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3 steht das Wort gnz, am Anfang von Vers 8 steht das als Metonymie
gleichbedeutende Wort Vulcanus; dabei verldsst im zweiten Distichon der
Landmann (arator) das warmende Herdfeuer, um den nun nicht mehr
gefrorenen Boden (nec prata canis albicant pruinis) zu pfligen, wihrend in
einer gewissen Umkehrung im vierten Distichon Vulcan seine olympische
Behausung verlidsst, um die Feuerherde der Zyklopen aufzusuchen (visi).
Die Distichen 2, 4, 7, 9 sind also offenbar durch teils wiederholte, teils
gegensitzliche Bewegungen zu einem sorgfiltig gekniipften Bezichungsnetz
zusammengefasst; wirde in Vers 8 wvisit durch versat ersetzt, so hitte dieses
Netz einen Riss.
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1) Entgegen Kiessling-Heinze dirfte gravis zu Vulcanus, nicht zu officinas zu zichen
sein.

2) Die beiden Texthilften sind dann aber doch wieder zu einer Einheit zusam-
mengefasst, indem das Gedicht mit dem “Tod’ der Natur (acris hiems) beginnt und
mit dem Ausblick in die Zukunft einer lebensvollen Jugend schliesst. Dabei erin-
nert das Endwort #epebunt an die lauen Liifte des in Vers 1 genannten Favonius. s
ist wohl auch kein Zufall, dass die beiden Hilften des Gedichts mit zwei klangihn-
lichen typischen Frihlingsboten (Fauonius/Faunus) beginnen: das erste Wehen des
Zephyr (Favonius) erfolgt laut Ovid nahezu gleichzeitig mit dem kalendarischen
Frithlingsbeginn und den vorgeschriebenen Faunusopfern (Ov. Fast. 2.148, 150 und
193).
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FURTHER EVIDENCE OF THE ORIGINAL OUTLINE OF
OVID’S ARS AMATORIA (1.771-2)

In the introduction to his commentary on Ovid’s Ars Amatoria 1, A.S.
Hollis summarizes the major arguments which suggest that the tripartite
Ars was originally planned in two books.") His remarks at 1.771-2 on the
book’s final distich further sustain the thesis. His claim, however, that in
the last line Ovid changed the chariot image (as found in the corresponding
place in Verg. G. 2.541-2)?) to that of a ship is only partially correct. It
is true with regard to the Georgics, but it overlooks the evidence from the
Aeneid. The metaphor and diction with which Ovid indicates that the first
part of his work has come to its end unmistakably echoes the ending of
the arithmetically first half of the Aeneid:?)

Pars superat coepti, pars est exhausta, laboris;

hic teneat nostras ancora tacta rates. (Ars 1.771-2)
‘Part of my enterprise remains, part is now finished; here let the anchor be
thrown, and hold my bark secure.’
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Tum se ad Caietae recto fert limite portum.

ancora de prora iacitur; stant litore puppes. (4. 6.900-1)")

“Then he sailed on a direct route to Caieta’s port. The anchor is thrown
from the prow; the sterns rest on the shore.’

While in the final line of Book 6 the anchor is set down as Aeneas (and
the Trojans) reach the port of Caieta, the praeceptor amoris ends his work
metaphorically through the dropping of an anchor that is to hold his poet-
ical ship tight.”) Although the metaphor of literary activity imagined as a
nautical voyage is conventional,®) Ovid’s employment of the fopos, in essence,
appears to make more sense (and thus fully exploit the allusiveness)’)
through his having accomplished precisely the first Aalf of the opus and
not simply any first part.?) The final line of Ars 1 therefore provides fur-
ther evidence of the presumed original plan, because it implies that the
first half of the fwo-book project has been completed.?)
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1) Hollis (1977, xii-xiii): “T'o mention some of them: the table of proposed con-
tents at i. 35-40, a pause at i. 771-2 (‘half is finished, half remains’), the invoca-
tion of Erato at ii. 16 (at the beginning of the second half of his work, as in
Apollonius Rhodius and Vergil’s Aeneid ), and the personal seal ending book ii as
well as book 11.” Contra Janka (1997, 55), who curiously dismisses Hollis’ argu-
ments as “zu schematisch”. Janka’s referring to the re-emergence of Erato in 2.425,
however, does not refute the former view.

2) Sed nos immensum spatiis confecimus aequor, / et wam tempus equum fumantia solvere
colla. See also Thomas 1988, 264 at 2.541 on the ambiguity of aequor.

3) To be sure, the palpable similarity of Ars 1.772 with Prop. 3.24.15-6 (ecce
coronaltae portum letigere carinae, / traiectae Syrtes, ancora iacta mufu est) is by far closer
in terms of wording, juxtaposition, and position within the pentameter. Propertius,
however, employs the nautical metaphor for matters of love, not literature.

4) The quotation is taken from R.A.B. Mynors’s OCT (1969). The much debated
authenticity of line 901 has been recently called into question again by Zwierlein
(1999, 166 n. 2, and 2000, 65 n. 126). See, however, the arguments put forth by
Wills (1997) in favor of the line’s authenticity.

5) Note also that the composition of the Ars is called labor (1.771), a key word
in the Aeneid that denotes what the characteristically heroic Aeneas is known to
have undergone, e.g. A. 1.10: tt adire labores. Cf. also diction and metaphor in
Verg. G. 4.116-7.

6) Seafaring is a well-paralleled image of (ambitious) literary activity, at least in
Latin literature: e.g. Verg. G. 2.41; Prop. 3.3.22-4; Hor. Carm. 4.15.3-4; Manil.
2.59; see further Bomer on Ovid Met. 15.176.

7) There is strong reason to believe that 4. 6.900-1 carried metapoetical over-
tones in the first place, cf. Nickbakht forthcoming.

8) By what R.F. Thomas has coined a ‘window reference’, Ovid might also be
seen as referring via Vergil to the end of the first Aalf of Apollonius Rhodius where
the Argo is anchored at Colchis (A.R. 2.1281).

9) In a similar fashion arma marks the beginning of the Amores by harking back
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to the first word of the Aeneid. More importantly, Ars 3 likewise begins with arma,
again indicating an entirely new beginning as it were. See also Gibson 2000.
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“QUANTUM CONIECTARE (NON) LICET.””
MENODOTUS BETWEEN SEXTUS EMPIRICUS (P. 1.222)
AND DIOGENES LAERTIUS (9.116)

Tobtov (sc. Tipwvog) diddoyog, g uev Mnvddotds gnot (FGrH 541 F 4), yéyovev
of)Ssig, GALG S1éMmev 1y dywyh £wg oV Hro?»su(xiog 0 Kvpnvaiog dvektnooto.
ag 8 ‘InnéPotdg enot kol Zotiov, dkovsoy adTod AtocKouptSng Kdmprog kol
Nuwcdroyog ‘Pddiog kot Evepdvmp Zsksnksug Hpom?x,ovg T’ anod Tpu)ocSog .(116.1)
Enq)pocvopog 8¢ dunrovoev EVBoviog "AleEavdpeic, o Hroksuouog, oV Zocpnn&ov
Kol Hpaxketﬁng, ‘Hpaxheidov & Awsctﬁnuog Kvu)cnog, 0¢ Kol Huppwvetwv
Xoymv OKT® cLVEYpOYE BlBMoc 0v Zev&mnog 0 moAlng, ob Zed&ig 6 Fmvtonovg,
) Avnoxog A&OSLKE‘UQ o Adkov - To0ToL 88 Mnvidotog 6 Nikoundeve, lotpog
gumelp1koc, kol Oe1mdog A(xoﬁucaug anof)otou d¢ Hpof)otog Aplswg T(xpcsug
“Hpoddtov 3¢ dinrovoe Té€tog 6 dumelpikde, oL kol 10 déka TOV TKETTIKDY Kol
Mo kéA Mot Zé€tov 8¢ dufkovse Zotopvivog 6 Kubnvalg, éumeipuicdg kol ordtoc.
(D.L. 9.115.6-116.9)

The sequence of leading figures of the Sceptical school which Diogenes
Laertius proposes in the ninth book of his Lwes has appeared problematic
to many. The passage (and the whole book) has been repeatedly investi-
gated, and it is unnecessary to reopen here the related issues, concerning
Diogenes’ sources and the overall trustworthiness of his account.!) Diogenes
associates Sceptical philosophers particularly with Empiricist physicians,
tries to assign a specific role to each, makes out of the Empiricists an
underpinning axis of the school. Among others, he explicitly sets Menodotus
of Nicomedia, an Empiricist doctor whose floruit was around 125 AD, in
the frame of scepticism: together with Menodotus, leading empirical rep-
resentatives of Sceptical philosophy would have been at least Heraclides
of Tarentum (I BC) and Theodas of Laodicea (I AD), then Sextus Empiricus.
Taken for granted the conceptual kinship between Empiricism and Scepticism,
as well as the cues that empirical science will have taken, mostly at the
outset, from sceptical elaborations (and wvice versa), the attempt to incorpo-
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