The Seer Mopsos (Muksas) As A Historical Figure

Norbert Oettinger

Many Anatolian influences on Greek have been brought to light, especially during the last two decades
. The direction of the borrowing , however, has to be checked in every single case. A further example of this need is illustrated by the following study
.

1. It has long been supposed that there is a connection between the Greek seer Mopsos, who according to tradition founded cities and oracles in the plain of Cilicia, and Muksas, the Luwian founder of a dynasty, attested in the very same area.
A detailed review of the problem from a recent perspective can be found in Vanschoonwinkel 1990. Hence, there is no need for us here to recapitulate all of the arguments, and we can instead refer to the material provided by the work cited.
1.1. A new point of view to be considered though is the recently discovered Hieroglyphic-Luwian inscription of Çineköy, situated south of Adana. Its editors Tekoğlu and Lemaire (2000:983-5) have expressed the view that the Muksu- mentioned in the Hittite letter to Madduwattas might be the same historical figure as Muksa-, the dynasty founder known from Çineköy and Karatepe
: „Il est possible que le Muksus du texte de Madduwattas ait été mentionné comme une personne liée à Ahhiyawa. Si cette relation était confirmée, elle pourrait être significative et la relation entre Muk(a)sas et Hiyawa pourrait correspondre à celle entre Muksus et Ahhiyawa."
This is the first hypothesis we will have to discuss.
1.2. Heubeck 1961:74 was of the opinion that the Greek seer Mopsos is not to be identified with the ruler Muksa- named in the Hieroglyphic-Luwian inscription of Karatepe: „Wenn Perge den Seher Mopsos als mythischen Gründer beansprucht und wenn in Kilikien die Orte Mópsou hestía und Mópsou Kréne entstehen, so bergen diese Tatsachen keineswegs die Erinnerung an eine griechische Besiedlung Südkleinasiens etwa in submykenisch-vorhistorischer Zeit, sie beruhen vielmehr auf nach-homerischer Sagenklitterung, die letztlich politischen Zwecken ihr Dasein verdankt". This is the second hypothesis that shall concern us in the following.
1.3. The idea that the name Mopsos has its origin in the Anatolian languages and was thence borrowed by Greek is a notion that was put forward already early on and that has since won general acceptance, thus Landau 1959:85, 185, 272; Astour 1967:61-62; Zgusta 1964:331; Vanschoonwinkel 1990:197 (referring to phonological considerations by E. Forrer). This is the third hypothesis to be discussed.
2. Firstly, about the representation of the name. It appears in the following forms
:
2.1. Mycenean Greek Mo-qo-so (Knossos and Pylos), rendering /Mokwso- /.
2.2. Greek Mópsos (Μόψος) is attested as the name of several different persons. For one, we have Mópsos, son of Ampyx, from Thessaly, who took part in the expedition of the Argonauts. Being a member of this expedition usually implies being an early intrinsic part of Greek tradition
.
He first appears in Hesiodus, Aspis 181. The Thessalian city of Mopsion belongs here.
Furthermore, the name is attested in Thrace, and there were various bearers of the name in Anatolia, lending their name to places in Phrygia and Armenia.
2.3. Nicolaus of Damascus mentions a Lydian named Moxos, this certainly is the Greek rendering of the native-Anatolian name-form Muksu-/Muksa-
.
3. The most famous bearer of the name Mopsos was, according to tradition, a Greek seer, son of the god Apollo and of Manto, daughter of the seer Teiresias
. Connected with this Mopsos are numerous accounts of foundations of cities and oracles. He founded the oracle at Klaros, where he defeated Kalchas in a contest between seers
. Then he emigrated to Cilicia, where the city of Mopsuestia is named after him. He is also held to be the founder of Perge in Pamphylia, a place already attested in Hittite times (around 1200) as Parha
.
4. In the Hittite letter to Madduwattas, which is to be dated to shortly before 1400, a man named Muksu- is mentioned, as has already been noted under 1.1.
4.1. A Muksa- is found in the Hieroglyphic-Luwian inscriptions of Karatepe (early 7th century) and Çineköy (late 7th century). In Karatepe 1, § XXI, the text goes: („wherein were bad men, robbers,) who had not served under Muksas' house (mu-ka-sa-sa-na DOMUS-ní-i)", and in § LVIII: „and much let them be in service to Azatiwatas and to Muksas' house (mu-ka-sa-sá-há-´DOMUS-ní-i) by Tarhunzas and the gods!"
. In the Phoenician translation the name appears as MPŠ, that is, with a p as in Greek. In our opinion, this may indicate that in the Near East the Greek form, as opposed to the Anatolian one, was considered to be the proper form of the name.
4.2. The recently-found Hieroglyphic-Luwian inscription of Çineköy begins as follows: „[I am] Warikas, son of [...], descendant of [Muka]sas ([mu-ka-]sa-sa INFANS.NEPOS-si-sà), king of Hiyawa ..."
. Thus, the authors of these inscriptions located in the Cilician plain both name Muksa- as the first ancestor of the ruling dynasty. Accordingly, Muksa- must have lived at least several and at most many generations before the beginning of the 7th century.
He ruled over Hiya(wa)-, which had developed from Ahhiya(wa)-, showing the typical aphaeresis of certain Luwian dialects. In the Çineköy inscription, the Phoenician translation has Adana- in place of Hiya(wa)-, the kingdom of Hiya(wa)- is consequently identical with the kingdom of Adana. 
5. Is Mopsos (Muksu-, Muksa-) a name of Anatolian origin, as is normally assumed (see 1.4. above) or not? At any rate the form *Mokwso- or *Mukwso- is original. If this form had already existed in Anatolian in early times, in Hittite and Luvian it would have been written *Mukussa- or *Mukussu- and not /Muksa-/ and Muksu- as it is in our documents. There is no phonetically acceptable way from a *Mukkussa- or *Mukkussu- to the attested forms
. On the other hand, if we assume the name Mokwso- to be of Greek origin, then the phonological correspondences are easy to explain: the labiovelar was delabialized before s in the transmission from Greek to Anatolian
. And the Hittite language likewise treated the word as a u-stem: cf. Hittite Nominative Singular Muksus (see 4. above) from Mycenean /Mokwsos/ like Hittite Alaksandus from Mycenean *Alexandros. Perhaps this bearer of the name Muksus was a Greek. If so, he would not have been the only Greek involved in the political affairs of the Anatolian west coast; cf. Tawagalawa- and Attar(is)siya-. Later there was a tendency to adapt Greek o-stems to the most common a-stem class, hence Hieroglypic-Luvian /Muksa-/. In Greek, however, the development from /Mókwsos/ to later Mópsos is in accordance with the sound laws. From this follows that Mokwsos was a loan word passing from Greece to Anatolia
 and not the other way round; contra above 1.3.
6. This has the following historical consequences: The Name Mókwsos (Mópsos) was originally only Greek, this claim is also supported by 2.2. above. The Muksus living in the late 15th century and mentioned in the Hittite letter to Madduwattas could have been a Greek. In any case we find here the Greek name for the first time in a Hittite phonological adaptation. Thus, whereas we cannot exclude an earlier date, it is possible that not before the appearance of Mopsos, son of Apollo and Manto, did native Anatolians begin to bear this name as well.
7. Who then was Mopsos, son of Apollo and Manto? (Cf. 3 and 6 above). The linguistic examination confirms in fact the claim of the myth. Mopsos was of Greek origin, only later did he go to Cilicia. 
We have seen in 4.3. that in the 7th century kingdom of Hiya(wa), a certain Muksa- was regarded as the dynasty founder. The kingdom of Hiya(wa) was identical with the kingdom of Adana and, in my opinion, also with the old kingdom of Tarhuntassa
. Tarhuntassa was an appanage of the Hittite Empire during the late 13th century (Otten 1988:3-9, Dinçol et al. 2000). I do not believe though in an unbroken continuity. Rather, I would assume that during the so-called Dark Ages a dynasty change occurred, brought about by a Greek conquest under the leadership of our Greek Mokwsos (Mopsos), whom legend held to be the son of Apollo and Manto. Therefore, he is referred to as the dynasty founder by his successors, the rulers of Hiya(wa) = Adana. The conquest took place at a time when the Greeks were still called Ahhiya and Ahhiyawa (Achaioi) by the Luwians. That is the reason why the kingdom of Mopsos (Muksa-) was called Hiya(wa) by them, cf. above 4.2. They are the very same Achaeans of Cilicia who were called Hypachaioi by Herodotus
. 
8. To the west, the kingdom of Tarhuntassa stretched as far as the city of Perge on the river Kestros that was called Parha on the river Kastayara by the Hittites, cf. Otten 1988:37-9. It seems likely that after the conquest, Mopsos fortified his western frontier anew. This would be the reason why in the Greek tradition Perge still honoured Mopsos as its founder, even though it had already existed under the very same name in Hittite times
.
In Cilicia proper the conqueror Mopsos re-founded his capital. As a ruler, he was in his Anatolian environment simultaneously a priest-king. This may have led or contributed to his designation as a "seer" in the Greek tradition
. With regard to chronology, our Mokwsos (Mopsos) probably lived in the 12th or 11th century, at the latest in the 9th century BC
. After only a short time, the Luwian language of the population presumably prevailed over the Greek of the ruling class. 

9.  Let me draw attention to a second mythological figure who made a journey similar to that of Mopsos. The Corinthian prince Bellerophon (Bellerophontes) is the possessor of the divine winged horse Pegasos, whose name is a loan from Luwian pihassassa-, pihassassi-, surname of the stormgod
. He is sent to Lycia, because he has been calumniated. From Greece the Lycian king receives the order to kill him. For this reason, he orders him to perform several virtually impossible tasks , among them the killing of the monster Chimera. But the hero is successful in fulfilling these tasks, so that the king finally gives his daughter to him. He becomes the founder of a dynasty of Lycian rulers. In view of these parallels it is possible that behind the mythological figure of Bellerophontes, whose name is definitely Greek
, there is a historical figure similar to that of Mopsos, namely a Greek conqueror of a coastal plain of Lycia during the “Dark Ages”.
10.  Summary:  In the preceding passages, using the Greek Mopsos as an example, we tried to show how through the combination of philology, linguistics and history a ruler of the "Dark Ages" becomes historically manifest. Maybe he was part of the Sea People.
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� For examples of Anatolian  influence on early Greece see for instance Hutter 1995 (Greek pégasos), Melchert 1998 (Greek tolýpe), Oettinger 2005b (psilosis in Greek), Starke 1997:462-4 (Greek demogérontes).


� I am indebted to Peter Högemann and Craig Melchert for very useful comments.


� See already Heubeck 1961:75. Before Otten 1969:33 the Hittite letter to Madduwattas was believed to have been written in the late thirteenth century and not, as nowadays, in the late fifteenth century.


�  Cf. Vanschoonwinkel 1990 (except for Çineköy).


�  He is called seer. The reason  could be a contamination with the second Mopsos, son of Apollo and Manto.


� Otherwise Vanschoonwinkel 1990:193.


� Pausanias 7, 3, 1,


� Hesiodus fr. 278.


� For Parha- see Otten 1988:37-5.


�  See  Hawkins 1000: 51, 56.


�  Cf.  Tekoğlu and Lemaire 2000:968, 970.


�  Cf. Hittite nekumant- “naked” from  Proto-Anatolian *negw-mo(-nt)-  (Melchert 1994:96). There is no variant *nekmant- beside nekumant-.   Hittite tekkussiye- “to appear” contains no labiovelar (Oettinger 1998:106).


�  I am grateful to Craig Melchert for important advice in this matter.


�  Heubeck 1961:75  suggested that the name Mopsos/Muksus came independently into the Indo-European Anatolian languages and into Greek from a common non-Indo-European substratum of Anatolia and Greece. I am also of the opinion that the name came from a non-Indo-European substratum of Greece, because there were hardly I-E. roots of a structure like *mekw-, but I think that the name came only into Greek and but later from Greek into Anatolian.


�  I thank Frank Starke for  calling my attention to the similarity between Hiyawa and Tarhuntassa.


� A connection between Hiyawa and the Hypachaioi of Herodotus (7.91) has been correctly suggested also by Tekoğlu and Lemaire 2000:981-83. Hajnal 2003:39-42 identifies this Hiyawa of Cilicia geographically with the Ahhiya(wa) of the Hittite texts and supposes that Greeks founded the kingdom of Ahhiyawa in Cilicia during the Hittite period. But I think that there was a first Ahhiyawa in the Greek mainland during the Hittite period and and a second  Hiyawa (*Ahhiyawa) in the plain of Cilicia after the Hittite period.  If really during the Hittite period a kindom had been founded by Greek invaders in Cilicia, the geographical center of the Hittite empire, we would know of it from the Hittite texts.  Tekoğlu and Lemaire (see 1.1. above) suggest that the Muksu- of the late 15th century  is identical with the Muksa- of the 7th century. This is not plausible either; see 4-7 above.


�  For this reason the hypothesis of Heubeck (cf. 1.2 above) cannot be upheld any longer.


�  It is possible that Mopsos in some way promoted the influence of (post-)Hittite oracle techniques on Greece.


� It may well be that Mopsos and his troops belonged to the Sea People.


� For Pegasos see Hutter 1995.


� For the name of (B)ellerophon(tes) see Watkins 1995:383-6, Katz 1998:325-8 and Oettinger 2005a § 3.2 with literature.








