" EMENDATIONS OF THE TEXT OF
. PLATO.

In the Timeus: I'y 3¢ Teodoy pey npersgay, midovevny 3¢ xepi 10
Siae marros woAoy  TeTapevey, PuAaxe xas Snumiovpyoy vuxros Te xes
oS YN IINTATO, WpwTNY Xos WPeCLUTATY TRHATIY 0T T
ovgawow yeywve. Here for caparow, the text of Proclus® has
rightly fswv ; and this was also the reading of the Medicean M,
as is evident from Ficinus’s version of this passage, which is a5
follows: ¢ Terram autem altricem nostram, circa polum per
universum extensum alligatam diei noctisque effectricem et
custodem esse .voluit, necnon primam antiquissimamque Deorum
omnium qui intra ccelum sunt geniti.” ‘

Omyra ex1 v Aowa Teia yeyra. Here for yevyra, it is re-
quisite to read ayomra, as is evident both from Proclus* and
the version of Ficinus, which is, ¢ Tria adhuc genera morta-
lium nobis generanda restant.”

In Epist. 11. adra woiov 71 pyy Tour’ eoTiv, @ xas diowsiov xa

. Awgidog, T0 sgwTNMA,.0 Favrwy astiov eoti Xaxav; Here the sense
evidently requires that we should read xaAwy for xaxwy; and
this emendation is supported by the authority of Proclus in
Plat. Theol.,* though this has been overlooked by all the edi-
tors of Plato : the version of Ficinus has, therefore, erroneously
malorum for pulchrorum.

The following passages are ascribed to Plato, the former by
Apuleius, and the latter by Ficinus ; but the Greek original of
them does not appear to be at present extant, “In the treatise
therefore De Deo Socratis, Apuleius, speaking of the difficulty
attending the intellectual perception of the first cause, says:
¢ Cur ergo punc dicere exordiar ? cum Plato celesti facundia
praditus, ®quiparabilis Diis immortalibus disserens, frequen-
tissime pradicet, hunc solum majestatis incredibili quadam ni-
mietate et ineffabili, non posse penuria sermonis humani quavis
oratione vel modice comprehendi, vix a sapientibus viris, cum
se vigore animi quantum licuit a corpore semoverunt intellectum
hujus Dei : id quoque interdum velut in altissimis tenebris, ra-

. * See Proclus in Tim. p. 280. 2 Im Tim. p. 306.

3 See Lib. 11. p. 104. For he there says, 7o yag woior 75 uny axarswy sy
1T xahwy g Ty MpwrioTHY agm avapigourer.  According to Plato, indeed,
the cause of every thing beautiful and good is to be referred to the first
principle of things; but nothing really evil originates from thence.
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pidissimo coruscamine lumen candidum intermicare.” The latter
part of this sentence, which is in ltalics, is not to be found in
any of the writings of Plato that now remain.

In the next place, Ficinus in Tom. II. of his works, Edit.
Basil. p. 1188, observes respecting the first cause of all : “ Et
in Epistola ad Syracusanos inquit Plato, Mundi quinetiam
architectum verbis exprémi vulgo non posse, testis est is meus,
smulto minus architecti patrem.” What Plato here says, is not
to be found in any of his existing epistles, nor is an epistle of
his to the Syracusans extant. Thirteen episties, indeed, are
published as written by Plato ; but of these, the 15th is jusdly
marked  as spurious in all the early editions of Plato; snd the
first and the fifth were written by Dion, though in the Bipont,
and also in Beck’s edition ; the fifth has the name of Plato pre-
fixed to it. That it was not however written by Plato, is evi-
dent from the following extract :—ori ITAarey ore &v Ty worrpils
oyeyove, xas Tov dnpoy xateraPey i wpecPusepoy xau silicuevoy umo
Ty guapocley, moAAE xai avopoi Ty exeivov EupBouly mparTely ewei
waviay av niora xafawep warps cuvefovAsvey avrw, & pn paTyy
pev xivdovuoeiy wero, wAsoy Bs ovdey momaew. Tavrov 8e oipes Spacas
av xas Ty spny EupBovAny. & yap Bofaiuey aviatwg exsw, WoAAa .
-ay xdlp!l" Nk EImWY, XTOS ay -ya'yvou'o ™¢ T!Pl (EAE Xal Tot EpACt

opBovns. ~ ~

All the early editions therefore of Plato, rightly ascribe this
epistle to Dion; and it is etrange that Fabricius should wot
have perceived this, and that he should conceive the 13th epis-
tle not to be spurious, because Diogenes Laértius enumerates
thirteen epistles of Plato. : :

Plato in his seventh epistle, which is to Dionysius, says to
him, in answer to his inquiry about the nature of the first cause
of all things: ppagw Toiywy 8" awypwy, wa xav 15 1 SeAvog n wovrou
9 s & wruxas saly. Here, for srwyas, 1 conceive it neces-
sary to read ruyass. And then the meaning of Plato will be,
¢ that he speaks to Dionysins through emigmas, lest his letter
40 hin shonld suffer any casuality either by land or by sea,”
-My reason for adopting this alteration is principally ewing to
the following reading of this passage in Procl. in Plat. Theol.
P- 103. @pacw Towuy & cuvrypam, iva xgy 13 %) Sedios, 3 woyrov,. v
oms Tuxns paldy: in which extract, for pafly, which I have no
doubt 1s to be ascribed to the carelessness of the transcribers, it
is requisite to read xafy. :

- 1 only add that there is great reason to believe that this epis-.
tle to the Syracusans cited by Ficinus, not only existed in-his
time, but also that it was a genuine production of Plato: Far
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in the Timzus, Plato says, ¢ that it is difficult to discoverthe
maker and father of the universe, and impossible to reveal him
by language to all men ;” but of the supreme principle of things,
who, according to Plato, is superior to the maker of the world,
and is denominated by him tke one and the good, he says, in the
conclusion of his first hypothesis in the Parmenides,  that it
can neither be named, nor spoken of, nor conceived by opinion,
nor be known, nor perceived by any being.” At the conclo-
sion also of his Gth epistle, there is this very remarkable pas-
sage : xai 707 Tav Wavrwy fsov nyepove Ty TS ovrewy Xas Twv peA-
AoYTas TOU TE WEOVOS Xk GUTIOU TATEPR XUPIOY EROUVUYTAS® OF ay
orrwg PiroToPwpey, sicopela wavreg cadwg sig Suvarpiy avﬂpm
svdaipovav, Here he not only speaks of the God who is the
leader of every thing present and future, but likewise of the
lord and father of this leader and cause; the former of which
' deities is, according to him, the Demiurgus, and the latter the

ineffable principle of things, .
T. TAYLOR.

1

E. H. BARKERI

DISSERTATIO DE VARIIS BASSIS, quo-
~ rum mentio in veteribus Scriptoribus et Monumentis
Jacta est. '

Pars I, .

Lucius Aufidius Bassus, Lucii filius. Decretum Tenium
apud P. P. Dobreum in Epist. ad Rose, (Classical Jour--
nal, 59, 141.) pertinet ad Romanum magistratum, cujus no-
men alibi, ni fallor, non occurrit : *Exel Aedxiog A5¢Biog, Aevxlov
vids, Béoaog, Bid mavrds sivows dv Diarehei xal xard xowdy T WAL
xa} xor’ Blav éxdorw viy woMTEY, TaTpowagiSoToy wagEAYPRs TV
weds Tov oy fpdy edvoiey, x.7.A. Dr. Ramsdenus ap. P. P.
obreum . c. p. 145. hzc notavit :—* Aufidius Bassusin M.
A. Seneca Suasor. 6. is probably father of Aufidius Bassus in
L. A. Seneca Epist. 30. The father seems to be mentioned as
an Author by Pliny Epist. 8, 5. The 6th Satire of Persius
¢.against Covetousness’ is addressed to Bassus. What evidence
‘7 there of this being Casius Bassus, as said in the Notes?



