 674, 674-675, 677, 677-678, 680,
681,683, 684, 684-685, 690, 692—694) and seven with Christ (Iovég 2007B: 672, 673,
673-674, 679, 687, 688, 690).

13 “...] Enépaocev n [Mavayid. -Tt &xeilg ko movelg kot khaielg; -To KOKKIVOW (e
nvpev. -Evpe pot1aP, die eptd kavvopaton Kot Kape to et Koppdtio kot Al To
avaokel o ko kéye t0” (Against erysipelas, Rhodes, [Tamoypiotododrov 1962: 88).
14«[...] Einep pov m Movoid n Aéonowa [...] va weig [...]” (Binding of foxes which
cause harm to farmers, Cyprus, Kvpoxiong 1917: 611).

15 “Fapavta adédeio nTave 6to Bouvo Kot KOPave avdEIAL Kol KATOOIAN Kol
nopabvpoéora. Kot méptet Tov evoig to pavapt kot fapaivel Tov 610 (téde pépog).
Kot tov "ng 0 dyrog Idvvmg o [pddpopog ki n Movayid 1 Aécmowva vo mdpet poAi
‘o povpo mpdPato, vov to ynréyetl vav tov mepdoet [...]” ( For wounds, Kythira,
DdhTiog 1912-13: 56).

16 Cf. also note 9.

174[...] H Hovayid notavpoce, 10 Oo mepikardet. [Iéber o édng [...] yopyd tov
o Tiopyn: kefdro vor oto dAroo kodopla kpatdet [...]” (Paros, Ztédlag 2004:
248-249). A similar intervention is documented in a charm for treating wounds and
injuries (Crete, ®poryicdict 1978: 191).

18 These are the charms against the evil eye which are structured upon the model of the
Virgin Mary’s encounter with the ®@zapuo (= wicked eye, personification of the afflic-
tion) (Agvakdxng 2007: 58-60). In those charms the personified evil eye (Prapudc)
is in process and its malevolent intended action is interrupted by the Virgin Mary’s
intervention.

1 Also in Kvpalig 1926: 93-94; Kuprokidng 1917: 611; Karavdtov 1957-58:
609—610; Ouhinmov 1912-13: 535-536; Xoatlniwdvvov 1933: 308-309; Kvmpiovog
1969: 43; Behepdvng 1913: 38-39.

20 The examination of this issue is based on a collection of 4000 charms from my per-
sonal archive. Undoubtedly, further research could reveal more areas of Greece where
this type of charm was performed.
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2! Occurrence of almost the same pattern is documented in charms for combating fright
(Iovég 2007B: 308-309, 315), as well as for treating sunstroke (Cyprus, Bekepdving
1913: 21). Nonetheless, it is the same charm used against different afflictions.

22 The case of narrative charms where a sacred figure appears as sufferer is not restricted
in the figure of the Virgin Mary. John the Baptist is also documented as a sufferer (For
sunstroke, Paros, ZtéAlag 2004: 72).

2 “H MMovoyd n Aéomowva ELo0eTNV, XTEVIOT, T ®UOPOPS TG NoAE, 6TO BpOVO TNG
ekdioe [...]” (Kasos, Myomiidng-Novépog 1932: 14-15).

24 “H Mavayio n Aéonowo glovodn, gxteviodn, oto ypvood g Bpavio éxatoe [...]”
(Crete, KovtovAdkmn 1962: 196-197).

2 “H Toavoyld 1 Aéomove E6NKOCTNKEY 'TOL TO TOVPVO, eviptny, gxteviotny ¢’
gotavpotlepoldotyv. Xpuadv dovddmmy £Rodev, xpuodv podaviy ECete, eptd podvia
eyéuomoey [...]” (Cyprus, lovag 2007B: 458—459).

26 “H TMovoyud 1 Aéomowvo, ekdbovvtay 6to Opdvov mg. Eptd khwotitoeg £cvpev ki
€QTa adpdytia eyipwoeyv [...]” (Rhodes, [Mamaypiotodovrov 1962: 72-73).

4L ] Emlovey 10 eEémhuvey, tlon o’ otig ddpveg T dmdooev [...]” (Cyprus, Iovag
2007B: 361).

2“H IMavoaio n Aéomowva onkdONK mov 10 TOPVOV ecdpioey, epdvticey [...]” (Cyprus,
Xatdniodvvov 1933: 308-309).

2“H avoio n Aéomowva KooV Tmpvov onkmvetol [...]” (Cyprus, Iovag 2007B: 360).
04T ] o mopvov [...] 18 0 vijhog dev avéteirey [...]” (Cyprus, Xotlniodvvov 1933:

308-309). This temporal reference is found in a vast number of charms, see lovag
2007B: 352, 357, 358; Kalhovadtov 1957-58: 609-610.

31Tt should not be assumed, however, that the reference to the cave of Christ’s birth
belongs to the initial core of this type of charms but has been influenced by a text wide-
spread in Greece (Owovopiong 1962: 35), the folk prayer to “6vepo g [Hovayiog”
(The Virgin Mary's dream). It is also known as “ynrewd g [avayiog g [HapOévag”
(The Virgin Mary charm) (Iovég 2007B: 11-16, 17, 29), “tpayoddt g [Hovayiag”
(the Virgin Mary s song) (Iovag 2007B: 35-36, 43), “yntetd tov wévov g [ovayiog”
(charm of the Virgin Mary's pain) (Iovag 2007B: 43) or the charm “ywo Tov @06vo”
(against envy) (Iovég 2007B: 34). In the text, a conversation between the Virgin Mary
and the newborn Christ is presented. In the dialogue Christ asks his mother the reason
for her sadness and she explains that she is sad because she saw a dream related to
the betrayal of Christ by one of his Apostles as well as to her son’s imminent torment
(Owovopidng 1962: 40). Variations of this widespread text are used as charms for
numerous purposes (Iovég 2007B: 11-45) and applied for every evil (Iovag 2007B:
41). Variants of this text are recorded in the wider area of south-eastern Europe, see
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Owovopidng 1962: 45-50, Timotin 2011 (Romanian variant); Kapal6 2011: 272-277
(Gagauz variant). This folk prayer has a different structure from the type we examine
in this article. However, the characteristic beginning in the first verse of the folk prayer
“Our Virgin Lady”, is synonymous with one characteristic of the charms we examine
here “Virgin Mary, my Mistress”, allowing for transferring parts from one to the other.
3247...] peg o1’ dAoyov tn purdyvn [...]” (Megara, BAGyov 1959: 549; Kepodlnviadng
1997: 79).

3 “H Tavayio gyévvnoe péco 6’ éva omfhato ki ékape tov Inood Xpiotd. Xe oxtd
pépeg Aovotnke, oto Bpdvo g exdOnoe [...]” (Paros, Koppég 1966: 112-113).

3 Cyprus, Kvplolng 1926: 93.

3 Crete, ITomadakn 1938: 520-521.

3¢ Cyprus, Kvpalng 1926: 93.

37 Cyprus, Kvpalng 1926: 94.

38 Cyprus, lovag 2007B: 356.

¥ ¢1...] Addeka Andotolot mepdkave Toat Tve Bovudakave [...]” (Megara, BAdyov
1959: 549).

40°¢T...] Ov Amootorot enépacay, TV gidav ki ebdpatay [...]” (Paros, Koppég 1966:
112-113).

L] Ovdmdeka Amoctorot tepdoave ki idavév Ty KL ehafmdoavé vin [...]” (Crete,
Taykadog, 1983: 363-364).

2 ¢...] 10" engpdoav ot avilélol Too TV gptappicaot [...]” (Kasos, MuyomAidng-
Novépog 1932: 14-15).

B4 ] Ayyehot mephoave ko Ty epabidoave [ ...]”°(Santorini, Kepaiinviddng 1997:
76).

4 “H IMovoayio eyévvnoe K1 ehovoTnKe K gyteviotnke Kt EBake o ayyehd tln, Ta ypuod
’TOGTOMKA ToT| Kt ENOPIoE VoL TEPTATHEEL LTO dPOLO ToM TavTEAVE 0L drytot aryyéAot

KoL 01 6mOeK” ATOGTOAOL KOL TV EI00VE KOL TNV EPEYTNKOVE KoL TNV EQTappicave [...]”
(Crete, Agvaxdaxng 2007: 50).

45 “[...] v c0VYMGE TO KEPAAL TNG, OVETPIYLOG TO KOPUL TNG Kot KOTKE 1 KAWGTN
™G [...]” (Thrace, Zopavt-Ztopodin 1938: 238-240).

<11 Mavpov ptov v émace v [aptéva ki énnece KL eoLAAOYIGTNKEV
ekovkovAmbnke [...]” (Cyprus, Behepdving 1913: 38-39).

47¢[...] énmeoev 10’ €00EMAGTNKEY TO PIOV TNV £TKIO0EV 0L BEV EG10VPKAGTNKEY
10’ epadvadev gig Tov yuiov g tov Movoyeviy [...]”7 (Cyprus, Xatlniwdvvov 1933:
308-309).
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# «[...] Emaocev v tlepordnovog, hoiponovog tlon kapkidrovog t(° émeoev 1(
eokovAMotKev [...]”7 (Cyprus, lovag 2007B: 372).

<] mv lepodv g Tovnoev it émeooey tlon eooendotnkey [...]” (Cyprus,
lovég 2007B: 353).

0L, ] teparomovov, appotdmov tlat odovrdmovov [...]7 (Cyprus, lovég 2007B: 404).

51 <

[...] Tleparomovog, AopdTovVog, KaPKIOTOVOS, LEGOTOVOS, KOKKAAOTOVOG [...]”
(Cyprus, lovag 2007B: 427).

32¢41...] Ta pdda tov Tpoosdmov Ton exadnkave, o poAiid tln epadfioave [...]” (Crete,
Agvaxdakng 2007: 51).

3 ¢lL..] Tu éxetg, pavo pov, ki EKMVEG Kl EKEQAAOSEGTNKEG KOl 6T0 OpOVO 60OV
ekovpmnoeg; [...]” (Rhodes, [Momaypiorododrov 1962: 72-73).

29

<L ] nrépaoce 0 Xplotdg kot v €ide yhopacpévn ki n oyn ving koppévn [...]
(Santorini, Kepaiinvidong 1997: 76).

35 “1...] AvooTtevalet KL 0 avaoTeVayIOG TG 6TOVG 0VPavoLS ekovot [...]" (Naxos,
"Hpelhog 1962: 179).

36 <[...] H ovoio n Aéomowa kKhaigt tlon Opnvioket, Ta 8EvEpo. Lopavickel, To ToTao
Eepavioket [...]” (Cyprus, Kvmplavog 1969: 43). The weakness and sudden tiredness
which are regarded as characteristic symptoms of the evil eye are expressed with a
common utterance that is still in use in modern Greek language “xo6fBovtot ta xépio
pov Ko o wodwe pov” (I am worn out, my legs and my arms ache) (Paros, Koppég
1966: 112-113).

S7¢[...] H Havayia pov n Aéonowva pofnonkev 1 etpdfinoev to ypuoocéviovoy g,
GTNV KOpLENY TG T0 Podre ekovynoev ki epavase: Tpé&ate Ayyéhot-Apyayyéhot, pe
mv xeipav va kdyete o Kakov [...]” (Cyprus, lovéag 2007B: 355).

31t is worth mentioning that Christ remains the main therapeutic figure even in charms
in which the time of action in the narration is set around his birth. In these cases healing
is performed by the Christ child (KepoAinviadng 1997: 79; Koppéc 1966: 112-113).
It should not be assumed that these cases are included in the initial type of the incanta-
tion, on the contrary, they derive from a text widespread in Greece, the Dream of the
Virgin Mary, in which a youthful Christ converses with the Virgin Mary about her
dream. See also note 31.

3 ¢[...] Mdaoe tpio OAG gAMb tlon me: X0 dvopa Tov ToTpdS Kot Tov Y100 Kot T0V
Ayiov [Tvedpatog” (Cyprus, lovég 2007B: 356).

€0 «[...]"Ev gioev, pava pov, Tpic goAe EMAY va melg €16 7o ovopo tov Tatpdg kot Tov
Y100 ka1 tov ayiov ITvedpatog” (Cyprus, lovég 2007B: 419).
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o1 <[...] Aev gupébnke évag tedaddytvlog va et Tov mhtep UV evvid eopég; Tdtep
NUOV [a, TéTep NUOV dvo, TaTep NUOV TPeLS [. .. ] [Tdtep nuav evvid” (Naxos, Hpehiog
1962: 179).

02<[...] eg pavva, Koprog vag, Koprog d0o [...] Kbprog evvid, tpeig popéc” (Megara,
BAdyov 1959: 549).

6 <[...] TTov emav, pavva pov;- Emfav katavotord [...]” (Iovag 2007B: 431-432).
64 <[...] -Eivta uépog ékopev; - Exapev kot v Adony [...]” (Cyprus, lovag 2007B:
361).

0 “[...] -Kar mov mmyaivouv tdpa; - [nyaivvouv 6o ota yopg‘d, va popdvovd

dévTpa KL Govpovg kal pkpd Todg d oty ynv va Baiovouv) [...]” (Rhodes,
Homaypiotododrov 1962: 72-73).

¢ [...] -Kar mod myev, pavo. pov; -Iye ota katataptopa g yng [...]” (Cyprus,
lovég 2007B: 421).

67 ¢...] Kau mder o Xprotdg ko @taver teg kot Aéer teg: -ITov mheg, Mavpopartov,
MoArdomoo® kot KAwvtoPulov; -ITapev va poapdvovped d€vipa Kt Govpovg Kot pkpa
moudg‘d oty ynv vo érovpe(v) [...]” (Rhodes, IMoraypiotododrov 1962: 72-73).

8 <[...] Ape mévo oto 6pog tov Eladv, ede tlon piye tov Bopdv cov [...]" (Cyprus,
lovég 2007B: 361).

9 “T...] Do to péhv, mie To yoAav, ¢ d(e)no’ to pappatiy cov ¢’ éla [...]” (Cyprus,
lovag 2007B: 396).

70 ¢[...] H Hovoio pov n Aéomowva glariotntlev, emnpev v pe 1o de&iv g yépv
ot v €ovpev aTo Opog va yabdel, va kotakonel. To de 6pog gpovykpilev, epmvalev:
-Q, Mavoio pov Aéomowva, 106e¢ GIMdAEG KOGHOV cOVVED Tov Tlot Tov eTdvov, TNV
Packovia ev toug covve. Exnpev tov n [avaio pov n Aéonowva tot Tov Eécupev €1g
v OdAacoav va mviyet, va yabdei. O de yraddg dppilev tlon ta Kopdfkio tlot maundpko
epubiotrav.- [Tovaio pov Aéomowa, T06eC GIMASEG KOGHOV GOVV® TOV TOV OE PTOVOV
ot v Bookavio ev Tovg covve. Empev tov 1 [ovaio Aéomowva tlot Tov écvpev
€15 TV Kammopkav o v’ 1 pilo g oty métpav tlot To. QOARN TG TUKPE TOVTOTVE
(Iovég 2007B: 383).

L] 18 epmdvatey €1g Tov yuldv g Tov Movoyeviy 10 enfiev Ayyehog Kupiov ¢’
etmev mG: -Etvta oe1g, Aéomowva, tlon kKhaieg 1 avaotevales tlot 1o 06 povalels;
[...] TC eimev o Ayyehog gig T Aéomowvav: -Na TAPELS €15 TO GEPLC GOV Tpia GOALL MGV
Vo 6TapmaoelS €ig T dvopay tov [atpdg kot tov Yiov kot Tov Ayiov [Tvéppatog vov
KL €1 TOVG odVag TV odveov. Apny [...]” (Cyprus, Xatdniodvvov 1933: 308-309).
2 “[...] H Movoayia pov n Aéomowva gopinkev [...] kit epdvoe: -TpéEate Ayyélot-
Apyayyéhot, pe v xelpov vo kdyete to Kokov [...]” (Cyprus, lovag 2007B: 355).
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> The significance of this affliction is, on the one hand, evident in the fact that the
majority of the recorded Modern Greek charms concern the healing of the evil eye,
and, on the other hand, in the fact that relevant modified rituals have survived and
they are even performed nowadays in rural as well as in urban areas. Moreover, its
danger is shown by the popular belief that the evil eye apart from humans can also
affect animals, plants and objects, and also by the conviction that it can even lead to
death (®payxdaxt 1978: 68).

™ One of the most impressive descriptions regarding the Virgin Mary’s physical ap-
pearance is recorded in the following charm from the area of eastern Thrace: [...] The
Virgin Mary was washing her hair in a meadow. In a golden bowl washing her hair,
water was poured from a golden cup, she was combing her hair with a golden comb
wore her hair in a golden braid, sat on a golden chair, took a golden distaff, she had a
golden spindle and made a golden thread. Three sisters passed by and casted the evil
eye on her. She suffered from a severe headache, chilled all over her body and her
thread was cut [...] “([...] H Hoavoywd verodblovvtav péoa oto APadt. Xpvor| Aekdvn
Aovlovvtav, ¥pucd TAGL VEPO YOVOLVTAY, XpLGH ¥TEVL YTevilovvtav ypuon TAeEovda
€Kave, YPLON KOPEKAQ EKOTTE, YPLOT POKA THPE, YPLGO UdPUYTL ElYE YPLON KAWOOTN
éxapve. Tpeg aderpadeg mépacov Kt afdoka v eppifave. Tnv covyiice To KeQEAL
™G, avetpiylac’ To Kopui g kat komke 1) kKoot g [...]”) (Eastern Thrace, Zapavti
- Zrapovin 1938: 238-240).

5 Cf. also “Like many other peoples throughout history, the Byzantines believed that
it was pregnant mothers and new-born children who were the most susceptible to the
workings of the envious eye because of the risks and dangers arising from pregnancy
and childbirth. A whole series of apotropaic practices relating to babies and children
indicates how widespread this belief was [...]” (Foscolou 2005: 255).

76 Cf. also the depiction of the Virgin with the Christ child at her breast in Greek icons
(Galaktotrophousa, Virgo lactans). For this type of representation in iconography, see
Foscolou 2005: 251 (extended bibliography ibid., note 3); Bolman 2004, 2005:13-22;
KepaAd 2004: 79-82 (extended bibliography ibid. 79, note 5). For an interesting
comparative approach to the Virgin Mary and Isis based on the lactans iconography
see Higgins 2012; Thomas and Norman 2005.

" See also notes 31 and 58.

78 «[...] OVte tpidel obte Tivel ovTE TO Y10 TG TO povoyevn Pulaivet [...]” (Naxos,
"Huelhog 1962: 179).

" Crete, Kovtovldkn 1962: 196-197.

8 For the female demon Gellou/Gyloy in Modern Greek charm and legends, see Pas-
salis 2015: 115-127.
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81 About the categories witchcrafi-sorcery and the problem of distinction between them,
see Yalman 1972: 523. Cf. the distinction external-internal and uncontrolled-controlled
power mentioned by Douglas (1966: 98-99).

82 These are mainly groups of taboo people, with special deviations and malformations
in their appearance, see Méyag 1941-42: 5; Behepdving 1913: 37; Opaykdxt 1978: 216.

83 .1 koAdv g gimav tlon kakdv g eyivnkev [...]” (Cyprus, Xatlniodvvov 1933:
308-309).

8 1.1 xoAdv g eimev 10 a1 kaxdv g eyvpioey [...]” (Cyprus, KaAliavdtov
1957-58: 609-610).

8547, ] koG Adya g gimacty ot doonua eywikacwy [...]”7 (Cyprus, Iovag 2007B:
356).

8 The term liminal derives from the Latin word /imen which means “threshold”, and
which was used to declare and represent the intermediate stage of rites of passage by
van Gennep ([1908]1960), the threshold of the transition from one category (place,
time, social status) to another, in which one leaves behind his old identity and lies in
the intermediate stage of ambiguity. It is a particularly powerful field (locus of power).
This stage, was used by anthropologists, like Douglas (1966: 1975) and Leach (1964:
23-63) as an intermediate/liminal point between the two categories A and B, for the
investigations of classification mechanisms (Werbner 2001: 138—140).

87Tt is characteristic that Mary Douglas uses the term anomaly to describe the capacity
of this liminal stage, as it cannot be classified (1966: 37-38).

8 The Virgin Mary’s power to mediate has also been documented in many songs
(Keporinviadng 1997: 23) and, chiefly, in folk prayers. In the folk religious system, a
widespread apocalyptic text entitled “The Apocalypse of the Theotokos” clearly dem-
onstrates the mediating role of the Virgin Mary. In this text the Virgin Mary is at the
Mount of Olives and pleads the Archangel Michael to reveal the sinners in Hades (the
underworld equal to hell). Accompanied by the Archangel Michael, the Virgin Mary
visits hell where she sees thousands of sinners being tortured. She pleads for God’s
mercy for those sinners. God refuses claiming that they have fallen by unforgivable
sins. Then the Virgin Mary gathers all archangels, John the Baptist, the twelve Apostles,
the prophets and martyrs to support her claim. God responds to her call and agrees
to grant them days of rest from Easter until All Saints’ Day. For the content and the
variants and the dissemination of this text, see [ToAitng 1874: 373-389; Pernot 1900;
Aopméxng 1982: 46—49.

84[...] To’ 0 Xp1otdg TV epwtd: -Tt "xe1g unépa pov, ti yeig, [oapbéva pov, Ti yeig,
Tovpd Tov kdopov; [...]” (Kasos, MiyyomAidng- Novdpog 1932: 14-15).
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%0 «...] O vidg g g Grovoe. -Tt €xelg, pava LoV, Tt EYELS, UNTEPA LOV, TL EYELS,
Pacilicoa Tov koGpov; [...]" (Naxos, Huelhog 1962: 179).

o1 <[...] Kiemngev o Xpiotdg ki gimev tnv: -Ti §yeig, pava pov [...] - Apévin pov, Ogé
Hov, Kt apévtn pov, Xptoté pov [...]” (Rhodes, [anoypiotododrov 1962: 72-73).
2.1 -Tuéyeg untépa pov; [...]-A, poavovro pov [...]” (Cyprus, lovag 2007B: 354).
% “[...] -Eivto *mabeg, pavovra pov, 10 emdvnoeg v tedarodrray cov; ~Eto, yie
pov, Movoyevi| pov [...]” (Cyprus, lovéag 2007B: 356).

% According to Turner, this liminal stage which enhances the appearance of structures
“Living through” can be defined “fructile chaos, fertile nothingness, a store house of
possibilities, not by any means a random assemblage but a striving after new forms

and structure, gestation process, a fetation of modes appropriate to and anticipating
postliminal existence” (Turner 1991: 11).

% For this kind of mediation between text and contextual

% The second part of all narrative charms of all types with spiritual figures on leading
roles, that concerns healing, has a rising rate of mobility and easily moves among charms
of various types. Consequently, elements of the second part from the type of charms we
examine here can be traced in other types. For example, the second type which is based
on an encounter between a sacred figure and the personified cause of evil constitutes an
independent type of charm against the evil eye with Christ playing a crucial role. The
expulsion of a malevolent figure to the Mountain of Olives is a common pattern in the
type of charms against bites by poisonous reptiles. Nonetheless, we cannot draw secure
conclusions about one type of charms based solely on their second part.

7 A similar characteristic introduction is found in charms against the evil eye in Crete:
“H Hoavayio kaBotave Lovcsévn, XTEVIGHEVN, KL O OTOopUOG enépace [...]" (The Virgin
Mary sat on her throne, having her hair washed and combed and the evil eye passed
by [...]) (Crete, Agvaxdaxng 2007: 59). In those charms, which follow the pattern of
an encounter between a sacred figure and evil in action, the Virgin Mary encounters
the evil eye and shifts its direction (Aevaxdkng 2007: 58-59). Such types derive from
a fusion of charms of the type we examine with the charms that present Christ as the
main figure, who encounters the malevolent agents and alters their direction. The pat-
tern of the encounter of certain figures (mother and son) who work in the vineyard with
women who have certain malformed external characteristics is found in literary charms
(written in archaic language) that are used to protect the vineyard against the evil eye
(Iovag 2007A: 155-156, for such charms, see also Iovig 2007B: 342-349 and lonas
2005). The typical introduction tp those charms though is totally different (Mother and
son planted a vineyard in the desert) and the second part concerning treatment follows
a totally different pattern.
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