Apostolos L. Pierris

ON OECHALIA

Three chiefly districts claimed as their own the renowned city
(cf. e.g. Pausanias IV 2, 2-3): the Messenians identified it with
Kapvaoiov, the grotto where the Andanian Mysteries were celebrated,
second in awesomeness only to the Eleusinian sanctuary, according
also to the highly competent Pausanias (IV, 33, 4-5). The aAcog was
just opposite and above the Stenyclarian plain, near the town Andania.
The bones of Eurytus, whose name is always connected with Oechalia
in poets and logographers, were kept in Kapvaoiov. Pausanias (loc.
cit.) presents the Messenian identification of Oechalia as a matter of
fact; and he explicitly expresses his approval of the Messenian
tradition in IV, 2, 3. Demetrius from Scepsis, with regard to the
Homeric passage in the Messenian catalogue about the passion of
Thamyris at the pitiless hands of Movoay, correctly identified the there
referred OixaAia with the Apxadikny, filv vov Avdaviav kaAovotv
(apud Strabo, VIII, 339). (The Stenyclarian plain was very near the
Arcadian boundary, SW and proximately the Megalopolitan area).

Strabo himself in VIII, 350, recognizes three homonym Oechaliae and



accepts Andania as the city of Eurytus from whom Thamyris went
away when fate overtook his music in Awglov: avTov dé mov (sc. near
Acwolov which was said to be év AvA@vL — that is, in the passageway
from the Ionian sea to the great Messenian plain - tng Meoonviac) kat
N OixaAia €otiv 1) tov Evputov, 11 vov Avdavia, moAixviov (notice
the double diminutive) Agkadukov OpH@WVLHOV T OeTTaA K KAl TQ
EvBoike (thus agreeing with the three main candidatures, as in
Pausanias): 60ev ¢noiv 6 momtng £ t0 AQOV APKOUEVOV
Odpvov Tov Bpaka VO Movowv adaednvat v povowrv. And
so VIII, 360: trjv 0¢ Tonv (sc. MOALV) Kata TO 0QOG OELKVVOLOL TO KATA
Vv MeyaAomoAw g Apkadiag wg &mi v Avdaviav OvTwv, 1|V
Epapev OtxaAiav VO tov mowmtov kekAnoOat. Plinius IV, (7) 15
recenses Oechalia among Messenian cities.

The Thessalians held that Oechalia was in a place called
Evpvtiov, xwolov d¢ éonuov &’ Nuwv €otl t0 Evputiov, oA to
apxatov NV kat ékaAetto OtxaAia. This must be the one near Tolkkn)
(which Strabo X, 448 gives as one of the candidates); thus the
requirement of the passage in the Catalogue respecting the dominion
of the Asclepiads in the area was fulfilled, but in an altogether
hazardous fashion: to elevate to the glory of the Oechalia, whose fame
reaches the Heaven, an insignificant uninhabited location whose
unfortune was to be called EvpUTl0vV, is cardinally arbitrary and self-
cancelling. I dismiss the candidature therefore unrperturbed; in fact it

does tell in verity against the Homeric passage in question, the fact



that no better advocacy could be advanced for Oechalia as being
located thereabout. Strabo speaking of the Asclepiadic district in the
Catalogue notices very indefinitely (IX, 438) tv 0" OixaAiav moAwv
Evputov Aeyouévnv &v Te TOIC TOTOLC TOVTOLS (0TOPODOL KAL €V
EvpBola kat ev Apkadila (he means the Andamian location, as supra),
kol petovouaCovot dAAwc (hence no actual place in post-heroic times
bore that name), 6 kat €v toig [TeAomovvnolaxoig eipntat [1].

The Euboic candidature on the other hand possessed a splendid
testimonial: Creophylus in Oixadiac AAwoic (or HpaxAewa as
Pausanias refers to it) memoinkev opoAoyovvta tw Evpoéwv Adyw; No
doubt in order to connect closely and harmonize the heroic capture of
Oechalia, Iole’s love, Hercules deification through fire in Oeta,
Trachinian traditions and the Heracleia under Oeta. However he did
not specify any particular location [2], an omission which Hecataeos
the Milesian (1 F 28 Fr.Gr.H) supplied by identifying the city-phantom
with a Xxiov in the Eretrian district. In fact Stephanus Byzantius, s.v.
Eoétox has: ékaAeito 0¢ MeAavnic ano Medavéwe tov Evpvtov
natpoc. Melaneus (the Dark one), we see from the Messenian tradition
Paus. 1V, 2, 2, an Apollonian archer, (the Black bringer of death from
the Light of the world), came to Camasion, which he called OixaAia
from the name of his wife. The parallelisms proceed deeply: as we can
further appreciate from the fact that beside this Tkix moAixviov
EvBolag o0 to €0vikov Lkievg (Stephanus Byzantius, s.v. Xkudg),

there was also Xxiag, xwoa Apkadiac, kat Lkiatng to €é0vikov (ibid.),



near and to the north of Megalopolis (Pausanias VIII, 35, 5, who calls it
2xtaotc. There was a XxiaO1g mountain in the Pheneatic district (VIII,
14, 1). [And cf. the island Zkia0og to the north of Euboeal].

Sophocles in his Trachiniae, 74; 237, agrees with an undetermined
Euboean location by the coast — regularly, as had been noticed in
antiquity, following the ancient epic poems, especially those of the
Cycle. Apollonius Rhodius, Arg., I, 86 sqq., as is evident from the
context, also posits Oechalia in Euboea (with Eurytus localized there,
who was given a divine t6fov as a gift by Apollo, but was insane
enough then to provoke in contest the divine giver himself). Diodorus
adopts the Euboean account, in the relation of the hero’s deeds, IV, 37
ad fin. That he mentions the Knvaiov promontory, where Hercules,
carrying with him Iole, went after capturing the city, is in perfect
agreement with Sophocles, Trachiniae, 234 sqq.; 740 sqq.; 979 sqq. They
both reflect a cyclic poet, in all likelihood Creophylus. On the other
hand, that an Arcadian contingent followed Hercules in this exploit
and his final adventures outside Peloponnesus (IV, 34), and and that it
was instrumental in OixaAiag aAworv (IV, 37) may indirectly indicate
the Peloponnesian position of the event.

Strabo accepts this Euboic one, too, as an Oechalia with its
Eurytos. X, 448: £ott d¢ kat OtxaAta kwun g Epetowng (was there
some habitation called OixaAila in the place, after Hecataeus? or did
he ignore this? or does Strabo speaks in a broad sense?), Acipavov t1¢

avatpeOeionc modewe vTo HpakAéovg, opwvupog g <ev> Toaxvia



(as Stephanus Byzantius s.v. OixaAia, who gives the same exactly list
but for the exacter Messenia in place of Arcadia, regarding Andania:
év Toaxivy) kat ) mept Tolkknv kat ) Agkadikn, fjv Avdaviav ot
Votegov ekdAeoav, kat M) €v AltwAla mept tovg Evputavac. Thus Strabo
accepts judiciously all traditions, postulates as many Oechaliae (adding a
fourth, Aetolian one), in three of whom there must have been corresponding
royal Evgutotr — those in Messenia and Thessaly by reason of the two
Homeric passages, the one in Euboea because of the accounts of the
Herculean exploit. This simultaneous affirmation of the various traditions
he does deliberately and purposefully, and in opposition to Apollodorus on
whom his criticism v. Strabo VIII, 339 and supra. Trusting Plinius, Nat. Hist.
IV, 12 (21) §64, Oechalia was the old name of Chalcis — this city naturally
contending with Eretria over this as well, as in all matters of importance.

Of the Trachinian candidature I have spoken disparingly above. A
location in Aetolic Eurytania, as testifies by Strabo, is supported by the
Aristotelian authority. V. Tzetzes, Sch. in Lycophron, Alex., 799:
AplototéAng ¢notv év T0axnoiwv moArteia (= Fr. 123 (460) Rose, Aristoteles
Pseudepigraphus) Evpoutavag £€0vog eivat g AltwAlag ovouacOév dmo
Evpvtov, map’ oig eival pavteiov Odvooéwg [3]. A local tradition must be
here utilized, as the very extreme scarcity of information regarding the
peripheral and rude Eurytanes indicates. But on what else did it rest beyond
the synonymy (EUgutoc — Evputavec), there is (and there may have then
been not much more) practically no clue to determine. The Ithaca
connection (via Acarnania no doubt and the non-island, mainland parts of
the Cephallonian and Ithacesian territory) makes a Messenian reference

easier to understand.



Homer, in Ilias, B, 594 sqq. (in the Nestorian catalogue) cannot but

think of the Messenian OiyaAwa:

kot Awglov, évha te Movoat
avtopeval Oapvoy tov Oprika mavoav aodng
OtxaAmBev tovta map’ Evpvtov OtxaAmog:
etc.

Thus it is interpreted by Pausanias (IV, 33, 7) and Strabo (VIII, 538).
The former locates it doubtessly and definitively on the road from Andania
to Kyparissia, ibid. §§6-7: Tovtwv d¢ wg éni Kvmaplooiag ano Avdaviag
TOALXVN Te €0TL kaAovpévn kat motapot HAéktoa wkat Kolog péovot
Taxa 0 av twva kat Adyov &g HAéktoav v AtAavtog Aéyolev kal €
Kotov tov Antovg matépa, 1) kal twv Emxweiwv Nowwv eiev HAéktoa e
kal Kotog. Aafavtov 0¢ HAéktoav Axaio te dvopalopévn mnyn kol
MOAews €otv épetriiax Awptov. Ilemoinke d& ‘Ounoog pev Oapvoidt
evtavOa €v 1 Awolw yevéoObat v ovudopdv, otL kal avtac Movoag
viknoew Epaokev adovoag: I1ooducog d¢ Dwkaevs, €t 1) TOVTOL TAx £G TNV
Muwvada énr, mpookeioBal ¢pnot Oapvedt év Awov diknv Tov &g Tag
Movoag avxrjpatos. Pausanias’ description is as normally so vivid that I
would easily translate into the actual geography, if I had visited the
location; to rest on the usual modern superficialities, themselves resting on
inexact maps or unperceptive eyes, is always naive and shallow. —

Strabo’s indefiniteness and misgivings stem from his view that the
Nestorian Pylos was in fact the Triphylian and not the Messenian one (see
the context). He comments: Acglov d’ ol pév 69og, ot d¢ mediov dpaotv, <ot
d¢ xal moAwv> [4]. ovdev d0¢ vov delkvutal (he looks obviously for an

appropriate position preferably north, or slightly south at the very most, of



the Neda river; as is also evident by what follows): Opwg o éviot v vov
‘OAovorv 1] OAovoav év tw kadovuévew avAdwve Tnc Meoonviag xeyévny
Awoov Ag¢yovowv. (No doubt the Messenian defile or strait is, as I Indicated
above, the natural passage leading from the Stenyclarian plains to the
Ionian Sea near Kyparissia, which exactly the rail way and road follow even
today). avtov 6é mov kat 1) OlxaAla éotwv 1) tov Evpvtov, 1) vov Avdavia,
ToALXviov Apkadkov etc., as above. He is not naturally happy about a
single isolated spot by Andania in the interior of the country, which he has
to accept as belonging to the territory of the Triphylian Pylos. Since on the
other hand Messenia was for him one with Laconia even in the times before
the Doric contest, but the Stenyclanian plain could not well be considered
Lacedaemonian, he refers it to Arcadia. Presumably he would make (if
pressed with Dorion) the area north of Ithome the meeting place of three
territorial unities, the Laconic, the Arcadian and that of the Triphylian
Pylos. It is strange, though explicable, how much actual truth there is in
Strabo’s discernements even when they are perverted [5]. For after all the
Messenia of the Ionian Sea (the Pylos-kingdom) in Trojan-War times was
distinct from the Messenia of Stenyclaros, Andania, Ithome, Pamisos, Pharai
and the coastal areas round the Messenian Gulf. But who can doubt where
the aboriginal Messenian character was formed and maintained, in close
connection with the primeval Lycaeon centered, SW-Arcadia, despite first
an Aeolian [6] and then the Doric admixture? And in any case the prime
difference regarding testimonial authority in these matters between the
wisest Geographer and the ablest and most erudite Perieget is that the latter
was an eye-witness, with a most erudite and properly cultivated eye for that

matter. —



Dicaearchus’ singularly idiosyncratic notion that Homer in B,
594 refers to a fourth unnamed place as the actual spot of the
Thamyrian-Musaic ill-starred encounter by évOa 7e (v. Stephanus
Byz., s.v. Awgtlov: mOALS pia Twv Totwv v ‘Ouneog pvnuovevet «katl
ITteAeov kat "EAog kat Awglov». Awalapxog d¢ (= Frg. 61 Wehrli)
téttaRag tavtac eival Pnot, kal IlteAéag, ov IlteAeov v piav
KaAel, kata to Towtov tovL PBlov teg ‘EAA&dog PBiAlov), does not
contribute in solving our problem: certainly it must be located around
Andania in any case. But the location of the atrocious incident in
Dorion is highlighted by the account which would make it the place
where Thamyris invented the Dorian musical trope; such a divine
spark of wisdom was bound to provoke the superior sacred Envy of
the Muses; v. the Epitome of Stephanus s.v.: Aooibeog év avtr) )
ToAeL pnov OO0 Oapvoa evEeONVaL v Awlov douoviav. And the
shreds of the major recension may thus be reconstituted in some such
way following Meineke: <¢v Awolw ™ meplt Meoorvnyv, ka<0d& ¢pnot
AoctBeog, VIO OapvEa eLEEONVAL THV> dEUOVIaV Kal TG <TOAewg
ETIWVLHOV TIOOOT>Y0ReLoDaL AwQLov. ei<val de tavTnV TO CVOTNUA>
o0 mMEWToV &€V AeA<dpolc émidelEv momjoaobat (?)...>—

It is very significant that with the Messenian location of Oechalia
agrees Homer in a non-catalogue passage, Odyssein ¢, 13 sqq.
Odysseus met Iphitus the son of Eurytus in Orsilochus” house, in
Messenia — specifically, as the Sch. have ad v. 16: év QDepaic, rather

Qapaic or, with Homer, @npaic or @npn. Correctly located, v.



Odysseia vy, 488-9; o, 186-7, cf. Pausanias IV, 1,4: consult Pausanias’
genealogy in 1V, 30, 2, who appositely refers to Ilias, E, 541 sqq. (As to
the form of the name, the tradition gave here Ogoidoxoc to both
grandfather and the hero in the Troian War, but some grammarian
thought OptiAoxog is the correct form for both — which is followed by
Pausanias in so far as the modern recensions are accurate portrayals of
the mss. readings; Strabo also reads Op7iAdxoto in the Iliadic passage,
VIII, p. 367 — while an Alexandrian philologist with typical infelicity,
called OgptiAoyxov the earlier and OgoiAoyov the latter person. Cf. Sch.
T ad E, 542: 6 mpdyovog dix Tov T, 6 maig dwx Tov 0 kal év Odvooela
oLV Owx Tov 1 (as the reference is only to the son of Alpheius there). In
Odysseia’s three loci cit. Optidoxog is transmitted, with reference to the
older prince. No doubt Opoidoxoc must be the name; with Optidoxoc
a dialectal variant).

Odysseus, a mere boy (madvog), came a long way from Ithaca (v.
20, moAAN)v 0d6v) to demand back what some Messenians had
plundered; arrangements should have existed officially between the
two regions on chiefs’ level enabling Odysseus to ask public
retribution (v. 16: NAOe peta xpelog, T0 P& ol mac Onuoc opeAAe) for
privately and piratically wrought wrong.

Iphitus was on a comparable mission, searching for twelve lost
mares with their mule progeny. The two heroes met in Orsilochus’
home, at Papai, we have seen, in Messenia (v. 15), which was part of

wider Lacedaemonia (v. 13); cf. Sch. ad v. 13; 15. This is why the area
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of the so-called koiAn Meoomnvn (the plains by the innermost niche of
the gulf opening up to the interior) and the area of the Stenyclarian
fields are not recensed in the Catalogue, although the Diocleids are
praized in the Iliadic passage mentioned above by the triple incense of
ennabling geneaology, youth flowering and military prowess. They
followed the two Atreid brothers (v. 552). They must have formed a
sort of territorial accretion to their dorminions, gained by the joint
endeavours of Mycenean power and Lacedaemonian proximity, the
Pelopid-Achaean conjunction. Thus when Agamemnon desperately
seeks Achilles’” appeasement, he offers to the gravely offended hero,
among other precious gifts, seven towns in this very area, including
Pharae (Ilias, 1, 149 sqq.; 291 sqq.), as was meaningfully emphasized by
Strabo (VIII, 359). —

Iphitus and Odysseus liked each other with heroic love and
exchanged precious gifts in their common host’s home, apxnv
Eewoovvne mpookndéoc: great Eurytus” bow his son gave to the boy-
friend, and he, in his turn, responded with presents of sharp sword
and valiant lance. But their relationship was ill starred: Iphitus,
searching for the lost or stolen horses reached the Argive plain where,
in Tiryns (sch. ad v. 22, the Herculean residence), he was atrociously
and impiously killed by his very host, the glorious doer of enormities,
great Heracles himself, who did keep the splendid herd. It is only from
the Messenian Oechalia that Iphitus could have started his journey in order to

visit first the neighbouring Pharae and then Tiryns. Eustathius is
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unexpectedly but gravely misled in adopting unquestionably the
Thessalian origin of the Eurytiad, Comm. in Odysseia p. 1899.36 sqq.

A further issue on the Oechalian question needs some additional
reflection. It concerns the clarification of the Pherecydian account — a
crystal clear narration which has typically been entangled in the snares
and nightmares of modern confusion. The relation easily proclaims
itself through the combination of two passages (FrGrH, 3 F 82):

1) Scholia in Sophocles, Trachiniae, 354: PeQexvONG Protv oVTWG:
«peta 0¢ tov aywva (unknown which one; it was said that Eurytus
cancelled a promise regarding an A&OAov and Iole) HoaxAng
adpuwevettat meog Evputov tov MéAavog tov AgkeoiAddov elg v
OtxaAlav - wketto d¢ avtn &v 10wun [accepting Clavier’s correction
for the impossible @ovAn; or, maybe, we may write @wun or Owpaicw,
cf. Strabo IX, 437 on the Thessalic T0wun where it should be read
Owuatov, pro Oauai with variants, according to Stephanus Byz., s.v.
TOwpun. The whole or part of the plains north of the mountain Ithome
was probably Arcadian after the Messenian wars and was so registered
by Pherecydes and, much later, Strabo — we have noticed this
awkwardness in the latter above. The probable boundary would be the
river Valyra (further down called Pamisos), thereby marking what is
here required, the Stenyclarian plain, v. Pausanias IV, 33, 4] trc
Apxadiac — kat et v Ouyatépa ToANV [so I correct pro “YAAw; for
the continuation in (2), as well as the consonant Herodorian account

shortly to be quoted, imply as much, just as the odd uniqueness of the
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Hyllian complication in itself] yuvaika: tov d¢ ur ddvroc HoarAng
elde v Olyadiav, kat tovg viovg éktewve. EDpvtoc [the very likely
correction of Miiller pro “I¢pitoc, cf. the supporting Herodorean
testimony to be adduced in a moment] d¢ épuvyev eic EvBoiav».
Clearly this Oechalia is the one by Andania; Hercules killed the three
sons of Eurytus (To&éa, MoAiova xat ITotiov according to Diodorus,
IV, 37 sub fin.; To&éa, Aniova and KAVtov according to Hesiod, Fr. 26
(scholia in Sophocles, Trachiniae, 272, vestiges found in papyri vv. 27-
31) while Eurytus (with his fourth son Iphitus who according to the
Apollodorian Bibliotheca 1I, 128 was the oldest son) emigrated to
Euboea. That Pherecydes follows a distinct and different tradition
from that of Creophylus is evidenced also from the divergent number
of sons given by each to Eurytus, v. Schol. Sophocles, Trach. 272:
KoewdvAog 8¢, dvo (sc. viovg) Agotokpatng d¢ toelg, To&éa,
KAvtov, Antova. But Iphitus must presumably also be counted in the
Aristocratean and Creophylian account; unless only the killed sons are
listed by them. (The Iphitus son of Naubolus — Ilias B, 517 sq.;
Apollodorus, Bibl., I, 113; Apollonius, Argon. A, 207; Orphic Argon. 144
— is a distinct person of Phocean pedigree). — With the main features of
this account, Herodorus from Heracleia also agreed (FrGrH, 31 F 37)
(the treatment would occur in his 0 ka0’ HpaxAéa Aoyoc), as we learn
from Scholia ad Euripides, Hippolytus 545: ‘Hoodweog 0¢ pnowv étt tov
m¢c ToAnc yapov mookewpévov tolelag  EmabAov  HoakAéa

viknoavta analovodat Tov YAUOL. DO Kal Kata Kp&toc EAely Ty
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Olxaliav kal To0¢ adeApove avtne avelewv, Evpvtov 6¢ puyety eic
EvBoiav.

2) The Scholia ad Homerus, Odysseia ¢, 22 give the Pherecydian
account of the incident there sung regarding the search for the prize
horses and the enormity committed by Hercules. The relevant passage
begins thus: Idpitoc Evputov uév maic, Oixadiedc 6¢ to yévog,
ATIOAOUEVV avT@ TV (Mnwv etc. Evidently Pherecydes harmonized
in a manner the Messenian and Euboean residences of Eurytus,
making the latter the sequel of the former. The connection of the
incidents is made explicit: Hercules destroyed Iphitus dwix t0 mQEOg
avTOV €Xev EYKANHA Kal TOV matépa, OtL teAéoavil avt@ TOV
&OAov T ToAnv yauev ovk édwrav AN atipcoavtec anéeneupay.
(In fact the sequence of events is stressed evermore by Diodorus IV, 31,
where the very rejection of Hercules causes him to drive away the
horses inrevenge). Pherecydes” weak harmonization of the diverging
traditions did not rest, I believe, on a prior conjugating testimony local
or poetical, over and above the accounts themselves. (Significantly, the
sequence of events in Sophocles, Trachiniae, 247 sqq. is, further,
different, in that the sack of Oechalia is posited after the servitude
under Omphale and not before the murder of Iphitus). In any case the
harmonization cannot alter the naturalness of the supposition of a
definitely Messenian starting point for Iphitus’ fatal search in the

Odyssean passage.
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Converging streams push the Iliadic lines B, 729-33 out of the
text. Not that we should not have found included in the Catalogue the
region of the northern interior grand plain of Thessaly, the area called
Istaeotis. Although we should bear constantly in mind that the
Homeric geography of (particularly interior and Magnesian) Thessaly
(beyond Othrys, the coast of the Gulf Pagasiticus and southern Pelasgiotis) is
perplexed and uncertain — an about half-way condition between the
definiteness in the descriptions of the chief, important Hellenic regions
and the obscure anonymity of western mainland Greece. Strabo,
noticing the fact with particular reference to the difficulties in
segregating the various Magnesian realms, ascribes it to the general
continual movements, transformations, and agglomerations of the
diverse bodies-politic in the area, IX, 442: éolkaowv oOv dx TAg
OUVEXELS LETAOTAOELS KAl EEAAAAEELS TV TTOALTELWV Kal empLEeLS
OUYXELV Kal Ta ovopata kal ta €0vn, @wote TOolg Vvuv €00  Ote
amoptav mapéxewv. He proceeds to illustrate the point with two
examples, one less, the other, very informatively, more happy.

However, what makes singular the Asclepiadic affair is that at
the time of the fundamental formative recensions of the Homeric
poems which begun (or were consolidated) with the Peisistratid
relevant activity, the Messenians were a virtually lost and insignificant
people, of no consequence, contemned and disregarded. It is quite
possible that their peculiar traditions on such a mighty matter, to the

extent that they might have been reflected more clearly in the Homeric
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Epics, were neglected or rejected. Just as the Pythian God himself,
when specifically asked by the phyletically interested Arcadian of
Pausanias whether he begot Asclepius from the Messenian maiden, he
explicitly discountenanced the claim, simultaneously dissociating the
event from the complicated Thessalian incrustation: he in this occasion
sanctioned the Epidaurian account (v. my essay On Asclepius’
Parentage, Birthplace and Cult-Localization).

Finally, Hesiod seems to have upheld the Euboean — or maybe
an Oetean location of Oechalia. In his papyrically preserved Fr. 26
(Merkelbach et West), the progeny of Porthaon’s daughters (v. 9
EvpuOepiotnv te Lroatoviknyv te Xtepomnv te) is hymned in noble
florid strains of unmistakeable Hesiodicity. They roved, often
abandoning their father’s halls and renowned mother, with Nymphs
and the (Heliconian) Muses on the mountains of Phocis and Boeotia;
Parnassus, Ilapvacooc (v. 12), being recognized in the shreds. Once,
when, glowing in the beauteous spring of their youth, played softly by
an apyvodivng river (Spercheius thinks Lobel, but Achelous, Evenus,
Cephissus are more probable candidates if we must concretise the lost
piece of the imagery) and collected perfumed flowers for rich wreaths
to decorate the head-ornaments of their frame, Apollo intervened and
seized Stratonice, for once not for his own sake, but for his son’s
benefit and pleasure:

v.22 Dotpoc ATOAAWV*

B 0¢ Pé[o]wv avae[d]v[ov evlwvov] Zr[p]a[Tt]ovikny,



16

dwke d¢ m[at]dt [Pi]Aw OaA[eo]nVv [k]ekANoOal dkortiy

alvtiféw MeA[av]n, [Tov ovle[ot] moTvVia vouodn

26 OJimnils Mgo[vIé[n (2)

It is clear from what is preserved that a mountain nymph from Oeta
gave birth from Apollo to Melaneus, whom we cannot simply assume
as just living there around. From this divinely effected conjugation,
Eurytus was born, whose progeny is then recensed in the sequel of the
passage. Last mentioned is ToAewa, after whom one will restore in the
two succeeding verses (32-3) with the editors:

t[ng é]vex’ Oix[aA]lin[v ..............

AUPUTOUWVIADNG v,
It is clear from the context that the residence of Melaneus is the very
Oechalia of the Herculean adventure.

Unless Hesiod explicitly specified the location in the
missing portions of v. 26 or 32, Oechalia was left geographically
unassigned by him. Something I consider very probable, for otherwise
we would normally expect to hear from some source or other his
determination in such a vexed, important question. I would further
thus explain, the supposition of those who located the mythical city in
the region of Trachenia, by Oeta: they inferred from the Hesiodic
passage the identity of Oechalia with the Oetean nymphhood of
Melaneus” mother. However the Euboean candidature appropriated at
least the Melanean fathership of Eurytus; v. the above quoted passage

from Stephanus Byz. s.v. Epétowx: éxkaAeito d¢ MeAavnic amo
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MeAavéwg tov Evgutov mateog. So far, the Messenians, too, agreed
(Pausanias, IV, 2). They held that Melaneus (a man expert in archery
and thus reputed to be a son of Apollo) came with Perieres to
Messenia, received from him what was then called Karnasion, but
renamed Oechalia in honour of Melaneus’ wife. This last detail shows
the divergence of the local Messenian from the Hesiodic narration. But
an Oetean origin consists voicely with an aeolic combination. And the

Apollonian parenthood is common.

NOTES

[1] It is significant that he faces serious difficulty with TOcun up
there in Thessaly, as well (p. 437): v 0 T0wunv, OpwVLHWS 1)
Meoonviaxn Aeyopeévnv ov Gpaotv detv 0UTwe EkpéQey, aAAa v
TNV CLAAaPV adaipetv [should we then also read kai Owunv
kAwpaxoeooav in the Homeric Catalogue, B, 729 ?]° oUtw yao
kaAeloBat mEotegov (sc. Owun), vov d¢ Owuatov (so the corrupt
reading must be corrected from Stephanus Byzantius s.v. T0wun, who

mentions the Thessalian form Govuaiov according to the dialectic
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change of o and w to ov) petovopudoOat, xwEIloOV €QUUVOV KAl TQ OVTL
KAWHaKOeV, OQUUEVOV HeTall TETTAQWV (POOLEIWYV, WOTEQ €V
tetoamAeVow  keyévwy, Tolkkne te kat MntoomoAews kal
[TeAwvvatov kat T'opdwv. g d0¢ dn MntoomoAltwv €0TL XWEAS 1)
T0cun - or rather that ®ovuatov. —

Apollodorus upheld, it appears, exclusively the claims of
Thessaly, as Strabo’s criticism in VIII, 339 entails. He held that when
Homer wishes and has the intention to differentiate homonymies he
does it explicitly, as with Ogpxopevoc Muvoeiog (the Boeotian) and
Opyxopevog IMToAvunAog (the Arcadian), or with Zauoc Opnikin.
Apollodorus must have deduced therefore that as Homer locates
Oechalia explicitly in the Asclepiadean territory in Thessaly, and as
the same expressions occur in the Thamyris-narration, the same
location must be meant, and precisely the Thessalian one.

Strabo criticizes him, rather weakly, on the ground that this, and
similar views, do not square with Demetrius Scepsius” accounts, from
which Apollodorus borrowed most in his explanation of the
Catalogue: tavta ' oY OpoOAOYEL TOlG VO TOL XKNpiov Anunrotov
Aeyopévolg, map’ ov uetapéper T tAciota. But this was admittedly
ad hominem. The real criticism stems from the difference of approach:
Apollodorus tends to select, isolate, segregate and oppose information,
Strabo to accept as real the diversity of traditions, and to attempt to

externally harmonize the variant accounts.
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We clearly perceive in this way juxtraposed the diverging
traditions and methods of Alexandrianism with Pergamenism. The
synthesis of the two is represented by the Syncretic Philology which
ensued towards the end of the Hellenistic period and the beginning of
the Roman; the task is to organically unify informations according to
their spirit without doing violence to the essential variance of
traditions but with integration of differences into an higher order
coordination in each case. The Apollodorian solution lies, on the other
hand, behind such Alexandrine-like sweeping generalization as in
Stephanus Byzantius s.v. OtxaAla: moAg év 1o ITeAaoyuwwm Agyet v
Ounooc év 1w IleAaoyww AgQyet taooet Aeywv «ol T &xov
OtxaAinv, moAwv Evgvtou». [Not quite in Pelasgiotis of course, as it
was in Istaeotis; but some considered the opening expressions of the
Thessalian section in the Catalogue as referring to the entire Thessaly].
oL d¢ vewTepor teONKkaoy avtnv &v EvPola. The same in Schol. A, ad
Ilias, B, 596; 730; Sch. Apollonius, Argon., I, 87. The misapplied
opposition of Homer to the vewtepot is, evidently, of Alexandrine
provenance and nature, as is the disregard of the various important
other traditions, which are listed without reference and connection to
the Homeric passage: £ott xkat Meoonvig Oixadia kal etéoa €v
Toaxivt kat ¢v OettaAia [the one mentioned above in a different
context and from another source!] kat év Agkadia.

[2] Strabo’s statement is even more indefinite, IX, 438: mept d¢

ToLTWV (sc. the various synonymous cities) {ntovot, katl pAALoTa Tig



20

v 11 1o HoaxkAéovg aAdovoa kal mtept Tivog ovvéypapev 6 motnoac
v Olxadiac &dAworv. (Strabo is not sure about the authorship of the
epic poem, typically ascribed to Creophylus). Was it left undecided in
the poem even whether the location was in Euboea? I can hardly
believe it, if only because an essential part of poetic ornamentation
would thus be missed by the poet, let alone the possibility of making
persuasive descriptions of places, geographical configurations,
movements and travels. Whatever reserved carefulness one may
discern in Pausanias’ formulation: memoinkev opodoyovvta T
EvBoéwv Adyw, this cannot likely mean that the Euboic location was a
matter of sheer implication from the proximity of Euboea, as against
other candidates to the Oetean consummation. However, it is not
impossible that the Oechalia by Trachinia was a mere postulation to
suit suchlike exigencies principally of that Epic poem. Pausanias
would be then right not even to countenance such supposition and to
offer for the unspecified Oechalia of the poet the nearest site backed by
concomitant traditions [cf. this essay ad fin.].

[3] There follows: t0 0" avto kat Nikavdpoc év AitwArkoic (Fr. 7
Fr.Gr.H.). This probably extends to both pieces of information,
although it may refer only to the Odyssean oracle about which
Lycophron spoke in the passage.

[4] Correctly supplied by Groske apud Kramer.

[5] Consult for instance how well he argues the question on the

seven cities that Agamemnon in the magnificent Attai promised to
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grant to Achiles should he resign from his adamant aloofness,
abandon his unyielding, magnificent and destructive Wrath and help
the hardpressed Greeks (Ilias I, 149 sqq.; 291 sqq.) in VIII, 359-361.

[6] Which Aeolian component was more impressed on the Ionian
coast, on Pylian Messinicity. After all the representative of the Aeolian
element in eastern Messenia, Perieres, was according to some not
really son of Aeolus, but of Cynortas the son of Amyclas (Apollodorus,
Bibl., 1, 87); thus the aboriginal phyletic Lacono-Messenian unity was
maintained unimpaired. Apollodorus considers it as the more
substantiated tradition (ibid., III, 117); in III, 123 he mentions the view
of some, according to which there were two Periereses, one the Aeolic
father of Aphareus and Leucippus, the other, son of Cynortas and
father of Oibalus.

[Spring, 1986]



