s

L}

W . . : bz
© Rose, H. J., A Handbook of Latin Literature éHethuen & Co.,London) from the earliest
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times to the death of 5t. Augustine 1936, 1949, 1954 2004 S

. v. 413 Concerning the remaining works there has never been any doubt that Tactitus wrote
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them. 107

- Footnote 109. Doubt of the authenticity of a writing implies sufficient knowledge
and critical sagacity to entitle one to Jjudge; these do not appear in the shallow works of
M. Ross, Tacitus and Bracciolini, London, Deeprose and Bateman, 1878, and his French ape,
P. Hochart, De l'authenticite”des Annales et des Histoires de Tacite, Paris, Thorin, 1910,
who immagine the Annals (and Histories) Iorged. :
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graphies in connexion with the treatment of each author.

Atkins, J. W. H., Liter Criticism in Antiquity, a sketch of its Development,
[pambridge, University Press,SE voIa.,_I§§ . S : _ :

Farrer, J. A., Literary Forgeries, London, Longmans, Green &zBrisdiamdeszz & Co.,1907.




	LinkTextBoxLeft: http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Notes.htm


