Episode Thirteen - Properties, Qualities, And the
Trojan War

Post by “Cassius” of March 29, 2020 at 11:10 AM

What follows are notes from Cyril Bailey in his most extensive edition of De Rerum Natura. |
tend to discount Bailey's interpretations as much less reliable than Munro, but the notes may
still contain helpful elements. If others know of commentaries on this section | would appreciate
your adding references to the thread. For MUNRO, who is much more sympathetic to Epicurus

and therefore more likely to be correct, see the next post.

I 448 COMMENTARY

Vi, 1235 apser . . . condagia morbi, and v. 808 crescebant ulers tervam
radicibus apts.

2. Properties and accidents. 449-82.

449. All other predicable things are either inseparable properties
or accidents of bodies or space, ¢52. A property is that which cannot
be removed or separated without the physical dissolution of the
thing, as weight is to rocks, heat to fire, wetness to water, touch to.
all bodies, intangibility to the void. 435, An accident is that which
by its occurrence or cessation does not affect the nature of the thing,
like slavery, poverty, wealth, etc. 450. Among these may be
reckoned time, which s not an existence in itself, but from things
themselves we derive the sensation of past, present, and future: it
cannot be perceived apart from the motion or rest of things. 464,
The same is true of events: the ‘rape of Helen' or ‘the defeat of the
Trojans’ must nof be supposed to have an independent existence
merely because time in its irrevocable course has carried off the
races of men, whose ‘accidents’ these things were, 469. For (1) all
events may be regarded as the accidents of places or parts of space,
(2) 471. 1 there had not been matter and space in which events take
place, Paris' love of Helen could never have kindled the Trojan war,
nor the wooden horse have set fire to Troy at night. 478, Therefore
events cannot have an independent existence like body or be re-
garded like space, but they are the ‘accidents’ of body and space, in
which all things are carried on,

This is a very difficult section, which has been analysed fully in
the hope of bringing out its meaning. Epicurus first refers to the
idea in the Letter to Herodotus at the end of 1. e passage already
quoted from §§ 39 and 4o mapd 8 raira oUdiv 008" . rwonfijva Sivara
v+ g kall' Shas gioes hapfadpeva xal pa) ds 7 retrav ovprripiara
1 oupbefiprdra Aeydpera. He returns to the idea iv a section from
§§ 68-73, whose length shows the importance which he attached to it,
but which is very obscure and has been much discussed by the
htE‘HEWWWW?e%Mne‘SEh@H&%rW} ‘Badhssonia
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ﬂ%@% gfpfs%lonipm51bly because he did not fully
understand it—and has perhaps unduly simplified its ideas, The
discussions of the commentators mostly concern Epicurus’ meaning,
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eventa, One of his simplifications is that he has mainly in mind all
through compound bodies, the things of the perceptible world, and
that is what he consistently denotes by corpus, corpora; of the two
ultimate constituents, he mentions the consunchim of space in 454
intacius inans and (as 1 believe) its eventa in the section dealing with
‘events' (464-82); the ‘atoms’ or ‘particles’ are doubtless included
in corporibus cunchis in 454, but there is no reference to any evenfum
attaching specially to them. _
A consunctuin, then, is an inseparable property of things, an
essential quality which you could not take away or attempt to
separate from other comisncta without destroying Ithe physical
nature of the thing (notice discidium 452, the technical term for
atomic dissolution). Here we can get help from Epicurus, ‘whq
gives as his examples of ouyfeByedra ‘shape, colour, size, arnd weight
—the properties, that is, which make a thing perceptible to the
senses, He says further that we must think of ‘a body as a w.hole
as having its permanent (diiov) nature composed of these !}'ungs,
yet not that they come together to form it, as the panmles do ' aml'
later that ‘they have their own peculiar ways of being perceived
(e.g. shape and size by touch or sight, colour by sight, and weight
by touch), and that ‘the whole aggregate always goes along with
them and is never separated from them, but has its chm:acter as
body in virtue of their united comprehension’ (e.g. a rock is a rock
in virtue of its peculiar shape, size, colour, and weight). A simpler
and perhaps more illuminating description occurs i the next
section (jo): there the ovufefiyedra are ‘the permanent accompant-
ments of body, without which it cannot be thought of as bedy". If
we try to apply this a little more fully than Lucr. has done, we can
say that the coniuncta of the ultimate particles are shape, size, and
weight ; if you took away any one of these, an atom would cease
to be an atom. The property of space is, as Lucretius says (454) that
it cannot be touched; if you could touch it it would cease to be
space. Similarly with compound bodies (433]—a rock would not be
ithout weight and solidity, nor fire fire without heat, nor
venla, on the o %ﬁ ',anr 6y Lucr. as the things
‘whose coming or going does not affect the nature of the thing"
Epicurus is here less helpful, for his descriptions are mostly negative,
He says (§ 7o) that they ‘have not the character of the permanent
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here gives us no examples and Luer. confines himself in 455-8, not
merely to the eventa of compound bodies, but to those of human:
beings, and there again, not on the physical, but on what, with-
Giussani, we may call the moral side. But again we may attempt.
to fill out the idea. The ‘accidents’ of the ultimate particles are
their movements in space and their consequent collisions, deflexions,
and combinations. The accidents of space are (this will be seen to.
be implied in 469-82) the movements of the particles and of compound
things which take place in it. The accidents of compound bodies
are their movement or rest, their states, whether physical, such as.
ill health, or ‘moral’, such as the examples which Lucr. gives, their
changes of state, such aswarmth or cold ora change of colour, and thei
actions or sufferings, the things that they do or have done to them,

After this general exposition of the nature of coniuncta and eventa
Lucr. passes on to consider two special cases of eventa, time and
occurrences, or events in the English sense. These will best be
considered separately as they come in the text. 1

As regards the difficulties which have been raised by commens
tators, so far as they affect Lucr, we may notice the strange
statement of Munro, that Lucr. invented the distinction between -
comiuncla and eventa, whereas ovufefpedra and ovpmrdpara are
‘synonyms, denoting either kind of accident’. How this can be -
maintained in face of the careful exposition in the Leiter fo Hero-
dotus 1 do not understand, but if there is confusion in the application
of the terms, it should be explained with Giussani (Stwd. Lucr. 17-38)
on the ground that the terms are relative not absolute, and that
what is the auuBefiyxcs of one thing may be the ovunrwpa of another,
Thus slavery is, as Lucr, says, the evenfum of a man, but it is the
oupPefxds ot comiunctum of a slave. There is, however, no trace
of this conception in Epicurus and it is exceedingly improbable that
the difficulty even occurred to Lucr. I cannot myself find any con-
fusion or ambiguity in the use of the terms either in Epicurus or -
Lucr., or any discrepancy between them, except that Lucr.’s account
is greatly simplified. A full discussion of difficulties and criticisms
will be found in Giussani (loc. cit.); see also the notes of Robin
and Pascal.

449, quaecumque cluent: ‘all things that have a name’, ‘all -
predicable things'. duent is not merely a synonym of sun, but
is not ‘all things said to exist’ (Merrill), for Lucr, does not doubt -
their existence, nor ‘all things known' (Pascal). It is, as Castiglione
suggests, equivalent to mdvra i dvopaldpeva, Smith, following Duff, =
translates ‘whatever qualities are predicated (of body and soul)’;
this reads too much into the words.  coniuncta is regarded by
Lucr, as a participle and constructed with a dat. both here and in
453-4; eventa has the gen. here, but dat. in 469.
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(LK. . 291) speaks also of a divisio (sc. disyllabic form) in the dat.
termination, though again all the examples which he quotes (284) are
gen. On the other hand, Quintilian i. 7. 18 expressly states that the
-af termination was used for the dat. and there are undoubted
httpsmplenaliidpiouristinfriends! domyaibeBH) Y68 616 sdo
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. . 1. ‘. 6‘1 &
. horum: 0G), res being picked upb}ia neuter.a.sml 5671
se: 5: there andol?rol. VB, § 7. 2. Bemays's harum 11:& gunc}c;rsis:?'r,
though it has been adopted bylm:nyrrd :tritxjt:rs. including Brieger,
;ussani. and Pascal, and recently by _.
Gz:;s:n:;mm: “n no case’, nearly aqmva]entl to uw:::.
permitiali, ad). of permities, pmbablﬁ lf;:né ;;oo:l :E Lm:g&n:::, ami
is stronger than perniciali, W A0 ) SO )
:I:eans 'an:g\ilaﬁng’, not merely ‘harmiul’ mdlo. sele l; o:
220, Its use here emphasizes the idea that the rmthdlzawat‘ of on
of the comisncta of a thing would imply its Physu;:ﬂ {?JSIIIP_ l-:zm.“ﬁ
452, potis est = polesl. pofis is an archlmc formation, like s ts,
magis, and is used by Lucr, indifferently with mas;ra.,lffm., o aeg gr{
substantives. He also uses the neuter form pole in il :o;g and, i
Lachmann's emendation be right, in v, 3336. See Prol, A'tﬁe:é
seiungi seque gregari: there is probably a difference bfatween .
verbs: seiungi to remove the conunctum from the thing, Isfgrega
to isolate one cominclum from the others’: see Prol. V 'h § 14
seque gregari: Lucr.'s use of tmesis lies m|dvrfa1|r between the E!!;
travagances of Ennius and the restfaint of Virgil, who lgnnlﬁnes lt
to the prefix in- used in either of its senses. In Luer. 1t 1: Ew:
frequent with -gue, but the parts of  verb are also separate 83; |
enin (i, 162, 860, iv. 948), quasi (v, 287, 299) ; tore violent areiv. gﬁ
practer creditur ire and iv, 832 fuler quaccumque pretantur.
Pr:igﬂ: gfs weight is to rocks, heat to fire, wetness to water, touch
to all bodies, intangibility to void. The text and cnptentsloi these
Jines have been much discussed. In 453 00 have saxis ... 1S - - -
aguas (aquas 0), which Martin a]nnelof modern editors refans,
being apparently content to leave conitinclum {_ar u‘mundu:s} or}::e
structed both with the dat, saxis, corporibus, inans and with i
gen, ignis, aquai in the same sentence, which is very improba d.g
Lachmann, holding that aquai as dat. was impossible—nam 1
dativis in -ai disyllabum exewntibus mugas narrant grammalici—rea
saxist (= saxi esf) .. . igWiS . .- aguas, a row of gemitives. But apart
from the evidence of the next line, which Lachmann expunges, 9
his coniuncla duabus rebus shows that Lucr. regarded coniunclum
as a participle and constructed it with the dat. Most modern editors
have therefore followed the lead of Bockemuller‘m reading saxis ..
iguist (= igni esf) . . . aquai and regarding aguai as dat. This is not
so serious a difficulty as lias been supposed; though patriai 1. 41,
which has been quoted, is almost cenmn].y. gen, yet summai 1. 953
is probably a dat, and so possibly s fugas in 1. 147, and the gram-
marians are aware of the usage. Chanisius 1. 19 ?dduces ferrai
frondosai from Ennius (Ann. 1g1) and aulai medio from YII:GII
(Aen. ii. 354), though both {hese instances are really gen. Priscian
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455, servitium contra paupertas divitiaeque . . . (nom.) haec (a_cc.,}
soliti sumus . . . vocare 456 a good example qf Lucr.'s characteristic
habit of anacoluthon. Soin ii, 1030-3 accusatives picked uplbyf nom.
and in ff. 3427 nominatives picked up by quorm untm quidvis acc.

walRINOSED LAl lipoltengne, 813 Lowciniai, xiv. 4270 Dianai,
There remains the question whether, even if the -ai termination
were used for the dat., it would be scanned as two long syllables.
Priscian regards it as a disyllable, but Nigidius in Aul. Gell. xiii.

:iné@%%@rt%gwams g 1, r“r'fg_{%a%_notioe also how after the

asyndefon serviftum ; ¢ next number

in the list with -gue. Cf. i, 508. See Prol. VIL, § 6. ;
457, adventu ., , abituque: cf. 1. 677 quorum abilu aut adity.
458. soliti sumus: not ‘T, Lucretius, am in the habit of calling’ but
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