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PHOCIANS IN SICILY: THUCYDIDES 6.2 

In the course of his ethnography of Sicily, Thucydides gives this account of the 
settlement of Eryx and Egesta in the west of the island (6.2.3): 

'IAlov 8 o a KoAlKOfLEvov v TpcDV v rTVES OLavU0y6VTwES 'AoxaloS rAoloLS aLLKvovvTatL 7TPOS T)rqV 

t1KEAlaV, Kal OlLOpOL TOls iLKavolS olK7)'aavTesg 6VLTTraVTes l, Ev "EAvULOLt KA7rO7aav, 7rToAEL 

8' avrTCv "Epvu Te KaL 'EyeaUTa. r7poauvvcoKr]aav 8o avTols Kal wCOKEwV TLVES TiwV 7rr6 Tpoias 
rTOT XEL(?WVL E S AL[3vrqv rpTpCTov, Ei-reLTa es ZtKEALav a7rr avrT7S KaTevexOevTes. 

Upon the fall of Troy, some of the Trojans, fleeing the Achaeans by ship, came to Sicily and 
settled as neighbours to the Sicans; as a group they were called Elymi, while their cities were called 
Eryx and Egesta. There joined with them in the settlement also some Phocians who were carried 
from Troy on the same occasion first to Africa by a storm, later from there to Sicily. 

These Phocians have troubled commentators, for Phocian settlers in Sicily are 
otherwise not surely attested. Pausanias (5.25.6) is commonly invoked as the only 
further testimony for them, but his independence of Thucydides has been doubted. 
Many have thought to see an error, whether textual or conceptual, for Phocaeans, 
famous as active colonists of the west, though of course in a later age.1 I argue here 
that the problem is more drastic than this idea would suggest. 

Two objections are fatal to the received text. First, Thucydides in the ethnography 
is especially conscious of national groups; he takes pains to distinguish even the 
Dorian and Ionian Greek colonists (6.4.5, 6.6.2). It is impossible that he can have 
transmitted without any comment a report of Greek Phocians joining as one with the 
Trojan founders of Egesta who constituted the Elymi. Second and more serious, this 
is his barbarian paragraph (fapflapapoL ,ev owv roaoiSe 6.2.6, followed by 'EAAh-vwv 
8e 7rpCroL 6.3.1). He recounts the migrations of Sicans, Trojans, 'Phocians', Sicels, 
and Phoenicians - settlements which he assures us occurred 300 years before the 
coming of the Greeks (6.2.5), to whom he then turns: of the Greeks, the first were 
Chalcidians from Euboea, and so forth. Thucydides cannot have written these 
statements, or even organized his narrative in this manner, if he thought that Phocian 
(or for that matter Phocaean) Greeks had settled in Sicily at the time of the Trojan 
War. WoKE:WV is a textual error pure and simple: and for some barbarian name. 

Now the wanderings of these Phocians bear a marked similarity to those of Aeneas.2 
The departure from Troy, the forced landing in Africa as a result of a storm, the 
permanent fusing of much of this group with the Trojan settlement already well 
established by Acestes near Mt Eryx - all this is familiar to us from the Aeneid. Virgil 
has the Trojan Elymus make his only appearance in the poem on the occasion of this 
fusion - lest any reader forget the name of the Elymi (Aen. 5.73, 300ff.). One difference 
in the two versions is that the Aeneid has the wanderers come twice to Sicily, stopping 

1 Recent comments are F. Schober, 'Phokis', RE 20 (1941), 481; F. Zucker, Wiirzb. Jahrb. 
4 (1949/50), 335-8; R. Van Compernolle, Phoibos 5 (1950/1), 200-1; G. K. Galinsky, Aeneas, 
Sicily, and Rome (Princeton, 1969), 78, 90-3, 98-9, 113-14; Dover in Gomme, Andrewes, 
Dover, Historical Commentary on Thucydides IV (Oxford, 1970), 212. Galinsky (p. 99) surmises 
that the Phocians felt that Sicans 'could not be entirely trusted' and preferred to live with the 
barbarians with whom they were familiar - Trojans. 

2 Only William Ridgeway (infra) seems to have noted and exploited the resemblance. The 
resemblance is the more striking when compared with the far more diverse accounts that 
Dionysius of Halicarnassus was able to read (Ant. Rom. 1.49-53). 
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there before Africa as well as after: this gives Virgil opportunity to bury Anchises there 
and thus prepare for the funeral games that occupy Book V and precede the permanent 
settlement of some of Aeneas' people with Acestes. Another is of course that Virgil 
has some of the voyagers go on to Italy; this is perhaps not at variance with 
Thucydides, who is concerned only with the settlement of Sicily.3 There is however 
a more basic divergence between Thucydides' brief statement and the famous story: 
for Virgil, the followers of Acestes and of Aeneas are alike Trojans; not so Thucydides, 
who applied some other ethnic to the late-comers from Africa, concealed beneath 
0OWKEwv. What is this likely to have been? 

As is well known, the most common appellation of Virgil's wanderers, after Trojan, 
was Phrygian. This, I submit, is what Thucydides wrote, not 0wKEov but ipvycov. 
The alteration is slight, and the gain substantial. 

I find that this emendation was urged by William Ridgeway one hundred years 
ago.4 His arguments were rather different from those offered above - weaker, in my 
view, but still attractive: (1) Thucydides elsewhere is seen to believe that the Egestaeans 
are barbarians; therefore they cannot have had Phocian blood.5 (2) Pausanias 
(5.25.3), usually evoked here for his reference to a 'Phocian element' in Sicily, does 
not support the reading <wKEcov in Thucydides, because Pausanias does not say where 
his Phocians are; they could as easily be the oWKels attested by Thucydides (5.4.4.) 
in the population of Leontini.6 (3) Thucydides' account is consistent with the stories 
of the emigration of Aeneas and of Acestes.7 'The corruption probably arose from 
a copyist thinking that Tp&Eg and Opv6yes were the same, and that therefore Opvydav 
must be wrong.' 

Pausanias' brief ethnography of Sicily (5.25.6), regularly cited by commentators on 
Thucydides' Phocians, is possibly more telling than has been realized. Like Thucydi- 
des, he lists first barbarians and then Greeks: of barbarians, the Sicans, Sicels, 
Phrygians (some by way of Italy, the rest from the Troad), and Phoenicians.8 Of 
Greeks, the Dorians and lonians, and also a small portion of the Phocian and the 

3 The burning of the ships at Eryx, however, suggests an account that had the voyage end 
here: see most recently F. Solmsen, HSCP 90 (1986), 106-7. 

4 CR 2 (1888), 180. This was dismissed by Steup in Classen and Steup, Thukydides VI (Berlin, 
1905), 5 (repeated in C. F. Smith [Boston, 1913]): 'from the whole context it is clear that only 
Hellenes returning from Troy are in mind'. Steup was nodding: there is no other mention here 
of Hellenes returning from Troy, only of the defeated leaving Troy upon its capture. Ridgeway's 
emendation is noted without comment in the editions of Spratt (1905), Hude (BT: 1911), 
Marchant (1914), and Jacoby (FGrHist 577 F 9: 1950). Already at the start of the nineteenth 
century Dobree, surprised that Greeks would join with barbarians, thought the word 0oWKEoV 
might be corrupt: P. P. Dobree, Adversaria (Berlin, 1874), 63. 

5 Thus not only their inclusion in 6.2, but Nicias' 3adp3apot at 6.11 and the list at 7.57. One 
might answer that by the fifth century men may have considered that the early Phocian 
population at Egesta had been long subsumed under the barbarian (so both Steup and de 
Romilly, ad 6.2, justify the mention of Greek Phocians in this chapter). But the crucial point 
is that Thucydides classifies as barbarians not only Egestaeans but also his 'Phocians'. 

6 Ridgeway gives ioKEasg (accusative) as the toponym (0coKsag TrE T 7r6oAetW Tt' T'S 
AEOVTrivcV XwpLov KaAovp.evov); in fact the authorities vary between 0koKEag (EFG: Arnold, 
Hude, Smith, de Romilly) and owKatiaS (AB: Bekker, Goeller, Boehme, Herwerden, Poppo, 
Fowler, Graves, Jones). Gomme (Commentary, iii.634) remarked, 'Presumably there had been 
some special friendships with Ionian Phokaia which caused the name to be given to this quarter' 
of Leontini (similarly Fowler). This is a puzzle in its own right, whatever the reading. 7 Acestes' story is cited from Dion. Hal. 1.52, cf. 47.2 and 63.2 (he left Troy at once, whereas 
Aeneas first lingered in the Troad and then followed a wandering course). 

8 ELtKEALav 8E dOv? TroadSe OLKE?, Z'tKavot TE KOaL ?LKEAOL Kaot 0p6yeg, o[ t.Ev ~e 'ITaAtaS 
tagefr1KoTes es avTr'v, 0pUyes be d rro TO KatLadv8pov 7TOTatLOV KaL Xdupar T7r7 Tpwac8os 

... roaavra ,iev ev LtKeALa EOv'7 dapf3apa. 'EAArvwv be ZaJpLE?i (KTA.). 
12 
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Attic races (Kal TOiV IWKLKOV Kal ToV 'ArTTKOiV yvovVS EKaTepov poZlpa ov rroAAi). 
Several details show that this brief statement is independent of Thucydides. On the 
Greek side, the Attic item is absent from Thucydides; we might well conclude that 
so is the Phocian. More important, Pausanias has not misplaced his Phocians among 
the barbarians. His barbarians, I suggest, are the same as those in Thucydides (though 
not in quite the same order): what our MSS of Thucydides give as Trojans and 
'Phocians', Pausanias describes as 'Phrygians who crossed over from Italy and 
Phrygians from the Scamander River and the Troad'. Pausanias' term 'Phrygian', 
at his date, can prove nothing; but his two branches of Trojan colonists and the care 
with which he distinguishes barbarians and Greeks lend support to attributing 
similar rigor to Thucydides 6.2, by reading Ipvyo.v. 

If this emendation is correct, what version of the wanderings of the fugitives from 
Troy did Thucydides know? The question is important, for this passage will be one 
of our earliest sources on the western migration.9 That Aeneas survived the fall of 
Troy was already an old story. That he went as far west as Italy may have been told 
by Stesichorus, but our evidence for this authority (the Tabulae Iliacae) is weak and 
dubious. Dionysius seems to attribute to Hellanicus a version in which Aeneas 
founded Rome, but this attribution too has been questioned.10 Hellanicus derived the 
Elymi from Italy, not Troy, and before the Trojan war; he certainly was not 
Thucydides' source for Elymi from Troy.lI Some account of the populating of Sicily 
was in Antiochus of Syracuse, whom Thucydides may have read. Whatever his 
sources, two elements in Thucydides' version are arresting. 

First is the storm that forces the voyagers to Africa - a detail made famous by the 
Aeneid, though absent in the composite account of the wanderings of Aeneas that 
Dionysius summarized from his readings (1.49-53). The common belief is that 
Thucydides derived his Sicilian ethnography from Antiochus of Syracuse.12 But the 
arguments for that authority derive in the main from the usages of Thucydides' 
chronography of Greek colonization, which are not found in his far shorter survey 
of barbarian settlement. In the latter he begins by demythologizing tales from the 
Odyssey and proceeds to argue subsequent settlements from nomenclature and 
geography: the explicitness of his reasoning here stands in contrast to the unexplained 
year-intervals claimed for the Greek colonies. Thucydides may well be doing his own 
work on the barbarians, and his source or sources need not be simple or the same 
as for the Greek portion.13 Possibly a poem rather than a prose account lies behind 
Thucydides' explicit mention of the storm. 

Second, Thucydides' two ethnics. Already before his time 'Trojan' and 'Phrygian' 

9 Important recent discussions are T. J. Cornell, PCPhS n.s. 21 (1975), 1-32; A. Momigliano, 
Settimo contributo (Rome, 1984), 437-62; Solmsen, pp. 93-110; and those of N. Horsfall (infra). 10 For arguments that the western migration cannot be shown to have been in Stesichorus 
(the Tabulae: PMG 205, FGrHist 840 F 6b) or Hellanicus (FGrHist 4 F 84, cf. F 31 [Dion. Hal. 
1.72, 45-8]) see N. Horsfall, JHS 99 (1979), 26-48, and CQ n.s. 29 (1979), 372-90. Sophocles 
had written of the sons of Antenor after the fall of Troy (pp. 160f. Radt: from Strab. 608), who 
became the Veneti; but what follows in Strabo, versions of the flight of Aeneas, cannot, given 
the contradictions, also derive from Sophocles. 

11 F 79 b 3; cf. Dover, p. 200. Contrast the version of Apollodorus that combined Troy and 
Italy: Trojan Acestes went first to Croton with Philoctetes but was sent on by him to Sicily and 
Egesta: Strab. 6.1.3. (254) (= FGrHist 244 F 167), 6.2.5 (272); this surely is what Pausanias has 
in mind with his group of Trojans who passed through Italy. 

12 So already Ridgeway; see Dover, pp. 198-210, for references and discussion. 
13 Compare Solmsen, p. 97 n. 11, 'Items of this kind probably reflect widely held views and 

need not go back to Antiochus of Syracuse.' 
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had come to overlap and be used interchangeably.'4 Euripides provides more than 
one hundred instances of the Trojans called kpvyes. In particular, Sophocles in 
Laocoon had described Aeneas at the gate of Troy, his father on his shoulders and 
surrounded by a crowd 'eager for this colony of Phrygians', Tr)aS' :puaLt TS 
a7TroKtaS PpvyCdv.15 For Thucydides, by contrast, Trojans went to Egesta; later they 
were joined by Phrygians coming from Troy by way of Africa - the two ethnics and 
nations are kept distinct. So they had been also for Homer: in the catalogue of the 
eastern allies, the Trojans are led by Hector, the Dardanians by Aeneas and the sons 
of Antenor, and the Phrygians by Phorcys and god-like Ascanius (II. 2.816ff.). 
Thucydides' maintenance of the distinction suggests that his source was older than 
the fifth century. 

The later usage that treated Trojan and Phrygian as interchangeable terms involved 
eventually making Ascanius the son of Aeneas. Thucydides' observance of the 
distinction may point to a version in which the people who were carried to Africa 
before reaching Sicily were not Trojans led by Aeneas but Phrygians led by Homer's 
Phrygian Ascanius, perhaps not yet reduced to being Aeneas' son. And indeed 
Dionysius knew one account of the migration which, even while making Ascanius a 
son of Aeneas, held that Aeneas died in the Troad and that Ascanius was leader of 
the western expedition.16 

Duke University, North Carolina KE NT J. RIGSBY 

14 The equation of terms was much discussed: see Dion. Hal. 1.29.1; Strab. 12.4.4-5 (564), 
14.3.3 (665: especially the tragedians confused the words); Eustath. ad II. 2.862 (I 574 Valk: 
Homer's distinction was the ancient usage, whereas later poets like Aeschylus equated them). 
Note incidentally the story that Aeneas survived the fall of Troy because he was at the time 
campaigning in Phrygia (Dion. Hal. 1.48.4). 

15 Fr. 373 Radt (from Dion. Hal. 1.48.2); there is no indication where Sophocles thought the 
colony was to be. 

16 Dion. Hal. 1.53.4; cf. Agathocles, FGrHist 472 F 5 (reported in Latin: Aeneas is buried 
at Berecynthia, Phrygians are to rule Italy). In Hellanicus, by contrast, Ascanius remained in the 
Troad, while Aeneas departed with his other sons (F 31, from Dion. Hal. 1.47.5-6); at 1.54.2 
Dionysius has Ascanius ruling in Phrygia, consistent with Phrygian Ascanius of II. 2.862. 

12-2 

335 PHOCIANS IN SICILY 


	Article Contents
	p. 332
	p. 333
	p. 334
	p. 335

	Issue Table of Contents
	The Classical Quarterly, New Series, Vol. 37, No. 2 (1987), pp. i-ii+i-vi+245-540+i-iv
	Volume Information [pp.  537 - iv]
	Front Matter [pp.  i - vi]
	Phoinix, Agamemnon and Achilleus: Parables and Paradeigmata [pp.  245 - 261]
	And It Came to Pass That Pharaoh Dreamed: Notes on Herodotus 2.139, 141 [pp.  262 - 271]
	Euripides' Telephus [pp.  272 - 280]
	Problems in Euripides' Orestes [pp.  281 - 293]
	Autochthony and the Athenians [pp.  294 - 306]
	Rags and Riches: The Costume of Athenian Men in the Fifth Century [pp.  307 - 331]
	Phocians in Sicily: Thucydides 6.2 [pp.  332 - 335]
	Coercive Diplomacy in Greek Interstate Relations [pp.  336 - 345]
	Platonic Anamnesis Revisited [pp.  346 - 366]
	Slavery in Plato's Republic [pp.  367 - 372]
	Restoring the Order of Aristotle's De Anima [pp.  373 - 381]
	The Evidence for Degrees of being in Aristotle [pp.  382 - 401]
	The Justice of the Epicurean Wise Man [pp.  402 - 422]
	Full Moon and Marriage in Apollonius' Argonautica [pp.  423 - 426]
	The Dramatic Synopses Attributed to Aristophanes of Byzantium [pp.  427 - 431]
	Vidularia: Outlines of a Reconstruction [pp.  432 - 443]
	The 'Attis' of Catullus [pp.  444 - 449]
	Language at the Breaking Point: Lucretius 1.452 [pp.  450 - 453]
	Virgil, Aeneid 2.349-50 [pp.  454 - 457]
	Ovid, Metamorphoses 1.2 [pp.  458 - 465]
	The De Opificio Dei: The Workmanship of God and Lactantius [pp.  466 - 486]
	Notes on the Text of Jerome, Letters 1 and 107 [pp.  487 - 497]
	Shorter Notes
	ΑΜΦΙΜΗΤΩΡ [pp.  498 - 500]
	Restoring an Antithesis to Gorgias (82 B 16 Diels-Kranz) [pp.  500 - 502]
	Two Men in a Boat: Antiphon, on the Murder of Herodes 42 [pp.  502 - 504]
	An Early Theocritus Book (P. Oxy. 2064+3548): Placing Fragments [pp.  505 - 512]
	Book VI of Ennius' Annals [pp.  512 - 516]
	Somnia Ficta in Lucretius and Lucilius [pp.  517 - 519]
	Notes on Catullus and Ovid [pp.  519 - 521]
	Three Ciceroniana [pp.  521 - 523]
	Horace, Epode 6.16 [pp.  523 - 524]
	Horatiana [pp.  524 - 526]
	Prodelided Est in Ovid [p.  527]
	Propertius on the Banks of the Eurotas (A Note on 3.14.17-20) [pp.  527 - 528]
	Propertius 4.1.8 [pp.  528 - 529]
	Petronius, Sat. 141.4 [pp.  529 - 532]
	Did Martial Have a Jewish Slave? (7.35) [pp.  532 - 533]
	A Note on Statius, Thebaid 9.120f. [pp.  533 - 535]
	A Note on Suetonius, Nero [p.  535]

	Back Matter





