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emmnon, the man he hated most of all living creatures?®)?
Would he not suspect Phoenix’s feelings and whatever else he
has gotten to say on a reconciliation with Agamemnon? And
would a suspicion of Phoenix’s role not put in jeopardy the mis-
sion? Nestor must have worried about Achilles” reaction to his
friend’s participation in an Agamemno-Achaean business and
indeed Achilles did not, in spite of Nestor’s precautions, fail to
notice at an advanced stage of the ambassadors’ talk that Phoe-
nix showed more emotional attachment to Agamemnon than
was expected of him (612ff.):

u7] pot avyyet Qvuoy 36vgduevog xal dyedwv,
> Atetdy fjowt péowvy ydow: 0vdé Ti o€ yo1)
oY puAdew, va p pot aréylnaw piléovte.

But what would happen if the wrathful Achilles realized from
the very beginning the whole truth about Phoenix’s involve-
ment?

Nestor’s plan was, I think, to trick Achilles into believing
that Phoenix was not aware of the forthcoming event in order
that the latter would appear, in the eyes of Achilles, an objective
and disinterested observer or participant so that Achilles might
perhaps listen to his advice or argument; Phoenix’s role was
very delicate because of his relation to Achilles and should be
played with diplomacy. The Phoenix-Agamemno-Achaean
partnership should be kept sectet. There are strong indications
that Achilles did not allow his men, after the quarrel and subse-
quent withdrawal from the fighting (B 771ff.), to associate
openly with his enemy and to have dealings with him. Patroclus,
for instance, was very anxious to hurry up back to Achilles when
after coming to Nestor’s tent at Achilles” request to find out a
wounded man’s name he was asked to take a seat; he refused to
stay longer than he thought necessary for his business pointing
out that his lord was veueontds (A 649). What does this show ?
Later Patroclus begs Achilles to allow him and the Myrmidons
to join the fighting (II 38f.):

GAX éué mep modes By, dua & dAdov Aadv dracooy
Mvouiddvaw, iy mod 7o xz.

Patroclus’ reaction on these occasions brings out the essential

29) Cf. esp. I 312, 378 and 387.
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point that the wrath of Achilles was feared by his own men who
had to put up with him3°).

It is therefore unthinkable that the Myrmidons would be
at liberty to go about co-operating with Agamemnon and his
men. Yet some of them concerned for the fate of the Achaean
expedition or prompted by personal reasons®!) seem to have
found some way to keep up their contact with Achilles” enemy.
Phoenix’s presence in Agamemnon’s tent proves the point32%).
Achilles viewed with suspicion Phoenix’s stand on the recon-
ciliation issue but he seems not to have envisaged what actually
had happened prior to Phoenix’s visit and the arrival of Aga-
memnon’s envoys33).

30) Notice Patroclus’ words in IT 29f.:

... a0 & duijyavos Erlev, *Ayillded.
u1) 8ué y’ oty odtdg ye Adfou ydlog, v o puidooes

31) That leading Myrmidons desired, in spite of their loyalty to
Achilles, to serve the Achaean cause is best illustrated by Patroclus’ atti-
tude. In A 8o9ff., on his way to the Myrmidon camp, he comes across the
wounded Eurypylus and at the risk of occurring Achilles’ indignation (in
v. 838f. he seems to be at a loss as to what to do) he carries off the man to
his tent. Cf. also his heartfelt words in 816ff. Phoenix must have wit-
nessed from afar the recent major defeat of the Achaean army (© 336ff.) and
realized the grave danger (cf. also Scho/l. T on 168 ; Eustath., 744, soff.).

32) Some took offence at Phoenix’s being with Agamemnon instead
with Achilles (Page, op. cit. 298; Noé, op. cit. 19f.; W. Leaf-M. A. Bay-
field, The Iliad of Homer 1 (London 1962, rept. )446). Scott, op. cit. 74, pro-
tested aloud, Phoenix was not “a bodyguard of Achilles”! Scott may be
right that Phoenix was not required to stay with Achilles all the time but
Scott seems to overlook the fact that Achilles and Agamemnon are at
daggers drawn, which was bound to have some effects upon the Myrmi-
dons as regards their activities and general attitude to Agamemnon. It is
not remarkable that Phoenix “has not previously been mentioned in the
Iliad” (Leaf-Bayfield); on the contrary, it is natural and undetstandable
since as a Myrmidon Phoenix could not participate in the fighting after
Achilles withdrew his men (A 306ff.; B 771 ff.). Phoenix is supposed to be
a familiar figure to those with whom he was fighting side by side against the
Trojans before the cursed quarrel started and the fatal split in the Achaean
army occurred.

33) His words to Phoenix in v. 617 do not throw light on this point:

ottor & ayyelréovor, o0 & avrdle Aékeo piuvaw

Odysseus and Ajax ate going to announce his decision to Agamemnon;
they are his ambassadors as far as Achilles is concerned. But Phoenix too
came to his place and unless he asked him to stay longer or spend the night
there, he would leave sooner or later, and so Achilles turns to him at the
same time he asks indirectly the others to be going.
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III

The sage counselor of Agamemnon seems to have mani-
pulated the embassy and especially Phoenix with a view to
Achilles’ emotional condition at the time as a result of the split
between the two men3%). Let us now see what the poet does with
the ambassadors after Phoenix is gone and whether there is any
further indication in the passage under discussion that Phoenix
did not walk up to Achilles together with his fellow Achaeans
though he was with them in their effort to win Achilles over to
give up his wrath. By using the dual Homer focuses attention
upon the two heroes, the real representatives of the Achaeans,
and moves the heralds into the background. The burden of a
difficult mission rests upon their shoulders and since the out-
come is vitally important to them personally they are likely to
give signs of their concern, anxiety or restlessness, if any; every-
thing they may do or even say on their way over to Achilles is
of interest to the poet who watches them very closely. So, we
are told, they pray to Poseidon as they walk along the sea-
shore35); they need additional divine support3®) to bring about
the desirable outcome of their mission, which really suggests
how they feel about their encounter with the proud Achilles.
When the two draw near Odysseus is said to be leading (1jy¢iro)
and this fact should have some significance?).

34) It is possible that Achilles held a grudge against other Achaean
chieftains as well for what happened to him though he seems not to have
given free vent to his feelings. His remark in his address to Agamemnon
(A 321, odnidavoiow dvdooeg) is certainly worth noticing; also his wish that
Achaeans be destroyed or made to suffer (A 409), and perhaps his bitter hint
in I 334f. The warm welcome he gives his friends should not mislead us.

35) Segal’s objection to Leaf’s interpretation (“Poseidon is both chief
patron of the Achaean cause, and lord of the element by which they are
walking”, p. 385), “Poseidon refuses to help the Greeks in 8.200-11 against
Zeus’ command” (p. 104 n. 16) puzzles me. How could Poseidon oppose
the godhead to aid the Achaeans?

36) Notice that they, along with others, prayed to Zeus at Nestor’s
request (172). People in modern Greece pray to Christian God but also to
Saints as the need urges them and the occasion arises (I can only refer to my
unpublished research on the religious belief of man in Homer).

37) Cf. Eustath. (744, 61f.): *Odvooeds uévror adrog syeirar mooidw
Tijg &ig Tov * AyiAléa eioddov 7) dua OegudTnTa puyfs xTA. There may be,in other
words, psychological reasons for Odysseus’ “rush”. Grammatical appli-
cation of a term alone does not always in poetry help us much to under-
stand a situation. Very often one hears the complaint “this” or “that” is
not told, is not in the text and so does not exist (for a typical illustration of
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At the sight of the two Achaeans Achilles leaped up in
astonishment (tapaw ¢ dvdpovoey)3®) and greeted them cordially
(196£.). The dual he uses indicates that he addressed two men
and his surprise indicates that he did not know anything about
their coming, which further indicates that Phoenix, having
called on Achilles a little earlier, held back what he knew about
the embassy39). It is true that Achilles fails to name the men he
welcomes but there should be little doubt he means Odysseus
and Ajax, not the heralds. First of all, his affectionate address
CAyadv pilraror) bears no resemblance to the formal greeting
of the heralds elsewhere??). Segal says however, “These differ-
ences stress the changes both in Achilles and in the situation
which have occurred since Book Aj; and they also show us an
Achilles who is more in command of the situation, yet simul-
taneously more reasonable and more open to the warmth of
human ties”4t). But in the ensuing discussion in his tent Achil-
les shows that he is no “more reasonable and more open to the
warmth of human ties” than he was in the first Book. On the
other hand, the heralds, like minor characters, play a subordinate
role and in the presence of major characters they are igno-
red*?).

%’aken by surprise Achilles reacts spontaneously in response
only to those who stirred him up, momentarily overlooking the

this attitude see Page, op. cit. 300). Sieckmann, op. cit. 426, has aptly said,
“DaB da vieles nicht gesagt ist, was gesagt werden konnte, gebe ich gern
zu; aber das findet sich oft bei Homer. Poesie ist contractio, manchmal so-
gar abbreviatio der Natur und Wirklichkeit; der Dichter muB3 es nur ver-
stehen, so zusammenzuziehen und zu kiirzen, daB3 er unserer Phantasie ge-
nug Anhaltspunkte fiir eine moglichst eindeutige Erginzung gibt*.

38) The expression appears to be formulaic (4 777) but 7d xal dei-
wvduevog in v. 196 (cf. 8 59) seems to support the meaning of Achilles’ reac-
tion and to add color to it. Compare the English, “Look who is here!”.

39) This reaction has been interpreted to the effect that “the picture
in the poet’s mind is not of an Achilles who has just received a preparatory
visit from Phoenix” (Page, 299), but the idea of a “preparatory visit’ has
never been suggested explicitly by the scholia (cf. p. 199f. above) and even if
it has it is still open to criticism.

40) Cf. A 333: yalpete, xrjovxeg, Awog dyyelot 110é xai dvdpdwv. Notice
xijouxes as compared to gilot dvdpeg.

41) Op. cit. 108.

42) Cf. p. 196f. above. Cf. also I" 263:

T 08 0o D@y mediovd’ Eyov dnéag inmovs

Reference is made to Priam and Antenor but not to the heralds who go
along also.
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others. In a number of situations Hometic characters may be
found to react in a similar manner which is too human to be
unintelligible. In Z 326ff,, for instance, Hector, looking for
Paris to scold him for his irresponsible inaction away from the
battlefield, rushes in to tongue-lash him paying no attention to
Helen or, for that matter, to the servants who are all present.
When Hector calms down however he turns to Helen (360fF.)
who spoke to him first (343). Had now Hector come to pay a
social call he would undoubtedly have greeted both Paris and
Helen %) though he would still have ignored the servants. Achil-
les’ reaction to Phoenix’s coming is kept off the record presum-
ably because he was a familiar sight to Achilles®); the poet is
doing well to concentrate on the two Achaeans in his narrative
(182-196) %) and to describe Achilles’ feelings towards them.

Let us read Homer as a mowri)s who knows human
psyche; we may then realize there are fewer problems in his
work.

Memorial University of Newfoundland
Odysseus Tsagarakis

43) In K 141f.,, for instance, Odysseus addresses both Agamemnon
and Nestor, though it was the latter alone who awakened him (138f.). Yet
in K 164ff. in the presence of Odysseus and Agamemnon Diomedes ad-
dresses Nestor alone. His desire to answer the man who taunted him is
stronger than consideration of the others present. When upset, we some-
times fail to be polite.

44) The reason should be obvious. Phoenix’s relation to Achilles and
his family is made clear in I 480ff. He is one of Achilles’ chiefs of staff (IT
196ff.) but their intimacy is perhaps best illustrated by Achilles’ request
that he spend the night in his tent (I 617f., cf. n. 33 above).

45) The reference to Patroclus in v. 190, who is listening to Achilles’
song, does not necessarily suggest that nobody else is around (cf. also
Schol. A on 190, xai yag Avrouddwr éni Tijs xMoias 7w, duolws xai 6 Domk).
The truth is the poet sometimes for some reasons focuses upon a person or
some persons but not upon others present on the scene as I have tried to
show above.



