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inequality within family relationships, women’s social status, and the protagonist’s 

emotional experiences in Medea, a tragedy by the ancient Greek playwright 
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women’s position in society, their need for legal and social protection, and the tragic 

consequences of resistance to injustice. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Throughout the history of world literature, the relationship between the 

individual and society, personal freedom, social injustice, and moral choice have 

occupied a significant place. Ancient Greek tragedies, in particular, offer profound 

literary representations of individuals’ inner experiences and their conflicts with the 

surrounding world. In this respect, Medea, a tragedy by the ancient Greek playwright 

Euripides, is especially significant. 

Euripides was a major figure in ancient Greek literature who devoted 

considerable attention to the portrayal of human psychology, complex emotions, and 

tensions within social relationships. His tragedy Medea, first performed in 431 BCE, 

presents women’s position within the family, male self-interest, love and betrayal, 

and justice and revenge as closely interconnected issues. 
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At the center of the play stands Medea, a woman abandoned by her husband, 

Jason, living in a foreign land and facing an uncertain future. Jason’s decision to 

marry the daughter of Creon, the ruler of Corinth, becomes a decisive turning point 

in Medea’s life. Her suffering intensifies, ultimately leading to tragic revenge. 

The literary significance of the tragedy lies in Euripides’ refusal to portray 

Medea solely as a wronged woman or a ruthless avenger. He reveals the 

contradictions within her inner world and allows the reader to understand her 

suffering while also raising the question of her moral responsibility for the horrific 

acts she commits. 

The purpose of this article is to examine the literary representation of the 

conflict between woman and society in Euripides’ Medea, analyze the protagonist’s 

emotional experiences, and explore the play’s social and moral significance. 

MAIN DISCUSSION 

1. Women’s Status in Ancient Greek Society and Medea’s Fate 

A thorough understanding of Medea requires consideration of the social 

environment represented in the play. In ancient Greek society, a woman’s life was 

largely shaped by family relationships, marriage, and the social standing associated 

with men. Women’s opportunities to make independent decisions were limited, and 

their economic security and social protection could become serious concerns in cases 

of marital conflict or separation. 

Medea is a character living under precisely such difficult circumstances. She 

resides in Corinth, far from her homeland. Living in a foreign country, separated 

from close relatives and dependent on her relationship with Jason, places her in a 

socially vulnerable position. Consequently, Jason’s betrayal signifies more than the 

end of love: it amounts to the loss of the support on which her life rests. 

Medea has abandoned her former life to be with Jason. She has left her 

homeland and loved ones behind in an attempt to build a new life with him. However, 

when Jason chooses to marry another woman, her earlier sacrifices appear to lose 
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their value. Her suffering becomes particularly intense at this point: she feels not only 

unloved but also used and discarded. 

In this respect, Medea’s fate illustrates the extent to which a woman’s 

personal life may depend on social status and family relationships. Through her tragic 

circumstances, Euripides makes it possible to interpret women’s vulnerability as a 

problem arising from particular social conditions rather than as an inherent 

characteristic. 

Nevertheless, explaining Medea’s fate exclusively through social inequality 

would constitute a one-sided approach. Alongside the injustices she experiences, her 

personal decisions and moral responsibility also occupy an important place in the 

play. Thus, the tragedy both criticizes the social environment and demonstrates the 

consequences of choices made under the influence of anger and resentment. 

2. Betrayal and Conflicting Interests in the Relationship Between Medea and 

Jason 

One of the tragedy’s principal conflicts emerges in the relationship between 

Medea and Jason. Although their relationship appears to have been founded on love 

and trust, Jason’s pursuit of a new marriage exposes its underlying nature. 

By marrying the daughter of Creon, the ruler of Corinth, Jason seeks to 

strengthen his position. He attempts to explain this decision as a beneficial step 

toward the future. From his perspective, establishing a family connection with the 

ruler could improve his social standing and his children’s prospects. However, this 

decision relegates Medea’s feelings and interests to a secondary position. 

Jason’s actions reveal a conflict between self-interest and moral 

responsibility. He seeks to present his decision as rational and advantageous, yet he 

fails to give sufficient consideration to the history of his relationship with Medea and 

the sacrifices she has made. In this way, Jason’s character illustrates the emotional 

and moral harm individuals may inflict on others while pursuing their own interests. 
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Medea, by contrast, perceives Jason’s decision as a profound betrayal. For 

her, love encompasses not only emotional intimacy but also loyalty, trust, and mutual 

responsibility. Jason’s new marriage represents a violation of these values. 

An important literary feature of the play deserves attention here: while Jason 

attempts to portray himself as practical and concerned with the future, Medea 

exposes the moral consequences of his decision. Nevertheless, the validity of her 

grievances does not automatically justify her subsequent actions. Euripides therefore 

confronts the reader with two complex questions: to what extent is the protest of a 

person subjected to injustice justified, and how far can that protest remain morally 

defensible? 

These questions ensure the tragedy’s continuing relevance to contemporary 

readers. The breakdown of trust within family relationships, the prioritization of self-

interest over human feelings, and the effects of personal decisions on others remain 

significant moral concerns in every age. 

3. The Female Voice and Protest Against Society 

In Medea, the protagonist’s attitude toward society is revealed through her 

speeches and monologues. Medea does not keep her suffering to herself; instead, she 

seeks to express the injustice she has experienced through words. Her reflections 

address the difficulties women face in marriage, marital inequality, and the effects of 

men’s decisions on women’s lives. 

When describing women’s circumstances within family life, Medea 

emphasizes that marriage involves considerable risk for a woman. A woman binds 

her life to another person, yet the development of that relationship and her husband’s 

treatment of her are not always within her control. Medea’s speech presents a broader 

account of women’s vulnerability in marriage and the suffering they may experience. 

This aspect gives Medea’s character significance beyond her personal 

tragedy. She does not merely speak of her own betrayal but also reflects on women’s 

place in society. Her protest therefore acquires a social dimension. 
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However, Euripides does not simplify Medea into a single representative of 

all women in society. Her character combines strength, intelligence, determination, 

and a desire to shape her own destiny with anger and cruelty. Her inner complexity 

makes her protest more compelling. 

Medea challenges social injustice, but her resistance ultimately takes a 

destructive form. In this sense, although the tragedy illustrates the severe 

consequences that may follow when a woman’s voice goes unheard or her suffering 

is disregarded, it does not endorse violence as an acceptable form of justice. 

A significant thematic feature of the play is its distinction between the 

protagonist’s protest and her moral choices. Medea may have suffered injustice at 

the hands of society and Jason, but this does not justify the harm she inflicts on others. 

4. Medea’s Psychological Conflict and Moral Choice 

The psychological power of the tragedy emerges through its portrayal of the 

contradictions within Medea’s inner world. On the one hand, she seeks revenge for 

the humiliation she has suffered; on the other, she feels a mother’s love for her 

children. Her most painful inner struggle unfolds between these two impulses. 

Medea loves her children. Their future and safety matter to her as a mother. 

Yet, as her desire for revenge grows stronger, a sharp conflict develops between 

maternal affection and destructive anger. She understands the consequences of her 

actions but cannot relinquish her anger or desire for vengeance. 

This feature allows for a profound psychological analysis of Medea’s 

character. She is neither wholly unaware of her actions nor a character who brings 

about tragedy by accident. Rather, her decision involves a conscious choice. She 

understands the horror of what she is doing but regards revenge as a means of 

restoring her honor and pride. 

Medea’s inner struggle is one of the tragedy’s most distressing moments. 

Although maternal love remains within her, the desire for revenge overcomes it. As 

a result, she decides to kill her children. This act produces not only a family tragedy 

but also a violation of humanity and moral responsibility. 



 

Выпуск журнала No-59               Часть–2 Октябрь–2026 

411 
 

At this point, Medea cannot be interpreted solely as a victim. She is a complex 

individual who has suffered social injustice but has also committed a horrific crime. 

Euripides’ skill lies in enabling an understanding of her suffering while preserving 

the necessity of morally evaluating her actions. 

Thus, Medea’s tragedy arises not only from society’s treatment of her but 

also from her identification of revenge with justice. She attempts to overcome her 

own pain by inflicting suffering on others, yet this course only deepens her tragedy. 

5. Foreignness and Social Vulnerability 

Medea’s residence in a foreign land is also significant to an analysis of her 

character. She is not a fully integrated member of Corinthian society and remains 

dependent on the decisions of others in determining her future. This circumstance 

further intensifies her social vulnerability. 

In the tragedy, Creon regards Medea as a potential threat to his daughter and 

new son-in-law. He therefore decides to banish her from Corinth. This decision 

makes her situation even more difficult: she has already experienced her husband’s 

betrayal and now faces the possibility of losing her home as well. 

For Medea, exile means more than the loss of a place to live. It signifies the 

collapse of her social support, security, and hopes for the future. Her conflict with 

society consequently becomes more acute. 

However, foreignness in the play is not limited to Medea’s nationality or 

origins. It is also associated with a woman’s inability to protect herself within society, 

her dependence on others’ decisions, and her need to struggle to make her voice 

heard. 

From this perspective, Medea embodies the conflict between social 

vulnerability and personal dignity. She feels humiliated and seeks to regain control 

over her circumstances. Yet this effort leads to revenge rather than compromise or a 

just resolution. 

6. The Tragedy’s Literary Features and Thematic Significance 
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In Medea, Euripides effectively employs monologues, opposing speeches, 

and intense dramatic situations to reveal the protagonist’s psychology. The dialogues 

expose differences between Medea’s and Jason’s worldviews. Their arguments bring 

self-interest and political calculation into conflict with loyalty, justice, and human 

dignity. 

Medea’s monologues serve as an important means of understanding her inner 

experiences. Through her speech, the reader follows her suffering, anger, doubts, and 

decision-making process. This technique strengthens the tragedy’s psychological 

impact. 

The chorus also plays a significant role in responding to events and 

broadening their moral significance. Through the chorus, the play expresses 

sympathy for women’s suffering, anxiety about unfolding events, and the gravity of 

their tragic consequences. At the same time, the presence of the chorus indicates that 

the work addresses broader social and moral concerns as well as the psychological 

condition of a single individual. 

The central conflict of the tragedy arises between the injustice the protagonist 

experiences within society and the morally horrifying acts she herself commits. 

Euripides creates a complex dramatic situation that encourages the reader both to 

sympathize with Medea and to condemn her actions. 

The power of the play lies in this dual response. Had Medea been portrayed 

solely as an innocent victim, the tragedy’s moral complexity would have been 

considerably diminished. Had she been presented only as a ruthless character, her 

emotional suffering and social difficulties would not have been sufficiently explored. 

By uniting these opposing aspects within a single character, Euripides reveals the 

complexity of human nature. 

CONCLUSION 

Euripides’ Medea is one of the works of ancient Greek literature that offers a 

profound literary representation of the conflict between woman and society. It 
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portrays inequality within family relationships, women’s social vulnerability, life in 

a foreign environment, betrayal, and personal dignity as interconnected issues. 

Through Medea’s character, the playwright reveals a woman’s suffering, her 

position in society, and her desire to determine her own destiny. Jason’s 

abandonment of her and the threat of banishment from Corinth worsen her social and 

psychological circumstances. Nevertheless, her tragedy cannot be explained solely 

by external conditions. Her choice of revenge and the killing of her children raise 

questions of personal responsibility and moral choice. 

A significant feature of the tragedy is its exploration of women’s position in 

society alongside questions of humanity, justice, and moral boundaries. Medea 

resists the injustice inflicted upon her, but her revenge creates further tragedies. In 

this way, the play demonstrates the severe consequences of injustice while also 

showing that revenge cannot be equated with justice. 

In conclusion, Medea does not offer a one-sided interpretation of the 

relationship between woman and society. While critically portraying social 

inequality, it also reveals the consequences of choices made under the influence of 

anger, resentment, and the desire for revenge. For this reason, Medea remains an 

important literary figure in contemporary studies of the social environment, women’s 

personal freedom, psychological conflict, and moral responsibility. 

REFERENCES: 

1. Euripides. Medea. — Uzbek translation. 

2. Aristotle. Poetics. 

3. Quronov, D. Adabiyotshunoslikka kirish [Introduction to Literary Studies]. — 

Tashkent. 

4. Hotamov, N., and Sarimsoqov, B. — The title and publication details are not 

provided in the original text. 

5. Jahon adabiyoti tarixi [History of World Literature]. — Sections on ancient 

Greek literature. 

 


