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consideration, that scholiasts in perplexity could not possibly suppose
evdikos (7. 329) to be a neuter substantive, or mapovoav (7. 695) to
signify pasfz. The frst hypothesis would have seemed to them

perfectly natural ; and the second would have passed at once with a

tacit avri TOU Taplovoay kat wapeAbovoay.

It is perhaps worth while also to remark, since inaccurate language
15 sometimes used on the subject, that 1n strictness a scaeltum proves no
more than that the reading, to which it refers, was propounded or
assumed by some interpreter. Whether the reading was anywhere
found we cannot tell, much less infer 1t to be older or otherwise better
certified than that existing in the Ms. Sometimes indeed we can assert

the contrary. For instance in C/e. 216 the text has an i1mpossible

Eﬁmx}alnl'l.u,e’t JET while the scholiuwm assumes gH:‘r.L";':\HH'F.-EFI v, N ot u.a[|]‘_»'
however 1s the accusative in itself unacceptable, but it does not account
for the existing gemtive, and never was (we may be sure) in any MS.
from which M i1s descended. It 1s merely a superficial conjecture, 1f
indeed 1t 1s not a blunder. I take this opportunity of mentioning this
scholtum (éxmayAws avpalovoav), because 1n the note to the passage it

has been unintentionally omitted.
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