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of its genuineness ; and I have invariably stated the place (when
known) where each %vas found, with the awthority hoth for this

statement, and for the text that I have adoptcd. The inscription,
that are given in the lithographie plates, are j-fac- sirnies of the
originals, as they are represented in De Rossi's work; the others arc
copied with as niuchi recuraey as I couc1 attain, using ordinary tYpe.
The notes are fe-% and brief, as many of the difficulties arc cxplaiued

ini the expansions and translations that 1 have givcn.

I subjoia a list of the editions of the principal works to which 1
3'efer in the article:

Auu«iutu, Roma St4bterraiea....... .. . . .Ltetite Parisiorua, 1659.
BoEexB, Corpus fnscriptionurn &roecarum, .. Berlin, 1828-1856.

itself sufficient; to excite the strongest suspicion. Ligorio, a Neapolitan,
was a practised forg-er of inscriptions, whIicI ihe sold to collectors,
and many of bis impostures have been exposed by scliolars. JHis w'ork,
however, n'as confined to imitation of the Heatheii tituli. But thlert!
werc others who took up) the manufacture of Christian inscriptions. Thie
celebrated epitapli on Daciana Diacomssa, wlio was Il the daugliter of
Painatus Ite Consul, and the sister of Victorinus the Prcsbyter, anti
prophesied xnany things,ý" altliough it pnassed the ordea! of Maffei's fils-
tidious scrutiny, is now known to have been forgcd, and lias beeii tracedj
to Ferrara. Sec De Rossi, p. xxx. Bosio'e, great -sork, in Italian, on thic
Çatacombs of Rome, wvas, lis is wcfl kn1OwNV, translated into Latin i)*
Paul Aringhi, who made additions, to the original, contributed by iiii
self and Severano. There is no doubt that a second Ligorio iniposcd on
both of these scholars. See De Rossi, p. xxvi. Again, Boldetti, who
published what xnfy be regarded as a supplemneut to Bosio, 'vas so di-
cient in scholarship and critical acutcness, and so regardless of atctiracv,
that no reliance can be placed on his copies, even of inscriptions. tilat
lie himself saw. As this may appear to some te be too barsh a censtire
on a writer, wlmose authority wua once held in high estimation, 1 gubjoini
one of the many adverse opinions pronounced on bima by De Rossi, whio
was thoroughly acquainted with his work in ail its details: Ifujta (ecil.
Boldetti) in id genut apo.qraphis ezcipiendis imperitm'am et inciiriarn non ce,.
tena, sed millenci ezemyla testantur. Sce p. 24.

Other authors might be mentioned in illustration of the necessity for
exaxnining the authority for each inscription ; but, probably, enoughi bs,
been said on the subject. It is a more agreeable duty to bear iny testi-
mony te the renmarkable mierits of Signer De Rossi's learned volurni
-Iritiones Christiane~ Urbis Romea Septimo Skeeulo Antiquiores-a work.
,which is facile prinzeps of all that bave been published on the subject.

f 1 have exainined Perret's splendid volumes ' but have not taken any
extract frein them. Their reputation for accurscy is flot good; Burgro2
does not hesitate te call the work Ilsimply a Romance."
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