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1) Callimachus AP 6.351 = HE 22: Archinos’ dedication to Heracles

Tiv IE, AeoVTaY) OV GLOKTOVE, PIyIVeV dov
Ofike -- Tig; -- Apyivog. -- moiog; -- 6 Kpnc. -- 6&yopat.
To you, lion-strangling, boar-slaying ruler, me an oaken club he dedicated
— Who? — Archinos — Which one? — The Cretan — I accept.
a) Humorous tone: cf. Luck 1968; Schmidt 1976; Kéhnken 1993; Meyer 2007.

b) Inventive play with inscriptional conventions: cf. Schmitz 2010; Day 2019.

2a) ®HI'INOZX: Homeric Hapax

10" & dlppov ERarve mapai Atoundea diov

gupeponio Oed: péya d° EBpaye eRyvog dEmv

BpBocHivn: devny yap dyev Bedv Gvopd T° Gpiotov.

And the eager goddess [=Athena] stepped on the chariot alongside brilliant Diomedes, and the
oaken axle groaned deeply under her weight: for it bore a dread goddess and the best warrior.

a) Some ancient critical engagement:
i)  Apollonius Argon. 2.537-40: Athena rides off on a cloud “despite her enormous heft”
(2.539: Bpropnv mep €odoav); cf. Fenney 1991: 72-73.
i)  Sch. Il. 5.838-9 [Ariston.]: the lines are “useless” (o0« dvayxoiot), “ridiculous” (yeiolot)
and “contradictory” (ti évavtiov €yovteq).



2b) Mortal Theomachies: Diomedes in Iliad 5 and Heracles in [Hesiod] Scutum

a) Comparison of Theomachy scenes in /liad and Scutum: Stamatopoulou 2017
b) Role of Athena
1)  Joins mortal warrior(s) in chariot against Ares: //. 5.835-841 ~ Sc. 338-44.
i1)  Deflects initial assault and helps land wounding strike: /1. 5.850-861 ~ Sc.455-62.

3) OZOX: Heracles’ Club

a) terms for Heracles’ club:
1)  pomodrov: cf. Ar., Ran. 47 and 497; Ap. Rh. Argon. 1.472, Argon. 1.532, Argon.
1.1196, Argon. 1.1206, Argon. 2.150; Meleager AP 5.152 = HE 34; Diod. Sic.
4.14.3.
i1)  wxopvvn: cf. [Theocr.] Id. 25.63; Plut. Thes. 8.1; Nonnus, Dion. 25.229.
iii)  &oAov: cf. Eur. Her. 471
iv)  oxvtarov: cf. Pind. OL 9.30 and Theocr. Id. 17.31

b) 6log and Heracles’ Club: A Hellenistic Innovation?
1)  Theocritus Id. 17.31: cuWdpelov oxvtodov keyapaypévov 6Loic (“an iron club
etched by knots™)
i1)  Apollonius, Argon. 4.1439: ctifapov...6lov laing (“a stout club of olive™)
iii)  Callimachus AP 6.351: @fjywov 8Lov (“an oaken club”)
1) cf. Philip APl 104=GP 69: Boapdmovg &log 6 Onporétng (“the club, a
slayer of beasts, heavy at its end”) on a statue of Heracles.

4) Callimachus, Theocritus, Pindar and Heracles’ Club

a) Pindar Ol 9 and Heracles’ theomachy:
1)  Pindar Ol 9.28-30: dyaBoi / &¢ kol cogol katda daipov’ dvopeg / €yévovt’ (“men
become good and skilled in accordance with divine will”)
i1)  Pindar OL 9.30-31: nddg v tprodovtog HpakAiéng ekvTarov tivase yepotv, / avik’
apoel IMHAov otabeig fipede [Mocewav (“How could Heracles have wielded his
club against the trident, when Poseidon attacked having stood his ground around
Pylos™).

iii)  Pindar Ol 9.35-39: and pot Adyov /todtov, otdpa, piyov: / €nel 10 ye Aowdopticat
Be00¢ / €xBpa copia, kal TO KowydoOat mapd Kapodv / pavioisty vmokpéket. (“Spit
out this tale, O mouth! For to slander the gods is an evil skill, and to boast out of
turn sounds in harmony with madness”).

1) For discussion see Molyneux 1972, Miller 1993 and Pavlou 2008.

b) Callimachus (4et. fr. 75 Harder) and OL 9
i) 1 moAvdpein yaremodv kaxdv, dotic draptel / Yhdoong (“Indeed vast knowledge
is a difficult evil, for whoever cannot control his tongue™).
1) For discussion see Fuhrer 1988.

2) On the metapoetics of theomachy in ancient literature, see Chaudhuri
2014.
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