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Suspenseful Iteration in Homeric Epic

L. Patterns for 10l név... T1oig 0¢ (14x in //. and Od. combined)

A. TOIG M€V [subject A], Tolg 8¢ [subject B, who responds/resists in some way], 6x:
lliad: Diomedes, 8.167-71 (Zeus); Odysseus, 11.462-64 (Menelaus);
Hector, 18.155-60 (Ajaxes); Achilles, 18.228-29 (Trojans)
Odyssey: Odysseus, 9.361 (Cyclops); Odysseus, 11.206-209 (Anticleia)

B. Same subject in Toig pév and toig O¢ clauses, but he somehow fails of his aim or
intent in the ¢ clause (all followed by T0 TéTo@TOV):
Achilles, 71. 20.438-48; Asteropaeus, 11. 21.173-79 (tétoatov);

Telemachus, Od. 21.125-29

C. Closest parallel to passage II below — Apollo as subject of Toig O¢ clause,
followed by t0 Tétagrov and speech: Diomedes, 1. 5.432-44

D. Iterative back-and-forth action:

Duel between Diomedes and Ajax, //. 23.813-17; Charybdis’ daily cycle,

12.105-106 (within speech of Circe)

II. I1. 16.698-707: Patroclus yields to Apollo

"EvO4 zev 0imulov Tooiny Elov vieg Ayardv
ITotednhov VIO xeQati, el QO YO Eyyel Bev,
i un Anorhav @oifog £dufTov ém mhoyou
€0t T 0hoa poovéwv, Tomeool 0” A ywv.
TOIG UEV €T aryndvog P telyeog vymloio
ITdtooxhog, Tolg &’ avToV AmeoTuhEMEEV
AndlAwv (703)

xeloeoo’ abavdtnol paewviv domida vicowv.
Gl bte 1) 10 TéTapTov Enéoovto dalpovt ioog,
oewva & opoxrinoag Emea reQdeVTA TQOoN VO
“xaCeo, dloyeveg [Tatponhess...”

Then the Greeks would have captured high-gated
Troy at the hands of Patroclus, for he was rushing
very much in front with his spear, if Phoebus Apollo
had not stood atop the well-built tower mulling
destruction for him, a helper for the Trojans. Three
times he made for the corner of the high wall,
Patroclus, but three times Apollo struck him aside
with his immortal hands, shoving his gleaming
shield. But when for the fourth time “equal-to-
god” attacked, then [Apollo], shouting fearfully,
spoke winged words: “Give way, god-born
Patroclus...”

I1I. 1L 16.779-89: Patroclus forges ahead

3

nupog & "Héhog petevioeto foviutdvoe,

7ol TOTE O O’ Ve aloav Ayauol GpégTeQol
noav. (780)

éx uev KePorovnv Perémv floma Eguooav
Tohwv € évorig, nol A’ dpmv tevye’ €hovto,
ITdtooxhog 8¢ Towol nand Gpovémv évOQOUOE.
TG uev Emert’ émdgouvoe Bod drdhavtog A,

opepdalréa iaywv, Toilc 8’ évvéa pdTag Emepvey.

Gl bte 1) 10 TéTapTov Enéoovto dalpovt ioog,
€v0’ dpa toL, I1atpoxhe, pdavn PLoTolo TereuTi)
fvteto yao tot Poifog €vi noateet) opivn
QeLvOg: O PEV TOV LOVTA ®aTA XAOVOV 0V
évomoev- (789)

While the sun rose to the point of releasing cattle,
then, indeed, the Greeks were the stronger,
exceeding destiny. They dragged hero Cebriones
out of the line of fire and battle with the Trojans,
and they stripped the armor from his shoulders,
while Patroclus, meditating evil, sprang upon the
Trojans. Then three times “match-for-swift-Ares”
attacked, shouting terribly, and three times he
slaughtered nine men. But when for the fourth
time “equal-to-god” attacked, then indeed for you,
Patroclus, the conclusion of life appeared. For
Phoebus, fearsome, met you in harsh battle; he
[Patroclus] did not recognize him as he was going
through the melee.
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