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Understanding Intimacy in the //iad:
A Re-evaluation of the Core Meaning of Philos and Its Derivatives

Scholars have struggled to understand the etymology and core definition of the
phil- root in light of its many instantiations and contexts of use in epic poetry. This paper
theorizes that phil- words in the /liad denote relationships (interpersonal or otherwise)
characterized primarily by shared identity, rather than by love or friendship.

Pironti 2007: 46-53 has convincingly demonstrated that in epic diction piAdTC, in
combination with edvnOfjvai, piyvopt, dauvnut, or KodauvnuL represents sexual
intercourse, without a principal emotional connotation of love or tenderness. Building
upon Pironti’s work, I argue that the context of sexual desire helps to define iAot as
physical union. In the lliad (3.441-446; 14.314-51), piAotng clearly appears as the goal of
Paris’ and Zeus’ &€pog and Tuepoc. If we understand &poc and ipepog to represent an acute
experience of separation from the beloved, desire’s aim and antidote is oneness—
signified in its sexual aspect by @iAdtNG.

This explanation of piAOTN¢ suggests togetherness or intimacy as the primary
meaning of the phil- root in the lliad. Applying the adjective @ilog or verb piAéwm to
another person would thus indicate that the person is regarded as a part of one’s identity
group (with common interests), either as a family member, spouse, friend, fellow-soldier,
retainer, or ally. The emotional implications of these unities—whether love or
friendship—must be secondary meanings. The ‘possessive’ use of ¢ilog for a body-part
or other material object or idea (e.g. ‘homecoming’) would designate how that thing can
be closely identified with the person in question. I therefore contend that the phil- root is
best understood first as a marker of cohesion and affinity, and only secondarily as an
indication of good feeling.

Select Bibliography

Beekes, R. S. P. 2010. Etymological Dictionary of Greek. Leiden Indo-European
Etymological Dictionary Series v. 10/1-2. Leiden ; Boston: Brill.

Benveniste, Emile. 1973. Indo-European Language and Society. Studies in General
Linguistics. London: Faber.

Carson, Anne. 1998. Eros the Bittersweet. 1st Dalkey Archive ed. Normal, IL: Dalkey
Archive Press.

Calame, Claude. 1999. The Poetics of Eros in Ancient Greece. Princeton, N.J: Princeton
University Press.

Chantraine, Pierre. 2009. Dictionnaire Etymologique de La Langue Grecque: Histoiredes
Mots. Nouv. ed. Librairie Klincksieck. Série Linguistique 20. Paris: Klincksieck.

Fantuzzi, Marco. 2012. Achilles in Love: Intertextual Studies. Oxford: Oxford University
Press.

Halperin, David M. 1990. One Hundred Years of Homosexuality: And Other Essays on
Greek Love. New Ancient World Series. New York: Routledge.

Hooker, James. 1987. “Homeric ®ihog.” Glotta 65: 44-65.



Konstan, David. 1997. Friendship in the Classical World. Key Themes in Ancient
History. Cambridge, England; New York: Cambridge University Press.

Miiller, Heinz Martin. 1980. Erotische Motive in Der Griechischen Dichtung Bis Auf
Euripides. Hamburger Philologische Studien Bd. 50. Hamburg: Buske.

Pironti, Gabriella. 2007. Entre Ciel et Guerre: Figures d’Aphrodite En Grece Ancienne.
Liege: Centre international d’étude de la religion grecque antique.

Sanders, Ed, Chiara Thumiger, Chris Carey, and Nick J. Lowe, ed. 2013. Eros in Ancient
Greece. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Sinos, Dale. 1980. Achilles, Patroklos, and the Meaning of Philos. Innsbruck: Institut fiir
Sprachwissenschaft der Universitét Inssbruck.

Vernant, Jean-Pierre. L 'individu, La Mort, L’ amour: Soi-Meme et L’autre En Grece
Ancienne. Paris : Gallimard, 1989.



