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EPICURUS AND HIS METEOROLOGICAL LEXICON IN
THE LETTER TO PYTHOCLES: SOME REMARKS

Dino De Sanctis

In the chapter that Hans Widmann devoted to the Variation in the “Beitriage zur
Syntax Epikurs”, the German scholar defined Epicurus’ style thus:

Nur im dritten Brief kdnnen wir von bestimmter Absicht reden, weil ja hier Epikur
mit ausgesprochen rhetorischen Kunstmitteln arbeitet.

As the lapidary nur highlights, Widmann attributed the use of recognizable “rhetor-
ische Kunstmitteln” only to the Letter to Menoeceus, the third letter handed down
by Diogenes Laertius, which is considered by scholars as an indisputable literary text
and manifesto of Kepos.' At the same time, however, in reading the phrase that fol-
lows this apodictic judgment, one immediately feels the need for a not insignificant
attenuation: Widmann is correctly forced to recognize that in other cases of what
remains in Epicurus’ production, it is possible to glimpse a deliberate, an explicit
desire to search for formal elements that are regulated by programmatic choices
both on a syntactic and lexical level. Widmann’s meritorious analysis, suited to the
philological research developed in the 1930s, started from clear requirements, well
expressed in the preface of the work, so much so that his judgments still represent
a fundamental starting point for those who want to approach, on the grammatical
level, the fascinating and complex language of Epicurus, a language with respect
to which precise points of reference are often lacking for an overall evaluation.?
Today, however, a more balanced and untroubled judgment on Epicurus’ style is
made possible thanks to new approaches to the author, facilitated by the essential
editions of Graziano Arrighetti and Giuliana Leone regarding the mept pUoewg,
as well as the definitive new edition of the monumental Biot of Diogenes Laertius
by Tiziano Dorandi.> For all this I believe it is right, if not necessary, to extend
Widmann’s judgment to the whole of Epicurus’ production and always recognize
the intentional presence of “rhetorische Kunstmitteln” that Widmann, with proper

! See Widmann 1935: 237ff. Widmann’s judgment is certainly influenced by the negative view
on Epicurus’ style expressed in Norden 19183: 135ff. On the same topic, see also De Sanctis 2021: 7ff. A
lucid analysis of Epicurus’ prose in the Letter to Menoeceus is offered by HefSler 2014: 34ff. Verde 2010:
65fF. also dwells on some aspects of Epicurus’ physical argumentation in the Letter to Herodotus. Leone
2012: 68ff. offers a detailed picture of Epicurus’ expressive strategies in Book 2 Ilept pvoews. Recently
Erbi 2020: 35ff. draws a stylistic overview of the so-called minor letters. Crucial remarks on hiatus in
Epicurean works are in McOsker 2017: 145ft.

2 A comprehensive study of Epicurean works, in the stylistic field, is outlined by Capasso 1988:
83ff.

3 Tamreferring to Arrighetti 19732, Leone 2012, Dorandi 2013.
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66 DINO DE SANCTIS

perspicacity, in a still nascent phase of studies on Epicureanism, identified only in
the Letter to Menoeceus.

In this regard a field of particular interest, in my opinion, is offered, for example,
by the Letter to Pythocles with a phantasmagoric harvest of technical language,
often new and extraneous but always powerfully visual, built on the rhythms of
an exuberant and descriptive prose, which is characterized by a didactic tone in
relation to heavenly phenomena, ta év T01¢ yetewpolg pawoueva.+ Whoever ap-
proaches the heterogeneous horizon of Epicurus’ prose and language in relation to
meteorological problems is immediately presented with a series of problems that
are difficult to ignore. On the one hand, the vocabulary used to bring everything
happening above humanity or the Earth back to scientific clarity and rationality
poses questions to be solved with bona fide commitment; on the other hand, this
close and programmatically revealed link, in both form and practice, is essential
to the tradition that Epicurus always views as an inescapable point of reference.
Moreover, it is no coincidence that one of the first anecdotes from Diogenes Laertius
(in the Book X of his Vitae) traces the formation of Epicurus’ debt in this particular
direction. Here, in fact, Diogenes mentions a decisive circumstance where a young
Epicurus appears as interested and zealous for as much as curious and dissatisfied
with the school of his masters in Samos (2):

AnoAA68WPO0G 8 0 'EMIKOVPELOG €V TG TTPWTW TEPL TOU EMtkovpou Blov pnaiv EABEV avTov
€Nl @LAocopiav Katayvovta eV ypaupatiot®dy, enetdn pn éduvviibnoav épunvetoat ta
niept 100 nap Hold8w xdoug.

Apollodorus the Epicurean says in Book I of On the Life of Epicurus that he came to
philosophy after giving up on his teachers because they were unable to explain to
him the account of chaos in Hesiod.

This anecdote in Diogenes dates back to an authoritative source: Apollodorus the
Epicurean, the so-called Kepotyrannos, scholarch of the Kepos, in the first half of
the second century BC. Having authored a multi-volume biography of the Master,
Apollodorus — as it seems legitimate to deduce from Diogenes — perhaps elaborated
an anecdotal justification for the qualification that Epicurus gives of himself in
terms of being a philosopher avtodikaxtog.s In order not to draw a univocal Stadoyn,
Apollodorus inserts a basic element into the biographical profile of Epicurus: the
contempt for his masters, an anonymous group of men who cannot guarantee any
valid interpretation, as revealed by the technician épunvetew, for Hesiod’s cha-

4 See Delattre 2004: 149ff,, for the didactic style in the Letter to Pythocles.

5 This anecdote clearly shows how, in the biographical context, Epicurus is seen as a philosopher
who has no recognizable background regarding his thought. On the image of Epicurus as avto8{8axtog,
see Erler 2011: 14ff. For others anecdotes on Epicurus, in Book 10 of Diogenes’ Vitae, see Balaudé 1999:
1149fT.
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EPICURUS AND HIS METEOROLOGICAL LEXICON IN THE LETTER TO PYTHOCLES 67

os. Of course, the request from Epicurus seems to coincide with an exegesis that
goes beyond the mere poetic datum, while entering the dense jumble of disparate
{nmuata typical of Hellenistic scholarship.s Epicurus does not seem convinced
of the explanation he receives for the primordial chaos that opens the Hesiodic
Theogony, for its mechanisms and, above all, for its causes: hence the inexhaustible
desire to seek the truth that underlies the reality that surrounds man. Yet even in
the face of this pedagogical disappointment, it is unlikely that Epicurus did not seek
out dialogue; as unlikely would be the hesitation to confront the cornerstones of
that EAAnvikn maSeia which, in this case, bears the authoritative name of Hesiod.
That authority stemmed from the roots of the cosmogonic constructions offered by
the Archaic creation, then destined to condition the powerful reflection advanced
on reality, starting with the Presocratics. Moreover, what we have preserved of
Epicurus’ work bears a clearly opposite testimony. Confining Epicurus to a deaf
thinker — one isolated in his research, unaware or insensitive to the developments
that the sciences achieved in the Hellenistic period — corresponds to a gross error
that has often distorted the interpretation offered for Kepos. Rather, Epicurus elab-
orates a salvific system of thought for the benefit of humanity, turning his gaze also
to the sky and to everything that happens map’ utv. In thus opening the portarum
claustra of the universe — according to the sublime image of Lucretius I 71 — a solid
literary tradition has by now been consolidated, equipped with its own scientific
language and indispensable forms of communication. For all this, not surprisingly,
even the meteorological lexicon of Kepos, which arises from an evident need for
experimentation, is firmly anchored to that inaugurated by Archaic poetry nd the
Presocratics up to Aristotle, so as to explain the pawdueva.”

As I said, my field of investigation will be supplied by the dense chapters into
which the Letter to Pythocles is divided: I will proceed by sections in the reading
of this letter, selecting the points that I consider most significant both with regard
to the relationship between the Epicurus’ language and the reference tradition and
with regard to the novelties that are highlighted here. Doing so, I also hope to show
an additional aspect: the preponderant function that Epicurus assigns to recogniz-
able stylistic-rhetorical effects, especially emphasized by central technical terms.
In the following pages I will leave out the numerous philosophical problems of the
passages of analysis: for these problems I refer to the rich and persuasive essay, La

¢ Lapini 2015: 1041ff. offers a persuasive analysis on the forms of philological research in Alex-

andria, which are inherited from Kepos. Mansfeld 1994: 36—37 rightly points out that Epicurus takes
from Peripatetic reflection the concept of scientific and philological mpoBAnua, which is also attested
in the Letter to Pythocles referring to purification, ... fj Tolg mepi Biwv AdyoLg fj Tolg Katd TV TGOV GAAWY
QLOIKMY TTPOBANUATWY KABapaoLv (86).

7 Verde 2022a: 27fF. offers a fundamental study of celestial phenomena in the Kepos. See, on this
point, Taub 2018: 248fF. and Bakker 2016: 66fF. Decisive observations regarding Epicurean physics and
meteorology are also in Morel 2009: 28fF.
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68 DINO DE SANCTIS

realta del possibile, by Francesco Verde.® I must, moreover, preface the following
research with a premise. I am aware that a stylistic analysis requires comparison
with other texts contemporary with respect to the author, texts which in Epicurus’
case may be few in number. However, I am sure that this kind of analysis is neces-
sary for Epicurus’ work at a time when Herculaneum texts now warrant increasingly
faithful and advanced editions.

Let us proceed in order, however, starting from a section of the Letter to Pytho-
cles in which the methodological and teleological assumptions of the research that
motivate the drafting of this breviary are exposed: the proem.

1. THE PROEM

The letter, a Stadoylopdg, that Epicurus sends to Pythocles is proposed to be a sum-
mary agile in its form and exhaustive in its explanation of phenomena, so that
the young student always has in mind the complex doctrines that his Master has
exposed on the petéwpa.* Gradually, however, the intent that Epicurus sets is itself
no longer limited to the exclusive advantage of his pupil alone. It is clear, in fact —
as already happens in the opening of the Letter to Herodotus and as it becomes an
acquired fact for the parenesis offered to Menoeceus — that the words of Epicurus
take on the tone of those who want to impart a universal teaching and communicate
a beneficial message to all people, “especially to those who have recently been enjoy-
ing the true science of nature and to those who have been entangled in one of the too
tiring daily occupations” (85, 1000-1002 Dorandi)." The second part of the proem
retraces the methodological aspects of the research. Epicurus emphasizes here that,
despite having to do with physics, meteorology has indisputable peculiarities, such
as to make inadmissible in his analysis the application of the povayog tpénog. For
all this, it is necessary to recall and discover the many plausible causes that justify
the pawoueva surrounding us in order to dispel erroneous opinions in the sign of

8 Iam referring to Verde 2022b: 145fF.

9 The Letter to Pythocles is presented by Epicurus as a §tadoylopog cOvtopog and evmepiypapog
(86). This careful definition frames this work as an epitome: Damiani 2021: 75ff. reconstructs the role
of the epitome in the educational and communicative system of the Kepos starting from Epicurus.

1© De Sanctis 2012: 95ff. shows in this proem the tension towards a universal perspective in the
intentions of Epicurus’ salvific teaching. The universal tone of Epicurus’ protreptic works is emphasized
by Arrighetti 2013: 315fF. See, on this point, also Erbi 2020: 29ff.

1t Cf. Epic. Pyth. 84, xai paAL0Ta TOTG VEWOTL GLOLOAOYIAG YVNGLOL YEVOUEVOLG Kal TOTG €iG Ao)OALAG
Babutépag TV EykukAiwy Tvog éumenieypévols. In De Sanctis 2022b: 131, I translate “... e soprattutto
a coloro che da poco stanno gustando la genuina scienza della natura e a coloro che sono rimasti
impigliati in una delle troppo faticose occupazioni della vita quotidiana”. For the meaning of acyoia,
“occupation”, in this section, see Erbi 2020: 191 n. 7.
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EPICURUS AND HIS METEOROLOGICAL LEXICON IN THE LETTER TO PYTHOCLES 69

a meovayog Tpomog — but not only for this intent. Rather, in the concluding part
of the proem, the clarification of the purpose that leads Epicurus to reflect on the
celestial pawoueva occurs: the need for a peaceful life, a life not agitated by the
tensions that produce fear and that are capable of arising suddenly in the face of
the glow of lightning or the roar of the thunder.»

In this long methodological section that Epicurus composes following the rules
of the epistolary genre, the argumentative and lexical compactness that characteriz-
es the author’s style is not overlooked. I would like to dwell, for example, on a section
of particular importance. Here Epicurus introduces the teleological function of
research (85-86):

p®ToV pév obV pn GAAO TL TEAOG €K TRG TTEPL HETEDPWY YVWOEWS EITE KATA CLVAPNV
Aeyopévwv eite avToTEA®G Vopilew elvat fimep atapagiav kai miotwv BéBatov, kabamep
Kat ént T@v Aomdv. [86] pite 10 aduvatov [kat] mapaBalecbal, prite duoiav Kata
navta Vv Bewpiav Exewv 1 T01g mepl Blwv AdYoLS || TOTG KATA TV TOV EAAWY QUOIKHV
TpoBANUATWY K&Bapaw |...]

First, do not suppose that knowledge of celestial things, whether treated in connection
with other issues or on its own, has any other goal than peace of mind and secure
conviction, just as in everything else. [86] The goal is neither to be forced to accept
anything impossible, nor to have a theory entirely like our accounts either of how to
live or of how to resolve other problems in physics [...]

In a peremptory clause — characterized by the compact succession of infinite jussives,
VOuiCew ... tapaplageadar ... ey — Epicurus clarifies the purpose of the investigation
he is about to conduct. He is now interested in the clarification proposed regarding
the type of knowledge, the yv@oig, which derives from celestial phenomena: these can
be discussed both kata cuvagnv and avtoterdg, that is to say with very broad modal-
ities on the theoretical level. The term cuvagn, connection, is not new in Greek prose:
its first appearance, as far as we can see, dates back to Aristotle who exploits its etymo-
logical potential.'* Epicurus places this technicality, with syntactic variatio, in parallel

12 See Verde 2022a: 51ff. Useful discussion of the problem is now in Masi 2022: 263ff. Corradi
2016: 2171t., identifies in the Aristotelian reflection the origin of mieovayog tponog. See, in this regard,
also Bakker 2016: 269ff.

3 Anyone who does not admit the existence of innumerable scientific causes to motivate the
@awopeva on the level of rationality will fall, defeated, slipping into the ridiculous and harmful coils
of the myth, 6tav 8¢ T1g 0 uév aroAinn, to 8¢ £kBadn OHOIWG COPPWVOV BV TG Patvopuévw, SHAoV HTL Kal £k
TOVTOG EKTILTEL YUOLOAOYNUATOG, Ml 8& ToV pibov katappel (87). Myth here and elsewhere in Epicurus
amounts to superstition: this fact therefore does not imply an absence of respect towards the gods in
the Kepos. See Konstan 2011: 53ff. and Piergiacomi 2017: 119ff.

4 In De partibus animalium, for example, cuvaen indicates the hinge or point of contact of the
bivalves in which the liver is located (680a24), while in De spiritu the same term recalls, in union with
ovykAetotg, the connection and the closing of the bones (484b22) — even if the recent editors of the trea-
tise accept a different lesson of the term, ¢miouvaen, attested in a branch of the tradition, which would
appear more syntactically congruent in the period. Bos, Ferwerda 2008: 157 accept in text ¢nouvagn
respect to the betrayed cuvaer in the codes.
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70 DINO DE SANCTIS

with the adverb avtoteAidg — attested for the first time in the Letter to Pythocles in
reference to the télog in the section — to explain that the research on petéwpa must be
developed both with the identification of causes that are concomitant with each other
and with the focus of a single problem. In any case, the result that follows will always
be realized in the drapagia and in the niotic BéBatog, the supporting concepts clearly
underlined by an emphatic hyperbaton with respect to télog, the noun around which
the clause is regulated. The ouvagn, therefore, indicates here an internal cohesion
of opinions and causes in phenomenal research, which finds its rhetorical expression
in this letter most often in the form of a catalog of causes to organize the aitia of the
petéwpa. Of course, on the lexical level, the fact that cuvaer is not an isolated expres-
sion or a learned recovery from Aristotle but represents a recognizable Epicurean vox
also appears of particular value. It is no coincidence, for example, that at the end of
the XI book ITept pvoewg (the cosmological-meteorological book), Epicurus employs
the term again (PHerc. 1042, col. XIII 1-6 Leone). Similarly, another section of the
XXVIII book relates to the §6Zat that do not concern actions (here Epicurus refers to
those 86Zat which are not included among the empirical opinions, but belong to the
theoretical side). In this passage it is argued that these will be refuted, if they are false
and if the cause of their error is irrational; or because some opinion different from the
theoretical one expressed on the basis of them is not true; or if it is indirectly linked
to the action so as to lead to a disadvantageous action, €ig npd€ewg ouva|eiv (PHerc.
1479, fr. 13 col. IX 6-7 Sedley).” The cases now evoked as a whole allow us to highlight
that the term ouvagn in Epicurus emerges in contexts that are sometimes removed
from each other, ranging from meteorology to canonical.’®

If we remain in the proem, the importance given to the guolodoyia — recognized
in the opening of the letter as yvijolog pualoloyia (85) — is not overlooked, namely,
in a programmatic and very instructive reference to its semantic field. After having
clarified the need to resort to the method of multiple explanations in scientific
research because there are multiple causes underlying meteorology and multiple,
according to the sensation, are the determinations of the phenomena themselves,
Epicurus proposes a lapidary consideration that has a gnomic tone (86):

00 yap katd a&twpata Keva Kai vopobeoiag @uotoloyntéov, AN B¢ Td @avopeva
E€KKaAglTal.

For the study of nature must be conducted not on the basis of empty statements and
stipulations but as the appearances proclaim.

s De Sanctis 2020: 129fF. analyzes the use of the hyperbaton in the prose of Epicurus. See Gio-
vacchini 2012: 131ff,, for Epicurean té)og in meteorological searches.

16 This new interpretation of the column derives from Leone 2020: 24fF.

7 In this case, within a strong emphasizing anacoluth — as Usener 1977 Glossarium: 745 already
pointed out — with the nexus &ig pdgewg cuvagrv Epicurus indicates the logical connection of the
opinions to the mpdgig that originates from them. See Sedley 1973: 66ft.

¥ For Arrighetti 1973% 221, the term ouvagr serves to “porre fra due elementi uno stretto e
conseguente rapporto di interdipendenza”.
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EPICURUS AND HIS METEOROLOGICAL LEXICON IN THE LETTER TO PYTHOCLES 71

To those who look at these lines of the letter taken out of context, the typical trend
of the yvoun is immediately clear, as I said. It is not difficult to hypothesize, in fact,
that the practices through which the Epicurean gnomic corpora are formed also
depend very much on the style of the author who employs the mechanical selection
of single sequences in which, as in a flash, a universal teaching is condensed and
fixed in one or more periods. In line with what we are observing, primarily the
syntactic variatio is evident between the link kata da€uwpata keva kat vopobeaiag
and the proposition (¢ ta pawopeva ékkaAeitay, a parallelism that is repeated in the
subsequent period, o0 yap f8n dloyiag kai keviig 86Eng 6 Biog NuUdV ExeL xpeiav, aAAa
700 aBopVPwG udcS ¢y, between the genitive keviic §6&nc and the infinitive structure
700 aBopVPwWG NudS Cijv, referring to the central concept of xpeia. Both kata a€iparta
Keva kal vopobeoiag and Mg Ta pawvoueva EKKaAeltal, moreover, are governed by the
verbal adjective pualoroyntéov, the crux of the argumentation regarding the science
of phenomena: the science of nature cannot be conducted in the axiomatic light
of doctrinal impositions but on the basis of phenomenal evidence that always ac-
cords with sensation.>> Beyond the polemic that most likely animates this section, it
should be noted that Epicurus at the end of the section shows the condition of those
who break this precept by again resorting to the semantic field of puatoroyia (87):

OTav 8¢ TIG TO UEV AITOALN, TO 8¢ EKPAaAN Opoiwg CLPUPWVOV BV TG PALVOUEVW, SHAOV OTL
Kai €K mavTog EKTTINTEL YUOLOAOYNUATOG, €Tl §€ TOV HBBoV Katappel.

But if someone accepts one view and rejects another that is equally compatible with
the appearances, then clearly they are abandoning the study of nature entirely and
descending to storytelling.

Whoever does not admit the existence of all plausible explanations — without any
hierarchy within them though always valid as long as they respect a strict criterion
of verisimilitude — dangerously moves away from every @uoloAdynua, from any
correct scientific statement: it is like an inability to practise a correct form of re-
flection and to gain solid knowledge. The gpuotoAdyna now represents a new term,
a hapax legomenon with which Epicurus — in closing the methodological section
in the Letter to Pythocles, through an icastical image to indicate error — intends to
explain the aspects and results of the complex theory of nature, one that is opposed
to the irrationality of myth. In this case also the novelty and centrality of the term

19 Gagliarde 2011: 69-87 emphasized the lightning-fast nature of the prose present in Epicurus’
Sententiae. This is a technique intended for easily memorizing Epicurus’ teaching, as suggested by
Tulli 2000: 100ff.

20 Verbal adjectives are typical of Epicurus’ style in both the major Letters and Ilepi pvoews and
Sententiae: this kind of adjective reinforces the “catechistic” message of the school: see Widmann 1935:
183ff. Well-studied is Epicurus’ interest in the semantic field of puolodoyia in this section: rare verbal
adjective gualodoyntéov, e.g., is also attested in Sextus Empiricus Pyrrh., napamiiola 8¢ Aéyopev kai €v
T3 {nTEv el puatoroynTéov ¢ okentik® (118, 2 Bury), and in Psellus Op., apxtéov 0O ano Tiig mdyvng kai
TEPL TAVTNG TIPQOTOV Puatoroyntéov (19, 45 Dussy).
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72 DINO DE SANCTIS

are deliberately emphasized on the stylistic level due to an evident functional /y-
perbaton ¢ Tavtog ... ualoloynpartog, which seems to give plastic emphasis to the
dramatic action of éxmintew, which is in turn accompanied in a sort of chiasmus
by the mad leap into myth, éni 8¢ tov udbov katappel.”

2. DEFINING THE KOGHOG

The considerations relating to the terms cuvagr and guotoAdynua show Epicurus’
ability to exploit linguistic legacies in order to adapt them to the context of a new
discussion as much as to create functional novelties on the lexical level. In this sense
I would like to turn my interest to a difficult section, both on the textual and on
the argumentative level, in which Epicurus defines the cosmos. In this passage, the
variegated whole of the pawdpeva is articulated (88, 1033-1048):

KOOMOG 0Tl epLoyn TIg ovpavod, doTpa Te Kal YV Kal Tavta Td awvopueva mepLlExovoa,
arotounv €yovoa aro tol ameipov kat kataAfyovoa &v mépatt fj apal® fj TuKvE — Kal

00 AUOUEVOU, TAVTA TA €V aLT® cLyxvowy AdeTat — [kai Mjyovoav] i [£v] neplayouévew
i [&v] otaow &xovTy, kai aTpoyyVLANny fj Tpiywvov i olav 8\moTe eplypagnv <€xovoa>'

A world is an enclosure in the sky enclosing stars and earth and everything
appearing in it, containing a section cut off from the limitless expanse [outside it]
and terminating at an outer limit either thin or thick, at the destruction of which [sc.
limit] there will occur the dissolution of everything inside it. And this terminus is
either revolving or stationary, and round or triangular or any other shape...

I set aside here the complex problems of the constitutio textus of these lines.>> It
was pointed out that starting with this significant chapter of the letter, Epicurus
tends more often to underline the crucial term where his attention is focused, by
way of the studied and recognizable positio princeps of the term itself.» Here, then,
is the meaning of the didactic incipit k6opog ¢oti neployn, typical of an 6plopdg. In
this passage, the first aspect of the k6opog on which Epicurus intends to reflect is
related to an insightful and representative definition of the term that takes shape
in a real etymological study. To explain the nature of a k6opog, Epicurus uses the
substantive meployy, attested in classical Greek prose only in one of the mpopAfuata
of the corpus Aristotelicum. In that Aristotelian context, however, neployn indicates

21 Worth mentioning here is also the strength of the verb xatappetv, which indicates the fatal fall
of the ignorant, the elapsi, a free flight in a moral fault such as ignorance. See, on this point, Taub 2009:
110—111. The underlining of the preverb katd- now has the evident flavour of an unstoppable descent,
of sliding relentlessly towards the bottom of the error on a journey from which any possible anabasis
does not seem to be granted. For xatd in Epicurus, see Widmann 1935: 200ff.

22 For the textual problem in this section, see De Sanctis 2022a: 115.

23 Tulli 2022: 11ff. identifies this stylistic strategy of Epicurus.
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the envelope that it guarantees to the human body in relation to sweat in front of
a source of heat (870a10).># The terminological choice of Epicurus in this chapter
of the letter, therefore, can be read in clear continuity with the tradition on the
lexical level, even if at the same time the author’s innovative power emerges in the
creation of a technicality that is as icastic and descriptive. The underlining of the
action expressed by the specific and traditional nepiéyewv, however, is further em-
phasized by the etymological figure that Epicurus constructs with the explanation
of meployn through the participle nepiéyovoa. It is a choice that in the period marked
by recognizable syntactic parallels gives rise to a series of refined assonances: from
mepLoyy ... mepiéyovoa or from amotouny ... ano ol aneipov up to the sequence of
participles meptéxovoa ... £xovoa, which, reverberating through the homeoteleutus,
distinguish and delimit the main functions assigned to the kxoopog itself.>s
Epicurus tends to confer an indubitable technical value to terms that refer to the
semantic field of meptéyewv.26 To mepiéyov, in Book XXXIV (col. 19, 5 and 21, 5 Leone),
for example, occurs in the sense of “surrounding environment” with regard to the
doctrine of the ei8wAa. In the Letter to Herodotus (46) and (48), &v Td mepléyovtt
indicates the environment surrounding man in which the concretions anaotdaoceig
and ovotdotelg occur, effluxes and concretions of atoms; not surprisingly, a very
incomplete passage of Book XI alludes to the mukvétng of the surrounding envi-
ronment, 100 nepLéxovtog (26 col. 15, 11 Arr.?]). Finally, it seems to me important to
underline also the permanence of the term meptoyr} from which we started in the
texts of Kepos, in reference to the cosmos in the inscription of Diogenes of Oinoan-
da. In the epitome mepi tdv TaB&OV kai tpdgewv of the inscription, Diogenes offers an
image of powerful strength to indicate the possibility granted to all men to benefit
from the advantages that come from Epicurus’ gocooia (fr. 30 II 3-11 Smith). He
recalls first that the preparation of the great inscription is due to the need to enjoy
happiness everywhere, so that everyone can also stay at home to care for it. Philos-
ophy, he says, can also be advantageous for foreigners. Yet Diogenes then corrects
himself: no one on earth is foreign, because while it is visible that every division
of the Earth is different among the homelands for single individuals, according to
the whole complex of our universe, katd 8¢ | Tv 6Anv eploynv | 1008 ol kéapOU,
the world and the whole Earth represent the only house from which every man

24 For the hapax legomena and language in the Aristotelian Problems, see Ferrini 2002: XVI-XX.
In the cosmological-meteorological context, the semantic field to which the term nepuoyn is anchored
has a vast tradition. It is no coincidence, for example, that it ranges starting from Plato’s Timaeus (e.g.,
31a4, 33b2) in order to define the content action exercised by the kdopog on sensory and phenomenal
reality.

25 Epicurus explains the possibility of the plurality of kéopot, on both a physical and logical level,
already in the Letter to Herodotus (45 and 74). For the connection with this section of the Letter to
Pythocles, see Warren 2004.

26 Leone 2002: 120 analyzes this semantic field in the edition of the Book 34 Ilepi voews.
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can benefit.”” In this case we have an affirmation of universalizing humanism that
characterizes the eudaimonistic perspective of Kepos. At the same time, on the
linguistic level, the superb image offered by Diogenes — even in the initial ethical
context of the inscription — seems to recall a model almost, if not to quote with
unequivocal terms the theorization of the k6ouog which, at least as far as we know,
Epicurus posited in the Letter to Pythocles.

3. PRIMUM DICTA OR HAPAX LEGOMENA?

The ability to construct refined effects in the prose of the Letter to Pythocles is not
isolated to this section. Many passages in this letter demonstrate Epicurus’ desire to
convey a recognizable phenomenal aspect through new words, capable of evoking it
in light of the action that characterizes it.>® In this regard, it is possible to identify
the tendency to coin new technical words starting from a verb that was often used
by the previous tradition in order to indicate, in the scientific-meteorological field,
the occurrence of an action.?

Immediately after the definition of the cosmos, for example, Epicurus deepens
the processes that act here. In his style of continuous argumentation, the syntac-
tic-grammatical concatenation of the periods seems to imitate the dynamism and
concatenation of atomic aggregations, as well as their continuous creation and
dissolution (89):

071 8¢ kat TolotoL kool eloty émelpol T0 A O0G EoTL KaTaAaBey, kat éTLKal 6 TololTog
Suvatal kdopog yivesBal kal €v KOOUW Kal UETAKOOUIW, O Aéyopuev UETAEL KOOUWV
Staotnua, v moAVKEVW TOTIW Kal OUK &V ueyaAw eAkpLVel Kal kevd, kabdamep Twvég
@aoW, EMTNSEIWV TVHV GTEEPUATWY PLEVTWV AP’ £VOG KOGUOU 1} UETAKOGH{OU  Kal Ao
TAELOVWY, KATA HKPOV TTPOGBETELS Te Kal SLapBpwOoEL Kal LETATTATELS TTOLOVVTWY €T
dAAoV TOTIOV, €V 0UTW TUXN, Kal €mapSedoels k TV ExOvtwy mtndeinwg éwg TeAeLwoews
kal Stapoviig €9’ 6oov T LoBANBEVTA Bepédia TV TTpoadoyiv SUvatal motelobat.

Also that a world of this sort is able to come about either within a world or in an
interworld, which is what we call an interval between worlds, in a region that is
mostly void — but not completely void over any great area, as some claim — when
suitable seeds stream together from one or more worlds or interworlds and gradually

27 See, on this point, Smith 1993: 478—479.

28 In Diogenes Laertius (X 13, 8), Aristophanes of Byzantium defines the style of Epicurus as
very personal, kéxpntat 8¢ Aé€eL kupiq KaTd TGOV TPAyUATWY, iy 6Tt iSlwTdtn €oTiv. Arrighetti 2010: 21—-22
showed that the next kata tév npaypdtwv indicates the correspondence of the Epicurus’ language with
the reality that it recalls. See, on this point, also Milanese 1989: 45ff.

29 Inrecent decades there have been numerous studies dealing with hapax legomena in Epicurus
and in the Kepos. In this regard, see Acosta Méndez 1995: 279ff. Interesting recent observations on
hapax legomena in Philodemus’ works, e.g., are in Longo Auricchio 2009: 103ft.; De Sanctis 2010: 199ft.;
Indelli, Longo Auricchio 2020: 119-132; and IID. 2021: 93ff.
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produce accumulations, articulations, and transpositions, as it so happens, and also a
continuing influx from things in suitable conditions, until it reaches full development
and permanence to the extent its underlying foundations are able to attain.

After having demonstrated the logical necessity of postulating infinite kdouoy, as
well as the existence of metacosmia, the Staotriuata that are created between cos-
mos and cosmos, Epicurus describes the formation of these kxdopot in relation to
the movements of the onéppata.s Beyond the recognizable debt of this page with
the mepl @Voewg, I believe that it is equally significant to observe the set of terms
used by Epicurus with which not every direction or atomic action is referred to.
The movements of suitable onépuara, in fact, occur in precise spaces in which both
npooBéaoelg, additions — both StapBpwoelg, connections, and petactdoels, displace-
ments — are produced, little by little, on the basis of a principle of randomness, as
well as énapSevoelg, scents, deriving from bodies suitable for this function that
contribute to achieving fulfillment and stability of the process so that each addition
does not damage the foundations of the cosmic system at its bases and does not
compromise its formation and maintenance.> The terms that Epicurus inserts in
a catalog of actions, typical of scientific language, here concur to specify minimal
but significant actions and movements with a precision that can sometimes appear
almost obsessive, though so as to ensure a capillary exhaustiveness with respect to
which not one can arise on its own.>

Endpdevatg, for example, represents an Epicurean coinage of particular charm.
Modeled on the technical verb, born in the koiné, ¢énapdevw—¢ndpdw, the noun
énapdevolg usually indicates a watery downpour which in the meteorological field
is equivalent to a rain shower. This concrete and etymological meaning is attested
in another passage of the Letter to Pythocles (100) in relation to the winds that can
develop by emanations from suitable places or by the movement of air, though also
if a too violent downpour occurs from agglomerations capable of causing these
emissions. The actual meaning of downpour becomes more nuanced in the section
relating to the cosmos: here it is not a simple aqueous precipitation but an atomic
effluvium with which Epicurus seems to indicate the agile, almost liquid movement
of the atoms that disperse and travel in infinity. In this case, ¢ndp8evoic would
represent a characteristic Epicurean hapax legomenon.3

30 See Verde 2022b: 153ff.

31 See, for cosmogony and infinity of worlds, Leone 2012: 53ff. Morel 2009: 40ff. examines atomic
properties.

32 Leone 2015: 159fF. offers an important examination of this plasticity of Epicurus’ prose.

33 See Usener 1977 Glossarium: 268.
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In this respect one can also observe mpdoiauig, a noun with which Epicurus
introduces one cause of rainbow formation (109):

“Ipig yiverat kata mpoécAappv [0110] ToT HAloL TTPog dépa VEATOELSH, i} KaTd TPOoPLELY
i8iav 100 T8 PWTOG Kai ToD AéPog, i TA TOV XPWUATWY TOUTWV SlwpaTA TTOLNCEL ElTE
navta eite Hovoeld®g, ag’ oL TEALY ATOAAUTTOVTOG Td OHopoTVTA TOD GEPOg XpMOOLY
Tavtnv AfYPetat, olav BewpoBuev, katd mpocAauPLy Tpog T uéPN. To 8€ Tig mepLpepeiag
70070 Qavtacua yivetat St to 0 Staotnua navtobev ioov OO g OYewg Bewpeladay,
| cUVWOLV ToLTNV AapuBavoua@®v THV €V Td AépL <A>TOUWYV | €V TOTG VEQESLY Ao ToD
avtol aépog [tpoo@epouévou mpog TNV oeAvv] armo@epopévewy [ATopwv] epLpépelav
Twva KabieoBal v cvykplow Tavtnyv.

Rainbows come about by the sun shining on watery air; or by a distinctive synthesis
of light and air, which will produce the distinctive characteristics of those colors,
either all of them or one uniformly; when it then shines back, the regions adjacent
to the air will in turn acquire the observed sort of coloring from the light shining
on their parts. [110] Its apparent curvature comes about because it is observed by
our sight at an equal distance from all its parts; either when the atoms in the air are
compressed in that way, or when atoms in the clouds are carried away from the same
air, this accretion projects a certain curvature.

For the birth of the rainbow, Epicurus introduces two main causes: the first is the
npooAauPLg To0 HAlov Tpog dépa V8ataeldi, namely, the reflection of light exerted
by the sun on the moist air; the second is concentrated in the npocguoig i8ia tod
Te WTOG Kal T00 aépog, namely, in a conjunction of sun and air that gives rise at
particular junctures to the coloring of the rainbow.3¢ In other words, at the basis
of this discussion, as is evident, are two fundamental aspects in the formation of
the phenomenon: the light of the sun and the humidity of the air, causes that in the
section of the celestial phenomena presented in the letter are evoked with frequent
tendency.’ A second problem investigated in the letter is then related to the shape
of the rainbow, owing to the vision from the Earth of this phenomenon or to the
effect of the pressure that is exerted by atoms on the air. So, for Epicurus, at the base
of the rainbow we identify either a mpéoguoig or a npdciauyic. While mpdoguatg,
attachment or point of attachment, is part of the technical language of Aristotle
(GA 745b24 and IA 710a4) and Theophrastus (HP 111 16, 4), tpécAapig, shining on,
seems to be an Epicurean primum dictum

34 In this section of Letter to Pythocles I read xata mpociappv tod nAiov instead of the betrayed
Kata mpocAapy Vo Tod nAiov in and I consider mpoogepopévouv mpog v oernvny and atopwy as glossae.
See, on this regard, De Sanctis 2022a: 117.

35 A detailed analysis of the same phenomenon is outlined by Aristotle in Meteorologica (111 2-6).
See Merker, 2003: 317ff. and Wilson 2013: 236f.

36 Crucial observations on the technical terminology of the rainbow in Greek meteorological
reflection are in Verde 2018: 383ff. This noun npociauyig, which is built on the verb mpocAdunuw, is
attested in other texts subsequent to Epicurus, always in connection with the sun. See, e.g., for use
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Similar considerations can also be developed within a group of nouns represent-
ative of this icastical style in the codification of meteorological phenomena we can
place in the category of hapax legomena or primum dicta: 1 refer, for example, to:

a) mpdokplotg, accretion, increase or growth by assimilation (90 and 109);
b) ouyklpnaotg, concurrence or coincidence (96 and 98);
¢) mpoadnteats, interposition or occultation (94).

These terms are innovative and representative of specific petéwpa. In the Letter to
Pythocles, for example, npocbétnotg appears as a “lunar” term, related only to the
treatment of oeAijvn, attested only here, coined from the verb mpootifnuat, which
Epicurus frequently uses in mept @Uoewc.3” We find the first occurrence of the term
in relation to the section devoted to the phases of the moon (94):

KEVWOELG Te 0eEAVNG Kal ALY TTANPWOELS Kal KaTd oTpo@ny ol omuatog tovTou
Suvawt &v yivesBat kai Katd oXnUaTiopuous aépog OHoiwg, £TL TE KAl KATA TPOCHETIOELS
Kol Katd mavtag Tpomous, Kad’ od¢ kal Té ap’ Uiy avoueva EKKAAEITAL €L TAG TOVTOV
700 €idovg anodooelg ...

waning of the moon and again its waxing would be able to come about both by its
own body turning round, and similarly by configurations of air, and yet again by
interpositions, and in all the ways the appearances around us proclaim for producing
this visible shape...

Inserted as the third house of the phases of the moon, the npogfetrioeig here seem to
be a kind of occultation of the image that occurs for those who observe the satellite
from the Earth. This concealment is evidently due to the presence of particular
configurations that the air takes on and that are in the way in front of the moon.
It is not surprising that Epicurus consistently plays, so to speak, with this noun
always about the moon, perhaps because it seems to be suitable to express visually
the behavior of this astral body in the sky, including its aspects that most attract
the interest of man when he observes it from the Earth. Not surprisingly, in the
next section, devoted to the éugaotig of the moon, Epicurus imputes its changing
appearance either to mapaAiayy, the diversity of its parts, or to the interposition of
another astral body in front of the moon itself. In this case the partial concealment
of the face of the moon is indicated by a compound énunpooBétnoig which strength-
ens and specifies the technical term of departure.:

of same word Claud. Ptol. Synt., nAwakn npoorays (I 1, 267, 14), Theon Math. Comm, taig t0d fAiov
npooAdupeot (956.10), and Papp. Synag., tig npocidppews naiov (VI 554, 26).

37 See Usener 1977 Glossarium: 587.

38 Beyond Epicurus, énutpoofétnols is attested also in Definitiones of Heron of Alexandria, Toutwv
8 ai pév akpBéotepatl 81 TV aKTivwy Tob NAlov AauBavovtat ij 8U OmTHpwY i T®OV EMuTpocbeTioEwv
éxAaupavopevat (135, 8, 15-17, Vol. IV Heiberg). Acerbi, Vitrac 2014: 59ff., analyze Heron’s scientific
language, which appears rich in hapax legomena.
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CONCLUSION

I am aware of having offered only a partial picture of the richness that distinguishes
the language of Epicurus in the Letter to Pythocles, a richness which I hope can
also be understood, however, as an unquestionable proof of the validity and im-
portance of Epicurus in the field of scientific prose and, in general, of Hellenistic
prose. The continuous dialogue of Epicurus with the texts of reference, with the
authors who preceded him, represents the best test to understand the rationalistic
experimentalism that transpires in the language and in the pages of the letter, as a
result of continuous links and an interest always supported by the inescapable need
of expression in the exact investigation of celestial phenomena: in this aspect, too,
I believe the fascination for this text and, above all, its value consist.
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