I. N. PERYSINAKIS

CALLINUS FR. 1 W: WARRIOR’S ALTERNATIVES

To say that early Greek elegy is full of Homeric reminiscences
is a common place. Commenting on Callinus’ 1 e.g. D.A. Campbell
writes: «The dependence of the early elegiac poets on Homer is clear-
ly exemplified by this piecen’. And therefore all commentators re-
veal many Homeric passages under Callinus’ verses. The purpose of
this note is to suggest another Homeric echo, especially concerning
vv. 12-5, which first I cite:

od yop xw¢ Bdvatév ye guyelv eipzppévov dotiv
&vdp’, 008 el mgoydvev 7 yévog d0vdTwv.

oAl SnioTFTe. QuyYdV xal doUmwov dxbvTtev
Eoyerxt, &v & olxw potpz xiyev Oavartou.

Commenting on lines 12-13 AW.H. Adkins argues that «Any
enrichment derived from Homer must be drawn from memory not
of words but of events and persons: of Achilles, sprung from a god-
dess but doomed to an early death, or of Zeus’s own son of Sarpedon,
whom he unavailingly tries to save (Illiad 16.433 {f.)»2. And Patricia
Matsen adds that «the guydv of line 14 refers to the hypothetical des-
cendants of the immortals mentioned in line 13», and that the vv.
16-7 «clearly suggest that Callinus refers instead to the same warrior
In two distinct situations, before the battle and after the battlexs.
Also, Matsen, Verdenius, Adkins etc. take Achilles, Sarpedon and
‘Memnon or Agamemnon as examples in vv. 13-5, and T. Krischer
guggests Sarpedon’s words in Il. 12. 310-28 as parallel to Callinus’
elegy. )

I would suggest that the two alternatives Callinus has in mind
is the condition in which Achilles finds himself in the Ninth Book of
the Iliad, and especially his final decision (411-16):

1. p. 162. The authors of the Greek Literature in CHCL (pp. 129-30) suma-
rize well the climate of the Homeric world.

2. «Callinusi» pp. 71-2; Early elegists, p. 64.

3. Matsen, p. 58. Also, J. Latacz has a number of parallels, pp. 229-32.
Dodone: Philology 25(1996) 63-7.
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duyBadlag »7pag @epépev Oavatoro Térocde.

el pév » aib pévey Teowv whv dupipaywpat,

GAeTo pév por véeTog, atap zifoc &ebitov EgTar

el 3¢ xev olx2d trwur Qilyv £ matpidx yaiav,

GeTé pot whéog ecONbv, Imi Sppdv 8¢ por almv

gooetaL, 008E #€ p’ Gz téhog Oavavtov wuryely.
The Homeric words and phrases of the poem suggest that both Cal-
linus and his audience were quite familiar with heroic epic. The poem
is an exhortation to battle, and Callinus’ fellow citizens may have in
their mind Achilles’ refusal (denial of fighting) to fight. Achilles had
his own reasons for not fighting against the Trojans, and wrath was a
common motif in the heroic poetry (cf. Meleager). And the Ephesians
were reluctant to fight, avoiding death by avoiding battle. Ionia
produced no truly political poetry compared to that of Tyrtaeus
and Solon which must be clearly deep-rooted in the Ionian charac-
ter, and in general the lonian colonies were incapable of co-ordina-
ting the energies of their free individual citizens, and of using them
to strengthen their own power!; Callinus’ exhortation, therefore, may
be more dramatic.

By using Achilles’ two alternatives Callinus brings his audien-
ce at Achilles’ final position; they know his final decision to partici-
pate in the war. But in this way Callinus brings glory which Achil-
les was expecting, and finally he found, upon his fellow citizens. (One
may add that it is about the glory of the Iliad itself). For this reason
the poem continues with Achilles’ first alternative, xAéoc &o@fitov &-
otat. The poet avoids saying of death in battle, while first he speaks
of the common share of death, even if one is a descendant of gods
(vv. 8-9, 12-3) and second he emphasizes the death at home (v. 15:
Agamemnon’s case, while avoids saying of long life in Achilles’ se-
cond alternative). Therefore there is no reason not to fight (as in the
speech of Sarpedon 12. 326), all the more so that the warrior will win
glory (e. g. through Gallinus’elegy). The nearest statement about
death in the first alternative of glory is the euphemistic expression #v
T w¢By (v. 17). The poem’s main argument may be: every man dies
at home, even if he is a son of gods, but at least if he dies in battle
(: euphemistically implied), he wins glory, like Achilles; he also is ho-
noured during his participating in the war.

I have suggested that Callinus uses rather the heroic motif of
not participating in the war than special Homeric words. But I

1. Jaeger, pp. 99-100.
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would also add that there may be some vocabulary echoes relevant
to both the motif itself and the general Homeric usage, which fit the
two alternatives Achilles faces, and therefore reinforce my sugges-
tion: (1) In v. 15 the crucial word is xiyev which may have been ta-
ken from Il. 9. 416, of the second alternative Achilles may follow:
00d¢ %é uw Oxa téhoc Bovatoto xiyely. (ii) If somebody is reluctant to
fight, and he meets his death at home, as in Achilles’ second alterna-
tive, he is not mofewde (cf. v. 20). But Achilles did was moBewdg, be-
wailed by people of the lower and upper class, as we see in the second
Nekyia (Od. 24.35-97, esp. 60-70 : Opnveov, xhotopev, etc.). (iil)
And mipyos, though of course used of Ajax (cf. Od. 11. 556), is
nevertheless more true about Achilles, since it is a common metap-
hor in literature (cf. examples in Hudson - Williams and Campbell;
cf. also &pxoc)!. The Lycians indeed looked at Sarpedon and Glaucos
as gods (12.312), but (iv) on the other hand Phoinix’s argument at
the end of his speech to Achilles in the Embassy that lsov y&p oc 0e®
reloouowy "Ayxol (Il 9. 603, cf. also Odysseus’ words 302-3, and 155,
297) may be taken as another echo to Callinus’ exhortation (20). (v)
As for the final verse 21, Achilles, too, literally succeeds more than
«a whole army-the whole Achaean army»: Agamemnon’s words about
Achilles that «worth many fighters is that man whom Zeus in his
heart loves» (Il. 9. 116-7, c¢f. 110) may reinforce my suggestion as a
whole. (vi) Finally, the question in the first verse may recall Dio-
medes’ words about Achilles that he will fight when the god drives
him (Zl. 9. 702-3). Achilles was a literal semi-god (v. 19). The & piv-
tov & conjuctions (vv. 16-7) refer indeed to the same warrior in two
distinct situations, but not before and after the battle; they refer to
the same warrior’s two alternatives: either to participate in the war
or to be reluctant, not necessarilly because he is coward. The quyav
(v. 14) may not mean escape the thud of spears in the battle, but a-
void the battle at all, as in Achilles’ first alternative.

If Tyrtaeus used the Odysseus-beggar motif to induce Lacedae-
monians to fight (fr. 10W)2?, Callinus seems to have used as an exam-
ple Achilles’ alternatives and his final decision of joining the war
and of the consequent glory, the x\éog é&gBitov Achilles won in the
Iliad, to induce the Ephesians to fight; they should win similar glo-

1. &v dgBarpoiow dpdowy may recall Il. 3. 306, Od. 8.459 (cited by Giannoti p.
422).

2. Cf. Adkins, «Callinus 1» pp. 85-6; Perysinakis, pp. 872-3.
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ry through the function of poetry, and his particular poetry. And if
this is right, one would suggest that this technique is similar to Ho-
mer’s own technique of ad hoc invention to support a given argu-
ment or situation, or of inventing mythology for the purpose of ad-
ducing it as a parallel to the situation in his story?.
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NEPIAHYH

Mépa amd boa éycuv 730 vmootypuylel yix ounpixés amyioeis oTov
KaMrivo, v Znuelwon avt) mpotelver 61t ot evalhaxtixéc Towv otiywv 12-
5 (am. IW) pmopet va amyyodv 7o Siknupe oto omoio evupioxetar o Ayth-
Mag oy ITpeafeia (411-6), xou drxitepa Tnv evedhaxTind) TOL TEMXA
axorollnoe. O mownthic amopedyer v avopépet to Oaveto o pdyn (nf.
™V evgnunoTiky dwtbnwon v Tt wdlp, 17), eved owhel yix ™V %oy pol-
pa Tov Bavatouv xat vmoypxppiler Tov Bavato mou Bploner Tov xabéva 6To
ontte Tou. Kat paiveror va umootneiler b1t xdle avdpag eivar mpoopioué-
vog va meBaver oxdun ot av xatayetar amd toug Oeodg AN av mebaver
oV payn (mov evpnunotind dev Aéyetaur), TovAdyletov Ox xepdioer 86-
Ex 6mwg 0 AytMhéag, eV v.ovd TV SLdpxels TOL TOAEROL TLUATHL amd TOUG
ovpmoAiteg Tov wg Bedg. O mwomThg pmopel va avrhel yevixd amd Ta opmpt-
*% €M), aMh ot plo oepd. amd cuyxexpipéva ywple amd v *TAdda pmo-
pet vo vumoompiouv Ty Tpotewduevy umdbeoy. Ov ouvpmatpLdTES TOL
wouyTh  Yvepllow Ty Tehxh) ambpaoy Tov Ayilhéa va AdPer pépog GToV
wohepo xar va dofmolel pfow ¢ *TAwddog: opotwg xar exeivor Ox doEa-
clolv péow Tng mainong Tov.
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