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Manuscripts of Scholia Ulpiani 
on Demosthenes, Orations 1, 3 and 4 

Mervin R. Dilts 

S CROLlA attributed to Ulpian are extant for eleven of the delib­
erative orations of Demosthenes (1-4,10,11,13-17) and seven 
of the forensic orations (18-24). As even brief perusal of Din­

dorf's edition of Demosthenic scholia will reveal, Scholia Ulpiani 
(usually indicated by the sigla T C V) constitute a preponderance of, 
if not virtually all, scholia on these orations (if. 10-14, 16, 17). In 
fact the editio princeps of Demosthenic scholia (Aid us, Venice 1503) is 
actually an edition of Scholia Ulpiani, for scholia from independent 
recensions were scarcely known until 1770 when scholia were pub­
lished from Monacensis gr. 485 (A, saec. 10) and Monacensis gr. 85 
(B, saee. 13), which is an apograph of Mareianus gr. 416 (F, saee. 10).1 
Eighty-one years later Dindorf made the first attempt at a complete 
edition of Demosthenic scholia,2 and he included scholia from A and 
B as well as two other recensions independent' of Scholia Ulpiani: 
(1) Parisinus gr. 2935 (Y, saee. 10), Laurentianus gr. 59.9 (P, saee. 10) 3 

and (2) Parisinus gr. 2934 (8, saec. 9/10). 
Although Dindorf accomplished more than previous editors, his 

edition derives from inadequate MS. evidence. Thus of the four MSS. 

Dindorf used in editing Scholia Ulpiani, only one, T (Paris.gr. 2940, 
saee. 13), is a primary witness for Seholia Ulpiani on the Olynthiaes and 
first Philippic. A recent study of MSS. of Seholia Ulpiani on Or. 24 has 
brought to light another primary MS. for these orations, Be (Bonon. 
3564, saee. 13).4 In addition, Scholia Ulpiani are found in seventeen 

1 See j. j. Reiske, ed. Oratorum graecorum quorum princeps est Demosthenes . .. II (Leipzig 
1770) 1-196, "Scholia vetusta in Demosthenis." On codices F and B, see M. R. Dilts, 
"Demosthenic Scholia in Marcianus gr. 416 and Monacensis gr. 85," Studia Codicologica, 
edd. K. Treu,j. Dummer,j. Irmscher, F. Paschke (Berlin 1977) 151-58. 

2 Demosthenes ex recensione Gulielmi DindoTjii, VIII, IX: Scholia graeca ex codicibus aucta et 
emendata (Oxford 1851). All references to scholia are from this edition. 

3 On Dindorf's inadequate use of this MS., see M. R. Dilts, "Demosthenic Scholia in 
Codex Laurentianus 59, 9," TAPA 104 (1974) 97-102. 

4 On T and Be, see M. R. Dilts, "The Manuscript Tradition of the Scholia Ulpiani on 
Demosthenis in Timocratem," TAPA 105 (1975) 39-41. For the orations discussed here, T Be 
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56 MSS. OF SCHOLIA ULPIANI ON OEM. 1, 3 AND 4 

previously unexamined MSS.; it is these which are considered in this 
article. 

When compared with T and Be, MSS. scrutinized here will be shown 
to differ in several respects. Thus when Scholia Ulpiani are cognate 
with scholia of F (B) Y A, these MSS. agree variously with T Be and 
with F (B) Y A, and at times these MSS. contain scholia from F (B) Y A 
while T Be contain only Scholia Ulpiani. In other cases these MSS. 

contain scholia5 and correct readings found neither in F (B) Y A 
nor in T Be. In studying these MSS. my objectives have been to 
establish stemmatic relationships and to determine which MSS. will be 
of practical use in editing Scholia Ulpiani. 6 

I 

The following MSS. appear to derive from a common exemplar by 
virtue of conjunctive errors: 7 

Ca, Cambridge, Fitzwilliam Museum 229, saec. 14 
Fu, Florence, Biblioteca Medicea Laurenziana, conv.soppr. 168, 

saec. 14/15 

contain separative errors such as the following: 
32.27 >'v1TTJpoc Be >'V7TTJp?x. T 
65.2 aUTO T, om. Be 
66.19 7T4!Pl'YEl'oll'4!8a] 7T4!Pl'Y4!vcfJI'E8a Be 7T4!PlYEV61'4!8a T 

113.16 fJoTJ8.qwv Be fJoTJ8fjcal T 
114.4 &AAwc T ;cn oJv TO Be 
140.27-29 T, om. Be 
142.2 XaAKd31KWV Be XaAKuIJOVIKWV T 
5 Most of these were first edited by Morelli (L1TJI'0c8tvovc '\6YOL .. cvv TatC ~gTJy.qCECLV 

6J.p4!'\LI'WTaTaLc TOU Ou'\7Tlavou PTJTOpOC ..• 8lO: .pL'\o7Tovlac Kai E7Tll'e'\elac TOU rov,\d>.l'0v 
Mope>.lov ••• Lutetiae 1570 ap. 10. Benetatum). The editio princeps of Scholia Ulpiani 
(Editio Aldina, Venice 1503) lacks these scholia, which Dindorf identifies with the 
siglum P. 

6 This article is based on a collation of the following pages of Dindorf's edition: (Or. I) 
31.1-33.19,54.24-55.8,56.3-57.4,58.13-59.16, 64.13-65.2, 66.15-67.6; (Or. 3) 112.3-
114.5; (Or. 4) 139.1-19, 140.27-142.15, 142.24-143.13, as well as a comparison of 
scholia found in each MS. and further collations of selected scholia. Collations by students 
in a seminar in Greek palaeography and textual criticism show that findings reported for 
Orr. 1, 3 and 4 are also valid for Or. 2. I have not observed Sclwlia Ulpiani in MSS. which 
contain only Or. 2. 

732.7 f:u8vc-8 cVI'.ptpov T Be Wd AfVb f:u8vc av aUToi (auToc Ca) aVTi 7ToAAwv XPTJl'aTWV 
TO CVI'.pEpOV TJp7TaC7JTf: Ca Fu M:.n Oi Mf Sc, 1: om. V d Ah 

.15 ~7T4!LS.q T Be Wd Af Vb 6JC ~7TELS.q Ca Fu M:.n Oi Mf Sc V d, 1: om. Ah 

.18 ,\V1TTJpwv T Be W d Af Vb TOi'iTO O£ 7}v ,\V7TTJpOV Ca Fu M:.n Oi Mf Sc V d, 1: om. 
Ah 
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MIn, Venice, Biblioteca Nazionale Marciana, Z 420 (coll. 860), 
saec. 14/15 

Oi, Oxford, Bodleian Library, Canon.gr. 42, saec. 14 
Mf, Munich, Bayerische Staatsbibliothek, gr. 432, saec. 15 
Se, Salamanca, Biblioteca de la Universidad, 231 (1-2-11), saec. 15 
Vd, Rome, Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana, gr. 70, saec. 14 
Ah, Milan, Biblioteca Ambrosiana, D 355 inj., an. 1525. 

Scholia and readings in copies of this exemplar also appear in codex 
F:8 

44.26-45.5 FBOiMfSeVdAh, Eom. CaFuMInTBe 
56.11 xp~CLfLa F B Ca Fu MIn Oi Mf Se V d Ah xp~CLfLa EeTtJl T 

Be 
58.13 fLLK'T(')JI F B Ca Fu V d Ah fLLKpOJl T Be, E om. MIn Oi Mf 

Se 
64.16 7Tpoe FBCaFuMInOiMfSeVdAh Ele TBe 
67.6 yJlWpt~E(lJ T Be xapaKTTJpt,ELJI F B Ca Fu V d Ah, E om. Min 

OiMfSe 
137.22-25 F B Ca Fu MID. Oi Mf, E om. T Be 
144.14-18 FBCaFuMIn, Eom. Oi MfT Be 
156.19-21 F B Oi Mf, E om. Ca Fu MIn T Be 

In addition Ca Fu MIn Oi Mf have further evidence of contamina­
tion: 

136.23 EJI TOLe aJlw H R S9 Ca Fu Min El)TaKTWe F B 

33.4 tnu:pL('u(iv TBcWdAfVb tJ7T€pL8((iv €O€A~WaV (-aL€V CaFuMIn) CaFuMIn 
OiMfSeVd, Eom. Ah 

58.20 EX€L (EX€LV Vb) T Be Wd Vb, om. Ca Fu Vd Ah, E om. MIn Oi Mf Se Af 
The sigla Wd (Vindob.phil.gr. 105), Af (Ambrosianus C 235 inf.) and Vb (Vatic.gr. 68) are 
introduced here as representative of recensions discussed in sections II and III of this 
article. Conjunctive errors occur only for Or. 1, since Se lacks scholia on 3 and 4; Vd 
derives from Vb for 3 and 4; Ah derives from T for 3 and 4; Oi Mf contain an identical 
selection ofscholia on 3 and 4, but not those collated. References to catalogue descriptions 
of MSS. discussed in this article are to be found in M. Richard, Repertoire des bibliotheques et 
des catalogues de manuscrits grecs2 (Paris 1958) and Supplement I (Paris 1964). 

B See Dilts, op.cit. (supra n.l). Some of these scholia also occur in other MSS., but agree­
ments in readings indicate that these MSS. derive from F (B). Moreover the following 
readings make it clear that Ca Fu MIn derive from F, not B: 

126.8 'TO B d TLC 'TO F Ca Fu MDt 
129.17 'To0 2 B, om. FCaFuMIn 

.18 P,€COLC B P,€ccp F Fu MDt, sine term. Ca 
137.5 7TAdova EV F Ca Fu MDt 7TA€tOV 'Ta B 
9 Readings for H R S are reported by Dindorf. H (Paris. gr. 2508, saec. 15) appears to be 

a copy ofR (Paris.gr. 2936, see Dindorf[p.viii] and M. R. Dilts, "Apographs of Lost Codex 
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.25 /LLc()ocpopac H R P Ca Fu MDl /LLC()ocpoptac F B S 
145.14 aTrOSEtgac aVT(lC T Bc aVTac aTrOSEtgac Pr10 Oi Mf, E om. F 

BCaFuMDl 
146.9 av Pr Oi Mf, om. T Bc, E om. F B Ca Fu MDl 

.11 €X()pOLC T Bc €JlaJlTtoLc Pr Oi Mf, E om. Ca Fu MDl 
Conjunctive and separative errors in Ca Fu MDl indicate that these 
MSS. derive from a lost hyparchetype, codex f: 

33.5 X. T. Ta 8.] Ta S. T. X. Ca Fu, EP om. MDl 
112.8 CVCTEI.EL om. Ca Fu MDl 

.10 al.(hTEL] €VaI.UTTEL Ca Fu MDl 
113.6 OlKEtOtC] lSt<p Ca Fu MDl 
3l.1-1O Fu (3l.1-8 MDl) MDl, om. Ca 
57.10-16,58.8-11 CaFu, om. MDl 

122.12 TroM/LoU Ca MDl TrOl.I.wv Fu 
130.15 aKOJlTWV Ca MDl aKOJl ~JI Fu 
When Fu has scholia ofF, these appear in the text in a numbered 

sequence for Orr. I, 3 and 4, and Scholia Ulpiani appear in the margins 
for Orr. 1 and 3.11 Ca and MDl combine both sets ofscholia (Ca in a 
section containing only scholia, and MDl on folios after the text of 
each oration). For Orr. 1 and 3 codex Fu may preserve the format of 
lost codex f. For other orations Ca Fu MDl do not contain scholia 
(e.g. 10, 13, 14, 16, 17) or appear to derive scholia from Pansinus gr. 
2935, Y (e.g. 11, 15, 22). 

Codex Vallicellianus 36 C34, Re, is a composite codex of which the 
second part (ff. 286-373, saec. 15 exeunt.) contains excerpts from 
scholia on Or. 4 (ff. 354V-363V). The following evidence indicates 
that these are derived in part from lost codex f and in part from 
other MSS. (viz. 140.1-25 R S Re, om. Ca Fu MDl; 142.17-21 A H Re, 
om. Ca Fu MDl): 

139.1 Z7JTOVCL1 Z7JTOVCL yap T Z7JTOVCL 8E TLJlEC Bc Z7JTOVCL TLJleC Ca 
MDl Re, E om. Fu 

.2 KaT7JyopEL T Bc ~ KaT7Jyopta Ca MDl Re, E om. Fu 

r for Demosthenis in Timocratem," Prometheus 3 [1977] 204-10). The siglum P refers to 
the edition of Morelli; see further nn.5 and 17. 

10 Dindorf refers to Pr (Paris. gr. 2995, saec. 14) as F, a siglum normally used for 
Marcianus gr. 416. 

11 For Or. 4 Fu lacks marginal scholia, and all doublets of Scholia Ulpiani and F agree 
with F in error. 
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142.13 1Tp&hov "'YELV F B Ca Fu MID. Re "'YELV 1TPWTOt T Be 
Codex Re contains a number of careless errors which verge on 
illi teracy : 

141.12 EJLJLEJLEV7JKWC] EJLJLEJLEVTJKOV Re 
142.11 1TWC >'E>'7JOOTWC] 1TEpt>'E>'7JOOTWC Re 

Such readings and the brief selection of scholia render this MS. of no 
value. 

Codices Oi Mf Se are shown to derive from a lost hyparchetype 
since all three MSS. contain the same scholia on Or. 1, and Oi Mf the 
same scholia on Orr. 3 and 4 as well as conjunctive and separative 
errors: 

31.1-8 8ELvwe praehh. post 31.14 XP7JJLaTWV Oi Mf Se 
33.5 lCT£ov-19 1TE1ToL~KcxeLv om. Oi MfSe 
32.22 EV T. 8 ... . o{3o>.ove Oi Mf EV T. 8. transp. post o{3o>.ove Se 
47.28 oi-48.2 avcxxwp~CWCLV (OJL.) Oi Se, om. Mf 

.28 Kcxt-48.1 OVTWC Se, om. Oi 
Scholia contained in these MSS. constitute a selection from Scholia 
Ulpiani and are found on folios following the text of Orr. 1, 3 and 4. 
Other orations in Oi Mf contain scant excerpts from scholia, which 
do not merit consideration (Or. 10) or scholia from Y (Or. 11). Oi 
has scholia from Y on Orr. 15 and 22; 13, 14, 16 and 17 lack scholia 
(Mf lacks these orations). 

Conjunctive and separative errors indicate that Vd and Ah derive 
scholia on Or. 1 from a common exemplar: 

55.4 ciJc om. Vd Ah 
.7 ECTtV om. VdAh 

57.1 JL~ om. VdAh 
58.8 < KCXt TOVTO> T0 V d Ah 
31.10 To-32.3 1TE1TELCJLCXL Vd, om. Ah 
57.22 xpfje8cxL-58.2 Ah, om. V d 

Scholia on other orations appear in both MSS., but Vd derives these 
scholia from Vb (see n.7 and section III below) and Ah from 
Parisinus gr. 2940, T. Codex Ah is dated to the year 1525 and consists 
of selected scholia copied by Lazarus Bonamicus,12 who doubtless 
composed several scholia not known from other sources (e.g. 1.9 vvv 
~, ''']''~' ~ '8 I " \ I ~,~ \ I OE KCXLPOC 7JKEL opcx OE 1TWC cx VJLLCXC CXVTOVC 1T1I7Jpwccxe oW TOV KCXTCXIIOYOV 

12 See M. E. Cosenza, Biographical and Bibliographical Dictionary of the Italian Humanists . .. 
I (Boston 1962) 644-45. 



60 MSS. OF SCHOLIA ULPIANION DEM. 1, 3 AND 4 

~ > \ \' "\ () , ~ \ ~ > ~., '\ 
'TWV a7TO/\W/\O'TWV XWPLWV, 7Ta/\tV 7Tapa/LV 7]ca'TO OLa 'TOV EL7TE£V on 7Ta/\LV 
fI \, "') 7]KEL KaLpoc ov XELPWV EKELVWV • 

In sum, Oi Me Se and V d Ah contain a briefer selection from 
Seholia Ulpiani than Ca Fu MID., which in turn lack many scholia 
found in T Be. One notable feature of these eight MSS. is that they do 
have from codex F readings which preserve the truth when T Be are 
in error. 13 In addition, the samples of text collated for this article 
have brought to light accepted readings found neither in T Be nor 
in F: 

56.12 a7To 2 Ca Fu Mm. Oi MeSe Vd Ah t17TO T Be 
113.20 on 7TAE{OVC Eld Ca Fu MID. on Eld 7TAE{OVC T Be, LJ am. Oi 

Me 
141.12 'TOV &'\'\ov Xp6vov Ca Fu MID. 'TWV &,\,\wv Xp6vwv (-vov Tao) 

TPO Be, E om. Oi Me 
.15 ayopEvELV Ca Fu MID. ayopEvEL T ayopEvwV Be, E am. Oi 

Me 
These involve minor corrections of the text of T Be and could be 
interpreted merely as felicitous conjectures. However obvious this 
conclusion may be, it is based on a collation of a portion of scholia on 
Orr. 1, 3 and 4 (see supra n.6), and further collation might well 
produce readings which derive from a source of equal or greater 
value than T Be. Moreover, since Ca (saee. 14) is nearly coeval with 
T Be (saee. 13) and since Ca contains a more complete text ofscholia 
than its cognate MSS., it seems prudent to collate all scholia in Ca and 
weigh the res1.llts. Meanwhile codices Fu Mm. Oi Me Se V d Ah can 
be dismissed from further consideration. 

II 

Conjunctive errors indicate that the following MSS. derive scholia 
on the Olynthiacs and first Philippic from a common exemplar, lost 
codex W:14 

13 Note, for example the following readings cited above (pp. 57,59) 56.11,58.13,64.16, 
142.13. 

14 33.16 fLOVOV TBe CaMVb fLa).).ov VfWd Vs, EP om. Pv Ao 
56.10 t/hA[TTTTOV F B T Be Ca MVb rpL>.tTT7TOV TTpaYfLaTa VfWd Vs Pv Ao 
58.24 EXELV F B T Be Ca Vb EX€LV TOV >.oyov VfWd Pv Ao, ap. Vs E desunt post 58.5, 

Eom. M 
.25 cVfLq,£POVTL 7TpOC~I(EL F B T Be Ca Vb TTpOC~I(OVTL cVfLq,£P€L VfWd Pv Ao, E om. 

M 
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Vf,15 Rome, Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana, gr. 76, saec. 14 
Wd, Vienna, Oesterreichische Nationalbibliothek, phil.gr. 105, 

saec. 14 
Vs, Rome, Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana, gr. 2207, saec. 14/15 
Pv, Paris, Bibliotheque Nationale, gr. 2999, saec. 15 
Ao, Milan, Biblioteca Ambrosiana, Q 12 sup., saec. 15 
Vi/6 Rome, Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana, gr. 1367, saec. 15. 

Apographs of codex w contain scholia not found in T Be: 
29.5 ~lhKOv-ll 8€pa7T€V€' F B VfWd Vs Pv Ao, if. 3l.1-7 

O€pa7T€VH T Be 
156.19-21 F B W d V s Pv Ao, E om. Vi T Be 

.28-157.2 FBWdPvAo, Eom. ViTBc 
143.26-144.2 P Wd Vs Pv Ao Vi, E om. F B T Be 
144.7-9 PWdVsPvAoVi, Eom. FBTBc 

.10-12 P W d V s Pv Ao Vi, E om. F B T Be 
Like MSS. represented by Ca, readings and scholia in apographs of 

w point to contamination from F (B). In addition w contained 
scholia found neither in F (B) nor in T Be (e.g. the last three scholia 
listed above). These were first edited byMorelli in 1570, and he 
probably derived them from PV.17 

Three MSS. (V s Pv Ao) derive still more scholia from recensions 
independent of T Be. Vs contains scholia which doubtless derive 
from codex A, Monacensis gr. 485, saec. 10: 

156.8-10 AHVs, om. WdPvAoVi 
.11-14 AHR Vs, om. WdPvAoVi 
.21-24 A Vs, om. Wd Pv Ao Vi 

Similarly Pv Ao contain scholia found in the recenSIOn of F (B), 
which are lacking in TBcVfWdVs: 4l.11-12, 44.17-24, 26-45.5; 

113.11 'lTEp1 'lTOt6T7JTOC 'lTpoccfmwv A H R Wd Vs(?) Pv Ao 'lTEp1 'lTOt6T7JTa 'lTpoccfmov T 
Be Ca Vb, E om. Af 

142.2 TpufKOVTa 8150 F B T Be Ca Af Vb Ag' W d Pv Ao TpufKovTa T6 'g Vi, ~ om. V 5 

15 Vf contains scholia only for Or. 1, ff. 5v-I3v • These folios are part of the first of two 
recensions of Demosthenic scholia in this codex; see Dilts, opp.citt. (supra n.4) 37-39 and 
(supra n.9) 207. 

16 Vi contains scholia from this recension only for Or. 4; Orr. 1 and 3 have scholia from 
Be. 

17 112.11 8ta TWII £PywII odKvva Wd Vs ap.a yap OELVOII xpijcOat 'lTp&.yp.aa TOVTOV OEtKVVCL 

Pv. Morelli attributes this reading to codex 71, the seventh of the MSS. he used (a-B); see 
further J. T. Voemel, ed. Demosthenis contiones quae circumferuntur (Halle 1857) 183. Scholia 
first edited by Morelli also appear in Af and Vb (see section III). 
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135.4-10, 15-18; 138.5-6, 8-11; 144.3-5, 14-18; 147.8-18.18 These 
scholia appear to derive from a comparison of F and B, since Pv Ao 
sometimes agree with F but not B (e.g. 134.16 K. T. C. B T. C. K. 

F Pv Ao) and viee versa (e.g. 154.13-17 B Pv Ao, om. F), and at other 
times Pv Ao combine readings in F and B: 

136.11 wc €:rravop(}WTtKOV F lrravop(}WTtKWC B we ETTavop(}wTLKwe 
PvAo 

137.5 TTAEtova EV F TTAELOV Ta B TTAELOV Ta EV Pv (TTAEtW Ao) Ao 
The following separative errors indicate that codex Vf is an inde-

pendent copy of lost codex w: 
32.12 Ei1TELV Wd Vs Pv Ao Ei1TELV Sta Vf 
54.26 yap WdVsPvAo yap 0 P~TWP vr 
56.4 jJ-EAAEt Wd Vs Pv Ao TO jJ-EAAOV vr 

Three readings for scholia on Or. 1 aver a common source for Wd 
and Vs: 

32.26 0 1T. 0 1Tp. CPo T Be 0 CPo 0 1Tp. 1T. Wd Vs 0 1Tp. CPo 1T. Vf 
(32.24-33.19 om. Pv Ao) 

55 3 ~ , T B Wd V ~, ~ \' \ \ ~ • OEtKVVet C S oEtKVVct jJ-tjJ-HTat yap aEt T7JV TWV 1Tpay-
jJ-aTwv ¢>VctV VfPv Ao 

57.3 1Tap' aAAOV Kat avaYKa'OjJ-EVOC F B Kat avay. 1Tap' aAAOV T Be 
Wd Vs Kat avay. {m' aAAWV VfPv Ao 

and the following separative errors indicate that each of these MSS. is 
independent of the other: 

E post 58.5 TOK<p om. V s 
113.3 'OAVV(}{OtC Vs a8 (se. a(}7Jvatotc) Wd 

.20-114.5 Wd, om. Vs 
Wd contains Scholia Ulpiani for Orr. 1, 2, 3 and 4; other orations lack 
scholia (cJ. 13, 14, 16, 17) or contain scholia from Y (cJ. 11, 15, 20, 
21, 22, 24). Vs has selections from Seholia Ulpiani on Orr. 1, 3 and 4; 
other orations are without scholia or contain scholia from A R Y 
(cJ. Or. 22=A R, Or. 24=A Y, see further n.9). 

Codex Pv contains excerpts from Scholia Ulpiani with numerous 
scholia from F and B. For Orr. 1, 3 and 4 Ao is shown to derive from 
Pv, since Ao shares the scholia as well as errors ofPv with omissions 
(no separative errors have been noted for Pv): 

32.24 ovS~-33.19 1TE1TOt~KaCtV VfWd Vs, om. Pv Ao 

18 Some of these scholia are also attributed by Dindorf to codices H R S (see supra n.g) 
as well as to P, the edition of Morelli, but readings indicate that Pv Ao derive from the 
tradi tion of F (B). 
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139.8 E'lmopLac Wd Vi a:1TopLac Pv Ao 
141.3 tlOn-T0 Wd ("OTt om. Vi) Vi OVTW Pv Ao 
34.27-28, 46.8-9, 69n8 Pv, om. Ao 

For Or. 4 Pv (Ao) and Vi clearly derive from a lost hyparchetype. 
Thus Pv (Ao) and Vi have conjunctive errors against Wd (Vs omits 
scholia cited) : 

141.3 TT€ptf3. Wd TT€ptf3. '\oywv Pv Vi TTapaf3. '\oywv Ao 
4 ' Wd ' " ,-~, • TTpOTac€wc TTpOTaC€WC Kat KEXPT)Tat TOVTltJ TltJ TTapaoELYfLaTt 

PvAoVi 
142n 13 TTO'\'\cXKLC W d OTL 7TO'\'\cXKLC Pv Ao Vi 

and Pv (see 139.8 and 141.3, supra and Vi have separative errors: 
142.1 ,\Ey. TTp. Pv Ao TTp. ,\Ey. Vi 

.10 8''\EL-Y€POVTWV Pv Ao MYEL T. y. ElTT€ZV Vi 
Pv Ao contain Scholia Ulpiani only on Orr. 1, 2, 3 and 4; for scholia on 
other orations in Vi see n.16. 

Of the apographs oflost codex w, Wd contains the most complete 
text of Scholia Ulpiani. (Vf has Scholia Ulpiani only for Or. 1, Pv Vi 
contain a scant selection of scholia,19 and scholia in Vs end at 58.5 
TOKltJ for Or. 1 while Orr. 3 and 4 have selected scholia.) Accordingly, 
readings of this recension can be practically mustered from W d. 
Like Ca and other MSS. discussed in section I, W d does preserve 
accepted readings when T Be are in error. Two of these are also 
found in Ca (see 56.12 and 141.12, cited on p.60), and they may 
result from conjecture or archetypal variants (see p.65). In addition 
Wd contributes one accepted reading not found in other MSS.: 139.1 
ZT}TOVCt El W d Pv Vi ZT)TOVCt yap T ZT)TOVCt TtVEC Ca ZT}TOVCL 8' TtV€C 

OTt Be, E om. M Vb. Given these readings and the fact that Wd is 
independent of T Be Ca, this MS. merits full collation with the 
expectation that it will yield further unique readings or at the least a 
more complete picture of the archetype. 

III 

Codices Ambrosianus C 235 in!, M (Milan, Biblioteca Ambrosiana, 
saee. 13/14) and Vatieanus gr. 68, Vb (Rome, Biblioteca Apostolica 
Vaticana, saee. 14 init.), contain Scholia Ulpiani on Orr. 1, 2, 3 and 4. 

19 Pv does have several scholia from F (D) lacking in Wd, but these are not relevant for 
editing Scholia Ulpiani. 
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M and Vb lack scholia on other orations, with the exception of 15, 
21 and 24, for which Vb has scho1ia from Y. Some scho1ia in these 
two MSS. derive readings from recensions which are independent of 
TBc: 

64.11-12 J-rrt IPLAt7T7TCfJ 7TMov 'T~V amc'Ttav 7]iJt7]ca MVb Wd, if. 
FBS om. TBcCa 

65.3-4 FBMVb Wd, om. TBc Ca 
66.15-16 7Tav'Tax6(hv . .. 'T. IP. F B M Ca 'T. IP. 7Tav'Tax6(}€v T Be 

a7TOa. 7Tav'Tax68€v 'T. IP. Vb Wd 
116.11-12 AFBVb, om. MTBcCa Wd 
122.1-2 FBVb, om. MTBcCa Wd 
143.23-24 FBMVbCa Wd, om. TBc 

.26--144.2, 144.7-9, 10-12 P MVb Wd, om. T Be Ca 
145.17 aVvaJLw TBc Wd aVvaJLLv ~v EX€L J MaK€acfJv PrMVb, E 

om. Ca 
Although some of the scholia cited above appear in Ca and Wd or 
Wd, MVb are clearly independent ofCa (see 64.11-12, 65.3-4 etc.) 
and Wd (see 66.15-16). Moreover, the following readings indicate 
that Vb does not derive from M and vice versa: 

54.26 Kat-27 p.ry'TWp hab. T Be Ca Wd, om. Vb, 54.26-55.7 om. M 
115.26 p.ry'Topac M T Be Ca W d p.ry'Topac < 116.2 on-3 CK07T€tV> Vb 
142.5 cay. 'TW(Xc MT Be Ca Wd nvac caVa Vb 
Thus far we have seen that MVb are independent witnesses, and 

at this point it is appropriate to determine whether or not these MSS. 

are of value in establishing the text of Scholia Ulpiani. While MVb 
lack some scholia contained in T Be, these two MSS., like Ca Wd, 
sometimes preserve correct readings when T Be are in error: 

31.7 a. av'T. aV'Totc €V(}vc Y MVb a. av'T. €V(}vc aV'Totc Wd v~op­
JLofiv'Ta T Be v~oPJLwv'Ta Ca 

56.12 a7T()2 MVb Ca Wd tJ7TO T Be 56.12 orov-57.! 'TO LOV'TW V om. 
FBHRS 

66.9 ~AAOLC hab. F B MVb Wd, om. T Be Ca 
113.2 JL€'TaC'T~CaL A Vb JL€'TaC'T~VaL T Be Ca Wd, E om. M 
118.18 7TpO(}VJLt~ MVb f107](}€t~ T Be C7TOVa€t~ Wd (ut apparet), E 

om. Ca 
In three instances (31.7, 66.9, 113.2) MVb or Vb preserves correct 
readings variously found in F Y A. Since these readings do occur in 
independent recensions, they do not alone justify full collation, but 
in other cases MVb preserve the truth for Scholia Ulpiani not found 
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in independent recensions. At 56.12 MVb have the correct reading 
along with Ca Wd. This could derive from independent conjecture 
in all four MSS. or from a double reading in the archetype. The case 
for archetypal doublets becomes more cogent in light of 118.18, 
where MVb alone preserve the accepted reading and T Be Wd 
variants. In addition, the following variants are most readily 
explained as double readings in the archetype: 

66.15-16 7TfXV'TfXxo8EV • •• 'T. CPo Ca M 'T. CPo 7TfXV'TfXxo8EIJ T Be 
(l7To8. 7T(xv'TfXxo8EIJ 'T. CPo Wd Vb 

139.1 ZYj'TOVCL EL Wd ZYj'TOVCL yap T ZYj'TOvcl TtIJEC Ca ZYj'TOVCL 8l 

TtVEC OTt Be, E om. MVb 
141.23 OV'TW Il-EIJ OV'TOC T Be OV'TOC Il-EV OV'TW F B W d OVIJ Il-EIJ OV'TW 

CaM 
142.2 7ToAAfj F B T Be Vb 7TOAV Ca Wd M 
MVb date at least to the beginning of the fourteenth century,20 

and they are therefore, after T Be, the oldest witnesses to the text of 
the archetype. This fact, as well as the correct readings found in M or 
Vb or both, justify collation of these MSS. 

* * * * * 

Contrary to the closed tradition established for Scholia Ulpiani on 
Demosthenis in Timocratem (Or. 24),21 MSS. of Scholia Ulpiani on the 
Olynthiacs and first Philippic contain readings and scholia from inde­
pendent recensions. Thus of the eleven MSS. containing Scholia 
Ulpiani on Or. 24, none contains a text contaminated from indepen­
dent recensions, but an average of 50.6 per cent of the MSS. containing 
Scholia Ulpiani on Orr. 1, 3 and 4 show signs of contamination. 22 This 
is all the more remarkable since in both Orr. 24 and 1, 3 and 4 
Scholia Ulpiani are often cognate with independent recensions (e.g. 
A Y F B). Clearly the MSS. considered here reflect a stage in the text 
tradition of Demosthenic scholia in which interest in comparing 
Vorlagen for scholia on orations at the beginning of the corpus was 
greater than for subsequent orations. This is borne out by the fact 

20 On Vb, see]. Irigoin, "Les filigranes de Fabriani ... ," Scriptorium 12 (1958) 46,47. 
21 See Dilts, op.cit. (supra n.4) 35-50. 
22 For Or. I, 48 % (IS of 31 MSS.) are part of the contaminated tradition; for Or. 3, 

50 % (12 of24 MSS.); for Or. 4, 54 % (13 of24 MSS.). 
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that contaminated MSS. contain Scholia Ulpiani only for the beginning 
of the corpus, and other orations (13, 14, 16, 17, 24) lack scholia or 
contain scholia from other MSS., most notably Y. 

The terminus ante quem for such philological activity is the end of the 
thirteenth or the beginning of the fourteenth century, since M is 
dated saee. 13/14, Vb has been dated to the beginning of the four­
teenth century, and the lost exemplars ofCa and Wd (both saee. 14) 
were doubtless as old. In other words, these MSS. date from a period 
coeval with or slightly later than T Bc. 

Fifteen of the seventeen MSS. discussed in this article have been 
shown to derive from two hyparchetypes, which can be cited 
adequately from Ca and Wd. MVb together with Ca Wd represent 
a branch of the MS. tradition which is independent ofT Bc, as can be 
seen from the following simplified stemma for Seholia Ulpiani on 
Orations 1-4: 

FBYAS , 

,./'/ 
, 

df\ 
Ca Wd Af Vb 

/\ 
T Be 

Prior to Dindorf, editions of Seholia Ulpiani were based primarily 
on the Aldine edition of 1503 with accretions of readings from MSS. in 
Paris collected by Morelli (1570). Frequently the Aldine edition 
departs from the paradosis, and one of Dindorf's contributions was to 
eliminate some of these aberrations; but many remain in his text, 
regrettably without any account of the paradosis. Moreover Dindorf 
used an imperfect collation of only one primary MS. (T). 23 A new 
edition is clearly in order, and for Scholia Ulpiani on the first four 
orations of Demosthenes it should be based on Bc Ca Wd AfVb as 
well as T. Making use of these six primary MSS. will result in a text 

23 He also used two apographs Paris. gr. 2944 (D) and Paris.gr. 2946 (C). Dindorf (viii) 
did recognize that D is a copy of T, but he reports to excess readings from C, which 
preserves an interpolated version of Sclwlia Ulpiani; see Dilts, op.cit. (supra n.4) 42-45. 
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which conforms to modern critical standards and contains a full 

account of Scholia Ulpiani not found in T24 and variant readings. 25 

NEW YORK UNIVERSITY 

October, 1978 

24 These include several scholia in Bc, which have not been edited as well as those 
edited by Morelli (see supra nn.5 and 17). 

25 A grant from the American Philosophical Society has facilitated purchase of micro­
film copies of Demosthenic MSS., and travel grants from the American Council of Learned 
Societies (1973 and 1977) and the Arts and Science Research Fund of New York Uni­
versity (1975) have made possible inspection ofMSS. 


