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work of Stuart and Revett; that the volume does not include a new set of draw-
ings to illustrate the author’s recreations is a shortcoming. Close dating of the
tower has always been somewhat speculative and continues to be so. Earlier
scholars have customarily dated the construction to the 1st century B.C. (usually
about the mid-century), but von Freeden establishes a terminus ante quem by
dating /G 112, 1035 and its mention of the oikia Kyrrestou to about 65/4 B.C.,
and then backtracks, mainly on the basis of comparative study of sculptural and
architectural styles, to a date in the third quarter of the 2nd century B.C. He
elaborates on the utility of the horologion to late Hellenistic Athens and to the
commercial environment of the Roman Agora in particular, interpreting the
tower’s combination of architectural, sculptural and mechanical features as a
unique expression of its time and place.

This monograph is a fine contribution to the study of ancient Greek architec-
ture, topography and technology, and, despite its considerable cost, all libraries
which serve advanced interest in the Classics will want to possess it.

Grinnell College GERALD V. LALONDE
CW178.1(1984)

W. Thomas MacCary. Childlike Achilles: Ontogeny and Phylogeny in the Iliad.
New York: Columbia University Press, 1982. Pp. xiii, 276. $30.00.

The critical model formulated by MacCary in this ambitious book is psycho-
analytical and designed to answer the question ‘‘How and to what extent are we
all Achilles?”’ (p. x). Those who have no interest in that question will not like
Childlike Achilles; those who do will find it compelling and ingenious, both as a
literary critical statement about the I/iad and as an elaboration of a lesser known
aspect of the classic Freudian model of human psychological development.

In “‘an inordinately long bibliographical essay’’ (p. ix) comprising Part I of
the book (pp. 1-96), the author combines Hegelian dialectic (esp. as it underpins
the work of Snell and Frénkel) with Freudian/post-Freudian theories of the nar-
cissistic phase in ego development to argue that we witness in the fliad in the be-
havior and motivations of its hero the literary representation of an ‘‘Achilles
complex.’’ On the ontogenetic plane, this is a pre-oedipal stage in which, rather
than libidinally investing the mother as an object for which he competes against
a castration-threatening father figure, the child is in a context of bountiful ma-
ternal support unimpeded by paternal intervention. Not yet possessed of a firm
sense of ego identity, the child invests libidinally or aggressively images of him-
self as they are reflected (mirrorlike) to him by (and in the eyes of) his mother.
“The plot, imagery, and vocabulary of the /liad reveal to us the earliest stage in
the development of the ego, the ontogeny of the self in the phenomenological
struggle of the mirror stage’’ (p. 233 and passim).

Part II (pp. 97-235) offers concrete applications of this theory to interpreta-
tion of the Jliad. The ‘‘Achilles complex’’ is shown to account for, among many
other things:

1) the great importance, paradoxical in a poem about a war fought (ostensi-
bly) for a woman, of (the libidinally invested self-object) Patroklos. No oedipal
competition for a woman here; rather a pre-oedipal narcissistic preoccupation
with a self-image, confirmed by the donning of Achilles’ armor by that image.

2) The importance of mother-goddesses—Thetis of course and, from
Achilles’ point of view, Hera and Athene also: “‘they all provide him with the
comfort and support he requires and in such a spontaneous manner that he never






