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basis for the reconstrugtion of the archetype. A is a hasty and careless
copy of (R), but it occasionally preserves a reading of (M) which has
been omitted, or is not explicit, in P and B.

4 L.D.R.

VIRGIL

It is not surprising that such a poet as Virgil should be in many ways a
lJLw ugto himself Greatness of that order has its own destiny and this
has affected in some respects the ygy manner in which his poems were
handed down to posterity. No poet became the pastime ofgrammarians
and commentators as soon or to such a degree; no other text, whether by
accident or designn has reached us in manuscripts written in the lapid-
ary script more appropriate to monuments of stone; no other author
with a full-blooded medieval transmission has a text which is so largely
built on surviving ancient codices, as imposing as the monuments and
ruins of Antiquity itself.

'Itur in antiquam silvam'r were the words with which Sir Roger
Mynors aptly began the preface to his Oxford Classical Text,2 and any
account of Virgil's transmission must begin with the impressive parade
of the ancient books, written in their capital scripts,3 which are the main
witnesses to his text. First come three manuscripts which, though they
have all lost some leaves, preserve the bulk,of the poems and are the
editor's mainstay:

Tf M Florence, Laur. 39. lÌ Vatican Lat.3225, f. 76, known as the 'codex)t/ Me?6urs'.o Writtenìi-'iìalv in the fifth cenhiy in rustic capitals, it
I Aen.6. 179. 

'?

2 Oxford, 1969 (reprinted with corrections, 1972). The most recent critical edition is that of
M. Geymonat (Turin, 1973). Based on R. Sabbadini2 (Rome, 1930- I ) and drawingon Castiglioni
(Turin, 1945) and Mynors, it has a larger apparatus than is necessary or even convenient lbr
normal purposes, but where extra information may be found. Editors still lean on 0. Ribbeck's
great edition (Leipzig, I859-66 and lB9,l.-5). Where the dates assigned to the manuscripts are not
those given in CLA I have relied on Bischofl(11127t. Stad. ii.316, Paldographie fus rdmisclun Altertums
und des abendlàndischen Mittclalters (Berlin, 1979),77 n. 35) and Seider (see n. 14, below).

3 Known in the early Middle Ages as littnae Virgilianae: Bischofl, Mùt. Stud. i. 4-5.
4 CLA t, p. 5, rtt. 296; Chatelain, plate lxvr. A complete facsimile was published by

E. Rostagno (Rome, l93l).
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VIRGI L

The lour other ancient codices are in a more fragmentan' state:

bears a subscriptions recording that it was corrected at Rome by

Turcius Rufius Apronianus Asterius, consul in 494. It lound its way to

Bobbio, and w,as still there in 1467 . Shortly after this it was taken to

Rome and was in the hands of Pomponio Leto bl l -17 1 ' 
6

P Vatican, Pal. lat. 163 1, the'codex Palatinus'.'\Vritten in Italy in
s. v/\rl, it u'as at Lorsch by the ninth century' Rustic capitals'

R Vatican lat. 3867, the'codex Romanus'.8 Written in Italy in s' v/vl, it
rvas in the thirteenth century, and probably from the earìy Middle
Ages, at Saint-Denis' There, or possibly while sojourning at Fleury, it
*às ,sed by Heiric ofAuxerre.e When at the Vatican, it was consulted

by Politian. It is rvritten in rustic capitals and contains a numberof
miniatures, including a portrait of the author.

;t"'6-&

F Vatican lat. 3225, known as the 'schedae Vaticanae' .to A magnificent

book u,ritten in Italy in rustic capitals towards the end of the fourth
cenrur\,; it has fine illustrations and looks like a product of the profes-

sional booktrade. It later belonged to Gioriano Pontano, Pietro

Bembo, and Fulvio Orsini. Seventy-five leaves survive.
V Verona xL (38), s. v, rustic capitals'tr It was in Gaul about 700, rvhen

it was rer.,'ritten, in Luxeuil minuscule, with Gregorr''s -lloralia. By the

ninth centurf it had reached Verona. Fortl'-nine leaves sun'ive'
A Vatican lat. 3256 * Berlin (West) lat. 2' 416. the 'codex -\ugusteus''12

A highlv calligraphic and de luxe edition rvhich. rvith its imposing

sqrui. capitals and an estimated weight (u'hen complete) ol nine

kiìograms, well deserves its name. Written in the late filth or early

sixtÈ centu.'. it is the oldest extant manuscript u'ith decorated
initials. Olltalian origin, it probably spent the \Iiddle -\ges, like R, at

Saint-Denis. Only seven leaves remain.
G St. GalÌ 139't. s. v, likewise written in square capitals and of Italian

origin.'3 In the fifteenth century it was taken to pieces at St. Gall and

useà fo. binding and repairing books. Twelve lear.es and a number of
fragments har,e been recovered.

5 Though superimposed upon the manuscript, it is not clear that the subscription is an

autographl see. e.g.. b. Ribbeck, Prolegomena critica ad P. Vergili ìfaronis opera maiora (I ,qip7ig,

1866),223.
6 For Pomponio Leto's work on Virgil see ,Szrzlaal, nos. 26-8 (pp' l ì - I 7)'
7 CLA t.9d; Chatelain, plate Lxtr,'. A facsimile was published by Sabbadini (Paris, 1929).
I CLA t.19; Chatelain. plate r-xv; partial lacsimile published by F. EhrÌe (Rome, I902)'
e L. Traube, VorLesungenund Abhandlungen, iii (Munich, 1920), 220.
to cLAt.Ìl;chatelain,plater-xrrr;facsimilebyF.Ehrle(Rome, I899).Anervcolourfacsimile

hasbeenpubliihed, CodicesielectiTl(iodicueVaticanisxleai,40),Graz, I980'
,, cLArt.49B; Chatelain,plater-xr.LowetentarivelyassignedittoGaul,seiderregardsitas

being of I talian origin.
I2"CLA r. t3, r.rir, p.9; Chatelain, plate r-xr. The lacsimile published bl Sabbadini (Turin,

1926) has been superseded by that ofC. Nordenfalk (Graz, 1976).
t3 CLA vtt.977; Chatelain, pÌate t-xlt.
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To these ancient witnesses must be added a number of papyri, ra of less

US use ofthe abundance ofthe other ancrent
timony, and tangled mass of the indirect tradition, furnished by

legions of later
great revival of

Caroline

minuscule in Germany, s. vIII/Ix.r6

+JJ
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When we reach the ninth century, the 'antiqua silva' becomes the

'silva immensa' in which even Virgil's stout hero needed divine assis-

tance to pluck the lurking gold. We have a clearer idea of what this
forest is like, at least in parts, than we did before, for Mynors picked out
thirteen ninth-century manuscripts, which he cites alongside the older

iÌ

I

crops up more often than not among the papyri..
ts CLArx. 1327. t6 CZ.ASuppl. |744;Chatelain,platelxvt.

come two
. The first is

the writers, grammarians, and scholiasts
Behind the ancient codices, but just

which
29005 (18)), a
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by the ninth century. I! as has been suggested,rT it .ul !:. identified
with the Liber Vergiliwhich came to the monastery from the library of its

lormer monk Geiward, it may, like its owner, have spent some time at

the Carolingian court, well placed to exercise an influence on the

medieval t.àitio.r and making an early bid lor its title of Palatinus. If
more discoveries of this sort can be made, there are obvious gains lor

virgil,s text. But Mynors has covered more of the ground than he

moàestÌy maintains, and his thirteen manuscripts must be a small

selection of those he had examined. It is important to know what the

medieval text of Virgil rvas like, but it has an almost negligible part to

play when ir comes ù deciding whar our poet wrote; it is so thoroughly

àonflated, so full of shifting alliances, that it must be wistful to hope that

more gold can be disentangled from that thicket. Further study of
Virgilt manuscripts ivill doubtless yield a rich, if at times hard-won,

hariest lor those iiho u'ish to illuminate specific aspects ofmedieval and

Renaissance culrure. and indeed the wider Fortleben of virgil himself,

but such problems as his text still presents" are as old as Antiquity and

their solution, il there is a solution, Iies in the ancient evidence and a

criticai understanding of his poetry. Q. Caecilius Epirota, who founded

his school ar Rome àbort 26 nc, put Virgil into the curriculum; he

became a classic during his orvn lifetime, and his text the subject of
scholarlv discussion u, ioo., as it could be questioned without fear of
authoritative rebuttal. \:irgiiian scholarship was soon a thriving
indusrry, and the problems lie in judging how much weight should be

given to scholars $'ith their own axes to grind.- like.Hyginus and

Probus,,, who supported their dubious emendations with even more

dubious -a.rrr..ipts 'er domo atque familia Vergilii' or'manu ipsius

correctus' - and iÀ sorting the grain from the chaff in scholiasts who

preserve much of value but blankly misunderstood what great poetry is

about.

L D.R.

17 Bischoff, Lorsch, 56. For anorher book which may have come from Gerward's library, see

JUSTINUS.lE For a recent and stimuÌating discussion of some of these problems see E. Courtney,'The
Formation of the Text ofVergil'. BICS 28 ( l98l), l3-29.

re Forarelreshinghsceptical View,seeG.P.Goold,HSCP74(1970), l6l-2;J.E.G.Zetze7,
ibid. 77 (19i3), 233 fL; on Probus in particular, Courtney,24 ff.
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