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Codex Laurentianus 59, 9 (P) in the Biblioteca Medicea Laurenziana, 
Florence,I parchment, tenth century,2 folios I-186, 212 X 145 mm., con- 
sists of twenty-three quires. The first eighteen folios, two quaternions 
and two additional folios, are a sixteenth century replacement of lost 
folios, which contained the text of or. I9.I-157 Aeyw.3 The remaining 
gatherings are twenty-one quaternions and contain the following 
orations with scholia: or. I9.157-fin. (ff. I9r-42r), or. 60 (ff. 42r-46r), 
or. 20 (ff. 47r-68v), or. 21 (ff. 68v-99r), or. 23 (ff. 99r-I29r),4 or. 22 

On this ms see B. Montfaucon, Bibliotheca bibliothecarum manuscriptorum nova (Paris 
I739) 355E; A. M. Bandini, Catalogus codicum manuscriptorum Bibliothecae Mediceae 
Laurentianae 2 (Florence 1786) 496; J. T. Voemel, Notitia codicum Demosthenicorum II 
(Frankfurt 1834) 15-16 and Demosthenis contiones quae circunferunttr (Halle 1857) 201-2; 
E. A. Bond, E. M. Thompson, G. F. Warner edd., The Palaeographical Society, Facsimiles 
of manuscripts and inscriptions, Second series I (London 1884-94) plates 88 and 89; G. Vitelli 
and C. Paoli, Collezione fiorentina di facsimili palaeografici greci e latini (Florence 1884) 
tavola 12; G. Vitelli, "Spicilegio fiorentino," Museo Italiano I (1885) 9-15; E. M. 
Thompson, An introduction to Greek and Latin palaeography (Oxford 1912) plate 64. 

The following editions are cited by the editor's last name: W. Dindorf, Demosthenes, 
8 and 9: Scholia graeca ex codicibus aucta et emendata (Oxford i85 I); C. Fuhr, Demosthenis 
orationes i (Leipzig I914). 

In preparation of this article I have used microfilm copies of P and paris. gr. 2935 
purchased through a grant from the American Philosophical Society. I inspected these 
two mss during the summer of 1973, thanks to a grant from the American Council of 
Learned Societies. Aubrey Diller and a referee for TAPA have offered helpful comments 
on this article. 

2 Bandini dates this ms to the tenth century, but virtually all other references listed in 
note i assign codex P to the eleventh century. On such false attributions, which were 
common during the last century, see the important article of A. Diller, "The age of some 
early Greek classical manuscripts" (to appear in the Festschrift for A. Turyn, University 
of Illinois Press, Urbana). In this article Diller assigns P to the mid tenth century. 

3 This hand also replaced folio 156 and parts of the text of orations lost through 
trimming on folios 57v, 58v, 59v, 63r, 64r, 65v, and 67r. 

4 Fuhr, p. xvi, wrongly reports that or. 23 lacks scholia. 



(ff. I29r-I4or), or. 24 (ff. I4or-I68v), or. 25 (ff. I68v-I82V). Folios 

I83-86 are blank. 
Folios 19-182 contain scholia in three hands: P1, a scribe contempo- 

rary with, but not identical to, the scribe of the text, wrote scholia 
vetera in brown ink using a minuscule script for the most part, occasion- 

ally minuscules mixed with majuscule letter forms. Although P' scholia 
constitute the bulk of scholia in this codex, about sixty-five scholia as 
well as variant readings from a variety of sources appear in two hands of 
the fourteenth century: P2 in greyish ink and P3 in greenish ink.5 

On five occasions the scribe P3 reports that he derives readings for 
the text of the orations from other mss: 19.234 ev Trots' tfAol'; 22.59 
ra aKpL/t7Jt rcv avrtypadIwv; 22.67 ev a.AAos'; 23.I06 v aAAcp; 24.128 
Ev Tro L dAotL. In a similar fashion P3 and, to a lesser extent, P2 derive 
scholia from more than one ms source, since the following scholia 

appear in the same form as in P2 or P3 in only one of the codices 
vetustissimi :6 

Codex A (Monac. gr. 485, saec. Io) Dindorf422.2-2I P2 (422, n. 21 

is a conj[unctive] er[ror] between A and P2). 439.2-5 P3 (439, n. 5 is a 

conj. er. between A and P3). 439.7-8 P3 (439, n. 7 is a conj. er. between 
A and P3). 676.26 P3.7 686.II P3, 12 P3. 687.9-IO P3. 692.14-15 P3. 

Codex F (Marcianus gr. 416, saec. Io) 45I.1 P3. 489.29 P3. 571.21 P3. 
Codex S (Paris. gr. 2934, saec. 9/Io) 547, n. 22 P3. 763.14-17 P3 

(763, n. I5 indicates two conj. er. between S and P3). 
Whereas most of the scholia in the hand P3 derive from other mss, 

principally codex A or a copy, there are about twenty scholia in the 
hand P2, which are not known from other sources. These include 

glosses, exegesis of an elementary nature, and paraphrases8 as can be 
seen from the following examples: 

21.11 aAAa] otov E'av rts' EK KaraslKr7s atrl v Cr7pe7rl, eS3tSov 

s PI corresponds to the m3 of Vitelli and Paoli (above, note I); P2, to mn5; and P3, to 
m14. Vitelli and Paoli correctly reject Bekker's false identification of P and the scribe of the 
Ravenna Aristophanes, but the fact remains that the two text hands are contemporary. 

6 About twenty other P2 and P3 scholia derive from extant mss, but these scholia 

appear in more than one ms without apparent conjunctive errors. 
7 For Dindorf's "AL" understand AP3 here and for the next four scholia. At 695.12, 

13-14, 23-24, 697.12-I3, 21-22, 704.3-6 Dindorf's "A et rec. L" identifies P3 scholia. 
8 The longest paraphrase, about eighty words, occurs at the begimning of or. 21, 

folio 68v, and is little more than a summary of the oration: inc. I& TOVTO 0rT Todre 7rrE 

vfplacr0-q rjpuoaOevYrs 7rTO MetSlov Xop7r7Y.v KaTEyopr7aev avt7-ov 7TpaXPjcyfJtC.a -7pos 
TovS SLKaa7ras . des. Etva rT7) ltocrLoa'w Kalt aTorwVVELV X'At-XS SpaXuas". 
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avirp o6 voLos aocEtav afetv a3ro rrapd rov^ aAovTro Ka-r avrTqv 

Iovov nr)v '7pYpav rFjs Eoprrqs f1 7Trdav 7rpos rov 7rapa Tov vo'uov 

EXovra avrtypadELV ToV-rov. Cf. or. 21.9, 22, 25. 

2I.50 7Tpo{E'vovs] 7TpOfEVOs O KOLVj a7Tor7q Tr7s 7roAXEWS fi,Aos. 
21.164 KarelXA'77rTro UogfoLoVEVOS] KaTelAT7rro aor(oLo6evos o 

0COKlW O't 7T poTEpOV fovAevadJLevos KaTa yr7v forOelav e'7L7TL- 

7TELV TOlS EV TaCLLvVVaLS VSoEpOV 8E otLd aAXcaajs rTavirqv a7TEacreLAev. 

Since my investigations of possible ancient and Byzantine sources have 
not provided sources or parallels for these scholia of P2 except the text 
of the orations and since these scholia lack any patent signs of scholia 
vetera, I must, for the moment, conclude that they are scholia recentiora 

composed by the scribe P2. 
Since the scholia of the hands P2 and P3 are derived from extant mss 

or appear to have been created by a fourteenth century scribe, they are 
of no value for an edition of the scholia vetera. On the other hand, 
scholia by PI do constitute scholia vetera and they should have' been 

properly edited by Dindorf, but such is not the case. Although Dindorf 
(v. 8, p. vi) claims to have used codex P for or. 22, his practice of rarely 
assigning scholia on this oration to individual mss makes it virtually 
impossible to evaluate the scholia ofPI for even one oration. Moreover 
Dindorf did not publish the long P' scholium at the beginning of this 
oration (see the appendix to this article). 

Although a complete presentation of PI scholia must await a new 
edition of the scholia vetera, a discussion of the relationship between P' 
and the scholia of codex paris. gr. 2935 (Y)9 is appropriate at this point. 

9 Codex Y, Bibliotheque Nationale, Paris, parchment, folios II + 302 (actually 304 
folios with o09 and IIo bis) + I, 3I2 X 221 mm., consists of thirty-six quaterions, one 

quintemion (ff. 17-26), and one ternion (if. 289-94). My remarks on the scholia in Y 
are limited to the orations preserved in P. These orations appear in the same sequence in 
P and Y, except or. 60 the last oration in Y, which lacks the single scholium for this 
oration found in P. Only the scholia in the old hand are considered here. As N. Wil- 
son has indicated (CQ Io [1960] 200-202), this hand dates from the early tenth century. 
Wilson also identifies the main hand of the text in Y with the scribe of codex 0 of Plato, 
Vat. gr. i, and a comparison of the hands from facsimiles confirms his identification. 
Still one should note that the number of lines, ruling, and pricking differ in Y and 0 and 
that heretofore 0 has been assigned to saec. IX/X. 

See on this ms Voemel (above, note i) 1834, 18-19; I857, 202-4; H. Omont, Inven- 
taire sommaire des manuscrits grecs de la Bibliotheque Nationale et des autres bibliotheques de 
Paris et des Departements 3 (Paris 1888) 63-64; E. Drerup, "Vorlaufiger Bericht fiber eine 
Studienreise zur Erforschung der Demosthenesiiberlieferung," Sitzungsberichte der kgl. 
bayerischen Akademie der Wissenschaften 3 (I902) 29I-93, 305-6. 
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Codices P and Y have long been recognized as belonging to the 
same ms family (see Dindorf v. 8, p. vi) since both mss have a similar 
text for the orations. Moreover most of the scholia attributed to Y 
by Dindorf also appear in P and P and Y share conjunctive errors such 
as the following:10 

433.22 ,ULvpoO'1Kas om. PY 

440.I4 Tci ardo rov vavrtov KEXP7'Tat prEraf emXetLPr/aT] em7TXprta 
awo Tro evavfrov PY 

440.I8 v'7Touv laas-E'CepaAe om. PY 

442.12 tcr'To-I4 
' 

7TpormW7Tov om. PY 
466.I E"V7TV0EV om. PY 

Further the conjunctive errors cited above and P' scholia lacking in Y 
and vice versa establish a lost ms as the source of the scholia in these two 
mss: 

PI scholia omitted by Y: or. I9.450.I5-I6, 454.12-13; or. 20.458.27, 

497.3-4, 499.9, 5I0.27-28, 5II.7; or. 2I.557.9, 571.29, 574.27, 590.3-4, 
591.7, 647.6-7, 651.3-4, 660.I; or. 22.670.3-4; or. 23.709.28, 715.26-27, 
7I6.9-I0, 7I9.3I, 720.I2; or. 24.746.9-I0; or. 60.816.12-I4. 

Y scholia omitted by P': or. I9.423.I0, 430.I6-I7; or. 21.536.I8 

ELS-I9 TpordTEWeS, 538.1-2, 552.26 'ro -29 crv'Mr ltv, 554.1-2, 571.27- 
28, 594.20-2I, 6I0.24-26, 29-31, 615.7-8; or. 22.704.7; or. 23.722.I7- 
22; or. 24.733.I4, 734.8-9, 742.9-I2, 744.14, 747.4, 787.I2-I4, I8, 

22-23; or. 25.808.1-2, 4, 809.30. 

Barring the discovery of the lost exemplar for P and Y, both mss 
should be used in a new edition of the scholia vetera. Although Din- 
dorf's edition of the scholia is in many respects superior to those of his 
predecessors and although he was the first editor to cite any scholia 
from P, a new edition based on a complete collation of P and Y and 
other primary mss will be a marked improvement. 

APPENDIX 

An unpublished scholium of P1 

In the margins of folio I29r, codex P has a long scholium introducing or. 
22.T This scholium does not appear in Y, but a note on folio 2I6v of Y 

10 In some cases here and below my account of readings corrects errors in Dindorf. 
I" See Fuhr (above, note I) p. xvi, where he cites the beginning of this scholium. 
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(TreI TO aXdoAov rCT dpX-joS ToV Xyov Ets rv dpXIv TroV /t3lAov) indicates 
that it may have been included among the scholia at the beginning of Y now 
lost except for folio 8r and v. Since it will probably be a number of years 
before a new edition of the scholia vetera appears, the text of this scholium 
has been appended to this article. 

OTrEP EVKTr7jLwjv] 0O Aoyos IULKTOS ecrTLV EK TE TOV 7Tpayt/aTLKOV I 
Kal rTO KaTac3optKov avvELpyaauLrEVos' Kal TO FLEV 7TPaytLaTLKOV EV 

7raLS fa(XcLS raTZS Trept rov VOILOV eXEL, 7r 8o KaTa.opLKoV EK 7rS 
TCp ovg ET 

KaTa TOv Trpoaworrov KaTrryoptas. iva oE 1v) 0o06 po6vos Ws LCIAo7rpay- 
JLOV KaTr7yopelV Alo8'opos OELKVV(LtV cS KcaL aAAov 'lK'rKev' 5 
7TrOELpr'KEv yap EVKT7r'JiWV Kat ert7L evTrpoAoyla Tro ZAILOSCpov O 
Ao'yos. 71 EcayyyEAl,a Katl T7 TOV OVOyLaTwv avvOEaTeL aUdEoopa evpv(los 

cV aTe 7rpoS 'IGoKpaTLKov avopa avyKeL`tevog' 7roAAas yovv 7rapt- 

o'cuo'eg Kal oM'oLOKa7aA'E?LEs Kai ooloreo7evTa 7TapeaTrapTaL eXel 

OE 7rpoolil00 v EK KaTrarKev7)S ElAk)JiJLEvov LXEAAwOV yap Ka7raopa IO 

Xp7jT0aL Kal ev TrogL rrpaytrLaTLKOts Kal Ev ToL7S EaycvtoLS 7TpoKara- 

aKevaveL avyyvLurWvl avrco7la WOV 7Tpoo0tiJov oUrarep prrapa7tovlelvo0 

7ov aKpoaTr7V, Etl E rLoEVoS T7V a7ropprT7Wv ELtcraiLTO Kar aV8poS 

OELVa Kat Xa\AETa KEVWp7oracjLElVoV LV o aKovwv avyyvw/rs acLa 

Kal ra 7rr7 KaTraopaS V7roACaLot, tiet.,ovv OwVT'7V Ef OtL aAyeti o 15 

AE'yov SoKEl. SlaLpELTratL rolvvv KaTa Tr'V TrpCT7lv TO0JIqV -7 Epyaaoa 
Troaa 7ov Ao yov e'l Te Tro 7TpaytLaTLKOV Kal 7TO Eaycovov, Kal TO -LEv 

7rpaytLaTLKOV EXEL T0 VOeIelOV oLXr OPIrpLEvOV elS TOE TO 7Tpay/za 
Kal elS TO 7Trpa07Trov' TO oE EkaycVLOV OL EepePES E(rT' Otrpr'TaL 

yap Els TOVTOV 7Tepl TrjS elaTrpdeWos XAoyov Kal els TOV 7Trpl 7r)S 20 

aVaLpeaeWS 7rOV (TreadvCOv Kal KaTaaKevr7 T)5 v 7rO7e7rrEluV. 0o TrVVV 

A7lrLoarev7qs g7TOL lAtoopoS O TO WV Aoyov EfEL)AqR; us laXVplE7rTatL piE' 

vopoLos TroLS 7TEpl TO 7TpayCLa 8Vo' Evl ELEV 7T) TTpO TaTTOVTL rLoaLW 

EelVCLL aTUE+aVOV0aVOal Tr)v 1/3ovA' A lV Et L TroL7-uaatTo 7Ta Tpl7)peLS, 

ETEpc() 8E T) KEAEVOVTL II7)LEV d7rpo/3ovAevrTV Elelvat dvayvwaorrvat 25 

TC7) Or7JL) 17)LaCoLUa. 6 o AVOpOTL'WV l(XVpEvpteTaLL rTpoS a 07orepovs 
7OVTOVS gEEL Kal VO'Ca o) V'OLc) ILEV IrpOS TOV 7TEpl T()V Tp7L77pOV V0LOV, 

EEL 8E o Tpos TO caLrpoPoovAevTov Ar7FLoa0evovS yaxp daCpKovTog 

ir5oaFLwos E6E`ivat EloarEpEiv ElS TOV %7/JLOV I orj/LaUa El ltq T7S av7rTo 

TTpoavayvov'orfs fovArs Kat rooVro KaOOAoV 7rporTEVaV7OS, AV8pOTlWV 30 
AveL 7rapEXoE6EvoS EG0os lLtoV epTTEp T7V oTr7E(dv)ov TCV 8OtLoOEVW V 

7raiL fgovAals KEKpa7rKro70S' KCaOO qc71rL Kpa7r7rOat TO7V 7L0LxoV Trepl 

T70O (TeS)CLVOV T7rs 3ovAXjs Kal ypacL7vaLt rapaxp7jCia ev T7) 7/Lo) TO 

,roor/iapa. Kal 7TOVTO pEV EV T7 T7OV r1To77,adT7wV earl`v TO oe oEVTEPOV 
7OLOiVTOV, JrL00OU6EVOVS 7TrapEXOLeVov VoJLOV TOV KEAEtJOV7a ') 35 
E elvaL 7)j ^ovA-3 T77V owpedv alTelv el Lr TroLo7aal7O 7as Tpl7jpELS 
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AvoporTwv TrELparTa AVELV TOv vo01ov TOVTOV KaTa aVTLvopltav 

7TaPEXOJeVOLS cTpOV VOOVY0 TOV KEEVEOVTa ECav alcS' P ovrA' oOK, n e > / !\ ! a O s s \ 

/FovAevacra ScopeaS, SlSdvaTO rov 8oIov T7v opeav avrT-j. TOVToV Oe TOV 

TpOrTOV avTrKElCOaL ovvaLEvov TO'V 7rap' Avopo'rlvos 'apdric-v o 40 

ArhLoo'0E`vr' s Kac auvyXEWv eeTtrlnTrrq/ Tr?v -rcatv Iva Tr) T7r'S apaXgis 
acrakel TOV O8KaUcT'jv TrapaKpOVar7Tal OVK avTLKpvs eiCayeL T7'V 
aKoXov0ov Tvv vo' aXrv AA' evaAarTEL TOVs KaLpovs KaL Tas 
XPq77UELS'. 

yTr , ?rrEp~7d?rrpdowrrov~.~/ . . , 45 VETL TOLVVV Ellv ETEpOl OVO VO6XOL Ol 7TEpl TO TTpoU0Wrov ILEV eLU, 45 
T7Jv 8E E ETacL v oevTepav EcXovLrt. TOVTWV E JES /LEYV O 7TEpL T-7S 

ETaLtprcEcos E'epoS 8o o 7Tept TWCV oT ArlCrcowv 7rapaypactlKrqv 

E'Xovres vvaYcuv Ka)O EKaTEpov yap avTrWv a40ol 7TapaypadecOaa 
A towpoops vsportova cos ,a ef)ov Aeyetv avT'rc' rovTOLS avvrtltTqo(J 

fLErTaX)T7;rKS eTEpOVS t oFotwS Av8poTlwv voF ov9 Voo' ro EV 50 jiETaA7)7TTtK0g TE'Povg O ovo' 8 'T C ~L % 

<7TEpl) T77jS ETaLp7UEEaWS TOV KEAEvovra Etrl TWYv OEaoOETCWv vTrepL rTv 

rTOovTcVv KaT7ryopeCiv, TCS oS Trepl V ofA7LdTCja Trv TO TrpooraTTovTa 
SE v EVOELKVVVat 'rovS flovAoevovs Kaz7TyopeLv TWVOS wS oeEAovY os 
Tw) ori Uoa' EoSELLS' yap KaTr'yoplas EcaTl ovop,a KaTa TrAELovCo 
lEV .dAtOLTa 8E Kara TWYV O'ELAOYtv) T1) 87)J0al(OUl Kal 7roALTeveaLa 55 

TOAJL6vrWTv csL Trg' p,ev TrpTaoraTEs' ras 7Tapa Aqocr6Eoaevovs Elvat 

TrapaypatlKacs, T'as 8e 7rap' AvspoTl'DVos avTtLrpoTdaetL /LETaAr7Tr- 
TLKaS. 

Apparatus Criticus 

Line 5 aAAo P, corr. Fuhr I4 'V' PPc KaV paC 18 Sr)p7l,dVOV 
PIP (cf. I6 SLacpeltra) SetXrA7q,lElvov pa 30 7rpoavayvc'rrsq P, 
correxi 51 addidi 

Apparatus Parallelorum et Fontium 

Line 4 va-7 Aoyos] Dem. Z662.5-7 Dind. 20 lcTrrpatEWs] Dem. 

22.47 sqq. 21 Ka'raoTKEtIV-] Dem. 22.69,78 23 ev] Dem. 22.8 

sqq. 25 prE'p] Dem. 22.5 sqq. 38 Eav-39 acvj] Dem. '667.7-8 
Dind. 46 els] Dem. 22.21 sqq. 47 ETEpos] Dem. 22.33 sqq. 
48 Kat0-54 r7/LoalW] cf. Dem. Z 680.5-681.2 et 689.I8-690.I6 Dind. 

54 E'v3etLtL-56 roAhlJl')vrv] Dem. Z 689.24-26 Dind. 
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