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A Person’s Relation to ¢phv in Homer, Hesiod,
and the Greek Lyric Poets

By SHIRLEY M. Darous, Univ. of British Columbia (Canada)¥*)

A. Homer

An important psychicentity in man is ggijv, which can be described
asan ‘‘organ’’1),located generally within the chest region and capable
of emotional, volitional, and intellectual functions?). Examination
of the grammatical usage of @or7jv and gppéves sheds light on one
important aspect of this psychic organ: how a person relates to it.
This examination shows in particular that in Homer a person often
acts in close codperation with pe7v/peévec but remains distinct from

*) My thanks to the Canada Council for the Research Grant that allowed
me to work on this article in Oxford.

1) In this article I follow the position of B. Snell, The Discovery of the
Mind, trans. T. G. Rosenmeyer (Oxford 1953) 1-22 in his view that psychic
activity in Homeric man is carried on by several separate ‘“‘organs’, one of
which is @giv/poéves. See also his article “goévec — podrnois”, Qlotta 55
(1977) 34-64.

2) This article does not attempt any discussion of the nature or various
functions of ppérvec themselves. Important studies of these aspects of ggiv/
poévee in Homer include: C. Rogge, “Homerisch @g#v, poévec und Verwandtes
in neuer medizinischer und sprachpsychologsicher Beleuchtung’’, Archiv fir
die gesamte Psychologie 58 (1927) 307-324; P. Justesen, Les Principes psycho-
logiques d’ Homére (Copenhagen 1928) 1-16; J. Bohme, Die Seele und das Ich
im homerischen Epos (Leipzig and Berlin 1929); O. Korner, Die drztlichen
Kenninisse m Ilias und Odyssee (Munich 1929); V. Larock, ‘“Les premiéres
conceptions psychologiques des Grecs”, RBPH 9 (1930) 386-387; R. Riische,
Blut, Leben und Seele (Paderborn 1930) 27-33; R. B. Onians, The Origins of
European Thought* (Cambridge 1954) 23-40; D. J. Furley, “The Early History
of the Concept of the Soul”’, BICS 3 (1956) 2-3; P. Vivante, ‘‘Sulle designa-
zioni Omeriche della realta psichica”, AGI 41 (1956) 113-138; E. L. Harrison,
“Notes on Homeric Psychology”, Phoeniz 14 (1960) 64; A. W. H. Adkins,
From the Many to the One (Ithaca, N. Y. 1970) 19-20; E. Walter-Karydi,
Eva @peai Svudv Exovres”’, Gymnasium 81 (1974) 177-181; 8. Ireland and
F. Steel, “Ppévec as an Anatomical Organ in the Works of Homer”’, Glotta 53
(1975) 183-194; Snell, Glotta 55 (1977) 34-64 (note 1). See also S. Darcus,
“The Phren of the Noos in Xenophanes’ God”, SO 53 (1978) 25-30 for a
treatment of the nature of ggéves in the early Greek writers.
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them just as from his other psychic organs?). The following analysis
will treat all instances of @gijy or ppéves in Homer that occur in the
dative, accusative, or nominative cases (no instance of the genitive
being found); it will discuss the relationship between man and this
psychic entity which these passages reveal.

1. Dative

Dy in the dative singular is found only once in Homer, where
it follows the verb uélw (Od. 6.65). Poévec occurs frequently in the
dative plural after a preposition, indicating the location of some
emotional, volitional or intellectual activity. These prepositions
include évit), éni®), uerd?®), and =epi (Il. 16.157). Doéves appears also
with a preposition as the seat of other psychic organs: 7jrog, »do,
and dvuds?).

Dpéveg occurs as well in the dative plural without a preposition.
First this dative occurs when the noun is governed by certain verbs:
for example, xaivouar (I1. 13.431), uélow (I1. 24.152; 24.181; Od.
7.208), metdw?®), and yodouar®). In three instances ggeoi is a locative
dative in a double dative construction with the verbs: avddvw
(Od. 14.337), dufdliew (Il. 19.88) and dunvéw (Od. 19.138).

Other instances of this dative without a preposition are strongly
locative in nature. This is understandable since goéves in Homer
have still a markedly physical nature?). But very many may also be

3) Contrast Bohme (note 2) 50-52, who believes that in some cases the
“Ich” can be identified with @gévec.

4) ’Ev{ is found very frequently. See, e.g., Il. 1.333; 2.301; 8.366; 9.423;
13.55; 16.530; 18.88; 21.145; Od. 2.363; 4.843; 6.140; 9.419; 14.273;
16.299; 24.128. Concerning the reading of &/ in Od. 16.282 see M. L. West,
“Conjectures on 46 Greek Poets”, Philologus 110 (1966) 147-149.

5) Eni: Il. 1.65; 8.218; 14.165; Od. 5.427; 15.234; 18.158; 21.1.

8) Mevd: Il. 4.245; 9.434-435; 14.264; 18.419; 18.463; 19.29; 19.213;
19.343; 20.310; 23.600; Od. 4.825; 10.438; 13.362; 16.436; 17.470; 24.357;
24.436.

) fjrop: Il. 8.413; 16.242; 17.111; 19.169. "Hrog and xijp are found once
with the simple dative ggeoiv: Od. 13.320 and Od. 18.345. vdog: II. 18.419
(uerd). Bvuds: see, e.g., Il. 8.202; 9.462; 10.232; 21.386; 22.357; Od. 15.165;
16.73; 20.38 (év{). Ovudbc is found once with the simple dative ggeoi: Il
13.487.

8) I1. 9.119. See below notes 20 and 27.

%) Od. 3.266; 14.421; 16.398. Cf. also II. 20.381 (&wvui); Od.1.328
(ovvrifnu); 10.553 (doapioxw).

10) See especially Onians (note 2), Ireland and Steel (note 2), and Darcus
(note 2) for discussion on the physical nature of goi».
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instances of what Kiithner describes as a “komitativ-instrumental’’
dative: ‘“die Person oder Sache, mit der zusammen (unter deren
Mitwirkung oder Gegenwirkung) eine Handlung vor sich geht’’11),
Poévec appear to be a psychic organ not only “in” which but also
in the “company” of which and by “means” of which a person is
able to perform various psychic functions!?). The activities of
pvooodouedw (Od. 8.273; 17.66), yuyvdoxw (Il. 24.563; Od. 1.420;
22.501), ueounoilew (Od. 1.427; 11.204; 22.333), widouar (Il. 21.19;
23.176), voéw®), olda), and dpuaivw®) are found gpeoi. Likewise
poéveg in this case is found with verbs expressing anger1$), courage
(11. 24.171), desire??), endurance (Od. 19.347), joy1®), madness (II.
8.360), pity (/I. 11.794; 16.36), and shame?®). In all these passages
a person acts in, with, or by his @géves.

A formulaic expression well reveals this relationship in which a
person acts by and/or with his gpévec: gpeal yap xéyont’ dyadijow
(Od. 3.266; 14.421; 16.398). The ambiguity in meaning of yedoua:
illustrates the combination of comitative and instrumental. Xodopat
can mean ‘‘use’’; this meaning implies “means”. It can also mean
“experience’ or “be endowed with*; this meaning implies a comita-
tive aspect of the verb. The comitative-instrumental dative suggests
that @oéveg are subordinate to the person since they are either
“used by’ or act “in accord with” him. With respect to the dative,

11) R. Kiihner, Ausfithrliche Grammatik der griechischen Sprached, revised
by F.Blass and B. Gerth (Hannover, Hahn 1890, 1904) Vol. 2, 430. Cf.
P. Chantraine, Grammaire homérique (Paris 1953) Vol. 2, 74-77, and H. W.
Smyth, Greek Grammar?, revised by G. M. Messing (Cambridge, Mass. 1956)
346-349.

2) A clear instance of the comitative dative occurs when Poseidon says
that he will not live (Béoua:) “in accordance with” or “in company with”
the pgéveg of Zeus (II. 15.194). Here the god does not act with his own pgéves
but refuses to act in accompaniment with the ggévec of another.

13) 1. 9.600; 15.81; 22.235; Od. 1.322.

1) IT. 2.213; 5.326; 17.325; 24.197; Od. 19.248.

15) I1. 10.4; 16.435; Od. 3.151. See also below note 19.

18) Il. 16.61; 19.127. Cf. Il. 2.241 (xdAog).

17) It. 14.221; Od. 2.34; 6.180; 15.111; 17.355.

18) Il. 13.609; 19.19; 19.174; Od. 5.74; 8.368.

%) 1. 10.237. ITévBog (Od. 7.219; 11.195) and Bin (Il. 3.45) are also found
poeoi. The dative ppeoi (in the meaning of “in”, “with”, or “by means of”)
occurs also with the verbs ddw (Od. 21.301); Boviedw (Od. 1.444); ddw (Od.
8.448); elmov (Il. 17.260); éxdavBdvw (Od. 10.557); éniorauar (Il. 14.92; Od.
8.240); égdw (Od. 16.459); &xo (II.2.33; 2.70; 24.114; 24.135; 24.282;
24.674; Od. 17.238; 19.353); Odw (Il. 1.342); maganetdo (Od. 14.290);
Tivdoxw (I1. 13.668; Od. 8.556).

11+
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only in this expression and in one passage with the verb zeidw
(Z1. 9.119) does a person act directly with his own @péves2?). In both
cases a close harmony of person and ggéves is suggested.

11, Accusative

As with the dative case, porjy and gpévec appear in the accusative
with prepositions, indicating a location of various emotional,
volitional, or intellectual activities: xard?!) and meoi (II. 10.139;
11.89; Od. 9.362). Similarly in three passages dvuds is gathered
& poéva (I1. 22.475; Od. 5.458; 24.349).

Dorjy and @péveg are found several times in the accusative without
a preposition. They occur as the object of the action of some verb.
In almost all cases the subject of the verb is an agent or influence
other than the person possessing the ggévesc. In some instances
poéves are directly affected. Love deceives (Od. 15.421) and uddog
bites (1. 5.493) ppéves. Ships can know the @péveg of men (Od. 8.559).
In other instances a person as a whole is affected but specifically
in his @pévec (accusative of part). Love surrounds (. 3.442; 14.294),
&y seizes (1. 16.805; cf. Od. 21.297), pain covers 22), ndvog surrounds
(Z1. 6.355), and wine holds a person in his @évec2?). ITévdoc and
suvvty) come to a person in his geéveg (11. 1.362; 18.73; Od. 20.228)
and both ydpua and dAyog can seize him there (Od. 19.471).

Dpéveg occurs as the object of the following verbs of which the
gods are subject: dfawpéw?t), dAdvue (Il. 7.360; 12.234), and miu-
sAnue?®). A god can also harm (fidmrw) a person specifically in his
goéves (accusative of part: 71. 15.724; Od. 14.178). Dprjy/poéves are
subject to the persuasion of another person or a god?¢). A god can

20) For a full discussion of M. 9.119 see my article ‘“An Echo of Homer
in Pindar, Pythians 4, TAPA 107 (1977) 17-21.

21) See, e.g., 11. 1.193; 11.411; 17.106; 20.264; Od. 4.120; 6.118; 15.211
for the frequent formulaic expression: xara @péva xai xara dvudv. See also
Il. 1.555; 9.244; 15.61; Od. 24.353.

22) 1. 8.124; 8.316; 17.83; Od. 8.541.

23) Od. 18.331 and 18.391. Cf. Od. 9.454.

24) 1. 6.234; 9.377; 17.470; 18.311; 19.137.

) I1. 17.573. Gods easily influence @gérec, man himself being very much
an “open-field”’. See espetially Snell, Discovery (note 1) 31, 43, 61 ; H. Frénkel,
Dichtung und Philosophie des frithen Griechentums? (Munich 1962) 85-90;
J. Russo and B. Simon, ‘‘Homeric Psychology and the Oral Epic Tradition”,
JHI 29 (1968) 485—486.

28) 17.4.104; 6.61; 7.120; 9.184; 12.173; 13.788; 16.842; Od. 1.42-43.
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also deceive pgévec (Od. 13.327). One person can despise another’s
poéves (Il.14.95; 17.173).

In two passages Athena grants persons &pya ©v° énioracdar megi-
xaAléa xal poévac éodac (Od. 2.117; 7.111). Clearly this knowledge
of éodlal poéves involves the possession of wisdom. Only in these
two instances of the accusative is the subject affecting ppérec the
owner of them and even here the expression suggests more pos-
session of than influence upon goéves.

The general absence of passages where a person affects his own
@1y or ppéves suggests a relationship of harmony between person
and this psychic entity. A person acts with or by gpérec; he does
not act upon or control them, a form of statement that, if found,
would imply possible opposition between person and gpéves??).

The remaining instances of gg/y or gpévec in the accusative are
apparently ones of ‘“‘accusative of respect’’: the action of a verb
takes place withrespect to porjv/peévec aslocation of that action 28). The
accusative gpéva occurs with the following verbs in the active or
middle voice: ypdwvuar (Il. 13.493), yijdew (II. 8.559; 11.683; Od.
6.106; 24.382), tépmopar (I1. 20.23; Od. 4.102), rpouéw (1. 15.627),
xabow (I1. 6.481), and yoldw (Od. 6.147). In one passage Odysseus
says that he may be thought Befagndra . . . poéva olvep (Od. 19.122).
In another, Achilles wastes away in his @géveg from grief??).

This same use of the accusative appears with verbs in the passive
voice: daudlw (Od. 9.454), éxmardoow (Od. 18.327), mijrre (II. 13.
394; 16.403), and répmew (Il. 1.474; 9.186; Od. 8.131; 17.174). It
also appears in the formulaic expression: mepl @oévag Zuuevar dAAwy
(1. 13.631; 17.171). Likewise it is found in passages where other
aspects of man are mentioned : with guijy and dyogntdy (Od. 8.168),
with eldoc and uéyedoc??).

These instances of “‘accusative of respect’’ suggest a close relation-
ship of person and g@gijy/peéves. The activity of the person is spe-

?") An exception is II. 9.119 where Agamemnon ‘“‘puts his trust in his
poéves”. This passages does not suggest any control over pgéres but rather a
trust in their activity. For a full discussion of this passage see my article
(note 20). On Od. 3.266, 14.421, and 16.398 (yodoua:) see above Section I,
“Dative”.

*8) Chantraine (note 11) Vol. 2, 46-47, refers to this accusative usage as
an “accusatif de relation”. Cf. Smyth? (note 11) 360-361. See also the
instances of “accusative of part” above.

) I1. 18.446. Cf. Il. 15.128 and Od. 2.243 where one is “crazed” in his
Poéveg.

30) Od. 11.337; 18.249. Cf. Il. 1.115 and Od. 4.264.
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cifically related to @péves which probably share in that activity.
Again, as with the locative and comitative-instrumental datives,
@o1jy|/poéves are somehow subordinate to the person but take part
in this activity.

III. Nominative

In contrast to the many instances of pory and @pévec in the dative
and accusative, relatively few occurrences of the nominative are
found. When the word does occur, it is found usually in the plural,
not in the singular. g7y in the nominative singular occurs only
once: Zeus’ gpijy (dws @oiy) is “turned away’’ (Il. 10.45). Since
this expression occurs this time only, it may be a variant of another
more common expression in Homer: vdog Aiudg3l). Its appearance
here may have been influenced by Agamemnon’s next statement
that Zeus has “placed his gpéva on the sacrifices of Hector” (46).
It is significant that in this one passage of gorj» in the nominative,
it does not act but is acted upon.

In only one instance does gg#y in the singular appear as the
subject of a verb with an active meaning: @orj» as the subject of
an aorist middle infinitive (dxAedadéodar) can forget dréomov oiliog
(Z1. 6.285). The fact that @orjy appears so rarely in the nominative
singular may show that it was generally not seen as an independent
active agent.

Doévec appear in the nominative plural in three passages which
suggest their physical location32). Ppéves “hold”’ (£yw) the liver
(Od. 9.301). They are “‘enclosed around” (¥gpyarar) the xijp (II. 16.
481)3), They ‘“‘follow”’ (&rw) the sword as it is drawn out of the
chest region (/1. 16.504).

In the three following passages @péves in the nominative plural
are active. In Iliad 24.201 they “have departed” (ofyoua:), i.e.,
they have ceased to function within man. In Iliad 3.101, they
“flutter about”, i.e., they ‘“‘are frivolous” (jeédouar). In Iliad 10.10
Agamemnon’s poéves toouéovro.

Dpéves occurs as the subject of two verbs in the passive voice.
They are ‘‘set aflutter” (wroiéw: Od.22.298). They are filled
(wlumAnue) with pévog. (I1. 1.103; Od. 4.661-662).

31) See, e.g., II. 14.252; 15.242; 15.461; 17.176; Od. 5.103.
32) See above note 10.
33) Cf. Od. 18.345 where x7jp is found ggeoi.
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In the remaining instances where @péves occurs in the nominative,
it is subject of a copulative verb. The ggéves of Antinoos are no
match for his beauty (Od. 17.454). No @oéves are present in the
dead (Il. 23.104). Ppéves occurs with a copulative verb, eiui, with
these epithets: dyadai (Od. 24.194), dxeavai (II. 13.115), Eunedoc(I1.
6.352; Od. 10.493; 18.215), évalowuo: (II. 24.40; Od. 18.220), éodAal
(Od. 11.367), #Bawai (II. 14.141; Od. 21.288), aroenval (II. 15.203).
These epithets appear to have an evaluative nature. Here again a
close relationship between person and gpéves is indicated: goéves
are distinct from the person possessing them but reveal to some
extent the nature of that person.

The nominative usage suggests that pgijv/poéves were seldom seen
as independent agens. Rather, they were organs that usually
acted in harmony with or was used by their owner. In only six
passages do @péves have a somewhat independent nature. Two of
these emphasize their physical nature: they hold the liver or follow
the sword. In two other passages g7y can forget and gpévec can
be afraid. Both these actions are more properly termed ‘‘passions’:
forgetfulness and fear are states that gpéves undergo. In the re-
maining two passages the activity is negative. Pgévec “depart’, i.e.,
they cease to function properly: @péves “flutter about”, i.e., they
act foolishly. These six instances reveal that independent activity
of @gijy or gpéveg was rare but that when it did occur, it could have
an adverse effect upon the person.

IV. Conclusion

The grammatical usage suggests that Homer saw @oij» and gpéves
in four principal ways.

(1) The location where a person performed certain emotional,
volitional, and intellectual functions (cases where a preposition is
used with the noun in the accusative or dative or where an accusa-
tive of respect or locative dative is found).

(2) An accompaniment or instrument by which and in the com-
pany of which a person acted (comitative-instrumental dative).

(3) The object of some activity signified by a verb with subject
generally not the owner of gpévesc themselves (accusative or dative
after a verb).

(4) An entity qualified by certain characteristics (epithets modi-
fying @oéves). Homer rarely sees gorjv or goéves as an independent
active agent (six passages only).
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The relationship between a person and his pgijv/@oéves is one of
coOperation: he acts in, in company with, or by means of them.
Activity takes place in ggijv/poéves or is performed by or with
@o7v[poévec which are not simply a location but take part in various
psychic functions. When gpéveg function well, man has a means or
accompaniment on which he can rely. When they function badly
because ‘‘lost’’ or ‘‘damaged’ 3%), man loses this means or accom-
paniment.

Generally there is no opposition between gg#jv/poévec and their
owner, although when gpévec act independently, they can have an
adverse effect on the person. But this happens only occasionally.
In contrast, 7jtog, xgadin, or dvudg can order 2%) or stir up3%) a person,
He can also address these psychic organs in a way that clearly sug-
gests an opposition between him and them?3?). @prjy and gpévec are
less independent that these. They remain subordinant to the person,
being principally a psychic organ in which, with which, and by
which he acts.

B. Hesiod and the Greek Lyric Poets

An examination of the grammatical usage of @iy and @péves in
Hesiod and the lyric poets reveals aspects of how a person related
to this psychic organ2®). To some extent the relationship between
person and @péves remains similar to that found in Homer but it
also undergoes some change. Although evidence for the lyric poets
is fragmentary in nature, it is sufficient to allow analysis and some
general conclusions3?).

34) J1. 6.234; 9.377; 13.394; 15.724; 18.311; Od. 14.178; 18.327.

35) Kededw: Il. 13.784; Od. 8,204 ; 14.517; 15.339 ete. (Yvuds and xgadin);
I1. 10.534; 12.300; 16.382; Od.4.140; 9.278; 16.81 etc. (dvudc). Avdyw:
Od. 15.395 (xgadin); Il. 4.263; 7.74; Od. 5.89; 16.141 ete. (Fvudg).

36) Orotvw: II. 10.220; 10.319; Od. 18.61 (xpadin and dvudg); Il. 6.439;
15.43 ete. (Gvuds).

37) xpadin: Od. 20.18 (vocative); Od. 20.17 (dvimrw); 7rog: Od. 20.22
(xaddnrw); dvuds: I1. 11.403; 17.90; 18.5; Od. 5.298; 5.464 etc. (slnov).

38) For @oiv/poéves in Hesiod and the lyric poets see especially Furley,
Harrison, Adkins, and Snell, Glotia 55 (1977) 34—64 (above, notes 1 and 2).
See also E. Lobel, AAKAIOY MEAH (Oxford 1927) xxxvi; V. N. Jarcho,
“Zum Menschenbild der nachhomerischen Dichtung”, Philologus 112 (1968)
166-172; S. M. Darcus, ‘“Noos Precedes Phren in Greek Lyric Poetry”’, AC
46 (1977) 41-51.

3%) Fragments of the different poets are numbered according to the
following editions: Hesiodi Theogonia, Opera et Dies, Scutum, ed. F. Solmsen
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I. Prepositions

Dprjy and @oéveg oceur with several prepositions followed by the
dative, accusative, or genitive case. First, dative. Evi gppeo! are
found 7jrop (Sol. 4c1; Theog. 122), dvuds (Hes., Theog. 239; 549;
W. & D. 381), and the 779oc of an ixrivos dyyioteopos (Theog. 1261).
Ewvi goeoi occur the activities of fdiiw (Hes., W. & D. 107; Theog.
1050), uéiw (Hes., W. & D. 531), voéw (Sem. 7.27), and olda (Theog.
135). Medea burns with love and Achilles fixes a plan & gpaci
(Pind., Pyth. 4.219; Nem. 3.62). Metra @peoi occur the activities of
pdidw (Hes., W. & D. 274), doydlouar (Theog. 733), voéw (Hes.,
Theog. 488), and gpodlw (Hes., W. & D. 688; fr. 283). IT{juara are
placed mepl @geoi (Sim. 95b3 [D]); dumAaxiar hang dugi geactv
(Pind., Ol. 7.24-26).

Second, accusative. Zeus is angry geévac dupi (Hes., Theog. 554).
Tépyic comes éni peévag?®). Solon says that Athens will never be
destroyed xata goévag of the immortal gods (4.2).

Third, genitive. The physical connotation of gpévec is suggested
when Pindar speaks of a sword being thrust dia poevioy (Nem. 7.26).
Alyea are found @pevog évdodev (Sol. 4a1). Simonides speaks of a
good report coming dno @eevdg (519; fr. 35b 10 [D]). Pindar speaks
of sending forth diorods éx peevdg (Ol. 2.90); he mentions the doda
00o¢ mpayudtwy being drawn & gpevdy (Ol. 7.46—-47). Pindar also
speaks of a tongue not &w geeviv (Is. 6.72; cf. Pae. 7a5).

All these instances of goijy/poévec with prepositions show that
they were seen as a location. In them are found other psychic
organs, different verbal activities, and various emotions such as
pain, joy, and suffering. These passages reveal goéveg as a psychic
organ where a person can feel emotion or carry on different psychic
activities.

(Oxford 1970); Fragmenia Hestodea, ed. R.Merkelbach and M. L. West
(Oxford 1967); Anthologia Lyrica Graeca, ed. E. Diehl, fasc. 1 (Leipzig 1951),
fasc. 3 (Leipzig 1952) = (D) [for poets not treated in West]; lambi et Elege
Graect, ed. M. L. West (Oxford 1971), 2 volumes = (W); Poetae Melici Graect,
ed. D. L. Page (Oxford 1962); Supplementum Lyricis Graecis, ed. D. L. Page
(Oxford 1974) = (S); Poetarum Lesbiorum Fragmenta, ed. E. Lobel and
D. L. Page (Oxford 1955) [for Sappho and Alcaeus]; Pindari Carmina cum
Fragmentis, ed. B. Snell (Leipzig 1964), Parts I and II; Bacchylidis Carmina
cum Fragmentis, post B. Snell, ed. H. Maehler (Leipzig 1970). See also below
note 52.
4%) Theog. 787. Cf. Ibye. S 171.2: éni goévas.
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11, Dative

Dorjv[poéves occur quite frequently in the dative case in Hesiod
and the lyric poets. In some instances, the dative is found after
the verb, in the singular with uiyvoue (Pind., Pyth. 5.19), in the
plural with dugénw (Pind., Pyth. 3.108), duiléw (Pind., Is. 3.5-6),
meidw (Pind., Pyth. 4.109), and yedopar (Theog. 161). In two of
these passages a person acts directly with his own gpéves: many
““‘use” or “‘are endowed with”’ deidai poévec (yodopar); Peleus “‘trusts”
his white ggéves (melPw)4t). With these same two verbs a person
in Homer likewise could have a direct relationship with his ggéves.

Other instances of the dative may be locative in nature or also,
as in Homer, examples of the comitative-instrumental dative.
A person performs functions not merely in but also by and in the
company of ggéves. The activities of the following verbs occur in,
by, or with @grjy (singular): fovdedw (Theog. 1052), draxpive (Pind.,
Ol. 8.24), épdw (Pind., Nem. 10.29). One shows forth the ‘best
part of wisdom” éAevdépq @oevi (Pind., Pyth. 2.57), guides a chariot
arapfet @oevi (Pind., Pyth. 5.51), hears after death with a ydovig
poevi (Pind., Pyth. 5.101), and attends to uwvpla @oevi (fr.11.4).
Man cannot trace out the plans of the gods footéa pgevi. The dative
singular of g7y occurs also in one passage apparently as a ‘‘dative
of description®: if a person could see the »dog, he could consider
a man his friend d6dAw @evi4?). The activities of the following verbs
occur in, by, or with @pérvec (plural): y/idw (Hes., Theog. 173), pauar
(Pind., Pyth. 2.26), pacredw (Pind., Pyth. 3.59), voéw (Theog. 1008),
olda (Hes., fr. 276.2; cf. fr. 43a9), dooopuar (Hes., fr. 1.10), drpdvw
(Stesich. S 88i22), yoAdw (Hes., W. & D. 47). One holds yvduny
goeoly (Theog. 1173), checks xdpog poaciy (Pind., Is. 3.2), and guides
10 [mag ysieoc Oelxalaioe poéveoaw (Bacch. 14.10-11).

These instances of the dative of @grjy/poéves without a preposition
can be construed as locative or comitative-instrumental. If locative,
porjv[poéves retain their traditional role as location. If comitative-
instrumental, pgijv/poévec are not only an instrument used by the
person but also an accompaniment to the person. @pévec are likely
subordinant to him but at the same time are active in themselves.
Person and gpéreg cooperate in some activity.

41) On Pyth. 4.109 see Darcus (note 20).
43) Scol. 889.4. On this scolion see Darcus (note 38).
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III. Accusative

The accusative of gprjy and @péves is found very frequently in
Hesiod and the lyric poets. As in Homer @grjv/poéves occur as an
“accusative of respect’”’ with the following verbs. @iy in the
singular: gedvra poéva (Theog. 593), God goéva (Theog. 657), Aénray
poéva . . . fdonrar (Sapph. 96.17), poéva iavdeic (Bacch. 17.131), and
ploléva Tegmduevog (Bacch. 16.7). Doéves (plural): poévag énroéarar
(Anacr. 346.12), olvw ovyxspavvwdels @pévag (Arch. 120.2), and
grdppdey @oéva(s) (Aleman 7.5). This accusative (in the plural) also
occurs with two epithets, dgveidsc and defdaiog?®). This use of the
accusative indicates that an activity takes place in respect to poéves
which likely share in it. @pijy/poévac seem subordinant to the person,
providing a location for his activity to which they also contribute.
In one instance a person is specifically affected in his ggéves by an
outside influence: cares harass them (accusative of part: Mim. 1.7).
In others, @oijv/poéveg are the direct objects of the following in-
fluences. Képdog does violence to ppéva44). Love steals, shakes, bites,
or conquers goévac?®). Hope hangs about geévas (Pind., Is. 2.43);
hope of love sets them aflutter (Bacch. fr. 20B8). Shafts of song
enchant gpévag (Pind., Pyth. 1.12). I'acrijp can lead goévas to shame-
lessness (Arch. 124b). Poverty harms @gévac but wealth increases
them4¢). The physical connotation of gpérec is suggested when the
north-wind bites them and when a sea-shell puffs them up (Sim.
6.3 [W]; Alc. 359 [Z 36.2]).

In other examples of the accusative, the subject of the verb ex-
pressing some influence on gpéres may be a personal agent. A person
chills Sappho’s gpéva (48.2). Cyrnus is bid not to beguile the pgéva
of Theognis (981). Elsewhere Theognis tells Cyrnus that he will
recognise the goévas of oilvgoi ardpéc (65). Theognis also speaks of
the impossibility of putting geévas éo¥Ads into a man or of curing
arneas peévas (429; 433).

In some cases the agent affecting this psychic organ is a god.
Prometheus deceives Zeus’ ppévag (Hes., W. & D. 55); Zeus himself
removes gpévac (Hes., fr. 69). Hera yokes pgévag to an “overmaster-

13) Hes. W & D. 455; Hipp. 36.4. Cf. also the one instance of the accusative
of part below.

#4) Bacch. fr. 1.1. On the relation of xépdoc and ggiv see Darcus (note 20).

45) Respectively: Arch. 191.3; Sapph. 47.2; Pind., Pyth. 10.60; Theog.
1388. Cf. Ibyc. 286.13 where love has some effect upon @péves.

) Theog. 387; Bacch. 1.162. Cf. Pind. fr. 124.11 where gpéves are in-
creased but the subject of the verb is missing.
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ing frenzy’’ (Bacch. 11.45-46). Zeus deceives the goérvac of Metis
(Hes., Theog. 889). Bacchylides asks Kleio to guide astraight his
goévag (12.3). Glaucus is asked who of the gods turned his ggévag;
Lycambes is asked who stole his?*?).

In some passages of the lyric poets the subject of the verb ex-
pressing influence upon gpéreg is the person possessing them. In
contrast, in Homer, a person generally had little influence upon
his own @géveg. First, the singular. Sappho says that she has an
afdxny @oéva (120). Mimnermus says: 1)y cavrod gpéva tépme (7.1).
Theognis twice speaks of a person giving delight to his own @géra
(795; 921). Bacchylides bids Hieron to free his goéva from upépiuvas
(5. 6). Second, the plural. Anacreon speaks of a person having fearful
goévag (346 fr. 1.3). Theognis asks Cyrnus not to hold (&w) his
poévag and vdov GAly *®). Theognis also tells the zaic whom he addres-
ses to conquer (dduvw) his gpgévac (1285). Poseidon overcomes his
goévag with Juepoc (Pind., Ol. 1.41). In these passages different
relationships between a person and ggrjy/poéves are revealed. He can
have this psychic organ in a certain state (‘‘speechless”, “fearful”).
He can delight, master, or eonceal (¥yw . .. dAdy) poéva/ppévas; he
can free gpévasc from cares.

Passages where @orjv/poéves appear in the accusative reveal the
following.

(1) Activity takes place in respect to @orjv/peévec which share in it.
Déveg are a location and participant.

(2) Dorjv/poéves are, as in Homer, very much open to outside in-
fluences and the actions of other people and gods#?).

(3) In the lyric poets @prjv/poéves are influenced directly by the
person having them. This suggests a greater distinction between
person and @pévss, with the control of person over gpévesc more
clearly defined. -

IV. Genitive

Whereas in Homer the genitive of ggijy/poévec is not found, in
Hesiod and the lyric poets it occurs in the singular and the plural.
First, goéves are the location of $vuds: Bacchylides mentions dvuds
poevaw (17.22). Next, the genitive in two cases follows the verb:

47) Arch. 96.1-2; Arch. 172.2. Cf, Alc. 336 (Z 12) where someone(?) has
removed @oéveg.

48) Theog. 87 = 1082c. For discussion of this passage see Darcus (note 38).

49) For bibliography on the ‘“openness’ of ppévec see above note 25.
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poevos Ofjua éEédor (Pind., Nem. 4.8) and goevdv amoopaiels (Sol.
33.4). The singular genitive also appears with nd$: when Pindar
asks the son of Archestratus to read the ode where it is written on
his gony (Ol. 10.2).

Hesiod mentions a dgur} of a @erjv (fr. 204.120). Pindar speaks of
fear stopping the axuav @pevdy (Nem. 3.39). He also speaks of
wijdea @oevos (Pae. 9.37), xapmoc ppevds or goevdy (Pyth. 2.73; Ol.
7.8), ovveais poevisy (Nem. 7.60), dundaxiar poevéy (Pyth. 3.13), and
rapayal @eevdy (OL. 7.30). In these passages gory/poéves oceur as
both a subjective and objective genitive. With u#dea, ovveors, and
xapndg this is subjective; with rapayal it is objective. In the case of
aunAaxiou, there is ambiguity: qumiaxiar assail goévas (Pind., OI.
7.24) but goérvec may also be the source of these Gumiaxiat, as here
with Coronis.

The objective genitive(s) indicate(s) poéves as a location open to
outside influences. The subjective genitives point to ppérec as an
active agent, in these instances especially one of intellectual acti-
vity.

V. Nominative and Vocative

In Hesiod and the lyric poets occurrences of pgijv and geéveg in
the nominative are fewer than instances in the dative or accusative.
The nominative singular occurs six times, the nominative plural
nine times. First, gpévec occurs three times with a passive verb.
Hesiod says that Zeus’ pgévec are filled with uévog5°). Anacreon says
that his ppéveg have been made “‘deaf and dumb” (dxxexwpéarar: 421
[= W da. 4]) Bindar speaks of @géves that are not gpdfw xeyeluavrar
(Pyth. 9.32). Second, gy sings (Terp. 697; Adesp. 955.1), cries out
(Pind., Pyth. 6.36), and “acts” (mwpdoow) by Poviai (Pind., Nem.
1.27). Dpévec forget, set out or prescribe (yodw) proper ways of
living, and pay penalties after death5!). In these cases gprv/poéves
are active.

In the remaining instances of the nominative @gjv and @oéves
occur with a copulative verb. In five cases the verb eiu( is understood.
Phocylides says that gesjy is sharper in making plans at night (8 [D]).
Pindar says that go7y is sweet to mingle with fellow-drinkers (Pyth.
6.52). He speaks too of goéves that are xoipar and ropial (Ol. 8.61;

%) Hes., Theog.. 688. Cf. Il. 1.103 and Od. 4.661-662.
51) Pind., Pyth. 4.41 (cf. Il. 6.285, the one instance of the nominative
singular of gg#v in Homer); Pind., Ol. 7.91; Pind., Ol. 2.57.
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Pae. 7b18). Pindar also mentions @géveg that are too quick to
praise xépdog (Pyth. 4.139).

In one instance only does @iy appear in the vocative. Pindar
bids his @gijy to leave aside certain modes of song and to exhaust
the uayavd at hand (Pae. 4.50).

These passages where ggijy/ppéves appear in the nominative show
that this psychic organ in the lyric poets is a more active agent
within man than it was in Homer. @grjy/poéves now perform definite
activities within a person. In six passages ggijv/poévec appear with
active verbs; in addition two instances of the nominative with
eiui imply activity: gerjy can “mingle’”’ and gpévec “praise’. The
one example where gprj» occurs in the vocative emphasises the
distinction of person and gy and suggests the possibility of
opposition between a person and this psychic organ $2).

V1. Conclusion

The grammatical usage suggests that Hesiod and the lyric poets
see goriv and ggéveg in the following ways.

(1) As in Homer, the location where a person performs certain
emotional, volitional, and intellectual functions (prepositions with
the noun in the dative, accusative or genitive, locative dative,
accusative of respect, or objective genitive).

(2) As in Homer, an instrument or accompaniment by which or
in the company of which a person acts (comitative-instrumental
dative and the accusative of respect which may also suggest that
@ory[poéves act with the person). :

(3) As in Homer, the object of some activity signified by a verb.
In several cases the subject is another person, the gods, or an
outside influence (dative or accusative after a verb; nominative in
the passive).

52) The following fragments are not included in the above notes because
they are too fragmentary or the context is unclear: Aleman 3.1; Stesich.
S 88i19; Sapph. 3.15; 43.6; 103.9; S 260.9; S 273.5; Ale. 5 (A 5.5); 39
(B7.9); 140 (H 10.1); 358 (Z 35.1); Inc. Lesb. 5.2; Pind., Pae. 7a5; fr.
173.5; fr. 223.3; Pind., Pap. Ox. 1792 fr. 4.4; 2440 fr. 1.5; 2450 fr. 1ii 17;
Corinna 654 iii 45; 692 fr. 3.4; Bacch. fr. 20 E 20; Sim. 519 fr. 35b4 (D);
Adesp. S 366.4; S 457.2. I have omitted discussion of pgev/ in Xenophanes
B 25 (Diels-Kranz) since I have treated this fragment in full in ‘“The Phren
of the Noos in Xenophanes’ God’’, SO 53 (1978) 25—40.
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(4) An object of some activity of a verb where the person acts
directly with or affects his own ggijv/poéreg (dative or accusative
with a verb).

(5) As in Homer, an entity qualified by certain characteristics
(epithets with @o7v/poéves).

(6) An active agent within the person (subjective genitive, nomi-
native, and vocative).

In Hesiod and the lyric poets, just as in Homer, the relationship
between a person and his goiy/poéves can be one of codperation:
he may act in, by means of, or in company with them. In this
situation @e7v/ppévec are more than a location or instrument:
they also participate in different psychic activities. Person and
poriv|/poéveg are distinet but act in harmony.

Examination of the grammatical usage in Hesiod and the Greek
lyric poets, however, also reveals differences between Homeric and
later usage. First, in the lyric poets gpévec are more active in man
than they were in Homer. They function with greater independence.
Further, the one instance where Pindar addresses g7y suggests a
possibility of opposition between person and this psychic organ.
The distinction between person and ggjv/poéves is thus clearer:
this psychic organ can act independently from the person and
perhaps oppose him.

As @oiv/poévec become more active, man’s control over them
increases. In the lyric poets a person can delight, master, conceal,
or free ggijv/poéves from care. In these instances he exerts direct
influence on this psychic organ. He can likewise use or trust ggéveg,
though in these cases he possibly trusts the activity of ppévec more
than he controls them. The increased independent activity of
Py |/peéveg within a person may be the cause of this corresponding
increase in his influence on them. Man must now exert greater
control over a psychic organ that is becoming more active.

In Hesiod and the lyric poets the relation of a person to his
@orv/poévec can be one of codperation. In the lyric poets it can
also be one of greater control of person over this psychic organ
which at the same time begins to act in him with greater indepen-
dence. As a result both person and @eiv/poéves emerge more
distinctly in these later poets than in Homer.
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