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De Gnomologio Vaticano inedito.

(Fortsetzung aus Jahrg. X, Heft 1.).

203) AnuoegBe'vne & pnTwWP TOV Oivov mapnTeito o0 Yuxne dvta
MO0, OAO  ewpoTog, o 1€ Euviéval OEUTEPOE N Kai Gueivwv pvn-
MOVEUE.

Cf. Liban. praef. in Demosthen. 4 p. 4, 16 sq. Kal pnv
OTI ye 0Vdwp Emetrideve Tivelv, Tva €ypnyopuiov UGAOV TopéXnTal
olavolav, amoev - Quoioyntal. De Demosthene aquae potore
ipsius auctoris testimonia extant: Or. VI 30 p. 73, 3 (quern locum
respiciunt Philostrat. Vit. Sophist. 1 18, 2 p. 508, Liban. vol. IV
p. 249, 33 R.; Plutarch. Vit. X Orat. VIII 69 p. 848 C vol. Il
p. 1033, 35, Athenaeus Il p. 44 E) et XIX 46 p. 355, 26; cf.
praeterea Pytheas apud Athen. Il p. 44 F, Hyperides ibid. X
p. 424 D, Demades apud Lucian. Demosth. Encom. 15; Plutarch.
Comp. Cic. cum Demosth. I 2 p. 886 D vol. Il p. 1058, 1 sq.
Quaest. Conviv. IX 2 p. 741 D vol. Il p. 905, 22, nepi Gekn-
gewe Mus. Rhen. vol. XXVII p. 526, Liban. Progymn. vol. 1V
p. 991, 16 sqg. (cl. p. 312, 7 R.), Nicol. Progymn. 1X 3 (Rhet.
Or.) vol. I p. 344 W.

204) 'O a0T0E EKWTTOUEVOE LTIO TIVOE OTI OIA EUIKpoAoyiae TOUTO

Tolel €imev «OM* eyw TAEioV €Aalov damave VUKTOE ol mivele 0ivou.«

Dicti acumen in narratiuncula nonnihil inflectitur, quam
ex Avristotelis (?) chriis Stob. Flor. XXIX 90 profert: Anuogbevne
epwTNOeiel «MWE TAE PNTOPIKNAE TEPIEYEVOUK; «TAEOVK €QN «EAQIOV
oivou damavieae«. Quae memoria recurrit apud Anton. 11 45 p. 118,

Adnotatio critica:

203) Anuoegbévoue in mg. Cod. | Vox pvnuoveve in lexicis deest.

204) ekwntopevoe Gmotevoe Cod. | Ad paraeneseos textum haec scripturae
varietas extat: épwtnBeic] épwtiBeie mapd avbpwnou TIvoe Marc. | j)r)TOpiaVat. 711
KekAEletal in Marc, glossa marginal! «kAeietal- €doZdedn explicatur | Ty dypu-
Tveiv-€'Aalov] TO aypumveiv Kal T6 ) Kataxpredat Tii) {imvw Kai év 1@ Avaliekey
éNalov MAéOV TOV oivwv (sic) Marc.
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14 sg., Maxim. 32 p. 621, 17 sqq.; Gnomic. Basil. 190 p. 169,
Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 214r n. 210; cod. Vat. Gr. 633 f. 121v
(0o autoe = Atoye'vne ') Diomed. Art. Grammat. 1 (Gramm. Lat. vol.l)
p. 310, 21 sq. K., Hieronym. c. Rufin. I 17 (Pair. Lat. vol. XXIII)
p. 430 A, turn in Byzantini hominis paraenesi, quam cod. Vat.
Gr. 711 f. 175r, 18 f. 52¥, Marcian. Cl. X n. 9 f. 123¥ exhibent:
AnuogBevne 0 pATWP £pwtnbeie mwe O OAlywv Kalpwv E€idAPwWY
AOywv €yeyOvel €0QWV Kal €T pnTopeia KeKAEIETaI AMeKPIBn o1 NT®
dypumveiv kai T® TAéOV 0ivwv O.VaMiEKEIV €AAIOVK 0UKOUV Kai €U,
0 vee, € BoUAel €0Oe yevéebal TO ypnyopeiv TMPOKPIVE TWV UTVWV
mAéov. — De ipsa sententia cf. Liban, praef. in Demosthen. 4
p. 4, 11 sg. PvnuOVEVLETOl OUTOUD — WE OUOE TOE VUKTAE EKABELDEV,
GMa dlenoveito mpde @we mepi Aoyove ell. Plutarch. Vit. X Orat.
VIl 69 p. 848 C vol. Il p. 1033, 33 sq.,, mepi Gekneewe Mus.
Rhen. vol. XXVII p. 526; Vit. Demosth. XI 4 p. 851 B vol. 11
p. 1016, 3, Praec. ger. reip. VII 4 p. 803 D vol. 11 p. 981, 14 sq.
— Bine Pytheae 0 kpdtoe Twv AnNPOEBEVIKOY Adywv Amoislv €@ai-
VETO TOU VUKTEPIVOU AUxvou (Lucian. Encom. Demosth. 15 cf.
Plutarch. Vit. Demosth. VIII 2 p. 849 D vol. Il p. 1014, 7,
Comp. Cic. cum Demosth. 1 2 p. 886 D ibid. p. 1058, 1, Praec.
ger. reip. VI 1 p. 804 E vol. 1l p. 980, 24, Aelian. V. H. VII
7, Liban, praef. in Demosthen. 4 p. 4, 13, Arsen, p. 189, 23 sq.).
205) ‘O autoe €pwinbeic Ti €Tl €UKOPAVINE EITTEV  nKaBnuepI-
VOE AWTOdUTNEX,

Anacharsidi cod. Pal. Gr. 297 f. 117¥ n. 35 inepte ad-

signat.
206) O al0TOe €Qn TOV KOAGKO TOUTO dlOQE'PElV TOU KOPOKOE, N

0 pev iwvtag, 0 Ot vekpole Eebiel.

== Anton. 1 52 p. 58, 38, Maxim. 11 p. 566, 35 sqq.,
Gnomic. Basil. 184 p. 168, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 203r n. 184,
Arsen, p. 189, 10 sq.; Flor. Mon. 185. — De Antisthene Laert.
Diog. VI 1, 4: «xpeittov €Aeye, kaBd @nenv 'Exkdtwv €v Toie Xpeiaie,
gie KOpakoe N €ie KOAOKOE €EWTEEEIV roi MEV yOop VEKPOUE, o'l O
iovtoe €ebiovev. Quam Hecatonis traditionem Stob. Flor. XIV

Adnotatio critical

205) épwtnbeie Ti] Tie Pal. | emev] €'on Pal. | kaBnuepvoi] pebupepvoe Pal.

206) n] ot Mon. Ant. Max. Bas. Pal. Ars. | Touto] TOUTW Max. in Vat.
Gr. 385, Bas. (sed cf. Heindorf. ad Platon. Theaetet. p. 178 E, Lobeck. ad Phry-
nich. p. 394), oltw Mon., sed To0T®W cod. Pal. Gr. 23. | In Epicteti sententia
Useneri coniecturam Tu@AOUVElV (pro TUPAQTTOVEV Vvid. Gnomol. Byzant. n. 179)
Maximi cod. Vat. Gr. 741 confirmat; éktugAouel Pal.-Vat. offert.
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17, Anton. 1 52 p. 58, 39 sq., Maxim, lip. 566, 38 sqg. secuntur,
contra secundum Athenaeum VI p. 254 C koAwe O Aloyevne €'Aeye
TOANO KpEITTOV eival ée KOpaKae OMENBEV 1 & KOMIKaAE, Ol ZWVTOE
€11 TOVe dyabove Twv Avopwv Koteebiovel. Ex alio fonte codicis
Pal. Gr. 297 f. 117r n. 21 notitia est hausta: ApietoteAne €'gn
Kpeiceov €ie kOpokae Eumeeeiv 1 €l KOMIKOE: «Ol Pev yap TAE edp-
Koe €ebiovelv, ol 6 TNV YuxAv Avpaivovtal, quo de apophthe-
gmate cf. sententia communis in Mvopikd Tiva Boisson. Anecd.
Gr. vol. Il p. 467, 8 sqqg. — Dictum ipsum imitando Georgius
Lapitha 1379 sqq. (Notices et Extraits vol. XII 2) p. 66 expres-
sit, respexit Palladas Anth. Pal. XI 323; cf. praeterea Epicteti
verba apud Anton. | 52 p. 58, 41 sg., Maxim. 11 p. 566,
9 sqg., Gnomic. Basil. 260 p. 178, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f.
226r n. 238, Arsen, p. 253, 7 sqq., quae tamquam locum
communem Flor. Pal.-Vat. 186, Par. (i, e. cod. Paris.
1168 f. 140r— 146v) 56, Bar. 162, Ottobon. 163 repetunt.

207) 'O aUtée pelpdkiov TapA TOTOV TMOAAG Anpolvtoe Kal WA
BOUAOUEVOU EIWTINENL NUEIPAKIOV« EIME NMEE, TOP' @ €'ladee AaAEDv,
TOPA TOUTOl EIWTAV 00K €'Hobee™;

= Anton. | 73 p. 74, 6 sq., Maxim. 20 in cod. Vat. Gr.
739 f. 117r (ante ultimum apophthegma); Anacharsidi effatum
cod. Pal. Gr. 297 f. 117 T n. 34 tribuit, Bianti Gnomic. Basil. 102
p. 158; cf. insuper quae de Aeschine Socratico Stob. Flor. XXXIV
10 refert.

208) ‘O auTOE EKUTOTOMOU TIVOE €V EKKANEIO TOPATTOVTOE NelipnKa
GANOV« €imeV  «YTodnuddnv«.

209) O altoe €imev uwe mep del ToVE TAEOVTAE TIVELUO BeEIOV
EMITNPElV, 0o0UTW Kol TOUE TOAITEUOMEVOUE KaIpov, TV ENBwEL, dTou
BovAovtai«. || i.2r

210) ‘O altoe OveldiEovtoe alTOV TIVOE KOl AEyovtoe' nueblwv
TapoAoAEie« €imeV neb de Olel e VAQOVTA TOPOAOAETV.

= Cod. Vind. Theol. CXLIX f. 307r. Ad Diogenem cod.
Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 216v refert.

Adnotatio critica:

207) motov] motou Cod. | TOAG AnpoUvTog] Anpouvioe TOAAGKIE Bas. |
UelpaKiov, eime] €on - pelpdkiov Bas. | 6 alTOe-€iMe] AVAXOPEIE HEIPOKIW TOAAG
Aadolvtl eime Pal. [ map’ ¢ — mopd ToUT®] TMap’ ou — map’ avtod Ant. Max. Bas.
map’ wv — mapd to0Twv Pal. | epabee] éuabe Pal., sed éuabee recte altero loco
I elwnav] 16 ewwmndv Bas.

210) Lemma AnpoegBévoue exhibet Cod. | a0Tov Tivog] aldTtrv TIivoe V av-
Tov ®e Cod. Tivoe Vat. | mapoAaAeie] mopainpeie Vat. | gine V | oiet (vel @ou)]
oiov Cod., V, Vat. | mapaAaAeiv] mopoAnpeiv Vat.
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211) ‘O altoe £'gnee totic VOUOUE dNUOKPATIOE VELPA.
= Vind. ibidem; cf. Diomed. Art. Grammat. vol. 1 p. 310,
20 K.: Marcus Porcius Cato dixit leges nervos esse civitatium
cl. Demostbem Or. XIX 283 p. 432, 10 sqg.
212) B) altée épwtnbeic umo Tvoe Ti poaAieTa (Tap’) dvBpw-
TOIE yNpPAeKel €ime-  «xAplE«.
Diogeni Cynico tribuunt J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. 11 12,
23 p. 185, Gnomic. Basil. 211 p. 171, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f.
184v n. 132; cf. praeterea notata ad n. 138.

213) O a0T0e €mi ek@opdv TOTE TOPAYEVOUEVOE QIAGPYUPOU
uoltoe” £'gn nZneoe AGPiwtov Piov £tépole dmoAéhoimey PBiove.
Demosthenem auctorem adgnoscunt Maxim. 12 p. 572,
43 sqg., Gnomic. Basil. 185 p. 168, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 206v
n. 185, Arsen, p. 189, 12 sg., Chiioni sententiam adsignant Vind.
158, Flor. Pal.-Vat. 296 (ubi X pro @ est restitutum), Flor. Leid.
251, Pliiloni Flor. Mon. 264, Diogeni cod. Pal. Gr. 297 f. 118!
n. 71, Ottobon. Gr. 192 f. 206r. Verba 6 @\dpyupoe Biov dfiw-
Tov Blweae £tépole Tov Piov KatéAmey tamquam locum communem
Boisson. Anecd. Gr. vol. 111 p. 469, 13 sqg. offerunt.

214) (O aUtée veWTEPOU TIVOE €LEIBOUE peV TNV oYLy, GEEAYOUE
de Tov TPOMOV, Aoldopoupévou alTw Kai AEyovtoe e, € €miene avTw
éUieelto OMO TwV TOAITQV, OMAYEATO av €Qn- néyw pev olv amnyda-
punv av, (i) €miene €ol OMO TV TMOMTWV EQINOOUNV™,

Adnotatio critica:

212) ‘O om. Cod. | UTé Tivoe om. Damasc. | épwtnBeie MO TIvog] €indvtoe
Tvoe Bas. Pal. | téyieta ap. Damasc. pro paAieta Meinekius ex Hirschigii con-
jectura edidit | map’ om. Cod.; habent Damasc. Bas. Pal., ubi ynpdekel map’ dv-
Bpwmnole legitur. Eodem modo in sententia communi ad n. 138 laudata mapd Max.
omittit: 1 xdpie e (om. Ottob.) o0dEv GAN0 év Piw TOPA Toie MOAAGiE TAXIETA
YNPAEKEL.

213) emi — @IAGpyvpou] BeoedpueVOE TIVO EKQEPOUEVOV QIAAPYUPOV Max.
Bas. Pal. 122 Ars. @IAapyupov idwv ék@epduevov V Pal.-Vat. Mon. Leid, idwv
QINApyupov €KQepopevoy Pal. 297 idwv @IAdpyupov Ottob. | oUtoe, €9n] £€9n-
oltoe omnes ceteri | ineae dBiwtov Biov] Biov dpiwtov neae V Pal.-Vat. Mon.
in cod. Pal. Gr. 23. Leid, Biov a&Biwtov Piweoe Max. Bas. Pal. 122. Ars.; Mon.
Pal. 297 Ottob. | ¢tépoig] €taipoie Cod. étépoue Pal. 122 | dmoAéhoimev] AMOAE-
Acwmey Cod. katoAéhoimev Pal.-Vat. Mon. in Pal. 23. Leid, katéAimev Max. Bas.
Pal. 122. Ars.; V; Mon. Pal. 297. Ottob.; ceterum praeter Cod. omnes testes verbum
in enuntiati fine conlocant.

214) vewtépou] véou Ant. | abTP] autol Ant. | e om. Ant. | pév olv] d¢
Ant. | i om. Cod. | Oné om. Ant. | Apud Caecil. Balb. verba modo adscripta fru-
stum ab ilio contextu prorsus alienum excipit, quode ad n. 299 agimus.
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Aristoteli Anton. 1 60 p. 65, 24 sqq. tribuit, sed nostri
Gnomologii auctoritatem Caecil. Balb. Monac. XXXIIl 1 p. 30
(Woelfflin) confirmat: cum quidam speciosus iuvenis Demostheni
dixisset: si me sic odissent homines tanquam te, suspendio perissem,
et ego, inquit, si me quemadmodum te amareni.

215) ‘O aUtée EENKOVTOETOVE TIVOE €IMOVTOE WNOETMWNOTE OUTWE

debevrieal €Qn- «OUBETWTOTE YAP £ENKOVIOETNE EYEVOUK,
= Cod. Vind. Theol. CXLIX f. 307 r.
216) ‘O a0Tée TOV TAOUEIOV Kai dmoideutov €@n TUXNE EUETOV
eiva
Monimo Stob. Flor. XCIIl 36 tribuit, Diogeni Arsen,
p. 209, 11, qui a Stobaeo sua mutuatus lemma Movigou oscitantia
quadam praetervidisse, Diogenis vero nomen ex sententia apo-
phthegmati nostro apud Stobaeum praemissa adsumpsisse putan-
dus est.

217) 'O a0toe €mavolvioe Tivoe KAfavdpov Kai Aéyovtoe Tl
€eTiv ayoBoe prAtwp, Umokpicel O Acimetal, €mev’ nduolde €Tt TaUTO
Tolgiv TOUTY, €1 TiE €mouvoin @péap, Aéyel O 0TI MOTIUOV 0dWP 00K
EXEIX.

= Cod. Vind. Theol. CXLIX f. 307r. — Cleander orator
prorsus ignotus est, temporis vero ratio praeter alia obstat, quo-
minus de Cleandro liistrione (Demosthen. Or. LVII 18 p. 1304, 8)
cogitetur. Ceterum plurimos minorum gentium oratores Demo-
sthenis temporibus vixisse constat (cf. e. gr. Westermann, Gesch.
d. griech. Beredsamkeit p. 93 sqg.), quamquam exaggerata
videntur, quae eadem de re Sopater (Rhet. Gr.) vol. V p. 8, 9
et Incertus ibid. vol. VIl p. 6, 14 W. referunt. — Quod ad
apophthegmatis sententiam pertinet, de Demosthene ipso etiamtum

Adnotatio critica:
215) éénkovta €tole V | oUTtwe] od V | éinkovtoétne Cod.
216) wpatov in mg. Cod. | Tov mAovglov kai amoaideutov] TOV mAoUTOV
Stob. Ars., sed Arsemi cod. Laurent, Tov mAoUglov offert | ipn] €inev Stob. et (ante
TOV TAoUTOV) Ars.

T
217) 1a0T0] a0TOv Cod. av TO V; opolde €Tt moleiv idem significat atque
Tolke moleiv, itaque omni mutatione apud Xenophont. Anabas. 11l 5, 13 (6uolol

neav BavudTewv) abstinendum | émanvoln—-Aéyel ()\l V)] in diversis modis coniunctis
non est quod offendamus cf. Xenoph. Cyrop. IV 2, 46; Isocr. Or. XIV 6 p. 297 E,
Lysias Or. XXVIII 3 p. 179, Plato Apol. p. 28 E, Phaed. p. 67 E, Euripid. Orest.
508 sqq.; adde Fr. Jacobs, Additam. animadverss. in Athenaeum (1809) p. 145 sqq.,
Baelir in Creuzeri Meletem. vol. 111 (1819) p. 49 sq.
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iuvene Andronicus histrio iudicium tulerat, e oi pev Aoyol KoAWE
gxoley, Agimol d¢ autw TA TAE Umokpicewe (Plutarch. Vit. X Orat.
Vili 17 p. 845 A vol. Il p. 1029, 41 sq.; cf. Phot. Biblioth.
Cod. 265 p. 493b 5 sq.), postea vero Demosthenes et primas et
secundas et tertias in rhetorica actioni tribuebat cf. Philodem.
Rhetor, ed. Gros (Paris. 1840) Col. XVI 3 sqg. p. 32, Longin.
Art. Rhet. (Rhet. Gr.) vol. I p. 311, 1sg. Sp. (vol. IX p. 568 W.),
Plutarch. 1. c. 8 18 p. 1029, 45 sqq., Phot. Biblioth. 1 c.
p. 493b 8 sqqg.; Cicero Orat. XVII 56, de Orat. Ili 56, 213,
Brut. XXXVIII 142, Valer. Maxim. Vili 10 Ext. 1, Quintilian.
X1 3, 6, C. Jul. Victor Art. Rhet. 24 (Rhet. Lat. Min. ed. Halm.)
p. 440, 32 sq., Auson. Profess. Il 19 p. 56 (Schenkl); Augustin.
Epist. CI. 1l n. 118, 1, 22 (Pati-, Lat. vol. XXXIII) p. 442; —
Theo Progymn. 5 (Rhet. Gr.) vol. Il p. 104, 32 Sp. (vol. I
p. 214 W.), Liban, praef. in Demosthen. 4 p. 3, 29, Rhet. anonym,
vol. VI p. 35 25 sg. W., Arsen, p. 189, 14 sqg.; Ps.-Augustin.
Prine. Rhet. 1 (Patr. Lat. vol. XXXII) p. 1440.

218) ‘O autoe epwtnbeic TMOIOV TWV AOYWV NywvieaTo HAAoV |

EITTEV N0V PET' elvoiae AKpodeavto (UAAAoOv) 'ABnvaiol«.

= Vind. 1 c.; de sententia cf. Demosthen. Or. XVIII 277
p. 318, 9 sg. Kaitol eywy 0P TAE TWV AEyOVTWV JdUVAPEWE TOUE
dkolovtae TO TAEiETOV PEPOE Kupioue OVTOE e yop av Ouele dmo-
O¢Enede kai mpae ekagtov €XNT elvoiog, oUTwe O Asywv €d0&E @pPO-
veiv. XIX 340 p. 450, 14 sqqg. oi pev Toivuv OANOL QUVAMEIE ETIIEL-
KE €ielv autdpkete, N O 100 Agyelv, av TG TOP' UPWV TWV GKOUOV-
TV Avtietr, dokomntetal. LX 14 p. 1393, 13 sqq. 11 0 Twv Adywv
nelB® e TwvV AKoudvtwy elbvoiae mpoedeital, Kai WETd TalTNE Jev
av, Kav peTpiwe pndr, OO6Eav fveyke Kai XAPIV TIPOETOIEL, OVEL OF
To0TNE, Kav OTMEPPAAN Tw AEYEV KOAWE, TPOEEETN TOIE OGKOUOUELV.
Hine saepissime Demosthenes in suis orationibus auditorum bene-
volentiam inplorat, quam consequi summum iudicat Or. XVIII
5 p. 227, 1L

219) 'O aUtde epwtnbeic MooV PEYIETOV dTAOV E€ime' NAOYOE«.

Sententiam apud multos auctores obviam tamguam De-

mosthenis apophthegma alibi laudari non memini; versum dmAov

Adnotatio critica:
218) epwtnbeie] €pwtwpevoe V | pdAdov altero loco om. Cod.
219) Anupoebévoue in mg. Cod. | vox omAov in rasura est reposita | Occasione

data versum 258 ex Menandri Monostichis (lexupotepov 0¢ Yy’ 0LdOV E€TI TOU
Aoyou) hoc modo in cod. Vatic. Gr. 915 f. 46' conceptum esse moneo: lexupdv
0008V £eTIV 00TWE (e AOYOE.
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PEYIETOV ecriv avBpwrole Aoyoe inter Menandri Monosticha cod.
Urbinas Gr. 95 f. 183v offert, nec dissimile est Aesopi dictum
apud Nicol. Sophist. Progymn. 3 (Rhet. Gr.) vol. Il p. 461,
11 sqqg. Sp. (vol. 11 p. 587 W.) et apud anonym. Aphthonii Com-
ment. vol. Il p. 19, 16 sq. W. Ceterum cf. Propert. 11l 21, 27:
Perseguitar aut studium linguae, Demostlienis arma, Petron. Sat.
5 p.9 Buechel. (ed. 3): Liber et ingentis quatiat Demosthenis arma.
220) ‘O alTtdée PEIPAKIOL tivoc AUTOV TPOKOAOUMEVOU eie PEAETNV
«MEIPAKIOV« £'Qn- SCOI JEV TOUTO €UKTOV £€TIV, €Ol O OIMWKTOV,
= Vind. L e
221) 'O autoée épwtnbeie Ti OuekoAwtatov év Pilw eime: nTo
ooV Gpe'sai«.

Eandem sententiam verbis paululuni inmutatis Demostheni
tribuunt Maxim. 6 p. 549, 8 sg. (in codd. Vat. Gr. 741. 385; ed.
Gesneriana et Combefisiana gnomis Aristotelicis intexunt), Gnomic.
Basil. 178 p. 167, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 195T n. 161; cod. Vat.
Gr. 742f. 66r, Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315r; Stob. Flor.
XLV 22, Arsen, p. 188, 31 sg.; cf. Demosthen. Epist. 111 6 p. 1481,
4 sg. TO Pev yap TV ApeEKEIV TOV ELPBOLAEDOVTA Kai TG KOG TPAT-
tovta aduvatov cl. Or. LXI 19 p. 1406, 29. — Festive Bio
Borysthenites (secundum Dion. Chrysostom. Or. LXVI vol. 11
p. 228, 10 sq. Dind.) dixit: pfi duvatov €ivonl toic TOANOIE PEEKELY,
el un mAaKoLVTO yevouevoy i Odelov.

222) 'O o0t6e GkoLeoe OTL uMG DIAimmou Aoldopeital  €lmev
NOMAVTO PE KOl TUMTETWK.

Socrati Flor. Mon. 250 et Maxim. 10 p. 563, 9 sqqg. ge-
mellum dictum adsignant, Diogeni cod. Ottobon. Gr. 192 f. 206T,
Avristoteli Laert. Diog. V 1, 18, cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 228r, cod.
Paris. 2720 f. 15r (et 1773 f. 231r) n. 14 apud Studemund.
(cf. ad n. 17) p. 5, Capienti’ anonymo Anton. Il 69 p. 134, 32.

Adnotatio critica:

220) coi] €0 V | oipwkTtdv dubitanter scripsi; oiktov V Bnktdv (pro Bntov?) Cod.

221) épwtnbeie — apéeat] éAeyev ott (om. Pal) 1O (om. Vat. 385) maewv
apéean (apéekelv Pal. dpéeov — sic — Bas.) duexepéetatov €€tiv Max. Bas. Pal.
éNeye TAVIWV €ivanl duexepéetatov (duexepéetepov Vat) 10 dpéeatl mdav Vat.
Lany. eine: mAvtwv €eTi dueXepPEETOTOV TO TIOAAOiE Gpéekely Stob. Ars.

222) anoévta)] dmovrata Cod. | dmayyeidavtoe Tivoe autw (a0TY Tivoe Mon.
Ottob.) o1t ,,6 (ou Ottob.) dewvd e Kakwe Aéyel (€en Mon.)* ,Kai TUMTETW e
épn (sime Mon.) «un mapovta“ Mon. Max. Ottob. dkoleoe dno Tivoe Aotdopeiedal
LOToVTa e €@n Kai poeTiyolTw Laert. dkoleag OMO TIvOe Aoldopeiebar (Ael-
dopeieban Paris.) €on - ,,amovta (pe add. Paris.) koi pastiyoOtw” Vat. Paris, €pn
00w TIE- ,,0 OV g ENOIDOPEL” O O £@n- ,uN TOPOVTO Kai TUTTETW ME™
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223) ‘O alt10e €lXepWE aUTW OPYUPIOV XPNEOVTOE TIVOE €i6’ dpwv
ToANoie ouTOV TO OOTO TOIOUVTO EITEV- NOUKETI COi €XW XAPIV VOEW
yap, o0 Kpigel To0TO TIOIEiE«.

= Vind. 1L ¢, Maxim. 25 in cod. Vat. Gr. 739 f. 132r.
Similem narratiunculam de Diogene Cynico fabula Aesop, n. 119
p. 61 (Halm) exhibet, de Platone Seneca de Benef. VI 18, 1 sq.
cf. praeterea quae de Platone Eustathius ad Homeri Odyss. 4,
401 p. 1503, 18 sqq. refert, de Stratonico Aelianus V. H. X1V 14.

224) ‘O autée dwv TOPA TOTAUOV HEIPAKIOV €UEIDEE KEKOEWN-
PEVOV TIPOTIEMTWKOE V0O20€ aUTO Kai €yeipae €1mev nou @ofn, R Tie
TOl €U0V METIEXIW €V 00pU TNEN;«

= Vind. L e.; rectius ad Diogenem Cynicum geminum
apopbthegma Laert. Diog. VI 2, 53 refert; ceterum cf. quae Com-
ment. in honorem O. Ribbeckii p. 357 sqg. disserui.

225) 'O o016 we Of yvwplhol EAeyov- «OUK GKOUOUEIV €ou 'ABn-
vaio €1mev AN alTika OkKoUsovTOl Kai €1wnav  BOUAOUEVOV  OUK
E0EOVEIVK.

= Vind. L e

226) ‘O a0TOe 00V KOKOV TOAQIETAY {aTPELOVTO »Vilvk EITEV
»e0pNKae PEBOdOV, Or* e TMOANOUE KOTABOAEIE.

— Flor. Mon. 184; cf. simillimum Diogenis Cynici effatum
apud Laert. Diog. VI 2, 62; consimili lusu etiam Martialis VIH
74 utitur.

Adnotatio critica:

223) apyULplov post TIvoe V conlocat | €0 dpwv] énei €éwpa Max. rectius
| autév om. V Vat. | etmev] e@n (post cot) Vat. | éxw xdpwv] xapwv exw Vat. |
oU0] kai ou rectius V Vat. | In Fabula Aesopica Diogenes portitorem, a quo trans
fluvium turgidum traiectus est, cum omnibus deinceps, quicumque adveneraut, via-
toribus idem officium praestare videi, hoc modo adloquitur: &AM\’ €'ywye OUKETI
coi XApIv éxw Emi Tw yeyovota O0pw yOap OTI ol Kpigel, AN vOey o0TO TOIELE
cf. Seneca de Benef. I 15, 6: non est beneficium, cui deest pars optima, datum
esse indicio.

224) €0e1dée KEKOEUNUEVOV TIPOTIEMTWKOE] €VEIOEE TIPOTIEMTWKOE KEKOEUN-
pévov Cod. Kekogpnuévov eLeldée Tpomentwkoe V | Tot] coi Cod. et V | elidovti]
€0d0vTI Cod. e0dovtl V | peTiexiw] MeT Tex0w V petappévl (ex Homeri II. 8,
95) Laert.

225) dkouvoueiv] dkoleovel V.

226) KOKOvV TMOAQIETAV [oTpelovTa] GBANTAV Kokwe ABnvaiove iotpelovta
Mon., ubi lectioni kokwe, qua admissa omne acumen périt, ex optima coniectura
KokOv substituit A. Nauckius, Mélanges Gréco-Romains vol. IV (1876) p. 229; cf.
praeterea Laert. Diog. 1 ¢. a@ur] TOAAIETV Oe0edpeVOE (OTPEVOVTO €@N- »TI
TOUTO; 1] Tva TOUE TOTE €€ VIKNEOVTOE VUV KATABAANE;“ | vuv om. Mon. | elpnkae
uéBodov] edpee 0d6v Mon.
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227) ‘O aUtée BopuBoUVIWV TOTE Twv OIKOETWV MPETO aAUTOLD
NRoTOM OUTr N Xpicic €€Tiv, €v 1] €lWMO eV || 6 KPIvOUEVOE, Agyouel O f, 22°
of dkaZovtee« ;

= Vind. L e

228) ‘O autée Onunyopreae MOTE Tap’ ABnvaiole AaUTPOE EMEITA
KaBicae Kai idwv £€avieTdpevov Anuddny €ITeV KAvietatal 1 Twv fue-
TEPWV AOYWV EQUPOK.

= Vind. L e.; secundum Plutarch. Vit. Phoc. V 3 p. 744 A
vol. Il p. 887, 44, Vit. Demosth. X 3 p. 850 D vol. Il p. 1015,
18, Praec. ger. reip. VII 10 p. 803 E vol. Il p. 981, 35 Demo-
sthenes Phocione ad orandum adsurgente submissa voce ad amicos
dicere solebat: | Twv éuwv Adywv Komie avietoatal, ad nostri vero
dicti similitudinem proprius Stobaei narratio Fior. XXXVII 34
accedit: AnuoegBévne ‘Aeywv TOTE €M’ €KKAneioe e €ide DPwKiwva
TOPIOVTO  EITIEV  NEPXETAl 1] TWV EUWV AOYWV €QuUPA [Kai Komig]."
oUTWE 00 TOEOUTOV O AOGYOE, 0gov O TPOTOE meibev dlvaTal.

229) O autde €'gn moAewe eival YPuxnvy TOOE VOUOUE nNWETEP
0e ewpa €TEPNBEV  YPuxAe TimTEl, OUTW Kai TMOAE PR OVTWVY VoWV
KOTOAVETON

= Vind. 1 e.; Stob. Flor. XLIII 140 (sk Twv ApPIETOTENOVE
Xpewwv), Maxim. 58 p. 667, 36 sqq., Gnomic. Basil. 194 p. 169,
Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 215v n. 214, Arsen, p. 188, 24 sqq. et
apud Apostot. XVIIlI 66 1. — Respicere videtur Sext. Empir,
adv. Mathem. Il 31 p. 681, 7 sqg. ol yap vopol mOAewv eiel €0v-
deepol, Kai We YPuxn ewpotoe EKQOAPeVTOE (corr. Kai We T6 MU Puxne
ék@Oapeiene) @Beipetal, o0TwW VOpwWvV AVOIPEBEVTWY  Kai ai TOAEIE
O1oMuvTal. — De loci sententia cf. Demosth. Or. XXV 20 p. 775,
26 sqqg., Cicero p. Cluent. LIl 146 cl. n. 427 infra. — E Dione

Adnotatio critica:

227) npeto] €ipeto Cod.

228) AnuoeBévoue in mg. Cod. | Apud Plut. Vit. Phoc. pro é*avietotot libri
ndpeetiv offerunt, quam scripturam equidem ipsi auctori non inputaverim. Certius
de Stobaei loco iudicare possumus: Meinekius quidem, Plutarchi procul dubio
memor, €pupa Kai seclusit, ego vero Kkai kotie a lectore semidocto e Plutarcho
adscriptum esse persuasum habeo eiusdemque farinae verba oiitwe ou etc. esse
existimo; ceterum hue frusta e Philodemi libro mepi ntopikne OMOPVNUOTIKOV
(Hercul. Vol. Collect, alt. vol. 11l — 1864 — f. 14) Col. | pertinere videntur cf.
Gomperz., Zeitschr. f. d. osterr. Gymnas. vol. XVI (1865) p. 819.

229) eival post Yuxnv V ponit | guxrv] v Yuxiv Stob. Max. | 6 — vo-
poue om. Apost. | €] yap rectius Stob. Max. Bas. Pal. Ars. utroque loco | ewpa]
10 ewpa Stob. Bas. Pal. Apost. | oiitwe V | moOAv-kataADeebon Bas. Pal. | koTtoAUe-
Tat] oUx tetotal Apost.
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Chrystom. Or. LXXV p. 645 sqg. M. (vol. Il p. 265 Dind.)
apophthegma nostrum originem traxisse falso Voemelius (ed.
Didot. p. 792) suspicatur cf. praeterea C. F. Hermann, Griech.
Staatsalterthumcr §. 51, 7.

230) 'O aUtde épwinbeic LMO tivoc tic PrTOPA <aOTOV)> Emoineev
EIMEV «T0 "Abnvaiwv Prjuo«.

Demadi recte Stob. Flor. XXIX 91 (= J. Datnasc. Exc.
Flor. 11 13, 157 p. 228) et Arsen, p. 190, 29 sqg. tribuunt, De-
monacti Maxim. 17 p. 587, 32 sqqg. adsignat, sed Demadis nomine
lemma diserte insignitili- in codd. Vat. Gr. 741 et 385. E codice
Bodleiano Clark. 11 f. 63 Cramerus dictum auctoris nomine
destitutum Anecd. Oxon. vol. IV p. 253, 22 sqqg. protulit cf.
insuper Philodem. mepi pnrtopikre UMopvnuoTiKOy (vid. ad n. 228)
Col. V. Anuddnv a(y)ov(ta) tole €0uTw TAPARAAEIV EBEAOVTOE ETi
Tov J1ddokaioy, TOUT €€Tv TO(V) ONu(o)v.

231) O alT6e TPOTPEMOUEVOE TOTE 'ABnvaiove KAKEVWY Opun-
€QVTWY PoAeiv oautdv Aibote »BaMete« €pn-  »0 ABnvaiol KpeITtov
yap €€Tl mop' VMWV AmoAéeBal | pER’ vpwv«,

Secundum Plutarch. Vit. Nic. XXII 3 p. 538 A vol. 11
613, 3 sqq. Leo Byzantius eine mpde tole €owtol TOAITOE »Bou-
Aopal paAAov 0@’ v N PED’ vpwv dmobavelv«.

232) 'O o0t0e Beoedpevoe Tva TAgiova Trje olgioe TOIOVPEVOV
@povtida *umep Tole Liole epn- »eb pol JoKele, @ olTog, W TNV
oleiav eBEAeV Toie vioie katoMmeiv, GAAO TO TEKva T OUEio.

233) Anudadne 0 prTWP METAKOAOUVIWV 0OOTOV TIVWV OmO TOU
TOAITEDEEDON  KOi KEAELOVTWY YEWPYEIV EITIEV  »QIPETOTEPOV oI €T
ETIYMNV TOu PAMOTOE yeWpPYEV N OAnV TNV "ATUKAV.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 216T.

234) 'O a0tde épwtndeic LTO TIvoe BouAopévou TNV BuyaTépa aUTOD
f. 23rynuoL €i KOAN €ETIV || »WE MEV EPWUEVN« EIMIEV  »QigXPd, KE OE yuvn
KOAN«.

Adnotatio critica:

230) autév om. Cod. | épwtnBeic Tie a0TOD S1BAEKANOE YEYOVWE €l »TO
TV 'ABNVaiwv €pn «BAua“, éueaivev (Ekeaivwv Cram.) ott 1 d1d twv (om.
Ars.) TIPOYUOTWY eUTEIpia KPeiTTwy (Kpeittw Cram.) TAENE €0QIETIKNAE O1da-
ekohioe €etiv Stob. Max. Cram. Ars., ubi verba éugaivwv — éetiv a magistello
male sedalo adnexa esse nemo non videt.

232) Omép ToLe Uioug] expecto: 1 (UMEP) TWV LIKV. Lectioni traditae tan-
tummodo voce mAegiova seclusa patrocinari possis, nec tarnen sine sincerae Grae-
citatis detrimento cf. Evang. Matth. 10, 37 | €0] coi Cod.

233) Anpddou in mg. Cod. | autdv] autov (post moAitebeeBar) Vat.
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235) ‘O altdée Ynoiopa ypdyoe Topdvouov Kal EVBUVOUEVOE UTIO
AUKOUPYOU €PWTAENVTIOE QUTOV eKeivou €1, OTE €'ypagey TO YNQIEUT,
OUK £€VEPAEMEY €lE TOUE VOHOUE, «OUK EVEPAETIOVK EQNEEV  NEMEEKOTEL
yap o0touve T@ MaKedovwy OTAQ."

= Cod. Vind. Theol. CXL1X f. 307r. — Demadis responsum
ex Hyperidis oratione contra Aristogitonem (cf. Plutarch. Vit. X
Orat. I1X 9 p. 849 A vol. Il p. 1034, 21 sg., Phot. Biblioth. Cod.
266 p. 495b 38; Rutil. Lup. de fig. 1 19) adsumptum esse bene
Dilesius exposuit Mus. Rhen. vol. XXIX (1874) p. 109, ubi et
nostrum apophthegma et quae secuntur Anuddeia e cod. Vind.
protraxit. — Ceterum cf. C. Marii dictum apud Valer. Maxim.
V 2, 8, Plutarch. Vit. Mar. 28 p. 421 E vol. | p. 503, 8 sg., Reg.
et imp. apophth. p. 202 C vol. I p. 245 n. 5.

236) ‘O aUtée 00 BeAdvtwv ’ABnvaiwy TIHAY 'ANEEaVOpPOV KE
Bedv udEdIa”, @neiv, u(w)avdpee, ULMEP UOPWV, PR TOU oupavol @Bo-
voovtee ANeEAVIpw TNV ynv deaipedite O avTol*

— Vind. 1 c.: cf. Valer. Maxim. VII 2 Ext. 3 Demadis quo-
que dictum sapiens: nolentibus enim Atheniensibus divinos honores
Alexandra decernere, videte, inquit, ne dum caelum custoditis terram

amittatis. Adde praeterea quae de Demosthene Dinarch. Or. | 94
refert.

237) ‘O autde £mei €NoIdopeito UMO TIVOE VeOVieKOU TA OiEXIETO

»EQViEKE« EQN- »f YAWTTA €0V OUK €V TW ETOHOTI KAONTON, GAN emi
oiKApaTOoE."

= Vind. 1 c.

Adnotatio critica:
235) dypage V.

236) Anuddou in mg. Cod. | @ om. Cod. [ Gvdpee] dvdpee *Abnvaiot Usener ap.
Dilesium | umép Op@v] om. V umép Auwv Cod. | pr To0 oupavol] we Pr) Tov obpavol
V uiRt’obpavol Cod. |@Bovoiliviee]pBovoivtoey, quipergit: aAe£Avdpw TabTNV (non

T
ETAVIWV) N T00 daipednte Kai O autol, qua scriptura aliam lectionem innui
in propatulo est. Usener AA€idvdpw TA& vuv, €iT autoi aeoipedrite Ta O 00-
pavév eliciebat, mihi Tadtnv 4 ad tadtnVv TV ynv ducere videtur, ex compen-
T
diosa vero scriptura to0 nihil nisi To0TW (i. e. TAOTN) sive (emi) TOOTY extundi
potest.

237) yAweea V | etopatr) €tépoTt eov V male.
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238) 'O a0TOe AnuogBévny duotov £'gn eival toie XeAldoel »kai
yap ékelval oUTe KoBeudelv €Welv 00d' Eyeipely duvavtal-« [Kai Anuo-
€bévne oUTe nevxiav dyev o o0TE OEIOV TNE TTOAEWE 0UOEV EMIBAAAETO].

= Vind. L c.; cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 216T. Apophthegmatis
sententiam optime explanavit Gomperzius., Sitzungsber. d. Wiener
Akad. d. Wissensch., pbil.-hist. CI. vol. LXXXII11 (1876) p. 575 sq.

239) (O> autée BopuPoluevoe UTO TOU dAPOU »W dNpE« QNEi:

))Ud)\)\OV oe 6(]}.1[8«.
= Vind. I c.

240) O alOt6e eime TV Emmipnelv Toie AvBpmmole  EPYuyov
MOETIYO.

— Vind. I. ¢, cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 216T.

241) 'O a0T0e Mépwv TOTE Kpiclv €v movdokeiy ULPplepévoe pdp-
TUPOE TIPOEPEPETO TOUE TIOVOOKENE, TWV OE KPIVOVTIWV OUK GEloTieTouE

Adnotatio critical

238) eon cival] eival €pn Vat. épnee V | o0d' éyeipelv] 00dE ypnyopeiv
Cod. olte ypnyopeiv V Vat.; de olte-008¢ cf. d’Orvillius ad Charit, p. 641 sg.,
Schaefer ad Dionys. C. V. p. 36. 299 sq., Boisson. ad Philostr. Her. p. 513, Stall-
baum. ad Plat. Apol. p. 19 D, Kuehner ad Xenoph. Memor. Il 2, 5 et Cyrop. IV
7, 11. — o0t éypnyopéval (voce dUvatoal proscripta) leniorem medelam esse
Gomperzius existimat; attamen non librarii mendum, sed correctoris insciti inter-
polatio est adgnoscenda, qui verborum o0d' éyeipetv d0vatal sensum reeonditiorem
non perspexerit, sententiam vero earn, quam Dilesius sine suspicionis umbra nostro
loco inesse putarat, requisiverit. Accedit quod additamentum oUte 4Siov TAE MOAEWE
o0dév EmBAAAeTal tantummodo ad oudé ypnyopeiv duvavtal quadrat, unde simul
verba uncis inclusa ab eodem homunculo ad coniecturam suam explicandam adiecta
esse elucet magisque casu quam ratione in textum inrepsisse intellegitur; ac revera
eorum nec vola nee vestigium in Vat. extat | Trje TOAewe 00dEV] 00VBEV THE TOAEWE
V | émiBdAetan] émiBdAieeban coni. Gomperz., sed cf. quae supra notavimus.

239) ‘O otn. Cod. | @newv V | on dAuie] e dn cum lacuna Cod., unde Dilesii
coniectura apophthegmati nostro oida ydp 3Tt KTA. ex n. 243 subiungentis quodam-
modo comprobatur; scrupuli tarnen restant, praesertim cum apophthegmatum
243. 246 verba non reete conligari videantur.

K
241) mavdokeiP] mavdoxeia) V mavdoxeiw Vat. | 0Bpiepévoe] ORplepévou Cod.
V Kat OBpiebete Vat.; verba tradita haudquaquam significare possunt, accusationem
violati loco a Demade susceptam esse cf. praeterea Philogel.. e0tpdmelos év
BoAaveiw UTO TIVOE LPRPIEDBEIE PAPTUPAE TTpoeEPeEPe TOUE TaPAXVUTAE: TOU ¢ AvTI-
dikou amoBaAAopévou We PR Ovtae GElomieTove €pn” i Pév v Tw OoLPEiw TITW
0Bpiedny, mpoenyayov av pdptupoae Tole mepi Mevédaov Kai ‘Odueeéa Kai Alo-
pAdNV év 3 ta) BoAavein Tre Bpewe yevopévne avdykn ToLe TApPOXOTAE TO
npaxBév PaAov  €idéval | mpoepépeTo] TpoEpepe V | mavdokéae] mavdoxéae Vat.
| Tol00T0€] TO100TO Cod. | émeTeréedn] EteAéedn Vat. | doupeiw] doupiw V | OPpiee],
seil, 0 @eOywv, sed scribendum videtur OBpiedny | Opiv &v] av Guiv V | Aloundnv
bis Vat. ponit.
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gival QaekOVTwY NTololToE yap« @nei «kai || 3 TOMOE v, €&V @ i LPpIEI. 23’
éneteréedn. €i de év Tw doupeiy Tnmw UPpiee, TOUE dpleteie OYiv av
TOPELXOUNY HdpTupae Mevéhaov Kat Atopndnv kol ‘Odueeéa.
— Vind. 1 c. Adpositissime Dilesius confert Philogel. n. 149
p. 34 (Eberhard).

242) 'O a0T6e £pwtnBeie LMO TIvoE Ti €I TEMOINKWE TG €K Ma-
Kedoviae xprjpata  dvaBaiopevoe Kol €mdeiae TAV TE Koliov Kai Té
atdoia €'gn: «Ti 0ov TOUTOIE «(IKOVOV YEVOITO);«

= Vind. L c.; cf. Ps.-Plutarch. mepi deknieewe Mus. Rhen,
vol. XXVII p. 527: Denn er sammelte viel Geld aus seiner
Fuhrerschaft im Staate an und gab es fir seine Luste aus; und
als er von Jemand gefragt ward, wohin alles das Geld gekommen
sei, zeigte er auf seinen Bauch und sagte: «diesem genlgt nichts”
cl. Plutarch. de eupid. divit. 5 p. 525 C vol. |1 p. 635, 48 sq.

243) 'O a0TOe duenuepv £mi TIVOE dnunyopiae «oida«, @neiv,
«OTl 00d¢éva Uuegie éerticate, dv OUK AMEKOPOTEX.

= Vind. 1 c.; cf. ad n. 239. Verbis & alutoe—onunyopiae
Dilesius ex n. 246 ¢'gn—akpootou adnectit, quae ratio haud pau-
lum offendit.

244) (0 aUtoe OveldiZopevoe Kb OTI éva povov Lidv  €'Bpeev
EIMEV «€va KPEITTOV £ETI TPINPAPXNV N OEKA KWTNAGTAE KOTOAITEV.

= Vind. L c.

245) 'O a0T6e €'¢n- «wemep 1O TE EAEVNE KAMOE £m’ dmwAeia
TWV NPWWV €YEVETO, 00TW Koi AnuogBévoue €v Tw Afyelv dUvaple €T
dnwAeio e ‘EANGS0E nOERON«.

= Vind 1. c.; cf. praeterea Demadis fr. 3 (Oratt. Att. vol. II)
p. 315 (Sauppe) et fr. 25 apud H. Hauptium Herrn, vol. XIII
p. 491.

246) 'O al0Toe €'gn, wemep AywvIEToL Yiveebal duenuepiav, oiitw

Kai GKpoaTou.
= Vind. L c.; cf. ad n. 243.

Adnotatio critiea:

242) Lemma Anuadou offert Cod. | épwtnbeie] épwtmpevoe V | dvapoao-
pevoe] odlavaBairopevoe Cod. V; corr. Dilesius Herrn, vol. XIIl (1878) p. 9; cf.
Aristoph. Eccles. 97 avaBoAopévn OciHele tov ®oppiciov cl. Plutarch. Lacaen.
Apophth. p. 241 B vol. I p. 298, 21 dvaevpopévn Kai émideiioea avutole TV Kol-
Alav, ubi AV Kothiav citra necessitatem editor cancellis saepsit | Ikavév yévoito
om. Cod., sed vacuum spatium relinquitur.

244) koBoT1 V | Tpinpdpxnv] tpinpapxeiv Cod.

245) €@n] €pneev V | Anpoegbévoue] 1 (recte) Tou Anuoebévoue V | nOERGN]
noroven V.

Wien. Stud. X. 1888. 15
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247) 'O alt0e €v eKKAneia BPOOVPEVOE EITTEV NOUK EUE EKWAUENTE
Aéyely, GAN' €auTolE GKOUEIV,
= Vind L c.
248) Anuokpdtne 6 TToppneldeTie £€pWTAEAVIOE [NMOTE  QOTOV]
f. 24' dINimmou Ti av mowwv xopiioito ABnvaiole eimev namayEAauEVoE.” ||

— Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 217 — Democratis persona
priusquam e tenebrie in lucem evocetur, repagula quaedam sunt
perfringenda. Ac primum quidem Seneca gravius iudicium subeat
necesse est, qui Dial. VV de ira 11l 22 aliquot exemplis ad Anti-
goni Cyclopis humanitatem atque clement.iam comprobandam pro-
positis hoc modo c¢. 23 pergit: huius nepos fuit Alexander, qui
lanceam in convivas suos torquébat, qui ex dudbus amicis, quos
paulo ante (scil. ¢. 17) retuli, alterum ferae obiecit, alterum sibi;
ex his duobus tamen qui leoni obiectus est vixit. Non liabuit hoc
avitum Ule vitium, ne paternum quidem; nani si qua alia in
Philippo virtus, fuit et contumeliarum patientia, ingens instrumen-
tum ad tutelam regni. Demochares ad ilium, Parrhesiastes ob ni-
miarn et procacem linguam adpellatus, inter alios Atheniensium
legatos venerai. Audita benique legatione Philippus ,,dicite” inquit
,»mihi, facere quid possivi, quod sit Atheniensibus gratum®; excepit
Demochares et ,,te" inquit ,,suspendere®. Errorum nodum, quibus
inplicitus Seneca Alexandrum Magnum Antigoni nepotem fecerat,
solvere non magni est negotii, quamvis post Eckhelium Doctr.
numm. vett. voi. 11 (1794) p. 117 etDroysenus Gescb. d. Hellenism.
vol. 11 2 p. 249, 2 (ed. 2) et Gertzius, novissimus Senecae editor,
frustra operam consumpserint: manifesto enim Philippus Antigoni
Cyclopis filius cum Philippo Alexandri Magni patre est confusus.
Haec quidem de Seneca; nunc rem in iudicium vocemus: Droy-
senus Zeitschr. f. d. A.-W. 1836 p. 165 et L c. ex hoc ipso Se-
necae loco Democharem cum aliis legatis ab Atheniensibus ad
Philippum 111, qui Cassandro mortuo (01. 120, 4; 297) per quat-
tuor menses regnavit, missum esse conclusiti at enim in decreto,
qguo Demochares mortuus a populo Atheniensi est honoratus (cf.
Plutarch. Vit. X Orai. p. 752 C sqg. vol. 1l p. 1037, 21 sqq.),
Democharis ad Philippum legati nulla fit mentio, cum diserte
(p. 1037, 40) legatio ad Antipatrum, qui Philippo successit,
suscepta commemoretur, unde non sine ratione Ruhnkenius ad

Adnotatio critica:

248) moté alTov om. Vat.; saepius omnino mOTE in apophthegmatum con-
lectionibus inseritur, ubi molestum aut certe otiosum est cf. e. gr. n. 251.
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Rutil. Lup. de fig. 1 2 p. 88 sq. (Frotscher) Philippum memoriae
lapsu apud Senecam pro Antipatro positum esse statuit. Sed
qguamvis etiam Democharem linguae acerbe liberae fuisse eonstet
(cf. Polyb. XII 13, 8, Aelian. V. H. 111 7 VIII 12), illis tempo-
ribus, quibus a iuvenilibus Macedoniae regibus haudquaquam grave
Atheniensibus periculum instabat, si cum Senecae interpretibus
dictum adsignatur potius scurrile quam audax videri potest.
Contra in Philippi 1l tempora responsum egregie quadrat, quibus
universa Graecia concussa erat; ac de Philippo, Alexandri Magni
patre, ipse Seneca loquitur. Itaque nihil obstat, quominus Démo-
crates, vir et linqua promptus et libertatis amicus ardentissimus,
tffati auctor habeatur. Qua ratione adscita novo sane errore Se-
neca inplicatur, sed omnino temporum notas ab auctore isto inscio
atque rudi susque deque habitas esse inter omnes constat; ceterum
etiam a librariis Democratem cum Demochare confundi potuisse
Maxim. 31 p. 619, 29 probat, ubi Hevoxaptc 6 (piXdcogpoc pro
HevoKpaTqc 6 gnXococpoc prave legitur, cuius vitii codices nostri
Vat. Gr. 741 et 385 non inmunes sunt, nisi quod ille in lemmate
distincte pro Hevoxapiboc scripturam HevoKpétrqc offert. — Accedit
quod etiam in apophthegmate n. 251 sylloges nostrae memoria
legationis a Démocrate administratae extat: Democriti enim nomen,
quod in Maximum (et Arsenium) inrepsit, e communi confusione
(cf. quae dixi in 'Wiener Studien’ vol. VIII p. 241 n. 18) est
ortum, Gnomologii vero Basileensis (et Palatini) scripturam, quae
itidem e compendio male intelleeto émanasse videtur (cf. ad n. 50)
refutare non refert, cum Demosthenem coram Philippo potius
metu confectum sermone excidisse quam praesenti animo usum
esse sciamus cf. Aeschin. Or. Il 34 p. 32 sq., Aelian V. H.
VIl 12, Philostr. Vit. Sophist. 1 18, 2 Il 1, 36; 32, 2, Longin.
(RIiet. Gr.) vol. I p. 314, 31 sqg. Sp. (vol. IX p. 572 W.), Gell.
N. A. VIII 9. Quae cum ita sint, etiam loci Demosthenici a
plerisque viris doetis inpugnati (Or. XVIII 29 p. 235, 1 sq.)
patrocinium suscipi posse videtur, ubi Démocrates Sophili filius
(cf. § 187 p. 291, 7) Phlyensis inter alios ad Philippum legatos
enumeratur. Ad nostrum Democratem praeterea optime Curtii
Rufi verba (VI 15) de legatis quadrant, qui ad Dareum missi
una cum militibus in Alexandri Magni manus inciderunt: Diu
cunctantes plerisque consilia variantibus tandem venturos se polli-
centur. At Démocrates Atheniensis, qui maxime Macédomm opibus
semper obstiterat, desperata venia gladio se transfigit. Quae narratio
cum ad annum 330 a. Chr. spectet (cf. Droysenus Gescb. d. Hel-

lo*
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lenism. vol. 12 p. 386), iam videndum, quomodo apophthegma
n. 252 illi temporum rationi conciliari possit. Aristogito quidem
non multo post pugnam Chaeroneae commissam et Hyperidem
accusavit (cf. Sauppius Orat. Att. vol. Il p. 280) et Demosthenem
causis lacessebat (cf. Demosthen. Or. XXV 37 p. 781, 6) eumque
iam illo tempore pro populi custode (Demosthen. Or. XXV 40
p. 782, 6) se gessisse fragmentum orationis contra Hyperidem
habitae (111 1 p. 310 Sauppe) probat: oi ydp £miBouAevoviee
dnuokpatiol rjevyxioe pev oiiene katd TV TMOAIV Kal Tou dfuou Gbo-
PUBWE Kal GEQPOAWE TOAITEUOMEVOU avayKalovtal Hndév mapaiveiv
AN émakoAouBeiv toie vopole. — Pytheae autem mentio scrupulum
qguendam inicere videtur, cum in annum 333 a. Chr. cadant quae
de Phocione Plutarch. Vit. Phoc. XXI 2 p. 751 A vol. Il p. 895,
53 sqq. refert: mpde de TTubéav APXOUEVOV TOTE TIPWTOV €V-
Tuyxavelv Abnvaiole, n7dn de AdAov kat Bpaglv, 100 ElWTNEEIE™,
£'on, nkal TalTa VEMVNTOE (v T® dNUY*; Attamen iam antea Pytheam
in solem et pulverem processisse inde conligi potest, quod eundem
aliquot annis ante annum 333 ferociter a factione Macedonica
petitum (Demosthen. Epist. 111 7 p. 1481, 13) atque adeo pere-
grinitatis accusatum esse (ibid. p. 1481, 18 cl. Sauppio Orat. Att.
vol. 1l p. 327) nobis est proditum. Quam ad causam manifesto illud
vewvntoe in Phocionis dicto adludit; eadem vero voce Plutarchus
inpulsus esse videtur, ut ex suo minus adcurate verba Gpxouevov
TOTE IPWTOV EVTuyXavely Abnvaiole adderet. Simile peccatum etiam
in alia narratiuncula Plutarcho est exprobrandum Reg. et imp.
apophth. 187 F vol. | 225,24 sqq. (cf. praetereaPraec. ger. reip. VII
6p.804Bvol.l1l p.982,3sqq.): Mubéae €'T1 PEIPAKIOV OV TIAPAAOEY
dvtepav Tole Tmepi AAeEdvdpou ypagoue'vole Pneiepasy gimdvioe
Oe TIVOE' «gu VEOE (v TOApOE Aéyely TEpi TNAIKOUTWV«; nKai pAv
ANEEaVOpoE”, €imev, TV Yneifeebe Bedv, éUoll venTepOE €eTi«. Res
enim ipsa cum ad annum 324 pertineat, vir Alexandro Magno
annis maior nonnisi inepte peipakiov adpellatur (cf. Lobeck. ad
Phrynich. p. 212 sq.); alia vero ratio apud Polyb. Il 68, 2 et
Plutarch. Vit. Philopoem. VI 9. p. 359 D vol. | p. 429, 34 inter-
cede, ubi Philopoemen tricenarius per convicium ita vocatur cf.
etiam Plutarch, an seni Il 1 p. 784 C vol. Il p. 958, 14. —
Quodsi haec recte disputata sunt, Pytheae natalem satis longo
intervallo ab anno 356 remotum esse ac sine haesitatione ad
annum fere 366 reici posse elucet. Apophthegma autem 252 in
idem fere tempus incidere videtur, quo Pytheas iudicio victo
civitatem est consecutus: tunc enim et Aristogito quam maxime
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KOwv tou dApou (Demosthen. Or. XXV 40 p. 782, 6) esse et
haberi volebat et Pytheas nonnisi simiae partes ab Atheniensibus
nutritae (Dinarch.,, VI fr. 2 p. 327 sqg. Sauppe) sustinebat; itaque
non sine iusta causa Democrates, cum duumviros dissolutos viris
gravibus atque omni laude dignis ab Atheniensibus praeferri
videret, et inprobos popularis aurae captatores et cives ipsos
vocis liberiate perstrinxit. Eandem vero linguam inmodice libe-
ram omnia quae ad Democratem auctorem referuntur dicteria
produnt cf. Aristotel. Rhet. 111 4 p. 1407a 7 sqg.’ Plutarch. Praec.
ger. reip. VII 7 p. 803 E vol. Il p. 981, 23 sqgqg. (Stob. Flor.
XXI1 43); ibid. 8§ 8 p. 981, 25 sqg.; Stob. Flor. XIII 30;
Caecil. Balb. Monac. XXXIA 1 p. 31 Woelfflin.

249) ‘O altdée Mpde tolic TUKVWE Eykwuldiovtae ®iAmmov nou

naleeede« gime nbvntol eOUATOE OBAVOTOl KONIKEE OVTEE;«

250) O autée Ttoue mAoueiove Kai AmoudelTovE TAPOMANEiOUE
gQneev €ival Toie Kploie Tole €mmoOKole, ARV OTI EKEiVOUE Pev oi Kou-
peie, ToUTouE OE Oi EUKOPAVTOIN KEIPOUEL.

Cf. ad n. 484 infra.

251) 'O o0t6e moté dmoctaieie mopd ABnvaiwv mpde PiAimmov
Katd TipeePeiav petd mappneioe alTw @UIAel Tou 0¢ PIAIMMOU €ImoOV-
TOE- «0U QOPBH), YN TNV KEQPOANV €0V TPOETALW O,QEAEiV;« ,,00 QOPBOOHAIK
gimev nédv yap €0 pou TOOTNV A@EANE, N TOTpie pol avTAV abdavatov
avabneei.

Democrito Maxim. 31 p. 619, 36 sqq. et Arsen, p. 191,
27 sqg. adsignant, Demostheni Gnomic. Basil. 188 p. 168 sg. et
Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f 213r n. 208 tribuunt; cf. ad n. 248.

252) 'O altée Beswpwv TOUE TEPI Apletoyeitova Kai TTuBeav
movnpole AvOPMTOVE UTO TOU OOV TPOOYOUEVOUE NOUK OigxOveede,«
eneiv, nw 'ABnvaiol, koBdmep oi opviBee TA KOMPIG gie TO pEEov
ENKOVTEE;

Adnotatio critica:

250) Alterum vocis émimokoe exemplum extat Begg. 1V 3, 4 ékatov XIAIGdaE
Kplwv €mmoékwy, ubi seripturam emi mOkwv reiectaneam, ut puto, Tischendorfius
reeepit.

251) Anuokpdatoue in mg. Cod. | 6 a0ToE — €imev] Anuokpitou mpeePeliov-
TOE TOTE UMéP "ABnvaiwv mpae dikimnov Kai nmarifneia dloAsyopévou 6 diMimmos
rolu @ofr; (ool Max., nec tarnen in meis codd.), Y TV KEQOANV €ov“ &pn
NmpoeTdiny apaipedrval”; ,,06 @neiv Max. Ars. 6 altée (seil. Anpoebévne) moté
npeeebwv OMEP "Abnvaiwv mpde PiMimmov Kai maprneia dloAeyopuevos 6 DiAim-
mog- ,,00 OB, U TAV KEPAANV €0V TPOETOUW AQaIPedVai*; @nei(v) ,,00 Bas.
Pal | pou] pot Bas. Pal. | poi] pou Cod.
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253) Anuntploe 6 ®aAnpede €'¢n, we oi (Bupoi kaBdamep o> Kvee
TUQPAG TiKTOUEI TG KpITAPIQ.

Ad Plutarchum Anton. 1l 53 p. 121, 36, Maxim. 19
p. 593, 30 sq., Mel. Aug. XXXIV 5, cod. Vat. Gr. 743 f. 48r,
Apostol. XII 53h referunt, ut locum communem Flor. Pal.-Vat.
196, Bar. 220, Ottobon. 221, Nilus de octo vitiis (Patr. Gr. vol.
LXXIX) p. 1453 C exhibent.

254) 'O outde eUXOuEVOUE Mev e@n deiv aiteiebal TG péyieTa
TwvV ayabwv, BouAeuopévoue O€ €nteiv duvatd.

Locum nostrum ante oculos Aristides habuit Or. XXX
vol. | p. 578, 16 sqg. Dind.: 0g1 3¢ €0XOMEVOUE peV TA WEYIETO Kal TG
NOIETA QiTElV ToVE BeolE, PBOUAELOUEVOUE O TA GEQOAEETATO €K TWV
TOPOVTIWY aipeiedal.

255) O autoe £'¢n Oeiv TOUE KOADE OyOUEVOUE TWV VEOVIEKWY

f. 24v aideieBon év pev tale oikiole tove yoveie, év 8¢ taie 6doie || Tove Amav-
TWvToe, év 8¢ Taie épnuiate €autove.

= Laert. Diog. V 5, 82; Maxim. 3 p. 540, 10 sqg., cod.
Barberin. Gr. HI 8 f. 186v, Arsen, p. 188, 13 sqq.; cod. Valli-
cellan. F 58 f. 187r. Respicit Clemens Alexandr. Paedag. Ill 5
p. 273, 24 sqg.: or'kol Yév o0V ToUE yoveie kal ToUE OikéToe QIdEi-
ebal xpn, év 0¢ Tdie 0dofe ToLE amavIVIOE, €v O¢ Toie Aoutpoie
TOE yuvaikoe, v O¢ Tdie Epnuicie €autole, TAVIOXOUL O Tov Adyov,
0€ £€TL movtayov.

Adnotatio critical

253) Lemma Anuntpiou offert Cod. | ®aAipele Cod. | epn e om. ceteri
sententiae testes | Bupoi koBdmep oi om. Cod. | oi Bupoi] oi Bupikoi Apost. non
male, oi Tw Bupw vikwpevol Pal.-Vat. Bar. oi Twv Bupcv vikopevol mendose
Ottob. | oi KOvee] ai kOvee Ant. Max. in eodd. Vat. Gr. 741 et 385. Aug. Apost.
KOvee Pal.-Vat. Bar. Ottob. | Ta kpitripla] éykAfpata Ant. Max. (Aug.) Vat. Apost.
Td AAuata Pal.-Vat. 1d kuuata Bar. Ottob. td vorjuata Nil.

254) Boulevopévoue] BouAeueapévoue Cod.

255) dyopévoue] dywpévove Cod. — Apud Nemesium Emesenum de nat.
homin. 41 p. 330 Matth. oUx fj @Uele aITi0 TWV KOK®WV, GANG TO KOKWE Hude
Nx0ou ex optimis libris €0icon redueendum, de cuius vocis significatione media
cf. exempla ad n. 29 adlata; addere nunc possum Galen, de cogn. et cur. anim.
morb. 6 vol. V p. 30 K. éyc drmote — TTubaydpou mapoivéeele €101ea Sie e
nuépae davayivaekely, ubi Cobetus €@iepol frustra requirit Mnemos. N. S.
vol. VIII (1880) p. 241. | év pév] pev év Cod. | epn — vyoveie] TOLE
véoue £@n Oeiv émi pév e oikioe ToLe yovéoe aideicBal Laert. Tove deteiove
gine (eime- TolE Geteiove Ars.) TwV VEwv (Toie detiole TV vEwv gimev Barb.) év
pév Tdie oikiole Tove yoveie det (om. Barb.) aideicbal Max. Barb. Ars.; Vallicell.
| taie 0dofe] ™) 080 Max. Barb. Ars.; Vallicell. | éautole] éoutoie Barb., qui
omnino mendis scatet | post anatcvrtae Vallicell. év 3¢ toie Aoutpoie tde yuvdi-
Koe inserit, post €éautole idem mavtaxol 3¢ TOV Bedv, de éeTt mavtaxoL addit cf.
Clemens 1. c.
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256) ‘O alT0e €ime TOvV U JUVAPEVOV Yewaiwe €Veykey atuxiav
pry duvaebar emidediwe €veykeiv eutuyiav.

= Anton. I 70 p. 70, 44, Maxim. 18 p. 590, 33 sg. (ubi
ed. Gesneriana Demostheni sententiam tribuit), Gnomie. Basil.
137 p. 163, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 212r n. 206, Arsen, p. 188,
16 sq., tamquam locum communem Flor. Mon. 52, Leid. 52 ;
Pal.-Vvat. 253, Bar. 106, Ottobon. 107; Pal. 83 ponunt.

257) 'O altdée &'on un d€iv énteiv To0E AVOPWTOUE &l €K pEYOANE
TOAEWE €iely, OAN €l peyaAne moAewe aElol.

Avristoteli Laert. Diog. V 1, 19 adsignat, Zenoni Maxim.
63 p. 676, 35 sqq. et Arsen, p. 265, 26 sqg., sed Demetrium
dicti auctorem Flor. Mon. 187 adgnoscit.

258) ‘O aUTOE €leye TO WEV TA KOKGA €veyKelv avdpamodwv eival,
0 0¢ To ayoBd Avopwv.

Demostheni cod. Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f 315r
adsignat cf. praeterea Plato Gorg. p. 483 B 0ud¢ ydp avdpde TolTo
y3 éeti 1O .madnpa, TO GBIKEEBNI, OAN avdpomodou TIVOE.

259) 'O avtoe £épwindeie Ti Twv (OWV KAMIETOY EeTiv €imev
NAvOpWOoE TOIOEID KEKOEUNMEVOEX,

Aristoteli J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. 11 13, 47 p. 195 (Stob.
Anthol. voi. Il p. 209, 20 sq.) tribuit, Isocrati Mel. Aug. XXXVIII
18 vindicat, cui auctori Anton. 1 50 p. 56, 24, Maxim. 17 p. 585,
12 sqq., cod. Pal. Gr. 243 f. 248T, Arsen, p. 436, 17 sq. Socratem
prave substituunt; sententiam enimoubévév iwoie KAAAIETOV (1. KaAOV)
€eTIv e AvBpwroe mandeia kekogunpévoe in conlectione Democrito-

Adnotatio critica:

256) Anuntpiov in mg. Cod. | eine — d0vaegbal] Tov pn duvdpevov (Bou-
AOpevov Max.) yewaiwe (om. Ant.) @épelv atuxiav und’ euvtuxiov €en d0voedal
Ant. Max. Bas. Pal. 122 Ars., sed Bas. Pal. 122 praeter £¢n etiam eine (ante tov
un KtA.) offerunt. — In Mon. Leid. Pal.-Vat. Bar. Ottob. babe$: tov un duvd-
Jevov yevwvaiwe €veykeiv datuxiav 1Bt (om. Pal.-Vat. Bar. Ottob.) urfp d0voeBai
émdeHine éveykeiv evTuxiov eundemque textuin etiam Pal. re.fert, nisi quod oratione
recta 0 pfp duvapevoe — oil duvatan KTA. legitur.

257) épn] onei Mon. é\eye Ars. | €i (priore loco)] ei Tivee Max., sed cod.
Vat. Gr. 385 oitivee ut Cod. et Ars. cf. Laert. Diog.: mpde TOV KOAUXWHEVOV, WE
anod peydAne mOAewe €in, »00 TOOTO" £'¢n ,,0€1 EKOTEY, GAN’ET TIE PEYAANE TIOTPI-
doe GE10e €eTiv» | peyaAwv moAewv priore loco Mon. exhibet, utrobique Max. ponit.

A

258) TG KOKA €veykeiv] Kakd Umopegival Laur. | Gvdpamodwv] avdpamd Laur,
avdpamddou Cod. | T& om. Laur.

259) éetiv] om. Ant. Pal.; Damasc. | €inev] om. Pal. épn Damasc. Ant. Max.
Ars. | v Quxrv ante moudeip add. Damasc. | Kekogunuévoe] KogpoLpevoe Max.,
nee tarnen in meis codd. | Aug. cum Ant. Max. Ars. videtur consentire.
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Epictetea locum habuisse sylloges illius exemplaria Flor. Pal.-
Vat. 166, Par. (i. e. cod. Paris. 1168 f. 140r—146v) 24, Bar. 38,
Ottobon. 39 probant, turn Maxim. 17 p. 586, 29 sqg., qui iisdem
verbis lemma ¢k twv Anuokpitou (Anuokpatove ed. Combef.)
‘leokpatove Kal ‘Emiktrtou praefigat, denique cod. Vat. Gr. 633 f.
115v, qui quidem sententiam communem sub Democriti nomine
exhibeat.

260) 'O aitoe épwtnbeie Tie dpleToe €0PBovAoE €Qn- «O KOIpOe.”

— Cod. Pal. Gr. 297 f. 118r n. 69. Democratem Parrhe-
siasten dicti auctorem esse 6 autée in cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 217r
innuit, sed etiam in huius eodice archetypo effatum ad Demetrium
pertinuisse vel apopbthegma quod sequitur demonstrat: 6 a0ToE
TTrolepoio Tw BoeNel maprivel avayivoeken/ BipAia- o yap of @ilot
Toie Bacthelev o0 Bappolel mopalvelv Tauta ev Toie PIBAioie yéypa-
ntat cf. Plutarch. Reg. et imp. Apophthegm, p. 189 D vol. |
p. 227 n. 1 (Stob. Flor. XLVIII 27, Arsen, p. 188, 18 sqq.) et
Maxim. 16 p. 581, 17 sqgq. — Contra Bianti apophthegma nostrum
Maxim. 2 p. 535, 15 sg., Gnomic. Basil. 70 p. 157, Gnom. cod.
Pal. 122 f. 159r n. 68, Arsen, p. 147, 16 sq. adsignant, Euclidi
Flor. Pal.-Vat. 69 et cod. Ottobon. Gr. J92 f. 277r tribuunt, ad
Demosthenem cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 66r et Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI
n. 8 f. 315r referunt. Plutarehum denique si audis Vit. Pericl.
XVII 2 p. 163 B vol. I p. 195 2 sqq. Pericles katexew emel-
pato Kai mopakoAew (soil. ToAidNV) &v Tw ONUW TO MVNUOVEUO-
hevov emwv, e & pn meiBoito TTepikAel OV ye €o@mTOTOV OUY
duaptrieetal e0pPovhov  Avapeivae xpovov cf. praeterea Menander
Monost. 479 e0pBouvloe oudeie €Tt PBeAtiwv xpovou, Gregor Cypr.
111 65 (— Append. Proverb. IV 78, Apostol. XV 82) e0upouAoe
€ETIV 0 XPOVOE TWV TPAYUATWV.

261) Alpvieloe 0 ZikeAioe TOPOVVOE EKTEEWV TrE APXNE Kai £pw-
TWUEVOE UTIO TIVOE- «Ti @EANEQl OO MAATWVOE;"  €imMe'  «mdAal pev
T0 METPiwe Apyely, vuv d€ TO pETpiwe iRV

— Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 217r.

262) 'O alTtée VEWTEPOU TIVOE ETI TN TOU EWMATOE WP EEUVLVO-
pévou AVOARTwY £@n TolaUTNV ULTEPOXNV Baupddelv, NTIE UTO TPLXOE
KOTOAVETAL.

De Bione Stob. Flor. LXVI 5 Biwv Tpde ToUe Aéyovtae
OTI TUPOWIdD EXEl TO KOMOE «@eU« EAEYE «TUPAWIdOE TPIXi KaTa-

Adnotatio critica:
260) épn om. Pal. 297.

261) Aiovueiou in mg. Cod. | vuv] vuvi Vat.



DE GNOMOLOGIO VATICANO INEDITO. 231

Avopévne.« Aliud Bionis de eodeni argumento apophthegma Plutarch.
Amat. 24 p. 770 B vol. IT p. 941, 38 sqqg. tradit, quern locum
ineptissima coniectura Mullachius Fragm. Philos. Gr. vol. 11 p. 424
n. 15 adtrectavit, qui etiam Stobaei verba prave intellexerat; cf.
praeterea Eteoclis dictum apud Mdkim. 44 p. 640, 22 sqqg.

263) Anuoxdpne d pATWP TEAELLTAEOVTOO TOU AnpogBévouo Eimev
eV T EKKAneia: «Avdpee TOAITaL, 1 QwVI| THE TOTPISOE NUAOVY, TEBVNKEV.«
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 217r.
264) AlokAe 0 10Tpos Aéyovtoe a0T® TIVOE PBIBAioV ryopoké-
val || atpikdy Kot pr mpoedeiebal  didaekahioe eime’  »Td PIBAIC TQVI- 25
MEV PEPOONKOTWY UTOMVAMOTO €€TI, TWV O auaBv HVAHOTO.

— Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 217--; Vat. Gr. 633 f. 1197 (ubi
falso AlokAntoe 10tpoe legitur). Oenopidae (post n. 420 sylloges
nostrae) tribuunt J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. 11 13, 152 p. 227, Maxim.
17 p. 586, 44 sqq., Flor. Mon. 223, cod. Vat. Gr. 633 f 115T,
Arsen, p. 401, 7 sq.; cf. etiam Georgid. p. 91, 11 sq.

265) AnUOKPITOE TV QIAOPYUPIaV EAeyE UNTPOTIOAIV TIAENE KOKIOE.

— Cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 66r et Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n.
8 f. 315r. Bianti vindicat anonymus Aphthonii Commentator (Rhet.
Gr.) vol. lip. 17 sq. W., Bioni Theo Progymn. 5 vol. Il p. 99,
18 sg. (vol. I p. 206 sg. W.) et p. 105, 7 sg. Sp. (ib. p. 215), Stob.
Flor. X 38, Diogeni Laert. Diog. VI 2, 50 et Arsen, p. 208, 4 sq.,
Demetrio Flor. Mon. 188. — Respicit Palladius Vit. J. Chryso-
stomi 5 (Patr. Gr. vol. XLVII) p. 20: KOTOETPEQWV TAV HUNTPO-
TOAIlV TV KOKwv TV mAgovediav, contra J. Chrysostom. Hornil.
LXII in Matth. (Patr. Gr. vol. LVIII) p. 608 fin. offert: dia

Adnotatio critica:

263) Lemma Anpoxdpouve offert Cod. | Tou om. Vat.

264) AiokAéove latpoy in mg. Cod. | BiBAiov Ayopokeval 1aTpikov] BiAia
nyopokévol Vat. 633 f. 119 | mpoedeiebon] deiebat Vat. 633 f. 119 | didaekahioe]
d1daekoAiae Tou €€nyoupévou 1otpoO Vat. 633 f. 119 | Aéyovtoe — eineg] om. Vat.
633 et Max. in cod. Vat. Gr. 741 eime Mon. eheye Damasc. Max. Ars. | pév] om.
Vat. 1144 et (utroque loco) Vat. 633, post pepaBnkdtwv Damasc. ponit | Omopvr)-
datd éeti] Omopvruota il Vat. 633 f. 115, Mon. (nec tamen in cod. Pal. Gr. 23),
Max. in Vat. 741, €i€'v umopvAuota Vat. 633 f. 119, Omopvruota eivar Damasc.
Max., umopvApata Ars. | giel ante pvAuata add. Vat. 633 f. 119.

265) Anuokpitou in mg. Cod. | éAeye] ante v @iAapyupiav Theo, ponit,
post pntpomoAlv Theo, Stob. Mon. conlocant; eine Laert. Ars. épn Aphth. Comm,
(ante @1Aapyupiav, nec tamen in cod. Darmstadensi), Vat. (post unTpomoAwy), Laur. |
eival post untpomoAlv Theo (utroque loco) et Aphth. Comm, addunt | mdene Kakiag]
TAVTWV TV Kakwv Laert. Ars. e Kakiae Theo, | eivat in fine Theo, Stob. Laur.
subiungunt.
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T00T0 O pév €ibev AKPOTIOAIV KAKOV TNV @LAapyupiov €KAAOLV.
Menagius quidem (ad Laert. Diog. 1. c.) secure HNTPOTOAIV Pro
akpomoAlv reponebat, sed scripturam traditam Clemens Alexandr.
Paedag. Il 3 p. 191, 23 Pott, (vuvi be 1} dkpOmoAlE ThE Kakioe 1
@INapyupia elpnton) tuetue. — Cf. praeterea Ps.-Phocylid. 37
(= Orac. Sibyll. Il 111) N} @AOXPNUOELVN UNTNP KOKOTNTOE GMAENE,
J. Chrysostom. Homil. XLI in Joann. (Patr. Gr. vol. LIX) p. 233
Timonisque apophthegma n. 536 infra.
266) ‘O autoe idwv @BovepOV AumOUPEVOV £'¢n:  « TOUTY MEya
KOKOV EUUPERNKEY 1 GAAY péya ayabov.”
=. Flor. Mon. 189, Leid. 178, cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 66r,
Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315r, Diagorae Georgid. p. 26,
13 sqq. (cod. Vat. Gr. 790 f. 188r), Flor. Pal.-vat. 63, Bar. 191,
Ottobon. 192 adsignant, Antagorae cod. Pal. Gr. 297 f. 117T n.
44 tribuit, Anacharsidis sententiis Ottobon. Gr. 192 f. 212r adnu-
merat, philosophus incertus (tie €o@og) dicti auctor in Boisson.
Anecd. Gr. vol. 1l p. 468, 18 sqq. esse perhibetur.
267) (O) autoe eime' »pdvov 0ida 0TI OUK 0IdOK.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 217r. Socratis est effatum celeber-
rimum, quod singulis verbis plus minusve variatis referunt Cicero
Academ. prior. 1l 23, 74 (cl. 39, 123), poster. | 4, 16 (cl. 12, 44;

Adnotatio critica:

266) Vat. 790 falso AU dyopde pro Aiwayopoe offert | £'on] eime Pal. |
ToUTY] TOUTY N Pal.-Vat. (Bar.) Ottob. (utroque loco) Bolss. tolto 1 Pal., quem
codicem omnino mendosissimum esse semel dictum esto; ToTo pro TOUTY etiam
Vat. 742 exhibet | péya] péya Tt Pal. (Bar.) Ottob. n. 192 Boiss. | euvéBnkev (sic)
Ottob. n. 192 | GAY male om. Pal.-Val. (Bar.) Ottob. n. 192; dA\o Vat. 742 Boiss.
€tépY Mon. (Leid.) | yéya om. Laur. | 6yoB6v] koAdv Pal.-Val. (Bar.) Ottob.
utroque loco.

267) ‘O om. Cod. | eing] eimev- €v Vat. | Apud Philodem L c. €ipwv loqui-
tur: éyw yap oida Ti mopéé tolTou BT 0UdEV o1da; Lectionem mMAAV (pro MOpEE),
ad quam apograph! Oxoniensis vestigia TA........ ducunt, Sauppius propter spatii
amplitudinem reiecit; sed quidni mAAv ye scribatur? — Ex altera exemplorum
classe, ubi de Socratis ignorantia agitur, Epicteti locum Dissert. 11l 6, 17 promere
lubet, ut leve mendum removeam: Tta0Ta Vv, & nNdel ZWKPATNE, Kai OpIve 0LSE-
mote eimev 0Tl 0id¢ T1 N d1ddekel. Pro | manifesto kai legendum cf. 111 23, 22
Tie NKouge SWKPATOUE TOTE AEyovtoe OTI »0id0 Ti Kai d1ddekw*; | Metrodori
dictum Laertii Diogenis loco (IX 10, 58) prave intellecto ad Anaxarchum auctorem
Hesych. Miles, in C. Muelleri Fragm. Hist. Gr. vol. IV p. 159 n. 10 rettulit;
ceterum geminam sententiam etiam Arcesilaus pronuntiavit (cf. Cicero Academ.
poster. 1 12, 45), itaque certa ratione diiudicari nequit, quemnam auctorem Por-
phyr. de abstin. | 36 p. 113, 18 Nauck, (ed. 2) et Hieronym. Epist. LTIl (ad Paulin.) 7
(Patr. Lat. vol. XXII) p. 545 ante oculos habuerint.
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de Divin. Il 72, 152), Lucian. Hermot. 48, Laert. Diog. Il 5, 32,
Lactant. Epist. 37, 1 (cf. 31, 2 sqqg.; 40, 3), Hieronym. Epist.
LVII (ad Pammach.) 12 (Patr. Lat. vol. XXII) p. 579, c. Rufin.
I 17 (ibid. vol. XXIIl) p. 429, Comment, in Ezech. XIII c. 42,
1sqg. (vol. XXV) p. 426 C, Anton. | 59 p. 64, 43 sq. (= Maxim.
56 p. 663, 5 sqg.), Scbol. ad Aristoph. Nub. 98; cf. Plato Apoi.
21 D (unde sua lustin. Mart. Cobort. 36 vol. Il p. 114 sq. (Otto)
et Themist. Or. XIII p. 198, 2 sqq. Dind. adsumpserunt): ouTog
pév oietai T1 eibévca olK €idwe, ey® de, wemep 00V OUK 0id0, OULDE
olopal”r €oika yoUv TOUTOU Ye EUIKP® TIvI aUT® ToUTw €0QNOTEPOE
gival, OT1 o ur oida oudé oiopar eideval eli. p. 21 B. 23 B. 29 B. —
Dictum respiciunt Philodem. de vitiis lib. X p. 31 (Sauppe), Ter-
tullian. de praescr. 14 p. 558 (Oehler), Hierocl. ad Carm. Aur. 30,
Gregor. Nazianz. Or. XXXVI1 1 (Patr. Gr. vol. XXXVI) p. 265B
(ubi cf. Elias Cretensis o. e. p. 890 B), Isidor. Pelus. Epist. 111 241
(Patr. Gr. vol. LXXVIII) p. 920 C — ignorationis confessione So-
crates innuit apud Platonem (Apol. p. 33 A, Theaet. p. 150 C. D.
Men. p. 80 A. 98 B, Rep. I p. 337 E, Sympos. p. 216 D, Phaedr.
p. 229 E) ceterosque discipulos (cf. Aristid. Or. XLV vol. Il p. 25
Dind.) et alios deinceps scriptores, quorum agmen Aristoteles
Sophist. Elench. 33 p. 183b 8 ducit. — In Democritum autem,
qui veritatem in profundo demersam esse statuisset omneque cri-
terium sustulisset, aptius sententia 00d¢ ToOTO 0ida dTI 00K Oida
caderet, quam e communi opinione primus Metrodorus Chius, De-
mocriti sectator, adhibuit (cf. Cicero Academ. prior. 1l 23, 74,
Avristocles ap. Euseb. Praepar. Evang. XIV 19, 8, Sext. Empir,
adv. Mathem. VII 88 p. 208, 10, Laert. Diog. IXX 10, 58); atta-
men ad illud apophthegma iam Plato Theaetet. p. 173 D (kai Ta0TO
mavT 00 OTl 00K oidev 0idev) adlusisse videtur, quern dia-
logum verisimillimum est compositum esse, priusquam Metrodori
liber 'de natura’ in lucem emissus esset. — Quae cum ita sint,
equidem nostro loco potius dicti Democritei scripturam quam ipsius
Democriti nomen in mendo cubare statuo.
268) EUpmidne 6 Tv Tpaywdl®v ToinNthe €inev 8Tl Toue Ayadole
avdpoe del {Wvtae pev TIHagbal, TEAEUTHENVTAE O EYKWUIOZeeBal.
Verba {ovtoe del Toue GyaBole ovdpoe EMaIVEiv Kai TI-
paebal, amoBavovioe de eykwpidieebal J. Chrysostomi dicto tarn-
quam locus communis apud Georgid. p. 37, 1 sgq. succedimi:

Adnotatio critica:
268) EUpimidou in mg. Cod. | bel] d€iv Cod.
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praeceptum {wv pev enaivou, dmobBavawv O¢ pokapitou Periandro
tribuit Demetrii Phalerei syntagma apud Stob. Flor. 11 79 n
(= Arsen, p. 419, 4), quocum praeter codicem Vat. Gr. 743 f.
55T lemmate destitutum (cf. ad n. 321%) similes quaedam conle-
ctiones concinunt, quas Boisson. Anecd. Gr. vol. | p. 141, 21 sg.
(ubi male ur pro pév legitur) et cod. Vat. Gr. 62 121r (= Pal.
Gr. 128 f. 87r) offerunt. — In cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 63r (ubi
lemmata non adponuntur) iwv pev emaivou Adlov €OUTOV TOIEL,
dnoBavwv O pakaplepov habes, sed Demetrii lectiones praeterea
Anton. | 51 p. 57, 40 et Maxim. 43 p. 639, 11 (= Apostot. Vili
37b) adgnoscunt, quorum alter paraenesin ad Antagenem refert,
alter Cypselo (cf. ad n. 428) tribuit. —Praeceptum ayoBove Tipa
sententiarum sylloge exliibet a F. Sehultzio Philol. vol. XXIV
(1866) p. 215 sq. e codice Laurent. Plut. LX n. 4 edita, quam
equidem et auctiorem et emendatiorem in aliquot codicibus extare
vidi, tum Sosiadae syntagma apud Stob. Flor. Il 80 (= Arsen,
p. 439, 28), denique gnomarum corpusculum in Boisson. Anecd.
Gr. vol. | p. 141, 17, quod liber ms. ab editore conlatus sine
distinctione Periandri sententiis subiungit; ac Periandreis sen-
tentiis nostram syntagma de septem sapientibus a. 1495 ad
Theocriti calcem ab Aldo Manutio promulgatum adnumerat.
Chiioni verba tov TteteAeunkota pokapile a Demetrio Phalereo
apud Stob. Flor. 11 79y et in similibus corpusculis apud Boisson.
Anecd. Gr.vol.lp. 137, 9; Vind. 161 ; Vat. Gr. 743f.54T, 62f.119v
(= Pal. Gr. 128 f. 84v) vindicantur — TOV TEAEUTHEQVTO HOKOAPILE
sine lemmate codicis Vat. Gr. 742 sylloge f. 62r offert — ad
eundemqgue auctorem gnoma Tov TeBVNKOTO WA KakoAoyelv apud
Laert, Diog. 1 3, 70 (= Arsen, p. 480, 1) redit, denique iunctim
TOV TETEAEUTNKOTO W} KOKOAOYE(, GAAa pakapile sub Chilonis nomine
Stob. Flor. CXXV 15 (= Mantiss. Proverb. 11l 17) ponit.

269) ‘O alT1oe aywviav £@neev eie Ta BEatpa mapayvopevoe ovxi
€l VIKnOrgetal, GM' Tva pfp doEn mopd TOo TPOTEPOV £owTol  XEipwv
gieeAnAuBeva.

2709 O a0TOe Oveldilopevoe mOTE OTl dikny £'Xwv Euebweato
priTopa €gn- «Koi yap, dtav deimvov €xw, payelpov pieBoluaic.

=' Cod. Ottobon. Gr. 192 f. 212v. Ad Solonem apophthegma
falsissime pertinet apud J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. 1l 13, 139 p. 226,

Adnotatio critica:
269) xeipwv] xeipov Cod.
270) moté€ om. Mon. (Leid.) | PAtopa éuieBoeato Mon. | (1ntopae Ottob. |
€pn post kai yap Laert. Damasc. Ant. Max. Paris. Ars. ponunt | payeipouve Ottob.
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Anton. 1 50 p. 56, 29 sq., Maxim. 17 p. 585, 28 sqqg., cod. Paris.
1168 f. 106v n. 13 (ap. Freudenthal. Mus. Rhen. vol. XXXV
p. 413), Arsen, p. 435, 19 sqq., Diagorae Flor. Mon. 191 et Leid.
181 adsignant, Aristippo Laert. Diog. Il 8, 72 tribuit; cf. praeterea
Isocratis effatum n. 359 infra.

271) 'O autdée oveldiZiopevoe umo Tvwv Mt TY PopPapizev £pn’
ley® pev TP Aoyw, UPeie de TP TPOTY™

Diagorae Flor. Mon. 192 vindicat, Socrati Anton. 1 50

p. 56, 25, Maxim. 17 p. 585, 15 sqq., Arsen, p. 436, 19 sq., Ari-

stoteli J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. 11 13, 48 p. 195 (Stob. Anthol. vol. 11

p. 209, 22), auctori incerto (oiMog) Mel. Aug. XXVIII 19. —

Wachsmuthii coniecturam apophthegmatis auctorem Anacharsin
esse censentis equidem probare non possum cf. n. 16 supra.

272) 'O alt0e épwinbete o1& Ti [outog] TOLE TE TOVNEOUE Kal
dyoBoue pieel QP «TolE pev movnpoLe O1d TV Hoxbnpiov, Toue e
ayaBoue OTI TOUE KOKOUE 00 WIEOVEIV. ||

Timoni Favorin. in cod. Paris. 1168 f. 106v n. 10 ap.
Freudenthal. Mus. Rhen. vol. XXXV p. 412, Maxim. 6 p. 550,
23 sqq., cod. Vat. Gr. 633 f. 120T, Ottobon. Gr. 192 f. 230r
tribuunt; non opus igitur est cum Emanuele Piccolomini Studi di
filologia Greca vol. 1 3 (1884) p. 250 n. 1 ad Gyraldos et Era-
smos provocare; cf. praeterea quae de Demonacte narrant Anton.
I 53 p. 59, 46 sg., Maxim. 10 p. 563, 19 sqq. cl. fab. Aesop, n.
100 (et 100b) p. 51 Halm.

273) ‘O autée €@n- «deTie @IAOV AUTIOUPEVOV €QUYEV, OLOE TOU
xaipovtoe amoAavelv GEIog«.
Diagorae Flor. Mon. 193 adsignat, Democrito cod. Laurent.
Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315r, Catoni Maxim. 6 p. 549, 37 sqg. et
cod. Ottobon. 192 f. 205r.

Adnotatio critica:

271) 0né Tivwv] om. Mon. Om6 Tivoe Damasc. Ant. Max. Ars. | éni Ty (16

Cod.) BapPapKewv] d11 BapPapiict Damasc. Ant. Max., Ars., quibuscum Aug. om-
nino videtur consentire.

272) alTOg, pro quo certe a0Tde poni debebat, om. Paris. Max. Vat. Ottob.

Tole Te Tovnpove Kai ayabole] maviae AvOpwmove Paris. Max. Vat. Ottob.

| peei] pieeie Paris. Vat. | €gn] eime 816t Paris. Max. Ottob. old TRV
poxBnpiav] oI €autole Vat. e0OAOywe Uiew Paris. Max. Ottob. | dyaBolg] Aoimole

Paris. Max- Ottob. | To0e KokoUg] ToUe movnpole (post ol pigovglv) Paris. Max.
Vat. Ottob.

273) 6 autoe €pn om. Max. Ottob. | olitoe ante o0&¢ add. Laur. | dmoAaBeiv
Ottob. | éetiv ante afioe Mon. adiungit.

.25
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274) 'O autde €pwtndele dA Ti EQAOPA OYOVAKTEL KOKWE (KOUWV
¢pn- noTl 0o0OE EmavoUpEVOE MeBneopal, €i Pl KOKWE GKouwv OxBe-
ebreopai«.

Empedoclem apophthegmatis auctorem adpellant Maxim.
16 p. 581, 40 sqq., Gnomic. Basil. 255 p. 176, Gnhom. cod. Pal.
122 f. 223r n. 231, Arsen, p. 251, 5 sqq. — De Zenone Eleata
Laert. Diog. IX 5, 29 concinente Hesychio Milesio in C. Muelleri
Fragm. Hist. Gr. vol. IV p. 165 n. 31 haec habet: ToUTOV @a€L
AOIOOPOULEVOV AYOVOKTNENT QITIAEAPEVOU O€ TIVOE QAvaU NEAV Aol-
d0polpEVOE U TPOEMOIWMal, 00d' Emaivoluevoe reBrgopan’,

275) ‘O altoe, énei OYwvolvtoe autoi) EMEAAPETO TIE Afywv OTI
J0QOKANE TOUTO O1& O60UAOU molEl <g'gn)' nNTolyopolv ZOQOKANE HeV
éebiel dYov, oOmolov Gv TW OIKETN Gpéen, eyw O, OmMolov av Euoi“.

= J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. I 30, 10 p. 240, Maxim. 13 in
cod. Vat. Gr. 739 f. 78r, Gnomic. Basil. 270 p. 179, Gnom.
cod. Pal. 122 f. 222r n. 229.

276) 'O autée MOTE QOKNV ePwv Kat un €xwv EOAa aveAdueVoE
Eoavov 'HpakAéoue €yyle €etnkde €médnke T €etion €imwv  "HpAKAEle,
TPIEKAIDEKOTOV €01 TOUTOV GBAov EUpImidne €mébnkev, [Emi] @aknv
gPneai«.

Verbis variatis eandem narratiunculam recte de Diagora
exhibent Clemens Alexandr. Protrept. Il 24 p. 21, 10 sqqg. Pott.,
Athenagor. Suppl. p. Christ. 4 (Patr. Gr. vol. VI) p. 897 B, Epiphan.
Ancorat. ¢. 103 (ibid. vol. XLIII) p. 204, Schol. ad Aristoph.
Nub. 830, Tzetz. Chil. XIIl 375 sqq.; cf. praeterea quae Meletem.
Gr. | p. 154 observavi. — Diagorae nomen in conlectione nostra

Adnotatio critica:

274) €@odpa] ob e@adpa inepte Max. in Vat. Gr. 385 | dyavoKTtei] dyavoKteie
Max. (nec tarnen in Vat. Gr. 741) Bas. Pai. Ars. | nebrjeopat] aiebrjeopar Max. et
Arsenii cod. Laur. simul cum ed. princ. | 6Tt om, Bas. Pai. | akovwv (loco poste-
riore) om. Pal. | dxBeeBrjeopal] dxbrigopal Max. (nec tarnen in Vat. Gr. 385) Bas.
Pal. Ars. | Ap. Laert. ufj ab Hadriano Junio (et Meibomio) ex Hesychio est additum,
qui habet: el — prj mpoenololual. Pro rebrigopon Hesych. ap. Orellium p. 26
aiebavOneopat offert, reiectaneani scripturam, ab editore frustra (p. 139) defensam.

27.5) Pristinum lemma Anuokpitou m. ree. oblevit eademque EUpimidov ad-
scripsit | emeidn Bas. Pai. | épn] om. Cod. et Damasc. €imev (post Tolyapouv)
Max. | 6 ante Zo@okAne add. Max. Bas. Pal. | yév om. Damasc. Max. Bas. Pal.
| av om. Damasc. | T® 0ikétn] T® oikétn autold Damasc. aUT® (Sic) T OiKETN
Bas. Pal. | dpéen] dpéeet Cod. dpéekel Damasc.; equidem dpéekn malim | dmolov
av] omolov Max. omolovodv perperam Meinekius temptavit.

276) éetnkoe] éetnkwe Cod. | €etia] ietia Cod. | HpakAeie] rpakAei Cod. |
in éni latere videtur ét1, nec male de émi (toie dwdeka) cogitari potest cf. Tzetz.
L c. | goknv épneat] @okn éyneas Cod.
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non comparere veliementer miror, praesertim cum nonnulla dicta,
quae Euripidi aut omnino non conveniant aut sine magna proba-
bilitatis specie adsignentur, alibi Diagorae vindicari e testimoniis
ad n. 270, 271, 273 excitatis adpareat; quae res ideo potissimum
est premenda, quod Florilegium Monacense, unde testimonia ipsa
sunt adsumpta, procul dubio ex eodem fonte atque Gnomologium
Vaticanum fluxit.

277) EOkAeidne 6 @IAOE0@oe EpWTWHEVOE UMO TIVOE OTOIOL TIVEE
gielv o1 Beoi kot Tio Yoipouel TTA pev GAAO OUK oida« eime’ |, TOVE
pévTol @IAompdypovao 0TI pieolielv, GeQOADE 0id0«.

= Maxim. 21 p. 600, 27 sqq., Gnomic. Basil. 267 p. 179,
Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 225r n. 235.

278) 'O alT16e TOU QAOEAQOL EIMOVIOE KAT OpPyfAv 00 TPOTEPOV
amoBaveiebon, €1y GUUVETTAl ouUTOV, NAAN eym« £€@n nov mpdTEPOV
dnoBavolpal, €f i €& QIAAITATOV TOINEOUOI. ||

= Flor. Mon. 100, Leid. 96; Pal.-Vat. 85, Pal. 160, Bar.
224, Ottobon. 226. — Aliis verbis enarrat Plutarch, de cohib. ira
14 p. 462 D vol. | p. 560, 46 sgqq. (Maxim. 19 in cod. Vat. Gr.
739 f. 108r; Stob. Flor. LXXXIV 15) et de frat. am. 18 p. 489D
vol. 1 p. 593, 14 sqq., turn Basil. Magn. de leg. libr. gentil. 4
(Patr. Gr. vol. XXXI) p. 576 B (= Symeo Metaphrast. XIII 4
ibid. vol. XXXII p. 1296 C cf. praetera Gregor, in Boisson.
Aneed. Gr. vol. V p. 449). Hie tamen Euclidis fratrem non ad-
gnoscit eodemque modo fratri hominem anonymum substituunt et
dictum ipsum singulis verbis paululum inmutatis ad Socratem
auctorem referunt Hierocles apud Stob. Flor. LXXXIV 20 (= J.
Damasc. Exc. Flor. 1l 17 p. 228, 26; Arsen, p. 436, 10 sqg.) et
Themist. Or. VII p. 113, 8 sg. Dind., Platoni Themist. mepi

Adnotatio critica:

277) EOUKkAeidouv in mg. Cod. | épwtdpevoe] épwinbeie Max. Bas. Pal.
Tiel] tivi Max. Bas. Pal. | ine] €pn Bas. Pal. | depoAwe] dgerwe Cod.

278) emdvtoe KaT opynv] Kot opyrnv eimovioe (Bar.) Ottob. | €i om. Leid.
| Guuveital] duovntar Cod. Mon. (ubi tacite corr. Meinekius) (Leid.) Pal.-Vat.
Pal. Ottob. (ubi aurvntat habes) (Bar.) | autov] attol (Bar.?) Ottob. | @iAaitatov]
@INéeTaTov (sed TpOe suprascr. m. rec.) Pal. | moeopal] mowjeaiyt Pal.-Vat. |
Ap. Plut. p. 462 D EUkA€idne 100 GdeA@ol TPOe aUTOV €K OlOPOPOE EITTOVTOE-
namoAoiuny, €1 pr €€ TIHWPNEQiUNV" &y O&“ @neae »AamoAoiunv, &i pR €€
neieqpt™, SIETpeYPe MopoxpruUa Kai HPeTEBNKe licet meieaut per se optime intelle-
gatur, tamen et Stob. Flor. LXXXIV 15 et alter Plutarchi locus verba @IAEiv
nuae excidisse fidem faciunt; Maximus autem cum e Plutarcho sua mutuatus in
tradita scriptura offendisset, ineptam apodosin »€yw 0€“ €pn «amoAoiuny, i pr €oi
meleaipny” procudit.

i. 26
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apetie Mus. Rhen. vol. XXVII p. 461 adsignat, Zenoni tribuit
Origin, c. Cels. VIII 35 (Patr. Gr. vol. XI) p. 1572 A, incerto
Gregor. Nazianz. Carm. | 2 n. 25, 285 sg. (ibid. vol. XXXVII)
p. 833, ad cuius locum inlustrandum ex aliis fontibus nihil Co-
smas Scholiastes (ibid. vol. XXXVIII) p. 595 adtulit.

279) 'Emopivavooe 0 Onpaiwv eTpotnyde SIOAEYOPEVOL TIVOE aUT®
nopd TwWvV ToAepiwv mepi mpodoeioe €0TEAEE dAplETOV APIETWVTI BAEYOE
gie Tov avBpwmov kal deiBag TNV Tpdnedav €ime: NTOIOUTO APIETA TPO-
doToE 00 TPEQPEL”,

Fusius Stob. Flor. V 48 (= J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. 1 22
p. 178, 12) et Caecil. Balb. Monac. XI 1 p. 22 Woelffl. rem
persecuntur, breviter Plutarch. Vit. Lycurg. X115 p. 47 B vol. |
p. 56, 8 sqg. adtingit.

280) ‘O a0T0e TOV KOTA TOV TOAEPOV Bavatov €imev iepobutov
eivat.

Memorat Plutarch Reg. et imp. apophth. p. 192 C n. 2
vol. I p. 232 (= Arsen. 254, 20 sq.), respicit Plutarch, de glor.
Athen. 7 p. 349 C vol. I p. 427, 35 sq., quibus de locis uberius
Commentatt. in honor. 0. Ribbeckii p. 358 sqg. disserui.

281) ‘O aUTde idWV ETPOTOMEOOY HEYO KOl KOAGV, ETPOTNYOV 00K
£'xov, NNAiKov« €ime nbnpiov Ke@oAv 00K EXel;

= Stob. Flor. LIV 50, Anton. Il 1 p. 79, 29 sq., Maxim.
9 p. 560, 33 sqq. — Theophrasto Flor. Mon. 201, cod. Vat. Gr.
742 f. 66 v, Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 3157 adsignant.

282) 'O autde Taxbele LMO TwWV -(TOAITWV ETL TWV) OXETWV «0OUK
EUé«  @NEWV ;1000£0v TIOINEETE, GAN TOV TOTIOV €'VOOEov oIl epe™.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 217v. — Adlusit Plutarch. Praec.
gr. reip. 15 p. 811 B vol. Il p. 990, 20 sqq.; cf. praeterea Valer.
Maxim. 11l 7 Ext. 5. — Aliorum similia dicta ad. n. 441a indi-
cavimus.

283) 'EUMEdOKANE O QUEIKOE TIPOE TOV AEyovta OTI »0UdEVH £0QOV
elpeiv dOvapal“  «katd Aoyov“ eime’ nrév yap iNTolvia Tov €0QOv
alToV TIPOTEPOV Eival Oel«.

Adnotatio critica

279) ‘Emapivevdou in mg. Cod.

280) Oavatov] Bavovta Cod., nee male.

281) péya — €xov] péya pn €xov KoAdv otpatnyov Vat. Laur. péya detpa-
ynTtov Mon. | RAikov eine] Aikov épn Stob. Ant. Max. égn mnAikov Mon. Vat.
Laur. | kai ante ke@aArv male intruditur ap. Stob.

282) moAttwv Enl twv om. Cod.

283) 'EumedokAéove in mg. Cod. | ebpeiv duvapal] duvapal eOpeiv Max.,
nec tamen in meis codd. | katd Adyov ad praeeedentia trahunt Cod. Ant. Max.
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= J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. 1l 13, 141 p. 226, 12 sqq., Anton.
1 50 p. 56, 31 sq., Maxim. 17 p. 585, 35 sqg., Gnomic. Basil.
256 p. 176, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 223v n. 232, Arsen, p. 251,
2 sqgq. — Quae Laert. Diog. IX 2, 20 (= Hesych. Miles, in C.
Muelleri Fragm. Hist. Gr. vol. IV p. 172, 1 sqg.) in Xenophanis
vita refert: 'EumedokAéove O €imOvioe auT@ OTI AVEDPETOE EETIV
0 €0QOE NEIKOTWEK EQN «EOPOV YAp €ival dEl TOV EMYVWEOPEVOV TOV
€0QOV" ex Hermippo sumpta esse videntur, qui Empecloclem
Xenophanis auditorem fuisse falso adseruerat cf. Laert. Diog.
VIl 2, 56. Aliter praeeunte Karstenio rem expedire conatur Mul-
lachius Fragm. Philos. Gr. vol. I p. 108 n. 10.

284) EUupovidae d OnPoios etpefAove €'xwv Tove TOdOE [Kai] Amo-
Aéeae TG umodnpata niEato T KAEWavTL dpuoeal.

Proxime ad apophthegmatis nostri verba se adplicant
Arsen, p. 434, 13 sqqg. et Nicol. Sophist. Progymn. 3 (Rhet. Gr.)
vol. 11 p. 460, 30 sqgq. Sp. (vol. 1l p. 587 W.), quorum alter
ad Simonidem Thebanum, alter ad Damonem paedotribam dictum
refert. Cum Nicolao Theo Progymn. 5 (Rhet. Gr.) vol. 11 p. 100,
7 s0g. Sp. (vol. I p. 208 W.) et anonymus Aphthonii Commen-
tator vol. 11 p. 19, 8 W. faciunt, Demonidae Plutarch, de aud.
poet. 3 p. 18 D vol. | p. 21, 40 sqg. geminum effatum tribuit,
Dorioni Aristodemus apud Athenaeum VIII p. 338 A.

X
Adnotatio eritica:

Bas. Pal. Ars. | TOv €0@6v] €o@dv reetius Damasc. Ant. Max. Bas. Pal. Ars. |
npodtepov] mpwtov Cod., quod servari potest cf. ad n. 418 | eopov in fine addunt
Damasc. Ant. Max. Bas. Pal. Ars. cf. Laert. I. c.

284) EOpovidde in textu et lemmate Cod. cf. n. 337. Nomen ipsum aliunde
incognitum magnam suspicionem movet; accedit quod praeter Aristodemum
omnia testimonia unum eundemque apophthegmatis auctorem innuere videntur.
Ceterum cf. v. 1. apud Plut. Reg. et imp. apophth. p. 192 A (vol. I p. 230) et
Apophth. Lacon, p. 220 D (vol. I p. 270) | etpefAole €'xwv ToOE MAdaE] XwAoLE
exwv Tole mOdae Theo, XxwAoe wv Aphth. Comm. | kai, quod Cod. Nicol. Ars.
offerunt, seclusi | T& Unodruata] ante dmoAéeae ponit Nicol., & 0Onédnua Cod. |
Kal — Umodnuata] KAAmMEVTWY altol Twv UMOdNUATWY Theo A@EAOPEVOL TIVOE
aUTév Ta Umodnuota Aphth. Comm. | niEato — dpupoeai] nixeto Tauta ToOiE
Togl Tou KAéWoavtoe dpudeal Nicol. €@n- €ibe €vapudeele @ KAEMTN Theo, »€ibe”
@neiv »évappdeelav Toie 100 KAEMTOoU mogiv¢ Aphth. Comm. | Ap. Plut. 1. c. me-
morantur oi AnUwvidou ToU XWAOD KpNmidee, Sc AMOAEEOE NUXETO Tole T00 KAE-
Yavtoe évoppoeal moeiv, Athenaeus haec habet: Awpiwvoe 100 Kpoupatonolol
KUAAOTIOO0E OVTOE AMWAETO €V €UMTOEIW TOU XWAOD T0d0E TO PBAauTiov. Koi Og
NovdEV* €pn ,,MAEIOV KOTAPAEoUal T KAEYavTl 1} dpudeal alTw TO £0vdAAIOV:,

Wien. stud. X. 1888. 16
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285) E@IAATNG 6 twv ABnvainv dnuaywydg xelpotovndeic mpo-
€TATNE UTO TOU ONUOU TAPNTACATO TNV @IAIOV TWV ETAIPWY  QAPEVOE
pfp duvacbal TO KOOV €UP@PEPOY OIOQUAAGECEIV Kai @IAiog dikala euv-
TNpEiv.

Cf. quae de Cleone Plutarch. Praec. ger. reip. 13 p. 806 F
vol. Il p. 985, 16 sqgq. (Anton. Il 1 p. 78, 11 sqg., Maxim. 9
in cod. Vat. Gr. 739 f, 48v) et Theodulus (Thomas Magister)
apud A. Maium, Scriptt. Vett. Nov. Collect, vol. 111 3 (1828)
p. 160 sq. referunt.

286) EUEifeoe 0 Abnvaioe ToLE Ypnetole Hev €v TOIE AOYOIE,
i. 26”axprieTove e Tw Piw Opoiouve Epneev eivon || tole dyaboie évumviole.
— J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. 1 7, 38 p. 161 (Stob. Anthol.

vol. 1l p. 191, 14 sqq.).

287) ‘Epocictpotoe 0 ToTtpoe KOTOAGBWVY TIva TUPETTOVIO  Kai
¢ebiovta aua Apwtnee ti ToUTO TOIEP’ 6 de nmPoE ndovnv“  €gn
{iGmoAUHI«.

288) 'O altoe 00K €K TWV KOTOMOBEVTIWY, GAN €K TWv Gvado-
Bévtwv TNV iexuv €pn Ttoie AvBpwmole meplyiveedal.

289) 'O alT6e TNV I10TPIKAY TNE PIAosogioe Epneey adegrv eivar
TV Pév yap To Yuxikd, TV 0 TA EWHOTIKA Bepamelelv APPWETAMOTA.

Respicit Tertullian. de anima 2 p. 1003 (Oehler): medi-
cinam inspexi sororem, ut aiunt, philosophiae; cf. praeterea Demo-
criti fragmentum apud Clement. Alexandr. Paedag. | 2 p. 100,
41 sq. Pott., Damken. in Basil. Exhort. 54 p. 174 sq.

290) 'O a0Tée TEAELTWV »0idoi“, €lmey, ?>0T MOPAKUTTWY Ele TV
TEXVNV  OMOBVNEKWK.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 217\

291) ‘EpatosBevne 6 Kupnvaioe e AAIKiOE €pn TO Yev GKUAGEOV
gap eivar, BEpoe O Kai PETOMWPOV TO META TAV OKWNV, XEPWvO OE TO
ynpae.

Adnotatio critica:

285) E@iaAtou in mg. Cod.

286) EO0(IBéov in mg. Cod.; (1Béou (et in textu Eifeog) Damasc.; confirmatur
igitur Gaisfordi emendatio | Adyole om. Damasc., apud quern verbum supplerunt
Hirschigius et Meiller | 10 Biw] katd tév Biov Damasc. | €épneev] €pn Damasc.

287) Lemma ‘Epacletpdtouv Cod. offert.

288) mepiyiveebal] meptyevéebal Cod.

291) Lemma ‘Epatoebévoue offert Cod. | épwtoeBévne Paris. | épn tne
NAKioe Ars. | eival] €eti Vat. Laur. | 0époe ¢ — AKUAV] TO O¢ PETE TRV OKUAV
Bépoe Kai peTOTMwpov Stob. T 3¢ Katd dkunv 0€poe Kai @BIvOTWPOV Ars. —
Lectionem @BvoTIwpPOV pro YETOMwPOV (MeTONwpov Cod. pebomwpov Paris.) etiam
Pal. et margo Gesneri ap. Stob. exhibent eademque voce praeterea Galenus in
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= Favorin. in cod. Paris. 1168 f. 106v n. 9 ap. Freuden-
thal. Mtts. Rhen. vol. XXXV p. 412, Maxim. 41 p. 635, 25 sqq.
(¢x Twv davwpivou), Mel. Aug. XLIX 4 (¢ék twv doafwpivou), Stob.
Flor. CXVI 43 (ubi lemma ®ofwpivov €k Twv TEPi yrpwe sequenti
illud gnomae praefixum iam ad nostrum apophthegma pertinuisse
videtur); cod. Pal. Gr. 243 f. 248v, Vat. Gr. 742 f. 66r, Laurent.
Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315r, Arsen, p. 257, 3 sqg. — Secundum
Stob. Flor. CXVI 48 Metrocles 10 ynpae tou Biou €éAeye xewpwva,
sed Maxim. 41 p. 635, 31 sg. (apud quem notulam marginalem
aA. Z0Awv Combefisius arbitratu suo addidisse videtur) et Arsen,
p. 197, 18, quibuscum Gnomic. Basil. 238 p. 175 et Gnom. cod.
Pal. 122 f. 219v n. 223 consentiunt, dictum ad Diogenem auctorem
referunt. — De iuventutis cum vere comparatione nonnulla
Valckenaer ad Herodot. VII 162 congessit, meae adnotationis
supplementum Commentationes in honorem O. Ribbeckii p. 360 sg.
continent.

292) EOKpatne 6 KOpudoe OOKOULVIOE TIVOE VEAVIEKOU TOPOKE-
xpriebal ™ nAKio Kai TEMAOUTNKEVOL OTO TAE WPOE ,I0PL E€€«, QNEiv,
nw veavieke, €K TwV omiedev eie touumpoebey MPOPEPNKOTO.

Eucratis salse dictum Lynceus Samius memoriae prodidisse
videtur cf. Athenaeus VI p. 241 D.

293) EUlpevie 0 Poelele Tole GdeA@oie €heye 018 MaVIOE: «EQV
peV (e POEINET TpoePépneBe pol, we AdEAQOIE || Opiv ypricoparl ' édv de
e AdeAQW, éyw ULpiv we Poeilelex.

= Anton. Il 1 p. 79, 42 sq., Maxim. 9 p. 561, 11 sqq.,

Arsen, p. 258, 3 sqq. — Intellegendus est Eumenes I, Pergami

rex, 6 ®IAadeApoe (Stephan. Byzant. s. v. EOpévela p. 286, 2 Mein.),

cuius in fratres Attalum Philetaerum Athenaeum (Strab. XIII

p. 624 C, Plutarch, de frat. am. 5 p. 480 C vol. | p. 582, 23 sq.)

benevolentia atque pietas inprimis a Polybio XXXII 22, 6 (Hultscb
celebrantur.

Adnotatio critica:
gemella comparatione utitur vol. XVI p. 102. 345. 424. XIX p. 374 Kuehn. | xet-

pwva] xelpowv Vat. Laur. | Aug. easdem lectiones atque Cod., Max., Paris, videtur
exliibere.

292) EUkpdtoue in mg. Cod. | Kopudoe] kopudde Cod.; cf. v. 1. ad Platon
Euthydem. p. 291 B | memAoutnkeval] memAoutnkotoe Cod. — Apud Hesych. vol. 11
p. 306 n. 267 ©eddWPOE - Oe0dWPOUE EANEYOV Of KWHIKOI TOUE TPWKTOVE (MO
©e0d®pou TIVOE 00K €U TRE fautol wpae Xpneauévou legendum T — wpa.

293) EOpevrie (cum lemm. EOpevoOg) Cod., qua de forma cf. Herodian
vol. I p. 82, 2 et Il p. 2, 20 Lentz | toie QdeA@oic éleye] €Aeye ToOle AdeA@OiE
Aut. Max. Ars. | poe@épnede] mpo@épnede Cod. | pot om. Ant. Max. Ars. | xprigopat]
xopicopal Ant. Max.

16*

i 24
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294) Emikoupoi & @iAdeo@oe Ty oinav iepdv voeov [eival] eAeyev.
= Flor. Mon. 195, cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 217v. — Heraclito
(cf. Apollon. Tyan. Epist. 18 p. 113 Hercher) Laert. Diog. IX
1, 7 et Hesych. Miles, in Muelleri Fragm. Hist. Gr. vol. 1V p. 165
n. 32 adsignant.
295) ZAvwv 3 ZTWIKOE QINOEOPOE AEYOVIWV TIVGV OTI TMOPAdoEa
Aéyel €pn ' nAAN o0 mopdaAoyo«.
= Flor. Mon. 196, cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 217v. — Cleanthi
tribuit Epictet. Dissert. 1V 1, 173.
296) Zivwv épwtnBele Ti el @ilog €gn - «GANoe ofoe EyQa.
= Flor. Mon, 197; Laert. Diog. VII 1, 23, Arsen, p. 267, 25;
cf. Laert. Diog. VII 1, 124 (de Stoicis): @aet & a0tV (soil, Tnv
@INiav) Kowwviav Tva gival Twv Kotd tov Biov, Xpwuévwy NUwv Tole
@idole we foutoie. — Pythagorae apophthegma vindicant J. Da-
masc. Exc. Flor. 1 10, 13 p. 168 (Stob. Anthol. vol. 1l p. 257,
1 sq.) et Arsen, p. 420, 13 sq.; atque hunc philosophum longe
plurimi testes sententiae auctorem adgnoscunt cf. Philo Jud.
Fragm. vol. VI p. 218 (ed. Lips.), Ps.-Plutarch, de vit. et poes.
Homeri 151, Porphyr. Vit. Pythag. 33 2p. 34 Nauck. (= Cyrill.
c. Julian. 3 — Patr. Gr. vol. LXXVI — p. 633 C), Praec. Pythag.
ed. Woelfflin. (inter ‘Senecae Monita’ 1878) p. 17 n. 2 (= Hieronym.
c. Rutin. 11 39 — Patr. Lat. vol. XXIIl — p. 507 C cf. praeterea
liber de Moribus n. 1453), Synes. Epist. 100 p. 698 Herch.,
Theodor. Hyrtacen. Epist. 37 (Notices et Extraits vol. VI) p. 7,
Nicephor. Chumn. Epist. 95 (Anecd. Nov.) p. 132 Boisson. (qui
praeterea dictum aliquotiens respicit cf. Epist. 123 p. 144; 125
p. 145; 139 p. 162; 172 p. 190) cl. Eustath. ad Homeri Il. 18,
80 sqg. p. 1130, 60 (evtevbev de, @aciv, 6 mepi Mubayopav SUIAoE
apXNv €AWV Wpiicto Aéywv O0T1 0 @iloe GAoe eetiv eyw) et Schol.
ad 1 L vol. IV p. 169, 7 Dind. (MuBaydpelol 3¢ EPWTWHEVOL Ti EETI
Qioe €heyov - GMog eyw). — Ad Aristotelem refert Olympiodor.
in Platon. Alcibiad. prior, vol. Il p. 31 Creuzer (Kotd APIETOTEANY
@QiNog GANoe eyw) et p. 36 (Qidoe GAAOE eyw KOTA APIETOTEANV) cf.
Avristotel. Eth. Nicom. I)X 4 p. 1166a 31 sq. (€t yop 0 @iAog GAAoOE
avtoe), 9 p. 1169 6 (tov 0¢ @ilov €tepov aUTOV Ovta mopilely o Ot

Adnotatio critica:

294) In mg. Cod. EmikoUpou | €ivar om. Mon. Vat. Laert. Hesych.

295) Lemma Zrvwvoe offert Cod. | Ztwikde oT. Mon. | €pn] €imev Mon. |
napdioya] mopavoua Cod. Mon. Vat.; genuinam leetionem Epict. servat: mopd-
dofa pév Tewe @agiv oi @INGgo@ol, KaBdmep Kai 6 KAedvOne eeyev, 00 prv
mapdAoya.
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autol aduvatei), p. 1170b 7 sq. (€Tepoe ydp aUTOE O QINoE E€Tiv)
cli. Magn. Mor. Il 15 p. 1213a 11 sqqg., Eth. Eudem. VII 11
p. 12453 30. 35 sq. — Denique Platoni cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 67v
dictum adsignat. — Auctoris nomen reticent Ambros, de spir.
sanct. Il 13, 154 (Patr. Lat. vol. XVI) p. 776 A: griidam interro-
gatus quid amicus esset, alter, inquit, ego, Hieronym. Comment,
in Mich. Il 6, 5—7 (ibid. vol. XXV) p. 1278 A: interro-
gatus quidam quid esset amicus respondit: alter ego, Simplic. in
Epictet. Enchir. XXXVII p.328, 4 sqg. Schweigh.: ¢€inep 6 @idoe
oMoE ey® Katd Tov ToAaldvAdyov, Eustath. Thessalon. Opuse,
p. 124, 62 Tafel: 16 mav eineiv, &i Tol00TOE €Tl TW @iAW, Ol0E
av o0Tée eauTip, @AVl O KATA TOV EIMOVTA €0QOV - OAOE QUTOE.
Effatum aperte respiciunt e Graecis scriptoribus Plutarch, de
amie. mult. 2 p. 93E vol. I p. Ili, 38 sqg. (quern locum per-
miro commento Hercherus ornavit), Clemens Alexandr. Strom. Il
9 p. 450, 32 Pott.,, Eustath. Macrembol. Hysm. 17 p. 7, 3 et
V1 16 p. 105, 13 Hilb., e Latinis Plautus Stich. 729 sqq., Cicero
Lael. XXI 80, Epist. ad Fam. Il 15, 4, VII 5 1, Plin. See.
Epist. 11 9, 1.
297) Zhvwv €'on v pev Opaciv amd Tou agpoe AAUBAVElV TO
QWE, TNV 0 YuXV omo TWV HOBNUATwWY.
= Flor. Mon. 198, cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 66r, Laurent. Plut.
LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315T. Secundum Laert. Diog. V 1, 17 Aristoteles
euvexee €ibel Aeyelv PoOE Te TOUE @idoue Kai Tole @OITOUVTaE aUTw,
évBa av Kai 0mou SIaTPIBWV E'TUXEV, WE ) PEV OPOEIE OO TOU TIEPIEXOV-
ToE Gepoe Aaupavel TO' Qwe, 1 O YPuxn Gmo Twv pabnudtwv. Cum
Laertio faciunt cod. Paris. 2720 f. 15r (et 1773 f. 231r) n. 13 ap.
Studemund. (cf. ad n. 17 supra) p. 5 et Arsen, p. 120, 11 sqg.
298) 'O autée TePIMEEWV vauayiw Kai TG OVIO AMOAEENE OUdEV
dyevwvee €@OEYEATO, GAN T,Elye, €imev, >0 TOXN, OTI €UVEETEINAE MudE
gie TO TPIBGOVIOV TODTO.

Adnotatio critica:

296) épwinbeie] €pwtwpevoe Ars. p. 420 | €'on] om. Mon., post eyw Laert.
ponit, eimev Vat. (qui Mdtwv pro MAAGTwWv praebet) Ars. p. 267, Amekpivoto
Damasc. é\eyev Ars. p. 420 | oloe praeter Cod. offerunt Mon. et Vat. cf. insuper
Philo L c.: 16 MuBaydpelov Prua EmipOéyiaedal, ATl dpa €eTi @iloe €Tepoe (e
ey® et Nieeph. Chumn. Epist. 123 p. 144: €0 aAnBne 6 e @IAiae dpoe, MAVTWE
O &AnBre, Kai €0 MAVTWE 00K AANog, GAN a0TOe o€Tie €yw. Qui restant, vocem
recte omittunt.

297) e@n] eime Vat. Laur. | AapBdvelv 10 @oe] 1O @we Aappdvelv Vat.
Laur. | In altera memoria pro Laerliana sc.riptura guvexée — £Tuxev Ars. ELVEXWE
é\eyev exhibet, Paris, simpliciter éAeyev.

298) 1 dvta] Tév Ovta Vat. 1144 | dyevée Ars. | ToOTo om. Vat. 1144,
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= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 217T, 151 f 245r n. 19, Maxim.
18 p. 591, 12 sqq., Arsen, p. 265, 20 sqq. — Memorant Basil.
Magn. Epist. | 4 (Pair. Gr. vol. XXXII) p. 237 A: vuv pev TV
ZAvwva  €mavolvtl, 0c vavayiw mavta AmoPoA@v 00dev  AyEVVEE
EQOEYENTO, GAN' «€U yex, €imev, > TOxn (adde e codd. dt1) euveAaD-
. vele nAude eie 1@ TPIB@VIOV et Gregor. Nazianz. Or. IV 72 (Pair.
Gr. vol. XXXV) p. 596 B: peyae 0 e vnoe xewaloyevne Kai
TAVTWY EKPITTOUEVWV XApPIV OpoAoywv TR TOXn €ueteAloven eie T
TpIBwviov. Gregorii quidem notitia apud eundem scriptorein metro
adstricta Carm. | 2 ri. 10, 236 sqg. (Pati-. Gr. vol. XXXVII)
p. 697 repetitur, ad quern locum Cosmas Seholiastes (ex parte
a Nonno ad locum priorem Pati-. Gr. vol. XXXVI p. 1001 C
expilatus) has de apophthegmatis auctore coniecturas propinai
vol. XXXVIIlI p. 558: tdv autov Kpdmtd @aav, mc O Tivee
Avtiebevnv, Aol de Zrvwva: Kuvikoi 8 @ihogogol kai outol, dictum-
que ipsum ita effert, sive potius (e.Gregorii verbis) effingit: ev ye,
® TOxn, Xapwv cot ogoAoyw, OTL TNV €UV oltiav axpt ToU TpIPRwviou
nepleetnene. — Apophthegmatis nostri memoria ex mea quidem
sententia ad Antigonum Carystium redit, quo auctore e.tiam
dieta n. 296, 300 prodita esse Laertius Diogenes VII 1, 23 docet
cf. Wilamowitz, Antigonos v. Karystos p. 122. Quodsi causam
quaerimus, cur in illa gnomarum serie nostra sit praetermissa,
simile Zenonis apophthegma ex alio illud quidem fonte haustum
iam VII 1, 5 a Laertio prolatum esse videmus; in altera vero
traditione, quam praeter Laertium secuntur Seneca Dial. IX de
tranquill. 14, 2, Plutarchus de inim. util. "2 p. 87 A vol. I p. 103,
46 sqq., de tranquill. 6 p. 467 D vol. | p. 566, 45 sqq., de exil.
11 p. 603 D vol. I p. 729, 12 sqqg., Suidas vol. Il 1 p. 1024, 1 sq.,
Zeno haudquaquam ipse navigationem subit, sed Athenis commo-
ratur atque illic, cum tristis adfertur nuntius, navem ipsius qua
negoeiabatur fractam simulque omnia submersa esse, dictum suum,
quod etiam Simplic. ad Epictet. Enchir. XIII p. 164 Schweigh,
respicere videtur, proferi.

299) O aUtoe TOUE [Pev] TOU €WMOTOE EMIPEAOUPEVOLE, TNE O€
Yuxne Guelolvtoe opoiove epn eival toie {ntolel pev €ebnta kabapdv
QopElv, punwel 0¢ Kai aOXHGE.

Adnotatio critica:

299) pév om. Laur. | Zntovel pév €eBAtal ZntoOew Eebrjta pév Cod. | Apud
Caecil. Balb. 1. c. sententiae ad n. 214 exscriptae truncus adnectitur: eum enim
qui corporis curam agit, et non animi, similem esse his, qui pretipsam vestem

sordido corpori induunt. Quod supplementum ad nostrum apophthegma pertinere
nemo non videt.
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= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 217\ Laurent. Pint. LXXXVI
n. 8 f. 315v cf. Caecil. Balb. Monac. XXXIIl 1 p. 30 Woelfflin.

300) ‘O alT6e OWV OKOAOLBOV tivoc TWV YVWPIHWY HEUOETIYW-
Pévov nopR €0u« €@ »Tou Bupod TG Ixvn«.

— Cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 66r, Laurent. Pint. LXXXVI n. 8
f. 315T; Laert. Diog. VII 1, 23.

301) 'O ailitée *Apictwvoe a0TOV €popévou Ti MOIWY EYEVETO €0QOE
gime - »Tole PeEV KpeitToav UMOTOEEOUEVOE, TOIE BE TIAEWV T€0IE EVINTWY,
1ol <(0"> ATTOElV €ienyolpevoe«. || f.2r

302) ‘O altoée €pn TNV nadeiov TPOE €LdAIPOVIOV OUTAPK.

Secundum Laert. Diog. VII 1, 127 (cf. praeterea Cicero
Academ. prior. 1l 43, 134, poster. 1 10, 35, de Fin. 1V 17, 47;
21, 59 sq., V 27, 79, Tuscul. V 11, 32 ell. Tuscul. V 23, 67,
Parad. Stoic. 1 3, 16, de Invent. 1 50, 93) Zeno virtutem (tnv
apetrv) existimabat auTtdpkn TPoOe eudalpoviav, quam sententiam
omnino Stoicorum propriam (cf. Ps. - Plutarch, de vit. et poes.
Homeri 136 cl. Nemes. Emesen, de nat. hom. 44 p. 352 Matth,
quo loco manifesto Stoicorum doctrina exprimitur) etiam Chrysippus
in primo de virtutibus (Laert. 1. c.) et in secundo de vita atque
quaestu (Laert. VII 7, 189 = Hesych. Miles, in C. Muelleri
Fragm. Histor. Gr. vol. IV p. 177 n. 76), tum Hecato in secundo
de bonis (Laert. VII 1, 127) protulerunt. Attamen iam ante
Zenonem Academici Plato (Laert. 111 78, Antipat. Tars. ap. Clem.
Alexandr. Strom. V 14 p. 705, 19 Pott. cl. n. 496 infra), Speu-
sippus, Xenocrates (Senec. Epist. 85, 18 cf. Dial. VII de vit.
beat. 16, Epist. 92, 23) idem docuerant, nec non Cynici, Anti-
sthenem dico (Laert. VI 1, 11 = Arsen, p. 108, 22; cf. praeterea
E. Weber in 'Leipziger Studiend vol. X (1887) p. 246 sq.), Diogenem,
Cratetem (Themist. mepi dpetrje Mus. Rhen. vol. XXVII p. 444
cl. p. 455). Sententiam inpugnarunt Aristoteles (Laert. V 1, 30)
et Theophrastus (Cicero Academ. prior. 1l 43, 134; cf. Tuscul.
V 9, 24, de Fin. V 5, 12) Peripatetici, deinde Epicurus (Seneca
Epist. 85, 18), denique Panaetius, Stoicus ille quidem, sed in
multis a Stoicorum dogmatis alienus, eiusque discipulus Posidonius
(Laert. VII 1, 128), ex parte etiam Antiochus, Ciceronis magister,
nullis ille certae disciplinae legibus adscriptus (cf. Zeller, d.

Adnotatio critica:

300) 8wV — JEUAETIYWHEVOV] TWV YVWPIHWY TIVOE MAISAPIOV HEUWAW-
mepévoy (recte) Beoedpevoe Laert. | mpde autov ante 0pw add. Laert. | ou post
100 BupoO Vat; conlocat.

301) Znvwvoe in mg. Cod. | eotg] Tewe Cod. | &’ om. Cod.
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Philos, d. Griechen vol. 111 13 p. 603) ap. Cicer. Academ. prior.
Il 43, 134. — Maideioav pro voce oapetr] nostro loco usurpari non
est quod miremur, si quidem ad virtutem eruditio aditum patefacit,
id quod luculentissime Antigoni epistula ad Zenonem Zenonisque
responso (Laert. VIl 1, 7—29) probatur cf. praeterea n. 496 infra.

303) ‘O alt1oe Oewprjeae emi e TMAATEIOE UTIO KOPAKWY OIOET-
MEVOV TIVO €lmev - »00T0E UMO TNE QUEEWE €'exev Toue KndeLOVTAIL.

Gemelliim Epicuri apophthegma in cod. Vat. Gr. 18 f. 591
habes : 'Emikoupog 0 @IAOE0QOE 1BV TOTE TIva LTIO TTNVOV SIAETW-
pevov Kai Bnpiwv aipopopwv kai aipoxapwv €ipnkev »0di oy &gl
TV ynv npiov, a@' ne eyeydvelr, GAAa KolAiav opvéwv kai Onpiwv*.

304) O autde épwinbeie mwe av EAdYIETA  Gupaptdvol 6 véoc
€ImeV nel mpo 0@BOAPWY €X01 OVLE PAAIETO TIPA Kai aigxOvetar™,

— Cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 66T, Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8
f. 315T; J. Darnasc. Exc. Flor: 11 13, 81 p. 200 (Stob. Anthol.
vol. Il p. 215, 13 sqgg.). Ad eandem sententiam simillimum
Zenonis apophthegma ap. Maxim. 5 p. 545, 18 sqq. (= Arsen,
p. 265, 15 sqq.) redit: ZAvwv 0 ZTWIKOE @QIAOEOPOE EPwTnbeie
UTIO TIVOE TWV YVWPIHWY «TIWE av PNdEV GOIKOV TPATTOIMEV | EITIEV'
Kéav d1d mavtde UmoAauBdvnte pe eupmapelval Opivk, unde ap. J.
Darnasc. Exc. Flor. 11 13, 63 p. 197 (Stob. Anthol. vol. Il p. 212,
19 sqg.) KAedvbne etaipouv dmiéval PEAAOVTOE Koi EPWTWVIOE TWE
av AKIETO GUOPTAVOL EITIEV »ei TOpP' EKAETA WV TIPATTEIE OOKOINE e
napewval  probabiliter mihi conicere videor: (Zrvwv) KAegavBoue
€Taipou KA. — Epicuri geminum praeceptum: sic fac omnia, tam-
qguam spectet Epicurus Seneca Epist. 25, 5 servat cf. praeterea
Epist. 11, 8.

305) ZaAeukoe 0 TWV AOKPWYV VOUOBETNE £pwtnBeie [OMO TIVOE]
nMwe (av) GvauapTnToE YEVOITO TIE EITIEV nei [TiE] €x0polE €Yol TOANOUE'
QoBoUUEVOE VAP OUTWV TOE TOPAETAEElE KOl TOV €Aeyxov emaviwe av
TEIPWTO TO KOAWE €xov OmepPaivelve,

Adiiotatio critica:

.304) 6 véoe] TiE véoe (ante ENAXIETA Gpaptdvol) Darnasc. | eimev] €gn (post
el mpo o@BoApv €xel) Darnasc., cui Wachsmuthius praeeunte Meinekio éxel (pro
éxol) ex codice reddidit. | Apud Max. 1. c. editio Combef. (et cod. Vat. Gr. 741)
undév Twv Aadikwv offert, nostram lectionem (undév adikov) cod. Vat. Gr. 385 et
Ars. exhibent; contra in scriptura Combefisiana mpdttopev (pro mpdatTol pev) aut
editorie lapsum aut operarum mendum adgnoscere debemus.

300) ZaAeukoe (non Zahevkou) in mg. Cod. | 6 TV AoKPWV VOUOBETNE
om. Vat. Laur. ] OmMO Tivoe om. Vat. Laur. | Sv praeter Cod. om. Vat. Laur. |
ginev] epn Vat. Laur. | € Tie (€ recte Vat. Laur.) €xBpole €xol moAAovg] &f
éxel (hoc etiam Cod.) moAhole €xBpove Vat. | gxov] exerv Cod. et Laur.
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— Cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 66r. Librarii errore Seleucus Za-
leuci vice fungitur in cod. Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315T.
Ceterum de eodem argumento peculiarem libellum (moe av Tic
0T exBpadv @eAoito) Plutarchus composuit, unde haec transscribere
lubet verba (p. 87 E vol. | p. 104, 33 sqq.): oi o €xBpae TvaE
dvaykoebéviee Emvneelv T BiP Kat QUAGTIEEBON TO pobupeiv Kal
KOTAQPOVETY Kol PET eUXPnETioE EKOETO TPATTEIV AavBAvouEly €ie TO
AvopaptnTov LMo TNE euvnbeioe ayopevol.

306) Ofnele £€TIV €YKOTH TIPOKOTIT|E.

Heraclito Flor. Mon. 199 (HpakAettoe €gn - oinele [mPoKoTrE]
EYKOTI TPOKOTE) et Maxim. 34 p. 624, 29 sq. (HpdkAsitoe 06
QUEIKOE oinely €\eyev eyKomrv TPOKOTNE) adsignant ad eundemque
auctorem etiam in nostrae conlectionis archetypo dictum per-
tinuisse ex arcta necessitudine, quae inter Florilegium Monacense
et Gnomologium Vaticanum intercedit, concludo. — Quodsi Laer-
tium Diog. IV 7, 50 audis, Bio tfv oInew €Aeye TPOKOTINE EYKOMNV
cf. praeterea Stob. Flor. IV 88: Biwv épwtndele ti éetiv dvola
gime’ »mpokomne €umddiov” (eykomr Meinekius cum Nauckio). Sine
auctoris nomine profert Philo lud. fragm. vol. VI p. 208 Lips. (vol. 11
p. 652 M.) ainele, we 0 TWV opXaiwv AOyoe, £E€TIV EYKOTI| TPOKOTIE,
ipsam sententiam (] oinele TpokKoMNE €E€TIV  €ykomr) tamguam
flosculum suae orationi Isidor. Peius. Epist. IV 6 (Patr. Gr.
vol. LXXVIII) p. 1054 C intexit.

307) ‘Hyneiae 6 prtwp OveldiZopevoe umd TIvog, OTIL [umd TAe
Xwpae] aypoikwy Amoyovoe EETv, »0ida«  @neiv »dMa Tole pPeT <(&p>
autov elyeveioe GpEw«.

Similia dicta ad Themistoclem [Galen. Protrept. 7 vol. |
p. 13 K., Iphieratem [Plutarch. Keg. et imp. apophth.

Adnotatio critica:

306) In Flor. Mon. prius mpokomre eiciendum esse significavi, apud Max.
codd. Vat. Gr. 741 et 385 Trjv ante or'neiv addunt.

307) ‘Hyneiog] ‘Hyneidaoe (cum lemm. 'HyneiAdou) Cod. | iind THRe xwpoe
resecui; ineptissimum emblema glossam interlinearem voci dypoikwv suprascriptam
repraesentare lidetur | Toie per épautov] Twv WPeT autov Cod.; cf. Galen. L c.
OVEIBIZOPeVoE Tl TW YEVEL NAAN ey® Tole o éuautold“ €9n ,,Tou yévoue apSiu“
cl. Julian. Or. Il p. 139, 8 sq. Hertl. yéyovev oapxnyos Ty yével e elidoeiae,
ibid. 11 sq. KPEITTOV £eTl Kai eeuvoTEPOV apynV mapagxeiv Toie éyydvole mepl-
@aveiae Toeautne, L. Ann. Seneca Controv. | 6 p. 93, 20 sg. Burs.: quidam
ignoblies nati fecere posteris genus. | Alterum Hegesiae apophthegma in Vat. 1144
f. 228' falso sub Agesiae nomine redit, nec sine scripturae quadam varietate:
£€pwtnoele] £pwtnBele OMO TIvoe | omoioe] moide Tie | dikimmoe] ®idimmoe 6 Pa-
eIele | €gn] €imev.
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p. 187 B n. 5 vol. I p. 224 (= Ai-sen. p. 308, 20 sqq.; cf. Apostol.
XVII 15) et pro nobil. 21. (Fragm.ed. Duebner) p. 78, 29 sqq.;
Stob. Flor. LXXXVI 15; Ulpian. Schol. in Demosthen. Or. XXI
62 p. 534, 24], Sostratum [Stob. Flor. LXXXVI 14, Anton. Il
79 p. 145, 25 sg., Maxim. 63 p. 676, 5 sqq., Arsen, p. 440, 20 sqq.;
cf. praeterea Demostlienis verba ap. Rutil. Lup. de fig. 11 9]
aliosque referuntur; adde Biantis apophthegma n. 151 supra
Socratisque effatum in cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 230T. Beoeduevoe
TIVa SI0TPEMOEVOY £l TW GOOEWV (€vOOEwv Cod.) yovéwv yeyovéval
noappel” €pn1 »edv yap €0 Geteios yévn, amO €0u GpIBUAEETal TO
yévoe«. — Ceterum occas.ione data ex eodem codice f. 217v (et
f. 228v) Hegesiae insigne dictum promo: ‘Hyneioe 6 pAtwp pwin-
Peic Omoioe v ®iNimmoe £@n’ »ev Yév Toie duetuyiale avrp, év B¢
Toie evtuyione AvBpwmoel.
308) O alTOe KOKOU TIVOE TPOYWAOTIOIOU OKPOOEIV TIOIOVHEVOE
[Ka1] Aéyovtoe Tivoe veaviekou OTI EEEAEUEETON »0UK EUOUYE" €Qn »TPo-
TEPOEK - Kol AvaeTde EENADev.

309) 'Hpddotoe 6 icToploypd@os €pwTnbele UTG TIVOE TIWE OV
i. -8 d0va.vTo<(0i> GVOPWTOL €VOUUETV EITIEV »EAV [N TIOANG TIPrEEWEIV.« ||
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 2281. — Herodoti nomen per-
mirum videtur, praesertim cum sententiam Democrito adsignandam
esse e Stob. Flor. ClIl 25 (tov €0BupéeeBal YEANOVTO Xpr) N TIOAAG
Tprieeev uNTe 10in pnte Euvr)) constet eandemque in limine (cf. tarnen
R. Hirzel. Herrn, vol. XIV p. 380 n. 2) opusculi Democritei mepi
EGBupine locum tenuisse Seneca Dial. 1X de tranquill. 13, 1 diserte
testetur. Praeceptum ipsum praeter Plutarch, de tranquill. 2
p. 465 C vol. I p. 564, 9 sq. (6 yev oliv emev ot del ToV €0BUYETV
MEMoOVTO pNTe TIOAAG Tiprjgeelv PATE 16in pnte Euvr)) spectat M.
Antonin, de reb. suis IV 24 (oAiya mprieee, @neiv, €1 péAAele €0Bu-
pneev), ad quem locum plura in hoc argumentum Th. Gataker
p. 1l notavit cf. praeterea Valckenaer ad Euripid. Hippol. 785
et Schneidewin. ad Append. Proverb. 1V 83 (Paroem. Gr. vol. I)
p. 454.

Adnotatio critical

308) kai uncis inclusi | Aéyovtde Tivoe veaviekou oTi] Ayovtoe OTI VeQvi-

ekoe Cod.
309) Hpoddtou in mg. Cod. | 6 icToploypdpoe om. Vat. | oi oT. Cod. | gine
Cod. | mprcewev] mpdttively Cod. et Vat. — Plutarchus, M. Antoninus nostrumque

apophthegma ad Deinocritum €06upéetv, non evBupéeebarl redire probant.



DE GNOMOLOGIO VATICANO INEDITO. 249

310) 'HpOKAeIToe 6 QUEIKOE E€PNEE EOPWTOTOE YEYOVEVOL TIAVTWY
véoE v, OTL ndEl €auTOV HNoEV €idoTa.

— Stob. Flor. XXI 7 (ék Twv APIETWVOPOU TOHOPIWY),
Anton. 1 59 p. 64, 42, Maxim. 56 p. 663, 3 sq.; cf. Laert. Diog.
IX 1, 5: yéyove de Bavpdaoe ék maidwv, O0Te (?) Kai VEOE WV EQaEKE
pNdEv €idéval, TEAEIOE PEVTOI YEVOUEVOE TIAVT' EYVWKEVQL, Cuius notitiae
partem posteriorem (téAetoe kTA.) paulo aliter Origines (sive potius
Hippolytus) Philosoplium. I p. 10 Mill, et Proclus in Platon. Tim.
p. 106 E enarrant. — De ipsa sententia cf. n. 267: scilicet 10
€idéval Tva dt ayvoei eoioe €etiv, ut Philonis verba (ap. Joann.
Daraasc. Parali. Sacr. Patr. Gr. vol. XCVI p. 184 B.) mea faciam.

311) O alt6e €9n- ,KOKOi HAPTUPEE WTO Kai 0@BOApOi aPpPOvVwY
avOpOTWV.

Sextus Empir, cum adv. Mathem. VII 126 p. 218, 13 sqg.
scribit: kakoi pdptupee avBpwmnolelv o@Baiuoi Kai wta BapBdpoue
Yuxae €xovtwv Heracliti effatum ad verbum citari profitetur, contra
Stob. Flor. IV 56 haec Pleraclito vindicat: kakoi (adde pdptupee)
yivovtal o@BoApoi kai wta a@povwv avBpwnwyv Yuxae PopPdapoue
gxovtwv. Secundum Caecil. Balb. Monac. | 31 p. 20 Woelfflin.
Heraclitus dixit oculos et mires vulgi malos testes esse.

312) ‘O aiutde €9n- ,,Tihai Beole Kai AVOPWIOVE KOTAOOUAOUVTOIK.

Sententiam inde ab Hesiodo fr. 236 Kinkel (dwpa 6eole
neifel, dwp’ aidoiove Poetaroe) et apud Graecos et apud Latinos

Adnotatio critica:

310) 'HpakAeitou in mg. Cod. | €épnee €0Q®TATOE yeyovéval TAVTWV] TAV-
TWV Yéyove €0QWTEPOE (post véoe v) Stob. Ant. Max. | Adel éautov] i)dewv
£uautov Cod. | undév €iddta] undév dvta Ant. Max., sed €idota pro ovta Max.
in Vat. Gr. 741 et 385 exhibet. Etiam apud Laert. 1 c. €ival pro &idévar optimi
codd. perperam offerre videntur. Alia ratio in J. Chrysostomi gnoma ap. Anton. |
59 p. 64, 37 et Maxim. 56 p. 662, 37 sg. OUTOE WAAIETA E€Tiv O €0UTOV €idWE 0
pndév €autov eival vopiZwv intereedit, quamvis etiam illic equidem €idévan pro
eivat malim. Ceterum Philonis sententiam ad Didymum auctorem referunt Anton.
1 50 p. 56, 14, Maxim. 17 p. 583, 44 et 56 p. 662, 35, Gnomic. Basil. 210 p. 172
Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 216v n. 215, cod. Ottobon. Gr. 192 f. 215v.

311) Ap. Sext. Emp. avBpwnwv (aut éxouvelv) cum Rittero rescribendum,
lieet Zellerus d. Philos, d. Griech. 1 p. 653 n. obloquatur; BopPdpou Yuxae £'xov-
Toe Bernaysius Gesammelt. Abhandl. vol. 1 (1885) p. 95 sgq. temptat.

312) Ap. Heslodum 1 c. testimoniis a Kinkelio (et Rzachio fr. 247) conlectis
addi possunt: Theodor. Prodrom. Epist. (Notices et Extraits vol. VI) p. 527; Dio-
genian. (Paroemiogr. vol. 1) IV 21, Gregor. Cypr. (ibid.) Il 18, Gregor. Cypr.
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seriptores celebratissimam sub Heracliti nomine laudari non
memini.
313) <0)> auTtde evrrew »AvOPWTOL KAKOi aAnBvav AvTidikol«.
314) “Hpdkiermoe v maideiov £tepov MOV €ival Toie memondeu-
MEVOL EAgyev.
= Flor. Mon. 200. — Platoni J. Dainasc. Exc. Flor. 1l 13, 80
p. 200 (Stob. Antbol. vol. 1l p. 215, 11 sq.) tribuit; cf. praeterea
Mvouika tiva Boisson. Anecd. Gr. vol. Il p. 471, 3 sq.; v
noideiov 0evTEPOV NAIOV gival Toie AvBpwTolE QapEY.

315) ‘O alT1o6e ELVTOPWTATNV 000V eAeyev eie eudodiov TO yevé-
€Bon ayabov.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 228”; Maxim. 46 p. 646, 4 sq. —
Secundum Xenophontem Memor. | 7, 1 Socrates aei eleyev we
00K €N KoMV 6d0e em’ eudoiav, 1 ' ne av TiE dyaBde TOUTO
yévorto & kai dokewv Pouiorto, fieque aliter Sophronisci filius ap.
eundem Il 6, 39 loquitur: OAG €UVIOPWTATN TE Kai GEQPOAEETATN
KOl KOANETN 000g, 0 KpitoBoule, & T1 av BoOAn dokelv AyabBoe eiva,
TOUTO Kai yevéeBal ayaBov melpdebal. Eandem doctrinam tamguam
Socraticain etiam Plato Gorg. p. 527 B (Euseb. Praep. Evang.
XI1 6, 21, Theodoret. Affect. Cur. XII p. 467 Gaisf.), Cicero de
Offic. 1l 12, 43, Valer. Maxim. VIl 2 Ext. 1, Caecil. Balb.
Monac. | 12 p. 19 (Woelfflin) adgnoscunt, ad Cambysen, Cyri
patrem, Xenopho Cyrop. | 6, 22 transfert.

316) Oalie 0 €o@de Epwtnbeie ei AavBdavel TiE TOIWY TI TOV OBedY
eimew »0UdE OlOVOOUMEVOEX.

Adnotatio critica:

Mosqu. 11 83, Apostot. VI 42; Macar. I1l 43. — Theodori epistulam dum percurro,
haec verba animum advertunt a Wachsmuthio ad Timon. Phlias. fr. 13 p. 113
(ed. 2) neglecta: émerta e0xopal TOVE pev Ayabole, We Av o010 TE G, EVPNUEIV,
Péyey 0¢ undé tove Kakole, dikalotatov T00ToV QOBov (QoPoluevoe, Wh TIE Kai
TAAY TIHOV VEQTEPOE ayablov pe WEYEIV TPosayopelEEley, We O MAAAIOE EKEVOE
OV Xmelevmmov.

314) Qv — eheyev] eine AV maideiov Toie AvBpwTOlE deUTEPOV AAIOV
eivor Damasc.

315) 6 aOTOe ap. Max. post 0d6v ponitur | eheyev] post €0doiiav Max. in
Vat. Gr. 741 exhibet, €imev (ante euvtopwTATNV) Vat.

316) In mg. Ooiob Cod. | @oANie Vat. | épwtnBeie] mubopévou &€ (seil,
ii. 321 d praecedit) €tépouv Clem, npwtneé tie adTov Laert. épwtndévioe Theol
AavBdvel] Aavedvol (sed AavBdvel cod. Monac. et Darmstad.) Aphth. Comm.
AdBol Laert. duvatal Aavedvelv Laur. Max. Ars. | TIE TIOlwV TL TOV Bedv] TIE TOV
Beov mowwv TI Vat. T0 6Belov Tpdeewv TI GvBpwmoe Clem, Tove Bgove PAVAGY
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= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 228v; Clemens Alexandr. Strom.
V 14 p. 704, 25 sq. Pott.; Valer. Maxim. VII 2 Ext. 8. — Paulo
aliter quaestio apud Laert. Diog. I 1, 36 et in cod. Laurent.
Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315T est concepta, quibuscum consentientes
dictum Pittaco adsignant Theo Progymn. 5 (Rhet. Gr.) vol. 1l
p. 97, 31 sq. Sp. (vol. I p. 203W.) et p. 102, 5 sqqg. (I p. 211),
Anonym. Aphthonii Comment, vol. Il p. 16, 24 sqq. W., Nicolaus
Progymn. 3 vol. Il p. 459, 7 sqq. Sp. (II p. 585 W), Zenoni
Maxim. 5 p. 545, 21 sqq. et Arsen, p. 265, 18 sq. — Similes
aliorum sententias Th. Gataker ad M. Antonin. 13 p. 2 et Upton
ad Epictet. Dissert. 11 14,11 vol. Il p. 457 Schweigh. suppeditant.

317) ‘'O altde eplTLWYTOC OUTOV tivoc ei OuOEN, 3TI 0UK EUoiyeveey,

ékéNevee U Opoeal @reoe Tov Opkov WEI(ov autov BAAYEv i} TO €'pyov.

Cf. Laert. Diog. | 1, 36 mpoOe TOV HOIXOV €pOUEVOV €l OMOEEIE

U depolyevkéval ol xeipov“, €'gn »poixeioe emopkia“, quo loco,

nisi Thaletis responsum interrogative efferatur, ineptissima sen-
tentia evadit.

318) O aUtée MOpaKEAELOUEVNE QUTW TAE HPNTPOE YAUOL OULTIV
g'gneev wpav  gival, iktepov d€  avoykalopevoe  TapeAnAuBEval  £'on
NV wpav.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 228v. Aliis verbis eadem Plutarch.
Quaest. Conviv. Il 6 p. 654 BC vol. 1l p. 794, 14 sqq.; Laert.
Diog. 11, 26; Stob. Flor. LXVIII 29, Arsen, p. 292, 3 sqq.
enarrant; cf. praeterea Diogenis Cynici praeceptum ap. Laert.
Diog. VI 2, 54. Ceterum narratiunculam ipsam ab Hermippo
adpositam esse crediderim, quem et alia fabella e Pataeci auctori-
tate ad Thaletis consilium enucleandum usum esse Plutarch. Vit.
Solon. VI 7 p. 81 D vol. I p. 97, 27 docet.

Adnotatio critica:

Tt molwv Theo, et? to0e Beole @aUAa Tolwv Nieol. Tole Beole KOKA TPATTWV
Aphth. Comm, Beole (Bedv Laur. Max.) GvBpwrnoe odikwv Laert. Laur. Max. Ars.
— Notionem @dIKwv (QavAov, @OUAX TOIWVY, KOKA TIPATTwY), qua de cf. Sext.
Enchir. 59, Euripid. Fragm. 832, 2 N.; Lucian. Anth. Pal. X 27, 1, non adgnoscit
Valer. Max.: interrogatus an facta hominum deos fallerent, ne cogitata quidem,
inquit. | €imev- 003¢ dlavoolpevoe] Kai Twe, €imev, oe ye 00 dlavoolpevoe Clem,
GAN" 0LdE dlavoolpevoe €@n Laert. Max. Ars. épnit GAN o0dé dlovooluevos Laur.
€imev ou, o0d¢ dlovoolpevoe Theo, Adyoe AmouvnUOVEVETON EIMOVTOE' 008E dla-
vooUpevoe Theo, €pn dt1 pndé diavooLpevoe Aphth. Comm, AmeKPIVOTO: GAN
000¢ dlavooupevoe Nicol.
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319) O aUtée AMOEKOTWV TOTE VUKTWP etc TG HETEwPa Kal Old
i. 28’ TOUTO KaTeveEXDElE el'e TI @péap, TPOE TNV EKEVOU || Qwvrv TO mpoee-
dpevov aUTw Bepamavidowv €NBOvV kai d1d KAJOKiou HOAIE GveAkLEQY
TOV OgemOTNV €IMeV No Oalrie, TA €V olPOVW- EKOTIV TA €mi yie olx
£WPAKOEK,
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 228'. — Dicti fons antiquissiinus
est Plat. Theaetet. p. 174 A, quern locum auctoris homine suppresso
Jamblich. Protrept. 14 p. 212 Kiessl. et (inter Gnomica quaedam)
cod. Laurent. Plut. LX n. 4 f 77! exscribunt, Platonis nomine
addito repetit Theodoret. Affect. Cur. I 9 p. 24 sqg. Gaisf. (Cramer,
Anecd. Oxon. vol. IV p. 250, 22 sqq.). — E Platone etiain Hip-
polyt. Refut. Haeres. (Origin. Philosopbum.) 1 p. 5, 17 sqq. (Miller)
profecit, nisi quod verba OpoTtd Tie EupeAne Kai xopiceea Bepa-
nawvie falso intellexit. — Apophtbegmatis acutnine paululum inflexo
narratiunculam suis commentariis Serenus intexuit, cuius memoria
apud Stob. Flor. LXXX 5 (Antbol. vol. Il p. 8, 2 sqqg.), Anton.
Il 76 p. 143, 21 sq., Maxim. 21 p. 600, 19 sqg. superest. A
Sereno baud multum Laertii Diogenis narratio | 1, 34 discedit,
in cuius gemino exemplo ancillae Thraessae Atticum senem
Vind. 51 mire substituit, permire haec verba facit Tertullianus
ad Nation. Il 4 p. 188 Oehler (cf. de anima 6 p. 1007): mérito
ergo Milesius Thales dum totum caelum examinat et ambulat oculis
in puteum cecidit turpiter, multum inrisus Aegyptio UIi', in terra,
inquit, nihil perspiciebas; caelum tibi speculandum existimas? —
In apopbthegmate, quod ad nostri Gnomologii dictum proxime
aecedit, pro Tbalete iuvenculum ponunt Vind. 172, Flor. Pal.-
Vat. 42, Gnom. cod. Pal. Gr. 356 f. 151 n. 15 (ap. Wachsmutb.
ad Vind. 1 c.), cod. Vat. Gr. 633 f. 119r, Paris. 1168 f. 148v ap.
Freudenthal. Mus. Rhen. vol. XXXV p. 421 ; nec dissimilis est
festiva illa de astrologo fabella in fab. Aesop. 72 p. 35 sg. Halm,
cf. praeterea n. 349 infra. — Ex alio fonte mibi nondum ex-
plorato Aristides Or. XLVIII vol. Il p. 472 Lind, hausit: noe
00K GAnBwe ef£w emAwv Kai Modeipwv @reel TiE EMEKOTTWY €ivai

Adnotatio critica:

319) kai o1& toUTO Oom. Vat. | Tt om. Vat. | mpde tv] mpde d¢ TV Vat,
qua lectione admissa katnvéxdn pro Kai — Kotevexbeie poni debebat; habet vero
Kai — KatevexOeie dubitandi ansam, non propter nominativi absoluti usum, qui
apud probatissimos scriptores inveniatur, sed propter putidum participiorum con-
cursum | a0tw om. Vat. | kai — €imev] poMe (m. pr. poyie) did K)S\iuou(os aveii-

Kuegey enemév (m. pr. énemwv) Vat. | @ ©aAne om. Vat. | o0x] o0y’ Cod.
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cot TOV Vouv Womep TNV OPATTavV QOA TIOT ekeivo etc QoA eimeiv.
De re ipsa Anaximenis testimonium in epistula (suppositicin?) ad
Pythagoram extat ap. Laert. Diog. Il 2, 4.

320) OaMe épwtnbele (a) Ti MPeeBUTOTOV TWV OVTWVY Eime- «Be0'e -
ayéwntoe ydp« - (b) KAMIETOV «KOEUOE: Toinpa <ydp) Tou Beoi)« -
(c) péyietov- «[0] TOMOE- amavia ydp xwpeic - (d) ToxvtoTov «[8]
vofic: d31d mavtde ydp TpEXEl«- () iEXLUPOTATOV «aVAYKN- KPATE yap
andviwv«: (f) €0@OTOTOV «XpOvoe: Gveupiekel ydp TAvVTO«.

— Laert. Diog. I 1, 35; cod. Vat. Gt. 742 f. 66v [qui n. c)
omittit], 1144 f. 2287 [ubi a) deest]. Aliquantum Plutarch. Sept.
Sap. conv. 9 p. 153CD vol. | p. 182, 5 sqg. distat. Ceterum ad
easdem fere interrogationes aliter Pythagoras apud Jamblich. de
vit. Pythag. XVIII 82 responded — a) ap. Stob. Anthol. |
1, 29t vol. I p. 34, 1 sg. extat; c) cf. Stob. Anthol. I 18, 1° vol. |
p. 157, 4 sq.: OoAfe €pwtndete Ti [10] pEYIETOV £@neEE’ «TOTOE-
TOMO pév yap O. KOeUoe, Tov 3¢ Koeldov o0Toe TePIEXElk, ubi 1O
resecandum videtur; e) cf. Plutarch, de Placit. 11 25 p. 884E
vol. Il p. 1078, 15 sg. OaAne: «iexupOTOTOV QAVAYKN: KPOTEL yap
TOu Tovtoe«. Stob. Anthol. 1 4, 7“ vol. | p. 72, 1 sq. OaMe
épwtnBele Ti ieyupdtatov EIMeEV  «QVAYKN- KPaATED ydp TOVTWv«.
[Galen.] Hist, philos. 10 vol. XIX p. 261 Kuebn.: tnv avdyknv
OoAnje iexupotdtnv €ivai @nel. kpateiv ydp avtiv Tou movtoe. Cf.
praeterea Liban. vol. IV p. 335R; f) Stob. Anthol. I 8. 40a vol. |
p. 102. 7 sq. ©aAje £pWTNOEIE Ti E0QAOTATOV €PN - «XPOVOE' (KEUPIEKEL

Adnotatio critica:

320)a) OoAne épwtnbele om. Plut. | épwtnbete Ti om. Laert. | Twv dviwv]
om. Plut. dmdvtwv Vat. 742 | eine] om. Laert. amekpivoto Stob. £pn OoAne (post
Bede) Plut. | dyevwntog] dayévvntov Plut. Stob. dyévntov Laert. | yap] yop €Tt
Plut. | épwtndele — dyevvntoe ydp] €opn Vat. 1144 | b) ap. Plut. cum c) sedem
eomrautat | KGAMeToV] Ti KGAMETov Plut. | yap om. Cod. | Tou 6eod] 6eol Laert.
noinua — Beo00] mav ydp TO Katd T&ilv TovTou pépoe €eti Plut. | €) om. Vat.
742 | Ti ante péyletov add. Plut. | péyietov] péyietoe Cod. et Vat. 1144, in quo
post banc vocem primitus ydp exaratum erat | 6 recte om. Plut. Laert. Stob.
Tomoe] Koepoe Cod. et Vat. 1144, quod responsum Aethiopum rex Amasidi reddit
ap. Plut. Sept. Sap. conv. 8 p. 153 A vol. | p. 181, 33 | dmavta yap Xwpei] T@Aa
pév yap 0 Koelog, TOV 8¢ Koepov oltoe mepiéxel Plut. | d) om. Plut. | Tax0tatov]
Taxletov Laert. TtpoxUtatov Vat. 1144a m. pr. | 6 male inculcant Cod. et Vat.
1144 1 e) cf. ad f) | i ante iexupotatov add. Plut. | dndvtwv] maviwv Laert.
Stob. Tou Tavtoe Plut. p. 884 E | kpatei ydp amdvtwv] pévov ydp avikntov
Plut. p. 153 D | f) eogpwtatov] Ti €ogwtatov Plut. | dveupiekel yap mvtal Tta
pév yap elpnkev oltoe ndn, ta &€ elpneel Plut., apud quem banc sententiam
tree aliae interrogationes cum Thaletis responsis excipiunt, turn e) sequitur, deni-
que: Ti jjoantév 10 Katd @ULeIv €nei mpde AOOVAE ye TOANAKIE ATOYOPEVOUEIV.
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yap ta (articulus détendus videtur) mdvta. Auctoris nomine omisso
Apostot. XVI1II 41¢ offert: xpévoc €0QTOTOV AMAVTWVY - EVPIOKEL Yap
Ta mavta cf. insuper Aristotel. Phys. Ause. IV 13 p. 2220 16 sqq.
év 0¢ Tw Xpovy mAvTta yivetal kai @Oeipeton - 010 kai of pev £0Qw-
ToTov eleyov, 0 e MubBayopeloi Mdpwv AGuabectotov, 0TI Kol ETI-
AavBavovtal v ToUTw, Aéywv opBotepov, ubi Simplic. p. 391b 30 sqg.
Brandis (adde eundem p. 393" 17 sqq. et Themist. ibid. p. 3934
27 sq.) haee profert: 60 6¢ Zipwvidne (fr. 19 Bergk) 10 g0@wtoTOV
W XPovy mepiPe To0T® Yyap €on mdaviae MAVTO eVpiekelv Kai
paveavewv. Addatur denique Agathonis (?) versus ap. Stob. Anthol. |
8, 14 vol. I p. 95, 14 (fr. 19 Nauck).

321) O al16e épwtndeic (a) Ti OUEKOAOV €QN- »TO €AUTOV YVK-
valk - (b) Ti €ukoAov- »TO0 GMw Umobeebal« - (C) Ti 0 RBIETOV- »TO
EMTUYXAVEIV« ' (d) Ti 0 BeloV - »T0 PATE dpXv WNTE TEAEULTAV £'Xov« '
(e) Ti 0 OUekoAov €ln TeBeapevoe, »yepovia [€pn] TOpavvov” - () e
v TIE atuyiov ApleTa @EPOI- »El TOuE €XOpole Xeipova TMPATTOVIOE
BAEmol« - (g) TwE GV GplETa Kai OIKaOTOTO  PIOENIUEY, ' »EGv @ TOlE
GMote [¢gn] €mmipopev auto'i ur dpwpev ' (h) Tie €0daiwy- »0 TO

f 29% yev ewpa LyIRe, TV 0 YuXnv €UTOPOE, TNV O QUEIV EUTOIdEVTOEX. |
= Laert. Diog. | 1, 36; a)—d) g) h) cod. Vat. Gr. 1144

f. 228v exhibet, a) d) g) Flor. Mon. 204, ubi 0 aUtoe falsissime
Theocritum Chium (cf. n. 338) apophthegmatum auctorem esse
innuit, a) et b) Arsen, p. 291, 16 sqq., cf. praeterea n. 456 infra.

I — a) XOAEmOv eautov yvaval Thaleti in septem sapientum dictis

ad Stobaei calcem promulgatis vol. 1V p. 297, 29 tribuitur; ad

Adnotatio critica:

321) a) Ti] Ti éett Mon. | b) Ti] Ti 0¢ Laert. maAlv €pwtnOeie Ti Ars. | €pn
post eukolov add. Ars. | OmobéeBai] OmotiBeeBon Laert. Ars. | c) O om. Laert. |
d) ti 0 Ti Laert. Vat. 1144 kai Ti Mon. | Belov] 10 Oelov Laert. | €xov post
apxnv (opyv Mon., sed cod. Pal. Gr. 23 recte dpxfv) Laert. conloeat | €) €@n,
quod delendum significavi, Laert. ante yépovta ponit | f) mwe] épwtnbeic mwe
Vat. 742. Laur. Max. Ars. | dpleta] Adeta Laert. recte | @épol] @épel Max. ap.
Combef., @épn in Vat. 741. 385, quam scripturam etiam Vat. 742 offert. | épn ante
ei add. Max. Ars., post €xBpole Vat. 742 Laur. | xeipova (xaipova Vat. 742)]
xeipov Laert. | BAémol] PAémel Vat. 742. Max. (sed BAémol Vat. 741) Ars. | g) mwe]
Kai mwe Mon. | v om. Mon., post verbum Vat. 1144 ponit | Bioeoipev] Bioeoipev
Cod. et Vat. 1144 fBiweoyev Mon. | épn om. Laert. | u om. Vat. 1144 [ dpwuev]
nowwuev Mon. cf. Euseb. ap. Stob. Flor. XLVI 36 | h) Tie €0daiywv] épwtnbeic
Tie 0 €0daipwv €@n Ant. Max. ( Jev post e®pa ponit Vat. 1144 | Yuxrv — @OeIv]
TOxNv — Wuxnv e codd. deterloribiis apud Laertium volgo legitur | ebmaideutoE]
anaidevtoe Cod. et Vat. 1144 | n. 116 cum in adnotatione exegetica commemoro,
occasionerd amittere nolo iudicii retractandi, quod lapsu nescio quo de Anthologiae
Palatinae epigrammate X 3, 4 pronuntiavi.
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Pittaeum in Demetrii Phalerei syntagmate apud Stob. Flor. 11l
79b (= Arsen, p. 419, 20 et 473, 3) sententia XOAEMOV TO €U
yvwvar refertur, quam scripturam etiam codicis Vat. Gr. 742
sylloge f. 62r adgnoscit, lemmatis ilia quidem destituta;, sed
lectionem xaAemov eautov yvaval praeter cod. Vat. Gr. 743 f. 55r,
in cuius simillima conlectione Thaletis, Pittaci, Biantis, Periandri
dicta lemmatis non sunt distincta, gemella fere codicis VVat. Gr. 62
f. 120r (= Pal. Gr. 128 f. 85r) et Paris. 1630 (in Boiss. Anecd.
Gr. vol. I p. 139, 3) corpuscula offerunt, in quibus insuper re-
ctissime (cf. vel Laert. Diog. I 1, 37; 4, 78 sq.) tota particnla
Thaleti vindicatur, Pittaco vero ea adsignantur, quae in Stobaei
editionibus ad Thaletem auctorem referuntur. Quid quod in ipsius
Stobaei optimo codice A genuinus lemmatum ordo est servatus?
cf. vol. I p. 96 sq. Gaisf. — Maxim. 56 p. 663, 25 sg. et Apostol.
XVIII 7a sub Thaletis nomine ponunt: XaAemov & (sic mei codd.
et Apostol. 6¢ Combef.) €autév yvaoval, GMa pakdplov 2 (Znv
Combef.) yap kotd @Uetv, altero vero loco apud Maximum Com
befisianum haec propinantur (69 p. 686, 45 sqqg.): Aloyévne £pwin-
Be'le Ti XOAEMWTOTOV TO YIVWEKEIV €0UTOV £@n- TOAG ydp umd
QINaUTIOE €KOETOV €aUT® TPOETIBEVAL.  Attamen in eadem sententia
Stob. Flor. XXI 13 Xeidwv pro Aloyévne offert Maximi codice
Vat. Gr. 741 confirmante, qui quidem voce XOAeMWTATOV apo-
phthegma incipiat (sicuti etiam cod. Vat. Gr. 385, qui tamen
lemmate caret) lemmaque Xeihwvoe praemittat cf. praeterea
Maxim. 56 p. 664, 8 sqq. (= Arsen, p. 479, 13 sgq.) Xeidwv
EPWTNBEIE Ti TO XOAEMWTOTOV NTO YIVWEKEIV EOUTOV« €Qn- XPAEIUOV
yap (L. 8€) eie voubeeiav TV GAAZOvwy, Of LTEP TNV €autwv dOVAUIY
@Auapoletv, cui gnomae recte hanc Stob. Flor. XXI 14 substituic
Biantis nomine ornatam: 16 0¢ yvwOl €auTdV XPrEIMOV Egie vou-
Beciav etc. cf. insuper Schol. ad Platon. Phileb. p. 915b 40 (ed.
Turic.), Gregor. Cypr. Leid. 1 76, Append. Proverb. 1 80, Dio-
genian. (Paroemiogr. Gr. vol. 11) 11 10, Apostol. V 56, Arsen,
p. 165, 6; Suid. vol. I 1 p. 1120, 12 sqq. s. V. yvwBl gautov. Ce-
terum ad ipsum dictum Aristotel. Magn. Mor. 11 15 p. 1213a 13 sqq.
adludit: €mer ouv €€T1 KOl XOAEMWTOTOV, WEMEP KAl TWV E0QPWV TIVEE
eiprkael, 6 yvaoval autév, — addantur Jonis fr. 55 p. 576 N., Plato
Alcibiad. prior, p. 129 A sqqg., Jamblich. de vit. Pythag. XVIII
83, Incert. vit. Pythag. ap. Phot. Biblioth. p. 440b 20 sqg., Dio
Chrysostom. Or. 1V vol. | p. 74, 15 sqg. Dind., Galen, de cogn.
et cur. animi morb. 6 vol. V p. 34 (cl. 2 p. 4 ibid.), Basil. Magn.
Const. Monast. XXII 5 (Patr. Gr. vol. XXXI) p. 1409 C, idem

Wien. Stud. X. 1888. 17
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ap. J. Damasc. Parali, sacr. y 2 (Pati-. Gr. vol. XCV) p. 1304 B
et Maxim. 56 p. 662, 23 sq. (= Symeo Metaphrast. Serm. XX 2
— Patr. Gr. vol. XXXIlI — p. 1357 A), Nil. Abb. Epist. IlI
n. 314 (Patr. Gr. vol. LXXIX) p. 536 C. — c) Demetrii Phalerei
syntagma ap. Stob. Flor. 111 79 b (= Arsen, p. 419, 21) exbibet:
noétetov (notov Arsen, ap. Walzium) 16 €mbupioe tuxeiv in illa
parte, quam Pittaci nomen mentiri supra demonstravimus, sed
ndieTov o émBupele Tuxeiv omnes conlectiones ad a) citatae offerunt.
Thaletis sententiae nobiliorem Menedemus n. 407 infra opponit.
— d) Clemens Alexandr. Strom. V 14 p. 704, 23 sq. Pott. €pwtn-
Beic yé Tol 0 OaMie Ti et TO Belov: «T6 PAT OpPXAV« €'¢n «UATE
TéNoe €'yovk, ubi Beov eodem modo pro 6elov ponitur atque
in Pythagorae dicto apud Eustath. ad Homeri II. 2, 119
p. 187, 26 et Schob ibid. vol. I p. 82, 17 Dind. cf. praeterea
Schob ad 1 c. vol. Il p. 97, 10 Dind. cl. Xenoph. Memor. |
6, 10, Zellero, d. Philos, d. Griech. 41 p. 178 n. 1. — De
Thalete etiam Hippolyt. Refut. Haeres. (Origin. Philosophum.)
I p. 5 16 sg. (Miller) habet: 0edv de TOUTO €ivol (EAeyev)
T0 WAT apxv MATE TteAeutv exov. Aliud sive potius nullum
responsum Croeso a Thalete relatum esse Tertullianus Apolog.
19 p. 95, ibid. 46 p. 141, ad Nation. Il 2 p. 183 (Oehler) ait,
sed rem illic enarratam inter Simonidem et Hieronem evenisse
Cicero de Nat. Deor. I 22, 60 prodidit, unde sua Minucius Felix
Octav. 13 (cl. 38) hausit cf. praeterea Jopho ap. Stob. Anthol.
I1'1, 9 vol. Il. p. 5, 5 sqqg. — e) Apud Plutarch. Sept. Sap.
conv. 2 p. 147 B. vol. I p. 174, 46 sqq. Niloxeno compellanti:
Tivee UOPpleTikai €ou mepi TUpAVVwY AMOQAEElE AVEPEPOVTO TIPOE
autov (seil, Tov Apoglv) e epwtnbeie umo MoAmayopou tou ‘lwvoe
Ti TOPOSOEOSTOTOV €N €WPOKWE AMOKPIVOIO - «TUPOVVOV  YEPOVTOK
Thales respondet: GAa To0TO pev [TITIOKOU €TV EipnuévoV eV
nadld noteé mpae Mupeidov ey de Bavpaeaiy’ Gv — o0 TUPAWOV,
GAAO KuBepvntnv yépovta Beagapevoe, — nihilominus ipse sibi di-
ctum ibid. 7 p. 152 A vol. | p. 180, 29 sq. (Stob. Flor. XLVI1I
47) adsumit cf. etiam Plutarch, de gen. Socrat. 6 p. 578 C.
vol. | p. 698, 40 sqg. €IT oUY UMépeu OAANE 6 moAaloe omd Eévne
EABOV d1G XpOvou TwV QIAWV EPWTWVTWV O TI KAIVITATOV (ETOPNKOI
«TOpavov« £Qn «yeépoviox. Apophthegma respicere videtur Dio
Chrysostom. Or. VI vol. | p. 104, 8 sq. o0 podiov pev yap davdpa
yneaeal topavvov, utramqgue sententiam Philodem. mepi 6avatou
IV ed. Mekler (cf. ad n. 115) Cob XXXVIII 28 sqq. p. 352 ex-
primit: kai (m)iBavoy (My)e()tor Agy(e)v tov @a(e)kovta mapadoEov
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e(var yép(o)vta kuBe(p)vitnv (1)d€tv kat T(0)p(av)v(ov). — f)Thaleti
tribuunt Maxim. 18 p. 591, 19 sqq., cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 67r
Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315v, Hieroni Arsen, p. 306, 22
sg., cui testimonio Hieronis dictum, quod apud Maximum nostro
praemittitur, ansam dedisse videtur. — g) Thaleti Demetr. Phaler.
apud Stob. Flor. Il 7 ¢ verba: dea vepeeae tw mAneiov, alToE
pr molel in capite adsignat, quod ad Pittacum referendum esse
supra monui; testes illic adlati ad unum omnes scripturam oca
av vepeeae KTA. adgnoscunt. Ad eandem sententiam etiam Tbaletis
praeceptum apud Arsen, p. 292, 11 (oca vouBeteie tov TAngiov
autée moiet) redit; aliorum gnomas similes vel adeo simillimas sciens
omitto. — b) Plieroni Anton. I 70 p. 71, 7 sg. et Maxim. 18 p.
591, 16 sqqg. tribuunt.

322) Oed@poeToE O €K TOU TIEPIMATOU QIAOEOPOE EPWTNOEIE UTIO
Tivoe Ti €uvéxel Tov Twv avBpwmwv Piov €iev nebepyeeia Kol TN
Kol TIpwpio,

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229, Stob. Flor. XLIIl 72. Se-
cundum [Ciceronem] Epist. ad Brut. 1 15, 3 Solo rem publicam
contineri duabus rebus dixit: praemio et poena.

323) ‘O altde BKV veaviekov TV €0xOUevov Toie Beoie vouv Kal
@pévae ayabde alTw TEPIMOIETV «() Veaviekek, €imev, Tob TolE €0)X0-
pévole vobe Kai @pévee meplyivovTal, GAND TOIE PAVOAVOUEIV«.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229r; cf. quae de Biante Maxim. 14
p. 578, 16 sqg., Gnomic. Basil. 95 p. 157, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122
f. 162T n. 77, Arsen, p. 148, 8 sqqg. tradunt. Non absimilis Ari-
stippi sententia supra n. 33 occurrit; addatur denique Democriti
gnoma apud J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. Il 13, 71 p. 199 (Stob.
Anthol. vol. Il p. 214, 9).

324) 'O alT6e epnee Toie OXAOIE UNTE KOAWE UNTE KOKWOE TIOIETV
NKOKWE MEV yap TOBOVIEE €€ TOV OMOVIO XPOVOV UVNUOVEVOUELY,
glepyetnBevTee 0¢ mapaxpria EmAavBdvovtai.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229’ Sententiam nostram, qua
de cf. Seneca de Benef. I 1, 8, ex Theophrasti opere quodam
deperdito prompfam esse baud inprobabiliter mihi statuere videor;
quodsi coniectura firmo stet talo, in gnomae vicinia n. 328 conlo-
catum fuisse sine haesitatione pronuntiare possumus.

Adnotatio critical

322) In mg. Osoppdetou Cod. | 6 €k TOU TEPIMATOU QIAGEOQOE Oiu. Stob.
€imev] €pn Stob.
17*
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325) O o0tée Emarveiv Kol KoTnyopelv o0 TOu TUXOVTOE £@n
eivar, dMa 1ol JIEAnEOToE TEPi AVOPOTOU KOAWE KOl KAKWE.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229

326) ‘O altoe €dokipoZey U @IAAEOVTO Kpively, GAND Kpivavta
PAelv, Kol pieeiv Adyw, Kal Py TaBel.

Eadem sententia infra n. 561 Psittaco (i. e. Pittaco) tri-
buitur; partis prioris, quae ab Anton. 1 24 p. 29, 25, Maxim. 6
in cod. Vat. Gr. 741 f. 25r et 385 f. 18T, Apostol. V 98aNicocli
adsignatur, Theophrastum auctorem plures testes adgnoscunt cf.
cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 210r 6 a0tée (OOPPOAETOE) TOPEKEAEVETO TOVE
@idove dokiudeavtae aipeicbal, oUy ENopévoue SOKIJAZEW, (uo pro-
xime accedit Eutil. Lup. de fig. 1 6; Plutarch, de frat. am. 8
p. 482 B vol. I p. 584, 33 sqq. (unde sua Stob. Flor. LXXXIV
14 sumpsit) ToU0e pev yap GAANOTpiouve, we Eheye Oed@POETOE, 0U
@ouvTa del Kpively, GMa Kpivavta @iAeiv, ad quam sententiam
maxiine Ammian. Marcellin. XXV1 2, 9 facit: ut enim sapientes
definiunt — alienum ad amicitiam cum iudicaverit quisquam pru-
dens adiungere sibi debebit (l. debet), non cum adiunxerit iudicare;
Senec. Epist. 3, 2 cl. Monit. 33 p. 20 (de Mor. 48); Caecil. Balb.
Monac. XV 7 p. 25 (e Paris. XXVI p. 40), ubi cf. Woelfflin. (adde
lib. Cusan. ed. Klein, p. 108 apud Haupt. Opusc. vol. 1l p. 546
et cod. Vat. Lat. 5346 f. 37r). — Inter Mvwuikd Tiva Boisson.
Anecd. Gr. vol. Il p. 467, 17 Theophrasti (cf. ad n. 25. 333)
gnomis praemissis sine auctoris nomine haec habest pf @iAneae
Kpive, GA\a kpivoe @iAel, alienis igitur pennis Ciceronem Lael.
XXII 85 gloriari videmus: quocirca—dicendum est enim saepius
— cum iudicaveris diligere oportet, non cum dilexeris iudicare.

327) ‘O a0tée O€iv Ta TV yeloiwv €pn TolowTa ival, €@l oie
0 pév akoLwv nebreetal, & 0 Aéywv 00 KatalgxuvoneeTal.
— Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229r. Verba nostra ex Theophrasti
libro mepi yehoiou (cf. Athen. VIII p. 348 A, Laert. Diog. V 2,
46) desumpta esse suspicor, idemqgue de Theophrasti apophthegmate
apud Plutarch. Quaest. Conviv. Il 1, 7 p. 631 E vol. Il p. 765,
21 sg. sentio.

Adnotatio critica:
325) KOAWE Kol KOK®WE] KOAWE N KOKWe Vat.; malim 1O KaAOV Koi Kokdv
aut T0 KOAWE Kai. KOKWE €XOV.
326) In mg. @cogpaetouv Cod. | pfy (altero loco)] o0 n. 561 rectius.
327) ¢'on om. Vat. | o0 ora. Vat.
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328) ‘O a0TOe £¢gn O€iv UAANOV pVNUOVEDElY, 0@ GV KOAWE TIE
mémovley 1) U@ WV KOKWE Kol yap 10 elxopleteiv to0 Tipwpeiebal
BeAtiovoe nBoue eival.

= Cod. Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f 315

329) O altée mpde TOV daKVOUEVOV €Ml TaiE €auTol auaptiale ||f. 29°
KOl HETAUEAOPEVOV E€QN - TEl OUTW HEMNWV TPATTEIV TE @aLAA EOAKVOU,
e TpAiae, 00K av AUOPTEE.

— Cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 67r, Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8
f. 315"

330) ‘O a0t16e mpde NikoUoyov TOTE TOV APIETOTEAOUE LIOV GpywE
QINOEOQOLVTA KOAGV €Qn pn  MOVov €ival Tre oleioe TrE TOTPWOE
KANPOVOUOV, GAND KOl TwV EMITNOEUMATWY EKEVOUL.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229r. Nicomachum Tbeopbrasto
praeceptore usum esse Ps.-Aristippus apud Laert. Diog. V 2, 39
testatur; addatur Aristocles apud Euseb. Praep. Evang. XV
2, 15.

331) O altée AGAW TiEpIMEEQVY EITEV raiipiov €& moL £etal un
{0€ivK;

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229

332) O alT0e £pwinbeie OMO TIvoE Ti €TV €pwe eime- mmdABoe
Yuxre exoAalovenex.

= Liban. Progymn. vol. IV p. 1122 R., Stob. Flor. LXIV
29, cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 217’ et f 229’ Theanus est apo-
phthegma in Vind. 180, Flor. Mon. 270, Leid. 257; similiter etiam
Diogenes Cynicus apud Laert. Diog. VI 2, 51 (= Arsen, p. 208,
7) tov épwta dixit exohaloviwv dexohiov. Adde Publil. Syr. 34
Amor otiosae (otioso corr. Zwinger; cf' Liban. 1 c. p. 1122, 14
sg.) causa- est soMcitiidinis.

333) ‘O autdée ev eupmoeiw veaviekov TIVA BAEMwY Revxiav ayovta
€lmev nel pev OMaideLToE WV EIWTOE, TEMAIdEVPEVOE LTAPXElE- €l Oe
TEMAIOEVPEVOE, ATOIOEVTWE EIWTAELL

Adnotatio critica:

328) KoAwe] Kakwe Cod. | KOAWE — U@ v om. Laur. | T0 eOXopIETEiV] Kai
euxopleTEiv Laur. | eivan] éetiv Laur.

329) we mpdioe male post o0k dv Vat. Laur. conlocant.

331) €inev- avpwv] eime' AOplov Cod.

332) épwtnBeie] €pwtndeica (soil. Theano) V Mon. Leid. | U6 Tivoe oOT.
Liban. Stob. Vat. (utroque loco); V Mon. Leid. | eine] €'gnee Liban. €pn V Mon.
Leid. et (post maBog) Stob. | exoAdi.ovel V.

333) év eupmoeinw post Tiva Vat. 1144 conlocat | veaviekov post BAEmwv in

Vat. 385 legitur | dyovta] éxovia Ant. Max. Ars. BAémovta (sine dubio propter
praecedens BAémwv) Ottob. | fReuyiov dyovta] reuxdZovta Vat. 1144 | €inev] en
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= Anton. | 73 p. 73, 44 sq., Maxim. 20 p. 597, 14 sqq.,
cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229r, Ottobon. Gr. 192 f. 208r, Arsen,
p. 295, 21 sqg. Sententiae truncus Theophrasti tantummodo verba
complectens in Boisson. Anecd. Gr. voi. Il p. 467, 9 sqg. extat
cf. ad n. 25. 326. — Paulo aliter Laert. Diog. V 2, 40: mpdo
O TOV &V TY EUPTIOEIW EIWTWVTIA TO OAOV £'¢n: nei Wev aupadne ef,
@POViPWE TroIEie* €1 d¢ memaideveal, Appovwe«, ad cuius dicti simi-
litudinem Simonidis effatum apud Plutarch. Quaest. Conviv. 111
Prooem. 1 p. 644 E vol. Il p. 782, 3 sg. proxime accedit; cf.
praeterea Bionis apophthegma n. 159 supra.

334) 'O a0t6e €'gn TOLE pOXBNPOLE TWV avBpWTWY oUX OUTWE

ndeebal emi toie 1diole ayaboie, e emi TOlE GANOTPIOIE KAKOIE.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229r, Stob. Flor. XXXVIII 30,
Maxim. 54 p. 659, 9 sqg.. Gnomic. Basil. 285 p. 181, Gnom.
cod.Pal. 122f. 230vn. 250; cod. Pal. Gr. 426 f. 99r, Ottobon. Gr. 192
f. 208r, Arsen, p. 296, 1 sqq. — Agathoni Anton. | 62 Rib. (S.
Bibl. SS. PP. vol. V — Paris 1589 — p. 886) tribuit; ut locum
communem auctoris nomine suppresso (cf. ad n. 29) dictum
offerunt MNvouikd tiva Boisson. Anecd. Gr. vol. 11 p. 470, 16 sqq.
cf. praeterea Georgid. in cod. Laurent. Plut. VII n. 15 f. 93T
(Flor. Pal.-Vat. 295, Bar. 189, Ottobon. 190): @6ovepole Gvdpae
oUx oiitwe (ouTw Pal.-Vat.) ta oikeia Kakd & T TWV TEAAE ayoBd
Aumei (Aumei ayaBa Pal.-Vat.).

335) ‘O autoE £pwTnBeie Tiva TPOKOTIHV EXEl TTOAITEIN £'Qn- »OOVOV«.

336) ‘O autde TOLE €LEIdEIE Kai amaidelTouE OpoiovE Epneey gival
oAoBasTpole €Xouelv OEOE.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 229r. — Democrito Georgid. p.
24, 10 sq., Flor. Pal.-vat. 64, Bar. 199, Ottobon. 200, cod. Vat.
Gr. 790 f. 187v adsignant, Diogeni Maxim. 44 p. 640, 20 sg.
tribuit, ad Platonem cod. Vat. Gr. 633 f. 120r refert.
Adnotatio critica:
Vat. 1144 gpn mpode autov Ottob. | memondevpévoe (memaudevpévwe Cod., sed w
m. rec. ex o fecit)] memaidevpévoe UTIAPXEIE Boiss. Ars.

334) égn] €ine(v) Max. Ars. Pal. Ottob. | Tove om, Pal. | poxénpote] @Bove-
pove Ottob. cf. n. 19 Gnomologii nostri et Boiss. L. c.: ot Bovepoi TwV avopwmwv
ouy oiitwe ev@paivovtal €m! Toie etc. Lectionem poxBnpove etiam Ant. adgnoscit:
Agathon dixit malos homines nontam laetari propriis bonis, quam
alienis malis | ndeebat emi] Ndeebat mepi Pai., qui altero loco recte €n! exhibet.

336) eveldeie] eundeie Vat. 633 elmpeneie Georg. Pal.-Vat. (Bar.) Ottob.
anpeneie Vat. 790 | amedebTove Vat. 790 | opoiwe Ottob. | epneev] epn Max. Pai.-
Vat. einev Georg. Vat. 790 | dAdBoetpov (sic) Vat. 633 | éxoveane Vat. 633 | dAapa-

€Tpw YEPovTI oioe <o0?ue Pal.-Vat.) Georg. Pal.-Vat. (Bar.) Ottob. Vat. 790.
(Scliluss folgt.)

Romae. LEO STERNBACH















