THE ST. PAUL SHIPWRECK
CONTROVERSY
AN ASSESSMENT OF THE SOURCE
MATERIAL

Mario Buhagiar

The ident

St. Paul was : ' ay to Rome to face
trial before Cae > among scholars but,
since at least the Middle A ave tenaciously maintained that it
was Malta. The other chief

Mljet, previously leda, off Dubrovnic, in the Adriatic, which was

also called Melite (Melite Illyrica) in classical times

The Journey and Shipwreck of St. Paul

pwreck of St. Paul are vividly described n Acts xxvii. Around

The journey and sl
38 A.D., the apostle was imprisoned in Jerusalem because of Jewish riots against
his presence in the city (Acts xxi, 26-34) but the tribune Claudius Lysias, on
learning that he was a Roman citizen (Acts xxii, 25-30), rescued him from his
enemies and sent him under escort to Caeserea to be tried by Felix, the governor,
(Acts xxiti, 11-30) who detained him hoping that he would offer him a bribe

26). When Procius Festus, the next governor, again brought Paul

(Acts xxiv,
to trial, the apostle appealed to Caesar and his request was granted (Acts xxv,
12). He was, therefore, sent to Rome even though it was r that he was guilty

of no fault that deserved death or imprisonment (Acts, xxvi, 31).

The account of the first part of the toilsome journey does not raise any
geographical problems. Paul and some other prisoners were embarked on a boat

from Adrumentum that was bound for the ; e ports (Acts xxvil, 2). A first
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stop was made at Sidon and then the boat coasted under the lee of Cyprus, skirting
Cilicia and Pamphylia until it reached Lystra in Lycia.” Here the party changed
ship boarding an Alexandrian boat that was bound for ltaly (fig./).

There were 276 men on board. Paul was accompanied by Luke and
Aristarchus the Macedonian, and the centurion, who was called Julius and
belonged to the Augustan cohort, treated him with courtesy. For many days, the
boat made a slow voyage following a SE. course and reaching Cnidus with
difficulty. Winter was approaching and sailing became hazardous. The wind
beat the boat back and forced her to sail under the lee of Crete by way of Salome
until she put in at Fair Havens, close to the city of Thalassa or Lasea. Paul
advised the centurion to winter there, but the helmsman and the master wanted
to sail further and winter in Phoenice' and their opinion prevailed. A gale carried
the boat out of her course, buffeting her for fourteen days and finally wrecking
her on Melite (Acts xxvii).

It has been suggested that this sea saga is plagiarised with modifications
from a Hellenistic travel account,* but even if allowances are made for literary
accretions and possible textual alterations there is no valid reason to doubt the
main points of the narrative.

The Shipwreck Controversy

The last leg of the voyage from Fair Havens to Melite has been the cause of
controversy. St. Luke relates how the gale drove the boat under the lee of the
island of Cauda and describes the fear of the sailors of being driven on to the
Syrtis sands. The storm tossed them so violently that the boat was lightened and
thc spare tackle deliberately thrown overboard. They were driven oft course and
drifted about in the sea of Adria (Adprat). For several days they saw neither sun
nor stars. They gave themselves up for lost, but Paul inspired them with
confidence and assured them that none would be lost though they were o be
cast on an island. On the fourteenth night they approached land and the sailors,
who were afraid of being cast ashore on some rocky coast, let down four anchors
and, to lighten the boat, threw the corn into the sea. When day broke they sighted

n

. Several mss give Myra. which was a well known port, instead of Lystra which is otherwise
unrecorded.

3. Now called Phoinikias

4. G. Bornkamm, Pau/ (tr. D.M.G. Stalker), London (Hodder and Stoughton) 1971
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a strange bay with a sloping beach and decided to run the ship ashore there.
They cut away the anchors, unlashed the tiller and hoisting the main sail® to the
breeze, trust themselves (o the mercy of the wind which drove the ship aground
at a spot which is described as Tomog d18cAacog. Everyone on board escaped
unharmed (Acts xxvii, 6-44). On landing they found that the island was called
Melite (Acts xxviii, 1.)

One thing that is obvious from the narrative is that Melite was not on the
Alexandrian boat's route. It was only driven there by gale. The intention was
presumably to reach the Sicilian coast by a more direct course.” Three crucial
objections which are used as arguments against its identification with Malta are
a) the direction of the gale, b) the location of the Syrtis Sands. ¢) the presumed
equivalence of Adpra with the Adriatic Sea of today.

a) The direction of the gale - This problem involves a textual choice between
the reading Exipoxtdwv (presumably SE, gale-wind) adopted by the Authorised
Version and the variant Edpoxtlay  (presumably NE. gale-wind) found in many
of the early mss. Both are nautical compound words which raise philological
difficulties but a recent study’ has built a strong case for Edpeocihon which it
approximates with ENE. The word seems to be a Greek transliteration of a nautical
term that arose in Latin and was probably caughl by Luke from a Latin-speaking
seaman. That it is not a copyist error is proved by its appearance (Euraquilo)
among the Latin wind names on a twelve-point windrose on a pavement at Thugga
in proconsular Africa (CIL. viii. 26652) where it occupies the place ol 30°N. of
E." If the wind was off-shore (and therefore NE.) and il the Syrtis sands on
which it threatened 1o drive the boat (Acts xxvii, 17) are a reference to the Gulf
of Syrtis, off Cyrenaica, there can be little reasonable doubt that Melite was
Malta. The subject, however, remains one of academic debate and whether the
wind actually blew off-shore or on-shore (and,therefore. S. of E.) is a
philologically elusive matter which hinges on Luke’s use of the preposition Kotté
(against}).”

5. According to the Authonsed and Revised Versions. The Knox Version prefers foresail. The
word used by Luke can mean either

F. P. Rizzo, ‘Malta e Sicilia in Etd Romana - Aspetti di Stona Politica ¢ Costituzionale”.
KOKALOS, xvii - xxiii. i, (1976-1977), 180

C.J. Hemer, 'Eraquilo and Mehta', Journad of Theologival Stdies nos. xxvi ( 1975) 100-10¢
Ibid., 103

For two opposing views on the matter: A Ackworth, "Where was St Paul Shipwrecked? A Re-
examination of the Evidence'. Journal of Theological Stuedies, nos. sxiv (1973), 190-195, and
C. J. Hemmer, up. cif,
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b) The Syrtis Sands - There does not seem to be any lexical justification
for maintaining that Luke intended the words GUpTS as a common noun for
sand bank. In the first century A.D. it apparently meant an exact geographical
location off the African coast, which was a notorious navigational hazard'. On
the other hand the fact that the Acts (xxvii, 16-17) mention it immediately after
the reference to island of Cauda makes its identification with the shallows of the
Gulf of Syrtis, over 400 miles away, difficult." As a result, it has been suggested
that what Luke had in mind was the sand bank that lay between the two entrances
to the harbour of Phoenice.” There is, however, no real evidence for a shoal
hazard there.'* The question of the Syrtis Sands therefore remains open.

¢) Adria and the Adriatic Sea - The references to the sea Ul_riapl& in
ancient literature, are often ambivalent. To Heroditus and Strabo it was clearly
the Adriatic. Ptolemy is more precise and distinguishes the 6 ;\Bplunmg
Kbirnog which presumably corresponds to the modern Adriatic, from the
A dprac' by which he apparently meant the ¢entral Mediterranean area's. Much
would therefore seem to depend on Luke’s intention. If by A oprog he meant the
sea S. and W. of Greece then the indications point to Malta, but if it can be
proved that he had the Adriatic Gulf in mind, then Meleda would appear more
probable

o ok Wt W

A good case for Malta was made by Captain James Smith who in 1856 published
in London The Voyvage and Shipwreck of St. Paul. Smith had a sound knowledge
of sailing boats and he argued on navigational evidence. Most of his observations
are still valid but the question remains open. Perhaps Malta’s greatest claim
does not, after all, derive from a scrutiny of the ill-starred journey but rather
from the simple fact that from Melite the shipwrecked party departed for Syracuse
to continue its journey to Rome from there (fig./). Had the shipwreck taken
place on Meleda such an itinery would not have made geographical sense. The

10. Hemmer, ap. cir, 108

I1. Though not impossible for a sailing-boat driven before a persistent gale blowing NE (Hemmer,
105)

12, A, Ackworth, ap. crr, 192
13, Hemmer, 105.

14, Hemer. 106-108. Ptolomy sometimes calls the modern Adriatic 0 Adplatixov redoyog
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logical stop would have been Brundusium or some other port along the Adriatic
coast.

History of Malta - Meleda Controversy

The shipwreck story was a popular topic in patristic commentaries which drew
moral lessons from it but provided little useful information and are therefore of
negligible value in the quest for the true identity of Melite.'"* A typical example
15 St. John Chrysostom (¢.347-407) who in Homily 53 on the Acts of the Apostles
comments that the great honour which the natives showed Paul and his
companions is indicative that many of them embraced Christianity.'®

There is as yet no sure evidence for a Pauline cult in Malta before 1299
when the dedication of Mdina Cathedral to the apostle is first recorded.'” The
suggestion that Konrad of Quernfurth’s account of 1194 refers to Malta as the
island of the shipwreck.'™ must be treated with reserve since a careful reading of
the text makes it apparent that the place indicated is in fact the island of Capri.
The account. in typical late Medieval romance fashion, unscientifically mixes,
together mythical and legendary lore with the Biblical story and is, therfore, of
dubious scientific interest,

It is significant that in the tenth century, the Emperor Constantine VII
Porphyrogenitus (945-959) indicated the Dalmatian island of Meleda as the place
of the shipwreck."”. This may hint at a long established Byzantine tradition,

15. The Greek texts are listed in J. Busuttil, “Fonti Greche per la Storia delle Isole Maltesi', Consiglio
Nazionale delle Ricerche. Missione Archeologica a Malta : Rapporte Preliminare della
Campagna 1968, Rome 1969, 15-26

16. 1. P. Migne. Parrologiae Cursus Completus... series graeca, vol., Ix, col, 350
17. H. Bree, “Malta dopo il Vespro Siciliano’, Melita Historica, vol, vi/l, Malta 1974, 318

I8. Quemnfurth’s textis in . M. Lappenberg (ed.). *Amoldi Abbatis Lubecensis Chronicaan, 1172-
1209 [=Chronica Slavorum], Monumenta Germaniae Historiva (Seaptorum 21, New York 1963,
196, is reproduced in T. Freller, St Paul's Grotro and Its Visitors - Pilgrims, Knights, Scholars
and Sceptics - From the Middle Ages to the 19th Century, Malta 1995, 30, A cursory reference
to it 15 given in H. Bresc., ‘Sicile. Malte ¢t Monde Musulman’ in 8. Fiorini and V. Mallia-
Milanes (eds.), Malta - A Case Study in International Cross Currents. Malta 1991, 51, f.n. 10
Quernfurth was the advisor and confident of Frederick 11. His account. a fantastic description of
the Apulia. Calabria and Sicily, seems to be essentially based on secondary sources

19. The reference is made in the De Administrando Impero [ Corpus Scriptoricorum Byzantinerum,
xxxvi, Bonn 1840, 163] in which the emperor speaks about the pugani who held possession of
the Dalmation islands among which was Meleda which was also called Malozeatae

The St. Paul Shipwreck Controversy 187

There could, none the less, have been arival Latin tradition that favoured Malta,
which is very probably the island mentioned by the Roman subdeacon Arator, in
his verse paraphrase of the Acts of the Apostles, composed around 544 A.D. (De
Act. Apost. ii, 1121-1127).

One final consideration in the claims of Malta concerns the much publicized
“secure archaeological evidence™ for an early Pauline tradition at San Pawl Milgi.
The excavations carried out in the course of the 1960s, by a Missione
Archeologica from the University of Rome, on this Roman villasite, are, however,
complicated by many factors and the testimony is both inconclusive and of a
dubious nature.” In the present state of our knowledge there is, in fact, no
justification for dating the Maltese Pauline tradition to a period before the late
Middle Ages.

Another aspirant to the honour was Mitylene (Mitilini) on the Greek Island
of Lesvos (fig. /) which Konrad of Quernfurth confused with the island of Capri.
Mitylene's claims were hurriedly dismissed in the early seventeenth century by
the Maltese Jesuit Girolamo Manduca.”' Manduca was writing at the time when
the claims of Malta were seemingly uncontested. It was not until 1730 that they
started being seriously challenged by the publication in Venice of an erudite
treatise which reopened the gase for Meleda.” The author, Ignazio Georgi, was
abbot of the Benedictine abbey in Veliko Jezero on Meleda, and a scholar of
repute. His book was in many ways a remarkable academic achievement which
stands out as a model of eighteenth century dialectic. His spirit of philosophical
inquiry made him question and discard Malta’s most cherished traditions and
his arguments for Meleda reveal his intimate knowledge of that island and his
profound familiarity with Biblical commentaries, Patristic studies and classical
authors,

20. On the excavations of San Pawl Milqi: Missione Archeologica haliona a Malta: Rapporto
preliminare della Campagna 1963 fetc. | 8 vols., Rome 1964-1973. and, especially, Michelangelo
Gagiiano de Azevedo, Testimonianze Archeolagiche delfa Tradizione Paolina a Malia, Rome
1966, For a reassessment of the excavations: Mario Bubagiar, Christian Caracombs, Cult Centres
unel Churehes in Malta o 1530, unpublished Ph, . thesis presented in the University of London,
1993, 169-176, 183-190,

21. G. Manduca, Relazione o sian tradizioni avure ¢ trasimesse dalli antichi circa le cose dell' isola
di Malta e di quanto s'é potuto cavare da seritture antiche degne oi fede. [National Library,
Malta, ms. 25. 179.]

22. 1. Georgi, Divus Paulus apostolus in mari, quod nunc Venetus sinus dicitur. naufragus, et Melitae
Dalmatanensis insulae post naufragium hospes, sive de genuino significata duorum locorum in
Actibus apostolicis, cap. 27: 27, cap. 28: 1 insceptiones anticriticae, Venice 1730
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Public opinion in Malta was alarmed and clerics and intellectuals, assisted
by distinguished European authorities on ecclesiastical history produced a
plethora of pseudo-scientific disertazzioni to refute Georgi's arcuments.”’ The
most noteworthy were Guyor de Mearne 1731, Kirchmeier 1731, Wandalinus
1737, De Rhoer 1743, Regnaud 1749, San Floriano 1757, Pagnini-Lanfredini
1763, and Floder 1769.* Typical of the emotionally charged content of some of
these treatises is the passage in Wandalinus 1737 in which the Me

eda theory is
mocked as “a hypothesis born in the darkest of centuries and worthy of remaining
buried in the darkness of the blackest night™!*
Georgi was well concerted and largely effective, but the Benedictine monk found
the support of academics such as the Abbé Ladvocat, librarian of the Sorbonne™®
and the Dalmatian abbot S. Sciuliaga®™ who both published works to uphold his
thesis.

The campaign to discredit Padre

Unwittingly Georgi had achieved notoriety as an archenemy of Malta where
he was regarded as nostro indefesso e pertinace antagonista,”™ who ried to cheat
the island of the greatest gloria del suo popolo, ed oggetto principale della nostra
venerazione.” His most tenacious and best prepared opponent was Count
Giovanni Antonio Ciantar. Ciantar was a scholar of considerable repute who
studied in prestigious universities in ltaly and specia

ised in law and Theology.

23, Their services were, probably, in part solicited by the Knights of St John who had a vested
interest in ensuring that the Malta theory would prevail: Mario Buhagiar, ap. cir

24. G.C, Guyot de Meamne. Vindiviae Melitensis, Rome 1731, 3.C. Kirchmeier, Dissertario de Requie
Pauli in Melitae Insula, Marburg 1731; ). E Wandalinus, Discertatio de Melite Pauli, Hafniae
1737; ). de Rhoer, De Sancti Pauli ad Insulam Meliam Naufragie, Rhenum 1743; G, M. Regnaud,
Le mive benefiche dello grazia nella cadura pnsille vie di Damasco e le ngeee amovevoli della
Providenza nel nawfragio in sulle vive di Malna dell apostolo Paolo primetutelave dell'isola di
Malra e Gozzo, Rome 1749; CS. di San Floriano, Navigazione dell'Apasiolo Paolo du Cesarea
a Malta - Dissertazione Cronologico - Geografica. Milan 1757, G. Pagnini - Lanfredini,
Descrizieme Idrografica che contiene la Navigazione ed i Naufragio dell’ Apastolo 8. Padlo
nell’Isola di Malta, Naples 1763; ). Floder. Acta Pauli in Insula Melita, Upsala 1769

25. The 10th century. The reference is to Constantine VIl Porphyrogenitus, The passasge is
reproduced in O. Bres, Malta Annica Ilustrata ¢d Monwmenti ¢ coll Istoria. Rome 1816, 374

26. 0. Bres, op. cit., 375
27. 8. Sciuhaga, Il Nuufragie di San Paol Ristabilive nelln Melire Bivica, Vemce. 1757

28, G. A. Giantar's amplified edition of G, F. Abelu, Della Deserittione df Maltg |Malta 16471, as
Malta Hlustrara ovvero Descrizione oi Malta, |, Malta 1772, 649

29, G.P.F Agius de Soldanis, Discorso apologetico contra la dissertazione storica e eritea in lingua
francese ¢ descritta dal Signor Abbare Ladvogar, Venice | 758, iii
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He was also a refined poet as well as a distinguished historian and antiquarian.
His most important defence of Malta, painstakingly composed in polished Latin,
was published in Venice in 1738 and received the acclaim of Grand Master
Ramon Despuig (1736-1741) and other Maltese civil and ecclesiastical
dignitaries.™

Ciantar returned to the battlefield in 1763 when he published in Venice a
renewed challenge to Georgi and his apologists.” His fellow countryman, the
librarian and historiographer Can. Gio. Pietro Agius de Soldanis had meanwhile
published a Discorso apologetico in answer to the writings of Ladvocat and
Sciuliaga.®” and, at later period, Mgr Onorato Bres undertook an analysis of the
arguments in favour of Malta which he printed in Rome in 1816."

In England the controversy became a popular subject for theses at Oxford
and Cambridge Universities.* A Cambridge Don called Jacob Bryant supported
the case for Meleda™ but was contested by James Rennell in a paper published
in Archaeologia.™ Rennell was a leading geographer and the validity of his
arguments was eventually demonstrated by Captain James Smith." The topicality
of the subject is demonstrated by references to the shipwireck in nineteenth century
literature such as. for example, Henry Kingsley's novel Ravenshoe, published in
1861 (ch. li. 329).*

In the suspicious politico-religious climate which prevailed in Catholic Malta
throughout most of the nineteenth century, arguments in tavour of Meleda were
often glossed over as Protestant fabrications. The publication of a study by the

30. G. A Ciantar, De Bearo Paolg Apostole in Meliam, Sicwlo-Adviaricr Maris Insulam Noawfrag
Ejecto Dissertationes Apologeticae i Inspectiones Anticriticas Tenaii Georgii, Venice 1738

3. G AL Ciantar. Critiva de’ Critici Maoderni che dall” anno 1730 infine of 1760 scrissero sulla
centroversia del noufragio di San Paolo apostole, Venice 1763

32. G.P.F Agius de Soldanis, op. cil.

33. O. Bres, op. cir.. 371-423

34. D. E. Sultana, Samuel Taylor Coleridge in Malta and Iraly, Oxford 1969, 207
35. R. C. Hoare. A Classical Tour through Sicily and Malta, i1, London 1919, 270.

36. J. Rennell, "On the Voyage and Place of Shipwreck of St Paul’. Archaealogia, xxi (1826), 92-
106.

37. L Smith, The Voyvage and Shipwreck of St Paul with dissertations on the sources of the wrinings
af 8. Lucas and the shups and the navigarion of the ancients, London | 548,

38. Dr D E. Sultana kindly drew attention to this referénce
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Rev. J.M. Neale, Warden o f Saekville College."" which received favourable
comments in the Protestant inspired Maltese Observer did not help mailers.*"
The next serious threat toMalta's claim came, none the less, from a Catholic
quarter. This was abook byMgr. V. Palunko. titular bishop of Rodiopoli and
auxiliary bishop of Sapulato. which elaborated on Georgi's classic work.’* The
book provoked apro-Malta declaration byPope Benedict XIV.*" and in 1927
Francesco Lanzoni.who wrote anauthoritative ecclesiastical history of Italy,
called the claims for Meleda "sterile”.*' That the debate is far from concluded is
demonstrated by recent contributions to lhe Journal of Theological Studies and
the Biblical ~ Archaeologist*.

The Cephallenia Theory

A new theory about the island of the shipwreck was put forward inlI9H7 hy
Heinz Warnecke who. dismissing the claims of both Malta and Meleda. triedto
prove that hecould identify the Melite of the ACtS with the promontory of
Argostoli on the west Grecian island of Cephallenia.* The study which won for
the author a doctorate from the Universityof Bremen, was hailed in the non-
academic press as"the theological event of the century" and "amasterpiece of
historical  research" Theological and Biblical scholars were, however, critical
and Warnccke's thesis was dismissed as a regrettable exercise inacademic

sensationalism by Jiigen Wehnert of Ihe Faculty of Theology in the University

39. J.M. Ncalc. Notes. Eci lesiolagit ~ al and Picturesque, on Dtitmulia. Croatia. M | en . London
1861.

40. VOrdine IMalia]. 27. xii. 1861.

4t. V. Palunko. Melile netmattrugin di San Paoloe  I'lsoln Meleda in Daltitaztu -Stadia di Geogrttlia
Biblka. Spnlato 1910.

42. LaGazti di Malta [Malta], 27.iii. 1911.
43. F.Lanzoni. Le Diocesi d Italia dall Urigini alPrincipio del Setala VIl. Faenzu 1927.632.

44. A. Ackwonh. op. at.; C.J. Hemer. op. cil; O FA. Mcinardus. Mclua lllyrica or Afrieana’.
OsthircMkhe M M , 32 (1974). 21-36. Idem. St Paul Shipwrecked m Dalmmia’. Biblical
Archagologist 29/4 (Dec 1976). 143-147

45 H Wamecke. Die Tutsachltthe Romfahrt des Aposlels ~ Paulas.  Stuttgart 1987.

46. DieZeitn. 52. 23.xii.1988. Hessische/Niedcisachsische ANgemeine IKassel). 16.4.1989.
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of Tiihingen who was particularly hard about its "terrible lack of methodical-
argumentative insight" and flimsy historical and textual evidence."

Warnecke's thesis hinges around the argument thai Phoeniec lorwhich Paul's
ship set course after leaving Fair Havens cannot justifiably beidentified with a
port on the south coast of Crete. Had this been the case the very short distance
between the two ports would surely not have caused any disagreements between
Paul and the sailors (Acts xxvii, 9-12). Phoenice must therefore have been a
more distant port necessitating several days of shipping. Warnacke locales itin
the SW of the Peloponese where a harbour named Phoinkus ismentioned by
I'ausanias, the second century A.D.traveller and geographer, in his Periegesis
of Greece (iv,34. 12). To substantiate his point. Warnacke translates the crucial
phrase limen tes Kreies (Acis xxvii. 12) as« harbour to andfrom Crete instead
ol thestandard a harbour in Crete, maintaining that the Greek phrase isa
thoroughly regular partitive genitive.*" More arbitrary is Warnackc's corruption
of the New Testament toponym Phoenix to Phoinikus and his emphatic denial of
the existence o f a Cretan port called Phoenix inthe fist century A.D. The
existence of such aport isattested to, among others, byStrabo (x. 4.3) and
Ptolemy (iii. 17.3) though archaeological soundings in 1950 produced entirely
negative results.*?

The storm therefore, according to Warnacke. took place in the Peleponese.
which he maintains would more orless correspond tothe seaof Adria as
understood by Luke, and itdrove the ship to the island of Cephallenia south of
Corfu, ascould beproved by adiscussion of the winds. The island which was
called Melainaflat. Melaena) inclassical times (Pliny NH. iv.54) was the Corcyra
nigra of the Argonauiica (iv.569-571).Topograph tealconsiderations and a 30m
deep extended sea with dangerous shoals indicated the promontory of Argostoli
as the most likely site of the shipwreck, and the problem of the name Melile
could be solved by equaling ihe site with the Melite ofihc Atgonatirica. Warnacke
overlooks the important fact that the islands listed in the Argonautica. (iv.564-
565) arc called Librunian (Dalmatian)and that the ArgonattiicaCw. 572)clearly
refers to the Dalmatian Melite.

47. J.Wehnert. 'Gestrandet'. Zeitslirijl filr Theologie und Kin hr. 87 (1990) reprinted in English
translation as 'Shipwrecked - A Commentary on a New Thesis about the Shipwreck of Paul on
his way to Rome', in M. Galea and J Ciorld teds I.St. Paul inMalta A Compendium a)
Pauline Studies. Malla 1992.67-99,

48 1bid

49. Warnacke lakes Ihe negative archaeological results, as repned in Paulss Real torn opadie dee
Clitssisclten. xx 11950). 431 -435. as definite proof for the non-existence of a Cretan Phoenice.



