

















De Gnomologio Vaticano inedito.

V.

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

337) Oeapidao 6 Adkwv Eipoe akovov Kai €pwTueEVoe €l 620
geTiv €'gn- noivtepov dlapofe«. ||
= Plutarch. Apophthegm. Lac. p. 221 C vol. I p. 271
(= Arsen, p. 298, 18 sq.), cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229r;, 742
f. 67r, Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315v. Hine Apostol. VI 3
proverbium diafoAie olutepov  Eipoe adsumpsit, cf. insuper
Pindari apophthegma apud Eustath. Prooem. Comment. Pindar.
8. 31 p. 59, 85 sg. (Tafel.) et Pythagorei incerti facete dictum
apud Jamblich. Vit. Pythag. XXVII 125.
338) Oedkpitoe 0 Xioc A@uolie TOINTOU AKPOOEIV TTOIOUHPEVOE EPW-
TOpevoe O aOTol TOIG €Tl TA KOAQE €ipnuéva (Egn)>: «a TOPENITIEE.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229r, Flor. Mon. 203; J. Damasc.
Exc. Flor. 11 13, 142 p. 226, Anton. 1 50 p. 56, 34 sq., Maxim.
17 p. 586, 20 sqg., Gnomic. Basil. 279 p. 180, Gnom. cod. Pal.

Adnotatio critica:

337) ©eaptdde cum lemmate Oeapidd Cod. cf. ad n. 284; Oeapidae, ubi ©
ex 0 est factum, Vat. 1144 | 6 Adkwv om. Plut. Ars. | kai épwTtwpevoe] kai €pw-
mBeie Vat. 1144 ApwtOn Plut. Ars.; mallem kai omnino abesset | €i 0E0 €eTiv
im Vat. 1144 casu omittitur | £pn] kai €imev Plut. Ars. | diaBoArie] diaBoAn Vat. 742
(non Laur.), quam lectionem paulo debiliorem nostroque loco minus commodam
Eustath. (= cod. Vratisl. A vol. Il 1 p. 10 Boeckh.) adgnoscit: Mivdapoe 6 pelomolde
(om. Vratisl.) épwtnbeic 0o tvwoe Ti mpiovoe OEUTEpOvV eime- ,,d1aBoAn”, adde
Jambl. 1 c. et Achill. Tat. VI 10,

338) Lemma @gdkpitoe Cod. | @eokpitoe ante épwtwpevoe Damasc. ponit
moloOpevoe] moloupévou Mon. Damasc., Maximi cod. Vat. Gr. 385, Bas. Pal. Ars.,
quod genuinum videtur, quamvis locutio in textu exhibita per se optime habeat,
cf. vel n. 308. | épwtmpevoe] Kai épwtwpevoe Bas. Pal., quae seripturae varietas
et illic pristinam lectionem moloVpevoe fuisse ostendit, €ita épwtwUevos Apost.
Ta (om. Max., nec tamen in Vat. 741, 385) KoAwe eipnuéva] O KOAWE EIPNKE
(eipnkévar Pal.) Bas. Pal. | €épn (om. Cod.)- d mopéAimee] Kpeieeov”, a TMOPEAITEE:
£Mi TV PwpPOAOYoUVTWY - Oe0KpIToe TOUT E€imev (ante dguole etc.) Apost.
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122 f. 228r n. 242, Arsen, p. 295, 4 sqg.; Apostol. X 10; of.
Gennadius Epist. in Boisson. Anecd. Gr. vol. V p. 142. — Stra-
tonici simile apophthegma n. 523 infra occurrit; adde Theocriti
dictum apud Caecil. Balb. Monac. XXVI 5 p. 28 sq.

339) O autée mopd TOTOV TIVWV VEAVIEKWY EPWOVIWV NpoC
GAAAove ToloV DOWP XPNETOTOTOV EETI TWV KOTA TNV OIKOUPEVNY, KOl
TOU OEimVou PN MaPOTIOEUEVOL, GANT TWV HEV QPOEKOVTWV TO &v KopivBw
armo e Meprivng, twv 0 10 €v Migpia amd tou 'EAIK@WvOE, Twv 06¢
10 év XoAKiOl amo e Apeboleng, €ita £pWTOVIWV QUTOV TOIW Euy-
KaToTifeTal €imev »éuol JOKED KATA TOV TOPOVTA KOIpOv ApIETOV €ival
dwp TO KOTA Xelpelva.

340) TO alt0e Twv Xiwv 00K £WVTIWV OUTOV ETAEAL TNV EIKOVA
auTo(l TPOE TN E€TOG, OMA QOEKOVTWYV TOoUE OAUpTIOVIKOE eKel Oeiv
Tetoebat, €'gn- »EAv 'OADUTIA TIE UPWV VIKNEN, METABETE POU TNV EIKOVA
gle TNV TOPIXOTWAIVY,

341) 'O al0T16e €V euumoei’y GeOTOU TIVOE KAnBeie, detie ToOv
idlov aypov TWANEnE KatoBePPWKEL, TPOEEVEYKAUEVOL €'dgea ZEov Kal
QAEKOVTOE KOTOKEKOOEDAI TOV 0UPAVOV »OAND PV €1 yex E€'Qn »tnv pév

i. 307V KoToREPpwKaE, || Tov 6¢ oupavov KOTOKEKAUKOE, AOITOV £T1 €01 TNV
Bahaeeay EKTIETVK.
Aliis verbis eandem historiolam Athenaeus VIII p. 344 B
rettulit, unde etiam helluonis nomen discere possumus.

342) 'O altoe ®INOEEVOU TPAE QUTOV HOXOMEVOU Kal EUZNTOUVTOE

g'en- »motepov PoUAel pot dloAsyeeBar 1 SloddkveeBon;
Philoxenum intellego ab Athenaeo | 22 D et Laertio Dio-
gene V 1, 27 commemoratum; nee diversus videtur eiusdem
nominis dux, quern exercitus parti Alexander Magnus praefecerat.

Adnotatio critica:

339) 16] T Cod. | meipivne Cod. | €v TTiepia] éumiepia Cod. De Pieria,
Boeotiae oppido, quod in tabulis geographicis frustra quaeras, Melissei testimonium
apud Tzetz. ad Hesiod. Op. p. 32 sgq. Gaisf. et Chil. VI 931 sqqg. extat. | XaAkidi]
Chalcidem Euboeensem intellegendam esse vix est quod moneam.

340) éovtwv] €6vtwv Cod. | a0tV eiciendum videtur | TapixomwAwv] Topi-
xomoAwv Cod.; cf. Plutarch. Vit. X Orat. IX 19 p. 849 D vol. Il p. 1035, 8: énoi-
€IT0 TE TOV mepimatov év T ixBuomwAdt denuépal. Vox aliunde incognita oppidi
partem vilissimam (cf. Meletem. Gr. | p. 152) denotat émi Ttaie mOAalElV, ou TO
Tdpixoe wviov, ut Aristophanis loco Equit. 1247 utar, ubi regionem ipsam nomine
TapixonwAeiov Scholiastes designat, cf. praeterea Theoplirast. Charact. VI 4.

341) kotakekabBar Cod. | epn] @ne Cod. | in summa pagina (f. 30v) lemma
OeoKpiTou est exaratum | ékmigiv] éumeiv Cod.

342) evintolvtog] require o0 €uZnTOOVTOE.
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343) ‘O 0010 Boulevopévav "ABSNPITOV TIWE OV KATOYWVIENIVTO
Toue OpaKoe ETTEV ,,el XOpUidny HeV TOV 10TPOV XEIPOTOVHEETE ETPO-
TNYOV, TOV d€ VUV ETPOTNYOUVTIO KEAEVEETE {OTPEVEV O HEV yap TOAU-
Avdpwv TNV TOAIV TIETIOINKEY, 0 &' 00dEva TWV TIOAEHIWV AVApNKEv«.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 217v (6 autée i. e. Oeapidag;
praecedit enim n. 337). Plutarchum Apophthegm. Lae. p. 230 F
n. 3 vol. I p. 284 ex nostro loco corrigendum esse Comment, in
honorem 0. Ribbeckii p. 360 docui.

344) ‘O autoe épwtndeie mola av €in Onpia XoAemoTEPA EIMEV
«EV MEV ToiE Opeelv ApKol Kai Afovieg, &v OE TaTe TOAEEl TEAwval Kai
ELKOQAVTOL®,
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 229r, Stob. Flor. 1l 34, Arsen.
p. 294, 20 sqq. — Diogeni Cynico tribuunt Anton. 1 35 p. 44, 22
sg., Maxim. 22 p. 602, 19 sqqg,, Gnomic. Basil. 229 p. 174, Gnom,
cod. Pal. 122 f. 212v n. 207, Arsen, p. 209, 6 sqq.

345) TO autée éNBwv eie Kauvov kai idwv mavtoe tole €v
TOAEl YAwpoUE €lmev ,,0in TEP QUMWY yeven, Ttoin 8¢ Kai Gvdpwv«.
Secundum Strabon. XIV 2, 3 p. 651 C, Stephan. Byzant.
s. V. Kabvoe p. 370, 3 sqg. Mein., Eustath. ad Dionys. Perieg.
533 Stratonicus Homeri versum celeberrimum (Il. 6, 146) in
Caunios transtulit, quorum oppidum habitantium valetudine in-
fame fuisse Plin. H. N. Xl 37, 47 et Pompon. Mela de situ
orbis 1 16, 1 docent.

346) ‘O 0oUTOE PrTOPOE KOKOU €EEUVUVOUEVOU OTI TIOP' OUdEVOE
o0deV TWTOTE €IANPeV «o0deie yap €olk €'gn noLdév av dwn, €mei €0
Yy v NOéwe Ou@aAOY iexadoe Adpole«.

347) ‘O o0Tée TO pev EMITELDYUATO TWV TOINTWV e Bewv €KdE-
xeebal deiv €pn, To O¢ AmoTelypoTa WE AVOPWTIWY ELYYVAUNE GEI0DY. ||f 31!

Adnotatio critica:

343) Boulevopévwv] Pouiopévawv Cod. | abdnpitwv Vat. | KATAywVIEOIVTO
Cod. | Xoppidnv pev] Xapuidnv Vat. | v mOAIv memoinkev] tre MOAEWE TOPO-
nenoinkev Cod.

344) av om. Stob. Ant. Max. Bas. Pal. Ars. utroque loco | €in 6npia] Bnpia
€in Bas. Pal. twv 6npiwv £eTi Stob, TWV Bnpiwv eici (sed éeti ed. princ.) Ars.
p. 294 | xaAendtepa (xoAoumotepa Pal.)] xoAemétota Vat. Ars. p. 294 TG XOAe-
motaTa Stob. | dpkol] Apktol Vat. Stob. Ant. Max. in cod. Vat. Gr. 385, Bas.
Ars. utroque loco | taig] Toie Vat.

345) 1oin 0¢] Toinde Strabo, Stephan, in codd. RV, Eustath.

346) dwn] dwen Cod., quam corruptelam ad dwn (cf. Lobeck. ad Phrynich.
p. 346), non ad ooin ducere in propatulo est.
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348) ‘O aUtée AVOEIMEVOUE TIOIODPEVOE GKPOOEIV £TL TIOAD €LVEY-
yiCovtoe ndn T teAeut ToU BiPAiou peydAn [1] @wvr €@n - napeeite
avdpee: YAV Opw«.

Paulo concinnius eadem de Diogene Cynico Laert. Diog. VI
2, 38 tradit; Anaximenem Lampsaeenum a Theocrito dictis ve-
xatum esse praeter Stob. Flor. XXXVI 20 Hermippus apud
Athenaeum | p. 21 C demonstrate cuius loci interpretationem a
Geiero (Alex. M. Hist. Script, p. 283) propositara ita sequor, ut
simul Hermippi verba ab Athenaeo prave intellecta esse statuam.

349) ‘O aUTOe Beneduevoe POBNUOTIKOV TIPOEKOYOAVTO EITE: NMWE
T4 €v obpavw Opwv Td év T yr oly Opde™.

Cf. Diogenis Cynici dictum apud Laert. Diog. VI 2, 28
(= Arsen, p. 199, 7 sqg.). Alia ad n. 319 dedimus; cf. praeterea
Tatian. ¢. Graec. 26 p. 106 (Otto): KeXnVOTeE €lE TOV OUPAVOV
Katd PBopdBpwv mintete, Ennius Iphig. 76 (Mueller) cl. Antip.
Sid. Anth. Pal. VII 172, 7 sq.

350) 'O autoe Adxova TAGvwv [Kai] Tvoe autoi) TuvBavougvou
un TV SOVEIETIAY YIVOEKEL EITTEV NTKE QRiE; & TI TOIOUTW Piw Gpkoluai,

351) ‘O autde €pwtndele OMO TIvoE O Ti N Anuntpa Aaundda
Katéxel €imev ndul maea tpo@r mup! KotepyadeTan”,

352) ©eddwpoe O Kupnvaioe mappneloaZopevoe moté mpde Auvei-
poxov tov Baedéa Kakeivou aUTY dmelholvtoe Avaipeely €imev nolk
atexOvn, @ Auveipoye, tofe [uév] dikaiotle, prj SUVAPEVOE VIKNEAL, TNAI-
KoUTtoe [0€] PociAele kavBopidoe E£pyov EMOYYEANOMEVOEX,

Aliis verbis eadem Cicero Tuscul. V 40, 117, Valer. Maxim.
VI 2 Ext. 3 (apud quern verba ad n. 64 a nobis exscripta se-
cuntur); Stob. Flor. 1l 33 (= Arsen, p. 296, 18 sqg.) enarrant.
Ad Stobaei memoriam proxime Gnomic. Basil. 287 p. 187 acce-
dunt, nisi quod Antigonus Lysimachi vice fungitur et lectione
0 a0toe ad Isocratem apophthegma referendum esse iuepte innui-
tur. — Secundum Laert. Diog. VI 2, 44 Diogenes Cynicus [Mep-

Adnotatio critica:

348) Lemma Ocedkpitou Cod. offert | T molestum est additamentum, nisi
péya (cf. Plato Protag. p. 310 B) rescribas. | Ap. Laert. habes: pakpd tivoe dva-
YIVWEKOVTOE Kai TIPOE T TEAEL ToU BIBAiov dypagdv Ti mapadeiZavioe »Bapeeite”
EQN- Nynv opw*.

350) kai delendum esse significavi | @ne] eneiv Cod. | & Tt — dpkolpal]
verbum épwteie, ex quo enuntiatum pendent, est subaudiendum; malim tamen
O€TIE pro § T1, ut sententia supplenda sit: e €y SAVEIETHV YIVWEKW.

352) ©e0dwpou in mg. Cod. | pév et 8¢ molesta snnt emblemata | EmoryyeA-

Aopevog] amayyeAdopevoe Cod.
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OikkoU otTreiXigqcavTOC, el ur €'ABol TpAE aUTOV, AMOKTEVEIV €@ - NOLdEV
péya- Kai yap KavBapoe Kai @aAdyylov TOuT av TPAEElEV”, quae
traditio Diogenis personati auctoritate nititur Epist. 45 p. 256
Hercb. — Dictum ipsum Hieronymus respicit c. Rufin. 111 42
(Patr. Lat. vol. XXIII) p. 510 C: nec magnopere glorieris, si
facias, quod scorpiones possunt facere et cantharides.

353) Oe0dekTne 0 @QIAOEO0QOE "AVTITOTPOU TOU E€O0QIETOU Babpa
pev €xovtoe ev T OloTpIPA mAeiova, pabntiv de eva Avtifabpov oautdv
EKAAEL

354) 'O 0oUTOe TPOJOTOU TIVOE KOKWE OUTOV AEYOVTOE EITIEV
nxoipw €xBpoe €ou yevopevos- €U yap ol Tole €xBpole, GAAa || ToUei. 31
QIANOVE KOKWE TOIEiE,

Diogeni Cynico adsignant Maxim. 10 p. 563, 25 sqg., Gno-
mic. Basil. 222 p. 173, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f 202r n. 179, cod.
Ottobon. Gr. 192 f. 206Arsen, p. 208, 21 sqg., Herodotus
(Tarsensis? babes 'Hpodotoe 6 @iAogopoe) dicti auetor in cod. Vat.
Gr. 1144 f. 229r et. Marcian. Cl. XI n. 23 f. 2157 adpellatur.

355) ‘leokpdtne eAeye: nueydAoue det AauBavely  piebole  <ytopd
TwV) PoBNTOV TOUE OIO0EKAAOUE, TIOPA HEV TWV €0QUWV, OTI TIOAAA
pavBdvouel, Tapd de TWV aQUWY, 0TI TIOADV KOTIOV TOPEXOUEIV™,

m= Cod. Pal. Gr. 426 f. 100v, Marcian. Cl. XI n. 23 f. 214r

cf. praeterea Stob. Anthol. 11 31, 110° vol. Il p. 221, 21 sqg.
Proclivi errore Zwkpatne pro ‘leokpdtne in cod. Marcian. Cl. X
n. 9 f. 124r ponitur, contra apud J. Damasc. Exc. Flor. Il 13

Adnotatio critica:

303) Oe0dékTne] ©eddektoe (cum lemm. ©eodéktou) Cod.; idem vitium in
Aposto). Il 55a et in nonnullos libros manuscriptos apud Euseb. Praepar. Evang.
X 3 p. 466 D inrepsit. Intellegendus enim est Theodectes Phaselites, volgo rhetor,
a Polluce Onom. VI 108 6 eo@ietrie adpellatus, quode copiosa Welckeri dissertatio -
extat d. griech. Tragddien (1841) p. 1070 sqg. — Quodsi quis nostro loco ©¢go-
O0¢KTNE 0 €0QIETHE AVTITATPOU TOU @IA0ogd@ou legendum esse adseveraverit, me
adsentiente ac probante conieeturam proferet; fieque enim dubito, quin altero
nomine Antipater Cyrenaeus, Aristippi discipulus (Daert. Diog. Il 8, 86) designetur.

354) mpoddtou TIVOE] TIvoE TPOdOTOL Bas. Pal. | adtov] altw Bas. et
(ante kokwe) Vat. a0td Pal. | eimev] épn Max. Bas. Pal. Ottob. Ars. | €x8poUe]
€xBpole eov Vat. | ‘Hpwdotoe Marc, offert.

355) Lemma ’‘leokpdtove Cod. | éleye] €on Pal. Marc, uterque; in Pal.
sequitur: xprj ToUE d1d0EKAAOUE TIOANOVE HigBolEe AauBAveElV TaPd TwV PABNTWV,
mapa Pév etc. | det] deiv Marc. X 9 Ars. | mapd Twv praeter Cod. om. Damasc.
Max. (nec tarnen in cod. Vat. Gr. 739) | pabntwv om. Marc. X 9 | TOAOV KATOV]
moAoUe (Tove add. Marc. X1 23) kémoue Pal. Marc, uterque, kdmov TMOAUOV Max. in
Vat. 739 | Aug. easdem lectiones atque Damasc. et Max. videtur exhibere.



48

STERNBACH.

145 p. 227 verba 6 a0t0g, a quibus nostrum apophthegma initium
ducit, ad praecedens dictum revocant, quod simpliciter voce @QIAo-
€o@oe inchoatur. ldem de Mel. Aug. XXXVIII 25 (ut videtur) et
de Maxim. 17 p. 586, 4 sqg. valet, nisi quod in Maximo Com-
befisiano alteri gnomae permirum lemma Komiovou @IAogd@ou
praefigitur et nostris codicibus renuentibus et Arsenio refragante,
quiquidem e Maximo sua mutuatus Hieronis dicto praemisso
nostrum apophthegma simul cum altero quod praecedit ad Hie-
ronem auctorem referai p. 306, 11 sqq. Itaque futtilis est Mei-
nekii ratiocinatio ad Stob. vol. IV p. XLI. — Geminum effatum
supra (n. 57) Aristoteli tribuitur, nec sine ratione in Parallelis
sive Damasceni, Melissae Augustanae, Maximi fonte gnomam
nostram ad eundem pertinuisse suspicor cf. n. 417.

356) ‘O alT6e épwtnbeie ,bid Tiva aitiav tove dANovE d1BGEKWY

Aeyely a0TOE €1WNAE"; €pn - nka'l yap i GkOvn ouTh WA TePvouea TdeE
poxaipoe TUNTIKWTEPAE TOLEL™,

— Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 229 [6 autée sententia:
(®)oukuodione epn (Il 43, 3) Avdpwv EMPAVAOV TAED yn TAQOE
praecedente; nec tarnen dubitari potest, quin librarii quadam osci-
tantia n. 355 sylloges nostrae illic intercideritj; Plutarch. Vit. X
Or. IV 31 p. 838 E vol. 1l p. 1022, 8 sqqg.; Phot. Biblioth. Cod.
260 p. 487b 12 sqq.; Arsen, p. 307, 10 sqq. — Aristoteli fal-
sissime Anton. | 73 p. 73, 39 sg. et cod. Paris. 1168 f. 93r apud
Freudenthal. Mus. Rhen. vol. XXXV p. 419 adsignant; Aristotelis
apophthegmate (n. 58 supra) praemisso Maxim. 20 p. 597, 4 sqq.
sine lemmate offert, sed 'leokpdtoue, quod in editione Combefisiana
effato sequenti adnectitur, iam hic cod. Vat. Gr. 741 et 385
ponunt; inter Anacharsidis sententias pessime cod. Ottobon. Gr.
192 f. 212r relegat, auctori anonymo Eustath. Prooem. Comment.
Pindar. 31 p. 59, 95 sqqg. (Taf.) tribuit cf. praeterea Sext. Empir.
adv. Mathem. Il 19 p. 678, 12 sqq. (Bekker). — Imitatur Ho-
ratius A. Poet. 304 sqg.: Nil tanti est. Ergo fungar vice cotis,
acutum | Reddere quae ferrum valet, exsors ipsa secandi: | Munus
et officium, nil scribens ipse, docebo.

Adnotatio eritica:

356) €pwtnbeie] €pwtnbeie umd TIvoe Ottob. | Tiva] molav Ant. Max. Paris.

Ars. v Ottob. | d16dekwv] d1d0ekdAwv Cod. | elwmnéie] elwnd Ottob. | kai yap 1]
i yap Cod. rj Vat. ot kai §j Ottob. | a6t (om. Vat.) ur tepvovea — Tmolei] auth
pév o0 TépvEL, TG O¢ Eipn 6?¢a molei Ant. Max. (Paris.) Ars. | Plutarchi, Sexti,
Photii, Eustathii lectiones, ut quae nimis a textu nostro recedant, praeterire lubet.
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357) ‘O altoe €pwtnbeie Ti E€TIvV Eypov PrTOpPoE ETTIEV NTA HIKPA
PEV deyOAa ToINEal, TA O peilova pIKpd T Adywa.
== Plutarch. Vit. X Orat. IV 35 p. 838 F vol. Il p. 1022,
18 sqg.; Hermogen. de ideis Il 8 (Rhet. Gr.) vol. Il p. 396, 8 sqq.
Sp. (vol. 1 p. 363 W.; cf. J. Siceliot. vol. VI p, 459 sq. W.),
J. Siceliot. vol. VI p. 132 W., p. 133 W. (= Maxim. Planud.
vol. V p. 455 W.). — Ad Isocratis ‘Artem’ dictum recte Spen-
gelius euvaywyn texvwv (Stuttg. 1828) p. 156 rettulit; itague cave
locum nostrum cum Isocrat. Or. IV 8 p. 42 C. (Longin, de
sublim. XXXVIII 2) confundas, id quod iam Libanio aceidit,
qui a Basilio Magno (Liban. Epist. ed. Wolf. n. 1584 p. 719)
verbis €0QIETAE TOIOUTOE, ® ye idlov €ival TAE TEXVNE WHOAGYNTaL
Kai TG peydAa pikpd Tolely, dte BOUAETal, Kai TOlE MIKpoie TEPITI-
Bévar péyeboe compellatus hoc responsum reddit Epist. 1585 p.
720 : KoAeie y@p pe €0@IeTAv, TOL ToloUTOU d¢ eival @re TO duva-
€bal & MIKPA pev peyGAa TOIEWY, TA O’au PEYOAN HIKpa. — Ceterum
ipsam definitionem, cuius pars prior ab Agesilao apud Plutarch.
Apophthegm. Lacon, p. 208 C n. 3 vol. | p. 253 (= Arsen, p.
125, 22 sqq.; cf. Apostot. XV 57) haud inlepide inridetur
Tisiae et Gorgiae deberi Plato Phaedr. p. 267 A docet.

358) O a0Tée e€imdvtoe TIVOE dTL 6 dnuoe UMO TWV PNTOPWY
OlapnaEeTal €@n- «Ti OaUMOETOV, €i KOpOKoE £QPEUPOVTOE TV PNTOPL-
KV Ol QT €KEIVOU KOPOKEE EiElv«,

= Flor. Mon. 205; cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229y (0 a0T0€
post n. 356).

359) ‘O altoe eine' npntopa £picbwew, (gi) Oiknv exelE: Kai yop
OTavV @iAove e€TIOMEY, Hayeipove piEBoLPED*,
Cf. ad. n. 270.

Adnotatio critica:

357) épwinbdeie] €popévou TIVOE autdv Plut. | Ti pntopoe] Ti Pnropikn
Plut. | épwtnbeie — €imev] onei pritopoe eival 16 Hermog. @neiv epyov eival
PAtopoe Sicel. p. 132 épyov époekev eival Pntopikne Sicel. p. 133 Plan. | ta
MIKPG pEV] TA pév MIKpd (epikpd) Plut. Sicel. p. 133 Plan., T& euikpd (UIKpd)
Hermog. Sicel. p. 132 | mojean] moteiv (post alterurn pikpd) Plut. | peyaAa moieati]
peydAwe eineiv (dvvoebor add. Hermog.) Hermog. Sicel. p. 132, 133 Plan. | pei-
Sova] peyoAa Plut. Sicel. p. 133 Plan, ta 8¢ peiZova HiIkpd] Kai T& peydAa
EUIKPWE (UIKpwe) Hermog. Sicel. p. 132 | T Adyw om. Plut. Hermog. Sicel. p.
132, 133 Plan.

358) eindvtog] eindvtoe ailt® Mon. | dpmdZeton Mon. | €pn om. Mon.

359) éuebwew] maliiu piebwean | i om. Cod.
Wien. Stud. XL 1889. 4
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360) ‘O altoe épwtndele Ti duvatal <R) PNTOPIKA ElmMev- NAvdps
énapovaebal, OtTe TIE (TPOTEPOE) XOAEMHVNK.

Demostheni Gnomic. Basil. 195 p. 169 et Gnom. cod. Pal.

122 f. 186v n. 137 vindicant. — Eodem versu Homérico ad ge-

nus iudiciale definiendum auctor anonymus apud Eustath. ad

Odyss. 17, 72 p. 1794, 29 sq. utitur, cf. praeterea Eustath.

Opuse, p. 102, 50 sqq. (Tafel) et Doxopater Homil. in Aphthon.

(Rhet. Gr.) vol. Il p. 122 W.

361) ‘leokpatne AKPOOEY TOIOUUEVOE Eime TPIWV €€TOXAEDAT TOUE

f. 32tCUVeT°uc @eAneal, ToLe ameipoue d16adal, TovE @BovePOlE Aumneal. ||

Hiero dicti est auctor apud Maxim. 15 p. 580, 14 sqqg. et

Arsen, p. 306, 8 sqg.

362) O altée Khéwvoe to0 KuZiknvoO @Ueel dvtoe AGAOU  Kal
exoAaZey Bouhopevou dittole nnee [tole] piebolie, éva pev, Tva Ao-
Aetv uaodn, étepov de, Tva elyo.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229’ (post n. 358); Stob. Flor.
XXXVI 25, Anton. Il 70 p. 135, 14 sqq., Maxim. 47 p. 647, 15
sqg., Arsen, p. 307, 18 sgq. — Socrati male Caecil. Balb. Monac.
XXVII 3 p. 29 (Woelfflin) adsignat.

363) ‘O alt1oe £ Ociv Tov ayoBov avdpa Pepvrebol PEV Twv
TIPOYEYEVNMEVWY, TIPATTEIV O TA €veetwTa, (Mepi O TWV HEANOVTWV
ae@aiiegbar).

Adnotatio critica:

360) épwtnbele] épwtnbele OMO Tivoe Bas. Pal. | ti dvvatal i (om. Cod.)
pntopikn] Ti mepimolel ;' pnroplkfy TOle pavBdvouelv Bas. Pal. | avdp’] avdpl
Cod.; versus ter apud Homerum recurrit: Il. 24, 369; Odyss. 17, 72; 21, 133
énapovoebal] praeter Cod. exhibent Bas., Pal. (émoprvaebar), Doxop., turn
Sueton. Claud. 42 (ubi dmapOvaebon citra uecessitatem Eothius edidit); oamapo-
vagbat apud Homerum editar, sed alteram scripturam in Od. 21, 133 codices C Q
(cf. La Eoche) offerunt | mpdtepoe] om. Cod. mpotepov Bas. Pal. Eustath.
Opuse. cf. insuper Cassius Dio LX 16, 8 | Versiculum nostrum in proverbium
abiisse Scholiastes ad Homeri 11. 24, 369 p. 640" 39 (Bekker) testatur.

361) kai ante tove @Bovepole add. Max., nec tarnen in Vat. 741. 385.

362) ‘leokpatoue in mg. Cod. | KAéwvoe ToU KuZiknvol] Kopewvoe Stob.
Max. (Kapaiwvos Ant.), Kapéwvoe Ars. — Careonis nomen plane inauditum est,
Cleonis vero Cyzieeni memoriam alibi non extare ingenue fatendum, nisi Caecil.
Balb. excipias, quiaCleonam (sic) adgnoscit @Ueet om. Stob. Ant. Max. Ars. | exo-
Neev] exohdZelv aUT® Stob. exoAdZelv mop’ avT® Ant. Max. Ars. | To0g om.
Stob. Ant. Max. Ars. | éva pév] to0 0¢ Trv aitiav muBopévou, €va pév, €pn Stob.
Ant. Max. Ars. | paon] pdéne Stob. Ant. Max. Ars. | étepov 3¢] TOV &' €tepov Stob.
Ant. Max. Tév €étepov Ars. | eydi] eyde Ars. elyav rectius Stob. Ant. Max. cf.
Caecil.

363) £pn d¢iv] £pn - det Bas. Pal. eime - &¢1 Ars. det Max. Apost.; Pal.-
Vat. | épn— Gvdpa] €inev, dTl TOV XPNneTOv Kai dyaddv avdpa det Stob. | Twv pév
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= Cod. Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315v; Vat. Gr. 1144
f. 229v (0 aliféc post n. 362); Stob. Flor. I 45. — Zw-ipatne
pro ‘leokpdtne Vat. Gr. 742 f. 671 exhibet, Bianti dictum tribuunt
Maxim. 2 p. 535, 22 sqg., Gnomic. Basil. 91p. 157, Gnom. cod.
Pal. 122 f. 159r n. 69, Arsen, p. 147, 13 sqg. et apud Apostot. V
92¢, tamquam locum communem Flor. Pal.-Vat. 50 offert.
364) 'O cwtoc €IMOVIOE ttvoc aUTw OTI nO ui6c pou moapd coi
EXONJENE OUOPTAVEL" €iTIE: «TOTAMOE OUV </XV) EyeveTo MR €XOAAENE™,
365) O alt0e Beaeduevoe TV TwV HOBNTWV TOL Hev  QypOU
émiueholpuevoy, e de TPOEewe Auelouvta Tdpd, « OUTOEx, EQn, ,,uN
TOV aypov €Enuepaeal PouAopevoe TNV YuxAv £Eayploensx.

== Gnomic. Basil. 286 p. 181, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 231T
n. 252. — Socrati Maxim. 1 p. 532, 10 sqg. et 63 p. 676, 46 sqq.
adsignat.

366) 'IBukoe O pehomoloe Alewmou ev Toie pUBolE  Peudouevou
Kai €UOOKIMOUVTOE nNAeye* €@n nOUTOUE: *OUTW MEV €01 WE OTI TOTE
Kai T@ oAndn Aéywv amietndnen®.

De ipso Aesopo, cuius fabula 353a (et 353h) p. 174 (Halm.)
simili epimythio distinguitur (cf. praeterea Phaedr. I 10, 2), haec
habent Maxim. 35 p. 625, 34 sqg., cod. Paris. 2720 f. 15v (et
1773 f. 2301) n. 2 ap. Studemund. (cf. ad n. 17) p. 4, Arsen, p.
93, 7 sqq.: épwtnbeic Ti d@eloe TOlE YeLIOPEVOIE €K TOU YeOdOUE
€QN- TO Kav 0oAnBR Afywel (Aéyouel Maxim., nec tarnen in Vat.
Gr. 385) un mietedeebal. Eadem verba Flor. Mon. 239 ad So-
cratem referi, Aristoteli gemellano sententiam Laert. Diog. V 1,
17 tribuit, Demetrio Stob. Flor. XII 18; cf. praeterea Boisson,
ad Georgid. p. 84, 18 sq.

Adnotatio critica:

TipoyeyevNUEVWY pepvedal Stob, pepvhedal pév twv yeyevnuévwy Bas. Pal. Ars.
Apost. pepvnedal pév Twv yevopevwy Max., sed yeyevnuévwv in Vat. Gr. 741,
385 extat | mpattelv 3¢ TA (Tov mendose Vat. 1144) éveetwta] TA 3¢ EVEETWOTA
nipdttety Stob. | mepi 8¢ Twv PHEANOVTWY de@aiZeebon (QuAdTTeEBal Stob.) om. Cod

364) v om. Cod.

365) autou post padntov add. Max., | émiyehdpevov Max., in Vat. Gr. 385,
quo loco Vat. Gr. 741 apophtliegma omnino omittit | e ¢ mpdHewe] TAE TPA-
fewe 8¢ Max.,, nec tarnen in Vat. 385 | egn] ¢nei (ante: & oltoe) Bas. Pal. |
glayplwene] dypiwene Bas. Pal. Max., dypiwen (sed dypiwene mei codd.) Max.,

366) ’IB0kou in mg. Cod. | autolie] altoie Cod., sed conieetura non satis-
facit; locum omnino corruptum esse vel sequentia probant, in quibus verba outw
Jév €0l we manifesto sensu carent; expecto: ToUTo ¢ €01 O@eAoe ectal, cf. fab. Aesop.
353“ Toe0lTOV 0QENOE T YeVETN, OTI Kai 0AnOr Aywv TOAAKIE 00 TIETEVETAI|

in Mon. male Twv Yeudouévwy pro Tole Pevdopévole legitur.
4*
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367) KoMigBévne 6 1€TOploypd@oe PO Tou "ANeEAVOPY EVETAANVaL
YEYPOQWE TA EANVIKE, HeTd O TauTa TdE "AANeEAVOPOU TPAEEIE £pw-
TWOUEVOE UTO TIVOE OIA Ti BEATIOV T& EAANVIKA €uveypAyato «OTI EKEiva

i. 32vpev” eine »mewvwv éypagov, Talta e KEXOPTOEUEVOEK. ||

Callisthenes utrum simul cum Alexandro in Asiam traiecerit
(cf. Laert. Diog. V 1, 4, Suid. vol. Il 1 p. 48, 4), an aliquanto
post, cum e primis victoriis de futurae expeditionis celebritate
augurari liceret, ab Alexandro accitus sit (Justin. XII 6, 17
cl. Plutarch. Vit. Alex. 53 p. 695 C vol. Il p. 829, 29, de
Stoic. repugn. 20 p. 1043 D vol. Il p. 1276, 26), ut ipsius res
gestas scriptis inlustratas posteritati famaeque traderet, e nostro
quidem loco conligi nequit; sed primum falsam esse elucet sen-
tentiam de Hellenicis in Asia demum a Callisthene conscriptis,
nisi propter J. Lyd. de mens. IV 68 opus iam antea elaboratum
in his maxime rebus, quae ad Aegyptum speetarent, ab auctore,
dum illic versaretur, rectractatum esse sumas, in quam sententiam
ideo C. Muellerus Script. rer. Alex. M. p. 6 inclinaverat, ‘quod
opus totum componere inter expeditionis moléstias a Graecia
longe remotus vix potuisset Callisthenes’; deinde Diodori Siculi
notitia X1V 117, qua permotus Muellerus Hellenica simul cum
Alexandri Magni historia post auctoris mortem prodiisse statuit,
ea tantummodo condicione cum nostro apophthegmate consociari
potest, ut plures utriusque operis partes Callisthene etiamtum
vivo innotuisse concedatur; denique ex ineptissima Suidae glossa
s. v. Zapdavamaioe (vol. 11 2 p. 681, 6) falso titulum TTepeikd ad
Alexandri Magni historiam relatum esse patet, genuinam vero
inscriptionem ’AAe€dvopou mpa&eie lucramur, cuius Ps.-Callisthenes
memor fuisse videtur, cum eodem titulo operis sui partem (cf.
Ps.-Callisthen. ed. Mueller. p. VII sg. n. 1. 3. 13) insigniverat; adde
Justin. XI1 6, 17: multum profuere Callisthenis philosophi preces
tunc ab ipso rege ad prodenda memoriae acta eius acciti.

368) 'O alTOE £pWTWVTOE TIVOE dIA Ti 00 WETHyayey 'ANEEQVIPOY
Gmoé ToU TOPOU  »JTI«, €IMEV, »EUOD EVOE OIKOJOUOUVTOE TIOAAOI reav
oi KoTORAAOVTEEX.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229v.

z\dnotatio critica:

368) £pWTWVTOO0 tivoc] £pwTNOEii UM tivoc Vat. | 6imev - 8Tl Vat.
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369) KAedvBne 6 ZTwikde QIAOEOPOE €iME PWAWTOE €XEIV &V TN
Yuxn tde LUTO ZNVWVOE Voubeeiae.
370) KAeoPouloe €@n Tov pev @idov Ociv ebepyeTeiv oei, Tva PaAiov
N @ilog, Kai tov €xBpdv Opoiwe, va yévnral @ilog, Kai QuAdeeeebal
TWV pev QIAwv TOV Poyov, Twv de e€XBpwV TNV EMIBOVAAVY.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229v, Marciai). Cl. XI n. 23 f.
214r; Laert. Diog. | 6, 91. — Diogeni cod. Vat. Gr. 633 f. 121f
tribuit, Cleanthi cod. Laurent. Plut. LXXXV1 n. 8 f. 315 ad-
signat. Partem priorem, quacum Pythagorae praeceptum apud
Laert. Diog. VIII 1, 23 et Epaminondae dictum apud Caecil.
Balb. Paris. 22 p. 39 Woelffl. conferri possunt (cf. praeterea n.
508 infra), Suidas vol. Il 1 p. 278, 14 sqg. s. v. KAeoBouroe (e
Laertio) proferi, posteriorem sub Cleobuli nomine exhibent Fa-
vorin. in cod. Paris. 1168 f. 106v n. 2 apud Freudenthal. Mus.
Rhen. vol. XXXV p. 411, Anton. I 62 Rib. (S. Bibl. SS. PP.
vol. V — Paris. 1589 — p. 886), Maxim. 54 p, 658, 47 sqg., Mel.
Aug. XXXVI 13, Arsen, p. 328, 17 sqq.; Flor. Mon. 207, Leid.
195; Caecil. Balb. Paris. 25 p. 39 sg. (Lib. Cusan, p. 108 Klein,
apud M. Hauptium Opuse, vol. 1l p. 546), ad Theobulum Stob.
Flor. XLVIII 23 refert, in cuius textum et alibi Theobulus pro
Cleobulo se insinuavit cf. 11l 31 V 26 CVIII 75.
371) KAegoetpotoe 0 QIAOTIOTNE, WE WEBVOVTA TIE AUTOV €£VOUBETEL
AEYWV  «oUK aigxvn peBlwv« ; €@n- nev Oe oUK aigxbvn pebBLOVTA
VOUBETWV*,

Adnotatio critica:

369) KAeavBouein mg. Cod. | Vocis poAwmag acumen perspicies, si Cleanthem,
priusquam ad Zenonem se contulisset, pugilatum exercuisse reputaveris.

370) KAeoBohou (sic) in mg. Cod. | €pn] éAeye Laert. Laur. Suid. eine
Vat. 633 | pév om. Laert. Laur. Suid. Vat. 633 | T6v pév @idov om. Vat. 1144 |
Oeiv] del Vat. 1144 Marc. | dei om. Laert. Suid. Vat. 633 | vo] dmnwe Laert.
Suid. | f @ihog] @idoe pévn Laur. | kai tov] TOV d¢ Laert. Suid. | 6poiwe va
yévntat @irog] @idov moigiv Laert. Suid., sed legendum videtur: 3dmwe @iov
moir) | kai @uAdeseeBa] @uAdeeeeBan yap (8¢ Roeper Philol. vol. 111 p. 44) Laert.
@INaeeeeBal (sic) yap Avaykaiov Vat. 633 ; €pwtnbeie OMO TIVOE Tiva Ogl PAAIETA
QUAGTTEEBOI gime Paris. (Ant) Max. (Aug.) Ars. épwtnOeice Tiva del QUAATTEEBOL
eime Mon. Leid. | Twv] 1é6v Marc. | Poyov] @Bovov recte Vat. 1144 Marc.; Paris.
(Ant) Max. (Aug.) Ars.; Mon. Leid. Eandem lectionem etiam Stob, adgnoscit:
@elye pév TOV @BOvov TV MoAAWV (QiAwv A. Nauckius Mélanges Gréco-Romains
vol. Il p. 270), @uAdesov O¢ Tde €mIBOUAGE TWV HIEOLVTWY, tum Caecil. Balb.
1. c. cf. praeterea Publik Syr. Append. Sentent. 276 Ribb.

371) 6 @\ondtne om. Stob. Max. Ars. | we — Aéywv] TpoE TOV €indvta
Stob, mpoe TOV €imdvta alt®w Max. Ars. | épn] ante peBvovtd vouBetwv Staob,
ponit, €pn ékeivoe Vat. Laur.
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= Cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 67r, Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI n.
8 f. 315v; Stob. Flor. XXXIV 17, Maxim. 30 p. 617, 43 sqg.,
Arsen, p. 328, 22 sq.
372) Kheicogoe emimipavtos alTw PIAinmou, Ot oei artei, ,Kal
yap €0 oneiv raei éxele”.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 229v. Aliter Lynceus Samius
apud Athenaeum VI p. 248 D: Keicogoe 6 PIAinmou mopdeitos
EMTIPAOVTOE a0Tw ToU DIAITNOU, O10TI O&l aITtel, «wv’« €'¢gn «un Eml-
AavBavwpuai“. Quae verba ex mea quidem sententia iustum sen-
sum non praestant, nisi dtt (der) exele in fine addatur.

373) Kévwvi TP ABnvaiw, epodpa OvTI aiexpw tv dYv, TpPE-
eBevopéve mpdE Aakedalpoviove o0 PETEDIBOU AOGYOU TO KOOV Twv 00-
KOUOVTwVY €0TOKTOTATWY ZTMOPTIATWY, GAN 0mO YEAWTOE KOTEXOMEVOI
EUMOdWV Neav TAVOPI, HEXPIE OV £KEIVOE E£XAPIEVTIENTO TIPOE OUTOUE

f. 33’@priene: «0UdE'MOTE €K KOAOBOU KePOpiou XPNETOV || oivov Emiete™; neu-
Xaedvtwv O€ €mi OAiyov eime- «kai vuv Gvaexeebe, Ko €0 GUOPEOU
€QUOTOE GKolLeeeBe AGyov XpneETov.”

Cf. Aesopi verba in Vit. | 21 p. 279, 5 sqq. Eberh.

374) Kotue & twv Opakwv Paciheve OnPaiwv €guvuvopevwy OTI
Aokedalpoviny AyReavTIo «&yw« @nEivV «€WPaKa XEIUEPPOVE TOTOPOVE
PEIZovE TV GevAwY YeEVOPEVOUE, GAN OAiyov Xpovov*,

— Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229y, Anton. Il 1, p. 79, 44 sq.,
Maxim. 9 p. 561, 15 sqq.

375) (CAvo)>kpéwv 6 moINTAE TPOE Tva TWV @iAwv AnwdLPETO
€Ml Tw TévNE eival - €imOVToE 3¢ eKeivou - «ToINTAE v EATidoE Ayabde
éxe mepi eeautol” €imev - «ai EAMidee Eypnyopdtwy eiciv evomvia®,

Ad nostram narratiunculam adiudere videtur Plutarch.
Amat. 16 p. 759 C vol. Il p. 927, 42 sg. kai o0y, We TIE €imey,
ai monTikai @avtagiol 016 v évdpyelov Eypnyopotwy EVOMVIG Eiew.
Ipsum de spe apophthegma Pindaro (fr. 289 Bergk.) Stob. Flor.
CXI 12 tribuit, Platoni Aelian. V. H. XIII 29, Aristoteli Laert.
Diog. V 1, 18 (— Arsen, p. 120, 17 sq.), sine expresso auctoris
nomine laudant Basil. Magn. Epist. Cl. I n. 14 (Patr. Gr.

Adnotatlo critica:

372) Lemma KAeigdgou exhibet Cod. | gneiv om. Vat.

373) Kévwvoe in mg. Cod. | katexduevov Cod.

374) Lemma Kotuoe offert Cod. | motapolg] motapwv Max., nee tamen in
codd. Vat. Gr. 741, 385 | peiZove] peiZw Cod. | dewwdwv Cod., Vat., Max. (sed
hie devawv Vat. 741 exhibet) | yevopévoue] yivopévoue Ant.

375) Avokpéwv] Kpéwv (cum lemmate Kpéwvoe) Cod., quod nomen propter
evanidam voeis ’Avakpéwv scripturam inscitus compilator finxisse putandus est.
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vol. XXXII) p. 276 B (sive Anton. I 5 p. 8, 13, Maxim. 38
p. 630, 4 sq., Gnomic. Basil. 84 p. 156, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122
f. 173r n. 102, Mantiss. Proverb. | 53), Nicephor. Chumn. Epist.
112 (Anecd. Nov.) p. 140 Boisson., Eustath. Opusc. p. 124, 83 sq.
Taf.. tamquam flosculum adhibent Quintil. VI 2, 30, Georg.
Pachym. Declam. 2 p. 25 Boisson., Nicephor. Gregor. Hist. Byz.
IV 1, 4 p. 81 (ed. Bonn.), cf. praeterea Gregor. Nazianz. Carm. | 2
n. 28, 73 (Patr. Gr. vol. XXXVII) p. 862 kou@ov yap €€Tiv EATTIE
nuépae ovap, Publil. Syr. 16 Amans quod suspicatur vigilans
somniat, ubi videndus Friedrich p. 112. — Eadem imagine Anti-
sthenes n. 3 supra (ubi €ypnyopdtwv pro €ypnyopdta reponendum
et [J. Chrysostom.] in S. Pentecost. Il (Patr. Gr. vol. LII) p. 809
utuntur.
376) KOpoc Beaegqpevoe TOTE yuvaika EUPOPQEOV Kai TIVOE EIMOVIOE
Ot uéEeeti cot, €1 BéAete, xprieaedor BacIAei dvii« (E@n) - «OAN BOEIeT
un .€w@POVEIV 00K €'EceTive,
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 230r, Flor. Mon. 210.
377) 'O autoe épwinbele ToloE TWV BAVATWY XOAETWTOTOE £QN -
»0 OTMO TWV VOUWV EMOYOUEVOEX.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 230r, Flor. Mon. 212. Bianti
Anton. | 58 p. 64, 20, Maxim. 36 p. 628, 3 sqq., Gnomic. Basil.
109 p. 159, Gnom. cod. Pal. 122 f. 170r n. 97, Arsen, p. 149,
10 sg. adsignant.
378) ‘O autde pEMWV TeAeutdv [Kai] Oeaeduevoe To0E @ilove
Bpnvolvtae epn- «Bappeite, © @idor* kal yap 6 RAloE dOVei,
379) O autée épwtndele Tivi KaToAUTdvel TO Pagidelov €'¢n - «Tw
SuVapEVY*, || f. 33
— Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 230r, Flor. Mon. 211; Eu-
meni cod. Neapol. 11 D 4 f. 76r adsignat, Cotyi Anton. Il 1
p. 79, 46 et Maxim. 9 p. 561, 19 sg. tribuunt, ubi non de
Cotye ad n. 374 memorato est cogitandum, utpote quern a
Pythone et Heraclide Aeniis interfectum esse constet (cf. De-
mosthen. Or. XXIII 119 p. 659, 27 cl. § 163 p. 674, 21), sed de

Adnotatio critical

376) In mg. Kopou Cod. | 6 Poeiheve post KOpoc add. Mon. | moté om.
Vat. | TIvog] Twv TOPEETWTWY TIVOE Mon. | Baellel dvti] Baeiretdvtt (sic) Cod. |
é¢pn om. Cod. et Vat. | Baelel ufi ew@poveiv] ew@poveiv i Boehel Vat.

377) Bavatwv] Bavovtwv Ant. | XOAEMWTOTOE] €eTi XaAemwtepoe Mon.
KokOe Ant. Max. Bas. Pal. Ars. | epn in fine Mon. conlocat. | dnd] ek Mon.

378) 6 Alog] nomen KOpoc in lingua Persica solem denotat.

379) épwindele] epwT®UEVOE Mon. | KataAlumdvele Mon. Ant. Max. Neap.
| T0] T Neap. | €pn in fine ponit Mon.
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Cotye, Persei contra Romanos socio, cuius mores Polyb. XXVII
12 et Diodor. Sic. XXX 3 laudant, elogio celebri Antipater
Thessal. A. Plan. XVI 75 ornat. — Ceterum ad eandem senten-
tiam Alexandra Magni morientis dictum apud Diodor. Sic. XVII
117, 4, XVII 1, 4, Arrian. Exp. Alex. VII 26, 3 Curt. Ruf. X
14,5, redit, cf. praeterea n. 466 infra.
380) Kiképwv eime - nkadwe moleiv omAf elbepyeeia, Aéyelv de Kai
TOIEIV  JIMAN.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 217T et f. 230r, 742 f. 67v, Laurent.
Plut. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315v.
381) Kpdme 0 Kuvikde idwv PEIPAKIOV KAAAWTIZOUEVOV OOIoV
autd €en eival 00y Acia kai mAateia, 1’ Ne TOAAOI €0Xepwe OOEVOUELV.
382) ‘O alT0e £9n KpelTtov €ival Tw TOdi OAEBrEnl 1 T YAQTIN.
Zenoni Laert. Diog. VII 1, 26 (= Arsen, p. 267, 23 sq.)
adsignat. Alia ad n. 483 dedimus.
383) 'O alTOE TOV TOINTIKOV AGyov HEYIETOV €lmev eival Anetiy
gpunveia te mepieen Kai €VOUPNUOEL TOAAOIE KEKOEUNUEVOV.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229
384) 'O autde Zvwvi moté T Kitiel yvwpipP dvtl avtou €0wKe
X0Tpav @epelv QaKnE, Kai To0 ZAvwvoe @IA0GOESTEPOV AMOKPUTTOVTOE
eV TP OXAY v X0Tpav mARae 6 Kpdtne 1) Boktnpio katéaEev a0tV
@epope'vne olv TAE QOKNAE KATA TWV TOU ZNVWVOE EKEAOV KOAKEIVOU
€pubplavtoe emi TOUTY UBAPPEL, O QOWVIKIdIOVK, £@N- NOLSEV Yap dEVOY
EETIV, OAND QOKN«.
Ex eodem fonte Laertii Diog. narratio VII 1, 3 (= Arsen,
p. 266, 1 sqg.) est hausta.
385) altoe Kalolvtoe auTOV 'Ale€dvdpou eie Makedoviav
Kai émayyeAhopévou Tae Onpoe avaetneely [tv matpida tov Kpdtntog]
€imev nov xpriéw Tolo0TNE TOTPIdOE, NV £Tepoe ANEEAVIPOE KaBaIPrgEL. «
Paulo aliter eadem tradunt Laert. Diog. VI 5, 93; Aelian.
V. H. I 6; Philostr. Vit. Apollon. VII 2, 3; 3, 3.

Adnotatio critica:

380) Kikepwv (cum lemm. Kikepwvoe) Cod.; eundem accentimi  etiam
Vat. 1144 (utroque loco) et 742 exhibent | koAwe] TO kahwe Vat. 1144 utrobique
eetiv post evepyeeia addiint Vat. 742 Laur. | Aéyelv 0¢ Kai moleiv] O d¢ Kai
Aéyewv Vat. 1144 utroque loco.

381) Kpatntoe in mg. Cod.

382) €pn] éAeye Laert. Ars. | Ty modi] toie moeiv Laert. Ars. | dAigbrgai]
OAIgBeiv rectius (cf. Lobeck. ad Phrynicb. p. 742) Laert. Ars.

383) €inev] €on (ante TOV TOINTIKOV) Vat.

384) Kitigil Knuet Cod.

385) 'O om. Cod. | TV moTpida Tou KpAtntoe resecui.
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386) O a0TOe TOpPEKEAEUETO TOlE AvOpwMOIE 1 vouv 1} Bpdxov.
— Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 229T. Tamqguam Antisthenicum
Chrysipp. apud Plutarch, de Stoic, repugn. 14 p. 1039 F vol. Il
p. 1271, 40 sq. laudat: 10 d¢iv KktdeBar vouv 1 Ppdxov, contra
secundum Laert. Diog. VI 2, 24 Diogenes euvexee £Aeyev €1¢ TOV
Biov mapeekevdebal deiv Aoyov 1 Ppoxov; atque eadem plane sen-
tentia Diogenes personatus Epist. 28 p. 243 Graecos compellat:
SWKPATEL TE TW E€0Qw TEIEDEVTEE KAMOL KOWVA POUA €UVEADOVTEE
IBNdGY eupmavIee 1} ew@povelv padete 1 dmdyEaede, quo loco Kpdrel
pro Zwkpatel reponendum videtur.

387) ‘O aUTOe TEAEUTGOV TPIAKOVIO TAAAVTIO Onpaiole KOTEAITEV
emipOeyEduevoe 0TI, €av pev yévntal autol diloe 6 vide, oUK Amoprieel
XPNUATWY, €dv b ovdilog, o0de TalTa EXelv EMITNOEIOE E'€Tal.

De apophthegmatis sententia cf. Phocionis effatum apud
Plutarch. Vit. Phoc. 30 p. 755 B vol. Il p. 900, 46 sqq. —
Secundum Demetrium Magnetem apud Laert. Diog. VI 5, 88
(unde sua Suidas vol. Il 1 p. 394, 18 sqg. hausit) Crates pecu-
niam apud trapezitam deposuit euvBepevoe, €l ey oi maidee 1B1GOTAL
yevowvto, autole amodolvall &l 3 @IAO0@Ol, Tw ONuw dlaveiual
undevoe yap ekeivoue Oeneeebal @IAogo@ouvTag, contra Antisthenes
Peripatéticas (apud Laert. Diog. VI 5, 87) Cratetem ipsum suarn
rem familidarem Thebanis donasse prodidit, cf. praeterea Apulei.
de Mag. 22, Aelian. V. H. 11l 6, Julian. Or. VI p. 260, 15 Hertl.
Antisthenis memoriam etiam Diogenes Cynieus Epist. 9 p. 237
Herch., Origin. Comm, in Matth. XV (Patr. Gr. vol. XIII) p.
1296 B (cl. c. Cels. Il 41 ibid. vol. XI p. 861 C), Isidor. Peius.
Epist. 1l 146 (ibid. vol. LXXVIII) p. 593 A adgnoscunt, nisi
quod ad illam occasionem insuper dictum trahunt, quod pecunia
in mare abiecta Crates apud Anthologiae Scholastam ad n. 39
excitatum pronuntiasse fertur. Aliud tarnen apophthegma Crateti
rem familidrem civibus dilargienti Simplic. in Epictet. Enchir.
10 p. 107 Schweigh. tribuit, aliud denique Cosmas Patr. Gr. vol.
XXXV p. 558 (Nonnus Abbas ibid. vol. XXXVI p. 1001 B,
Apéstol. X 5); sed cum auctoribus supra indicatis praeterea
Gregor. Nazianz. Orat. XLIII 60 (Patr. Gr. vol. XXXVI) p. 573
(ubi cf. Basil, p. 907 B), Carm. 1 2 n. 10, 228 sqg. (ibid. vol.

Adnotatio critica:

387) ©nRaiok] ABnvaiok Cod., quae nomina saepius confunduntur, eodem
modo apud Suid. s. v. ‘Immapxia vol. | 2 p. 1046, 1 Crates falso Atheniensis
vocatur. | De Cratetis effato cf. praeterea Plut. an vitios. 3 p. 499 D vol. |
p. 604, 33 cl. Epiphan. adv. Haeres. 11l 2, 9 (Patr. Gr. vol. XLII) p. 796 A.
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XXXVII) p. 696 sqg. (cl. Or. IV 72 ibid. vol. XXXV p. 596 A),
et Suidas vol. 11 1 p. 395, 5 sqg. consentiunt, turn Apulei. Flor.
Il 14 et Procop. Epist. 45 p. 548 Herch. faciunt, ex quibus hi
Cratetem bonis ultro abiectis (cf. Plutarch, de inim. util. 2 p. 87 A
vol. 1 p. 103, 44, de vit. aer. al. 8 p. 831 E vol. Il p. 1014, 5
cl. Augustin, c. Julian. 43 Patr. Lat. vol. XLV p. 1362) ita lo-
quentem faciunt, illi, cum secundum Diogenis consilium (cf.
Laert. Diog. VI 5, 87) praedia sua inculta ovibus pascenda (cf.
Schol. ad Lucian. Nigr. 26 p. 40 Jaeobitz., J. Chrysostom, ad
vid. iun. Patr. Gr. vol. XLVIII p. 607) reliquisset.

388) Aewvidne 6 Aakedalpovioe OAiyoue £'Xwv ETPOTIWTOE eie TNV
Tpoo touc TTepcctc pdxnv ¢Eemopeveto : eimovioe d¢ Tvoe dTl PET
ONywv TOVTEAME EKMOPEVETOL EIMEV' «OANI PETA BOUAOPEVWVK.

— Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 230p, Maxim. 4 p. 542, 7 sqq.,
Arsen, p. 341, 16 sqg.

389) O aUTée XWAGYV exwv TO €KEAOE €T TOPATAEIY TIPOIyEV
gimovtwv 0¢ Tvwv dTI »ToI0UTOE WV TIWE €M TAPATAEW Omrgie« ;
€lmev moL yap QELYOVTIWV, MG EETOTWY Xpeiok.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 230, 742 f. 67v (Kewvidne 0o
Nokedaovioi), Laurent. Pint. LXXXVI n. 8 f. 315T; Flor. Mon.
213. — Laconi anonymo tribuunt Plutarch. Apophth. Lac. p.
234 E n. 42 vol. 1 p. 289; Maxim. 4 p. 542, 3 sqg., cod. Pal.
Gr. 328 f. 166r, 243 f. 245r; Valer. Maxim. Il 7 Ext. 8; cf.
praeterea Androclidae dictum apud Plutarch. Apophth. Lac. p.

Adnotatio critica:

388) Aewvidou in mg. Cod. | Acwvidoe Vat. Max. Ars. | BouAopévwv] Bou-
Aevopévov Vat. | Apophthegmatis acumen milii subobscurum esse fateor; dictum ex-
pecto, quale ap. Plut. Apophth. Lac. p. 225C n. 9 vol. | p. 277 (cl. n. 3) et de
Herodot. malign. 32 p. 866 B vol. Il p. 1055, 21 sg. babes, ant certe post Bouho-
pévwv supplendum: Omép Tre matpidoe anoBaveiv cf. n. 392,

389) émi mapdtaEwv] om. Vat. 742, émi napatdEewe Laur. | einovtoe 3¢ TIvoe
Vat. 1144 ] toloitog] oU'twe Vat. 742, Laur. | mopdtaEw] moapotdEswe Vat. 742 |
amnele] amine (pro agine ? cf. Lobeck. ad Sophocl. Ai. 250 3p. 156 sq.) | ToloUtoE
— amele] mwe d0vn Emi MapaTaEswe €trval Mon. | XWAOV — OTRElE] XwAOe Emi
noAepov EEIOV Kai dlayeAwpevoe Plut. p. 234 E, 6veldlidpevoe 0OMO TIvoe (om.
Pal. 243), oTl XwAGe v £Eelev €mi TOv mOAepov Max. Pal. 328, 243 | €inev] eon
(in fine) Mon. kai (om. Max.) Ti TOOTO €&'¢n Max. Pal. 328, 243 | yap om. Max.
Pal. 328, 243 | éeTwTwV] PeEVOVIWV Kai dywviZopévwyv Max. Pal. 328, 243 | xpeia]
N xpeia Mon. é€eti xpeio (post @evydvtwv) Max. Pal. 328, 243 | o0 — xpeia]
EETOTWV YOp N Xpeia, GAN o0 @euvyoviwv Vat. 742, Laur. o0 @euydviwv Oel,
GAN ieTopévav Kai TV TAEIV tnpolvtwv Plut. p. 234 E; Val. Max., quode cf.
ad n. 391, haec habet: increpitus a quodam quod in aciem eiaudus descenderet,
pugnare, non sibi fugere proposition esse respondit.
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217 C vol. I p. 265 et quae de Agesilao ibidem p. 210 F n. 34
vol. | p. 256 proferuntur: Bswprigae TV AAKwva XWAOV €T TOAe-
pov EElovta Kai immov Zntouvta nouk aiebavn” €pn ndtt ol @eu-
YOVTWV, GAAa PEVOVTWY & TOAepoe xpeiov €xel«; Haec quidem verba
in regem claudum optime cadunt; nostrum vero dictum a Leonida,
quern claudum fuisse nemo tradiderit, alienissimum est.

390) O alT6e moOpekeAeLETO rote UM O0TW TOEEOUEVOIE BPIETAV

Kab' wpav e ev "AIB0U OEIMVAEOUELV.

Antiquissimus effati auctor nunc quidem Aristides Milesius
(apud Plutarch. Parall. 4 p. 306 D vol- | p. 377, 12 sq. et Stob.
Flor. VII 64) restat; manifesto enim memoriae lapsu M. Ann.
Seneca Suas. Il p. 13 Burs, apophthegmatis mentionem ab Hero-
doto inici putat. Secuntur deinceps temporum ordine Diodor. Sic.
X1 9, 4, Valer. Maxim. Il 2 Ext. 3, Seneca Epist. 82, 21, Plu-
tarch. Apophth. Lac. p. 225 D n. 13 vol. | p. 277, Origin, c.
Cels. Il 17 (Patr. Gr. vol. XI) p. 832 C, Oros. Hist. Il 11, Suid.
s. v. Aewvidne vol. Il 1 p. 533, 19 sq. — Ciceronis locum Tusc.
I 42, 102 utpote spurium consuito seclusi. — Leonidae nomine sup-
presso illud duds alloquium Isidor. Orig. XX 2, 11 (s. v. pran-
dium) laudat, de anonymo Graecorum duce (cf. ad n. 391)
Scholiastes ad Aeschyl. Pers. p. 421, 4 sqqg. loquitur.

391) O avtoe eimdvtoe TIvée alTw Ot oi TTépeal MOANOIE Xpw-
pevol Beheelv €miekotolel Tw NAIW £@n: nuaxolLUeda Apa UTO EKIAV«.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 230, — Ad Dienecen Laconem
Herodot. VII 226, vetustissimus testis, apophthegma refert, scri-
ptorem ille nullum adseclam nactus, unum fortasse imitatorem
Valerium Maxim. Il 7 Ext. 8, ubi Laco incertus ab effati n. 389
auctore diserte distinctus, referente quodam sagittis Persarum solern
obscurari solere (an vox delenda?) nbene narrasu inquit; nin umbra
enim pugnabimus". Ad alium vero fontem Ciceronis narratio Tusc.
I 42, 101 redit, qui itidem ab incerto Lacone apophthegma pronun-
tiatum esse tradit. Leonidam dicti auctorem adgnoscunt Frontin.
Strateg. 1V 5, 13, Plutarch. Apophth. Lac. p. 225B n. 6 vol. 1 p. 276,
Stob. Flor. VIl 46, Schol. ad Aristoph. Vesp. 1084, Suid. s. v.

Adnotatio critica:

390) Dictum ipsum a singulis auctoribus verbis plus minusve variatum ex-
hiberi simpliciter monere sufficiat.

391) a0Tw om. Vat. | T® AAIY] Tov HAlov Vat. | poxovueba dpa] poxov-
peba mapd Cod. Bapeeite - paxovueba Vat. cf. Cicero L ¢. in umbra igitur, inquit,
pugnabimus. Ceterum de lectionis varietate apud singulos testes obvia eadem,
quae ad praecedens apophthegma notavi, dicta volo.
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Aewvidne vol. 11 1 p. 533, 16 sqg. Cum apophthegmate n. 390
inscite  Schol. ad Aeschyl. Pers. p. 421, 7 sg. contaminat;
ceterum praeter Eustath. ad Homeri II. 8, 159 p. 704, 57, ad
Odyss. 14, 223 sqq. p. 1762, 16, Opusc. p. 290, 79 sqg. Taf.,
quibus locis Herodotus respicitur, ad narratiunculam ipsam Valer.
Maxim. 11l 2 Ext. 3 et Senianus apud M. Ann. Senecam Suas.
Il p. 16 Burs, adludunt.
392) Adkwv Gebevia dloKeiyevoo TO ewpa €Mt TapdTaEWV TIPOryev
AeyOvTwv d¢ TIVWV aUTw: Nnod TololToe mopeln«; épn- nimep e matpi-
i. 34rdoe amobaveiv« ||
= Maxim. 4 p. 542, 12 sqq., Ottobon. Gr. 192 f. 229'.
393) Adkwv madoywyoe £pwtnbele MO TIVOE Ti O1OAOKEL TOUE
nondae €ime: NT@ kaAd avtoie Ndéa Qaiveebai«.
Verbis paululum inmutatis eadem Plutarch, virt. doc. 2 p.
439 F vol. I p. 534, 4 sq. et de virt. mor. 12 p. 452 E ibid,
p. 548, 49 sq. refert.
394) Adkwv Guip EpwTwuevoe 018 T of AGKESQIUOVIOL HIKPA
£'Youel T eyxelpidla €imev »dTl €yyubev Tofe ToOAepiole pdyovtoi.
= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 230r. Antalcidae Plutarch. Apophth.
Lac. p. 217 E n. 8 vol. I p. 266 adsignat; cf. praeterea Agidis
(Minoris) dictum apud Plutarch. Vit. Lycurg. 19 p. 51 F vol.
I p. 61, 32 sqg., Reg. et imp. apophth. p. 191 E n. 1 vol. | p.
230 sg., Apophth. Lac. p. 216 C n. 1 ibid. p. 264.
395) Adkwv dvrjp TPOE Tov EImovta a0Tw' noid Ti oi Aakedal-
poviol Ty BpaxuAoyiov dekolelv;« €1mev ndTI EyyIETA Tl TOD ElWMAV«.
Ad Lycurgum referunt Stob. Flor. XXXV 9, Anton. | 73
p. 74, 2 sq., Maxim. 20 p. 597, 41 sqq.; Arsen, p. 271 10 sq.
396) Adkwv avrip €pwtnbele €mt MOEOV AUTWV N} XWPA SIAKEL NEQ’
déov G« eime nTd O0PU igXON«.

Adnotatio critica:

392) Aakwvwv in mg. Cod. | deBevwe] debevroe Ottob. | 16 ewpa dio-
Keigevoe Max. Tw ewpoatt dlokeiyevoe Ottob. | Tololtoe] tololtoe wv (rectiiis ;
cf. n. 389) Max. Ottob. | mopevel Ottob. a m. pr.

394) mpde oV £mEntolvta Ti éyxelpidiole Bpoxéel KATA TOAEUOV XPWVTOL
AKedAIUOVIOL »BIOTI eime »TAneiov Toie moAepiole poyopeba« Plut.

395) aute om. Stob. Ant. Max. | oi om. Stob. Ant. Max. | éyyieta] éyyle
Stob. Ant. Max.; ap. Ars. babes: 1 Bpoxuhoyio €yyOe €ett Tol €ly@v - AukoOpyou
TanéeOeyua | elwnav] elyav Stob. Ant. Max. Ars.

396) iexun] iexvet Cod. Texdewv Vat. | In Archidami apophthegmate p. 281 E:
£pwtndele moéene xwpoe KpPOTolel STOPTIOTAL »OeEne AV £€pn »T® dopatl £@i-
Kwvtal corrigendum é@ikvavtal, cf. p. 267 C kai vopiZelv maeav (v ynv) 1diav,
wemep 0 Adkwv €imev Ne v 1O d0pu €@IkvnTal. Typothetae errore in ed. Due-
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= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 230r. — Verbis variatis Archi-
damo, Agesilai f., Plutarch. Apophth. Lac. p. 218 E n. 2 vol. |
p. 267 (cf. Quaest. Rom. 15 p. 267 C ibid. p. 329, 50 sq.) tri-
buit, Agesilao (Magno) idem ibid. p. 210 E n. 28 vol. 1 p. 256
(= Arsen, p. 126, 3 sqq.),. Laconi Theo Progymn. 5 (Rhet. Gr.)
vol. Il p. 99, 9 sg. Sp. (vol. 1 p. 206 W.), Nicol. Sophist. Pro-
gymn. 3 vol. I p. 277, 2 sq. W.; Doxopat. Homil. in Aphthon.
vol. 11 p. 251 sq. W. — Dictum respicit Cicero de re publ. 11l
9, 15 eodemqgue sensu Antalcidas apud Plutarch. Apophth. Lac.
p. 217 E n. 7 vol. | p. 266 Spartae términos ‘hastarum cuspides’
esse dicebat, cf. insuper Lysandri effatum apud Plutarch. Vit. Lys.
22 p. 445 D vol. | p. 532, 13 sq. et Apophth. Lac. p. 229 C
n. 6 vol. I p. 282.

397) Adkwv Gvrjp TopayeVOUEVOE €l Tiva TIOAIV [Kal] dEIKVUVTOE
alTw tivoc TWV eyXwpinv OTL KAAANETO TeiXn £xel »To100T0K, E€imey,
NWETE TAE yuvaikoe € autwv <av) oplvoedaix.

Paulo aliter cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 217v AGkwv 13wy Oxupdv
TMOAlV €@ »0m QUTHAE yuvaikee av paxowvto« cf. praeterea Agesilai
(Magni) apophthegma apud Plutarch. Apophth. Lac. p. 212 E
n. 55 vol. 1 p. 259, Agidis dictum ibid. p. 215D n. 6 vol. |
p. 263 (quod Socrati male adsignat Maxim. 4 p. 541, 29 sqq.),
Panthoedae effatum ibid. p. 230 C n. 1 vol. | p. 283, Theopompi
salsum iocum ibid. p. 190 A wvol. I p. 228, 29 sqq., denique
Laconis anonymi responsum apud Valer. Maxim. Il 7 Ext. 8.

Adnotatio critica:

bneriana eg@ikovtol est excusum. — Apud Nicol. Prog. (Rhet. Gr.) vol. 1l
p. 460, 20 sg. Sp. (vol. Il p. 587 W.) babes: Adkwv €pwtnbeie mou Ta TEiXN
mMe ZnAptne »évtauba“ epn 16 d6pu dAvateivae. — sed licet scriptura Ta

Teixn per se optime habeat, tamen altero Nicolai loco conlato vix dubito, quin
of opoi sit reponendum, cf. Doxop. L c.: Adkwv €Epwindeic mou THE ZMAPTNE
of opot [Kai] Gvateivae TO 06pu Kai OeiZoe gimev - »evtavBa®, ubi kai uncis inclusi.

397) kai seclusi | av addidi | Theopompi apophthegma (@ednoumnoe v Tvi
TIOAEL TIPOE TOV EMIOEIKVOPEVOV TO TEIX0E AUTW Kai TuvBavopevoy i SoKel KaAOV
Kai uPnAov eivatl »ou del yuvaikwv“ eimev) insulsum reddiderunt editores recen-
tiores, cum ineptissimam deterioren! fontium lectionem o0&’ &i optimae scripturae
ol det substituerent. Compresse, ut Laconem decet, Theopompus mulieribus
omnino non opus esse pronuntiat, cum viros illic habitantes mdri ipsi feminas
esse arguant.
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398) Adkwv avAp €v TopaTael Keiuevog €T EUMVOUE ETIOVTOE
TIVOE TWV TIOAEPiWY Kai Toue €T1 Evtae amos@d&ovioe dlakuPoe NEiwee
Kotd 10 €tépvov TANyAval UT' al0Tou aiexuvouevoe OTIEBOTIANYD TOV
VEKPOV 0UTOU Yyeveebal.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 217T. De Cretensi iuvene similem
narratimicuiam Aelian. N. A. IV 1 tradii.

399) Auveinmmoe 6 Avdplaviomolde Epwtndeie LMo TIVOE noia Ti
SAPW, avdpIAvVTa TIoIWV, OTA o0 TEPIEBNKOE ; €IME - »BMUOE AKON OUTIOTE

i. 35T Tibetan, avBadeior O PAANOV.« ||

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 231r. De statua, quam apophthegma
nostrum innuit, nihil aliunde constat; Pausaniae tarnen locus
(13, 4) est notandus, secundum quem in gquingentorum curia apud
Athenienses Anfuoe €épyov  Alewvoe extiterat. Quae notitia
utrum ad Lysippum revoeari possit necne, videant harum rerum
periti. Lysonis mentionem unus praeterea Plinius H. N. XXXIV
8, 19 inicit, ubi arlifex iis qui athletas et armatos et venatores
sacrificantisque fecerint adnumeratur.

400) 'O aUTée dWV aVdPIAVTA KOKWE TEEMAGEUEVOV OUEKATNYOPN-
Tov €on eival - 14 yap O TMANO0E TWV OUOPTNUATWY GTOPElv, OBV
apéetat.

401) Aukolpyoe 0 VOHOBEINE TO Hev QEIONPEWV TWV OVOPWTWY
épn év 1 oveia KeieBal, 1O de G&IOMIETOV év TOTlE TPOMOIE.

= Cod. Vat. Gr. 742 f. 67T, Laurent. Plut. LXXXVI
n. 8 f. 315T; Stob. Flor. XXXVI 24, Maxim. 1 p. 532, 40 sqq.,
Arsen, p. 342, 26 sqg.

402) AOuwvV TIOAQIV TOV OVTOYWVIETAV €00KE - TOU O€ €iMOVTOE’

nddkvele e yuvi« €imev - nouxi, AN e Aéwvk.

Adnotatio critica:

398) év mapatd&el bis exhibet Vat. | kai — dnoe@diovtoe om. Vat. | A&iwee
— 0O’ aodtou] mARgov, égn, Ta otépva Vat. | 6meBonAfya (6mebdnAnya Cod., quod
aeque reiciendum atque oivomAn&l ap. Antipatr. Sidon. Anth. Pal. IX 323, 3) —
yevéeBai] vekpde yevéeBal omieBomAnKToe Vat. — Voces OmEBONARE, OMIEDOTMANKTOE
in Thesauro Didotiano desunt, id quod etiam de omieBotTpwtoe (Eustath. ad Homeri
Il. 5, 596 p. 585, 42) valere obiter nioneo.

399) Awveinmou in mg. Cod.

400) duEKOTNYOPNTOE nova est vox eodem sensu atque GKOTNYOPNTOE USUr-
pata | op&stal] apEopar Cod.

401) AukoOpyov in mg. Cod. | Twv Aokedaigoviwv post vopobEtne add.
Ars. | aiidxpeov Cod. et Vat. | épn] €ime (post vopoBétne) Stob. | Twv AvBpOTwY
€pn] éon twv avBpwnwv Vat. Laur. | év Tw TPOTY Stob.

402) Adpwv (cum lemtn. Aduwvoe) Cod. consentiente Vat.; nihilominus
pristinam scripturam Adkwv fuisse equidem mihi persuasi | édoke ante TOv dGvta-
YVIETAV Vat. conlocat | o0xi we Aéwv; Vat.
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= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 23Ir. Verbis paululum inflexis
eadem de Alcibiade Plutarch. Vit. Alcib. 1l 3 p. 192 C vol. |
p. 230, 13 sqq., Reg. et imp. apophth. p. 186 D n. 1 vol. |
p. 223 (= Maxim. 4 in cod. Vat. Gr. 739 f. 19r, Arsen, p. 128,
5sqg.) exhibet, de Lacone idem auctor Apophth. Lac. p. 234D
n. 41 vol. 1 p. 289. Ceterum cf. fab. Aesop. 234 p. 113 Halm.

403) AUKwv idwv yuvaika Bpoegiav T Twv AVOPWV TIPATTEIY
€06éhoveav noute yuvaika® eimev uopoiav avdpi amodéxopal, olte dvdpa
OHOIOV  YULVOIKi«.

404) Mévavdpoe €pwtndeie Ti dla@épouely AAMAAWY  ZOQOKANRE
Kai EVpImidne etmev dTI ZOQOKANE pev Tépmeedal TOIED TOVE AVOPWTOUE,
EUpimidne de ekuBpwmadelv TOuE GKPOATUE.

In Menandrum, utpote quem summa Euripidis admiratione
inbutum fuisse constet, apophthegma minus convenit.

405) O altée aguole Wypa@ou A&yovtoe aUTw - «KOVioEOY €0V
NV OIKiav, Tva autv Jwypa@new« €@n - «oU pev olv, OANG TPOTEPOV
autv {wypdeneov, Tva PETG Talta ey OUTAY KOVIAEW™,

In cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f 217v ad n. 343, apiid Anton. | 50
p. 56, 47 sg., Maxim. 17 p. 587, 21 sqqg. (cf. praeterea J. Damasc.
Exc. Flor. Il 13 p. 228, 5) ad Lasi Hermionensis apophthegma
0 alT0E revocai.

406) ‘O autde 1OV @BOVOV €gn Tpiova egival YPuyre.

— Flor. Mon. 215, Leid. 203. Socrati adsignant Maxim. 54
p. 658, 44, Flor. Bar. 186, Ottobon. 187, Isocrati cod. Vat. Gr. 790
f. 192r.

407) (M)evédnuoe Aéyovtoe aUTwW VEOVIEKOU TIVOE- lIUEYD E€Ti TO
TUXElV, v av Tie émBupn« Eime - NMOA® PEIZOv || €eTi TO P €mBupeivi. 357
wv pn oer”,

Adnotatio critica:

403) AUkwvoe in mg. Cod.

404) Lemma Mevdavdpou offert Cod.

405) autw post aguoOe Vat. conlocat | €@n idem post ol pév o6v ponit |
a0tV post Zwpydeneov in Vat. legitur | pyetd taOta éyw adTAv om. Vat.

406) TOv @Bdvov in fine ponit Vat. | €épn — Yuxne] mpdvolav e YPuxne
eimev Mon. (Leid.) epn tAe Yuxne eival mpiova Max. €@n e YPuxne mpiova
eivan (Bar.) Ottob. mpiwva (sic) wuxne eivar Aéyel Vat.

407) evednuoe (cum lemm. Mevednuou) Cod. | Aéyovtoe — TIVOE] Aéyovtoe
TIVOE veaviekou aUTw Vat. 1144 veaviekou Tvoe eimovtoe Stob. Max. Bas. Pal.
Vali, véou TIvOe eimovtoe 0TI Vat. 742 émei Tie épn mpde aLTOV oTi Aelian. moTé
TIVOE GKoUeae We Laert. | péya €eti] péyietov AyoBov €in Laert. | 10 TuxXEiv —
ging] 10 MAVTIWV EMITUYXAVEIV OV Tie €mBupei eime Laert. v EmiBupei TIe,

TOUTWV TUXEiv - 6 O Aelian. | €mBupn)] €mbupei Max. (sed Vat. Gr. 741 et a
m. 2. Vat. 385 ém@upn), Bas. Pai. Vali, émbupoi Vat. 742 | eine post €€Tl ponit
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= Cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 231y, Stob. Flor. V 123, Maxim. 3
p. 540, 14 sqg., Gnomic. Basil. 293 p. 182, cod. Vallicell. F 58
f. 195r; Laert. Diog. Il 17, 136. — Bianti, cuius similern sen-
tentiam Maxim. 3 p. 540, 18 sqq., Gnomic. Basil. 93 p. 157,
Arsen, p. 147, 10 sqq. servant, apophthegma nostrum in Gnotn. cod.
Pal. 122 f. 160r n. 71 tribuitur, contra Aelianus V. H. 1X 29 effatum
Socrati adsignat, cuius simile dictum cod. Vat. Gr. 1144 f. 20971
offert: pokdplov o0 TO TLyXAVeEl GV €MIBUPE TIE, GAND TO HNJEVOE
émBupeiv. ‘Philosophus’ effati nostri auctor in cod. Vat. Gr. 742
f. 60r, nuncupatur cf. praeterea n. 321° supra.

408) Mntpodwpoe 0 ‘EmikoLpeloe £pwtndeie d1d Ti PAAOV TTAVTWY
TV 'ETIKOOPEIOV TIPOKEKOQPEV €ImeV - »0TI TPWTOE (PEApEVOE 'ETI-
KOUPOU GKOUEIV E'€XOTOV EMOUEANNV®,

Cf. Laert. Diog. X 22.

409) 'O al0T1Oe €Aeyev - napa TNV €mayyeAiav ToINTEOV Kal TNV

OOEV ELVOTITEOV eMayyeEAiaVYAp AVOTEIVOUEVNY OUKETI E@payiieTal Xaple«.

— Tvwuika tiva in Boisson. Anecd. Gr. vol. 11 p. 468, 2 sqq.

410) (O alTtoE €'gn)- «yeyovapey AmoE - 1€ de oUK €Tt yevéeBal

O€l O€ TOV QIWVO PNKETL €ivar - €0 d¢ TAE avPIOV OUK WV KUPIOE Gva-

BAAAN TOV KaIpOV - 0 O TMAVIWV Pioe PEANEUW TOPOTOAAULTOL Kal did
TOUTO EKOETOE NUWV BGEXOAOUUEVOE OMOBVAEKEIX.

Ad Epicurum auctorem Stob. Flor. XVI 28 et Apostol. V
30° referunt, eidemque verba d&ie — eivat Plutarch, non posse
suav. vivi 30 p. 1106 F vol. Il p. 1353, 46 sq. vindicat, cf. praeterea
ibid. p. 1104 F vol. 1l p. 1351, 9 sqqg.: o1 TOUTI Aéyovtee - dmoE
avbpwrol yeydvauev — eival. — Addatur denique testimonium
Gnomologii Epicurei a Wotkio nuperrime e cod. Vat. Gr. 1950

(Wiener Studien vol. X p. 191 sqq.) editi n. 14.
Adnotatio critical

Vat. 742 | moAw® peiEGV éeTl] MOAO 8¢ peizov Laert. oAAG peioov et Aelian.
16 un émBupeiv] TO Undé £mBuuEiv reetius Stob. Aelian. Bas. Vat. 742, Vail, 16
undév émbupeiv Max. Pal. 10 £miBupeiv (et in sequentibus @v de1) Laert., eui
reddendum Tt6 pndé (un) émbupeiv, v un det | wv uR de1]l TV apxnv Aelian.

408) 'Emikouplog et "Emikoupiov Cod.

409) émayyehioe yap avatevopévne Boiss., sed verbuni eppayiZetal mediali
sensu est usurpatum.

410) 6 aOtoe €@n supplevi, cf. Usener Epicur. p. LX n. 1 | éyeyovopev
Vat. | 6¢] om. Stob. Apost. ydp (ex suo) Plut. p. 1106 | unkéti] pry Plut. p. 1106, sed
UNKET altero loco | TE—KUpIOE] OUK v TrE alplov Vat. | GvaBaAn Apost. (Ars.) |
10 xdipov optime Vat. | mavtwv om. Vat. | PeMNnep®] peAiepwyv Cod. PEANEUW
Apost. peAiep® Vat. | did tolto] €ie Vat.

(Quae restant proximus fasciculus continebit).

D. Romae. LEO STERNBACH.















