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ON THE EDITED AND UNEDITED FRAGMENTS OF
PHILO JUDAUS.

SO much having been said with regard to the subject of Parallels, we
proceed to the practical use of the special manuseript to which we have
drawn attention. It has been already intimated that there seems very little
prospect of publishing the text in full, or, which is nearly the same thing, of
re-editing the Parallels of Lequien. We are accordingly obliged to make
what use we can of the extracts (i) for the recension of the text of the Old
and New Testaments, (i1) for the text of the earlier Fathers. Reserving the
former for another opportunity, we have concluded that the most useful thing
would be to select a new series of passages from the oldest Greek Fathers
and identify and classify them as far as possible. And since Philo is one of
the writers most frequently quoted, and one for whose text in late days least
has been done, we have devoted the remainder of the present book to
this writer alone. For it soon becomes evident that it is of little use merely
to reprint the extracts from Philo contained in the Codex, unless a complete
study be made at the same time of the fragments already edited, and rightly
or wrongly ascribed to him. In other words we have done many months’
hewing of wood and drawing of water for the next editor of Philo, who may
bless us if he finds the work done well, but cannot altogether curse us when
he finds references given to sources from which he can with greater fulness
and certainty draw for himself.

A further reason why we have taken this in hand, besides the need of
a re-edited and expanded text of Philo, lies in the fact that we have a
profound reverence amounting almost to a cultus for the Alexandrian sage; to
us his fragments are no mere chaff and draff, but such blessed brokenness of
truth just dawning on the world that one would almost imagine him to be
holding out to us what had previously passed through the hands of the
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2 FRAGMENTS OF

Master himself I do not mean to imply by this that the portions of his
writings selected by the earlier Christian Parallelists are the most beautiful
of his sayings: as far as I know, none of them seeks to employ his doctrine of
the Logos in direct illustration and defence of the Christian Faith: I have
never anywhere found quoted the magnificent passage in the De Somniis IL
§ 87, kal Yuyi & evdaluove To ilepdTarov éxwwpa wpoTewoloy, Tov éavtis
Noyiopudy, Tis émiyel Tods iepods xvdbovs Tns wpos arjbeiav eldpoaivns éTi
py olvoydos Tod Oeoid kal ouumociapyos Adyos; and the general supposition
amongst Ecclesiastical writers that Christian attention was drawn to Philo
by his monastic works is not verified by our quotations. For example there
is only one extract from De Vita Contemplativa and only one from Quod
Omnis Probus. Nor have I, which is more surprising, found any consciousness
on the part of those making the extracts, of the close parallelism between
Philonian terms and the language of the New Testament. But this does
not prevent us from feeling that a certain worth attaches to even the least
quotations from so great a writer, and that unless the fragments are gathered
up, something will be lost.

In the case in question an additional interest arises from the fact that the
lost writings of Philo are many, and of many of those which are preserved the
Greek has disappeared.

Philo himself often alludes to works which he has written (and almost all
his books form an ordered series of expositions) which are not now to be found
amongst his collected writings. For example he opens his treatise De
Ebrietate with the remark that in the previous treatise he had discussed the
opinions of other philosophers on the subject of drunkenness. It appears
therefore that our present treatise is the second of two on the same subject,
of which the former is lost, unless we take the words to refer to the De
Plantatione, and what confirms us in this belief is the fact that we often find
passages referred to De Ebrietate in Parallels which do not seem to occur in
the published treatise.

The treatise “Who is the Heir of Divine Things” opens with the state-
ment that the previous book had been wepl pia@dv. It is possible that this
may be a reference to the De Migratione Abrahamsi and the promise
discussed in it “Surely blessing I will bless thee,” but I do not feel sure
of the point.

The book which preceded the De Somniis 1. was a discourse on visions,
which also seems to be lost. The treatise Quod Omnis Probus Liber was
preceded by another to which Eusebius and Jerome are said to refer, the title
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PHILO JUDAZEUS. 3

of which seems to have been complementary to this one, mwepi T0d wdvra
SotAov elvar padhov.

The opening of the treatise against Flaccus seems to me to bear the mark
of incompleteness, and we are confirmed in this belief by a number of
unrecognized fragments referred thereto. The same must be said of the
treatise against (laius, at the close of which the writer breaks off with the
remark Aextéoy 8¢ xal Ty malwedlav mwpds I'diov. In another passage
De Mut. Nom. § 6 (1. 586), he refers to treatises on Covenants which he has
written, and it is perhaps to these that Jerome refers when he includes a
treatise De Testamentis amongst the writings of Philo®

Further, the quotations which Eusebius makes from Philo are often taken
from books which have disappeared either in Greek, or altogether, such as the
Questions on Genesis, Exodus, &e., the book De Providentia and the Hypothe-
tica, which was a sort of hortatory treatise on ethics, and indirectly was
an apology for the Jewish people.

A great step was taken in the direction of restoring Philo when Aucher
published with a number of other tracts an Armenian and Latin edition of
the De Providentia and of the greater part of the Questions on the Pentateuch.
By the aid of this book we have been enabled to restore more than a
bundred fragments of the Questions to their proper places. The treatise has
an especial value; with the exception of one or two glosses it is, I believe,
pure Philo; and it is, as pointed out by Mai and Aucher, the basis of many
of Ambrose’s expositions on the book of Genesis.

A single instance of this may be taken from the beginning of Ambrose’s
treatise on Cain and Abel.

Ambrose, Cain et Abel 1. ¢. 1 § 2.
Adam autem cognovit Evam mulierem

suam, quae concepit et peperit Cain et

dizit; Acquisivi hominem per Deum.
Quae acquirimus, ex quo, et a quo et per
quid acquirimus, considerari solet: ex
quo, tamquam ex materia: a quo, quis
auctor; per quid, tamquam per aliquid
instrumentum. Numgquid hic sie dieit:
Acquisivi hominem per Deum: ut Deum
intelligas instrumentum? Non utique:
&e,

Questions on Genesis 1. 58 (Aucher
1L 41).

An recte dictum fuerit de Cain: Ac-
quisivi hominem per Deum ?

Distinguitur esse ab aliquo et ex
aliquo et per aliquid; ex aliquo sicut
ex materia; ab aliquo ut a causa; et
per aliquid, ut per instrumentum. Atqui
pater et creator universorum non est
instrumentum, sed causa, &e.

1 COf. De SS. Abelis et Caini, § 12 ad fin,
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4 FRAGMENTS OF

Let us now enumerate briefly the sources from which the principal collec-
tions of fragments of Philo have come.
Mangey edited his fragments in the following order:

’

a’. The fragments from lost books quoted by Eusebius.

8. The fragments which he could not identify ascribed to Philo in
the printed text of Damascene’s Parallels (ed. Lequien). N.B. Those which
he did identify may be compared with a number of texts of the same
passages especially in the Cod. Reg. 923, but I have not, for want of space,
gone over the ground again at length in order to add a few variants.

. The fragments from Cod. Rupef. also printed by Lequien.

8. The fragments from John Monachus, which, as we have shewn, is
only another name for the part of Cod. Rupef. neglected by Lequien.

€. A number of extracts from the Melissa of Antony.

s’. Some unidentified extracts from an Oxford Florilegium Cod.
Baroce. No. 143.

¢. A French Catena (Cod. Reg. 1825) brought to light a number
more.

To the foregoing we may make additions as follows:

7. The Res Sacre of Leontius and John as edited by Mai:
vide supra.

. A large collection made by Pitra Anal. Sac. 1t. from Cod. Coislin.
276, and from certain codices in the Vatican Library.

¢. A collection made by Tischendorf and published in his Philonea,
one passage from Cod. Vat. 746, the rest from a Florilegium at Cairo.

ta’. The Cod. Reg. 923 described above.

8. Some passages given by Cramer, in his Anecd. Ozon. 1v. and
in his Catena on the New Testament.

vy The whole of the fragments referred to Philo in the Loci Com-

munes of Maximus and his literary follower Antony (Melissa) need to be
re-examined ; and as will be seen below I have made a large number of

fresh identifications.

8. The great Leipsic (printed) Catena (Lips. 1771) of Nicepho-
rus is full of fragments of Philo. It was made from two private MSS. in
Constantinople, see Zahn Suppl. Clem. p. 5. 1 have gone through the book,
and, I believe, identified them all, but the result was disappointing, as there
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PHILO JUDAZUS. 5

seemed to be indications that the text had been artificially conformed to
the printed edition of Mangey. At all events, it often differs little from it.

/. Closely connected with this beautiful Catena is the British
Museum Catena (Cod. Burney 34) which with Cod. Reg. 1825, and ome
or two other Catenas, is probably derived from the same original as the
Leipsic Catena. I have worked through the Burney Catena and identified
almost every passage.

ts”. Somewhat different from the preceding, but often agreeing with
it in quotations, is the (Latin) Catena of Zephyrus the Florentine (Colon.
1572) which contains many extracts from Philo. Zephyrus says that his
translation was made from a “Codex vetustus” (?Florentinus). I have
gone through this Catena and identified nearly all the passages referred to.

1§, A Latin Catena on Genesis published at Paris in 1546 by
Aloysius Lippomanus, and followed by a second volume in 1550 containing
a Catena on Exodus. I have examined and verified, I believe, all the
passages quoted from Philo in this Catena.

o, Attention should also be given to Cordier’s (Latin) Catena on
Luke, published at Antwerp in 1628 from a MS. in the Library of S. Mark
at Venice. A similar Catena exists, according to Cordier, in the library at
Vienna. (?Cod. Vind. theol. gr. 71.) Zahn points out (Suppl. Clem. 7)
that this Catena is only a part of a great four-vol. Cat. of Nicetas on
Luke. I have identified all the passages of Philo translated by Cordier.
In particular it will be found that on Luke xxii. 1 he quotes almost the
whole of the treatise De Septenario.

0. A number of passages are also given in the Florilegium of
Georgis (? Georgides, Georgidios) Monachus, published in Migne Patr, G».117.
In this Catena the passages are arranged alphabetically, in the order of their
initial letters. Zahn points out the importance for the text of a Florentine
MS. plut. 1X, cod. 15 from fol. 25 a—103 a.

’

«. The commentary of Procopius on the Pentateuch is full of
passages and abridgments from Philo.

These are the principal sources for Philonea: and no doubt the list might
be largely increased. Our space does not permit us to print at length all
the extracts referred to nor the variants occurring therein; even in passages
referred to, our remarks are of necessity brief Indeed, until the matter
is gone into, one has little idea of the enormous extent to which Philo
is quoted by Christian writers.
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6 FRAGMENTS OF

We may now proceed to arrange in order the results of our investigations,
beginning with those fragments which can with any show of truth be
ascribed to special lost books, and in particular devoting especial attention
to the lost books of the Quawstiones in Genesim, Ezodum et Leviticum, by
which means we shall remove from the collections in Mangey and other
writers the greater part of their accumulated fragments.

Our first collection is from the lost book styled the fourth of the
Allegories of the Sacred Laws. At present there are only three such books;
but the extracts published by Mai shew that the numeration of books of
Allegories ran beyond these three, and that this numeration after a certain
point became double; so that the treatise Quod Det. Pot. is almost always
cited as VIL. and VIL of the Allegories®. And we may remark here that
these ancient titles are much to be trusted. They often conserve ancient
names of books, which have given place to others in later copies. For
instance, our Cod. Reg. often speaks of the books {pruarwy eis v
éaywyiy, which last word is employed by Philo instead of é€Eodos, just
as he often uses émfvouis in place of Sevrepovoutov.

Fragments of Philo from the lost fourth book of the Allegories of the
Sacred Laws.

’ ’ L] -~ \ 2 by L) ~
[ravrov wév, el 3t 10 dAnlis elmeiy,
¥ bd 3 Ay 3 ’
axvpoy avlpwmos, oddevds evellnpuévos,
ody oL 74v dAAwy, dAN oU8¢ TEv mepl
. 7 > € 7 > >
avrév Befaiws, ovx vyelns, ovk evarcln-
, ? kd I'é ~ \ A4 ~
olus, oVk apTIGTNTOS THS TEPL T& GANA ToOD
’ LAY -~ L 5 7 \
océpaTos, ovxi Puvis, ovk ayxwoias. Ta

\
dp kard wAodrov 1 S6fav % plhovs %
n

kd \ N @ » 4 s b -
apxas 7 6o aAla Tuxpd, TS 0UK Oldev,
N A o, 3 3
ws éoriv aféBata; "Qore dvdyxn opoloyely,
@ \ o \ -~ 3
dre wept &va 70 kUpos TGV amdvrwv oti,
\ ¥ »
ToV dvra Grrws kipiov.]

Dam. Par. 326, but in Cod, Reg. 923 (fol. 55) it is referred to éx Tod s
vépwy lepdy dANyyopias. On the other hand this title may more properly
belong to the immediately preceding extract only, which I identify as coming
from the treatise Quod Det. Pot. § 37, for this treatise is often described

as vIL and viL Alleg. Sac. Leg.
brackets.

1 This double numeration may have arisen
from counting the treatise De Mundi Opificio as
the first book of the Allegories: and on £. 23 of

Hence we enclose the preceding in

Cod. Rup. a passage from 1. Leg. Alleg. is quoted
28 &x 100 Sevrdpov Tis vopwy lepdv aNAyoplas.
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PHILO JUDAEUS. 7

dusjxavov owvvmdpyew Tiv mpos kdopov dyamqy T3 wpds Tov Oedv dydmy, ¢s dpi-
xavov cvvurdpxew dAMjAots pds kai ardros.

Lequien prints this passage with a note of suspicion on account of the
apparently Christian sentiment which it contains; but we remark that it
occurs twice in the printed parallels, p. 8370 and p. 382, each time with
a reference to Philo, that Cod. Reg. 923 in the latter case prefixes ér T#s
vopwv a\\yyoplas, while Mai (Serépt. Vet. Coll. Vol. vIL p. 95) gives the
same passage from Cod. Vat. 1553 with the preface éx Tob & T9¢ vopwy
aA\yyoplas.

~ -~ -~ -~ by ks 4
Tdv moMTw@y &av Tas tAas dpélys, kevov  aiveats éraxolovfely Soxel xkal ayxivota:
- -~ ~ \ by
Tidov evpfoas volv ovk Eyovra. Méype drav 8¢ wepioupedy), ovumeptatpel kal 7O
\ \ e A s A ’ > ’ ~ 3 ~
ptv ydp %) Tév &krds wpogeaTw ddlovia, Soxelv Ert Pppoveiv.

Printed by Mangey (1. 661) from the Parallels of John Monachus
(=Rup. f. 29 b), where the heading is expressly ée 7ijs &' Tédv véuwy icpdv
d\\yoplas; also found in Maximus (ed. Combefis. 1L 623). The first
sentence is also found twice in Anton Melissa col. 1083 and 1184, in both
cases reading Tdgov.

elkéTws pekéryy piv Gavdrov, oxidv 8¢ «éres amedivavro' éxatépwv ydp évapyeis Plat.
kel vmdypappmov s adbhs émopdvns dva-  péper Tds eixdvast pefiord yip kal waploTd glh ido
Busaews Tov Tmvov of Td dAyBi mwedpovy- oV adrov €€ choxMijpov.

Mangey (1L 667) from John Monachus (= Rup. f. 265); also in Maximus
(11. 615), and in Cod. Reg. 923 (f 342 b), where it is referred to the
Allegories of the Law.

ool rves, 6L Yorarov dwodverar Tov Tijs  8ofys kal Tob wapd Tols woMlols émalvov

xevodofias xirdva ¢ codds' kai dv ydp Tdy  wéduker yrrdobar.
Moy 7is waldv wepwparioy, dAd Tijs

Mangey (1. 668). From John Monachus (=Cod. Rup. f. 267), with the
heading éx 700 a' Tis vépwv iepdv dAAyyopias, where we should probably
read & for o', owing to the confusion common amongst uncial characters.

Also in Anton Melissa col. 1184 reading dmodvcerat, mepikpatijoe, and
omitting dv and Tis.

The next passage is from Mai (Script. Vet. Coll. vIL p. 95) and is found
in the Parallels of Leontius and John (Cod. Vat. 1553), from which a part of
it is quoted by Turrianus, de epist. pont. 1v. 206 b.
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8 FRAGMENTS OF

- -~ -~ ?
¢k Tod & Tijs vopwv lepav aAyyopias.
8oV 8&wxd ¢mow wpd wpoadmov oov
’
Td payopeva, v {wjv kai Tov Gavatov,
\ \
70 dyafov kal 70 xaxov' &Aefar Ty {wnv
’ ~ hd
iva {joy paxdpiov xpfipa, mpoBévros ap-
~ ~ bd
porepa Tod Syuiovpyod, T0 duewoy ioxvew
XafBetv mjv Yuxiive poaxapuitepov 8¢ T0 py
» A L4 7’ \ \ \ ’
admjy éXéobai, Tov 8¢ Snuiovpyov mpooa-
\ ~ . FYSN \ ’
yeabor kai Bednidoar olde yap kuplws
- -~ ~ A
avfpuimwos vobs aipetrar & éavrod 70
dyadov, dAAG kar® érippooivny feov Swpov-
’ - 3%/ \ ’ ~ \
pévov Tois délots 7d kdAarar Svolv ydp
ovrwv kedadalwy wopa 1@ vouoléry, Tob
pév 8T ody s dvBpwmos Arioxel Td mwdvra
< ’ - \ o L3 ¥ ’
¢ bBess, T0v 6¢ o s avfpumos waudeder
. I3 Lol o) by \ 0
kel cadpovila, 6T dv piv 10 Selrepov
4 hY 3 ¥ A A 3,2
kotaoxevdly, 10 ws dvfpemos xal 76 ép
ypiv elodyy, os ikavds kal yrdval 7o kel

LA )
Bovregbar kai éNéobac kal Puyetv: or dv
N \ ~ \ ¥ o 3 € ¥
8¢ 70 wpdrov xal apewor, otL oby ds dv-
’ ’
fpwmos Tds wavtov Swvdpers kal alrias
avdyy O pndév vrolemdpevos &oyov 16
7 Oed py pevos &pyov ¢
2. 3 \ 2 kd S A\ )
vevouévy dAd Seifas dwpakrov airé xai
-~ o ¥ A
mdoxov, Splot 88 o1’ v P & érépwr
L4 » 3 \ \ ¥ 3 ~ \ AJ
ott &yvw ¢ feds Tovs dvras adtod kal Tods
e 4 2 A ’ « LI\ 3 ’
ayiovs avrol mpoanydyero €l 8¢ éxhoyal Te
‘ kJ \ 7 e\ ) 2_7
Kai amrexdoyai xvpiws vme Tod évos airlov
-~ 4
yivovrat, 1{ pot wapawels & vopobéra iy
\ - ~
{ojv xal 71ov Odvarov aipeiocfar ds s
e 7 3 ’ 3 * y ¥ -
aipérews ovrokpdropt; dAN elwor dv, Tav
’,
TowiTwy eloaywykdrepoy drover Méyerar
A\ -~ -~ ’ AY ’
yap Tabra Tols prme Td peydda peuvy-
Ié ’ ’ 3 -
pevols puoTpia wepi Te apxs xai éovoias
-~ 3 ’ \ N ¥ -~
700 dyemjtov kal wepi dyav ovSevelas Tol
yevnTob.

The next passage is from the same source as the preceding (Mai, Script.

Vet. Coll. vi1. p. 107).
b) ~ 4 -~ ’ e -~ 3 ’
¢k Tob & 7@y vépwv iepdv dAAyyopias.

4 hY \ \ e ~ 3 -~
TPOTYKEL TOV TONTLKOY 1] QTADS OpLAELy,
dAX Exew Suirrdv Aoyow, Tov piv dAyfelas

N ~ ’ \ \ ’ \ ~
kal 1ol ovpdépovros, Tov 8¢ 8ofys ral ToD
7déose dvdyxn yap TP mwoMTikg ) Goa
dpovely guudépovta yeiTar, xai Aéyew
» i * N kd ’ A) \
dvrikpys, dAN &via dmoxpirreafar Sid 70
woAXdkis TOV dkpoaryy dAlotpiws Staxel-

Py \ s ’ (SR TN

pevov elvas wTpos 70 dxoAdxevTov Kai evlvs
~ i -~ > ’ e \ N ~
7ot a\nbois admudleaw, ws undév &rv Tév
» E) ’ 3 2N 8/ ~
els éravdpbuow wpotecfar dei 8¢ ye Tols

- 1] L4 -~ * -~ [ Ié

copols lokévar v latpdv, of xalew Te
\ ’ A -~ ’ bl ~

kal Tépuvew i} kevovv péAlovres, v TL TGV
k4 eQ 7 \ ~ \ ~ ’

ouk P8éwy mév Avaireldv 8¢ Tols kduvouat

Ed
wouely, ov mpohéyovar Tds Oeparelas, dAN
4 -~
éorw Gre kai wuvfavopévev dpvodvrar €ir
L /
éaiprys ovdly é\miodvTov Towolrwy dANG
kd
kol Tavevrio mpoodoknodvtwy, v O¢pa-
’ ’
melav pode ebrdvws émdépovar, 70 Yei
\
cacbar perd 7o ouppépovros kpeirrov
, 7

dAnfelas dAvoiredols vrolapSBavovres.

Mai reads dkoAdorevrov.

s ebdaypovios éori 70 wépas feod Borjfear of yap évdely & Sdvarar Boyboivros

Geov.

Mangey (11. 668) from John Monachus (= Rup. f. 120), with the heading

ék Tob & Tiis vopwy lepdy aANyyopias.

Num. xvi.
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PHILO JUDEUS. 9

Fragments of Philo from the lost portion of the book

wEPL YLydvTOY.

i -~ ~
adbvarov olpar undty purwbivar Tis
Juxis, pnde 1o Televrala kai kaTwrdre

avrfjs kel dv s & dvfpdwots réletos
> ~
lvar Sox.

John Monach. (Mang. 11. 662) = Rup. f. 67 b, reading Soxei and headed éx
700 mepl quyavrov: Pitra, Anal. Sac. 1. 309 (Cod. Coislin. 276, £ 47)

€ - ~ 3 ~ \ ~ 4
(L. pumicOivar), Tob avTod wepl @Y quydvTww.

2 \ o e\

dvdpelas éori 70 SomAnkrov elvar vwo

’ ~ \ ’ \ \ 3 -~

¢oBuwv 18y wepl Odvarov, kai 10 ebapoi
> ~ ~ \ \ » 3 -~

¢&v Tois Sewols kal 76 edrolpov &v Tols K-

4
Svvots kal 70 pdAdov aipeicfar rebvavar

~ A E] -~ - b h) ’
kaAds 9 aloxpds cwbijvar, kal 76 vikns
¥ L 4 > ~ 3 4 3
alrwov elvar.  mapémerar 8¢ 17 avdpelo 1
ebrodpla kai edfuxia kai 70 Gdpaos.

John Monach. (Mang. 1. 665) éx 7ol wepi quyavtwy = Cod. Rup. £ 185.

wéduke Tols peydois dxolovfely $Odvos.

John Monach. (Mang. 11. 668) without heading.

Cod. Reg. 923, f. 354 b wepl nuydvron.

It should be noticed that the sentiment is found also in the De Sampsone,
edited by Aucher from the Armenian (11 560), “Quoniam, ut dicitur, solet

magnum virum sequi invidia.”

A k] kd
Tis Yuxils TO €idos ovk ék TGV avrev

orotxelwy & bv 7d dAAa dwereletro Oie-

wAdatn, kabapwrépas Te kal dpeivovos Elaye
1ijs ovaias, & s kai ai Oelar Pioes &dy-
povpyoivros wap & xal povor TGV év

iy eixéros dpfaprov ofev elvar Sidvorar

’ \ > b e ’ N b
HoVY yop avmiv o yevmjoas marip éhev-
’ 352 \ \ - s 2\
Oeplos Héiwoe xkal 7d Tis dvayxys dvels
Seopd dderov elace, Swpnoduevos avTh
700 mpewwdeosTdTov Kal oixetoTdTOV KTIj-
3 A ~n s -~ A > ’
patos avrd, Tod ékovaiov polpav, fv %dv-
2,
varo défacbar.

In Cod. Reg. f. 877 this is headed wepi qrydvro.
The passage is, however, found in De Mundo § 3 (Mang. 11. 607), a treatise
which is largely made up out of previous writings of Philo.

76 dptora vopoferjoovTe Tédos & wpo-
ketofor 8et* wdvras ddeeiofar Tovs év-
Tuyxdvovras.

H,

Cod. Rup. f. 113 & 700 mwept 75y yeydy-
TV,
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10 FRAGMENTS OF

From the lost part of the treatise of Philo against Flaccus.

» 14 A ~ \
odk éomi woapo. Oed, ovre movypov Svra  kélacw kal py Aafelv admiv, € perd
» ’ \ 3 \ A \ e\ Ié kJ -~ o ya ’
arodécar Tov ayalov polov wepi &vos mwAedvov dyabav v Ti yérar wovypevwv:
~ ~ 4 \ ~
dyafod pera wAeldvov kaxdy mempaypévov, dvayxn ydp {vyd kal orafud wdvra drodi-
» ’ A \ LS 3 ’ A ’ \ ’
ovre wahw ayaldv dvra dwodéoar Ty Sovar Tov fedv.

Dam. Par. 349 (reading év v yévprar);

Tischendorf, Philonea, p. 154 e cod. Cahirino;

Maximus (ed. Combefis. 11. 642) (reading édv 7t yévyrar).

Cod. Reg. 923, fol. 68 b, reading 6ecod, drwlécat, & Twi yévyras mo-
vnpov, &c., and expressly referring the passage to a treatise contra Flaccum.
The same ascription is also given in Pitra, Anal. Sac. 11. p. 810 e cod. Coislin.
276, £ 111.

aloxpol kol elkalol ol év rols maralots 7d xald waldevfivar, 1d 8¢ &avrio pav-
3 . kd / ~ by 1.4 Id 357 \ ?
ebpuiay dvemdekvivres, Ppadels pév dvres  Odvew 6&irarol kal wpoxepdraTor.

Dam. Par. 379. Also Cod. Reg. 923, fol. 23, with distinct reference to
In Flaccum and Cod. Rup. f 45 (Pirwvos).

Fragments from the lost book of Philo mepl evoeBelas.

-~ M 4 k4 ¥ -~
Tob py mpobipws ety duewov 10 dolfeveorépwv dxbos, mapd 8¢ rdv Swva-
o e - N N
pndé odws dmoxveiohor. 3 piv ydp od-  Tarépwv péya picos kal kéAagis aidvios.
Sepda pépafns Emerar, 7@ 8¢ mapd piv rév

So printed from John Monachus in Mangey (Ir. 667), but in Cod. Reg.
fol. 344 the word Swvatwrépwy is accidentally omitted, and the rest of the
sentence reads wera ploovs xal xéhacis mapalrios, which seems nearer
to the original text. And further the passage is referred to the treatise
wept evoeSelas.

The same codex on fol. 265 b introduces another quotation as éx Tod mepi
evoefelas,

os dv Eovow of Glovres (fol. 266) adrois Tov pohov o pelfovss (Cod. pefovos)
éoree a passage which T confess I do not understand.
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