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??? p R A E F A T 1 0. Proposituin mihi fuit iu ca, quibus pavocmiographi Graeciseusum originemque provcrhiorum oxpoucrc couantur, in-quircro, quatenus sive prohcntur sivo improhentur locisscriptorum, qui provcrbia quaoque usurparint. ]\\Iox tamenintellexi ad hoc opus cxigendum multo pluribus omondati-oribuaquo libris opus case, quam mihi praesertim cum doge-rem ab academica aliqua bibliothcca â€? rcmotus, suppctcrcnt.(Juare opus meum terminis iis circumscripsi, ut paroemio-graphorum explicationos inter so compararem, ct quantumpossom, invoatigarem, quaenam probcntui^ vel improhentur,undo falaae ortao sint, quaenam sint mutilao vel corruptac,(piibusquo medelis sanandae. Interpretea saopo nuiltum dissontiunt do provcrhiorum ori-gine. Undo hoc rcpotendum sit, sponto apparet. Nam ubiquohomines diu ante provcrbia in oro Imbucrunt, quam eorumoriginem poraequi studoant viri docti. (iuae intorea, nisi exrebus notissimis oriunda sint provcrbia, plerumquo saoculorumtcucbria ita obscurata oat, ut nonniai coniectura explicari possit.



??? Ilaec habui, quao praemitterem. Pauca tamen adieerevolo, quibus dulei officio fungar. Quantam enim operamtu, clarissime van Herwerden, promotor aestimatissime, inmoderandis studjis meis collocaris, quamque benevolenterpromotoris officium susceperis, somper \'gratissimo recorda-bor animo. Etiam vos, viri clarissimi Opzoomer, Brill, de Jong, "Wijnne,raerito gratum me semper et memorem vestri liabebitis. Et vos, amici, quamquam iampridem valere iussi, (amenconsuetudinis vestrae memoriam persaepe renovabo iucun-dissimam.



??? Zcnobiiis 1.12 ?šyxf??v, nx) fJix^x (ht xprsv fVl tuv rx^ivTfpi??x Ti7t S/3cW:cv. Sic etinm Macarius 1.7 cxplicatprovorbiuin. Siiidas: fV) t??v rx ^sjTips??xli^?´vtuv y, x\'ifS\'j,uh:ov.Codex l??odlei. 4, Diogoniamis 1.4, Orogorius Cyprins \') 1.32,Apostolius 1.8 fVl T??y Tx h?“Tspx t/t/ hl??vTxv, quibus verbisApost. addit sfzotx t>5\' l?Šxerxi xx) (3cc\\ov Â?Ajjdjc. DiogonianusV. 1.4 irr) T?™V SK li\'jTspoj 717) S/SavT??v. Pauoui hordcaceuuivilein fuisse apparet cx coinpluribus locis. Acliacus ap. Athenaeum G.270 !â– : rf/i/ivri yxp Â?vVTi,uiuT?Špx Ti xxX?Š^xi\'T???§. Xenophon Cyrop. 1.2.11 ? vx- (?‚Vijr?´fiTU, TT?œs >)5y f^h fix^x xxi xprcs TretvxvTi Cpx^-e?•v. DioClirysostomus Or. G.89 de Diegene : rctyxpiZv ?Ž?Ž^isv (ih 7rfi?§s<ps-psto (IX^xv >) c\'l XWOl TX ttokutsxhrxtx 7itIxv. Schottus explicationeiu Zenobii sic vcrtit: wde iis, (piiâ€ždetoriora ac secundo tantum duccnda loco douant." Verumhaec Huut rx Is?™Ttpx, non tx ^svTspt??x. Hoc verbum quid \') Litem L fliKnilU-atur i-mli-x LeiJi\'iuis GroRorii Cyprii, lilora McoUex MoÂ?<|UCiisis, litiT.i F V.-it!(-.tiiUH. Jjiti-riH 1)V. not.ttiir coiiex Dio-Ki>ni.tul V.itic.mus. \\*



??? valeat, cum multis ex locis patet, tum etiam ex Herod.1.32 Z??Awf ?Ÿh lil s?š^xifisur/i?§ Isvrepslx hsims to?štoi71. Zenobiusigitur et. Macarius referunt provcrbium ad cos, quibus quissecundas partes tribuerit quive secundas tulerint vel optave-rint, seseque consolantur dicendo: ? yx??-^ xa) [m^cc (iet aprov.Apostolius proverbii ralionem non intellexit. Zen. 1.13 ^Kycii^sfMCvo: ?”vy?Žx\' ??ir) riiv "Sutz-si?œccv y.xiay.?.y,pccv. Zenob., Bodlei. 5, Macar. 1.9, DY. 1.5, G.C.L.hoe proverbium repetunt a sacrificio, quod quondam Aga-memnon ad Troiam fecerit, quum liostia elapsa nonnisi plu-rimo negotio reducta esset. Quanto verisimilius est recte abApost. et Diogen. referri ad Iphigeniac immolationem inAulide. Quamquam enim Euripides Ipliigeniam fingit volun-tariam mortem obeuntem, plurimi tamen patrem cam faciuntimmolantcm invitam. Apost. 1.2G dicit on rijv sx\'JtoO i?Ÿov-Kero ^Ayxixsifjccv 6j(7IX(txi ?švyxTspx\' v) ? \' fvpy^\'f. Diog. l.G\'Ayxf/JfMxv yxp tv^v X\'jt:v s?ŸavhsTO ?šv7ix7xi ?švyxtspx. Sicpergit, ^ cti ?Ÿs??v x?što\'j ?š?šovro: Praestat for- tasse ?Ÿov:- Erasmus Adag. chil. 2.5: â€žmilii videtur et luic posse referri,quod Agamemnon

iu Aulido filiam Jpliigeniam sacriiicavit,a?Šd admodum invitus." Zen. 1.18 W^tx^Tiv iJi?Ž\'Ao:. Zen. dicit do Apolline:axro tx^ \'^loipx:, \'i-/ otxv y, tfafi/r??; tw s\'ziy.\\x7?šy, h?Žpol) T/V5?‡ xvt) to?štcu ?´vi^ffksiv trp:xip\'t\'j[a,s\'^0\'j, rh "AS/zjjriy rc?ŽÂ???x-jxtcv xtto/.v????jvxt. Vau Herwerden delcndum esse conset r^ â€?Explicat Zenob. rh sJg "AS/^jjt?Žv /uJ^.c; xlofjLsvsv Trh??tizo-j. B IÂ?to ? g ffaoXiiv. Hesycli. t]; "A^fiijTSv ? Sj\'ttfvjy ffx?ŽA/a\'y, s.v. \'A\'^f/.-^TOv ?.?´ycv\' OMhii-j. Aliud huiusmodi carmen crat \'Ap/xcS/cy , quod Apost.3.82 et Mac. 2.32 explicant Â?V) txv <fy.o?.ix-y uKchix yxp^h..\'....\' TxvTov Si nx) TO \'A\\t/,yjou fi!?.:;. Perspicuumest pro ir / rm iTxo>.txv legenduni esse io-r/?´-xsA/?´jx (Conf.



??? G.C.L. 1.23 ?Žj\'Sf >} 7rxpoi[j,lx T~cy \'^?šixSiv.) Hacc scolia ine-morantur Arist. Ach. 981. c?šSf nxp ??p^ol â– ttots tov \'ApyJhov xtstxi. Arist. Pclarg. fragm. 2. Dincl. ?? (xh ^lev \'A^/^-^tov ?Jyovirpo?§ fj.vpphijv. Arist. Vcsp. 1236 sqq. tl otxv s??upo^ ttpl? tts^siv xxrxx!l;vitvo:; KAfwya?§ KXQ?´iasvo?§ T?Žj?§ h?Ž-ix;, aoycy, ccTx??ps, (ix??:cv Tob?§ xyxCovi; cpl?^stttc?´tx t/ as\'^f/?§ ScoHum ill Tclainoncm mcmorat Arist. Lysistr. 1236 sq. s!f/,sv Ti?§ xhi K/>siTX\'y:px?§ x^hv Siov \' Phira scolia tradit Athcnacus 15.691, 695. Eaiulcin cxplicationom acZcnobius praobct B 199 \'Apiio?¨hu \'AÂ§,a>jrcy sttI tcov ffxo^l??)/\' tsikvtx yxp ictl tx fl?§ \'2\\p[jt.^m xx) "AS.UJJTOV/xfx)} (7xs>.ix\' tlvu s?¨ xxt* xvti^px7vj elp?Žjlt?´xt hiyovtlv stt px^ix xx) o\\iy?´7tixx ki irriypxfif^xTx \' S/?  xx) itt) txv /.zS/wfilp?Žjy?´xi >.s\'/cv7iv. llacc verba prioribus stt) t?Žcv vxoXi?Ž?Ž\'j oppositasunt. Vcrisiinilliinc auctor coilicis B in fonte, undo sua hausit,perverse legit h) t??v rxo^ixvi quuin scriptuin fuorit s7ti t??v7xohiSiv. Aut scripsit stt) t??v Iv7x???mv, ut cxplicat ctianiSuidas s.v. \'Apiioliov Zon. 1.25 x}.x xx) x?šx!/,ov. Quani male habitao sint non-nnllae oxplicationes, apparot

ex Diog. 1.50 ^-xii o\\ fjtxvrit;slx?´xffi Ti?´svxi tov xhx xx) x?šxfjtcvy 0. C. l.H, Cod. Kraincri01 yxp ptxvTÂ?t4 x>,x XXI x?šxfAOv Ti?šix7i. Ubi ct quando(I?›?”X7I Tt?šhxi vol TI?–SX71? Id non dicunt. Zonob. addit :rphT?šv iJt.x\\iT{\'j!iAhuv. Zen., Diog., B 27 verbum {]:l}??x7i, O. C.,Cod. Kram., Apost. 2.41 Ti?šh7i immutatum ox auctoro suo trans-scripscrunt. Explicant fV/ txv silivxi (jih [fiiv ti Zen.) -rpo;-Tr0i0\'j;jt,hx\'j,, o?šx iticTuv 5i. Ex alio fonte provorbium Schottusd?Šriv??t, qui ambigi posao dicit legondumno sit xx) xj/mvov c\\Plut. Sympos. 5.10, quo loco rogatur tIvi? xv shv ol -xsp)?ŠcXx xxt xvfiMv iv Ti} Trxpsifilx ^.syifisvoi. Cuius scntcntiam



??? 862 probat Lobeck Aglaoph, 1.254 dicens: â€žproverbii buius aliamcausara fuisse arbitrer ; oi Trsp) cixx xx) y.\'j[Atvoy Plut.Symp. 5.10 dicuntur araicorum intimi." Cf. x?.o?§ y.x) TpxTr?Š^v^?§ â€?AOlVU\'Jih Tivl. Zen. 1.2G x*^ o?špxv?Žx. Zen. et B 28 c Cratino citantT?™V liopoliy.o?švTxv xr/x c?špxvlxv. Eustatli. ad Horn. II. v. 21 ,p. 917, 33 hoc proverbium comparat cum proverbio p.fyxvi, dc quo dicit : i^i toix?štvi â– â– p?Žj\'^sg hp!:ps rclg hccpo\'^okov),-Txg hxx7Tx;\' >5 \'kx^i xhku:\' urirsp 5 to t?Žj; \\\\f^x?.?´(ixg xiyogy.?Špx?§ TTxy-\' ei^Z^v > o\'jtu xx) o\'l X\'jxi/.ivo-jtÂ?g txg xpxx? xx)Tx>.hx xpyupi^ofisyoi. E-cferunt ergo proverbium ad cos, qui donis muneribusquepracscrtim indices corrumpunt. Iluic cxplicationi aliamopponunt Zenob. et Cod. B ol Â§f tobg sU rh xpyupiZcr?šxi\'tiaiv xcp??cvm?§ ? ^opfzx; vxp?Žxovtxg ovtccg s??x??xji ?.h/ef/ xu}fau!-hhvTs:. Cum his, quod ad scnsum attinet, consentiuntSuid. l.Gl fV/ To??) ha-j iSs?šksTxt, et llcsych. s.v. o?špxviij Vxl^ \' o.ti yxp tig Â?0!;xit?? , i?.x[i(2xviv ?´ txuv to??to(i. c. t3 ^Afix^Je/xg yJpxg). Proverbium usurpatur a Liban. Ep. G70, qua gratissimamepistolam sibi a Juliano scriptam esse dicit.

Omnia vilia sibivitlcri cum hoc munere comparata. No nectar quideni sigustasset, tanto gaudio fruiturum so fuisse, quantum sibi prae-buerint regis (et quanti regis !) laus et admiratio ; xxi Tt/i??v T\\j TOJ l:!)7ctv \\JTri7X.?Ž(^Sl T\'^ (iST S[10?œ fftiiTTSjv i?šsKSlV, O Iz?™VXl "hs??, Tifix (i,si^??vug. O?™K Â?px ?” t??jv Alyx ty/V o?špxvixv?.ouTx> â– xxpxTy,p:<iv -zxyTug xj T?“xci > ?–^ro\'j y\' ??fii) t??Dt\' c?šsTio\\jlx7x-jTi Tx fisyi7TX \'/IvsTxi. Scqucutibus verbis maculaadhaerct: xh to??i xx?.o?š, i (^X7t?.ihg ttsiijlog iig t^v ?™SOV Tov iv ovpx^?? [jLiiis?šfifycg. Pro to?™ xxKi?šlegendum est tou xx?,o?•i et ??th th h \'emendan- dum sic: ?šio-j t?Ž^v sv ovpxv?š. Alludit enim nd xlyxc?špx\'/ijtvÂ? Plut, de and. poet. 27 B, C irxht-j riig Iljjvo.??jr;^; TcTg



??? (/,v>j7T>jp7i o?šx XTTX^?™PCCTTCC?›, sxfivccv Â?yrij Xxpt^O[/.ivc<)v IIAXTIX xx) x07ijt,0\'j xKKC\'J ??jS??/Oifyc; \'05yTi7Â?i/ro\'jysxx tZv [?›v ^?Žipx 7rxps?.xÂ?T0, ?´?Š^ys 5f ??v[i??v,Â?/ filv ??~) t^ Iccpoloxiu: xx) trxeovs^icf, xxipst, tov x:cy,:c\'?¨o??[isvcvv7rep(ixKKsi [/.x^TpoTTslx UsXlxypov\' s?š\'^x?ŽfZMV YloXixypo?§ o?špxvisv xlyx TrKouToC?šspov rps^xv- Conf.Alciphr. 3.62, Aelian. V. II. 5.8. Utroquc loco allato probatur altera cxplicatio; Libanii locopraesertim ea quam praebucrunt Suidas et Ilesychius; Plu-tarchi loco altera Zenobii ct Codicis l?Ž. Portasse comicipo??tae festive ilium sensum proverbio tribuerunt, quom Zonob.ct l?Ž tradunt, ita ut dictum fuorit de iis qui largitionoutorontur. E verbis Liban. Ep. 670 o?šx xpx ?´ r?Žjv xr/x rijv o?špxvlxvxxpxty^pxv xtI. et o loco, quom cit??t ErasnuiaAdag. xlyx t?Žjv o?špxvlxv s7:itÂ?\\>.ou7xv t?™Â?x7xvT0 apparetmcudam inessc verbis Suid. 1.61 xxl <px7i tov Â?Tri3>??x-7X,UÂ?V0V Â?znÂ?\\Ks\\J7XJ xifTi^v s\':riT\\jyxxvnv C7x xv f?š^yjTX\'Â?Pro Â?7!-i^6x7x,uÂ?v:v logendum est Â?Tt?–Â?X7x(^Â?vov. Cod.Coislin. 23 jjV/^ 7rx7xv t^v Â?,uiro>?€iv x??pxTi f??x^v. Logo iv xfpxti\'

Provorbium x*^ o?špxvix Zen. 2.18 codom "sensu esse dicitac \'Afix>.??Â??Žx; xspx;\' ir?Ž txv xCp???´vxg T17) TrxpÂ?XOlJ\'Â?vxv tx?§ to??zhcvTÂ??Žv X^tpiix:. Diog. 1.64 h) txv irx),TX tx xx^.x iv ??xu-To??n xsxTiiiihxv. Schol, ad Luc. rhetor, praoc. Â§ 6 p. 220?€7rh TO?”TO\'j TTxvTx; To?š; Â??™lxifisvx; ^ixyovTx?§ TO ri??; \'AfixX?™tix;fXÂ?i\'J xipx?§ (PxtIv. Quod ad sonaum attinet, cum bis cnnsen-tiunt lero B 48 fV) txv f-j^xtu?´vxv, C 23, Apoat. 2.53,Suid. 2.47 ; ncc mo indice dissentit Mac. 1.99 explicans MTXV i?™7?™Â?vs\'jvTxv xx] fy ^TpxTTovTxv, siquidom procul dubioIcgcndum est fV?Ž txv Â?\'j?™Â?vo?švtxv. Apparet enim non advires, sed ad roruni abundantiam spcctaro provorbium.Anthol. Palat. 2 p. 320 : ?–7Ti; t7X irupsU XXTX?,XIZpXVÂ?l o?šx xycpx^xv, xflvcu \'A(ix},?šiixi X yuvx kTt xlpxc.



??? Luc. rhet. praec. Â§ 6 r?  rijg \'Ay.x?,?›Â?!xg yjpxg s^ovtx h rij-TTxvroioig Kxpirolg ?™Trsplop??cj. Antiph. ap. Athcn. 11.503 B: TTXg oZv \'BtXlTCC[JI,Â?7?”x B. TO sCpl\'^TTTlOV?’Tpiiy,\' Â?(jt)v , 5 KX?,og 7r?Ž},og y.x?.bg^pvxt-^p\' t! (3o\'j?.Â?i; irxvt , \'Ay.xK?™Â?ixg yJpxg. Pracscrtim Diogen. explicatie fVl twv ttxvtx tx xx}.x hlauTC?•g y.sy.Ty,iJ!,hcc\'j probatur Philostr. do vita Soph. 1.7. 1p. 487 Olear. Aiccvx tov UpourxJcv o?šk ail\' s\',ti ^pog-Â?i77??Tv Six t>jy Â?g ttxvtx xpÂ?t\'^v* \'A,ux>.?–Â?txg yxp K?Žpxg v:j toTO?•) K?”yo\'j ^vyxÂ?iiJt,Â?vog ,uÂ?v t??v xpi7TX iip-yjiAivnv To?Žg xpiTTOtg. Philem. ap. Stob. flor. 9.1 dc Amalthcae cornu : xpy?špm Â?7Tl\' TOVT Â?XV â€?npog TO?•/T fj (2o?“?.Â?1, TTXVTX dOl yEV^JfTXI looy,??ol, fiXpTvpÂ?g, (Tvvoixixi. Ut iam supra monuimus, Eustath. ad Ilom. Tl. y. 21proverbium xi^ c?špxvlx idem significaro dicit ac ^p?Žj^)::. Dc huius proverbii sensu dissentiunt parocniiographi. ]\\Iac.5.57, Cod. Coisl. 30G fV) txv vixxvtw referunt ad hjpolo-xixv. Pecunia enim iudicibus rei persuadebaut, ut absol-vercntur. Diog. G.9 fV< t?šy s?š\'^xi\'j.?´yuig (oio??vtxv. Et sic fero Cod.Vatic. 2.53, Apost. 10.G2,

llesych., Suid. 9.40. Hacc tamenexplicatio portincre videtur ad aliud proverbium : Txg sv tijcpxphpx \\py,(J>Jlxg. Zenob. G.13 Phylarcluun cit??t narrantemScythas, si fcliciter cxegissent diem, albam fabani in pharo-tram conicerc solero ; sin minus atram ; postquo mortemfiibas nnmerari mortuumquc laudari, si maior numerus alba-rum cvcnirct. Mant. prov. 2.19. /^Ix t??v slg (pxpsrpxv \' â–  ^tti txv xyx??-^vTtvx lixy??vTxv ^jxspxv. Deinde cadcm narrat, quae Zenobius,sed do AthenicnsibuH, additurque auclorc Aristide hsvx^vviyspxv dictam esse ab albis fabis, quibus indices absolverentreos. llidiculum est, quod narrat Phylarchus. Nam ingen-tem fabarum illarum numerum una pharetra capcre nullo



??? 9 modo poterat. Praetorea illa, quae a Zonobio et M. P. 2.19narrantur non caduut in provorbium yjx txv slg cpxp?¨-pxv,siquidom hoc proverbio significatur bcata dies; nam in pha-retram non tantum albac fabao, sed etiam atrae, quibusatrao dies notarentur, conicctao esse narrantur. Ilesych. s.v.xt^ O\'jpxvix\' TX Ts?? x\'jx[/,0\'j yiv/j, cp s-^^^t^ov xx) s^cps- tcvcuv. licinsius: â€žvidcntur ca verba ad aliani pertinoro pa-roomiani." Recto. Excidit oniui provorbium Afux?Žj ^piiJiog,quod Ilcsych. aequo ac Pausanias illustraudi causa hoc locoattulcrat. Zcn. 1.30 \\\\lpx7Tax ^sy^iTi: \')â€? Plcriquc intcrprotos desensu conscutiunt rcfcruntquc provorbium ad cos, qui antcalacta usi fortuna deinde infeliccs facti sunt. Zcnobius spcc-taro dicit ad cos quoque, qui iniuriae poonas luant. Aliquantum dllfort IJ 33 fV/ t:cv ttphspzv Â??š^cixifjt,y,7xvtccv.llacc tamon non cohaoront cum iis, quae addit do Aegialeo,Adrasti fdio, ciusquo morte in cxpcditione adversus Thebas.Alii aliam huius proverbii originem tradunt. Zcnobius ro-pctit a Thcbanis, qui rc adversus Adrastum ciusque sociosf?Šliciter gosta postoa urbcm Epigonis tradcro coacti sunt;Diog., Mac. a mala

Adrasti sociorunuiuo fortuna; Apost.,Suid., B ab infortunio Aogialci. Apost. praetorea laudutAntimachum, qui Adrastum qucndam ad Acsopum tomplumcondidisso in honorem Nemesis, cui postoa ox co nomondarctur Adrastcac, auctor est. Saepissimo Adrastcam momorant scriptoros: \') All ZenobU (1.30) vprli.a ol iiii- Â?.fo/>(ei<5iiwi- .Â?or<J*v .r^.i? i6r lov\'KHov HatiKfvyoi itf f/ctfibr Â?orÂ? iM(>otÂ? /^ijnii\'"\', von Li\'utsi\'h adiiolat:â€žfjjiori- cx conioctiir.a Ilcyiiii ;ul Apoll. toiii. II p.\'251 scrlpHi. Leuehatur/fvioitv." Nihil imUaiKliim est. Uccto Ilemstorhuls ad Arist. IMut. 98\'J:â€žfiyi*;Â?- pro I\'clrrc, ut r.irliis anticiuis Graceis, sic ri\'CPiitiorilnis, fro-quontisaiimun." Zcn. 1.33 i.Tffil-f .rQi: Jfjiarniinv iaOi/in l^lidtr. BF



??? 10 ^Aopx7TÂ??Žx [/.h X A/5? TTJi/"?iipyoi 7ro[j,xrooy ^V\'J 5\' W\'?¨pX7TÂ?ix /JyxÂ?ZÂ?lhxV Â?X?”p~C-J T-J^vV h.Ev?šspXV TTQhlV6x;jt.Â?V ?”Â?cT7t T (Xy.ps??lvi\' Â?^Â?}.y,g,^â€?jy 701 7TpxTÂ?v(tv P\'?Žfv iV \'ApyÂ?ixy ?´sP.w.xx) â– ;rx7xv i^??xv "EAAiS\' hx7rÂ?p7xi lopi,xy yx?š:c7iy h f/,?ŠpÂ?f ?ŽTjio-^?Š/y y.xxx?§. Plat. Phaedr. 248 C ?”Â?7yAg \'A\'hpx7TÂ?lx:, â€žb. o. noces-sitatis aeternao et inevitabilis." Stallbaiim Plat. R. P. 5.451 A:rpc7y.tjyx ? f \'Alpx7rÂ?!xy -, .v r?.xvxxv, xxpiy o-j ptf/Aw ?ŽJysiy\'Â?}.Tri\'?‡cc yxp ovy s^xttov xyxpTy/yx xx:ij7?Ž:cg Tivh?§ Cpsy?¨x yiyÂ?7?”xt?Ž5 XTTXTEXVX KXhXy 7Â? XXl xyx?šxv xx) llXXU??V xx) yoyiyuv TT?‰pi. Aesch. Prom. Vinct 936: oi 7rpS7xvvi??yTÂ??§ tvjv \'Alpx7rÂ?lxv 7??0ol.Dcmosth. contra Aristog. 1 Â§ 37, postquam Ar?Žstogitoniobiecit septies se ab co in ius vocatuni, bis rationes red-dentem accnsatum esse: xx} \'Alpx7TÂ?ixy f??v xy??p:c7rc::cy iyxysTpc7XDyx, xx) ^^^ 7rx7iv ?šylv, ?š xvlpa; \\\\?šy,vxlci, Tsl?§ 7X7X7i fiÂ? TTO^.^.ijy X^P\'V > 5\'i\' S\' O?™liTTilTTOTS CySfl/ Â?AJJ^?Ž; /.?Šywv fCpxyyj:, ?€\'AA\' xii 7ux:(pxyTxy Liban. Epist. 286 scribit se orationis pnrtem nniicis

reci-tasse precatuin, si quid pulchrum videretur, id tacite admi-rari, neqne clamorc niultos cxcitare; xx) fi?Šxpi to?š TrxpoyTC?, Trpzffxvvx Tvjy \'Alpx7TÂ?lxy , (^?Š^o; o?šh); s!;icp\'j. llis locis \'Alpx7Teix idem significat atqne Nf^t^y/,- (Alciplir.Ep. 1.33 7Tpc7X\'jyx hi rJji/ K?Žy(7iy). Hinc oritur suspiciovocabulornm \'Alpx7TÂ?ix alterum alterius esse inter-prctamentum. Confirmatur liaec coniectura Arist. dc Mundocap. 7 sU Si xy (5 ?´fc?§) 7ro>.u:cyuy,is Â?7Ti......^iyf7iv Sf XTTO Tij? Â?y.X7TX lixy{y.vi7sxi; \' \'Alpx7TÂ?!xy xvxTrclpx^TCv xhlav CV7XV xxTx (p?”7iv- Epigr. in Antliol. ined. xxl ffÂ? (?šv \'Alpy,7TÂ?ix xxxijg xvTX^ixTt7Xt xx) [ixxxpxy TTlXpSTXTijllesych. \'Alpx7T(lx\' i) Nf/if7/$, o?šx xv ti; XTTohxfffitv. Eurip. Rhes. 342Ib. 468 L,â€” I-



??? 11 Conferatur insuper fragmentuin Autimachi apud Apostoliumallatum. Proverbiuni igitur proprie non est, neque oxplicationes,quas interpr?¨tes praebent, ad solam vocem \'A^px7TÂ?ixv per-tinent. Pertinent enim ad varias locutionos. Zenobii alio-rumquc oxplicatio v. c. spoctat ad talcs locos, qualis est Luc.Dial, mcrotr. 12.311 o?š [j^syx, w Autlx, toIito ttoisI:, y?švxiovf^e/z\'^\'/s?§ ?Šizl vot\' fvr/ t/," ?´s\'o; vj \\\\\'?¨px7Tilx, nx) tx tcix??itx ?Žpx\' 7b 5f ttots Ay\'JJ?ŽTf/ tx^x, xv xkcv7\'/i?§ tl VSpl ??/jt-o?? kÂ?i[j.{vy,v [/,Â?, y,toi ?Ÿp??xv Â?f^xijt>jv x7r07rvl^x7xv ?ŽJ t?§ to cpp?Šxp Â?7ri }lÂ?:px\\iiv Â?(/,-Â?70117xv ktÂ?. Li cxplicationom Cod. B 33 aliquomodo cadit locus Luc. promore. coud. G.714 y.x) Â?xxÂ?l yi \'AlpX7TÂ?ix t0t5 kxto-^tiv Â?>PÂ?7tx7x701 Â??šlom!j.o??ivti, ??^\' oU kxty,\'y?ŠpÂ?i: txv x?,?mv , icxtxyÂ??,xv, x;xv ?”Â?og Â??Ž^\'jJx rvjy f/,?¨?>Ko\'j7xv 7sf ic tx d[Jt,\'ix ?Ÿftx?Ÿoh^v. Conf.Eiusd. Kliot. praoc. 24,Conviv. 23, 435, Pscudol. 30.186. DoAdrastca rccto Scliol. ad Luc. Pscudol. 1. c. dicit: "hxitiovx f?Žvxi XÂ?yOV7l TXVTVjV TO\'ig 71XVV f/,Â?yxXX Â?yXXVXi<!?ŸÂ?VOli; ?™7rSVÂ?IJt,Â?7X7XV. Diog. 1.54 proverbio

Kxl,u,Â?lx vuij cundcm sensum subcssodicit. Cod. Coisl. 279 hoc ita cxplicat: fV) txv (ttI xxxxv vikxv-Txv. Logendum est fV/ xxxic. Affert narrationcm do ininiicitiaEtcoclis ct Polynicis, omvff /xovs/xxx)?Ž7xvtÂ??§ ?štt\' xficpotipxv(llcsych. Suid., Zcn. roctc xfa(p?´tÂ?poi) xttxxovt:. Apost. 9.30y) h) xxKxv (logo Kxx^) v/x-^. Schol. ad Arist. 188 Fromm.fV) TXV /3;.i/3>?Ž Tij huTxv vixy,7xvTxv. Itepetita praopositionoreponatur Â?Vi ?Ÿ^.x?Ÿy^. Sic porgit Schol. {â– ^y?Ÿxki vix^txvtÂ??§ Â?lx7xv xtx^x tx 7X[ix7x..... Xx) ttxpxf-\'jvxv..... tol?§ ^A?™y)Vxlo\\Ji\' liÂ?^Â?K?™svTÂ??§ Â?vixvi7xv Qyi?Ÿxlovi xx) o?š Trxp?Šl07xvf?Ž,- TxJiijv TX 7XIXXTX (occisoruui seil. Thcbanorum). Logen-dum esse conicio \'A?”>iyxlo\'jg, c?Ž i!;Â??.????vTÂ?i. G. C. L. 2.45,Apost. 9.30 \'KrfOxA^," xx) Uot.uvflxy,; y/V/ (J/S/t?´S:,-, T?Žvf?§ S?ŽKx^/jio\'j xtÂ?. Non sunt hi fdii Cadmi, sod postcri. QuaroIcgcndum esse videtur yiva ii KiS,t4Ju. Cur hoc nddidcritintcrpres, facile intollogitur ; nempc ut ostonderot, cur victoria,(jua damnum ipso sibi victor contralmt, dicta sit Kx^?Ÿflx vix^.Pausan. 9.9.1. xx) xrr\' (xdviu tx alv ?¨>J?´px txv xpxTij7xvTXv



??? 12 Kx^ixstxv vi\'/.\'/iv. Lege rvjy tr?šv oh?Ž?šp-j?? y..r h Plerique hoc proverbium spectaro dicunt ad cos, qui victoriaui repor-tarunt victori inutilem (Zen. 4.45, B 517, Diog. 5.34, Mac.4.84, Suid. 8.14), vel pcrniciosam (Coisl. 279, B, Apost.9.30, Suid., G.C.L. 2.45), quibuscuni consentit Schol. adArist. 188 Fromm. Explicationem alteram tradidit et diver-sani Eustath. ad Od. x- 285, p. 1927, 13 o\\ Â§Â? .V/ ri???hjipxq Y.y?€ -Axl?Ž \'j7rsp(ioX-/,v. Ilanc Eustath. ad II. 851 (cf.idem ad II. 5. 405) tribuit Arriano iv toT?§ V,i?šuvixy.o7?§. Neutravero similis est oxplicationibus, quas adscripserunt ad prover-bium, qualecumque est, \'A\'^px7Tsix (^?Šf^^vi:). Ilae enimspectant ad oos, qui victoriam reportarunt, quam postea cladessecuta est; illa vero ad eos refertur, qui magnam victoriamreportarunt, vel ad eos, qui vicerunt quidem, sed ita utvictori ipsi nocuerit Victoria. Sunt tamen duo loci, quibus usus proverbii Kx^i^iix viy,-/\\non pLane abhorret ab oxpHcatione prov. \'A\')px(7TÂ?ix (Nf/y,fo-;?§).Plat, dc leg. 1.G41 yxp ?š(opi7~?”TÂ?po( lix Tiro>,s(/,:<:v )>iy.x!; 1/,\'jpiuv kxx?šv 5/ vpfiv Â?\'jÂ?T7}.yi7?”-/,7X\'y y.x\\ TTXilsix {??\'j cu^stt:\'TTOTS ysyovs Kx^iisix,

vlxxt SI x-^OpiiTin; 7rc\\>.xi S?Žjtoixvtxi yÂ?yivx7i tÂ? kx) Â?7c>txi. Thcmisth. Orat. 7.88 B Pet.i? â€? 7r?Ž?›Â?v Â?i7Â?^:ir}}7sy 7rxp:if/,lx y.x) tI irork hra Â?7Â?pov >}Kxh;? Â?ix >5 crx\'j ti\'A?§ vzo t?Žj; u77rÂ?p hxtx- y.\\v7?”Â?\'./tÂ??§ ? \'yvz\'!)7X7i to ftsTpcy rij^ rc?? xpxTf??v xx) tÂ?>,Â?\'jt^7\\^ to xÂ?p^c?§ x?štou ??u i^y,[jllxv xx>.Â?tr:ct??pxyt Explicatio autem Schol. ad Arist. 188 Fronnu. probaturPlut, do lib. cd. 2.10 A :?š y? p to vixxv fi??-^cv, xx) to \'^TTX7?”xt Â?7n\'7TX7?”XI XX>.?”v , iv o??s t3 ^IXXV (iXx(iÂ?pOy. IffTl yxp ?š; ? >,yi????\'; kxi vlxvi kx\'hfjt.fix\' Similitcr Plut, de fratr. am.488 A., Liban. Epist. 120G, Diod. Exc. Vat. 22.1 txU yk?x?.y,?™Â?ixiq ??-x7xi; tx?§ >?Žxx^ f<T%5 (5 Il??.ipc?§) Kx^^flx?- xxtx T?Žjvâ– ;rap3i,\'Jxv\' ci yxp yjty,?šiyTÂ?; c?šlh hxTrÂ?ivx?šy,7xv lix to /zJyiSs^t?Žj?§ ?Ž^fei^o-Ax:, h S?¨ vix^tx; t^v tx-j â€?^tty,f4,hxv (ihxp\'-^v xx)7u,t/,^spxv xvxlf^extc. Aristacn. Epist. 2.G >ittxv y.TfVrsjy iy?šT?Žj^ ff?Ž?Ž?§ 0X7)v Kx^fisixi; vixij; ?šfzfhx.



??? 13 Simul explicatio Zen. 4.45 probatur Strabon. 3.100 xxi yx?c\'jTCt Kx\'^fislxv tv??^^^v;\'./ vip?Ÿhoi, tccv ts o1x:cv x?što???§ KXTÂ?j>?›Xp[/,Â?VXV y.x) t????v ^.XCp?“pCCV s\'i?§ \'Ly.XtTtO\'J C}JyCOV S?„i^K\'j??STUV. Ad verba Died. Sic. 11.12 esp^y,? yxp t??v rrxp??^cjv rov Â?tp\'/lfiÂ?V0V rpOTTOV KpXTVj7Xg Xx) XXTX T>fV TTXpSlfllxV TifV Kx^fiÂ?lxV vixviv vÂ?vixy,xx: ohiycjq fih t??v :roXÂ?ijt.luv Â?vfTAf, TTOXhXTThxviov:Sf rxv Wixv xt?xkÂ?7Â?v, referri quideni protest explicatio Schol,ad Arist., sed aliquanto aptior est ea, quam praebet Cod.Bodlei. 517\'* fV/ xwv vix??vrxv ?Ÿsv tov?§ 7ro>,Â?fi!ov?§, irXfhvxg t??v 0\'lxÂ?luv x7ro?Ÿx?.?jvtilv. Superest locus subobscurus Ilcrod. 1.16G 7vu:/.i7y?´vT:cv ri??vx\'j?Ÿxxiyi kx^?Ÿijliri ri: vuvj to???§ <\\>:<}xxiÂ?j7i Â?ytvÂ?to. Deindo narratnaves eorum quadraginta submersas, cotcrasque viginti inutilesfactas esse, quippe quae amisissent rostra; quo factoipsosdovcctosAlaliam uxorcs libcro.squo in naves impositos llhogium trana-vexisse ; Carthaginienses vero Tyrrhenosque nauh-agos eorumsorte distributes lapidibus conicctis occidisse. Quae omuia

magiagravissimae cladis quam victoriac qualiacunquo apcciem reforrovidentur. Quum autem Herodotus diserte victoriam, quamvisCadmoam, at victoriam tamen, dicat Phocaeenaibua obtigiaao,fortaaao res ita so habet, ut I\'hocaeonaca viccrint quidom, acdquum viginti tantum ex sexaginta navibus casque incrmoasibi supcresse videront, neque se habere intollogorent, undonavium damnum ropararont, voriti no paucis dicbus rcdirotCarthaginicusium classis rofccta, o ana re esse cenauorintquam cclorrimo Coraicam rclinqucro. (iuao aontontia co oon-iirmatur, quod IMiocaeonsca ante liberos uxoro.squo in navoaimpoauerunt, quam fugcront ; quod aano, si victi esaont,facoro non potuissent (xxrxz-?.:i7xvTÂ?; ??; Ty/vxvi>.x?Ÿ:v TX tÂ?xvx xj?Ž) Tx; yvvx?Žxxs). (juod attinet ad Arriani oxplicationcm, nullum iuvouilocum, quo confirmetur. Zen. 1.32 xpxh ^xvplx\' trr) r?šv Â??štÂ?>.:cv xx) jtojS?Žy }v7it?Ž>.Usx^\'-^tuv\' 7rxp?”7(v ttftpx^y,; xxl \\UTrpx Â?7tiv >5 ^x?špo:- Itcmquo



??? 14 fere B 61, Ap. 3.80, Diog. 1.30, Mac. 2.43, Suid. 3.67,llesych., Eustath. ad Horn. II. 662. Proverbium usurp??t Liban. Epist. 1042 hxg cut yiv.pxvavx! (TOi Ty,v xpzh, xxi y,XTx rvjy TTxpciylxv \'E.y.vpixv, ?Žr?Špx?§s/\'uxi fxsi^cvx; rs y.x) sv ysilsvi }J-u. Idem Ep. 1241 ry^ls (j? vyxp xyshxi vsxv s?šxpixi\' rb Ss Txp\' v.uTv lilxaxsiv Koyov: xpz^"Lxvpix. Utroque loco significat rem vilem et tenuem. Nonfacile vero quis perspiciat, quomodo cum his cohaereant ea,quae de Theseo addunt Suidas et Apostolius. Quem Scyriapotiri Lycomedisque regis uxori stuprum inferre conatumsaxo deicctum esse dicunt, primumque fuisse Athenis, quiostracismo relcgatus sit. Arte contra haec cohacrcre videntur cum adagioI\'lK-/! > de quo hacce dicit llcsych. \\\\pTsiJt.i1upo: Miu: (py,<r) &i?Ž7sx?§ y.x?.s?Žrxi rs>,suT>??\' (puycvrx yxp xvtov su ^xvpovsy.sl y.xrxy.pyi\'jivt7?™yivxi (px7i. Aliam autem vim auctoro Pol-luce 8.81 huic proverbio cpmici tribuunt "Zy.vplxv Is S/zijvcvc(4,x\'^iv7iv CI y.M[jt.:clsh\'^x7y.xXci Ty,\'j rpx^slxv\' oi yxp cpvyoli-xo??iy-ss hxvjTTTO\'jTO sh ^y.jp}v i? sis Aijpivcv xml\'^p^slv. Conf.Hesych. s.v. "l/itpfu/. E loco Ifesychii cfficitur ab Apostolioet

Suida aut diversa proverbia perturbata esse, aut prov.ILxvplx liy.y, in oxplicationo provcrbii xp^vi ^xvplx allatumexcidissc. Zen. 1.36 xi yvfivxl. Explicatio Mant. prov. 1.8 OTi ls7 x:ps/.x: XXl cpxvsp?Ži: zxpl^f7?™xi, Suidao altera (1.72),et Schol, in Arist. 3.55 ])ind. \'cri Isl rh z^ptv sJvxr TO yxp yvy/cv xx) Cpxvsplv Â?SsAsv, confirmatur Aristaen. Ep. 2.21xt yxp 7c-j itx-jtsK??; xh?,:i xx) ? >.y/jxg xxrx T?Žff â– rrxpiiiMxv yj[/,vx!. Confirmatur ctiam Sencca de benef. 1.3â€žin quibus nihil esse alligati decet, nec adscripti ; solutiaitaque tunicis utuntur ; pellucidis autem, quia beneficiaconapici\' volunt." Zen. 1,36 cri h?? x:pstlx: xx] ^iPxvspx?§ ^^ Diog. 1.34, Apost. 1.82 Sri IsT t^v hcpsxv x^sil?š?§ jj ? xsvc-



??? 15 So?‡ic?§ xxpiKs^f^xu Vakle vereor, ne ? ipu^x?§ corruptum sit exInsuper pro ^ hand dubie requiri y.xi censet vanHerwerden. Codex Arson. Parisinus praebet ? cpf/Sj^.av, quodortum esse puto ex xCpsi^Z:; et Ex altera Zenobii et Suidae explicationo cr/ cl ??z^pi^TCi rov ?Žxvrxv yJvf^cv xcp-^-py,yTxi {â– :rÂ?pr^f}iyTxi Suid.) aptum sensum eruere non possum.Legendum esse conicio ot s?šxxpi\'^\'^ct, quo sensu proverbiumoccurrit Philostr. Ep. 44 sti -ttsy^: f?Ž///, xtif/,?´rÂ?ps: 701 hxic kx)xvTo?§ \'0 "Epx: yj:/.vc: fVr;, xxl x\'i Recto igitur Erasmus Adag. 2.7.50: â€žItaquo conveniet in illos, qui sua benignitaterediguntur ad inopiam largientes amicis, quicquid nacti fuerint." Zen. 1.42. x?Žl; c-jttu rhcxsv, spiCpo?§ 5\' stt) hcfzxri Trxusr MT?›v c\'jrru 7sx,^Â?VT:iv xx) ?´f^oixv Von Leutscli: â€žego scripsi ?´fjtolxi" Sensus mihi requirere videtur xx)o\'jt.co: Xf\'ysi/.svciv (rf%??>Jy;i;/ scil.). Similiter B 70 ht tUv o-jttxTfxOsvTxv yj ytycmx\'j, hiyotihxy Ik. Diog. 1.40, Apost. 1.88banc praebent corruptam explicationem : fVi tx\'j cu-xu tsyjhrxvjj ysycjottcv, x^?\' xts?mv cvtxv xx! rx rxy tsxfixv ot^svtxvâ– ^cislv. Forum annotationis indice

van Herwerden fere liaecfuit: fV) rxv o-j:r:c tsxOs^txv >5 ysycy??-cov Â?Aa\' (?Ž.owr ^sycfihxv\'Cl 5f iV/ TXV C\'JTTX rthi\'txv, XTS^XV CVTXV xx) 7X 7XV tf?.(lxv ?´s?.?´vruy jronty\' Mendosa sunt etiam verba ^Lac. 1.5-1fV) Txv O\'jvx 7?Žx.(>s\'\'\'Txv XXI sfistsv Tt Xsy?´\'jTxy. Quae expli-catio Zenobianao simillima fuisse videtur. Recto Diog. 7.5(1Â??Žonfert Tp3 rij; v/x>}-r ri lyxx\'MCj xht; et x^u^fy rt xuxxs, jrphTiyi ?Žx/ltix; Compnrari potest nostrum proverbium : â€žde huid verdoelen, voordat do beer geschoten is." Zen. 1.40 W?šicirx jfi^ix^^\' Auctoro Zenobio usurpatur doiis, (pii frustra laborant, vel suscipiunt aliquid, quod perficinequit. Mac. 5.50 hoe proverbiunÂ? et ypx^ety oonfert cum prov. /.kyrx l-upeTy, (juod Suid. 0.82, ^lant, prov. 1.5)7spectaro dicunt nd eos, qui suscipiant id, quod perficinequeat, vel qui frustra laborent.



??? â–  IG Probat hoe Plat. E. P. 1.341 C, Thrasymacho ? ?.x\' o?š moJo?§ r (seil. xxzcupysTv y.x) o-jxoCPx-jtsJv) diccnti respondetSocrates: oui yxp xv ?Ÿs o?šrx (ixy^vxi-, ccvre ^vpsTv ?¨izixftp^\'i\'J7.S0VTX y.x) fj-jzoUPx-jT?Šh ÂŽpx7v(Jiax,oy-, ubi sunt qui recte triaultima verba Piatoni abiudicent. Paulo aliter exphcant hoc provorbium Diog. 6.25, Vat.2.65, B 623 Jd rx-j -/.x?š\' Ixut?š-j t/ ttciovvtcov. Quam artehaec cum prioro explicatione cohaoroat, et cuivis liquetet diserte dicitur ab Eustathio ab Ilom. II. f. 137 iV/ t?Žc-j Xd\'JVXTOig iTTtXiipOVyTCCV \' xx) TO?•ITO fj?šv "?¨ix 7-^v ysvvxiSTijrx rov ?,?Šo>TOg, %\'j o?šx xv ^vpsTv T0}.!Jt.y,7\'^ rtg {T0?.fji,-^7tis rtevol to7.!j,-^7xi tt?§?). Non divorsa est cxplicatio Apost. 10.54c~) t??v yt.^ 7rÂ?t?´o[j,sv:cv trspi ti, de iis, qui fidem non habontin aliqua re. Zen. 2.53 \'Axy.:^. Zen., B 83, D. V. 1.24, Apost. 1.51aliique cohacrerc dicunt cum xxxl^Â?7?™xr, Schol. ad Luc. Lexiph.Â§ 19 cum xxxo^ et i^xxxox, quae verba idem significare dicitatquo xxxt<:^s7?”xi- Interpr?Št?Šs supra allati et Diog. 2.4, Plut,65, Suid, 1,82, Schol, ad Plat. Gorg. 497 A, Schol. adArist. Equ. 62 \'Axxcc dicunt fuisse mulierem stultitia

nota-bflcm. Auctoribus Zonob. ct B \'Axx:?´ dicebatur iVi t??vfJMpxiv?´vTccv, D, V. xxxll^sTxi cxplicat irxpx^Ppovsl, (jLxpxivst-Verbum xxxl^f7?”xi nomonquo xy.xi7fi?´: sic oxplicaut llcsych.,Moei-is, Suid, 1.79, Schol. ad Luc. Am. 4,402, Id, ad eiusd.de mere. cond. 14.669 xy.xi7!Mi; \' 7rpc77:c!ij7ig. xy.xi7xfj,ivo?§\' 7rpi77rciij7Xf/,iviÂ?, ?™Troxpivxfisvo?‡\'xxxi!^s,usvsÂ? ^x????}^; t:v ovov\' sit] t??v(ilÂ?K-j7T0(M?Žvuv >,sy:p (/.iv, spyc?§ li s.^iff4,!vxv. fi;:: Duplicem explicatioucm praebent Jresychins \') ct lioxic.Sangormann : Trp:77rouT7?”xi et fixpxivsiv ; quae in uiuim t-on-trahitur ab Etymol. magno f^xpxivsiv ^ 7rp:77rci{77?”xi l?šyfisixv llesychii glossa liuc non pcrtinut.



??? 17 et ab Olympiod. ad Plat. Gorg. 497 A., trpottrom (lapixv kx)to fjiy, fllsvxi. Apost. 7.67 stt) to???§ oirhoi/; c??kx??^stxi\' im t??viTTiXipofi??vxv Tx???§ v(3ps(Ti Kxi Tolq X K K i <7 y ol ?§ (noiino legendumest x\\Kt7 [AOlq^) XTTO \' kKKOV?‡ TIv?”?, "Zx^lx? (JLWpx: !!07if?‡?•Timaeus xxkI?Ž^si\' xTrxI^ioTg. Hune sensum verbo xxxl^s7?“xi tribuunt interpr?Št?Šs, quiproverbium "zx?š?švi; tov ovov explicant, App. 4.74, l?Ž 841 fV?Žt?šv h?Žyc?§ xxxi^ofzsvxv, spycf ??^is,\'j,svxv, Zen. 5.59, IJ 728,Plut. 20, Diog. 7.12, Apost. 13.7 tV) twv xp??:px tivu i^u-f/,svuv, cpxyspcc; xttu?šs\'jfisvicv xx) Iixtttu?”vtuv xM. Saepis-sime vocabula axxi^oyt-xi, ? xxiTyie, xxki7i^x scriptoros usur-pant. Videamus, quo sensu. Pind. fragm. 217 l?Žoeckb: ccvlpf?§ TtvU xxxi^ct^evOi "LxiOxi vsxph liT-xiv 7Tvyht7iv X?Šyt?§ xTx[/,fvov h (pxsi xp\'j^x yhv7iv ??vl?ŠpsiTiv tt????Â?; xs^x>^x:Â? Plato Gorg. 497 A. 0J7?”X, iAA\' xKxl^a. IMnleinon apud Athcn. 13.569 F do meretricibus : Ottuxjt??i;) ttms \' >} ???´px Vr\' xvsxyfihy,.si; c(3s>sOi\' sl7:r\'^lyi70v \' o?šx hr\' o?šl?¨ sU? xxt7[ii?§, o?šS?? ??yS\' ?š^)?Žp7rx7fv. Luc. Amor. 4.402 ubi Lucinus rogatur,

utros melioresesse ccnseat robt i} tcI?§ yuvxhis Myav^ovTxg..... TivTJt Svj TTtpisXxV ? xKI7fi?”v, ?™ i^V TTiTrlTTtUXS 701 ^^?Žj.pOV )} TTsp) T?šv ifA?™v (p?›Tuv xpi7i;, Id. ib. 42.444 de luxuria nuilicrum: kx) raAurfAvj?§ fiiv, v?Žt Alx, rpxtf^x y tto^v;li ?Š fisTx rciv ? vlpxv xxxisiiic- Id. de mere. coud. 14.669 doservo, qui munusculum so acccpturum negat, h l) xKxi7xiJt.svo<;xx) xTTxye, TTXpx crjy Si ty??] xx)\'UpxK>.si; ^ yhsiro\' iTTsirr?švt(>.o: hih?šy,. Plut. Symp. 1.4 p. 620 IJ, viri quidam rogati,ut sentcntiam do ro quadam dicant m^px [??y oLv ^xxhxvTOTTxpxiro\'j.usvoi. Aelian. fragin. s.v. Kphfug \' Â?rt 3>> o?šx xrcipoifpxTixijg TTifKfylx; xxxtto(im xxipx xx) Trpl; ^ijKorvzlxv exi^-j??; xyovTX tov xv\'ipx x?št^ fxh z\'XoZrov o?šx s?šxxTX^PpovviTCv(ii?–p)oi7fv. Cicero ad Atticum 2.19 : quid enim xxxi^??,uÂ??–x tamdiuP 2



??? 18 Nicet. Eugen. 6 404 ad puellam, quae amorem dissimul??t,quo amator magis in eam depereat: iKx/o-jtiiZT-??^ (ro??i TrX^?§sq x?šrhTO ar?´.ux. Id. 6.447 sq.: yxp TTpO ^fftwv o?š\'/. ip?œ7l. TTXp??sV! (lOgO TTXp?´?¨vCt)Â?p?œ7l, TT/.i^V y?¨(4,:V7t TCCV XKXl7fXXTCCV. Chariton lib. IÂŽ"- T???.xvTCv olv xpyuplov â€?zpcy.ofz.hx; vjvxyxx^eXx?ŸiTv ?´ rs &-J!p:cv xy.y.i7xfiiv:i; Xx;i?Ÿx\'jÂ?i Theod. Prodr. inAmar. p. 488 y.x) to Synes. Epist. 110 7h Jf XXXIST xx) XXTSipuyÂ?67tl. Omnibus his locis ^.y.x\'07?™xi dicitur do iis, qui deliciasfaciunt, vel qui ignaros sc alicuius roi esse simulant. Superestlocus, quo aliud quid significaro videtur. Piiilipp. ap. Athen.9.384 F de meretrice voraci: exHT ?ŠTTi TOVTCt; \'XX71V ^x\' cpx^t: (Pspx\'jttohhox):;\' tx fih ol\'j yvvxix tx?J.\' yixxt^tto\'>} 5\' xy^pocp?Žyo; Vvx??xr/ xvxyshx7x7\'\' x[/,xxxKoi y s , , Ol vf^)p5/. vy, Ty,v (pl?.y,v Ay,[j,yitpx\' Kx) 5y\' xp7rx7x7x xxtsttisv. Hoc loco x>iy.r^Â?7?›xi videtur valere simpliciter recumre(Timaeus xttx?œioU. conf. App. 4.74, Ii 841). Potest tamen ctiam ei vis simulationis subesse, ut Â?\\t ftprcie iraindti-fis cupcrc. Nullus est igitur, quantum equidem scio, locus,quo

significet f/.xpxlyÂ?r/- Vcrisimillimc inde licet suspirnrinullo iure ab intcrpretibus verbum xxxl^sT?–xt rolatum esse ad\'Ay.x:o et hinc ortam esse falsam illam intcrprctationom ?Ÿx-pxlvenÂ? Non ad xxxtl^Â?7?›xi, sed ad x^\'-aic vel (xxxxsx nomen pro-prium rcfert Schol. ad Luc. Lexiph. Â§ 19: tv^iv to xxxI!^Â?79xiTTxp\' x?™Ty.v Â?xxo?Ži xx) ?Ÿxxxo??. PoUux inter verba, quae notioncm habent delirandi vel desipiendi, refort (jlxx-XJ?ŽI/. Alium sensum nominis \'Axxx significat Plut, do Stoic,repugn. 15 tc^ rrfp) t??v ?štto tc?? ?›so??i xs?,x7Â?xv Xiyov, xi o?ših"hix^?¨py^tx t^?§ \'Axxo?Žis xx?Ž t^i It\'xy tx Trxiixpix to?? xxxo7xo>Mv x?Ž yv,xJxÂ?4 xyi!pycii7iy. Hoc loco \'Axkx etsunt spectra, qualia sunt ctiam Mspfix^ aliaque.



??? Verbum rjt,xK)iCM usurpatur Luc. Lexiph. Â§ 19, quo Luci-nu8 medicum advocat, ut amico cuidam medeatur; (tuvstU yxp Â?yijp (5 zcittc^j?§) kxi TT??AAo?™? â– 7rtxpx?.x3mu , ccfftttp Tf, \'^\'jLiux\'jtli; xx) Kcpu^??vTxs, Cpxpi^xxcv. Deinde Lexipbanes ^^ i.aj, S??rcA/, inquit, Â?A;.Â? rourov) Avk??vcv ,TTspt^x\'j??c: [Axxxox xx\\ x\'Apx: Trs^pc^/ccixhcu: cXiT?–cyfMfxcviivolsTxi. Arist. Equ. G2 servus dominum adulatur, quo omniaab hoc impetrat \'o Vx\'jTov (h ??pS ?Ÿeiixxxc\'^x?–Tx kt? . Ib. 395 sq. o?š U^otx XV ?‡i? to ?ŸouhvjTviptov xxi to to?Ži trp?´ruttov ,u,xkxox xx?´ii,u!}/ov> Quibus locis patct fzxxxoxv valere fixpxhsiv, vel TTxpx^p.vsh\'Ilesychii explicationcm -rpoa-TroitTT?”xi ?Ÿyj xxo??siv ortam easesuspicor 0 falsa derivatione, quam etiam Photius p. 1581ci tat ex Ilellad. liyzant. : ??V/ to (ix^xixv xpxxixu: ivr) to [x?Žj? xo?štr/\' jj TO /itvj xosTv, orrtp rl vos??v fS?ŽjAoiÂ? xtK. Plut. G5 corrupte legitur \'Axx.v â€? xvr^ y?Žycvtv irrt txv fVi(iupix Zix?Ÿs?Ÿ?,iif4,<vuv>}v 0X7ly t707r7pi"0,ufv}iv Tj?Ž slx?Žm ???§hipx lix}JyfT?™xt. Emcndandum osso videtur xZtvi (i. o. tx-poifiix) ysyo\'jsv xtt?“ tivo; (vol <}\'vvxix??:) fV)

?Ÿccplx ^ix?Ÿs?Ÿ^ij-?Ÿhyi; ^ ^xTt\'j x.tJ. Lexicon Sangormann. ^y,?ŸxlvÂ?i TOi>^h ouTx Tl ^l\\t\'jTx, â– xpS7Tr:i:v!x!v:v [jlI^ l?šshnv. Uuhnlvcnad Timaeum: â€žubi deleto vorbo >Jy:yrx., quod nee Etymol.Magn. pag. 49, 8 habet, scribe rhv ??h.ovTx t/." Mihi locuslonius emondandus esse videtur: 7y,\'xxlvii tov >,h\'siv ri?šixo\'jTx XTS. Conf. Plut. Symp. 1.4 juixpx/ah c??v i^xx/txuto^rxpxiTs??/iisvoi. i. o. simularuut so nolle dicoro. Zon. 1.55 xxhifTx xmlv. Zen., Diog. 2.0, Apost. 2.3,Mac. l.GG, 1). V. 1.25, 0. C. L. 1.02, Suid. 1.81 oxplicant(aiHjere m, qnac tatigere iiefas est, Unus C 5 dis.sontit expli-cans fV/ t??v [xxty,v ttovo?´vtxv. Plutarch. ap. Hoiss. Anocd.1.395 rcfert in caput, cui inscriptuni est ;7f;Â? t??v iSuv^rav.Suidas prov. ?Ÿi) xr^tTv xxhvjTX, /zyiV xxpM ixxT?™?.:?§ una cum prov.?Ÿh xfjsh- xxxl\'j fy xsl?ŸfKv ita oxplicat: h) t??v ??xurc??; xy^nlx: 2*



??? 20 Trpxy?ŸXTx ?¨ysip??vTMv. Auetore igitur Suida est movere ea,quae mota nocenf. Permulti loci confirmant explicationem Zcnobii ccterorunique.Plato de leg. 3.684 D, dg (Trixupo^Ti "hh vcyadhyi nivtlv r??vtcic??t??iv tt (agit de agris dividundis tabulisque novis) ttxcattxvt^, k??yxv (jM ki-jsh tx xxiy/irx. Ib. 8.843 A [/.^ xivsItu yyjg cpix (My^luc.....voy\'.vxg to txxLvitx xivs??v ix?,y,Oi??g tovto shxi- Ib. 913 B de servando depositum fV/ iroXholg yxp ^ ?.{y??-lisvov Â?v to yh xmTv tx xxIv^tx, xx) -rrep) toutov hsyon xv,??g hog ?¨xehcov cvTog. Herod. 6.134 Miltiadein oppugnantemurbem Purum templum Cereris adiisse tht xi-j^tovtx ti txvcixivvjTMv ehs ??,Ti ly,7roT6 irpyilgovTx narrat. Plut. A mat. 12?ŸsyxXcv fioi loxelg xirn^Oxi xx} 7rxpx?Ÿ0?.oj TrpxyyxTog, wWifz^TrTpyi, ?Ÿx?,\\oy Si 0?,ci}c tx xx\'ivvitx xivsh T?•jg xsp) ??sccv S??^jj?,(Xoyev, TTsp) sxxttcu >,oyov xttxituv xx) xtt??Isi^iv. Exquibus locis apparere, quam perverse grammatici in ci-tando proverbio articulum ante xxIvvjtx omittant, observavitV. Herwerden. Unum tantum inveni locum, quo alitor explicandum estproverbium. Plat. Tlieaet. 181 A sententiam eorum, qui onuiiaperpetuo

??umino ferri dicunt, opponit ei, qua omnia immobiliaesse statuuntur. Quorum illi dicuntur oi xx) tx xxIv/itxyjvodvreg opponunturquo TOlg to-j cAsy fftxttirxig. Sed proculdubio Plato notam omnibus locutionem in alium sensumfestive detorsit. Nullum vero locum inveni, ad quem spectat explicatioCod. C 5 ct Plutarclii. (iuoties enim baec verba dicunturf-} T??y ?ŸxTy/v TTOvoCyrav, proprio sensu usurpantur, nequeproverbium clficiunt. Zcn. 1.62 x?.xg xx) Tpxmi^xv /ui} z-xpx?Ÿxlviiv. Zen., B 91,Diog. 2.11, Mac. 1.73, Ap. 2.11 nd amicitiam referunt, C 3ad amicitiam vcl ad oraculum. Conf. Zen. 1.25 ??ajs xx)xux?Ÿi\'j. Nihil tritiua apud Graecos scriptores quam salmensaquo.



??? 21 Tlom. Od. 0. 27 sqq.: 0?‡ fjc.iv ^S?•VOV ?¨?“VTX xxtsktxvi Fw iv) Fo/x^ oySf ??sciv omv ^"^stxt\', o?šls rpxTTS^xv,T-<|y ^ Fc; 7rxps?´y]xsv. Aescli. Ag. 401. ^rx^vs ^svlxv rpXTrs^xv x}.:tx7<ti yuvxix??:. Coiif. Ib. 700 sqq. Eurip. IIco. 792. S?ŠSpxxsv spyov xvotixtxtov xctvijf TpxTTt^y^; TToXhxxt: tux^v i[jt,oi \'). Arist. Eth. Nicom. 8. 3. 8. -kxtx tw trxpoiijl?Žxv yxp ovk Utivf??Si?•TXi (eiSJvxi ?) 7rp)v tcv: /.syofihoug x>.x: 7vvxvxK?œ7Xi. Domosth. do falsa log. Â§ 191 Aoschini obicionti, quodius liospitii accusationo laodorot, rospondot prytanos otiani,sonatoros, bolli ducos omnosquo paono magistratus, quaniquamsacrorum coonarumquo communium vinculo coniuncti ossont,tanion cos accusaro, qui scchis aliquod admisissont ct doindovariia argunicntis allatis rogat : Tr??rspsi o-jv tov; xlx; Trxp??-^xivov xx) TX?‡ ffTcv\'^x:, AUxm\', Xcuoph. Anab. 8. 2. 4Tissaphcrncni, quaniquam KKsxpx\'c xx) ifioTpxTn??^oi fuerit, ^ ducos Graocos co ipso decoptos intorfocisso narrat. Orig. contr.Cols. 2.201 (p. 407 sq.) tI; yxp o?šx oUsv on ttoKXo) xoivcovy,- 7xvTsq xx) rpxrr?Š^ii?§ i7ri(3o?šXti>7xv Tolq 7Uvs7Tioi;...... xx) ivsi^l^uv ys i

Uxpisg lx!J,[5o7roil; rov AuxxfA(3*iv (astx x>.x?§ xx) rpXTTS^XV C^VV?›-yfXX?‡ x?´fT>}7XVTX, <pyf7) TTpOi X?™TOV\' opxov 5\' ivo70l7?›>); (iiyxv ci\\x; Tf xx) TpxTiX^y. (Archil. fr. 89 Liob., 75 Sclmoid.) Dio Chrys. Or. 03.401 do oodom: \'Apxlf^^X"^ Â?"Sfv ??!:vn7xv01 Â?Af? xxi }?? rpxtts^x trpl; T)^v hyioXoylxv txv yxfixv. Plut,do amic. muit. cap. 3, postquam dixit multitudinom amicorumnocoro, amicitiamquo, si in plurcs confcratur, dobilitari, itaporgit : Th (pl\'/.ov msl; fi?Švo/ (xh o?šx x^mfitv fhxi \' ^.Â?t\'ixxxv Sf tijx\'jyeti; ti; xx) ?¨^iyovc; Â?7tx, tov ?špuhko?šntvov . â€? Jv (I. ?špuXo?šiAsvzv) ixf??vov xp^^v <rtj?\'xxTs$>)hxx?§ (lilifAvov, IIuDC vcrsum ut spurium ciecit Dhulorf.



??? 22 Alex. Aetol. Epigr. 5 (anal. tom. I, p. 419): <5 Sf Zijvx ^shisv (ttrov\'^x: ts <i>o?ŸloV kx) XKX ^uvs??vx tpxtts^i^c.Theod. llyrtac. in Boiss. Anccd. tom. 3.16: ou T?•jg Xl/T?•^g TpXTT?•l^\'/ig X-nSVlT?œTO, O-J^S T?œV XJTUy TO?•C X?.?.Oig X^.\'XVSKOlVXVcl. Georg. Lapith. 773 : S?¨ rpxrruyj; t>jg xvt^c kx) x?.??vy.ofjui\'jix t070jt:y 7rx7iv s^s^sv x^nhif/^og xpxxisig ccg kx) voi^vjalqxyxysh Tohg Kotvxyohg TpxTrs^ij- ysyoyoTxg [///t xvÂ??m\'j ?¨\'igslvxito TTXPXTTXV. Achill. Tat. 3.21 riÂ?i;/,yiJ A/js ??;?Šyiov Kxhxv y.x)koivjjg xvxyj,\'m-^7kuv tpxx?¨^yi?- lleliod. 4.14, Plat. U. P.2.383 B. Horum locorum nullus probat recto auctoreni Codicis Cproverbium referre ad oraculum. Contra ex onmibus lucoclarius apparet sale et mensa amicitiam , sanctitateni hospi-talem, libationum sacrorumquo cominunioncm, fidemquo inservandis foedoribus ot pactis significari. llecto igitur ano-nymus apud Bekk. Anecd. 1.384 x^og ??flcis- ?ŸuoTiK-ig cuTug 7rp37xyopÂ?\'jÂ?Txt\' ffTTovlx) yxp KXi 0fii7Tlxv Kxi hp??v Kx) hluvKx) TpX77Â?^-^g Koi\'jxvlx TOVr??) Zen. 1.67 i;.;.\' o?šk xZ?šig xxx::-/)^\' iz) txv tor^pov 7vko3xvtyiv(B 95 -xowipixv kx) cvks^mt?Žxv)

Â?k:p\'jyc>txv. Contra Diog.2.15 explicat fV) txv Trovy^pxv 5 f. Itemquo omissa tantumparticula Ap. 2.45. Diog. et Ajiost. explicatio nuitila velcorrupta esse videtur. Illud longo probabilius. Si corriipta est,pro TTcy^pxv requiritur â€?^ruy.??.x-j, lc},Â?px-j vel eiuamodi nomen.Practcrea Diog. addit voculam Si, quae eicienda esset, nisicorrupta foret. Legendum enim pro Is videtur /JysTxi, docuius vocabuli scriptura conf ]3ast. Comm. palaeogr. tab.5.11, 6.14. Praeter illud ?¤Â?\'/Â?txi, quod sexcenties occurrit,proverbiorum interpr?Št?Šs ita usurpant : f\'pjDjufv (Zen. 2.33),flpy^txi (Zen. 5.53, 6.26), i/Jx^-^ (SÂ?id. 4.89), fhx?šs txtt(7?´xt(Diog. 1.1), txttÂ?txi (Zen. 2.23), t?Žtxktxi ly.bl), ti?´stxi(Zen. 5.93), (D. V. 1.65), lAe[jt,xpTvp-\'jTxt (Diog. 3.45),



??? 23 y.xigb\'j ?Žtxi\'j rrxpsiylx (Zcn. 5.34) , x~ohl?´x<Ti t?Žjv 7rxpoi(Jt,lxv(Zcn. 4.45), hriv (Zcn. 2.10, 4.34, (5.7). Eailcin particula gcminani Icctioncni obscnravit etiamDiog. 3.7 x^pshhiog opxsg o?šx Â?,\'/,7ro!vtfjt.o: Si* Â?:ri t?Ž??v spxTix??iv.Von Leutscli : delevi cum K , Arsenio, aliis : ??yTrohiy?´;fVrr/ cod. Vatic. 483 apud Bastium Epist. Grit. 257." IlludÂ§Â? ortum esse potest ex hriv, ut saepius fit. (Conf. Bast.Comm. pal. tab. G.3) (^uum vero addita particula yxp postxJ)pce>l7tjg cfliciatur trimeter iambicus, statuero praestat S?Žortum esse ex l?ŽysTxt,, idquc pcrtinero ad explicationem:X?Šysrxi fV) r??v ??pxrixiiv. G. C. 1.2 x:Pp3Vti:?§ opxo;\' o?šx f,\'/T??/w,ctw. llaec verba unotcnorc legenda sunt. Conf. App. prov. 4.33 x^po})l7io; opxoe7vyytv?›7XiTxt> Ut saepissime sic lioc loco Gregorius omisitexplicationem. Conf. Cent. I. 4, 0, 13, 15, 17, 19, 29,33 , 48 , 50 , 52 cet. Asj-frjsi ctiam in l?Š abiisse mihi videtur Suid. 11.7 :7xfiv?§ Â?v â– ;ri77y,\' flpy/txt \'a TTxpuiJt.ix iir) t?šv [1Â?Tx 7ro?j.ov tt?”vov>Â?\'Mxy]xorx\'u\' o?šx xtt\'o to?š ?‡wcu x?.?.x xt;,. Lege o?šx xtI ToO Cfi?ŽU ?j\'yttxl, x>,xx xts. Zen. 1.71 x?,:!)7r)i!i o?š

lupohxshxi. Hoc proverbium ctiamApost. 2.17 explicat; laudatur tamen ab co N??jtis/;\' ?š/nxv SIS {A?Ž70V hxrro; xhirm^ ^:cp:loxÂ??•rx:t Von Leutsch :â€ž.UÂ?7cv] (zsv Suidas". Legendum esse patct ?šixxv fT,- t^ivSXX7T1; xTÂ?. Pergit Apost. verbis usus Aeliani : rx Si?Ÿixpx ix???šsix ltx??>)ps}7t txvj 7o:p??:. Aclianua : ?´ijp??ri.Illud hx- ortum est ex ditlograpbia. Porro : :rx;x t>ivox^iji/ TO?œ 7r:rx,u:?? spx:>rxt xx) Tijv c?špxv xx??ix7i> f?Ž; to ulccp\'TX Is z-p:; vkvTX iv^xsTxl n xx) i(i:T?.x77!TXt rc?´ Ix7s7 t?švTpixm. Incptum est ?¨;ji,-x>.xj7Â?Txi. Van Herwerden corrigit ^iji.1tx>,x77stxl, Zcn. 1.74 xhhx fiiv As?šxxv hiyst, xhhx 5Â? Xs-jxxvs; ho;(pipsr h) t??v x7u,u:p.!Â?x; to??; spyo???§ rob; \\oyou; Txpsxo/iivxv\'



??? 2i Itemque fere Cod. Bodlei. 102. Veram lectionompraebent Diog. 2.2, Ap. 2.46. Zen. 1.83 xtt-^tovj, o\'i "h\' ? Trvspvo?švTO <jKx(px?§. Zen., B 110, Diog. 1.72 stt) tccv a?.Kx {/.h x^rxtTCvyJ^ccv, x?,?.x 5f Tzetzes Chil. 8.17 cirx\'^ t^iTccv ti; eTipov, erepiv tiProverbium usurp??t Plut, de garrul. cap. 20 p. 512 E, exquo loco apparet usum proverbii multo latins patcre : tov 5?Ž(iou>.?´(iÂ?vov xmicphx7?”xt h?? t^v lixyo??xy oivx!J,Â?tvxi y.x) T\'/jv Trpoxlpsriv xy.pi(3?šg y.xTX,ux??i7y rov Tn/y?šxvo[^h:u\' f/.yi yhvtTxi TO KXTX TJJV TTXpOlf/.?ŽX\'/ X[/,X:; XZYiTCU\'J, o\'i 5\' XTTijpyOVyTO SKX^X?‡,i. e. aliud ego rogavi, aliud hic respondit. Zen. 1.84 xv t^v] Trxp^ xpix?§, rxpixov <TTspKTkv> Txpsyyv^OTt S??7 roT?§ TTXpo?›lTIV XPX!7(T?›XI\' Cod. B 111 xv (i?Žl TTXp^ xp?Šx?§,txpixo?§ vrspxrkv\' ?šttc?´stix?”v\' xxpsyyvx yxp xrs. Ita ple-runique tali proverbii formae consentanea est explicatio: Diog. 1.12 xxTxCPpivfi\' ?™TTO?™ertxy,. 7.90 TTxps: \' TTXpsyyUX. Ap. 3.21ÂŽ xoivuvsi\' TTxpxivertXT^. 0.67ÂŽ, 8.48 Af\'yf^ TrxpxiviTix)^. 8.59, 9.25, 11.50, 14.23 Tr??fiz-r \'rxpxmnx^. D. V. 2.82 Sfr\' V! 7rxpcifjt,lx v7r:Tl?´y,7i. App. prov. 4.34, Mant. prov.

2.91, Mac. 4.96, 5.47, 88,92, 93. In formam proverbii non cadit explicatio Diog. Vat. 1.40XV jtt?Ž} TTxp^ xp?Šx?§, Txptxo? (TTipycTxt\' {j-c?™Â?tix-!i\' TTxptyyvxÂ?} TTXpCIfMX, oti xp\'-i ^XpO?Ž>7tV xpxsTvOxi, Diog. 4.71 i^uxx???Žj^?´xi\' TTXPXIVSTIX\'^ , 4.93 fl\'iT . . . . , Jl\'/jTS . . . .t7rÂ?(T?™xi\' TTxpxmrixv!. Apost. 7.54, Diog. Vatic. 2.77 h yj}7rÂ?vÂ?7?´xj [xxxxovy ?Žj ttXovt????ivtx trxt??v\' x\':rotpÂ?7rtix-^, Mac. 3.54fiV) xx) xvvxv \'Ep?Žvvuf?\' z-xptyyux xT?Ž. Mac. 6.99 7rx<r>ffx7rtÂ?7?´xi xxttii?§, 7rxpÂ?yyvx xt},., do quo vido infra adZen. 5.62.



??? 25 Attameu corrupta hacc non esse videntur. Sed ncgligentcrex fontibus luiustas cxplicatioues Diogeniaiiuni cetcrosqueadscripsisse puto proverbiis, quae certo ncxui verhoruui ac-commodata iuvcucrant. UxpotyJxi dicuntur â€?jto?™stik\'^, 7rxpxi-vtTixij, xiroTpsTTTixyj, xKsoxvtik\'^i (??iog. 4.03), yviciMZ-^ (D. V.2.94), vov??sTiK^ (Ap. 11.41), x-c:p?™Â?\'y{jLXTiy;/i (Zen. 0.43),it txpu\'/ix tc??v vftiysiv (?–. C. L. 1.23), kxtxpxtix-zi (Zon. 2.84). Zcn. 1.92 XV oivov ah^-, xovhuXov xvrx hih-j\' \') >j\'5fitrropix xtto to?? K?”kXuzos, TTxpi^ov xh^vx?§ otvcv tsv \'0StJ77Â?xTC?–V c(p?šxXiM?Ž??v hrsp^dy,. Notissimuin est Cyclopcni fuisse?Ÿo\'jviyxvivov (Anth. Pal. 7.748). Legendum est igitur to??o(p?šxXiJi,Qv hTipyj?šy,. Item Cod. Bodlei. 121 Â?n-?  t5?™ IC??xAwt???x\\tvi7xvtoi; oJvcv tcv \'o\'SvfTirix, xx) ttsp^?š?Žvto; tov?§ ??<J)??x?,?Ÿovg.Corrige to?š ocp??xKfziv. Dubito an sine ullo\'iure interpr?¨tesprovorbium r?Šf?Šrant ad Cyclopem et Ulyssem. K?´v^uXcv hlivxi valet colaphm infriiigere. At Cyclopi noncolaphum infrogit Ulysses, sed palo oculum oxcussit. RectoSchol. ad Arist. Pac. 122 ad libcros molostiam cxhibontesreferro

videtur: trrxt^s 5?Ž Trxpx t?? Xfy???Ÿsvov\' et o??vov xhi?Ž., X?”V^UXOV X?™T?› St/V â€? ?™Ttp TO?™ (??\'i^dV TOU? TTX?•^Xg (Avihiv Tt TTfpIT-TOV ^fJTC?•V. Zon. 1.94 xvtittfxxpyejv\' fV/ txv tx; x^ptrx; xvtxrohh\'vtuv \'>JyovTxi yxp ci ^rsKxpyo) ysy^pxxsTs; to?š; yoveTc Tpi^fiv, hx)fi?Ž) \'huvxiJt.?Švuv (logo SuvjfjCtivfl???§) ""TTTXJ?™XI (pipdv ?¨rr) T?Živu?Ÿxv. Apost. 14.15 xx) ol [j?šv x^lx; (loge x^lx?§) T?Ži; ^hixlx;^ptfisZvTt; iv x^?”ovIji ^ixTeX:??<ri rij txt^ tpv^Pxvts; , ol s); tovTTopijfAlv xxxiTTx?´tlx; izÂ?>,x4>pt^?Šf,(,iv:i, t.y fCrf?Ÿfh xx) tx xpiyhxxviv yvipxi TX X?™TX â– xÂ?i7Â?<i?šxi ?›TTO TXV ixy?Švxv, xvxyxx??ovo^hvHJLx xvTÂ?XTivitJ7iv iv xxtpx, kx?ŸovTfS x?što xx) x7ro}il?´vTÂ?; \' \') Versum hune lamblcum oHm fulsao ? v oUor atr^, Horifviovtnt\'r?? Jitfov inc mlnionet v.in Ilcrwcrdcn.



??? 26 o?šlhepot yxp Tp?¨0siv xvtov?§ (lege x?štov?§) I?švxvtxi, ttxjh?§ fzh??v xpx^ t?Žj?§ ys\'jhea?§, yo-j?¨i: h\' stt) TfAfjr^ tov (iioii. Praetereanescio an pro xvxyKx??ov legendum sit xfA,oi?Ÿxiov. Conf. ano-nymus in Crameri Anecd. 4.402 xx\'i T^?Šytrxi v) irxp\' x?štkvxfxvi?Ÿif y.x] x-?¨\'ho7iz xvTiTrt7.xpy:c7i:- Zen, 1.98 mt?.Â?Tv xy.\'lpsrspxis. Schol. ad Arist. 358 Fronnn.â– Txp:if/,lx fVr/ fVi txv 7(po\'hpx?§ kx) sa TTspiovrixg â– :rpxTTO[/.?Žvxv?,tyo!jJv/i \' 0 yxp xi/,^OTÂ?pxig z^P^\' \'xpxrTxv (mst}. hiTXTsx?§-rrpxTTii. Quocum consentiunt Diog. 2.77\'* i^w^jjri/aliiquequi xvTy.slv spectaro dicunt ad cos, qui studioso aliquid agant. Unus Suid. 2.51 dissentit: xf4,:pSTÂ?pxig txJ?§Z^P^i\' o?š iJLix %!ip) ^.-Â?jpsy.\'zivs;, xtjL^i\'rj. Priorem explicationem, quae multo latius patct, magisappositam esse quam Suidao apparet ex Arist. Equ. 833, uhiisiciariua do Paphiagono haece dicit: IJLU7TI?STXI Ti??v Sj^j^tO^KOV. Niceph. in Boiss. Anecd. 2 p. 29 xv?Žvtxtxi ??i xx?´xpxg,5/?  acv -, ?š?§ {\'iTrdv, x^P^^^ ? vTxyuvi7X[j,?Šyo\'j irpU ctfiC^o- jip?š\'j?§ ixQpo??;. Zen. 1.99 x\'j?ŽyLOvg yeupyiT?§\' rp:? roy;

ttcv?Ž??vt???§ xx) (l\'^^svo;fjiÂ?rx?.xyxxfcvtx?\' <5 xvfuog ttxvtx ?Ÿtv 0?™Â?i xx) x?š^fi, o?šh\'/oÂ? Sf TuyX\'Xvit VI iJ.s>y,v xj:o:p?¨pÂ?TXi. Zcnobii expli-catio non ad xvi^svg yfxpyf???§, sed ad x-jsyt,:; yexpys?Ž spcctat.Rccte Diog. 1.88, 0. C. 1.51 (M. 1.49), Apoat. 3.3, D. V.1.51, Mant. prov. 1.17 tradiderunt adagium xv?Š??xou; ytxpye?Žvi. c. ventos agros colore. Corruptum est apud Zcnob., 0. C.Vat. 1.33, B 127, Suid. 2.69 x\',?Š.ucv: ysupyf??; et legendumxvf?Ÿsvg yfxpysJy. Nam xue?Ÿcg (p??fi, xx) xd-ei, o?šhysg Si Tjyx-xvsi-Apt(V compararc licet Ilcliod. 2.28 Nf?Ž^.s; yexpy?š tx?§ xps?´px;. Zen. 2.3 f] tijg iv "Aiyst x77rilcg \' fV/ txv x\'iSif/^tsvxv xx)f?šyfvxv. Consentiunt plurcs interpr?¨tes. Dissentit Apost. 3,27



??? 27 stt) tuv eifytv????v >cx) s u^ x t?Ÿ??v wj \' o\'t yxp ?¨v "Apysi xvv?Ÿpi7T0ixxl^s? nx) KxOxpo) KXTX y???Ÿt?Ÿov 7rx?.xtov Txq x77ri^xs <p?Šp:vtt<; Tro?Ÿirevou^vj. Quuiii igitur ipse Apostolius iu iuvcnea eanctospudicosquo liuiic honorem confcrri dicat, vcrisiniilitcr ??uSjij/x??Vwvortum est ex xl\'?¨v^^??vuv, sive Ajwst. ipse, sive ??criba hancvocem obscuravit. Zen. 2.5 xiro ?Ÿpx^v^y.eKxv ovm "tttto; upov^iv- K 1.97 tVÂ?Twv ?¨\'i; fUTfAwy iir) tx ?Ÿsi^a Qxppo??vTCOv, I\'ro {^xpps??vmvlegenilum est x^po-jvruv, quod scrijjsit Apost. 3.57. Zen. 2.6 xTrhijvTo:; tti?“s^- Zenobius verbis usus Apoll. 2.1.4sqq. originem proverbii repetit ab historia tiliarum Danai.Nonnulla autem vitiis laborant, \'o 5f (Axuxc,- ??cil) fiiiÂ?}7ixx)cxi/xjro?? (legendum est x-jrolg, i. o. rol; roj .My??n-rcu Trxm)TTtpi rijq Cpuj-j}?, ???ŸoK?–yti rou? yx/asi/; xxi ^itKh)ip:v rxg xopx;.\'iU 5f tx?,ifpc!ijxro Toui; yx?Ÿcu; kt?.. Apollod. recto scripsitw; ix??.vip??tTxvTO xtA. Dauaua enim 5ificX".jpcu, Acgyptiautom filii ??x^.tip??iirxvto. Diog. 1.95 x-xh r??v TTsp) rxq Axvxt^x; ttI??mv- Sin-gulare tantum Danaidum momoratur doliuni. Ncc tanion legipotest {CTTo To??

-rsp) rxg Axvxt^xf ttI??o-j. Verum vide-tur xrrh ro??) -xtpi rJ?¨; Axyxilx; fi????ov, quod fero prao-bot Zen. 2.6. Etiam aliud provorbium originem debet iis, quae Danai-dibua contigeruut: si? TSTpvi^hsv xihv xn}.sU\' ld IMut. ap.lioiss. Anecd. 398 refert inter proverbia, quao dicuntur fV)TÂ?v xlvvxTMv iTpxy?ŸXTM-A Itoruui Boiss. pag. 394 fi; \'^rliivxvt/.e??: explicatur: rf;) rxv x^uvxtxv. Si recto, salfcm adden-dum est cum lloiHsonado Tirpy,;j.!v:v. Horum proverbiorum,quamquam originem habcnt communom , scuhus est divorsis-simus. Trik; explicatur a Zonob. 2.6 fVi Twy kiicyrxv (sic etiam Suid. 3.18) xx) yxvrpi?Ÿxpyc??vrci)/ (itemquoDiog. 1.95, Ap. 3.55); a IJ 134, O. C. 1.50 hi rch yxtrpi-fixpyxv. Apost. 8.55 his addit ij ?¨r) r??v jchvxTC<!V, Iiis verbis,



??? 28 ut supra vidimus, Plutarchus explicat alterum proverbiumfJ?§ tÂ?tpvjijt.ho\'j rri?´ov xvt?.sTv. lleliqui tamen alitor, velut Apost.0.79, Suidas s.v. f/,- tov rstp-^yJvov, Mant. prov. 1.48 Itt) r??vsu Xivov -^rovo??vT\'xv, Schol, ad Eurip. Hoc. 8G9 sVl rxv xv^wtxIxox?ŸovvTxv. Haue explicationem solam aptam esse, quo siinulprobatur xlvvxrccv apud Plutarchum ex xv^vvrccv vol xvovJjTuvortuni esse , apparet ex permultis locis. Xen. Oec. 7.40 o-jx op^g ci Â?I?‡ tov TÂ?rp>]-/Jvsv TT?Ž?™SV XVT?^Â???v ?,Â?y?“[/,Â?V0l ???§ ClKTflpOVTXl, ?–ti ?ŸxTijv 7rovÂ???v hxodji. Arist. Pol. G.3 de reditibus tx yxp TTEpt?”vTX VÂ?!X0O7l, ?,Xy?ŸxV0V7l II X.UX , Hx) TX?.IV l?¨cVTXI TUVX?™T?›v\' 3 TÂ?TPV1IJ,Â?V0? yxp S7Tt TtI?›O?‡ >J TCIX?™tvI ?Ÿf/j??slx TSl?§ XTTCpOl?‡.Eiusd. Oecon. G kx) yxp to ktx7?”xi 1-jvxtov %p?Žj s?Žvxi kx)0\'jhxTTÂ?iv\' fi Se fiij, o?šVÂ?v CvpfAs? Tfly KTX7?”xt\' TX yxpxvt?,Â?Tv tovi* ?Ž7TIV Kx) ?” hÂ?y?´ixÂ?vo; TtTpijpc?Švo; ttI?šs?§. Luc. dial,mort. 11.4, Ilermot. Â§ 01, Timon Â§ 18 x7TÂ? i?§ tov t??v Axvx?Žlxv â– TT?Ž?”SV ?™lpoCpOpi)7Â?IV y.01 lOKX Kx) fiXTiJV

Â?TrXVT>.\'?‚7Â?IV, TO?›K?”TOU?‡ ?Ÿ\'A 7TÂ?yOVTO:. Eurip. apud. Plut, do garrul. 1 p. 502 C O?™K XV l\'jvxly\'iv IX^ ffTtyOVTX 7Tlf4,Z?.XVXt70:piv; STTXVTX?™V xvlpi fi?Žj 70^?œ >JyO\'Ji. Anthol. Pal. 9.120, Stob. floril. App. 4 p. 30 Oxford,A??ciphron Epist. 12, Plant. Pseudol. 1.3.185 â€žIn pertussumingerimus dicta dolium ; oporam ludimus." Lucret. 3.949 â€žNamgratum fuorit tibi vita ante acta priorque, Et non omnia,pertuBum congesta quasi in vas, Commoda perfluxoro, atquoingrata interiero". Zen. 2.9 xttxvtx toU 70^0?•7tv Â?\'jx:>,x\' irr) txv S/?  ^povT^7{x?§kx) txv l\'j7-/.?Š>.xv ttspiytvsfxsvxv. Eandem explicationem B 138adscripsit proverbio: xttxvtx tcjg 7o:p?š?§ o?šk t?škskfi. IlludO?™K tamen ortum, ut vidotur, ex prioribus littcris vocis sequentieexpungeadum est. Zen. 2.10 \'Attik?´; eU >.tijUvx\' ^ TTxpoi?Ÿix Â?7t)v ftri txv tvToJ?§ Xiy,Â?7t T?Ž]v xvSpf/xv iTTihiKvvfz?Švxv.



??? 29 Sclineidowin : â€žlegebatur M t??v iv toJc ?ju!7iv xt\'s. Illa"[iy ToJg â€žseclusi ut inoptc ex origlue inculcata." Sine causa seclusit. Diog. 4.79, Apost. G.70" provorbium i?§ tov xtflsvx ropotunt xtto txv Iv xt,u,ivi.....ipetirovtxv, s^x Sf px?´ufmv\'ytxv. Eadom, sod mutilata liabcnt V. 1.90, B448. In Diog., Ap. verbis supplendum est s?šr?´vx?§, trvvrcvccgvol aliquid buiusmodi, quod cxcidit. Itesycb. ci yxp\'A?švjvx\'ioiauvT?”vu?§ viXxvvcv ??xtxttKsovts: to ??sccpt7(7?œxi ?š-o t??v ixT>}; yij?§. Idem traditur ab Apostolio, sed de iis, qui solveruntnavem. Ilinc igitur rcpctunt provcrbium. Explicant Mac. 2.55.fV; t??v g?štovcotspxe ^ix tivxc ttxpcvtx;ipyx^ofiivxv, Apost. 4.20 iV) t??v ?Ÿsrx (tttovl?Žj?§ S i-irlrstxvtxiTTOis?´vTxv, quae cxplicatio desiderare videtur significationcinostontationis, B 142 brovius quam debebiit tV?Ž t??v i-xihtuvu-(jLsvxv i. 0. de iis, qui ostcntant. Ex quibus apparet a Zcnobio explicationis loco data essoca, quibus alii interpr?¨tes originem apcrirc conati sint. Falsoigitur Sclincidcwin voces iv toU Xi?Ÿhi oiciendiis osao putat.Una tantum vocnla i-xi in xivi mutata scnaua bene so habet : if txpoiflix i<ttlv xtrh t??v iv

tc???§ xtflhl 7V)V x-Apslxv fT/Sf/XV?œ- (isvuv, i. O. repctendum est adagiunÂ? a nantis, qui in portubuaoatentantea strcnuo so gorunt. Zen. 2.14 xhisvs -xX^ysU vo??v ohst. Schol. ad Plat. Symp.53 11. (378 Bekker) Tf v^ttioc ??yvx\' iV) t??v (zstx to TTxdtlv (TvviivTXV tI xfixpTvuxx\' fVl T^ x-jxh (logoudum oat fV/ T?œV X?™T?›v) STSpX TTXpOlf/lX\' h XXlshi TThViya: ^flCvv?Ži?›Tf^* yap xxiix xyki7tps?šivtx, i\'lrfi\'^xv vttxt^ tx xivx t\'ov tÂ?} Xsip) TTporxyxy?ŠvTX nxT^x^^\'^\'t t??DT?– II trwvi?šx: TO c?ŽivTX ??z?¨ (Txsprrio\'j vXviy^vxi, xx\\ tJ^rt (logo f/Vf/\'v)...... XXI fxvixiTi Tpovxyfiv (logo â– !rp:7xyxyÂ?Jv) il- ixu\'vo-j z?Živ x-\'^P*-Apost. 2.22 ?›77r(p xx) h TrX^iye); xXuv?§ s?šx?´Xu: ?ŸiTx t?Ž^vrpx7iv Tob?§ ix^jx?§ iXiTxxopi^iTxi. Vox sxix?ŠXx: aiiapocta cat.Aut fvXx?Ÿ??c logendum c\'sso, nut potiua o?šx lU?œQ- e?šxoXx;oxcidiasc censco.



??? 30 Zen. 2.17 ??^.ij??hTspx txv stt) Zxypx\' iV/ TCCV TTXVV xKlj?šrjV.Schneidewin : â€žDicebatur idem proverbium ir; tc??v h.y,?š?Ž?šv, c?š\'7ri7TÂ?uo[/,svuv Suidus , Apost., Arsen., Eustath. 11. p. 278, 5."Prior explicatio spectaro videtur ad eos, qui affirmantesaliquid verius esse dicunt quam illa, quae apud Sagram. Itaexplicat proverbium Cicero de Nat, door. 3.5 : â€žNam de SagraGraecorum etiam est vulgare proverbium, qui quae affirmant,certiora esse dicunt, quam illa quae apud Sagram." Quiautem confirm??t ea, quae dicit, opinatur haec sine affirma-tiono creditum non iri, Ilinc efficitur Zenobii explicationemcontractiorem esse, sed reapse non multum, vel fere nihildifferre ab ea, quam ex Suida ceterisque, quibus StrabonemG, p, 2G1 Tpsg Toh?§ x7ri7T0vvTx?§ explicantem addere potuisset,tanquam diversam affert Schneidewin. Sagras t?ŽVo?§ dicitur Zenob,, li 148, Ap, 2,12, Suid. 2.2;r:??Tx;j.i: autem Mac. 1.84, Eustath. ad II. 1. 1., Plut. Aem.Paul. 25 T??^r fT?• ^xypx ttctx^?? mentionem facit. Cicero de Nat. deer. 2.2: â€žQuum ad fluvium Sagram Croto-niatas Locri maximo proclio dovicissent

etc." Conf. ib. 3.5:Strabo G.201 liruttiorum urbes recensons y.x] tta;..Â?/? ^txZ?šx^ix?Ÿepricv, kx) \'o "spv?Ÿog o (d?Žpxv t>}v ??pijtifv ttittxv\'... [??stx \\oy.:o\\j: ^xypx:. Putot aliquis bic urbem Sagram designari,Scd sic pergit Strabo: tv ??yj>.ijk??u , 5^)\' cj ?Ÿxfjlc) ?„iojy.s-jpxv. Porro autem itorum f^sTx 5} t^v ^Ixypxv W^xixvkt17[/,x Kxv?.uvlx. Nonnullis locis monda adhaeront. IJ 148 ).(<y{txi ii ctiAcxpo) 7rc?.cflcv 7rpOÂ? KpSTUVIXTXr tx^\'v (lego Â?7Xov). Spartam illi legates miserunt, qui auxilium pct(!rent.Frustra tamen petierunt. Victi sunt uihilo minus Crotoniatae; 5?Ž X7rx\'-/y{l>,xvT??i; Ty,v vlKy/v tU AXKIIXIJMCVX vj (^yi?Ÿij Tx?“T-^v T^, tv yh/Cvsv â– ^(Ji?¨px liy^yysj.tv. Pro mendosisTxjry,v ry xri. legendum est Tij x?št^, ?¨v y, yf-^^cvev ii?Ÿipxorh yf??.tv. Conf Mac. 1.84 x?š?š*ii/.{p:v 0>j.Â?>; kxth:x?Ÿs ty,v ^-xxpr/,\'., Apost, 2,12 Aoxpsv: â– ^X7iv......x\\tvi7XI 7Uii?Ÿxxixv Tshi; i\\.XKtZxi!MCvlcu:\' t??v Sf ffrpxTOV ?Ÿh c?šk ix^iv ?‡y,7xvTxv



??? 31 xTÂ?. Legendum est t??v 5f crparcv ktI. ?„tac. 1.84 Lace-daemonios apud Sagram vicisse narrat, quam ccteri auxiliumilloa a Locris rogatos negasse, nihilo tamen secius Locrosvicisse dicant. Zen. 2.18 xi??i Zy.vpix. Zen., B 149, D. V. 1.62, Diog.2.33, Mac. 1.58, Suid. 1.62 auctore Clirysippo ad.agium ex-plicant stt) txv xvxTps-??vucv tx; sjspysTlx;\' Zen., B, 1). V.insupcr aliorum explicationcm memorant fV?? t??v ??v^ti^i??pscv.D. V. addit xuiivov Ss to ttpxtcv\' Caprae Scyriae celebrantur Pind. fr. 73 Bocckh (Athen.I. 28 A) Zxvplxt 5\' s; x?Ÿsh^t\'j yhikyov?§a??yis i^oxxTXTxt. Athen. 12.540 D auctore Clyto, Aristotelis discipulo,narrante Polycratem Samiorum tyrannum ??-rro tpvcp?Žj?§ tx ttxi-TxxiHiv vjvxysiv, x?švx; fih \'Urrst\'pov, xJyx?§ ^Hx??pov. Strabo 9.437 x?Ž txv xly?Živ xptTx) txv ^xvpixv. Conf. Alcaoifragm. 113 Matth. Ex his locis nihil aliud fero ellici potest, nisi Scyraminsulam optimas aluisso capras. Inde tamen veriHimilitorstatui potest dictum osso provorbium iV?Ž tÂ?;\' cvij7i0?´puv. Utrumrocto, an sccua I). V. Chrysippi explicationcm praestaroccnaoat, diiudicare nequeo. * Zen. 2.20 xK??v le ^?´pTc; \' h?štv

^h?šsv, h?š\' //SÂ?. Ap. 2.0 ?Žir) t?šv tx XTTfp TrpOVfTT?”pitrXV xxl (x*pl<^xvto, X7rOX>,?™VTXV.Eiciondum ost tx. Pro 7rp:>r(Tspi<rxv van llorwerden rcpoauitTTpotTropKrxv. llepetunt proverbium a nave, cjuae sale onoratanoctu fracta ct aubmersa est. Zen. 2.26 \'Attix:) tx \'E^sut?Žvix. Omnea roforunt ad coa,qui clam congrogati agunt aliquid, sicut Attici Elouainiaexcluais omnibua, qui initiati non orant. Unus B 154 adicit



??? 82 ?‚ffVf/ TO Kx?š\' ixvT?”?´y. Ultima tamen vox vitio inquinataesse videtur et corrigenda lavTovt;. Zen. 2.29 xvto) hh?š\\ che? s?Žhsts. Recte enim Schneidewin UOe?š\' ex Ilesycliio legere iubet pro h?šisTc.G.C.L. 1.41 e^iTTs? siz^rs, G.C.M. 2.3 (V. 1.21) etiam cor-ruptius sIttsp f%fTÂ?. Scribendum est s\'ttsp (?Ž?Ž\'rfp) ff tf ,quae Apost. 4.45, llesych. omittunt. G.C.L., Apost. piscatoresnarrant testudinem cepisse; u\'jxTTTXTxyrfc a?™Tljv (rvji/ ^fAci^-^^vdicunt) sfx?Špi^ov t??jv Trxpovo-xv. Legendum est t??.\'?§i. e. illis, qui adstiterunt. Dicitur Mercurius praeteriensesumvocatus verba allata elocutus esse. Do explicatione dissentiunt Diog. 1.30 fV/ txv i??; x?ŸcuXlx; tiTrpxTTCvrav, sWx ?ŸoY,??(lx; Ico?Ÿsvxv. Apost. 4.45 fV?Ž t??v?„ifi?Ÿ??v. Utraque explicatio ad narratiunculam accommodataest. Sed Apostolii explicationis ratione habita statuendumest Mercurium, licet crederct testudinem a piscatoribus captamesse, partem sibi oblatam recusasse, ut ipsi soli ca vesceren-tur, qui cepissent; Diogenianeac autem !?„rercurium falso pu-tantem verba cos sibi daro partem sibi oblatam accipcrenoluisse. Loei dccsse videntur, quibus

dignoscatur, utraexplicatio aptior sit. Zen. 2.31 x?št?? .....xxtx twv xpS>)v ??tiowv ?.vf4,xi- vof/.svxv\' yxp ?´ ailvfio; ctl toe lelttvx ??tt) xxvxv ixo?Ÿl^etc. Non facile perspicietur, cur haec subiecta sint, nisi antcaquid dictum sit de edendo vel vorando. De quo verisimil-linic dictum esse adagium probant Diog. 4.08, qui pleniushabet x?štx xxv?? xxtiipx\'/s ttxvtx, Apost. 7.100 qui corruptianumeris praebet x?št?? xxv?? xxts^pxyec ttxvtx, Piatonis r^-Js-fÂ?\'xvvipTTxxx^\' xTTx^xTTxvT xvTx xxvif. Conf. Auaxil. ap. Athen.307 \'C TCJ xs7Tpiu: xxTel)?Žhxfv to xpxvisv xvxpzxvx; Mxtu. ,Epier, ap. Mcineko F. C. G. 3.305 h r??v opxv Trpo?Ÿxr\' iv?´icvTi xx) iJLSTiup* xvxpTTX^ovrs; (??l X(TOt). Diog. 2.39, Apost. 7.100 simile esse dicunt proverbio \'V.vt?Žx



??? 33 ?š?šoijlcv. Quod oxplicaut Diog. 4.68 stt) t?šv ttokxx ?Žcti??vtuv(logendum est cx bg si?ši?´vruv), Zon. 4.44, aliique fV?Ž r??-vjM?Žj?Žfy/ pxhiu?§ (iSTxSi^svTxv, B 509 corrupte x tto (logo f ?§r /)tccv xts-, c 213 iV/ tcov ,v.>?Ž dl^cvtuv x^\' uv ?š\'jovtiv, Diog.2.40 stt) t:cv xp?š0x Trpxrr?´vrxv. Ilacc explicatio , quaniquamaliquantum a ceteris diflfert, ex eadem origine rcpetcnda est.Vcstao enim sacrificaturi amicos non ad coenam vocabant,neque carnis partem amicis impertiebantur, sed ipsi soli remdivinam pcrticiebaut (Arist. Plut. 1139). Unde patct,quopacto provorbium dici potuerit ot de iis, qui multum come-dorent, neque facile aliis aliquid impertircntur, et de iis, quiclam agerent. llaec vero omnia quoque demonstrant in ex-plicatione proverbii x?šr?š xxv?? corruptum esse ?,o{jt,xtvofjt,Â?vuvet recpuri verbum edendi. Van llorworden putat latereverbum semibarbarum, quo Oraeculi usi sint, >.ifjt.?Ÿf\'j:fiiv:cv(s. hn^?Ÿt^oizhxv, s. hi!Jt,?ŸxXo!?¤vxv) i. e. ligurientium et doglut-tientium. Zon. 2.34 \'Atpsm: cfifjLxrx\' ciovs) xrptTrrx xxi ^xXvipx. Con-scutiunt B 157, Ap. 4.15 (corrupte oUv xTpiTrroi xx)

7xXv,poipraobons), Suid. 3.80, Mac. 2.53 s-r:) t??v xvxthicv x.*) xhxUTXTXV. Disscutit Diog. 2.42 tV/ rxv rx rrxv-x spxvruv xx) (c?š?§)o?šx fTTi Xx?šf??v\' c?Žovii xTpsTTTx xx) Txhvipx, iu qulbus ultimaprioribus non respondent. Omnos originem proverbii ropotunt a focdissimo facinoreAtrci, (pli fratri Thyostae propter adulterium cum nxoresim Acrope commifisum liberorum suorum corpora comedondaapposuit. Macarii antcm explicatio, itomquo Zenobii ot co-tororum referenda est ad impudontiam Atrei tantam, utetiam fratri libtuos ipsius apponore, eumquo lios comodcntomadspicere sustinoret. Diogoniamis vero ad aciem oculorumAtrei adagium rctulit, quem non latucrit frotria adulterium.Dicit enim h?Ž) o?šx tXx?šs Â?yfVrjf-r ijlux^?šxv r?Žtv yuvx??xx x?šnv.Sod imdo tandem apparuit illa tanta nciea, praesertim cum 3



??? 34 alii ?¨x hx?Ÿihvi: eum suspicatum esse fratris nefas auctoressint. Aptissimam contra esse Macarii explicationem nemo nonintelleget, qui consid?Šr??t, quoties oculi mores referre memo-rentur. Sic v. c. Soph. Oed. Reg. 532 ? T070-JV \'x^lir??Xfz\'/,: Trp?“7cc7rcv U7TÂ? TX?‡ s?Ÿxs ^Tsyxcr/.cu, (pcvs?š?§ UV Tov\'^s Txv^po: ?¨fiCpxv?š?§ ;Babrii fab, 95.57 >5 h\'xvxi^sr/i? o:ppvv y.x) ^stxttov f/Vr^Kf/. De iis, quos pudet aliquid facere vol fecisse, dicitur Soph.Phil. 110 TTw-\' Eiusd. Ai. 402 ttotov d)i?.:??7co, Eiusd. O. R. 1371 o,u,fzx7tv Troloig ?Ÿ^Jmcv, Eur. I. A. 455ttc??ov c?Ÿ?Ÿx 7u?Ÿ?Ÿxxw; Horod. 1.37 tsciti 0^^x71; Demosth.18.201 r/V< S^?´x?€[xo7?§ ; Zen. 2.30 apxTOV 7rxpo\'j7y,: \'ixvvj fiii ?Ž^-^?Žth\' s-z) txv osiXxvxuv/iyxv. Ad eosdem proverbium spectaro dicunt Diog. 2.70,Plut. 94, itemque Suid. 3.55 prov. apxtov 7rxp:v7\'^s tx ??%vt}tiitfle explicans iV/ txv tx \'irxpivTx ^^tsIv â– :rp:77rcisvf/,?Žvccv.Aliter B 201 idem proverbium , quod Diogon., explicat h)\'txv O.C. 1.50, a.C.M. 1.54, Mac. 2.42 h) txv \'!rp:- ??-^?.xv. Diversisaimam explicationem praebet Apoat. 3.89cipxTCu 7rxpo\'j7ii: ix\'^vi K^i\'^W tV?Ž txv x^>.xv , eamquo

illustrareconatur narratiuncula do ursa ex Aoliani N. A. 0.3 petita,(i7fpxfrxi c?šls (ixV^cv7X, vrrrlx, x^xvtXcv7x tc\': 0)^pxTxHsTX Ixvy,. Apostolius igitur repetit adagium ab uraao veatigiis tamincertis, ut etiamai proximo abait animal, fruatra illa quaoras.Proverbio alludit Plut. Luc. 8 cvx ?Ž^jj hthcttpc: sJvxi txv XXjWr/^V, X7TS TX ?š-^pix TTXPSX?™XV tTTi XiVOh?§ X?™TXV TCilÂ? (pX^SSbi iox^Oiv. Hoc loco luculente apparet Apoatolium-proverbiumjierperam explicasse ; negligentius neque ita, ut propriumsensum elicuerint, B, G.C., Mac.; recto autem Suid. 3.55.(2uod attinetad verba Zen., Diog., Plut., haec non explicatio-nem oflicore, sed indicarc origincm vidontur ; undo sequiturut pro corrupto stt) xrt. legendum sit Â?:r3 txv ^ei>.??v xvvyr/??v.



??? 35 Zon. 2.39 \'Apx(3io; Conf. Zen. 2.58 \'A?§x^it?§ ayysy^o; \' Trapoiulx Trxpx to \'Apxpis; x?škijty,; trxpxxxfifoxvofi?Š\'jitstt) txv xttx\'jtrug hxxsyoijt.??vxv \' slp\'^rxi Si" f ) tov \'Apx0liux?š? ijtcij (lege xtt?? to\'j \'Apxj3loii x?š>.yitod), ?š?§ (inalim cumGaisforcl legere o?§) y,u/.si f?šv ^px^f^^i:, sttx?šsto 5s tsttxpxv.Conf. Diog. 1.28 xtt?? tivoc \'Apx(3lcv ayAsjrcD, B 59 Â?ttc to??(corrige xttc tov) \'ApxiSlou a?šxijts?? fietsvs^SsItrx, o; xts.Plerique ad eosdem refcrunt explicantes ^V) txv xttx??ttx; [xTrx-J7Tl) ^IXhtyOfiSVXV, ttti TXV Xs) },X\\C?™vTXV , STt) TXV XTTX\'JVt)ksy??vtxv, fV) TXV XXXTX\'xx\'jttuv\' Probatur baec explicatio a Lib. Ep. 758 [/.xxpsv xv s??yjxx) x-jKktcj 0x<Ttv \'Apxlohu. Lib. Or. 4.143 Ileisk. \'Apx(2ic:Â??šAv}t>>?§ >5 [Jt.x?^Kcv 5?? xx) TTxpsKviX\'J?™s, Tpvycvo: Kx^UTspx xTf. A ceteris differt Eustatli. ad Dion. Perieg. 939 explicatioaltera stt) txv x,u:\'j<txv xx) (Sxp(3xpxv tv tx xx/Xsh. Hoe pcrtineretantum videtur ad versum IpxxfjiSi: f??v x?šXtl, TSTTxpxv 5fTTxvsTxi^ quod auctore ipso Eustathio proverbii locodici solebat. Zon. 2.40 c(?jÂ? hp\'j??i \' stt) txv ?¨x CpxvXOT?•px: hx??tk?

??px^\'nivxv h) (^ixttovx. Itemquo ccteri et ^lac. 1.88 j.V; txv(Jt-??v rt Kx) iv?šiivrxv, vvrepov ft?¨Xrt??v ri f\'jp?Švrxv. Praostat quod praobont Suid. 2.7, Eusintb. ad llom.Od. T. HÂ?() ^\'jffxtp?š?- Sod no sic quidom sana baec sunt,Logondum esse vidotur 5,t/ txv Sv^x^P^^ t/ xx) .Â?jjSf?§?Ž7?”icvrxv, v7rfp:v 5f (S?¨Xri?´v rt cjp?´vrxv. Multo lutins tamen patere proverbium apparet ex Liban.Kp. 108?Ž), qua Nicocli cuidam pcrsuadore conatur, ut nofortunao malis voluntaria addat. Nam pcrmulta mala accidissopropter oins iram: x-jttxi cpiXxv , ?Žx^pxv yfhvxi, (p?¨^o: jnp) rij;c?™7tx; s-??A??.r, ox>\'i; icxxxv, xXi; M 0x7t Ipuic, (iÂ?uie deindeHC(piuntur, sic distinguonda sunt ttx; xv ohv x?šri ^ix^?šyct:;f?Ž xpsirrx iroitU Â?y ?”y/zj?? rsv Xoyi7,ucv. Zen. 2.45 x\'/xv z-pi:px7tv c?šx ?Ž:rt^fX-\'\'xt, cvrs (^Â?.C.M. 1.19 rocto mo indice praobot c?šS?Ž Cpthixv. Varie explicatur 3*



??? 3G proverbium Schol. Plat. p. 370 Bekk., G.C.L, 1.11, Suid.1.18 SZ-) r?´?š\'j Cp\'j7Â?i pa????fixv y.x\\ ??ysKx-j, ?ŽjTOt (ttI tZv fi\'^7rp07iÂ?[yJvm TOvg }.?´\'ycvq r~cv Q.C.M. 1.19 tV/ t??v lio^j.??vtccv. Apost. 1.25, Suid. 1.17 stt) txv yt^tsy cvivxyivccv t] 7y.-/i-^xiyT0. Usurpatur Arist. Ach. 383 sqq., qui Dicaeopoliu facit lougisanibagibus oxquisitis tandem otiam rogantcm yvy olv (/,Â? TrpxTcy rrpiy Ksysiv ix7xrefy7}csux7x7??xi (a chy x?´iixtxtcv ,et chornm hacce ci respondcntem Tt TXVTX 7Tps3Â?i, Tsxyx^^Bis Ts xx) \'TTopueis rpifox:; Aa;pÂ? 5\' iuoLi y\' svsxx rrxp\' \'Ispxyjycj 7XGTclx7V7rvxv?Žrpixx Tty ^A??do; xvyi?Žy \' s??t ??^xvsiyf y^z\'^^yxc tx?§ x/yy^jjy, K?§ 7y.Vi\'ifiiy xyxv ojts?§ c?šx. stIsI-stxi Plato de leg. 751 D, quo loco Atheniensis hospes CliniamCretensom docct dc magistratibus crcandis; difllcillinumi hocesse, quod non oumos ad crcandos magistratus pracscrtim incivitato condonda ab hominibus nndiquo concitis, idonoi sint,nedum ad magistratum gerendum. Concedcnte id Clinia sicpcrgit: ? .x?.x yxp xyxvx 7rps:px7Â?tg {â– ^X7iy) sj â– :rxv\'j l?Šx^o-?šxi\' xx) Ivi xxl 701 To??rc yvy xx) sfic) TTityj?Šcy. G.C.L. 1.11,Schol, ad

Plat. Cratyl. 421 1) recto addunt vocemquae quam facile exciderc potuerit, apparet. Conf. Plat.Cratyl. 421 I), Aesch. Glauc. Pofn. fragm. 39 Dind. ??y^yyxp xylpx; o?š yhsi y^sXaizy?Šyiv:. His locis comprobatur explicatio Apost. 1.25, Suid. 1.17quacum tamen ceterao cohaerero videntur. Statui enim licetdictum esse proverbium ab iis, qui cxcusationcs non accipiant(altera explicatio Suid. 1.18 iV; txv yli 7:pi7iÂ?:iiyuy role /.oycv;txv \'zpo:px7ixo!j.iyxy) quique ideo perdant (G.C.^f. 1.19 iV/rwyho}.>.-jyrxy), ad cos quibus propter neglegentiam ct incuriamsacpius opus sit excusationc (prior explicatio Suid. 1.18 fV?ŽTXV cp?“7(i px?´?š{jc.xv xj:) ? (ji.Â??.xy).



??? 37 Zcn. 2.52 xsl .Â?f tsiojtoi ^ixxonv. Zen., Snid. 1.35, B 53 fV; txv xvxvlpxv xxi x^lxv. G.C. 1.23 tV; txv xxTX7rÂ?:ppcvy,.u,?Švxv xx) o?š^svU xt;lxv. Dissontirc videntur Diog.1.7?œ, Apost. 1.48 fV/ txv xxtx0pcv3vvtxv tivxv oxplicautcs.Proprio tanien non de Iiis, sed ab Iiis dicobatur. Jtaquo Icgcn-dum esse ccnsorom ?š^r: pro fV/, nisi vorisimilius esset, utsaepissiine, negligciiter explicatum esse provcrbium. Diog. 1.70 tribus his proverbiis euiidcm sensum tribuit:rroXXxv syx ?špiuv -^??^oj; xxijxix, tcXKxTji 7r>.>jyx\'i: oxyS-l^ttxi, ttom.x x(v s\'ihlij?§, su tov ?šsov sl;x7rxty,7s:;. Et primuiusic cxplicatur: Diog. 7.92 txv sx^o?Ÿ-.vvrxv o?š h?´v-x:^Apost. l l.OS stti txv 7rÂ?:riipx!jt,Â?vxv sv irpxyijt-xviv, ij i7r\\ txv<J)o?ŸovvTxv o?š ^iovTx?§, Mac. 7.23 ?Ž-,r} txv xtvxv xrrsiKxv- Pro-vcrbium usurp??t Arist. Vcsp. 430. Bdchiclcon (piidaiu patrcmlitium nimis cupidum domi inclusum custodit. Vospac seniauxilium forunt. Xanthias autem servus cum vesparumstimulos vidct, minasquc vohementissimas iactantcs cas audit,metucre so chiniat. lOrus deindo phires servos advocat, (piipatrcm prelioudant ncc romittant, dicons

x: syx z-oxxxv xxo?štx;othx ?´pixv tov Quae verba respiciunt ad vesparum minas et ad vanum servoruni mctum. Prior tantum Apostoiiiexplicatio minus apta est, ot originem doboro vidotur nieiido,Â?piod proverbio adhaorot apud Apost. iroXXxv syx Qy,plxvxxiixox- Secundum provcrbium a Diog. allatum -xohKxisi 7rXy^}xt;^xrxx^ttxi a plerisquo cxplicatur fVJ txv l-jirx?.xTxv xx)"^vcxxtipyxutxv, G.U. 3.34 fVi txv lnvxhxtxv, V. 3.Gt),Ap. 14.43, Mac. 7.25 rrpu tou; iujxkxto-j;, B 808, Suid.H.91 TTfl; rou; 1\'j7x>mt:\'j; xxtluvxxTtpyxtro\'j;. Conf. nostrumprov.: Konio ia niet op ?Š?Šn dag gebouwd. Tertium adogium r.oXhx xsv tihivi:, oU rov ??ssv t??^Tar^jTf/-:(Apost., J?Ž., Suid. sl-xTrxT^xi:) oxpliciint cuncti ^rpo; Toh:oh?Ÿho-j; TO ?šslov xxtx7:0I;\'.j?šxi (B 7:0i:;s7?“xi), Apost. 14.39praetorea ^s) txv xxTx0p:v:?švrxv nvxv\' Aptissimo cum proverbio xil ?Ÿs tsio??itsi "xokinisi hxxsuv



??? 1; . 38 comparatur primuin tt.K^.xv iyx ?šp?Žxv â€?p??:pojg xxvixox. Utroqueeiiiin dicitur a viris intrepidis res quasdani nullius uiomeutiesse nietuuique sibi non incutere. Aliquantuni differt secun-dum Tro?.}.x\'i7i TT^.y/yxJg ^p-ja ^x?ŸxZerxi. Quod dicebatur de rebusarduis, quae multo labore adliibito vix tandem perficiuntur.Tertium quoque proverbium minus apte collatum est. Namdicebatur ab inconsideratis bominibus, qui leviter deum con-temptu dignum esse existimabant. Zen. 2.5G aycc \'jrcTxpc??v Upm x^cps??i^i Trviyxl. G.C. 1.28hu ttotx?Ÿ??v ttviyxi stt] t??v svxvtiu?§ ^tyo?Ÿivxv. Sequitur G.C. 1.29 ? e) ?´ Tr??pvog ^?¨yet tov 7?›:ppovx ir??pvov.llaec tamen non elficiunt proverbium , scd pracccdenti pro-verbio illustrandi causa subiccta sunt. Vox xsi enim corrup-tum est et pro co scribcndum ohv f??, quae ut in xsi abiropotuorint, officias o Bast Comm. pal. tab. 3.10, tab. 3.10,tab. 4.1G. Zen. 2.57 i??r\' ho\'j kxtxttsv??v. Zen., B 101 stt) t??v ?Ÿsi^??vuvkx} xB\'jvxtu\'j. Talia fere, quod ad sensum attinct, praebetC 39 hi T?œ\'J fi\'-iV hu; l\'xjx?Ÿhxv, cu^ o-xx: "irzotg XP\'^\'^^x\'-Itemque Apost. 3.54, Suid. 3.35 hi (Ap. xtt??, corrige hl) T?›V

iTTTTix-^ STTixstpi-jvTxv{i??j Wjxfxhxv ?Ÿ^hl tvii; Utrum hoe sensu usurpata sit hacc locutio, nccno, nus-quam apparct. Aliam cxplicationc\'m praebet C 39 sri rxy XXX?,IVSV SXSVTXV 7T?“ptX Kx) XTTQ yhXTVy,; -irrO\'/TUV , STTS) hhog xxxhivog kx) ??tcAAo) ^ix tojto x?šro?? rr/Trrs\'jTiu \' curuI lA.i5T.vyi Locus Piatonis est do legibus 3.701 C SsFv t^xlvsTxisfioiys oJivTTSp "tTTTCV TGV ?jycv Sy.X7T?›7C xvx>,x,u?Ÿxvsi}\', kx) /iV)KX?›XTTsp xxx?.iv:v KSK7mJt,hcv t3 7T?“fzx ?Ÿi\'x \'jttI tov\' hiyov ^sp?´-?Ÿsvcy^ KXTX T?Žjy 7rxp:i:zlxv xx?´ ti-jz; hou xsrtJv. (iuid sitxvx>.x[ji,?Ÿxvsiy , effici potest o Xonopli. de ro equ. 3.5Sf/\' ys fi^y sl^?Švxt kx) f?? i^f?´f/?§ (5 "z-xog) sic rxx^? xyx?,xju-pxysTxt s\'y ?ŸpxxsT, kx) si xxs7TpÂ?:ps7?™xi i?›Â?>.si. Valet igituriiihiherc cijuum, quocum comparatur orationcm inhibere. I> i: pAy Il \' I * â€? * Is:-:,: lir":\' â€?m;!-:\' i -r-ir-\'^lil- I. tit -



??? 39 Huic opponitur: liugmim iiifrciiatam Imhentem oratione fcrri,i. e. delirare d nngari quod dicitur x~o ovcv â– ^reaiTv. IliuoArist. Nub. 1273 Strepsiadciu facit rogaiitciu: W h??jra UJTTi-p XTT\' CV:U KXTX7rS7XV ; Zen. 2.01 sU ?ŸxKxpixv. Dupliccni explicandi rationeni tradunt Zen., 11 250, C 45. Alteram coram, (pii cuplieniis-mum esse dicunt idem significantem atipie ?Ÿxxxs f.s hixxt?´t\'^tx,ut soient homines blandis nominibus res odiosas designare.Alteram eorum, qui r?Šf?Šrant locutionem ad voluntariammortem Macariae, sororia lleraclidarum, itaque eam oxplicant:TO f4,Â?v cvv rpxrov sttI t??v v.xt xpsTijv sxuTohq sic ??xvxrcv sXsysTC\' uJTspov Sf KXTXxp>]7TiKCi; s:ri rrx7ijc x4>S\'rii7sx:. Itaquo non do aentontia, sod do origine hi diffcruut.Diveraum tamen senauui locutioni subeaso dicit D.V. 2.4,sTTi earn explicans, et opponena proverbiia ?ŸxX/,\' i?§ y5.v;, ?ŸxX>\' s?§ x?´pxxx?, ?Ÿx?„X\' ???§ (p?šspcv, quae dicantur srriT?™V i?.s??p:\'j x?Ž-uiv. Confutatur baec explicatio Ariat. Equ. 1151,ubi Paphlagon iinom imponit longue sinuiltati dicena iaiciario:XTTxy\' s; ?Ÿxxxpixv ^xroS-vv, cui hic

reapondet o-y y\', w (p?š?´ps.Antiph. ap. Ath. 1.18 C ch (t.vv ?ŸxKxvslxv seil.) to ?Ÿxxtttixh\'AvTi:pxvif: SjjA?ŽÂ?\' ??? ?ŸXKXpixv to Xourp?´v, ?ši h^?ši^xi f/,s.Conf. Plat. Ilipp. mai. 293 A, Julian. 333 A. Aptissimocomparari potcat cum f|; ix?Ÿlxv, quod Photius ex comicoquodam citana cxplicat : fi; ?Ÿxxxpixv >} il: A??h\'j. Ex quibuscilicitur non stt) xx>m dici aolitum esse, ncquo olim dictumesse, sed semper xxt iu0>i?Ÿi7fi??v eodem sensu, quo i?§ ulup,t?§ xcpxxx;, i; ^?´?´pov, sU IXs??psv, s?Ž?§ (tx?´toj, si; xv>)Xim tt??xx;,eh lp\\^(Jt,ov. Zen. 2.70 ?ŸoZ; ir) j-A.jffcr}};. Zen., li 221 , Diog. 3.48,D.V. 2.2, Suid. 4.50, Mac. 2.88 sTt) txv m hwxfisvxv-xp-,ii7txxÂ?7?šxt, C3.C. 1.95 ?ŽT?Ž txv Ixpoloxs\'j?Ÿivxv, Apoat. 5.7i-?Ž txv hcpchxs\'j?Ÿsvxv, Apost 5.7 txv p>iTipxv txv Xx?Ÿ?Ÿx-vJvTxv vo?Ÿhfaxtx i/trsp tc?š yim xxtiiyof^7xl tivx, xh>,x aixttijffai.



??? 40 llefertur igitur ad eos, qui libcre loqui non possunt, adqueeos, qui pecunia corrupti sunt. Varias afferunt causas,ob quas non libero potcrant loqui. Zenob. dcfcctum vocis,aut poenae metum, B vim illatam aut metum pocnae, Diog.,G.C., Mac., Apost., Suid., D.V, Pollux 9.G1, Schol. 11. 4). 79,Eustath. ad II. (3. 449 largitionem. Cum p?Ž??-- stt) y/.ccto-^icuhaeret prov. (ooug szsiSy, (iSsbg fV; s-ipxhxv), quod explicant Diog. 3.G1, Ap. 5.2 ?¨n) r??v (tixttccvtccv propter largitionem, B 241, Vat. 1.15 stt) r??cj ?¨^xicpw,: yiv;-[/.s-jxv xCp-hx\'j propter metum pocnae ct vim illatam. Codex Vatic. Krameri pracbet : oZtx xx) [Z???Ži; irrsu^)(superscr. lit. ?¨ry) t??v ??^x!:py/i?‡ jixTTxyTuv lix tcv xp^?špcupcZv. Consentit igitur cum Diogen. ct Cod. Vat. 1.15. Sedquacritur quid sibi vclit illud fVf,v.$ (superscr. lit. >;). Nempoortum esse ex fVf/3^ :px7h suspicor (Conf. Bast. comm. pal.l.G, 7.8). Proverbium saepius usurpatur. Thcogni3 823sq./3:y^ yoi ??iri xpxrspx Xx^ s^nlsxhxv hxsi XXT?•>.?.{iy, xxhsp CTI7TX,U.iyOV\' ubi non deficit copia dicendi, sed libertas. Conqwrari licetMenandri Piscatoris fragm. (Atlicn. 12.549 C) Cc hm\' stt) 7tc;/,x, quod spcctat ad

Dio;iiysium, llcracleac tyrannum,qui X7TÂ? yh Tp\'j(pxv ZP^\'-\'^\'-\'\' Aesch. Agam. 3G TX l\' x>.xx 7r/x\' iSsvg Â?~t y?-X77-^ .Â?f?\'.*^(3?Š(3-Axsv\' otxog 5\' x?šrsg, f\'i (^??oyyijv Xx(3:i, 7x^Â?7txt\' xv xi^ftiv. Tacet igitur prae mctu. Philostr. p. 241 yxxtrxv ts xc â– ^pxt:; xv/^pxtrxv l-?švsffx^l3c?Ži\'/ stt\' x?šr-^ 7txTry,g s-jpxv Hy^x (Pythagoras scil.) Syncs. Ep. 153 p. 291 C Petav. xyCpx (jls tz?štx rx y?Žv/iltxlos(5>.\'?‚xxr:v, xg f^r/ rsTg c?šl vig x^t:tg s77rcvlxK:rx\' ro (isv,iri {zi}^tx\'jrx Cp>,\'jxpx\' ro Ss, sri ,av} to 7r??,ux vvyxXshxg sx^c,xx) tcv l3ovv rhv sxs??vcv sti rij-r y}.xrry,g ridsyxi. Hi?? locissignificat voluntarium silcntium, cuius causa est moralis.



??? 41 Philostr. p. 515 ad versus obtrectatores Scopeliaui cuiusdamxxi 0?” XP^ Oxvfzx^siv il y?.xrrxv rase y.x) ?Ÿov\'jxCPxvlx? stt\' xury^y ?Ÿi?Ÿ/.\'/i;/,s\'joiy.x) fj.yjT xv x?šro! rt ??v??\'j,uyj???Šyric?ŸS7X, ijt-yr\' x> s-j?š\'j;/.ij?´hro?§ sr??fcv \'i-j?Ÿ^-^rx-jrtc Iixxt?šcuv .. .. TOV sToifjtjTXTx..... f [/,y,vsvsvTx. Ubi dicitur do iis, quibus u??u suppctit facultas diceudi. Itaquc nullo loco comprobaturexplicatio, qua refcrtur adagiuui ad cos, quibus largitioucpersuasuju est, ut taccaut. Quuui taiuou tot interpr?¨tes disertespectarc ad largitioncm dicaut, licet fortasse statucre coniicosquosdani poctas provcrbium a solito usu iu suum festive dctor-sisse, quo pecunia corruptos dcsignarent. Apte conf?Šras Arist.IMut. 379 TO 7T0?Ÿ hi?Ÿ\'jyx: y.k!/.x7iv rwv p-^r??pxv et IMut. Vit.Dcmostli. 25, qui narrat sunnuum oratorem, donis corruptumab llarpalo, ut postridic ne populo persuadcrct eum cxpellcre,excusasse anginam, pcrgitquc deiiulc : c?? 5\' sy^i/s??cC?™X -Jirl 7uvxyx\'\'\'i? s>P:x^:v, xX?\' Orr\' xpyvpxyx^n Â?iXy,0?šxt v?šxrupTOV li^?Ÿxyuyov. Zen. 2.84 Wsccro?Ž?§ ij,xvts-j7xio. Append, prov. 3.97 ab eadembistoria

repetit ac prov. ^pvi;\' ttx? IC?šf/r/S^ sv \'V.psx^^\' xiv itt?“ (Mivov (H xivirrofisvs\'j\'t lege xlviTT0,u?Švx) rb Wij-?Ÿxiuv Trxpxv?´[jt.i)iJ,x f/V Th h ^x^xvij /zzvtsTov, X0\\\'J y.x) TTxpoi-?Ÿix WotuToli; ?ŸXVTs?œ7xi;â€? **** -^ri?Ÿy^Txv yxp si; r^v \'ispsixvl\'x?ŸxhivTii fU TOV .\'v A.v5.v>s?? Xt?Ÿi^Tx ^hvTx. A\'\'on Lcutscli:fllacunae signa posui." At nihil desideratur. \'U7i?Ÿii7xv yxph! Gii?Ÿxrci vel o! Uoixrs/). Zcn. 2.92 yX\'jx-js xyx:iv\' xxtx xvtI4>px7iv xvt) to??Conscutiunt fcre li 314, ]\\Iant. prov. 1.42 ct llcsych. Disscn-tiunt Ap. 5.50 et Suid. 4.91, qui o?š xxt\' svxvrlx7iv dictumesse auctores sunt. Utramque oxplicationcm aflcrt C 82 stt)TXV i?š?š\'j;.iO\'jvTxv Ot }JyÂ?7Xi xxt y>.\'jx?š: xyxxv h ::txpU xxr\'f?š4>>}f4i7/n?´v- Itcmque (J.C.L. 1.84 ir) rxv xxTsipxvijo/nJvuv ??^t Jz) TXV t?™?™-JfXC?™vTXV. Hoc nomon mcmorat Ath. 12.540 E: o?šsv (lljAyx;*-;}.")



??? 42 TW ?Ÿh ^xphiu-j ??yy.?Ž?´vi \'y}:jasi trpo^xycpsuofyJvx r?Žjy Txpx toT?§ \')hxvpx-j xvTiy.xTÂ?7y.Â?vx7tv Â?v Tij TT???„f/. Quisiiam fueritille y}.uy.h: xyKxv in urbe Sardibus, exponere conatur Athen.12.516 sv(TX o\'jv yxi x-jt^j {\'0[/.:px?.yi) xyJxx^T ?§ xx) x?Ÿvvausv/i Txg yÂ?v0[yjvx; x?šr^ TrpOTspo\'j v?ŸpÂ?iq to^?§ h Tij 7r???.Â?i ho??^.oig rx?§TCC\'J ^Â?77rOTXV TTXp?´?ŠvOL/S Â?^Â?hoXÂ?V iV W t?“tTX TTpS?‡ kxs\'tVCCV ?–?Ÿph?–ij\'Â?i?§ rojTCy OVV auvxOpohx^x [MT x\'jxyx-^?§ 7vyyxTÂ?x}.Â?i7Â? To??gS?ŽyA?Ž/- rx?§ ^Â?77rsbx;, c?´tv ol Aiiho) ro -zixpov tv\\?§ 7rpx\'^Â?K; {j-xo-xopiX0?ŸÂ?voi rh t?“ttcu xxko?œ7i yhxjvXiv xyxwx. Phito Phaedr.257 D TAy/.i?§ xyx:ov, a A^x\'??lpÂ?t ?J?.ij?”Â? 7Â?, ??ri xto ro??) ;jt,xy.po??ixyxccvo? To?? xxTx ^Â??•?.:v sx^yjOyi. Liban. Ep. 46 ??y?š yxpÂ?XÂ?hcq, co y.x) ro sU xyopxv s?Ÿ?Ÿxhslv Â?^,Â?1 ri tt??vou\' o yxp to?Ž?§xKKoiq Â?1? r?Šp-piv Â?pxÂ?rxi, ro??r Â??Ÿsi y?,\'jx?š?§ xyxccv. Eiusd. Ep.641. His locis usurpatum est ad res graves et ingratas blandenomine designandas. Falso igitur Apost. et Suid. perhibento?š XXT hx\'jrhviv dictum esse. lidcm citata verba ilia exPiatonis

Phaono explicant c5 yXvxhq Verum ita dicta ilia verba non efficiunt proverbialem locutionem, sed camquae dicitur synecdoche. lufmitior est atque noglegentiorexplicatio Cod. C 82, et G.C.L. 1.86 ?¨-x) r?Žcv Â??™??u,uo?šurccv. Namcum synecdochice, tum provcrbialiter â€?y?.uy.hi xyxxv dici for-tasse potuit ab iis, qui bono animo sunt, etiamsi nuaquamapud scriptores hic adagii usus apparet. Zen. 3.4 y^jpxTxu 5\' xk) 7roX?.x \'hihx7x??i/.Â?vo; (Apost. 5.40,G.C.L. 1.79 yi^px7y.u xti, Diog. 3.80 yijpx7x:o xUi corruptis \') Plut. 1.G1 â€”afiio)y ayl^ij xul 2.\'ufniixij Xiivqh\' i.rl r??v focariitfiJJoj\'K?•s )[t>iiiiift\'iity\' i} 2,\\tfintxij kiiviiu otfy<ii:rij 7;v /ruiiu ^.\'n/iioif, iy ijT(i .ctiifutta i:(i:i(>??itxno â€? lii di Sitfiioiy itv??t] [r??.Yoi] iy ij ovyijtnay ui.yvyti?•Ht; roÂ?; (crJpilot orrf rei/rjn??/if yni, VOCCIII Â???.rot O.xpUe.lti??Ilis caus.ain marginc adscript.im in tcxtuni male irrciisisse censeo. Gronovius coniccitr??.Tot, fi- oTf, von Leutscii t??.roc, iy <\\i. Athen. r2..\')40 roi r<"y ffi r}/lir2.\'itfttff>y Xitviia II r f y f] ik; ijy x.c.X. Coracs pro a r i r i; rÂ?c coniccit0 r i y t] 141. Legcniluin cssc mihi videtur o r * v 6) ,r



??? 43 numeris). Cuncti explicant ?¨rr) t?šv hx (to addunt Zen., B)â– y?Žjpx?§ Â?r/,TÂ?ipoTspx-j. (?¨U\'\'ie ouinino sensum proverbii non red-dere et spontc intellegitur et luculente apparet ex Platon.Lach. 188 B . . . ?š?§ tov f.rsitx ?Ÿhv 7rpc,u>]??sTTÂ?pov xvxyx?Ži stvxt tov tx??tx (JiM Os?™yOVTX, ushovtx Y.xtx to TO?Žl ^?´xccvo?§ Kx) xi^iolvTX yxv?šxvsiv, \'su^-X??p hj XXJ yyj omyivov xvto y?€px?§vi?´v sxov 7rps<Tthxt. Conf. Kiusd. liival. 133 C, de R.P. 53GD, Plut. Selon 2, Sopb. Antig. 711 \\\\?X xvlpx xsH ti?§ 70$??g,to yxv??xvstv IIj\'aa\' xi7xpbv o?šl?Šv. Zcn. 3.7 Axilxhiix TTCi-?‚yxrx. Zcn., B 335, D.V. 2.30stt) tuv TTxpxh?´^tiv, iidem ct Apost. 5.8 stt) tmv xxpiGo?švTccvtx?§ tixvx?§, App. prov. 1.01 fVi ?´xvyxtt??v, G.C.L. 1.90 stt)??xvi/,x7(ji,0-j {x^\'ucv addit von Loutscli), C 90 stt) txv axpt?Ÿ???tx Tf%Vj?Š<J-C4??;TJ5 z-oio?švtml , MaC. 3.14 fV) txv tsxvlkxg y.xtx\'7y.!vx7??ivtxv. llefcrunt crgo alii ad mirabilia et incrcdibilia,alii ad alfabre facta. Quamquam hacc aliquatenus cohaerent,pleriquo tamen loci priorem explicationem nnigis probant.Plat. Euthyphr. 11 B toD yt/zsTspcu Trpoyivou hty.sv shxi \\xi^xKo\\jtx

?šz?? 70v Xsy?Šfj^ivx \' xx) si /xh x?štx sy?  shsyov xx) sTt??sfx\'av,hx: Â?v (xs Â?7rs7XU7rTS?§, ?š?§ xpx xxi sfi:) xxtx Ty,v sxsivovysvstxv tx sv toT?§ hiyo???§ spyx x7rohlpx7xst xx) o?šx s\'??sXsi /u?Švsiv,ottou xv tt: x\'jtx ?´ij. Ibid. 15 B ?´xv!zx7si o-jv tx?›tx Xsyxv,sxv 701 oi Xtyoi (pxivxvTx: /xi) yhovTs;^ xXhx ?Ÿxli^ovTs:, xx) sysx}tix7si tcv AxiSxXcv ?Ÿxli"(cvrx; x?štcv; rroislvt x?´to: xv 7rc?,jTSXvixxTspo?§ Tc??i Axilx?.cu xx) xvxX?š TTsptiivTx; itoixv, Arist. deanim. 1.3.9, ciusd. polit. 1.2.4, Eurip. lice. 830 sq., Comic,ap. Joh. Tzetz. 1.19 (1.537) tx AxilxXsix â– rrxvtx xivs77?”xi hxst ?ŸXsTTsi r\' xyxXfxxTx (lege ?ŸxsTrsiv). Dio Chrysost. Or. 37, p. 105 R 3 5\' xvlpix?§ txv MilxxcuTTOiyjtxxTxv stvxsv xv xx) Xx?šxv mxi xrrslpx. Plat. Mcnon.97 D Socratcm facit Daedali opera pulchra dicentem : rxvsxsivo\'j ttcm.uxtxv xsx\'j\'xsvcv (?›v sx-ij7?šxl O?™ ff??AA?Ž?? tivc: x^i?ŠvS7TI Tifi^i;, X77rsp lpxTrÂ?Ty,v xv??pxTTOv â€” o?š yxp TTxpxixmi â€”



??? 44 Is^s\'j?€\'jOv 7r?š?./.0j x^iov\' TTxyj yjcp y.xhx tx spyx fVr/. ItemAlexis apud Athen. 7.301 A f\'y xTrsyXx-jzx^syco\' y.x) yxp ?Ž-^-^toi tivs?§ TTXp^7XV -^l/?€-J TTca?‡. Addit Athen, tx yxp y.zXx ttxvtx Axt\'hx?,cu }cx?.oj(jiv spyx.Unde .apparet euin in versibus Alexidis legisse Axi^xKnoiTT.v;. Minime tamen pulcln-a r??vera fuisse Daedali signa effici-tur ex Platon. Men. 97 IJ a] xpx yvv â€?^y.Jy, :c \'\\7r~lx, \'0 n?ŽxgxvxiZt??yi, y?Š?mt xv o(p?.si Trpog ?šy.xg, cc77rsp y.x) tov Axi\'hx?.iv0X7iv O?• XvhptXVTOTTClci, vjv Â?/ ycv???Ÿivog toixvt SpyX^OlTO , oixy/V, Xsp^ uv Tovvs?Ÿ Â?7XÂ? I y.XTxy?¨/.x7T0v xv i??vxi. In Zen. 3.7 verbis hsi^yj t??v 7rx?.xucv ^y,f/,to\'jpyS}v tt^.xtt?”v-tuv tx ^?šx tu0/.x \'0 Axi^xhog y.x) tsvg ? :p?šx?.[z:v?§ x?što??i;xv{7rÂ?TX7Â?v ktL , vocabuluui ^?šx corruptum est. Eadem voxgonuinam lectionem obscuravit apud Schol. ad Plat. 3G7IJekk. t??v ttx/.xi l-^yiovpyCcv ttKxtt?”vtccv tx ^?šx 7yi(i[a,Â?y.vk??txgÂ?ZovTx T??v?§ oCp??x^fiohg \'KTÂ?. LFtroquo loco pro ^??x legeiulum estIg??xvx. Lignea enim fecisse Uaodalum signa apparct ex Arist.de anim. 1.3.9 \\pyi7) yccp tov axi?¨xhov y-ivoufi?Švijv 7roi??j7xi tt^vtv/Avvjv \'AvSpjS/tvjv,

Luc. Philops. 19.48 s] Ss xxam?? , x/.hxâ–  !;???>ov iVfrc/V??, c?šysv X?™TSV h:c>,vÂ?v ov Ai^iJ.y,Tpiov Ipyov iivxi.,x>.kx t??v Axihx?.cv tÂ?x\'\'^m/.xtuv- Zen. 3.11. AxToq ? yx??xv\' Tr?–?„fxg hofixy vjv x7r??xy,7xv &x7i:t\'Â?0\' xai TTxpoiylx h^xh AxTog xyx???šv, ?š: ov7i^?§ â€?AX?.Ki7T->^g\'Legendum est xcp\' Conf. Eustath. ad Diog. Perieg. 517x^\' ou TTxpotfilxv cl 7rx>.xio) (px7) Axtc: xyx?š?šv- IlarpocrationXTTO TX?™Ty,g â€?. â€? Â?>AyÂ?Ti tic kx) rrxpoi?Ÿlx AxTog xyx??xv- AuctorCod. B 321 ipso fortasse, attamen mendose scripsit Â?(p\' y.x)7rxpoty.ix ktI- Negligentius explicarunt B 321 fV) t?šv ?ŸsyxKx xyx??xhxyyÂ?>.>.oy,?Žv:cv, et Apost. 5.83 fV/ Â?v\'^xtiJ.ovo??vTuv. Aequo^neghgenter simillimum adagium (r)x7iq xyx?š??v interpretatisunt B 498 tV/ txv Â??™^xiy,cvlxv Â?7rxyyÂ?XX:;jt.h:cv, ceterique h)T?œv sulxiij-ovx y.x) ?„xy.7rp:v xTr:^Â??•l;xi tivx Â?7rxyyÂ??i\\CfjtJvuv,



??? 45 quum vel caeco apparet euudem his locutionibus sensuutsuhesse atque prov. xyxOch ?›x?,x(r7x (Zen. 1.9), xyx??xv(Zen. 1.10), xyx?šx-j !JMpy.v,yAx (Zen. 1.11). Quod probat etiamipso Zon. 4.34 Calhstrati verba afforens, quibus Athenieu-sibus pcrsuadero conatus est, ut ad terram ex adverso sitammigraront, x?Šyccv on xx) XP\'\'^\'^.^ f^srxXXx sxi"\'â€?> x0?´c- V3V, xx) xplrry^v, xx) 3\\u)c (-)x70v xyx^jxv ziv totto-j lxx?.Â?i. Quo loco iani Schott ad Suid. 5.23, sed frustra hucusque,ut videtur, monuit pro legendum esse Zcn. 3.8 S/?  \'hxxTvKiou SfT (t s stri?.xi>7?”?Žjvxi\' stt) t??vhx V?“70V >5 P-\'jTTi^v Xsz-T?œv xx) /V^v.vv ytvo?Ÿsvccv. Ilemsterhuisad Ariat. Plut. 1037 omendat ?Ž?,}iv70?Žjvxi velvxu Ne sic quidem saua esse haec verba puto. luoptumest hoc loco vocula Ish Ortum est ex obscurato S/ â€”. Legen-dum igitur est prov. hx ^xxt\'jxIc\'j ^is Xx-j7?”>jvxi. Arist.1. 1. habet hx ^xxt-jXIod (jt,h cvv y\' xv hÂ?}.x?™7xi:> Zen. 3.20 hxy,v (/CDsi-si xxv hoc ^xxy, x??vx\' sz\'i tkv yr)?ŸixpcTc 7vxo$xv7cv:x?Švxv. Conscutiunt Diog. 4.17, G.C. 2.13,nisi quod praebent ixtxpy, B 32Â?, Suid. 5.50,

D.V. 2.30,A p. O.U. Dissontit unus C 109 irr) t??v ?Ÿixpx tttxi?“vtxv xx)x\'i-\'txv xsKxXÂ?7?™xi\' His tamon mondum subcsse conaeo, quodeximas logendo xx) xvx^\'/uv xohc??\'^i7?–xi. Zcn. 3.21 Ato; Kopiv??::. Zen., B 344, llcayach. fV; t??vtx x?štx ?.s\'}? vtuv xx) TrpxTT?”vTxv, Apost. 0.17, Snid. 5.04??rr) t??v tx x?štx xsy??vtxv, B 099, Vat. 3.13 iV; t??v txx?štx rroxxxxi: xvxx-jxxcjvtxv. Usurpant provorbium Pind. Nom. 7.152 sq. tx?štx â– il tp); tstpxxi?§ t\' x,\'X7r0kflVXTTOpix t?Ž?j?´sl, tsxvoi-ffiv xts [jt.x\\plxxxx?§, A/si Kopiv?´c?§. Pinto Eutliyd. 292 E ol tI hov-xi -^(zTv xyx??o) xx) tI xp\'h



??? 46 Ttfx,oi-., j) Â?TI XsyxfM-j, ?–ri aXKov: 7r0rJi70\'J7tv, o\'i Sf Â?AAc/ izsjyctcn Sf ttots xyz?šoi f/V/v, ov^xfizv i^yJv (pxivovTxi, S7rÂ?ih-/i~??pTX ipyx TX Xiyous\'jx shxi t^: TT??XiriK?Žj?§ ytTif/.XTx,usv, x/X xTiyjjx:TO Xsy??f^svcy \'o Aio; K?´piv??o?§ yiyvsrxi. Conf. Arist. Ean. 438 sq.,Eiusd. Eccl. 827 sqq., Plut. adv. Stoio. C. 27 A. ri oh xyxO??v t7tvj\', A. o?šVsv xak\' jJ (ppiT/,7i:. A. ri Sf jj (pp?´vy,7i?§-, A. oiSfvy, xyx??icv A. ttc??v?§ ch ?? Aio: K??pr/jo? fV?• rov ?.??ycy X\'jr?šv x:p7Krxi. Liban. Epist. 565 de epistola verbosa, quaei Maximus quidam scripserat se beneficiis ab Acacio ornatumesse 2ix yxp to?? rsti!zy,;j!,xt, zx) irif^\'^??y/y y.x) rii/.^: \'^litxpLxi rofi^jcoc Â??•;(ipyx7xro\' y.xi y^v ?? Ais?§ K??piu??cg XTs^yx; rx ypx!Jt,!Jt,xrx. Ad hos locos pertinent explicationes supra allatae. Uimstamen superest loens subobscurus, quo Erasmus nullo iurealiud notari boe proverbio censet. Philostr. IFermocr. p. 61001. agit de iuveni, quem propinqui frustra excitabant aduxorcm ducendam, ojy. xv ttots ?Ž\'cp?Ž; IcjXsvvxi Trpcixi iJt.xy.pxy.x) TTiyOspoj :c??o??vicoy Sf x?šroy rm ^vyysyx-j h rcy yxi^isy, y.x) Aio; K??pr/Joy \'^yovixhxy rov \'Avt\'i\'zxtpoy, o?š -rpirspovsV^sv, y, ^sjjiipcy

x?šrcy.pxropx dovyxl cl ry,v x??py^y- Erasnui.sAdag. 2.1. 50: â€žllic Tovis Corintbum usurpasse videtur prohomine magnopere fclici." immo propinqui ideo Antipatrumlovis Corintbum duxisse dicuntur, quod identidem eins nomenin ore babcbant ct do co loquobantur, quo iuvcnom ad Anti-patri fdiam matrimonio secum iuugcudam movoront. Diversa explicatio, quae in locos allatos non cadit, prao-bctur Apost. 12.30 iV?? r?šv ttx\'/.xi i^h s?™7rpxyy,7xyrccv, v^npcy5?? o?š y.x>.:c?§ xz-x?,Xx?Žixyr:oy-, Schol, ad Pind. Nom. 7.152,Schol, ad Platon, p. 368 IJckk. ??rr) r??y xyxv fxh ?™~fp7ff/,yjy:-lisyxy, Kxx??; l\'?¨ y.x) 7royy,px; x7rx?J.xrr?´vr:cv- Itorum Schol, adp. 368 Bckk. jV/ t.vv fV\' o?š^svl rs\\si xrru\'/.ovyrxy. lias expli-cationes non ad provorbium Aih: Kopiy??cs\' rcforondas ossoconsco, sed ad prov. -jrxJs rhv Aih; Kcpiy??cy, quod traduntâ™?li 699, Vat. 3.13. Narrant enim logatis Corinthiis a .Aloga-ronsibus male habitis et dicentibus non toleraturum id esselovis Corintbum hos clamasse ttxTs rov Aio: K?Špiv??iv.



??? 47 Zcn. 3.30 ^fXCp??vx v^l^fo-??;Â?/ Plutarclius inter ea, quae dicuntur rspi tZv x^vvxtxv , turn hoe turn ah\'a multaeiusniodi adagia refert, v. c. vsy.pov fixrTi^sic, tu0?m y.xTOTrrpovx^pl^ei , \'/jttstpcct\'^ "hiy-tvx ^i^cci;, trpo: xu0oij?§ xtts-?¨p\'hsi. Quaeomnia non x^??vxrx, sed ?¤vjVjjt?¤ esse luce clarius est. Zen. 3.36 Sf^\'/ov sic x p kttspov iic Tro^xviTrrpoy- Von Leutsch : â€ž?štrshi\'/.xt Dindorf Aristoph. fr. p. 137."â€žâ€?jttoH\'^xt Borgkius in lEoinoko Com. Or. TI. 2 p. 1188,Mciuekius Com. Gr. tom. I. p. 336 od. min.: at unum cal-ccum uni pcdi induimus." Logendum est fortassc s?šxwfiovpro xpiTTspov. Alia sunt quaedam proverhia numeris concepta, quae corruptetraduntur. Mant. prov. 3.38 0i>mv x (^M SiT. o?š x 5 f 7. Lege xTTx SfT. Apost. 3.31" xrrxvTOtTO?Ž?§ xx/.oTc xv\'Spx^t TrpsTrit.Legendum est kxXoTviv. Zen. 4.11 Z?Žhs xxt(7^i XP^vti": f\'-tx; h0?´?Špx?§. Valckcnaor Diatribe 185 5 \'Asvc. Fortasse oxCod. C 234 (zsvs yxp xxt^h xtl) apparot olint scriptumfuisse 7.sh?§ yxp xxrslls xts. Zen. 2.9 xttxvtx to\'; (to0o??7iv(hrlv recte addit Schneidowin) svxokx. Apost. 2.17

Kpjjrrvc--â€? ?štJLxv sic ?Ÿs^ov iXX7T0?§ ^ccpo\'^oxsTrxi. Roctc Suidas s.v. xx??try\'^\' sU fi su sxxvto: xts. Mant. prov. 1.23 \'Apyupsxi?§ x?´yxxtrt (/.xxo\'j xx) ttxvtx yixvjrsic. Metrumrcstituitur lectione Suidae xpxrvt^si?§. Zon. 4.82 s0\\jyovxxxo\'y, svpsv x^siyov et Zcn. 4.82 xxxi?? x?´pxxo: xxxoy w? :/ (t0uaddit Diog. 5.39) sunt vorsuum anapaostorum fragmina. Zon. 3.52 fir â– :rxyx?§ 5 X\'jxoc\' xvt) toj sic y,xoy>ifzsyx?§ (jLx^xlpxc xi!;). Von Lcutsch: â€ž)} Â?/?‡ ex Apostolio, Arsenio adieci:verba xyri â€? â€?. /zxxxipx?§, quae V B omittunt, Schotto supor-vacanea videbantur: nunc prins provcrbium altcro illustratur:vid. infra V. 90." Verum hoc non voluit Zcnobius. Quotiesenim adagium alternm altero illustr??t, hoc affcrt talibusverbis praemittcudis h?Ÿoix (Zcn. 2.48, 93), kc (2.79), s)py,Txi5f xx) (2.79), xuTVi rrxpxTTK^vtiv ti xiyst t?š (2.14), otJ^olx



??? 48 a\'jT-/; y.x) t^ (1.38), c??cv (4.61), hsysrxi li y.x! (5.38), y.xl(5.69). Itenique D. V. 3.3 -y,, Diog. 4.41, Apost. 13.6^TX\'jTO OS sTTi Diog. 4.72 ??yoix ry,. Quoties autem non tantum Zenobius, sed alii quoqueparoemiograpl??, praemittunt xvt) rcZ, non sequitur prover-bium, sed explicatio vocabuli inusitatioris vel locutionis, utZen. 1.82, 3.74, Diog. 2.2, 3.40, 68, 4.10, 26, 5.16, 22,6.33, 8.52, Mac. 3.84, 6.96, G.C.M. 2.38, 3.50. Zenobiuspro verbis fjc Tvxyxg locutionem magis sibi notam Â?;rfxxxxipxc substitui posse falso putavit. Recto igitur Scliottuscenset haec verba omittenda fuisse. Longo enim aliud hoeproverbium est, quod Apost. 6.70 f j;.- y,y.cv\'A!Msvx: izx^xlcxc xlt;traditur. Zen. 3.60 iv zct^X\'/i COipst\' :rxilixg sJlo-:. 5 yxp ^spccv Ttvxtv y.otv/.y, iTTcUi 0Ti7:c txc Â° ^ip?´ynvc?§ svft?Ž?™si tx y?ŠvxTx, y.x) ouru: s?Ÿ.-iTTx^sro. Scliottus adnotat: â€žDictumvidotur do iis, qui ali?Šna paacuntur liberalitato, quale illud:oquus me port??t, rex mo alit." Errare Schottum puto. Estlocus, undo lucom huic proverbio alferas. Athenaeus enim11.479 A dicit: xx) syy.0t??/.y, I?Š tic ttxiIix xxasTtxi. ?Švx:i/.xvxvTs?§ tx?§ Z^\'P^^ l?Šz^\'^TXi rx yivXTx t??cv vsvixyix??rccv

civivix-^;j.?Švsi xx) ?ŸxTTx\'^cv7iv xjTOvi. Ilinc verisimiliter licotstatuere verba ?¨v xor???.-^ ^?Špn valere ridor\'m frucris^. Conf.llesych. s.v. f^?ŽfVvcjv, Pollux 9.122, Eustath. nd Hom.II. 494. Zen. 3.65 Iv tt????x t-/)v xepxysixv fxxv??xvsiv. Cuncti hoecadere in eos dicunt, qui discere quid incipientes maiorastatim suscipiant. Praoterea traditur Dicaearchi explicatio aZen., llesych. et D.V. 2.65 aixxixpzo?§ l?¨ (p-^7iv hspiv tily^AS-jy Ty,v Trxpuyixv, chvs) Ty,v (j>.s/.sTy,v sv toIc ?´yo?Žci?§â– ^cisi7Vxi, x?§ y.uiospv/jy,: sri ry,: vy/Os, xxi y,viiz^: sm txv\'h-rxv. D.V. sv T?™ \'ofJLiix- Utraque lectione multo jirapstatid, quod praebet ITesychius sv toU zrxsioiC\'



??? 49 Oommunem omnium oxplicationem probant Plato Lach.187 B il y? p VVV Trp? TQv Trxils?šsiv, ctkottsTv %pvi ?Ÿ>i o?šx Â?v T?œ Kxpi C?Ÿlv h x\'rA\'jvoq xrAvvsv\'/trxi, xKa iv toT?§ uUaiTÂ? xx) sv roU txv ttxkt?Ž, Xx) xtsxvsig to ^syo?Ÿsvov xxtx T?Ž}v TTxpoi?Ÿlxv ?šyTv (j-j?Ÿ?Ÿxlv^ ??v TT?Ž?”c?§ j} xspx?Ÿs\'ix ylyvo?Ÿh^. PlatoGorg. 514 E proverbium usurp??t de iis, qui non antea privatimexerciti statim publice artes profitentur. Liban, op. 1069 Sfr SfjMjj TX ?Ÿsyi^TX Â??š???šg ^iiTs??v, fi\'^y SV ttI?´x Tyjv xspx,ns/xv CpXirlv.Theo progymn. xxi to ttxvtuv xypoix?´txtcv, ots o?šTs oh Trpari??x??vsttiv, syyu(/,vx7x?Ÿsvoi tv?Ž tx; ^ixxvixx?§ xxi lviijt,viyopixxg \'uvtxiiv TTi??x T?ŽJV xspx,us!xv ?Ÿxv??xvcvTs?. Agatli. Hbr. III e} xxi ?ŸOl Ti; VS(J!,S7-^7SISV ?›?§ VTTSpTSpXV S^ISfiSVX Xx) TO Xsy?–?ŸSVOV SV Tri?šx cpihspyovvTi t^v xspx?Ÿsixv. Dicaearchi sontentiam von Leutsch refert ad locum Greg.Theol. Ap. de fuga 1 p. 20 D ??s to ys Trxt^s?´iiv uKXou; STTtZSipsTVy Trplv x?štovg ixxv?š?§ ttxl^sv?´?Žjvxl xx) sv \'??i?”M ti^-j xspx-?Ÿslxv, to Sw ?,sy?´fisvov t sv tx???§ txv xKKxv

rl^y^?‚?Ž"; sxfzsxstxvT>iv svffs?Ÿslxv, ?Jxv s?Ÿo) CpxIvsTxi xvoviTXV\' IIoc loco cadit inOOS, qui alios instituore aggrediuntur non satis ipsi anteainatituti. Eodem sensu occurrit loco Theonis allato. Aliudautem Dicaearchi explicatio donotaro videtur, potiusquo per-tinore ad proverbium, quale est tplsi n; ?Ž^v sxxifto; sl^siviT?¨xvyiv ot Ivomanorum: no sutor ultra crepidam. D.V. 2.65 ?šg si Ti?§ (ixv?´xvsi xspxfzs?Žisiv 7rp)v fix?´sJv ttIvx- xxg i] aAAJ TI TXV [?‚ixpxv TT p XTT s iV ^ TTt?šOV Sy^^lpOr-l TTCIS?ŽV. Pro ?Ÿxv??xvsi legendum esse patet (jlxv?™xvxv et ttXxttsiv l)r0 TTpXTTSIV. Zen. 3.71 sv ctx?“tu opzf\'K^^^\'\' f"\' x?Ÿxptupx ((?Ž.C. 2.56x/zxpT?›px:) ?ŸOx^o??vTxv, uv TO spyov x0xvsÂ?- Ultima omittuntDiog. 4.51, (I.e., Ap. 7.46, praebont B 413, D.V. 2.69. Adagium occurrit Luc. llernu)t. Â§ 49, (pu) loco dicit illis,qui philosophiao studio operam daut, ut ea duce bealo vivant,nmltos anuos insumendos esse, ut onmium philosophoruin??cntentias explorent, oninibusquo exploratia, quae aibi recta 4



??? 50 videatur, hanc amplectantur; Trph Ts ourx Troiy^jxi h <ryjTu,(px7h, cpxoly.\'S?”\' x-j, oU x\'j Trps^TrrxlsvTs:, y.x) c,rt XV Trp?´??TOv rx?§ zs\'ipx; s?.?™Yi, tout shxi to ^-/iro??szsvov vttc-?.x,ul2xvcvTÂ?i; ^ix to .ctJj eilhxi rxhy/jk- Multuni lioc discrepatab explicatione paroemiographorum. Hi enim refcrunt adcos, qui non cernuntur laborantes coque opcram perdunt;Luciani autom locus spectat ad eos, qui ipsi non ccrnuutea, quibus laedi possunt, coque dammum sibi contrabunt.Hue pertinet locus Platonis dc R.P. 558 D, citatus abErasmo: ^o?šxsi ovv \'ivx fi-zj ^xorsivx; ^ix?,Â?\'y:cf^e?´x, Trpxrov?´pi7CciJt,E?™x tx; t?? xvxyxxhv; stti?“j/^Ix; xx) tx; /u,\'^; Zen. .\'{.75 hl??sTxi y^oi tMv Kecvry.v (Hiog. 4.54 sv^\'jsts f^s,C?Ž.C. 2.31) oniittit (^ol). Cuncti Â?~) twv {4,syx?.oi; ?¨yyjipovvTccvTrpxy/xxTiv (H.V. 2.72 ?¨-ixsipo??vruv, Diog., Ap. 7.48 omittunt7rpxyfzx7ii\'). Proverbium occurrit Plat. Cratyl. 411 A, ubiSocratcs rogatus, ut vocabula cpp?Švyi^i;, 7vvc7t;, hxxios?™M-,^taliaque interpretetur, respondct lyslpsi; prAv, co kx?Žps, c?š0xd?.cv y ho; ?´vofjLxruv\' Qf/.xc r)Â?, ??7T(il)?Ž7r?Žp T?Žfv XesvT?Žjv h\'^s^-jxx ,cjh x7rs?´6i>jzTÂ?Cv. Hoc loco

probatur explicatio allata.Socrato.s enim dicit magna osso, (piao rogatur ; aifamcn,quando(piidcm somel snscoporit, pcrfccturum se esse. Noncadit in oam locu.s Liban. Epist. 3154 do vcbomouti orationo,qua SpoctatuH (piidam Pcrsaruni r?Šgi piM-suadoro conatuserat, ut pacom cum Constantio facorct, fV/ toutoi; h?Žlu, 4>X7) , tijv xsivt?Žjv, U7T tXSlvOV /S^JmVTX fxh Â?}; TVjV }^?jxixv,Â?t;stx^ovrx sf tcv /Jyov, o?šx ?´>j-yxyj; (xshxi Ty,v , xx) itx Tov 70V Ipisij-svov ?´ avxo^xvr??v -^/i??v tov /zXT?›jX ^s^lyyjxiv.(iuo loco nihil aliud est nisi mrtiim hicuHonlo pcrsiiiidcir.Apte comparari possunt Luciani simia ot asinus, <|ui pcllcniIconiuam induunt, ut terrorcm excitent Ijuc. Philops. 5.34toco\'jto-J ^p?Žv?Žy (M ?šrro t?Žj >.icvT-^ ys/.o;?´v rivx Tri?´i^asv 77Â?pi7TiKhxj. Eiusd. fugit. 33.384 ? h/\' xxo)>c?š?™Â?t ~xpx Tob;TTITTXTX; xrro\'^-jTx/u.svo; Trp?ŽTsp?´v y s t^v P.cCvt?Ž??v, cc; yv:c7?›^;ovo; ?šv. Conf. eiusd. Psoudol. 3.104, et Piscat. 32.000. 11 |l -I\' \' ii. r,li\'i .-y



??? 51 Zen. 3.85 \'Epi^ivsio?§ z^P"^\' xxtx xvxyxvi\'j tkt) TrparTT??tovi^svxv x^pi^s^?šx!. Explicatio mutila. Ratione habitaeorum, quae Zcnobius narrat, ex Ilesychio corrigatur fV/T?œV XXTX xvxyx^v Tl [iroiO\'jvTuv xx)) \':Tpo77r??iOv?Ÿsv:cv X^^P\'"^s^Qxi. Zcn. 3.97 sv vvxt) ?Ÿoi/X-^. Alii hoc adagium spcctaro adSilentium noctis, ad tutum alii dicunt. Longe potior priorsententia est, multisque locis probatur. Tlerod. 7.12 Arta-banus dissuascrat arma Graecis illatura, /xstx Si sv^ppivv, tssylvsto xx) Esp^y/j yi \'Aprx?Ÿxvcj yvx?Ÿ^i\' vvxt) Sj ?ŸovK^v ^tdou?§ Â?\\jpt7xs et o?š Trp?Žjyfjix slvxi (jrpxTs?šsi?šxt sti t?Žjv \'E? ?Mx. Epich. ap. Coruut. de N.D. 14 p. 101 Qal. x??tsTl ^iits?? t/O0sv TIC, v\'jxTOC svOuf^yiTsov, atquo :rxvrx tx (tttcli\'^xTxyjxTO?§ fix>.?.ov sl-svplrxsTxi. Sentent, mouost. 05 sv vvxti ?Ÿ??\'j>.\\jtoT?§ <jo0o7si y\'tyvsrxi. Philostr. V.A. 3.20 p. 117 xv yxp svsxsv>ixst, vvxTCcp ^txXsy?´fxs??x, s\'zs?Ÿyi ?ŸsKTiuv ?  xxipo?§ Trpo?§ ?ŸoiiX-^v.Conf. Eurip. Iloracl. 993 sq., Eiusd. llippol. .375 aqip,Plut. Them. 20, Arist. Ran. 931, Eiusd. Equ. 1290, etTjysistr. 20 sq. Zon. 3.98 t^\'jyov kxx?“v, s?špov xfistvov\'

?Žt) txv ?Ÿsrx?ŸcX^vSV sxuTOJi xps\'tTTOvx olxvt^OfASvxv. Diog. 4.74 omittit iV ?Žvt??Tcr?§,addit i; kx) sz) txv zxps?.?´?´vTxv. Legendum eatfi^ xps\'tTTOvx.Minus accurata est Diog. altera explicatio. Alteram conlirniatDoniosth. do Cor. Â§ 259, Aoschincm admonens ogostatis,qua iuvenis coactus erat iuitiaudia aasisitore et praeiro vorl)ai^vyov xxxo\'vi s?špov xfisivov- Unde aimul apparet pcrpcramApostolium 10.49 hoc compararc cum adagio i^v Xxpu?Ÿhiv SX0\'jyXV Tij ^x?™XXi} TTSplSTTflTCV. Zcn. 4.4 sxOpxv xdxpa ^xpx xo?šx ovy/Ciiix. C. 229 ctxvx\\ zxp" sx^pxv hcpsx) ?Ÿ?J?Ÿy,v ohcvri. Pro otxv Icgenduu)e.st cTt\' Ue compendio ayllabao xv, litterao / simillimo conf.Bast Comm. palacogr. tab. 4.3. 4*



??? 52 Zen. 4.21 -^xi??ixtspog \'tov upx^ixx-^g \'al??vihg. Cod. B falsode Praxilla narrat, quae Adonidi accidisse ceteris auctoribusPraxilla finxit. Rogatura enim illum ab inferis, quae pul-cherrima reliquisset, respondisse: solem, lunam, ficos poma-que, stultumque videri, quod soli ficos adiecisset. C 248abyM; yxp Tig ItTcog o r^ y.x) t??? (TfP.jjy-jj rovg aiKvovg xx)tx \'AOiTTx auvxpi??pi??v. Vocabulum hug iudice van Herwerdenest dittographia litterarum praecedentium. Zen. 4.23 >} Tp)g i; ^ps^g xv?Ÿsi. Zen. ita explicat voca-bulum x???Ÿsg\' eTTi %s ??fiuwfitx\' y.v?Ÿov yxp h.Â?yov lllug x?štovTOV piTTTOvysvov, QTS ??Vt} kx) yvj. Tovg 5f Kj?Ÿovg TObg Tomrovg cl "luusg y.xXo?œTiv chxg. Ex Iiis Zcnobii verbis cffi-citur aliud etiam significasse vocabulum x???Ÿog, quamquamille solum proprium sensum memorat. Quae fuerit lonumolvA, docct Pollux 9.95 hr) Si xx) oIva -xxpx "\\u7t yovxg.liane oh-^v nnionem significaro vocabulum x???Ÿcg auctor estZenobius. Unde apparet postcriora eins verba referri nonposse ad priera. Excidissc igitur nonnulla conseo et caquidem, ad quae postcriora rcferantur. (Jualia hacc fuerint,eflici potest e Pollue.

9.95, qui triplicem sensum voci x???Ÿogtribuit: Utsov on xv?Ÿcg x-jt?? ts to ?Ÿx},}J[JLsvcv xxKsItxi xx) >5sv xvTu xsiXoTvig, TO vyj?ŸsTov ^ ?´ TVTrog, >} ypxyy^??, to lijXo??iv tovxpt?šyov txv ?Ÿ\'/.vl??svtxv \' xxl (ix?j7tx y s ^ ys (xovxg i] sv X?™TO?Žg??vs{/.x s??x^ y.v?Ÿog xx?‚sTv??xi, xx?šx-zsp xxl ?´ â– zxpoipi.ixlvjg xiyog [xyjv?šsivsotxs\' yj Tp)g s!; Tps?Žg x???Ÿoi. Ad\'sensum, quem ultimo locoL^ollux posuit, pertinent ultima Zcnobii verba. Exciderunt igiturca, quibus dixerat vocem y.j?Ÿog nnionem quoque significaro.Utrum sensum Zenobius voci y.<j?Ÿog proprium tribuerit lesseraeproiectae an niimeri ci inscripti, eflici potest ex verbis quaeadiecit ots tr/.-jip-^g s7t) xx) y??- Haec referri tantu\'m possunt adnumerum. Verisimillimum tamen est sensum etiam tesseraeusitfitissimuni olim ii Zonobio additum fuisse. App. 4.9i)Tp)g s^\' vixyir?‚piog ?Ÿ0?,og\' srr) to?? s?šjt?”xhi\' xtto t??v xv?Ÿsviv-Txv\' \'o yxp ?Ÿi/.og ?´ â– r?.)?Žpijg s^ Jjv\' to 7.xxxi SI Tpslg s?ŸxkXsvTo



??? 53 K?œ?Ÿci. Yon Leutsch: â€žverba viKy^rvipio? ?Ÿo?„og ad explicationemrctraxi. Schottus et Gaisfordus habent in lemmate." Iureretraxit. Sed deinde secus pergit: â€žpost hacc verba excide-runt xx) TTxpoi?Ÿlx\' rpi?§ f?‡ jj rpsTg x???Ÿot\' ihsysro Si: ita enim????esychiusj qui pergit stt) toxi s?šnixcu, xtto t??v xv?ŸsvT?–c\'j."At pcrperam Ilesychius haue explicationem adiecit proverbioTp)?§ ??^ i} Tps???§ x6?Ÿoi, ncquo von Leutsch Appendicem exIlcsychio supplendum esse rccte censet. Nam ipse Ilesychiusproverbium jj Tp)?§ s^ yj Tps?Žg x???Ÿoi explicat stt) t??v ij strnuy%x-j?“vtccv ij xttotvyx\'^v??vtmv, ubi ad fV/Tuy^jcvavTMy spcctatTp)g s!;, ad xTrcTuyz^v??vTuv autem Tps??g x-j?Ÿoi. llaec nonmultum differunt ab iis, quae Zenob. 4.23 explicandi causaaffert stt) t??v xttoxrj^uvsv??vtuv (B 473, Diog. 5.4, Ap. 8.72,D.Y. 2.85 detcrius stt) t??v xi\'^\'jvsu??vtcov) , itemquo Eustath.ad llom. Od. x. 107 iz) t??v ?Ÿ\'^i^lv lix ?Ÿkou xivovvsuovtuv ,xTTo T?“i! ?ŸsyhTOu xx) sKxxi\'TTOu xpi???Ÿod, quae probat Zeuobiushis verbis to ?Ÿsv yxp Tp)g st; t^v ttxvtsmj vixyjv to Si tps???§ x???Ÿo/ Tvji/ i^ttxv. Itaquo verba

srr) to?? s?š<tt?´xo\'j i^onreferunt sensum proverbii i} Tp)g s^ yj Tpslq xv?Ÿoi, scd locu-tionis Tp)?§ si; et recto App. 4.1)9 omisit verba (puie adiciondaesse iudicat von Leutsch. Illud Tp)g occurrit Aesch. Ag.32 sq. tx SsiTTroT?œv yxp sv ttsv?”vtx ??ijTO?Ÿxi Tp); ?ŸxKovTvig tijcrsf\' ?Ÿci (ppvxTupix:, Zen. 4.32 Gp^xsg cpxix o?šx hloTxvTxi \' ^Jysi yxp Msvxv^pog(Meineko ^ixlxv^po;), ct; sv t?¤??tji t>5 y^ ?¨ z psv?ŸvT xto?§xxovTt7?™s)s lix tov (TTyjdovg xtt?šKsto. I\'ro \'o TTpsv?ŸvTXToq Icgoudumest Ttpsff?ŸsvT^g Tig- 1\'crgit Zeuobius xx) svrtvDsv\'\'Uaruxx) Aio^s??riv xiviy?Ÿx ysyovs\' (-^pxxsg xts. Hoc loco etSuid. 7.83 pro xhiy^x requiritur xivog- Cuius vocabuliusus nuilto latiuB patet, quam Diog., Annnoniua ct Aposto-lius ctiam voluerunt: >,??yog xxtx xvxzKxtiv (jlv?™ix^v xtto x>^iymi^?›Mv ?œj (pvT?™v slpyiiAsvog, cig Cp>)tr< Ao?šxiog \'Vxppxlog, quibus Apost.addit >5 ttxpoi?Ÿix sl-iit^m/zsvij ?Ÿstx ^r^ytjirscog xttxpt\'i\'^ovtx to VOOV?ŸSVOV.



??? 54 Confcrantur quos locos Valckenacr animadv. ad Ammon.p. 14 sqq. citavit ex Stobaei floi-il.: Moscliion pag. 473, Eurip.Melan. fr. 511 Dind. , Eiusd. Dana?? fr. 323 D, et Dictysfr. 344 D Cps?? Cpsv xho; ?Šg y,x?Mg s^n \' o-jy. x\'j yk-joiTO XP\'/i7Toq ??y. y.xxiv TrxTpic. Quibus addatur Anthol. Pal. 9.18 ex -zvps:, ??g xhcg, r.hsgÂ?ig (p\\??yx. Ratione habita scriei litterarum hoe loco agendum est deprov. XXV x*k Ixxoi xvlpx ~ovy,piv, quod tradunt Diog. 5.87 etApost. 9.35. Von Loutsoh adnotat : â€žCaprarum morsus,quum ipsac nunquam sine febre et maxime epilepsiae obnoxiaesint, noxii ot exitialcs putantur .... Ilinc ... nostrum pro-vorbium." Vorum hacc nihil hue portinorc arbitrer, lougcqucaliam viam oxplicandi incundam esse. Pcrmulta sunt taliaprovcrbia, vclut xxv fV) (loge x-o) tcO vsxpov xsplxivnv,XXV eig fxxzxlpxv {-xg) xv(St7TS-j$iv, xxv r??lg Xsi-^xvoig hsrrtvxx) xx) (BxiruXcv XV xxTÂ?7rtsg, XXV fjt??pfjiy/Xi XO^, xx) "hpvg ,uxivxg t/ivsTo. Hoe ipsum bis proverbiisproprium est, quod ahquam spcciom habcnt ropugnantiae.\' Adagium xxv xi??; Ixxzi xv^px z-ovy^pav hoc igitur valet : quani-quam capra mitis est indolis, virum tamon

improbuin illaetiam mordoret. Eiusdom generis est, quod Palladas Anthol.Pal. 9.379 usurp??t provcrbium: 0X7) 7rxpoi,uixx??g\' xxv vg Ixxoi xv\'lpx 7rovy,psv, XU.X riV ovx cu\'T^ 7rpo7?•jxÂ? >JyÂ?iV\' xKKx\' ^xxoi XXV vg xyx??ovg xx) x7rpxy(/.:vxg xv\'^pxc,TCV xxxcv SfS/ro^ S??j^\'fTj:/ ovlt Ipxxxv.Provcrbium fuisse puto xxv i/X/g Ixxct xvlpx zcvijpov, nam suismorsus non ita insolitus. Zcn. 4.49 Kspxupxlx (jt,x7Tt!i\' llcsych. s.v. Kopxipxix fj,x7Ti!;\'hxfT ixsivyi ^.xP.fr.vTiT;^ shxi xx) (lege xxtx) Txntvsi^\'vxvlzx7Ti!;. Flagellum Corcyracum accrrinia vorbcra attulisso liquet



??? 55 ex verbis, quae Lycurgus (Plut. Yit. X orat.) oxclamavit,quum Athenienses ei vehomentius invelieuti obstreporent, wKspyMpxix ?š?§ irohK??v Ta.Xx\'jT:c\'j sJ x!;!x. Pretiosa quoquo erant. Zenobius aliique memorant duplicia, Strabo 7.507triplex, quod erat xyx??-^yx Kopxvpxlxv. Schol, ad Arist. Av.1463 dicit in usum ea venisse propter continuas turbas; deindelocum laudat Aristotelis : ?¨KÂ?:pxvThx: izcr?‚TxvTo y.xi tm ysyi??nTTipiTTXg \' ?•?–SV >5 KÂ?py.vpx??x \'i7rÂ?\':TC?,X7Â? fiX7rt^ xx) SIS TTXpSiylxVIlacc non cohaerent. Ante c?´s-j exciderunt talia,quibus Aristoteles exposuorat causas, ob quas flagellum Corcy-racum in usum venisset. Aristoteles tamen non a turbis illisoriginem videtur repetisse, sed a luxuria supcrbiaque. Quodapparet ex Zen. 4.49 et ex llesychio: ?š-sÂ?py,:px\'jou: Si sv~px-â€?yo??i-jTX? r:vg KspKvpxioLig i^y^vh \'ApivTOT?Šx-^g lz-ois?•7?›xi i?] yhs7?–xt. Ex quibus locus Aristotelis a Schol, in comici Avibus lau-datus supplcndus est. Zen. 4.50 Kspkxtti^siv. Zen., B 537, Suid. J).Y. 2.100repetunt ab adulantibus animalibus; iidem atquo Diog. 5.51,Ap. 9.64, O.C.L. 2.47 a voce

Ki\'p^covl/, quod praeslare iuredicunt. Explicat Diog. I:xis?šs70xi\' srr?Ž txv Trxvsupyxv, Cod.K loXic?šs7?›xi xx) xrrxTxv (O.C.L. corrupte huXsvs7?”x?Ž), Ap.xirxrxv xxl l??Us?šs7?™xi. Unus D.Y. 2.100 dissentit h) t?švxcXxxsv?ŠvTxv cxplicans. Idem vero (1.3) prov. ? yopx Kspxx-xxvcoteris consentientibus usurpari dicit fV) txv Trovvipxv xx) xx-xa?Ž??xv. llecte hoc explicatum esse probat Aesch. 2.40 o,Tt(??v olv y,v TTi??\' 0 Kspxxip i? to xxXo?šysvov irxiTrxXy.yx ij to.7:xxl[l?Ÿi).0v >5 tx toix??tx pviljlxtx o?šx ?ŽjS?Žl â– xp?´xspov\' v??v h\'i?ŽiJ\'JjT^y TO?™TOv Xx?Ÿccv Tijg xTTXffyjg xxxcy,??s!xg ?Ÿs(jt,x??-/ixx\' Luc.Alex. Â§ 4 xxl cpyxvx txItx ysvvxJx vTro?ŸÂ?i3?„yâ€žusvx s^xvx?štIxx yxXx TXV tir) xxxU hx?Ÿc\'?„ixv xxp?´rxrog xTTsrtXh?š)^,?™TTSp Tohg Kspx\'j:Tx; xts. Synesius Epist. 101 ad Pylaenu)-nem: srspxg 51 o?šx hri ttXcutsTv sv rx??g xx??\' vyxs xy?Špxig /-/vjttxvrx fiiyv\'jvtx xx) ??s?Žx xx) xv??pxmvx Vixxtx, xxl Kspxxitx xvtsXsv?šspo\'j yiv?´iisvov. Synes. de provid. Kspxxzsiov zxi;rx?,t}fix.



??? 5G Ovid. Metam. 14.99 sqq. Quippe doum gcnitor fraudcm et peri aria quondamCercopum exosus gentisque admissa dolosaein d?Šform?Š viros animal mutavit. Superest ut ambiguum vocabuli sensum expediamus, quousurp??t Plut, do ad. et am. discr. 18, ubi Agis quidamAlexandre obiciens, quod scurrae dona dedisset, assentatiouedicit: x^??saOxt v.x) xyxi/xzrdv opxv v(/.xg rcb;\' ix Aioc â€?ysyovoTx?§ x-zx,\'jtxi; ?¨{/,cicij? yJxxhv xyOpdiTrcig xx) xxTxycXx^TCt?XxlpovTX?§\' XXI yxp \'Upxx>.-^g Kipxcc\\pl ricri, xx) Zsi^.-^vc??c ?¨ Ai??>u7og??TipTTSTc. Hoc loco probari posse vidotur recto D.V. 2.100y.spxuTrl^siv rcferro ad adulatorcs. Si autom Silonos spectarostatuimus ad adulatorcs, Corcopes significantur verbis xxrx-ysXxTTOti; {xv?´pc?”TToi?§). Quod iurc fieri intelligitur ex iis, quaeZon. 5.10, Nonn. o-wxycoy>i xtI. 39 p. 140 Mont, de Herculetradunt: Cercopcs, fratrcs duo nequam, monitos a niatre, nepropter maleficia in aliqucm liirsutum podiccm babentominciderent, poonasque dareut, Herculem invcnisse dormicn-tem, armaque eins aspiciontcs in manifesto scolcro doprc-honsoa ct ab eo pedibua baculo susponsos,

bumeroque impositospodiccm eins birsutum spoctasse et liac do ro loquontos risumHorculi moviaso. Itaque explicatio, quam praebet D.V. 2.100,originem debore vidotur iis, qui falso conserent rcpetcndumcase proverbium ab animalibus adulautibua. Nequitia Cercopum praecipuo iu furtis versabatur. Liban,Ep. 1321 ?“ Sf KÂ?pxx\\p txs??vo; \'o TOV *l\\pTS[/.lOV (JXV}.Â?V7Xi:xv??ig cp?špsi T^v Tt?”Kiv XTI. Atlienis erat xyopx Kspxcczxv,h?šx rx x>.07rii/,x??x tVwAcDvrc. Eustatb. ad Hom.-Od. (2.7, X. 552, C??alenus ad Hipp. Epid., Hesycb. a.v., Diog.Lacrt. 9.114. Â? li 537 xTTo r?šv Trporxiv??vrccv (logo â– :rpo7(rxiv3vr:cv) tjj xtpxcoKcccc\'j. Pergit de Cercopibus dicena Xi??co?´?Žjvxi x?šrol?§, xx)\'WpxxXeT Sf tvoxX\'-?Žrxvtx?§, ors sv \'Oijl^x/.-^ (lego\'h} x?šXx7?™?Žjvxi xx} f<V 7ri??->ixc\'ji; x?šrovg fisrx(2x/.?.siv (loge>urx(ox>.elv).



??? 57 Zen. 4.52 kittfshg vyiarsvsi- Diog. 5.53 izl t??v ^xi^xpycov,\'jTTOxpivs?Ÿsvxv ys v^a-Ts??siv. Zen., B 539, D.V. 3.1, Apost. 9.76,Gr.C.M. 3.95 stti t:cv {ttxvv) ?,xi?Ÿxpyuv. lidoin itemquo C 292,Suid. 8.57, Pint. 1.8 fV/ tS??v hxxiozpxyovvTuv {?¨ixxiOTrpxyix?Ÿmvtuv) ?Ÿsv, cyJfy SI ttk^v sk t??jq "^txxm?šv^?§ xtro^sps?Ÿsvuv(Plut, szi^sp-)- llaec saltcm explicatio probatur Liban. Ep. 335, quaClematium quondam laudem, plausum, aduiirationem nactumesse scribit. Eius nomine solo nulli non iu memoriam rovo-cantur ?? ?´slo?§ xpz^v, xx) f) ttsvIx, xxl ttAoDtc^ b 7rxpo(p?´sli;,xx) Tro^sig sv TrpXTTCVlTXl xxl TTXVTX V/1 TX <TX. ^XOTTSI (jlsvtol ,?Ÿvi xsffTpsvq v/jTTsv-if?§, xxl trÂ? zpoi; xi[J.ov \'o xp?“TOg zxpxTrs?Ÿ\'piflxx) ttxtMp ysv??ysvog xhcvptsvog v~b twv ttxI^uv ojalxv ?Ÿ\'/ihlvsz^\'i\' xx^?Žj?§ hiiyyidsccg. Ceterum mugilem omnium piscium voracissimum essetestatur Arist. 11.A. 8.4.2 Xxl^xpyo; Is (/.xhtTTX tIv Iz^vccvs<jt)v o xs7Tpsv; xx) XTrKy,ttog\' hb yi xoiXix zsptTslvsTxt. ApudZcnobium ??g sx tcvtcu tov? xsx\'^votxg xx) trlvovtxg xtCTpsJgs?,sycv, c??g Xxi?Ÿxpyovg, corrigendum

esse z s iv?¤vT xg iamAlberti ad llesycliium numuit. Ilesychius his Zcnobii verbisaddit Atlicnicnses hoc nomine designates fuisse. Zen. 4.58 Kopoi?Ÿov ^^l??i?›Tspsg. \'I\'/w? Sf ovtm?§ (nam siclogenduiu est pro tovtov hoc loco et B 549, vel ovtccctovtov) xvxltx?´ijrcv CpX7i ysyovsvxi, ccg xx) tx xv^xtx t>jg?”xhx77)jg xpi?šixsTv. Zen 4.63 Kpiog rpo^st\' xzkiisv. Uecte hoc explicant srr)T?œV xxÂ?pl<tTccv Zeuobius his subicit Tc?Žg sv ttpo7hxTs??s?•7i.Legendum est to???§ s?š^sv??g lixts?šs??7t- Diog. 5.62 xpiig TX Tp3:pÂ?7x. Sic enim von Leutsch scripaitpro iis, quae codex MS praebet xpiov TpiCPs?Žx. â€žKptcv superestfortaaao o proverbio, (pu)d excidit xpiov hxxovix, de quoV. llesycli., Phot., Suidas, ri adieci e Zenobio, Macario."Sine causa hacc verba tentata csso liquet c loco Liban, do



??? 58 vita sua 1.14 B: ? \'j?špiziov ?¨z Ku^lxou fiixp??v rs kx) ? ^xpicTCv,xpiov ts TpcCpsJx y.XTx T>)v TTxpsif^i\'xv xTTorhov. Conf. Lib.Ep. 716. Zen. 4.66 y.x0irepoc yJx^\'-l?\' Ambigitur, quid hoc loco valeaty.:c0??;. Apost. 10.33, Gr.C.L. 2.49 â– zxp?Š70v x^ixvov to Kxo\'j.Photius cx Eubuli Dionysio citat x^uvoTspo: Retu- Icrunt igitur, ut videtur, nou ad avem, sed ad piscem, dcquo vid. Arist. ILA. 8.13 (15). Sic apte coinparari potestcum proverbio x^ixvoTspo; Iz^vxv, quod usurp??t Luc. Gall. 1,adv. ind. 16. Aliter sentit Erasmus: â€žzx^??rspo? Kl^Xy^?§, i. e.surdior turdo. Zenodotus ex Eubuli Dionysio citat. Adscribitsurditatem huic avi pcculiarcm, cum sit loquacissima volproverbio teste. Unde concinnc dicetur in cos, qui perpetuoblatcrantes ipsi non auscultant, quod vicissim ab aliis dicatur,quod vicium in multis licet deprehcndcre." Quibus conferripotest x^xv?Šrsp???§ Ttkp\'hiy.o;. \'ACPxv?´rspo?§ rxv to0i7Txv (Luc.lov. trag. Â§ 14) van Herwerden absurde corruptum esse exx^xv?“Tspog Tx-j Ix^J\'JXv ostendit in libre, qui inscribitur : Plu-tarchca ct Lucianca. Loci dcsunt, quibus hacc quacstio absolvatur, Zcn. 4.68 xx^otsps; to??i

Tcpxvxtou /.//.tfvc?§\' Xt?Ÿ\'^^v fVr/ trepl\'Vopxy^v t?Žjg &pxzyi; \' 7TÂ?vx<; Sf (%Â?i xx) [/.xxpx; tx; xtto to??7rÂ?}.x\'yov; xxTxp7si:, ?š; [zi^ xxs\'js7??xi to7; h x?šr?? tov ri???´xXxTT>i; ^^ ceteri talia praebent. Plut. 1.91 Â?77! xx}.0xjij.Â?\'j0; ttsp) \'[\'opxy/,v. Lcgc xx0o; xx>.0 ?š ijt.Â?\'j 0 ; Perspicuum est grammaticos appcllationcm xxcpo; inde rcpctcrc, quod non audiretur in Toronacorum portu marisstrcpitus. Hoc absurdum est. Quod monuisse satis est. (iuidin talibus valeat vocabulum y.x0o;, apparet cx his locutionibus:xx0h xv(j.x (Hom. II. 14.16), xx0ov xx) x?ŸpofjLcv (Ap. Ivhod.4.153), Â?v xxKv7tx >.ifJ!,?Šyi xx) xx0x (Plut. phil. c. c. pr. 3),xx0ov ?ŸiXoq (Hom. II. /.. 390), llcsych. s.v. xx4>!v7xi.... ^7llx? 7xl, 7ix7r>j7xt, s.v. xx0:v\' tov \'pol^ov ?Ÿi] ttoiojvtx, s.v.



??? 59 y.v?ŸXTi xxCpx, rx iJ/zj vixovvri, xK}\' xp^oy-hx ?Ÿsys??ovv??xi. Conf.Pollux 1.109. Kx:ph U?Ÿi\'jx pro KoKo^px\'/ixv hi?Ÿhx fclicitorThucydidi 5.2.2 reddidit Pluygcrs. Zen. 4.71 KuXixy,yo) o-rxr?Žjps?§\' ^is?Ÿi?Ÿsy,yrc ovrci sv y.sxx-pxyijA\'Jou Diog. 5.G6 Ixi rx-j fj y.sxxpxy?Ÿhxv irrxrtjpxv\'hx?Ÿii^rcii yxp ovrci \' [s?Ÿolx ri? \' /.vy.o?§ Trspl Cppsxp ^sffjf/.]Von Loutsch adnotat : â€žo-jr:!] seqq. e b adieci." Adicerenon dcbebat, quia hue non pertinent. Hoc enim proverbiumexplicatur Zen. 4.100 sr) rxv x7xoXoui/.Â?vx\'j irspi ri ijt.xry,y,Diog. 6.21, 13 615, Ap. 10.86, Suid. 9.62 id t;cv ^oycvvrxv TTspi rt ?Ÿxr\'A\'j (llesych.....TTspi n rxy ?Ÿxrxixv), O.C. 2.95 irr) 77XV ?Ÿxrviy â– ::zycvyrxy. Diog. 6.21 huic eundem sensumsubesse dicit atque adagio vL?™xy rrxp" syrspoi;, quod Diog. 5.67%B 563, Ap. 10.25 explicant st:) rxv ?Ÿij hyx?Ÿ/yaiy xttoXx-jsiv txv Trpoxsi?Ÿhxv (Mac. 5.39... txv Txp??vrxv, Suid. 9.17---- TXV TTxpxKsi?Ÿsvxv). Itaquo idem est utriusque proverbii usus.Ilinc liquet in Cod. b verba i^olx r??j\' Ajy.o? Trspi (ppsxp %ops?šstadscripta olim proverbio xvxv z-xp\' hrspoi; loco suo mota esse.Dictum esse

proverbium videtur de cane, qui intestina, quam-quam propo abest, frustra petit, sicut x??xo^ rrsp) (J)pixp xcps??xvsitim explore nou potest, quamquam aqua abundat puteus. Ali?Šna do intostinis addit Mac. 5.39 x^p^rrx yxp rxZrxxx) }07?Ÿpxrx xx) lurxxrxTTorx ro??; x-jrl, itemquo Suid. 9.17!? in-1 rxv xxp\'^7rxv (T0??^px xx) xvx(ps?,xv\' Im?Ÿpxrx yxp rxxuv) xx) ^\'jyxxrxTsrx. Quibus nibil mngis falsuni esse potest.Spectaro baec verba nou ad intestina vidontur, sed adalia canibus inutilia. Conf. Diog. Lnort. 6.45 xvxd rs?šrXtxo?šx h??lst et Apost. 10.30\\ Von Leutscb male tentavitG.C. 2.95 X?šxo; ?ŸxryiV x^\'^xv\' >5 Xvxoc Trsp) (JipixpNullo iure expunxit ?Ÿxr^v. Lucian. Oall. Â§ 11 shi^stv o?švfixrytv Xvxo; z^vxv rrxpx ?Ÿixpiv. Practeroa porperam logitxx) >5 ?,-JXOÂ? xrs. Bono consult xx! rcquiri. Non autem oxci-dit xxi, sed latet in suporvacuo Legi igitur oportet xx)A?šxo; TTsp) 0psxp xops?šst.



??? 60 Zen. 4.78 y.}.xUi ?´ viz-^vxc, h Sf i/w^??sig x7r???M?.sv. Erasmustacite invertit ordinem nKxiei b ytx-zj??sig, 5 51 yix-?‚Txg XTr???MXÂ?v.Kecte, ut apparet ex loco infra citando. Hanc formaminterpr?Št?Šs quoque novisse probant ea, quae addunt dePhilippi victoria apud Chaeroneam, deque morte eins postduos annos. Quod memorant oraculum Sibyllae, id traditurPlut. Vit. Dem. 19 ex Sibyllinis: T>}$ fV; &Â?p(i\'JlloVTt yxxyig XTT XV Â?1! ?´ Â? \'/EVOty^V xleTog ??v vE^pkaat xx) \\\\kfi ?”\'A\'?‚TXT?›XI. KKX?ŽSI h viayi?”E?Ž?§, 5 5?¨ viK\'?‚<7xg x7r???MXÂ?v. Pro ? 7rxvÂ?u?”Â? legendum esse conicio irrxvu??i\' Id rectefieri probatur alio oraculo, quod ex Duride cit??t Plut. 1. 1. Tifv Â?7r) &Â?pixxlovTi ?Ÿxx^v (J.Â?VÂ?, ?ŸxfifisXxv cpvi, t-ilVtl toi icp?¨x 7ro>j,x 7rxpÂ?7<tÂ?txi XV?™p?”OTTElX. Thermodon memoratur ctiam in Bacidis vcrsibus do pugnaPlataccnsi T-AV 5\' fV/ &Â?p(jLCcloVTl Kx\\ \'A^COZ?› \'EXX^vuv Tvvolov Kx) ?Ÿxp?Ÿxp??^icvov ?•Cy?‚v, tyj ttoxxo) 7rÂ?7Â?0vtxt vttsp ax^^^?Žv tÂ? (xopov tÂ? To^o^?´puv M?Ž^Swy, OTXV xhiyov \'A?Ÿxp iW^^jj. Zcn. 4.82 xxxotj K?”pxxo?§ xxkov k?”v addit Diog. 5.39)Â?/T/ TUV

TTCvvip??v TTOv\'/ipx TTOio?švTuv- Duac cxplicatioucs coiitranientem scriptoris in unam contractac sunt. Fortasse ad fV(T?œV TTovup??v a scriba adscripta aunt ex alius explicationoilla TTovijpx TToio??vTuv. Itaque separanda sunt. Apost. 9.20(TvvÂ?Tog xvifp xf^tjpifo\'??j;/ Trpxyyxviv tKxv?´g. Legendum est\'TTpxyixxuiv \'ly.xv? ?‡\' m Zen. 4.91 a-??yviov xxkcv. Interpr?¨tes hoc repetunt a dua-bus cacdibus, quarum unam in nuiliercs ex Attica raptaacarumque liberos, qui negotia faccsscbant patribus, a Lcmniis,alteram in maritos corumque c Thracia pctitas pelliccs abuxoribus propter gravem odorem neglcctis perpctratam csso



??? G1 narrant. Hanc solam memorant B 588, C 311, G.C.M.4.13, Apoll. 1.9.17. Conf. Diog. 6.2, Mac. 5.60. Utriusquo caedis mentionem facit et Herodotus, sed inverseordine, quod ad tempus attinet : ? tro to??tcj Sf t??v ??pyouy.x) to??) trpotspo\'j to?štccv, tc Â?pyx7X>T0 XI yjvx?•KSc Tohg XfiXQ?“xyTI h\'^pxg 7(pÂ?TÂ?pOVÂ? XTTOKTftVXtTXl, yÂ?V?›,UI<7TXI XVX tvfv \'VjJ.x\'SxTX T^hhtx ipyx ITX\'jTX a\'^IZVIX KK?,Â?Â?(J?™XI. Ad proverb. A^sfivlx XÂ?ipi, quod repetitur ab eadem caede,do raptu mulierum ??hraciarum scribunt Cod. Ars. Paris, eted. Apost. Pant, ^t??pxiyov oZv Â?i?§ tjjv &pxx\'^y Six7rÂ?/^c7rcyTÂ?sXXI <7VI[jC,Â?IOV,U,Â?VOt {TEpiSTOUTSC Kx) (Ti^ftCOfASVOt TX. Scliol.Venet.) tx?§ svtxZOx. Legendum est xx) 7iv??(x,Â?voi tx?§?¨\'jTxuQx. Zen. 4.93 kiiiov tts^isv. Bekker Anecd. 278.4 cvo(/.x tozo\'j\'Â?cpoplxq yÂ?i/0f4,svij?§ â€?XÂ?Vov XXTX xP\'-i\'^l^h civ?Š?™Â?!7xy rif eipitri??y^,ov XXTX(PÂ??›yOVTX TXjq TTKxTXVOI?‡ xtto TcD (TVfJ!,(oÂ?(2iJx?“T0S AiM?œ m^icv Â?xx?.Â?7xv. Explicatio mutila, ut videtur. Subov xxtxipÂ???yovtx latere videtur o xxtx<pvtÂ??›7xvtÂ?q.

Zen. 4.94 Mexico. Suid., C 313 Xiftoq Uv)Kixloq. Inoxplicationibus Apost. 10.70 ct Suidao nmlta sunt confusa.Narrant expugnationem Meli insulae, at perverso addunt MijAo,-TTohiq <r)Â?<i<tx}Jxq. Suidas dicit Niciam ab Atlieniensibuamissum esse xxt xttottxvtuv, Apost. xxtx ttxvtuv, Â?piod quopacto O xxtxfftxvtuv (supcrscr. litt. z) i. o. xxt xttcttxvtccv cor-ruptum sit, apparet. Niciam deinde falso dicunt Mclum aubc-gisao S/?  Th xTrotrT?•jvxi x?št??v 7rp.c>iv vzoTfX^ oua-xv. IMus auctori-tatis, qiuim Apostolio, tribuinms Tlnicydidi, a quo (2.9) iusociorum nuujcrum referuntur ttxjxi x\'i xKXxi KvxAiSf^ ttAvjvMijAsu xx) (â– ^)??pxq. Kodem (5.111) auctoro legati AtheniensesMeliia auadcnt â€?x?Š}.Â?ccq T??jq fifyla-Ti^q -^(Ttrx^?šxt fjthpix 7rpoxx?.ov(iÂ?-v>jq i;u,u.!/.xxivq ytvsc?´xi t?•jv vf4.Â?tÂ?pxv x-jtccv ?šrotÂ?>.Â?7q. Fallitur etiam Apoatoliua tradcna NiciauÂ? cum nuicliinia lumfauio coactoa Mclios aubcgisso. Tbucydidea 3.91 Niciam cona-



??? 62 tam esse dicit Melios cog?Šr?Š, ut ad Atheniensium partestransirent; ccg a?šroJi; ri?? y?Žj?§ o?š \'rrpo^?ˆ^f^pouvxpxvTs; (\'/. t??jg My,?.ov x?šts) fz,h Â?7r?.s-J7izv s\\g "ripxTTCv. Abhac expeditione proverbium repeti non potest. Libro 5.84â€”116idem rerum auctor diuturnum obsidium Meli enarrat: oJ SsM>?A;??/ i^?Šv s]7iv xttoixoi, t??v 5\' \'A?šy,vxiccv o?šay,?”Â?X??v ?™TrxKO?™dv, U77:Â?p ot xKXoi vv,7t?œTxi, xKKx to (/.h rrp?œTOvo?š\'SsTspccv cvTsg y,7X)XX<^ov, sirs tx cog x?šrohg y,vxy>ixtov ot "A?´\'j^vxktZyiOvvTsg riiv y>jv sg T?”lsfzcv y.xTÂ?77ij7xv. Dicit Atlicniensesducibus Cleomede et Tisia Mclum obscdisse, adversusque Meliosbis eruptos exercitum duce Philocrate subsidio venisse, quo ad-ducerentur i\\[elii, ut se dedcrcnt xxtx xpxTog tto>aopko?™[/.svoiycvof/Jv^ig y.x} TTpohaixg Tivog x0\' ?ŠxvT?œv. Vi et proditioneMelus cecidit. Duas antcm cruptioncs Tliucydides mcmorat,quarum post alteram Mclii hsvsynxijc.svot 7??t?´v ts kx} 07x7r/.f?•7TX ll?švxvTO xpyi7iiJt,x xvxxxp-!^7XVTsg Ex quibusintelligitur ad hoc obsidium referendum esse provcrbium.Niciae vero, quem Apostolius ducem fuisse tradit,

meutionemnon facit Tliucydides, sed Tisiae. Corruptum ta??ucu nonesse videtur nomen Niciac, acd confua.ao sunt diiao cxpc-ditionca. Pcrgit sic Apostoliiia: ot SJ M?Ž^??/??j TToXiopno??fnvoi/.ifz?? ?štto \'\'A^y,vxluv Â?\'tfl7?´yi7xv kx} tt po\'asdc!iy.x7 i v hvro??g-Pro i7ril7?”ii7xv logendum csao Â?Trt?Š7?”>}7xv vel cocco apparet.Quamquam Tliucydides de proditione meutionem fccit, Apos-tolius diccre non poterat: o\'i Sf M^jA/c/......\'zpoh\'!)J)KX7iv sxuTO?”g- Voluit dicero z-xpx\'^s\'h??xx7iv txuTo??g\' Zcn. 5.5. A:iipiy.sg idovg " ctt) t??v {jtÂ??,??v. C 814 corrupteItt) t??v s?šysv??v. Zcnobiua, aliique narrant Locros sacra.aliquando factures liostiac penuria bovom fecisse c fico, cuipedum loco sarmcnta subicccrint. Zen. 5.22 dicit talc sacrifi-cium Herculi factum esse Atbonis, idquo mali, cui sex sarmentapedum cornuumquo loco addita ossont, formam bovis rcfcrcntis.Zonob. 7iK\'joig ?šzo?´svrtg !;v>.x (ztxpx xx) 7X\'\'^;xxTi7xvrsg (2iZv,ovTu TO ?šslov U(pxiTÂ?v7xv\' Pro 7ix\\jotg legendum est ffixtix.



??? 63 Itemque apud Plutarchum. Apud V. 2.62 excidit. Pro o-jtcc in Zenob., Diog. 6.23, Ap. 10.78, V. 2.62 legendum estT?›?”TC?‡, quod praebet Plutarchus. Zen. 5.12 ?Ÿlx sxp o?š ttois??..-. ?ŸovKsrxi Ss s\'izsh ort ?Ÿtx ^?Ÿspx C?™K e\'.c yv??o-iv S?Ÿ?ŸxXsTv i? sU x?Ÿx??ixv. Itemquo fere explicant B 634, Cod. K, Ap. 11.63 ?Ÿlx\'^,uspx o?š TTOis\'i TOV rrcipov sh Tshsicctriv s?Ÿ?ŸxXs^v (cySf ii- xfzx?´txvaddit Hcsycb.). Omnos igitur consentiunt praeter unum auc-torem Cod. C 340, cuius explicatio .aliquantum a ceterisdiffert. Ilic enim usurpatum esse dicit proverbium fV?? rxv(TTTxvixi; (pxivo?Ÿsvxv. Recto eum interprotatum esse apparet ocompluribus locis. Telos ap. Stob, floril. S)7.31 ykyoviv Ihs?š-?šepo:, SoDaov b?š?´?š; STri??v?ŸsT y.ty,(xx7?´xi \' y?Šyovs tc??t\' x?štx,?¨Tipoj 7rpo7<r7rÂ??™lÂ?i xr^ffx70xi\' y.lx yxp, cpy,7!t x^hi^xv sxp o?š7roiÂ??•. Grog. Nnz. Or. 39.14 p. 633 A, Bill, xxx\' o?š v?´^o;hxy.ytO-lx; TO 77rxviov\' Â?lzÂ?p ?Ÿvihs [Jx ^fA/S.v:\' Â?xp cro/f?ypx?Ÿ?Ÿij ?Ÿix TSV yÂ?xi/.STpviv, ij s-Aoy?§ tf; rov ?´xXxrriov. Conf.eiusd. carm. 8.242 (156 Bill.). Lib. Ep. 754 ^Faxinunuquondam

excit??t, ut oratoris Albiinii studio favcro jiorgnt.Ncquo solum Albanii, sod etiam nmltorum aliorum, x; xv jti\'/f Ti; vt?Ÿx; rij xrro rij; (iix; Txpoi/u.l.ji ?ŸxhXvi \' ttoKKov; 3f Â?XÂ?i; ^uvx?Ÿtvov;, si Sti-xivro (jt,x<TTiyx, ^pxfzt??v\' c?š; ti xiuij^fi;,7rupyx7xi; -?€l^?Žv t^v In boa locos non cadit coterorum explicatio. Umlo (amonnon sequitur eam falsam esse. At suapicio oritur. Neeiniuria, ut videbinma. Nam auctorea App. 3.9(5, ot (/od.(J 341 sorvarnut nobia provorbiuui ?Ÿ/x vtizipx c?´^^ov o?š ttoisJ\'Unie proverbio, (piod non explicant, optime rcspondore ex-plicationcm supra allatam, quam omnea uno C excoptoad prov. ^ix x^^t\'\'^\'-\' Â??? ttois?? portinoro dicant, lucoclariua est. Vitium indo repoto , q\\iod scriliao oculo a prov.fjLix \'iberranto ad prov. filx ^?Ÿspx xts. lacuna orta est.



??? 64 Zen. 5.18, G.C.M. 4.41 xlvsi Kxyxpivuv\' >.ly!.vy,, ^v xzyi"y??peve\'j ?? xpmi^bg ?ŸSTSx^Ts??axi \' ot Sf xxp^xov- ct?¤vtfc s?Ÿkx?Ÿ\'/i^x\'j\' Lege o\'l Sf vo/ xt??. Zen. 5.16 M?¤?¤acv h ^\'p?Ži^. Apostolio auctoro septem viro-rum sapientium a Croeso rege rogatorum, t/$ r??v (to0??v c?š-"hxi?ŸO\'js^TXTo:, o\'l ?Ÿsv xTTSKpivxvro TX xyptx ^^X\' Absurde hocresponsum esset. Verba r?¤v o-o^Zv corrupta esse videntur.Aequo mendose Arsen, et ed. Apost. Pant. tI t??v ^??cov xtLEx probate Aesopi response apparet Croesum ipsum felicempraedicari voluisse. Rogavit igitur, ttg t??v ovtxv xts.,quod habet Suidas, vol ttg t??v (^??vtccv xts. Aesopi respon-sum hoc est: tcto??tov, sJttsv, xjt:spsxsiv t??v Â?AAwv, osov??x>.xa-(jx TTOTX?Ÿ??v. Legendum est ?™Trspsx^i? ^ts. Zen. 4.25 vo?Ÿog xx) %??px.... Mxi^ou^iog SÂ? yuvxix) o?š ?Ÿiy-vuTxi, fl IVA zoKs?Ÿixv S?„^}. Recto Schneidewin: â€ždubitaripotest, utrum haec verba de Mazuaio an de Amazonibus dictafuerint." Nam pari modo Ii 680 do Amazonibus scribit:TTxp* \'A?Ÿx^oa-tv ovh?Ÿix yx?ŸslTxi, sxv ?Ÿl^ zoXsi/.iov xvh.vi. Ilerod. 4,117 itidem: \';rp)v xv t??v TrcKs?Ÿiuv xvlpx

ci~ov.Tstv^.â€? Etiam ultima Zenobii verba corrupta esse liquet et pro iislegendum s] ?Ÿi^ zohsynov xvs7.yi. Origo vitii iu aperto est.13 680 IxIvvvvTXi mendose pro Zsovtxi et txZtx rp??-^jj pro txutvl a^/jwvt?¤/ tij tpocp^. Zen. 5.27 ^xlvsig sk zvp. Auctor Cod. l?Ž. spectaro hoc dicitad OOS, qui operam perdant, Ap. 6.72 ad eos, qui agendovel dicendo sibi ipsi noceant. Utramque explicationem traditC 151; in unam absurdam contraxi8.se videutur Zen. etMac. .\'3.61 stt) t??v, ^xt\'^v kxxottx?šovvtuv , D.V. 2.61 stt) t??v(jlxty,v^ tovovvtuv XXKOTTX?”StX, Suid. 6.16 i-) t??v XXO\'\' X?™TXVTt TrpxTTovTuv (ixT^v ij XsyovTuv. Suid., 13., D.V, comparantprov. XXTX TSTp??v 7zslpstv, sU o?špxvlv To^s?šstv, vs^shxs igx\'tvstv,Tiv hkvTx liupxv, dicta do iis, quae perfici ncqucunt, vel do



??? 65 ils, qui ea aggrediuntur. Ultimum tamen etiam aliter ox-plicatur, de iis soil, qui agendo aliquid ipsi sibi nocent.Quam explicationem quamquam arte cum priori cohaoreat,locis tamen veterum non probari iu adnotatione ad Zen. 1.46vidimus. Undo sequitur explicationem Cod. B supra allatammagis probabilem esse. Confirmant eam loci compluros.Plato de logib. 780 C dicit <tv<T71tiix. virorum facile institutumiri, quum Spartao necessitate quadam orta adhuc vigerent;si quis autem etiam mulieribus convivia publica habondaesse loge vellet iubore, eum rem perfecturum non esse: to3\' ?Š!i>j?§ ro\'jTco, Tsypiiics?§ ts op?“Mg xv yivsv?´xi "yiyv?ŠfASvov, vvvts o?šlxfi?Ž?Ž yiyvoysvcv, ?´xlyov ts ttoiouv tov vcuo???Šn^v, to t??v TTXtl^?“vTUV, Si?§ TT?œp ^xlvsiv , Xx) ?ŸUpix STSpX TOIXUTX XV^VJTXTTOIOIVTX tpxv, O?™ pxllOV 0\'JT SlTtS?•V, OUT SITTO\'vTX XTTCTSXS?•V. Aristid. ??;rsp t??v tstt. p. 377 lebb sXvjX?š?šsi?§ 3f apx cxvtov x7rx7xi? tx??g ttxpoiyixi?§ svsx^f^fvog , f/V tt??p !;xlvccv xx) ?J?´ov t-4juv xx) (TiTslpccv Tx: TTSTpxg. Aristaou. 2.20 p. 723 t?ŸoiTrpoakxX??v fi? TT?œp txivsi?§,

y?špyx?šov (pi/ffSg, fitvoyycc ttxttxKovxpsjsi?‡\' Isid. Peius. Ep. 3.(!7 tixv^xi (xxtxiottov??v xxi Ai??/cttxffjMIJAi??JVj xx) slg TT?œp i-xivuv, Xx) XI?”OV \'i\\p?œv- Zon. 5.33. O?™X xvsj ys i-)y,7s(\')g. Molengcr aprum Caly-(hmiuni interfecit. 1\'cllem douo dedit Alalantae, quae primasagitta feram transfixerat. Thestii iilii mulierem non dignamhabentes, eui praemium illud daretur, ademerunt. Quos Mc-leager iratus interfecit, to Ss Ispxg "AtxXxvty, ?•luxsv- Vonlioutsch: â€žvulgo Islxxsv: eorrexit Finckhius ex Apollodoro."Vulgatam lectionem ortam esse puto ex AGAflKGN, i. e.??:r?Š?´i>xsv. Hoc verbum Zenobius requirit. Zen. 5.39 hou 7rxpxx?š\\ps(c?§..... hog z-xpiiv, ? xcXcj- ?´ivvTog xfxsx??g toZ oviixxtov, 7rxpxx?š-.pxg lix T?•ig ??vp?Ÿog xvs7c?Ÿt}7sTxg cpviOxg, f xx) tx sv t^ spyxariipix vuvkpi-^xv 7xs?šy,. VonIjeutsch: â€žohelum apposui: aut o C scribendum xi Vs xvx-TTTxffxi, aut 0 Suida xxl......7vvkpi\\hs." Simpliciter pro



??? 922 Kai legendum esse a" videtur. (Conf. Bast, Comm. pal.tab. 3.14, 6.8,9). B 740 legendum est c) ?Ÿh 0xti-j xttoKspx?Ÿsccg, c\'t Sf xzh xopoTXx?´ov, x?,Xci Sf "c-tcu (prof;r/ >c., stt) koupo7r?.x?´oi)^ "(ttou). Explicatur adagium ct) t??v ^xt/i\'j {xxTxyiXx^ruc Zonob.,?Ÿ, Suid.) (rvxo0xi/TOv;j.Â?vc??v {syKxXov?Ÿsvuv C). Iluic explicationinon respondent ea, quae narrant interpr?Št?Šs do asinario.Quorum tamen divinationibus non multum tribuendum est.Multo meliora Lucianus suppeditat, qui Asin. 45 proverbiumusurp??t. Ilortorum enim quidam custos fugions in area socondit, asinusque oius in summam domus partem portatur.Milites, qui cum pcrscquuntur, magistratuum opom potunt.Hi omnes domo exire iubent. Uli, qui domum habitant,egrcdiuntur, nullumque inesso praetor se aiunt. Militescontrarium assovcrant. Doindo Lucianus asinum hacc nar-rantom facit: â€ž?ŸouX??fxtvog ?Ÿx??sTv, rlveg ehv ot ?Ÿ\'-??j/Tsg, \'?¨tx- XVTTTU XVCC?”SV XXTCC ^IX T?Žj?§ ?švpih?§ \' ol Sf (/.Â? IScVTf? f????uÂ? X\'?€xpX- yov\' o\'i Sf Â?X?MXÂ?(TXV ?‚Â?youTÂ??§. Et porro : 7rxvTÂ?i; Ss X7?ŸÂ?<jT0v sy??Kav ??z) t?? f/,>;v??i7XVTt Â?x r??v

?™7rÂ?p^uv, xxi zpol?ŠvTtro\'j kxvTOv SÂ?r7rJr>)V, xxy.torÂ? ifiov zpurov ^X?”sv ttg xvOp??-TTSvg h x?Šyo?§ o?šrog \' \'E?‡ ovov 7rxpxxv\\pÂ?cog. Dictum est hocloco do quodam, qui ridiculo modo donunciatus est, Suspicioindo oritur intcgram proverbii formam fuisse ovov ?§rxpxKv-\\piug, idquo dictum fuisse stt) tvv xxtxyÂ?xx7tccq ?Ÿ-^vvo?Ÿivuv. Zon. 5.50 o\'t Kpyjrs?§ riiv ?´vjIxv. Auctoribus Zcn., B 719ct Suida Agamemnon tempestato delatus ad Cretam navesappulit, ut sacra faceret. Iiis nondum poractis compcritnaves incensas esse. Quaro sacra non perficit, sed confcstim80 ad litus confort, quo unam tantum navcm invrnit iucolu-mcm. Qua soluta incolis mala imprecatur. Zen. zoxxx xxtx-px7xf4Â?vs\'v TO?•g Tijv x^P^\'-\' oixowiv, B xxT\'/ipx7XT0 tcT?§ t?Žjv T?”XtV??\\xov7tv. Suidas roh i-xxpxrx^Evog. Cur incolas cxso- cratua est Agamemnon ? Quoniam hi naves incenderant,quod apparet etiam ex ipso proverbio. Pcrpcram igitur mp-



??? G7 tivos id fecisse dicunt interpr?¨tes. Zen., Suidas ??v to-jtc})??\'i xlz?ŸxXMTOi rx?§ vxv?§ ivÂ?7rpy,(rxv. B 719 f?Žrf/3>} ijxovasvkxuTo?? Tx?§ vxv?§ i^Trp?Žjaxi Tohg x]x?Ÿx?,0)TOiJi. Apud Zen.et Suid. pro xlx?ŸxXxTci legendum est xiyixX?•Txi et proxlx?ŸxXocTou; apud B x??y ixxItx:. Conf. Suidae verba :ijx?´sv Â?1? TO\'j x\\yixhQ-j\' Zen. 5.52 ??Vay x\\ hxpoi tx xÂ?pxTx xrro?Ÿxxxoixrt. Zen.,B 721, Diog. 7.7, Ap. 12.9G, Suid. ll.G, D.V. 3.48 cervosdicunt in locis asperis et inviis cornua amittero, usurpariqueadagium fV/ tZv ??py??hii; tx; ZixTpi?Ÿx; Tronvfi?¨vxv- Una voceaddita G.C. 3.21 fV; r??v f\'pywSfi^ Â?vpÂ??•v tx; hxrpi?Ÿx; Troicvfi?Švxv.]\\[ac. G.44 Â?7r) tmv vxvM?.Â??–plx ^(x0?”Â?ipofiivuv. Maximum igiturest discrimen. Compluries usurpatur adagium, vel potiusattingitur. Arist. II. A. 9.G.1 xTro?ŸxhKsi y.x) tx yJpxrx ivTOTTOt; xx).Â?\'!r??\'!; xx) \'^v7Â?^Â?uphot; \' c?”Â?v xx) ??j Trxpoifzlx ykyovsv,ou XI iXX^pOl TX x?¨pXTX X7r0?ŸxX>.0V7l\' ?œ7ZÂ?p yxp ?–xhx XTro?ŸÂ?-?Ÿxvjxvlxi CpvKxTTOVTxi ?´pxj?´xi. Couf. Plut. Syuip. 7.2. Aelian.N.A. G.5 o] Â?\\x(Po{ tx x?ŠpxTx xrro?ŸxKKo\'jts;

sk^?šovTxi TrxpsX-???´vtÂ?; si; X?–x?Ÿx; toI; Â?ttio-jtx; a^pivi 0j>,xtt?“^Â?voi , xxt flx?“Tu; \'Â?p)jfjt,oi yxp T?œv x?Ÿ\'jvTyjpluv ovtÂ??§ x^\'^p??ia?šxi xx) r?Žjv xXx^v7rÂ?Tri7TÂ??™xx7iv fV Tc?” TÂ?u;. Plut, do Pytli. orac. XIX narratProclom, Epidauri tyrannum Timarcbum in sporta inclusumin mare deieciaso, robusquo iu peins mutatia oraculum dofuga et oxsilio consuluisso ; xvslXsv ovv o dso; "hil?Švxi WpoxXs\'t(pvyijv xx) ?ŸSTX7TX7iv, ?”TTCV tIv 0op?Ÿhv Â?xixsv7Â? xxTx?´h??xt t?¨vA]yiv)iri}v ^?Švovy ?Žj ??irov to xipx?§ xTro?ŸxXKsi h Â?Xx(po;\' avvt);ovv \'o T??pxvvo;, OTl xsxs?šst XXTXTTOVtI^SIV X?™T?¨v >} XXT0p?™TTÂ?lV 0?›Â?0; (o\'i yxp SXxCpOt XXT0pVTT0V7l xx) xtpxv!^^0v7t KXTX y?Žj;, otxv?ŽxThii t3 x?Žpx;) Â?Tri7Xsv ?¨xiyov ^pwci/ xt?Ž. Ex bis locis claro apparet nihil aliud adagio aignificari,nisi loca aapera et invia, dilliciliaque inventu. Itaque omnesexplicationca for tasse spectant ad proverbium in ccrto vcrborumcontextu collocato. Zenobius aliiquo usurpari dicunt: dc iis,qui ibi vcrsantur, \'??irov x\'i sXx^ot tx. xspxTx x7ro?Ÿx\\?,cv7t (i. c.



??? G8 in locis asperis et inviis); G.C. 3.21 do iis, qui so contulerunt00, 07T0V xtA. (i. 0. ad loca difficilia invontu); Mac. 6.44do iis, qui no penitus interirent eo confugerunt, ottov xt?..Non credendum est von Leutsch ad Zen. 5.52 adnotanti:â€žvidetur verbum e proverbio excidisse : Thomas enim inversione loci Aristotelici: vade, ubi cervi cett." Apud Suidamroganti ttoj ys responaum esse videtur: o rr o v x\'t fA^z.^);/y.tx. Sic igitur legendum est pro ottqu y s ?–ttcu x\'t tXx(psi KTf. Zen. 5.62 ?§rxvrx kxKxv t??s. Zen., 13 756, G.C.L. 3.4,Ap. 13.88, Ilesych., Suid. 11.61 szt rwv ^/jw/^??W zpo?´\'jy,!^. Mac. 7.4 haec verba adiungit proverbio zxyrxy.xKccv y.fjsh Dicitur etiam zxvrx y.xKxy Â?\'i;ihxi, s^tivxt, reivstv,Â?XTÂ?tvÂ?iv. Aliquantulum ab iis dissentit C 287 zxvtx xx?.:cyxtvÂ??•v explicans xvti to?š ttxvtx rpozcv ttoutv, h) r??v xzapovvTccv.Illam explicationem nuilto latius patere in aperto eat. TIaectanien quoque cadit in duos locoa, Arist. Equ. 756 ubiisiciarius et Paphlagon iurgio exorto populum arbitrumcajiiunt. Isiciarius t.imen poacit, ut non solito loco concio-neni habeat. (iuod popuhis quum seso facturum osao nogat,isiciariua oxclamat se

pcriiaae. Chorus eum alloquitur : V?œV Sij (Tf TTXVTX Sf? XX?<CC> Â?^tÂ?VXt (TÂ?XVTOV xx) \'Aij/AX ?´i??piiv (popÂ??•v xx) >.?´ycug ?šcp?šxrovg ?“TOtJl TCVS\' ?™TTfpl^XXfT\' Plato Protag. 338 A Hippias Socrati suadet ?¨^iTvxi xx)x^t-^xttxt tx; vjvix; ro7?§ x?´yo??g\' Protagorae contra ttxutxxxKcc-j Â?XTÂ?lvxvTX,]ojplx h^^tvTx, 0Â?L)yÂ?iv Â?i?§ TO irh.xyo?§ T?œV /Jy:cv. His locia tamen et coterorum explicatio apta est, quae solacadit in pcrmultoa locoa. Eurip. Mcd. 278, ubi Medoa ius.saCorinthum relinquero conqneritur: ? ^opo) y? p v^txaj txvtx S??jxx?.uv. Eurip. H.P. 837 Iris Lyaaam excitans ad aununuminfeat^ndi Herculia studium dicit cp??vtov i^ttt xxKuv. Luc.Scyth. 11 o?šz t??pxg Tolvjv, o?šl\' xf^ldo^x?§ tpyov, ci; \'o ICfw <p>17)v, xkkx xph ZXVTX I?›V xxk\'jiV XtVÂ??•V, TTXVTX Sf TTpXTTilV, xx) xiysiv, ???§ <P\'t\\oi vhmv TOiovTOt yhotvTO. Luc. Alex. 57 vir



??? 69 quidam, qui ad mortem destinatus evaserat , dicit to?švtsv?´sv KX) X?™TO?‡ X7rSKSpWff?›f/,})V X?™T?›, XXi txvtx xxkuv ?¨yjvovv X{XVVX<T?”Xl (sojx?´ysvsq. Pliilo de agr. 327 ttxvtx kxXccv t-^?§ a?štrs^elxgxvxrsiaxvtsg. Id. de leg, ad Cai. p. 1017 E ttxvtx kxXccvxvxte?Žccv, ???§ oi irvs??yx Is^iov kxt oixKcov ?Ž%ovtÂ?q, h<p?ŠpÂ?tojrx-auhtiog o?šptolpofmv. Georg. Gnom, (Boissonade Anecd. 1.98)Xph fixXXov ^\'aXo?švtx?§ hxhoxi to xfisivov kx) ttxvtx ashvtsi; Kxhovxy??.XxT?”xt (pihstv TO?•?‡ c?ŽSf XxyTTps?Ž?§. Apoll. Tyau. Ep. adEupliron. 7 apud Pliilostr. p. 387 01. koXxk{vtÂ?ov hyolmv070dvrx?§, â– yspovTx?§, ypx??/?§, ip^pxvo?š?§, ttXovt?Žov?§ , ??pDTTTOiJt.?Žvou?§ ,, ykx?§. wxvtx (px7) is??v tov qxrropov Kxhuv 7Â?iÂ?iv. Conf.Anth, Pal. 9.545, lo. Tzetz. Chil. 12 hiat. 442. Eiusdem generis esse censco adagium, quod solus, utvidetur, Mac. 6.99 servavit : TTx7i]i; xTTTS7?™xt k??td^?§\' TTxpsyyvxhx TTxvTo?§ Ix^^^lxi spyou\' Von Leutsch: â€žexplicatio vitiosa."Deinde lucem adagio aflcrro putat versus Menandri monost.448 TrpXTTl TX 7Â?XVT0tJ, (XiJ TX TX^ XXXUV 0p:VÂ?l et 583 TT??Xy-

TTpxy(iOvÂ??Žv xXX?”Tpix m (oo?šxov KXKX. Itaquc spectaro locutio-nem putat ad TroX\'j:Tpxy[ji076v}iv. Aptius me iudice conf?Šrasaliud proverbium a Macario 4.96 traditum kx??i^s ^tt) kxttv^v\'TTxpÂ?yy\'jx hspyov s?Žvxi et Luc. dial. mort. 22.2 o?š Trpo??KX, w {2Â??.Tt7TÂ?, {TTÂ?7rXÂ?UKx) \' Kx) yxp Kx) t?Žj?§ KMTTij?‡ 7UVÂ?7TÂ?- Xxiooii-ziv. Zen. 5.60 tttmxo^ ^^P* o?š Trl(/.7T?.xTxi. App. 4.62, B 781\'\',Suid. 12,32 tradunt tttuX\'^\'-\' o?šxxi xÂ??Ž ksvxi\', quam essepartem explicationis, male ab iis pro adagio habitam, rectocontendit von Leutsch. D.V. 3.61 tttccxo?? tt^px o?š Trly,Tr?.xTxi\'?Žtt) t?šv x7T?,\'?‚7Tm\' TTTUX?œV 7*P 01 KOI Â?f) KÂ?Vol. VocabuluuioIkoi corruptum est et pro eo Icgcndiuu ?´?šXxkoi. Ux (pionomine etiam illud o?šxxi mihi videtur originem duxisse. Zen. 5.70 Trpo?§ K?Švrpx xxktIs^iv. Ap. 14.100 iV/ t?šv(XUTOh?§ (oXXTTT?”vTCCV, Mac. 7.44 iV/ t?šv //f/^Off/V xvTiTÂ?tv?ŠvTwv>Ap. 6.57 eiusdem id dicit esse generis atquo sl?§ o?špxvov ttt?šsi?§ \'



??? 70 fv/ TCCV KX?”\' SXVT?œV Ti TTpXTTOVTCCV jj ftt/ TC?“v v[2pi^?“VTCJV (I?§ ?¨^Xf psTx. Ab Ms aliquantum differt ????esychii explicatio fVl ro??KXT svxvrtccv Tl xkysiv Kx) TrpxTTstv, quae fortasse est mutilavel corrupta. Van Herwerden sub xxt\' ivxvTluv latere putat kx?´\'??xvTo??. Plurimis locis probantur Apostoiii, Macariique in-terprctationes.Pind. Pytb. 2.171 (94) il>?ŠpÂ?iv S\' ixxCppccg STTXVX?•vtOV Xxjo?”vTX ?‡yyov y xp-^yei \' ttoti Ksvrpov 5s toiXxnT?Ž^eiz?¨v, Tsh?Š?šsioXiT?›i^po?§ o??fAog. Aescli. Ag. 1624 trpo; K?ŽvTpx [x?Žj Xxkti^s, (j? ^ Trrxhxs (Jt.oyv\\?§.Eiusd. Prom. 322 sqq., ubi Occanus Prouietbeo persuadcreconatur, ut Jovi ccdat: cuKouv ([jcoiys h\'^XGKxXc^ â– zpo: x?Švrpx KccXov sxTsveT?§, ?´pccv onrpxxv?§ iMvxpxog- ovV ?™Tre?šQvvoq xpxTd.Eurip. Baccb. 789 sq.: Q?šoiyc XV x?™T$ [/.xXXov ^ ?´ufiovfxivo?§TTph?§ xsvTpx XxxtI\'^oiim ?švvjTh?§ ?šv ?´e??., Conf. Eiusd. Peliad. fr. 607 Dind., Act. Apost. 9.5, Grcg.Naz. Christ. Pat. 2266, Liban. Epist. 1190, qua Philippecuidam respondet dc criminibus in se invidiose ab inimicisconicctis. Sic pcrgit : o\'i 7rp)v yjVLx: vjxsiv xv?´ovvTe; xzvivQ-^-

XX7IV\' 0?šovo; Si xvs0\'j C?™lsh\' TO S?  IJ,^ TTpoq X?ŽVTPX Xx) [/,XXX â€?ux7i. In fine leguntur haec verba: xxlpe toIvuv xx) t?Žjv77xpoi[iixv x^iig tuvtjhu. Liquet pro ttxpciijlIxv legendumesse TTOvvjpixv. Etiam Ap. 14.100 7rpo0x7Â?cj; ^ihxi [/.ivov >}TTxpoifzix (lege TTOvi^pix) haec nomina confusa esse docctvon Leutsch. Zen. 5.75 tto??.xo) ?´pio(3?´>.oi, Trxvpoi Is ts i^xvtis?§ xv^ps?§. QuemSuidas addit versum Soph. Ai. 1022 ttoAA?Ž/ (?›v sx\'^poi,7rx??>poi 3" ?šcpsXy!7i!Jt,oi, huc non pcrtinct. Aptissimo verocomparari potest Christi offatum tt??AA?´) yxp x?,i^Tol, o?,lyci S?¨



??? 71 BK?.iKTol, atque liaec ttcXXo) (xh vxp?´yjxoCP??poi, xxvpoi Ss re TTOXb?§ [jCs\'J ?´ oz^o?§ , oXiyoi Sf av??pccTOi \' ttoKXo) (?™v xv?´pccttoi ,oKiyoi 5f hlps?§\' ttoKKo) ^omhrxi, Trxvpoi Z?Š rs y?Žj?§ xpor?Žjpsq. Zen. 5.79 Trvpx?´a-rov (xipo?§. Zcnob. ixsixwtrxi xx) x?šrovA]\'Jx?š)\\oq s?ŽTr??v\' "?¨?Šloixx (xuph xxprx TTvpxvtyrov (x?´pov. Proxxl x?šroj rcctius x?šrov xxl scripsit Apost. 18.18. B 775"T??rVjVOV ?ŽffT( ^u\'?™^lOV 0 TTU px?™<T TV! ?‡ TT p 0 (T t 77 r X (/, Â? V 0 V T???Žg XV^Tvoli XXI ^oxo?šv x7rrÂ?(r?´xi ro??t TTuph; xtirxxxUrxt. Lege ?Ž^co\'?š^tov, 0 TT pO<T fTTT X(JLÂ?VOV XrÂ?. Vol i^u\'?™^iOV ?” TT U p X ?™ (T T VJ ?‡ , 5 TT p 0 C i7rrx{/,Â?vov. Prior lectio potior est. Li margine eniniadscriptuni olim fuisso videtur Trvpx?švnj;. Mant. prov. 2.72fVJ rccv xTTo ro?´ruv xTTOXXvfxhccv, ??ij)\' uv xyxzSxri. Expunge XTTO rc?™TUVÂ? Zon. 5.80 TTxXxt ttot wxv x?,xifiot M/A-^t/c/. Mac. 7.3?Žtt) rxv Trp?“TÂ?pov [xh xv\'hpixv l?´?Ž-xv f^oVrwv ktA. LogefV xv^pi^. Cod. B \'172 i?ŽT?” (loge tV)) rxv xtto s?šh^ix;TTi-j??vrxv. Mac. 4.58 fV?Ž rxv xho^yja-xvTxv. Corrige Â??™^o-?Ž;vi7xvTxv.

Diog. 5.3 iVi rxv ttots Â?v, sJtx Iripx?§ yeyo-v?´rxv. llaoc sunt abaurda. kJ ykymx onim valet: nobiligonore natus sum. ll-j oxstitit fortaaso ex s?šl?Š?Ž-xv. Apost.13.85 auctore Ilorodoto narrat iMileaioa a Persia dcfecisso[??xjT??ivxi, corrige x tt o a-rijvxt), armaque iis intulisso (xvr-xpxt (aie) TTOh?Šixoi;, corrige xvrxpxi tt ?´ XÂ? fxov). Porgit:xp^ijv.... xxrsx?”TTyiixxv (Milcaii) xx) xxrÂ?<i(pxy^ (legondiuncum Pautino xxrsrxxipyi) i?Ž M/Aijto?. Doindo liaec sequuntur:xxl cl 7rÂ?piXÂ?i:p?›Â?vrÂ??§ a?šrxv yuvxi^v ?´ixoZ xx) :rxt<r)v Â?z?´?¨vrs?§Â?U rhv llfpJi\'Sx xlxf^xXxroi irÂ?p) tvjv ??p?š??pxv (corrige ??pv??pxv)?šxKx<j<txv (j.Â?r^xi<i?š-/i<TXv. At undo illi TrsptXsKp?´?ŠvTsi; ^lileaiipoatquani xp^yjv xxrÂ?x?Š7ry,7xv\'f Alia do Mileaiia narrat llorod. G.19â€”21, undo sua bausisso Apostolius dicit. Cap. 19 orsÂ? yÂ? xv\'Bps; ixsv ol â€?xhtvvÂ?q ixnivovro ?™Trb rxv Uspff?Šxv s?Švrxvx0ixy,rÂ?xv, yvvx??xs; S?¨ xx) r??xix sv xv^pxjr?´dxv AJy^j sylvovro.Cap. 20 o) ^uyp>j?›Â?VTÂ?; rxv M/Ajjtr/wv -/lyovro s; ^o??iirx\' (^xctXsvi



??? 72 S?Š Axps??o?§ xxnov o?šTsv xKho jtc/^t?¤? xxtoUkts ?¨z) ri? ?¨pu?´p^ KxXso?Ÿsv^ ?´x\\x(T<T-^ ??v ?Žtc\'a/. Zen. 5.81 Y^xlx[/.??v?švo?§ opy.oq\' KpxT?•v?´?§ Cp-^triv \')........ ??z) tw X\'\'jv) xx] t?? xuv) y.xl roi; toiovtoii; cpxsv Vx^x?Ÿxv??ui xvxTtd??x<7ivxrh Scribe rh bz) tw xrX. Mac. 7.49 fVJ t??v xxtxfiixpo?? Tivh?§ iyv?´vTUv, ^youv xpiov, xvxvov, xx^??t-vav xx) tccvo?Ÿolccv. Parvi sane pretii erant ^.x^xvx vel teste proverbio xi Kxxtivccv TTpOff?´ijxXl\' stt) T?™V ?Ÿ\'/ihh ?™(Pi?.OVVTUV\' O?ŸClOV TO j\\xi^x?xv TTTspx. Attamen probabiliter apud Macarium corrigendum estttKxtxvuv pro >.xx? vxv. Per platanum Socratem iurare facitLuc. Vit. Auct. Â§ 16 xx) ?Ÿviv c?Ÿvvx yk 70i tov xvvx xx) t-^v7r?.xTxvov cvTw TxvT f%f<y. Conf Schol. ad Plat. Ap. Socr.331 Bekk. Plane diversa est Apostolii 15.17 explicatie ??z)T?›V fV; ^ixxi07vv^ ?ŸxpTvpov?ŸkvKv. Schott, ad prov. Vx\'hx?Ÿxv??vo;xphi?§: â€žaffine et illud Rhadamanthi iusiurandum meminitZeuobius, et utriusquo Suidas et Apostolius, scd hic cxpla-nationcm permut??t." Mihi videtur lacunam esse in verbisApostolii praeterquc explicationem prov. Vx^x?Ÿxv??vog ?–pxo;excidisse etiam

sequens prov. Vx\'hxi/.xv?švog xpiatg. â€?Zen. 5.84 ZixÂ?>:og oy^xxi^tTxi. Zen., Plut. 95, Mac. 7.64fV/ t?šv tx ?Ÿi^hvog {tx s?šts^.?Ži Diog. 8.15) xMtttovtccv. Iluncsensum adagio tribuit Aristacn. Ep. 2.7 \'^txsXcg cfiipxxl^eaOxitoxsl?§ TTXpXTpvy?›V Trxihl7xxpi0v xxl TC?ŽI (PlXvi?ŸXTOg x[?‚xU?§. Aliquantulum differt cxidicatio Apost, 15,45, Suid. 12,70 fV} t??v hx ?Ÿixpx vttotttsv???Ÿivx xsp^ij [/.syxhcoq ?Ÿ>.x7rt0[/,ivci)v. mm Apte citatur Tibull, 3.5.19 â€žquid fraudarc iuvat vitem cres-centibus uvis." Apostolius et Suidas etiam aliter iisurpatumesse dicunt : Ivvxtxi Sf xx) iz) t??v tx ??pxioTspx sx7.sycijt.tvMvTx7as7??xi. Magis etiam haec difTcrt a cctcrorum explicationo, \') V.ni Hcrwenlon Iiic intogru\'" Cratini locuin, quem aflcrt Schol.l\'iat., intercidiasc ccuset.



??? 73 immo plane contraria est. Verum hand scio, an pro upawrspx.legendum sit xccp??rspx. Zen. 5.95 ff\\)7T0iJt.?›Tep0q jxxcp\'/;;\' sttI txv txc axx^xg (psp?ŠvTccvfxsTol\'/Mv. B 849 xTTo TXV KTf-, itcm fero Diog. 8.12, Apost.15.75 xtto tcv Tcvg ysToixcvg .... 7xx(pxg (p?ŠpcvTxg ttoixtsvsiv\'Zenob. ita pergit: txttstxi Is fV?Ž txv fx?Žj tvvxysvuv trxppvj^ix-^Â?7?™xi, Suid. 13.3, Ap. 15.75 stt) txv lix to xyswlg 7ixtrxvtxv,Diog. 8.12 fV/ TXV xrxppii7ix7Txv. Ilinc facile intellegiturapud Zenobium legendum esse i^TT 0 (pro fV/) txv tx?§ 7xx4>x?§(psp??vrxv ixsTcixxv. Sic se res habere videtur, ut prinium deinquilinis diceretur magis nmtos eos esse quam urnas, quasferrent ; deinde translatum sit ad omues, qui libere loquinon auderent. Zen. 5.97 ^iipijv {??v cp?Žxov xyyeKhn-, ^l??vov 5} [x,iXi77x.Ap. 15.38 7eip??jv Sf ^????v Â?7ti xvipoTroi?´v, (4,1X1771/1 Trxpx:rX-^7m \'0/ 5s pcsX^i Ttvx, XV h XX0V7X?‡ o?š !^>i7{Txi. Verba cJ 5f corruptasunt. Van Herwerden corrigit 0 xls 1. Zon. G.11 TX Tplx TXV sU TOV ?™XVXTOV. App. 1.85, B 893mendose tx Tphx. Auctoro Aristide Zenobius imrrat cum,qui oraculum consulcrct,

acccpissc rcsponsum signatum | xx)â– xpOÂ?ipv,txi {jpcsipi^to van Herwerden) x?šrc^, d Xv7{i rrpb vtvo-lJi.i7iJi.mg ^\'Mpxg-, V^ti (xixv txv Tptxv. Pro ??ljsi legendumesse apparet ^vi[jt.ix ylx, nam paenc recte Apostolius 10.20xx) TTposipviTo x?št(c, Â?i ?.v7{i, t-^l^ix TXV Tpixv ct Suidas s.v.TX Tplx TX Â?}g TOV ??xvxTCv cxliibct ipsam vcram lectionem.Privabantur enim oculis, vel mann altera, vel lingua. Verumhaec ad adagium nihil pertinere pcrspicuum est. Jlelioraiam tradit ex Polyzelo comico Suidas s.v. txv rpixv xxxxv h,quae erant jj !;vXov Â?(pÂ?XxÂ?iv, >5 ttieTv xxvsicv >5 trpcl??vtx tvivvxvv oTTxg TXX17TX TXV XXXXV x7rx?,Xx\'/i??vxt- Sed nu??to rectiusab aliis tx rpix txv e\'ig tov ?šxvxtov hacc csso dicuntur : ^i<pog,



??? 74 (3p??xÂ°v, Kxvsiov. Ad quae aperte spectant verba Plutonis inAi-ist. Ran. 1504 kx) S??? rcuri lO.soipSivTi 0Â?pccv Kxl tovtoutri t0??71 TTOpiTTXl?§,M?™p(jt,y]Kl ??\'\'?”[Jt,OLI KXl NlKOflXX^\'T0% 5\' \'ApXÂ?V?›[Jt,Ul \'Kx) 0px^\' x?štoT?§ txx?Šug )jKsivCC?‡ Â?//.Â? hÂ?up) Kx) fAiJ ^tfAAf/l/. Zen. 6.12 to trsp) ^pdv ctx?´tci;. Repetitur ab ingeuti clade,quam Prienensibus Milesii attulerunt in loco, qui Aptj?§ dice-batur. Inde ? px kxtÂ?tit/i kx) ?–pxog ?  rrsp) t??v fisybrccv ?´ rrxpx^p\'m ??kotog. Mant. prov. 3.20 fV; t??v xtxova-r?Špav kx)(Po^sp??v. Inoptuni est xTrXouaT?Špuv. Fortasse legendum est irrt T?œV XXKOKOTUV KX) (Po(3Â?p?œV. Zen. 6.17 t/ o?šk xTryiyl-a, hx i^pug yevfj. Plut. 4.7 Tl\' [oTi] 0?™K XTT\'/iy^OO, \'?ŽvX ?Ž?ŽpX?‡ ^\'fyjj â€? (pX7)v Â?V Qvj^xig sxuTohg xvxipo??ivTsg ovh[/,ixg Tif^iijg [/.srelxov. Von Lcutscli:â€ž?–ti uncis circumdedi." Recte fccit. Sed videtur vocula otiloco suo mutata et rcponenda esse post 0x7iv. ( il\'IJ. â€? Zcn. 6.18 Ti??uvod y?Žjpxg. Omnium intcrpretum consensudicebatur do grandaevis. Paulo aliter explicat Eustatb. udllom. II. 826, 1 : Sf zxpot?Ÿlx sttI ^uffTV^??v ysps\'vTuv Tl?´y,7iTO Toxi

\'Yi?šc??v??v ovoptx, ??g lvi\\o7 ?´ inrm\' [yspovTX^ xvZpx \'ViOuvov(JTTXPXTTUV kx?? TxpxTTuv Kx) kuk??v. Vorsus liic cst Aj-istophaiiisAcliarn. 688. Sod nihil ibi aliud significat nisi virum admo-dum scnom, quem Tithonum dicondo spoctatorum miscricordiamchorus movere conatur. Vox yspovTx intorpretamontum est.Conf. Luc. dial. mort. 7.1, Ilermot. 50. App. 4.68 traditurde morte Sardanapali : 7rÂ?7rvp7roX>ii/,Â?vou Sf to??i ohou ivio?šsvÂ??™pÂ?0Â?)g xtts?´xvs. LcgO s?™ps?›YI XTTO?™XVWV\' Zen. 6.21 "rxxv xpxvyxt^siv. Do navigationo Argonautarumdicit: Â?XÂ??•7Â? yxp c?? \'ApyovxvTxt 5r/?o?´-%??VTf?§ ktÂ?. Logo



??? 75 TTporrcx??vrec. llesych. s7rt[3ox tc Mujiov\' otxv ?špvfvmiv x\'iMovaxi (lege ol M??a-o/) rov "TKxv xvxxxXovvrxi. Schol, adArist. Plut. 1128 \'Upxxh?Žjg TrXkcv (isrx r??^g ""Apyovg slg<7vv Ixrovi ?¨v Kim t jj vtja-t^ s^eXOxv xr??. Voces rj; v^au cor-ruptae sunt. Cium fluvium memorat Dionys. Perieg. 805.Permulti et urbeni cium dicunt esse, velut Apollod. 1.9.19 xxtnoX-j0ijfx.og pih ?¨v Mua-/^ xrtrrxg tt?“Kiv Klou ??(3xalXÂ?U(7ev, Xenoph.Hellen. 1.4.7 slg KTov ri??g Mwi\'xg, ????erod. 5.122 shs Kiev tvji/Mt/<rt\'>}V, Schol, ad Apoll. llliod. 1177 ?¨jrt Klog tt?“M; Mwcrixg.Strabo 12.5G3 in urbiuni Bithyuicarum uumcrum eam refert;quamquam ipse postea dicit fines Bitbynoruni, lilysorumPhrygumque inccrtos esse. Itaque apparet Schol, ad Arist.Plut. 1.1. pro Tij viijCj} legendum esse r^ Mvu/^ vel r??jg \'Mvfftxc. Zen. (J.25. ?štrsp??u zspirpotni- B 923, llesych., Suid. 14.14,Phot, stt) r?šv tx x?šrx {zxvrx rx x?šrx B) ttoiovvtuv xx) (xvihhTrepxtv??vruv, Ap. 17.04, App. prov. 5.5 (tt) r?šv rx x?šrx ttoi-o?švrm ttoxxxxtg xx) [xnlh xvu?´vruv. llic proverbii usus occur-rit Plat. Tlieaet. 209 E ch qp??ijv ^??^xv ^ r?šv xkxuv^txip??pst,

ro??tmv 7rpocrXx(2i7v xiXe??et ^(xxg ??p?´?Žjv i? r?švxk>mv lix(pspei \' xx) ovrcog v) [??v axvrxxvig yj ?štr??pou ?Žj orov Â§>jXiysrxt Trfpirporrij tcpog tx?št>)v r\\\\v t7rirx??;iv ??ysfv xv xiyot.Conf. Plut. adv. Stoic. 27. Aliter explicat O.C.L. 3.19 ?¨jr)r?šv rxx^??ig rt Trpxrr??vrxv. (Juo iure non apparet. Sed im-probanda explicatio Zon. 0.25 ot f).V. 3.81 fVÂ? tccv ttxvtxttoto?švrcov [rx ttxvtx x/v????vtwv) xx) fxyihh "tupxtvivrxv\' Verbatamen sana sunt. Nam D.V. addit: Icm r^\' xoixlxxag,quod omnes interpr?¨tes tlici aiunt do iis, quae fieri nonpossint. Sed intelligo, undo verisimilitor discrimon repcton-dum sit. Nam illud ailagium x\'j\'^p^^ TrotxiXKetg auctorcs Cod.B 922 ot App. prov. 5.4 oiusdeni esse generis dicunt acvTTtpov xs7(xÂ?Tg\' Utroquo loco huic antecodit prov., ??a-i/jcuTTcpirpoTT\'^\' Quam ob rem suspicor Zenobium quoque et D.V.utrumquo proverbium ??^?Špou trspirpozi?Ž et vmpcv xotfxi??g inter-



??? 76 pretatos fuisse, sed lacuna orta explicationem alterius adagiialteri adiunctam esse. Zen. 6.28 vTT?•p oyov crxixg. Zen., B 926, Ap. 17.69 htT?œV TTsp) ?Ÿyj\'^svhg zpy)(tt!j!,0\'j <pt>.0tipi,0vf/,?Švuv, G.C. 8.87 fVÂ? t??vvttip [m\'/lvsv (sic) z??vo?švtuv, G.C.L. 3.28 fV/ t??v ?Ÿ\'/ilsvogk^iccv. Diversae sunt explicationes, quod discrimen repetendumest a triplici proverbii forma: vzlp hou (TKtxg (Zen. 6.28,B 926, Ap. 17.69, G.C. 3.87, G.C.L. 3.23), zsp\'t hou trxixg(Suid. 11.3, 77, Mac. 7.8), hou 7y.t?  (Diog. 7.1, Suid. 11.3,B 709, 711, Vat. 3.20, Mac. 6.37, Ilesych., Ap. 12.92,App. 4.26, C 373, D.V. 3.43). Originem debere adagiumplerique interpr?Št?Šs dicunt narratiunculae qua Demosthenesiudicum aliud agentium vel obstrepentium animes attentesfecit. Audite, inquit, festivam narrationcm. luvenis quon-dam asinum conduxit. Megara profectus aestu ferventerequiescere sub asini umbra in animum induxerat. Umbramtamen asini sibi asinarius vindicavit, autumans se asinumquidem, non autem umbram locasso. Contraria frustra per-hibet iuvenis. Quaro controvorsiam iudicibus disceptandampermittunt. Hacc verba elocutus Demosthenes substitit et

esuggestu descendero coepit. Quum indices ab eo peterent,ut pergeret narrationemquo absolveret, rursus ascendit dixit-que: uzip ?Ÿh hou 7nixg xkc??siv, u xyhpsi, ht??u?ŸelTs, ? u?´pci-TTOu Sf KtvluysuovTog ?™TTsp ???š5f T?Žjg (pciy?Žjg xy?¨xs^??s\' Perspicuum est prov. ??zsp hou (rxtxg spectaro ad ultimaDcmosthenis verba. Ad illud pertinent explicationes, (pialessunt Zen. 6.28, Suid. 11.17 zep) t??v l-AiXTpt?Ÿ??vTCcv zotg ?Ÿ-^hvogxig?Žoig et G.C. 3.87. Ad altercationem tanien iuvenis etasinarii spectat prov. rrsp) hou 7Kixg. Atquo ad haue formamadagii spectant explicationes Mac. 7.8 h] t??v h) (?što.kt?Ÿxxo?Ÿsvxv, Suid. 11.77 izt t??v zsp) t??v ?Ÿy^svog x^iuv ?Ÿ*xo-?Ÿsvccv, Diog. 7.1 h) T?œV (f?Žr)) ?Ÿyilm (pt}^OTi?ŸOu;/.hxv XXI Cpl?.OVÂ?IXOVVTCCV, B 711 fV/ T?œV (iV) iUTf^JlTl 0l7.OVÂ?IXOVVTUV,



??? 77 Ap. 12.92 stt) t??v hsxsv svts\'Ksttxtov Ttvog ipi^ovrccy. Tertiaproverbii forma est ovou tkix, i. e. res vilis, quam sibiquisque vindicat; cuius aptissimae explicatioues sunt Mac.G.37, Gr.C.L. 3.23 iVi t??v y^lsvos x^iuv, Suid. 11.3 tV) t?Žigov?šsvsix?§, D.Y. 3.43 fV) t??v 6?štsxccv kx) O??SfvJ?§ Kcyov x^luv.Occnrrit aliquoties prov. â– ^rsp) ovov (tkix?§ , velut Arist. Yeap.191 roganti Trsp) tov .ux^sT v??v I?Ž^tx; respondetur trap) cvov(Txix?§. Eiusd. Daedal. fr. 238 Dind. Trspi tov yxp vylv oTt? hsyoz vvv Â?7Tr, TTsp) hov crxixg. Sopb. C?Šdai, fr. 308Dind. oTt XV tl ysv>}Txi, rx ttxvt ovov crxix. Luc. Ilermot.71 txvtss ?›s ittog (ItTsTv -zsp) ovov (TXIXg (Jt.XXOVTXl o?Ž CplXOffO-CpovvTsg. Singularia est explicatio Ap. 12.02 ^Vl t??v fit)Tccv TrXovrix xx) XxfXTrpx. xx) xpxovfz?Švuv ??t; xvxyx?Žj?§ Tojg fiixpojgTS xx) s?™TsXsffi. l\'atet tamen unde orta sit. Nempo Aposto-lius adagium interpretatua est in eorto contextu verborumcollocatum. Nonnulla corrupta aunt vol nuitila. Diog. 7.1 trr) t??vy Vil s v) (lege stt) /zi^lsv)) CpiXoTiyovfi?Švtcv xx) (piXcvsixo??vTxv.Porro asinarina dicit: cvov coi t [iKr??utrxyy^v. l^ege

fj^t/V-?šutjx (piod reporiatur etiam apud U 711 ?? is rov ovov ssa-troti^gsyxxsto avttfi x?Šyuv, on tov hov (toi s ,u icr?´ wa-xyij v- Eiuaexplicatio fV) t??v s?™TsX?¨trt cpiXovsixsvvncv sic corrigatur tV<t??v fV svTsXsffi cpacvsixovvTuv, (piod babot Cod. Yat. 8.20,qui tamen mendose [Aiu?š??^xg exliibot pro (jc,i7?™ xy-svo:et s(xKJ?™coaxy^v pro ?¨fiU?´axrx. H 02G pro Suvaor??ii/legelixx7T?œv, (I.C. 3.87 srrl t??v ??^rlp fiijliv (lego f^ijlsvoc)ttovovvtav. Apost. 17.GO tovtu kx??x\\pxfisv0i; t??v xpir??v. Protovtcj Siiidaa rectius pracbet o??rccc. App. prov. 4.2G ??ovyiXxTijg sx??xvs, Ivov o?šx) (^aixv Xsyccv x?štov fxsfzit?´xxhxi.Pro xvT?“v legendum est x?št??, itemquo apud C 373. Zen. G.33 ^poupijaxi sv Nxvttxxtu. Apost. 17.08 ?“V/<I>/AÂ?5rn-<J?s>mv Nx?“ttxxtov \'Axxi??v yvchntfl rovg (ppovpoug x?šrh?§ xtt^ktsivsttxvtxg. Lego x?štij?§.



??? 78 Zen. 6.37 ^xnoj Ipavos. Plut. 2.23 ([Â?Zko?§ yxp ryjy ?´uyxTspxSZ"\'-^ STTtyx?ŸOv y.tÂ?. Lege Â?J^??xoq yxp ti; ktL Zen. 6.40 t?Živ x^ttsXov. Plenius Arist. Vesp. 1291 sitx v??v i^ij7rxtii7Â?v v! ^^/J^s t^y x>ji.izÂ?h0-j. Thomas Mag. 393,16 Ritschl ;; zxpx^ t^v X?ŸTTsXOV sKV?Ÿ-^VXTQ. ZoU. , B 942,D.V. 3.90, Mant. prov. 3.44 otxv vtto to?? (t??^cvto; to (tu^??-?Ÿivov TTx?´\'^ (xTTxr-yj?´i) Mac. 3.96, Â?^x7rxTK<la App. prov. 2.71,Cod. Vat. 1.100, B 455). Suid. 6.90 ??\'txv ?´tto to?? (rckcvro;to (Tw^ov ??^-xttxryi?´^. Lege to 7cc^0?ŸÂ?vov. Ilesych. ctxvotto tov <j ut^o^?Švov to (tjj^ov xttxtt^?´-^\' Lege ctxv vtto tov(T?›^oyTo; TO <Tcc^0?ŸÂ?vov xTXTVi^ itemque apud Schol. adArist. Vesp. 1290. Zcn. 6.50 u7TTÂ?p XaAx/S/x^ tÂ?TOXÂ?v ?Žj^Tv ^ yuv^. Ko?Ÿ?Ÿijv yxp ^XO\'I, tjjv S7riX\\\\^?™Â?7>TXV xxxxl^x, Â?tÂ?t\'^yi CTTXX iro/j^vixto, TTp?œTiJV <TVV?›lX\'.?Ž7XTXy Xy2pi Â?KXT??y XXI^UV yÂ?yÂ?<7?–Xl jMVIT?ŠpX\' Res ipsa clamat zpmviv mendosum esse. Corrige tVf/Svj otkxXOiXxx sTTOt^axTO TrpuT\'/j, <jvyoix^(Tx7xy xtÂ?. Auctoro IlesychioKoVz/3>j erat Kovp^?ŽTuv ?Ÿ^Ti^p. Straho 10.472 (723) dicit deCurctibus:

Tfpi?šh??xt 3\' ottXx xxXkx Trp?œTOv; sv Ev?Ÿolx\' S/?  xx]%xXxihix; xvTOv; xXyj???Žjvxi.



??? THESES.
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??? THESES. I. Time. 5.17 x\'jrxitxitqvvriiv yxp UXxtxixv ol Qij^xToi ecpx7xvou Â?Aa\' i[jtoXoyix xutSv frp:<txup>t<rxvTuy nx) ou trpo^^vTcov^X^iy TI Pracstnt TrpohOivruv. II. Time. 5.72 t5 Â?AA-j aTpxTOZil-f), nxt (iÂ?Xi7TX t^ fiia-u,^TTsp i "Ayt; xÂ?) Trepl xMv o\'l rptxnoaiot \'nnrij; KXhoutisvot, xpoTTTSvivTsg TUV TS \'Apyslwv Tolq 7rps(T(2vTipoiq xxiTrivrs uvo[4,x7[yt,svoii; xxi KXsccvxloii; xx) \'Opvsxrxt? xx) \'ACyjvxlwv roli xxpxrsTxy/Jkivoig hps\\pxv ciiTs ig AJf?;Â?? TovgTToXXobg uTToptilvxvTxg, Â?AA\' fj? iz^ffxv ci Axxs\'Sxifioviot, sv&i/gsvh\'vTxg xxl huv oug xxl xxTXTTXTijOivrxg rou (iij (pOijvxt r^viyxxTxXi^^iV\' Pro Kxrx-irxTViUvTxg legendum est xxTXTXTyitrxvTxt\' (I



??? 82 â– i III. Thuc. 6.46 kx) t?? [??\'j N/z/^ trpofr\'^??xoysvx h r?  ttx?§x tZv\'Eys<jtxtccv, toTv 3f sTspoiv kx) xXcy??rspx.E Scholiasta reponendum xXoy??rxrx. lY. Thuc. 8.55 f\'y tovtc?§ ?´ nslxpno?§ xiir?Šg ts kx) to trip) X?™TOV STTlKOUptKOV f^WV KTÂ?. Particula rs non habct, quo rofcratur. Y. Thuc. 8.92 kx) tov (dvipxy?¨vviv ^p??-uv, si Ioks?? x?št?? .stt\'? yx?´?? TO tsTxo?§ oholoixsl^?´xi, xxl si xpcsivov sivxi Kx?´xips?´sv\'Pro Kxl legendum est YI. Soph. Oed. Col. 486 sqq. * f4\' SVfASV?›V arspvxv lix^tr?šxi tov ikstijv cut^piovxitov trv t\' x?´t?¨c ksi t/?§ xxxo?§ xvt) 70v. Yocabulum 7UTvipiov non est sollicitandum. YII. Eurip. Ion. 1498 sq. <1>5/33J - V - KXTxhs?šslffX (TXV xtts^xxov \\pvxxv, x7til3x?.cv, tskvov\' Lacuna supplcatur voce [xxrifo;. il



??? S3 VUL Eurip. Alc. 1072 sq. Â?t yxp T0(7X\'jTyiv "h??\'jxytv sJz^v, mrs trifv ??g (p??g-TTOpSLKyxi vspr?¨pav fx yUVX?•KX Kxi <701 T\'^v\'Ss TTOpVVVXt xxpiV\' Corrigendum est kxI 70i ezopauv\' av IX. Eurip. Cyclop. 323 sqq. OTXV xvcc??sv o!J!,^pov ?¨^xhiv TjjSf TTSTP^ ffTSyv\' 7XiJVU{JtXTU , )} 1107X0V ?¨TTTOv >j Tl (^vjpsiov \'hxxogIxivviisvog, fJ T?•yym ts yx7Tip\' OtttIxv,iTTSXTTIMV yXhXXTOg Â?.{l^Pop?¨x, TTS^OVxpovu, Alog l3povTX?•7iv iig tpiv xtuttmv.Legendum est xx) (i?Š^xov xr?Š. X. Eurip. Cycl. 525 sq. Ku. ??s?¨g S\'fV x7xcp TT??g yiyi^??\' oixoug \'??5. hc\'J Ti??ij Tig, ivOxh\' iVrlv fun-fx^jc.Legendum est Â?U7T{y^c. XI. Eurip. Mod. G33 sq. [A-^zot\', Â? Ihzoiv , iz fjtw) T?“^UV i^pslvig \'ifAipX XP^\'^^"\'\' i\'t7T?“V\' 7T ?Š py O t h?Š jC4f ai}^pC7\'JVX, Iccpijf^X XXh>.lffTCV huv. Legendum est vtiyoi Ss jt*Â? 7u:ppo7??vx xt\'s.



??? 84 xir. Eurip. Aie. argum. : <pÂ?px7g pc / f tt??Xsi r??jg QÂ?Ttx?Jx?§.Lege xp??rifj Tr??Xei. XIIL Aristoph. Anagur. fr. 9 (Dind. 143, Suid.) opiAOv TTxp??\'JTog Ty\\v xrpxzov Kxrspp?švtv.Corrige oli^ov rrxpovTog. XLV. Lucian. ????crniotim. Â§ 55: o?š^sv yxp zpog tov ?š^iqvwov, a TTX?•, >.Â?"}\'UV. Corrigendum est h?¨ysig. XV. Hesyohius: TrpodTropisHv\' ?¨Tnvovi?´?Šv.Logendum est \'tTrtTrotij?´?Šv. XVI. . Tac. Hist. 4.25. Sic milujatis animis lionnam, hihcrnamprimac logionis, vontum.Fortasse legendum est instiyatis. XVII. \' * Tac. Ilist. 4.70. Sed incursu cohortium, quas Soxtiliusducobat, ct reperto vado proditiis fususquo.Logendum est: pronUus.



??? XVIII. 85 Plaut. Mcnaccliin. 1128......nam mihi hoc erat, quod nunc est, Mcnacchmo; ilium____ turn vocabant Sosiclcm. Particula turn corrupta oat, corrigcudaquo allcrum. XIX. Plant. Merc. 438. At illic pollidUist prior. Portasso logendum est: pol! licitust. XX. Ten onrechte zeggen Bogaerta en Koenen, Woorden enuitdrukkingen der Nederlaiulacho taal, pag. 15: â€žNieta pleitmeer voor de beachaving cn den rijkdom der Ncdcrlaiidachetaal dan de cigonschap, dat bijna elk zelfst. u.w., elk bijv.n. w., elk wcrkw. cn elk voorzetsel in eigenlijken cn iu figuur-lijken zin kunnon voorkomen." XXI. J)o uitdrukking: vocre drijven in den versregel van Hooft,Oooraerdt van Vclzcn 2.3.2: â€žOhy zult nao dozen tijdt der voeren niet moer dry von"bctcckcnt: daden bedrijven, niot zooala Oudomans, Taalkundigwoordenboek op de gedichten van Hooft \'t verklaart: bewindvoeren. XXII. lilotloy vergeet zijn plicht als geschiedschrijver, als hij inzijn Life and death of John of Barnovcld, vol. 2\'* chap. XVIII,



??? 8?– p. 274 sq., den loop van een gesprok tusschen prins Manritsen Oldenbarneveld mededeelt, waarvan hij zelf erkent: â€žI findno allusion to this interview in Barnevelds papers nor incontemporary historians" en verder: â€žI have ventured slightlyto indicate the course of a conversation of which no minuteexists." XXIII. Ten onrechte zegt ter Haar, dc historiografie der kerk-geschiedenis, dorde stuk, pag. 299: â€žGaat daarentegen devoorstander eener organische geschiedbeschouwing zoo verre,dat het begrip van noodwendigheid voor hem dat eCnerabsolute noodzakelijkheid wordt, dan zouden wij niet ernstiggenoeg tegen eene Historiebeschouwing kunnen protesteeren,welke, gelijk zij de vrijheid des gecstcs doodt, zoo ook aando geschiedenis hare schoonheid , hare meest belangwekkcudezijde ontneemt." XXIV. \' Alles begrijpen is alles vergeven. XXV. Ten onrechte ontkent Docdes, Leer van God, dat onderdc eigenschappen Gods al datgene moet gerekend worden,wat â€žvereenigd het Godsbegrip constitueert."
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