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sions d' une latinitè barbare, d' aucun de ces sacrements de 1' Eglise;
ou recon nait une foule d' exemples de ces mots ; cumz spirito, ispirio,
7uispirito sancto, cum spîitia sancta, altérés d' une manière plus ou
moins vicieuse, et qui ne peuvent s'entendre que de l'aine même du
chrétien, admise après la mort dans le séjour*des bienheureux, en
-vertu de la synonymie connu des mots anima et sy&Ùius, dans le
,vocabulaire de la basse latinité." H1e closes bis observations on the
inscription by proposing the follow'ing expansion:

"Devis mnartyri1bus sacrum quadiraginta
Leopardum ini pace

cunb S.pirîtlu sancto accep
tami cunulein 1w Leatis. *"fnnocen tem

l/O.Ui?lt 1)>areiles. qui [vixit] annis MY, mensibus 'VII."

ht is verv difficuit to jafier from the two copies that I have before
ine-vis., )3'brctti's and Ranoul Rochette's-the true reading of the
inscription ; but I entertair. no doubt that both Mabillon's and
Fabretti>s interpretations should be rcjected, and that Raoul IRochette's
view as to civm spirita sauta is correct. At the same time, bis expan-
sion-Divis Ma rtYribus sacrum quadraginta-is elearly inadmissible.
There is no authority in any epitaph for this rendering. Nor is there
any reasonabie doubt that the letters DMA. stand for Dus XManibus,
as Mabillon understeod thern; whilst the signification of XL, as I have
observed in miy note on Epitaph, n. 90, remains to, be discovered.
The rest of bis expansion is probable, except the omission of nzurnero
rifter anuis, which should be introduced, if Fabretti's punctuation be
cor-rect. But ançother, and a very remarliable, peculiarity of the inscrip-
tion, hitherto unnoticcd, remnains to be considered--i. e. the use of the
expression acceriitm habeatis with the dedication Dis .Aanibus in a
Christian epitaph. If we compare this with the words-Manes soitw-
tissio [sic] comnendatuin habeatis rnum conjugem in Orelli's n.
47Î5, a Pagan epitapb, and Sanctique tui Mâllnes -nobis petentibus
adsint in Grutcr's) 1061, 7 a Christin epitapli, there can, I think,
be but little doubt that so!iIC Christians of the early ages retained

1 have given this wholc expansion, as it appears ia Dictionnaire d'zÉpig-a-
~Phie Chrétienne, for 1 arn unable to refer to the original article in the -àMrn. dc
l'Acadi?ic. 1 havo btit littie donbt, howcvcr, that neither the presence nor
the absence oi the points is as Raoul Rochette iatended: the authority of the
Dictionnairc is not worth considering.


