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scholars may confldently rely even in the minutest points,—next fol-
lows, with the  Probable Ancient Pronunciation.” In treating of the
latter, he has been guided by ancient authorities, where they existed,
and in cases wherein he has been obliged to offer his own conjectures,
he has followed the dictates of a sound judgment, and we are the
more inclined to receive his hypotheses as he seems neither to make
them unnecessarily nor to substitute them for facts.

This work, thoagh nopretending in its form, is very valuable and
trustworthy,~—valuable as ably discussing questions, which meet the
student at the very beginning of his studies and constantly recur as
he proceeds,~—trustworthy as coming from one of the most accomplish-
ed and judicious Greek scholars now living.

‘We have here given a mere syllabus of its contents, but propose in
some future number to examine the work in detail, and to consider
the questions of which it treats.

ARTICLE XII.

REVIEW OF OWEN'S THUCYDIDES.

By James Hadley, Assistant Professor of Greek in Yale College.

The History of the Peloponnesian War by Thucydides ; according to
the text of L. Dindorf; with Notes, for the use of Colleges, by John
J. Owen, Principal of the Cornelius Institute. New York: Leavitt,
Trow & Co. 1848. 12mo. pp. 688.

THUCYDIDES is not the earliest Grecian writer to whom we give
the name Aistorian ; yet the earliest of historians could not have been
more thoroughly original. Alike in the conception and the execution
of his work he shows himself independent of his predecessors. He
has his own notions as to the scope and aim of history. Others had
been mythographers, annalists, story-tellers ; it was his purpose to be
something widely different. He could not content himself with repro-
ducing the mere form and surface of the past, in a bare chronicle of
outward actions and appearances; he sought to account for the past,
to show how that which had been came to be. Nor in this attempt
was he satisfied with attributing everything singular or mysterious to
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an ever ready supernatural machinery. In the public life of States he
saw the product of natural causes, the work of human agency, in which
the common character of man is seen under the modifying influences
of diverse political conditions. Msn seting through the social and
civil formas which man bas organized to shape his action—this is the
great ides of Thocydides. Henes his continual eagerness to get be-
hind the outward act, to bring out the cireumstances and the motives
ia which it had its origin, and thos to show that it was nothing capri-
eious, arbitrary, unaccountable, but the very thing whiech was to be
expected from such a character in such a situation. Henes too his
ooofident belief that what has been will be ; history, baving its foun-
dation in the nature of man, which is always essentially the same, most
present essentially the same phenomena from age to age. With this
view he does not hesitate about applying to the past the maxims of the
present, as in his exhibition of heroic times ; nor does he doubt that
the present will reappear in the future, and so writes his book as a
xtipa §¢ dsi, that men may derive instruction from its precedents in
every similar concurrence of events. Thus history—historic writing
~—is in his view the past giving lessons to the future; and its proper
effect, to make that future not essentially different from the past, but
only wiser and better.
. Original in his conception of history, Thucydides is no less original
in historical criticism. Unlike his predecessors, he does not receive
with simple faith everything which be has heard. He balances evi-
dence; he weighs authorities ; he discusses probabilities; he is ever
on his guard against deception. Everything claiming to be fact is
subjected to a strict examination; and rigorously set aside ualess it
can mpke good its claim. In Thuecydides, cautious, penetrating and
exact, the modern historiographer finda his best authority, his main re-
liance for the earlier times of Greece. Other writers of antiquity
may be fuller in their statements ; in many instances they do no more
than make the darkness visible ; but when Thucydides, though with
but balf a sentence, touches on any subject, a ray of light has darted
into the gloom. The historian, plodding wearily along, as through a
quagmiire, unable to discover solid footing—if he chance to find a pas-
sage of Thucydides lying in his course—{eels that he has at length se-
oured one firm spot, on which he can ahide with confidence, and from
which he can form some judgment as to what is safest in his future
progress.

In the Peloponnesian war Thucydides found a subject every way
worthy of his powers. It was a crisis in his country’s history. The
aunals of the preceding half century are chiefly occupied with the
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eauses that led to it and the preparations that were made for it; those
of the centary following are little more than & development of its re-
sults. We see here Athens and Sparta, the leading States of Greece,
well matehed though most dissimilar, alike only in ambition, contend-
ing for the Hegemony ; grouped around them are the minor States,
bound to their principals by the most various ties of love, fear, hope,
gratitude, necessity, and sustaining almost every relation of alliance or
dependonce. The contest is long continued ; disputed on both sides
with desperate valor and unfaltering determination. All the resources
of all the belligerents are exhausted in the struggle. The war is full
of enterprise, intrigue, vicissitudes of fortune, unexpected success, un-
expected failare. Never, perhaps, has so much of political experience,
been crowded within such narrow limits both of space and time. An
action so various and complex, so critical, far reaching in its antece-
dents and ita consequences, was fitted to give full employment for the
highest order of hiatorical abilities.

Thucydides lived, mature in years and judgment, through the whole
period of the war; an actor in some of its scenes, an attentive obser-
ver of all. It has generally been assumed, that he waited for its ter-
mination, before commencing the composition of his work. On this
point, however, Ullrichs, in his Beitrdge zur Erklirung des Thuky-
dides, has recently put forward a new theory. The Peloponnesian
war consists of two parts, separated by the peace of Nicias, an armis-
tice rather than a peace, which was concluded in the year 421, and
subsisted, in name if not in fact, till the Sicilian expedition in 418.
Obgerving now, that in the first books of his history, Thucydides
makes no allusion to the Sicilian expedition or any of the events
which followed it, while he repeatedly speaks of the war as continu-
ous from first to last—TUllrichs supposes that he began to write after
the peace of Nicias, regarding this as the conclusion of the contest,
and not anticipating the speedy renewal of hostilities—that under this
impression he wrote some three books and a half, when the war broke
out afresh ; that then recognizing in these two struggles only different
acts of the same great drama, he waited for the catastrophe, after
which he resumed the work and brought it to the point at which it
now breaks off.

Dr. Owen’s present volume inecludes nearly all that portion of the
history, which is set off as of earlier composition, in the theory of Uli-
richs. 'We have here the first three books with an extended commen-
tary ; the text occupies 178 pages, the notes, about 500 more.

Some may perhaps object to this amount of annotation as excessive.
Yet all will probably admit that, if a copious commentary is allowable
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in any school book, it is proper in & school edition of Thucydides.
From earliest times he has been regarded as a difficult author. His
weight of meaning, his sudden traneitions, his extraordinary freedom
of construction, his frequent anacolutha, his affectation of antiquity,
must have made his books anything but light reading to the Athenians
of his own day. Aund Cicero declares that he found the speeches of
Thucydides almost unintelligible. A Greek writer, whom Cicero
could bardly vnderstand, will not be very easy to the American school-
boy. He will be continually stumbling upon dificulties, which he
eannot overcome, and therefore should not be required to overcome by
his own unaided efforts. If he is not to grope blindly and wearily from
page to page, lost in a labyrinth of uncertainties, disgusted with himself
and his author, it is a point of indispensable necessity that be should
be supplied with constant illustration both of words and thinga.

We would not indeed be understood as denying, that the work be-
fore us might have been compressed to some extent without Jessening
its value. There is a good deal of annotating in it, which we canoot
but regard as otiose, though fully sensible how difficult it iz to draw
the line between things that may be of use to somebody and things
that cannot be of use to anybody. Even where the matter is of un-
questionable importance, the style of the editor often seems to lack
condensation. Rigorous retrenchment would have made it more dis-
tinct, pointed and effective. The writer who is sparing of his words
will be careful in selection ; and & loss in quantity may bs more than
compensated by increased intensity. In this particular there are few
commentators, who might not learn from Kriger, the latest editor of
Thucydides, whose learned notes present rare models of perspicuous
brevity.

Much has been accomplished within the last thirty years for the
study of Thucydides. The labors of Bekker and Poppo have made
the text one of the best which we possess among the remains of clas-
sical antiquity ; so that, as Dr. Arnold thought, no great improvement
is to be looked for from future criticism. At the same time a crowd
of annotators, chief of whom are Poppo, Goller, Arnold, Kriger, have
furnished satisfactory solutions for almost all the difficulties which be-
sct the interpretation. A large mass of valuable materials was thus
placed at the disposal of ‘the American editor; and Dr. Owen has
shown that he is acquainted with these materials and understands
their value. He has used them abundantly, but not indiscriminately,
exercising an independent judgment, and keeping constantly in view
the circumstances and wants of the class for whom his work is in-
tended.
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Fronting the title-page is a very neat map of Greece, reduced from
Kiepert’s, representing the state of the country at the opening of the
Peloponnesian war. In the notes, too, Dr. Owen has not overlooked
the geography of his author. On this head he acknowledges his obli-
gations to Col. Leake, whose merits in relation to the togograpby of
Greece no one will deny; though when Dr. Owen following Bloom-
field, calls him ¢ the first geographer of our age,” he makes an asser-
tion, which, to say the least, is somewhat hazardous.

One of the most striking features of the present work is the atten-
tion everywhere paid to the train of thought, narrative and argument
in the original. Each chapter is introduced in the commentary by a
full analysis of its contents; and in many cases, a series of chapters,
forming a separate whole, has a special introduction, defining its sub-
Ject, and presenting a general conspectus of its structure. The style
and made of treatment of the editor in this department of his labors,
are fairly enough represented, in faults as well as merits, by the follow-
ing remarks, which usher in the Funeral Oration of Pericles.

“ CHAPTERS XXXV—XLVL These chapters contain the celebrated
funeral oration of Pericles, which has ever been considered a master-
piece of eloquence, whether regard be had to the grandeur of the
theme, the patriotic and liberal sentiments advanced, or the simplicity
and digpity of its style. The exordium is contained in chap. 35;
then baving briefly announced the subject-matter of bis discourse
(chap. 36), he passes to a consideration of the internal policy, habits,
customs, refinement, learning, liberality of the Athenians, for the ex-
istence and perpetuity of which the departed worthies had fought and
died (chaps. 837—41). He then eulogizes more directly the persons
whose funeral rites they are celebrating, and exhorts the Athenians
to imitate their virtaes, bravery and patriotism (chaps 42, 43); the
parents and relatives of the deceased are then addressed in words of
sympathy and encouragement, after which the orator closes with a
brief peroration (chaps. 44—46).

“ No adequate justice can be done in a brief abstract to this noble
effort of one of the greatest minds which Greece or any other country
ever produced, and it is commended, therefore, without further re-
mark to the student as well worthy of his careful and frequent perusal,
The more it is read and studied, the more prominent will be its grand
and towering dimensious, the more impressive the noble sentiments
with which it abounds. Let no one who would put himself under its
full influence, cease his efforts to master it until he can read it fluently
at a sitting, without the aid of grammars, lexicons or aunotations.
Then as be reads, he will find his sympathies with the theme and the
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oocasion awakened, his emotions enkindled, his soul inspired with high
and generous sentiments, and he will rise from its perusal with a more
ardent love of country, more liberal, enlightened and exalted views of
what constitutes the true glory of a State, and better qualified 10 act
the part of a good citizen in whatever sphere of action he may be call-
ed to move.”

We have read over with much satisfaction the notes by which the
editor has sought to make this speech of Pericles—a speech scarcely
less celebrated for its difficulty than its excellence—intelligible to the
stadent. We beg leave to introduce here a few remarks, which have
occurred to us in the course of this examination ; omitting the many
points in which we should agree perfectly with Dr. Owen, and notio-
ing for the most part those alone, on which we could wish for more or
less of change.

L. 1L c. 85. § 1. xai uy év évi avdgi modicsy dgerag xirdvysvesdas
& 18 xai yeigoy elnovrs morevdivan, and not that the virtues of many
should be perilled upon one man, intrusted to hMm alike, whether he
may speak well or sll (literally, to have been intrusted to him both if
having spoken well and if worse). . . . morevBippas is epexegetical of
mivBuyeveafas.” On this passage we should prefer to follow the
scholiast, and take misrev@yvas in the sense not of entrusting, but of
delieving ; we would also treat it as the object of xrdvyevasOar, which,
meaning as it does to be endangered = made to tncur danger, may be
followed by the danger us its object. See Matthise Gr. § 534. b.
The risk to which the virtues of many men are here supposed to be
subjected, is that of being understood and hence believed according to
the representation of the funeral orator, whether he has spoken well
or ill ; i. e. whether he has set them forth as they deserved, or (y2igor)
done them less than justice. This interpretation seems to account
more perfectly than any other for the aorist participle einoyz:.

C. 86. § 2. Pericles, speaking of the generation just departed, saye,
xenoausvor Y& meos ois E8s5avro oany Syouey doyny ovx Eméreg fuiv
tois rvr mpoonarikmoy ; but immediately adds, za 3¢ mdein avrig
avroi fusiy 0ide—inyvEicapsy. How reconcile these two statements,
of which the first appears to say, that the Athenian empire had at-
tained its present greatness in a former generation; and the second,
that it had been rendered greater by the contemporaries of the speak-
er? Dr. Owen remarks: ¢ There is no real contradiction . . . as the
empire had not been essentially enlarged, but rather strengthened
and reduced to a settied policy of government by Pericles and those
of his own age.” This is Poppo’s view: canr doyqy considered as
referring to extent of territory, which excludes of course from the fol-
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lowing r& mleio avrijc any material enlargment of dowain. Kriiger,
on the other hand, has given a different explanation, which appears
to harmonize better with bistoric facts. He understands ooy agyyy
of the Hegemony, regarded simply as supremacy among the Grecian
States, without exact limitation either as to the authority conferred
by that position, or as to the territorial limits within which it was ac-
knowledged ; so that in the ensuing sentence we are at liberty to un-
derstand extension in either one or both of these respects, in territory
a8 well as in prerogauve.

C. 86.§4. aao 6e olag 78 amﬂzawdemc ql&om in’ avea xai psd’
olag noluemg xal 70y 3§ oty peydda yévero. For the construc-
tion of olag—oiwy reference is made to Crosby Gr. §589. 2. b,
which is inapplicable bere, as it relates to constructions like Asvooers
—oi mgos olow dr8goy méaye, where two interrogative words are
combined in a single interrogative clause. We may notice also an-
other instance of irrelevant reference, IIL 22. 7. xa! oi roionooios
avzay olg Lxsvaxto, x. v. k, “the article has reference to the relative
oi¢ which follows, and therefore retains its demonstrative force (8.
§ 166. 2. b.) those three hundred who had been appointed.” 1If the ar-
ticle be taken as a demonstrative in this place, we may with equal
propriety consider it as such in a great majority of the cases where it
stands ; the use, which Mr. Sophocles calls demonstrative and de-
scribes in the remark referred to, is widely different, as appears from
the phrases zor o¢ gy, ete. cited as examples.

C. 36.84. youilwy ini 18 19 magovss ovx dy dmgenyy lexOipres
avta. Aey®ivos has evra for its subject, and is itself the subject of
elvou understood, to which &y may be referred.” This would require
angeneés instead of amgeny; if slvau is supplied, avza must be made
its subject, and sy&7veu taken as a limiting infinitive, that they would
be not inappropriate to be spoken. But it is not necessary to supply
elvae ; the construction may be represented tolerably well by render-
ing, thinking that on the present occasion they would be spoken without
mappropﬂatmac ‘We should lxkewxse dlﬁ'er from Dr. Owen as to
the construction in c. 88 § 2. xai fvpBaives quiv undiy oixaiszige 7y
anodavos Ta aviov gyade yiyyousva xagmovodai i xei 1@ TWY GA-
Aoy dy@geinow, where he makes za dyade the subject of LvpPaives ;
better connect SvuPaivas quiv xaprovodas, x. 1. A. 1t 8 our fortune to
enjoy, ete.

C.87. 81, xai Gvoum péy i 70 pyy € ohiyovg ddd & mheiovag
oixsiv dnuoxparie xéxdyras. For Sia. . . oixeiv the editor gives
two interpretations. 1. Because the government s not administered for
the benefit of the few, but of the many. (Arnold after Stepb. and
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Gail). 2. Bnumthaa&mmmwmofmmuwm&
Rands of the few, but of the many. (Poppo and Goeller, 2nd ed.).
Dr. Owen though he says the passage “does not seem admissible
(susceptible ?) of any interpretation wholly free from objections,”
yet pronounces at last in favor of the lstter rendering; nor are we
disposed to find fault with his decision. The context calls for such
an explanation, and the construction, though certainly unvsual, is
after all less barsh and violent than Dr. Owen seems to think it. We
may transiate almost literally, decause the carrying on of government
extends not to few but to many, which naturally enough soggests the
sense required.

C.88.§1. o xad quipar 5 téoywis €0 Aumngor éxmljoom. “xad
nuioar § 1oy for 1 xa®' yuigar 1igpi.” Bo also Kriger; but
the difference of collocation appears to be more than a mere accident,
nnd requires to be socounted for. We may say, perhaps, that xad’
suégow, standing as it does in the text, is not & mere adjunct of the
poun, but qualifies the sentence, whereof day by day the enjoyment
drives away vexation.

C. 89. § 2. oiirs yap Aaxedaipino xad’ ixdavovs . . . G3pazEVOVSL.
This reading, which is the common one, makes it necessary to take
AaxesBauporios as a generic designation for the Lacedaemonians and
their allies—for neither do the Peloponnesian confederacy wage war
dy single States—a rather barsh expedient. It would have been well,
perhaps, to notice the easier reading xe®’ savrovg which, though rest-
ing on little manuscript authority, is preferred by Poppo and Kriger.

C. 40. § 2. oV sov¢ Aoyovs roic dgrow Slefyy fyovuesor, aida py
mpodidayOippas ualdoy doyg meozegoy § émi & dei égyq ADeir. * This
use of épyq in the sense of in truth, n good deed, is very common.”
"E¢yo here stands opposed to Aoy and signifies not in truth, but i
action. Tranalate, ‘ regarding not speech as any detriment to action,
but rather not to be instructed by speech, before proceeding in action
to those things which are necessary.” In the next section Pericles
continues: “ For in this also we (Athenians) are peculiar, that we
show the greatest courage, though at the same time we consider fully
what we are to undertake : & zois dilog duadin sy Bodcos, Aoyw-
uos 3¢ 6xwov @iger.”” Dr. Owen adopts the best account of this rather
difficult clause, but has fallen, apparently through inadvertence, into
some inconsistency of statement. He begins by saying, “the only
difficulty in this passage results from the grammatical use of o, which
refers to zodudy and éxloyilscOay, i. e. the quality of daring combined
with reflection.” But fartber on he remarks: ¢ Matthine and Poppo
consider the relative as repeated and explained in Aoyiouds . . . the
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sense being as though it had been written & 7oic #Alows, dpaBing
dodcoog prgovens, dxvor péger. This appears to me the best explan-
ation.”  Obviously, however, it would be absurd to say, the qualkity
of daring combined with reflection, brings cowardice, etc. ; and o, if it
is repeated and explained in loyiouds, can refer only to éxdoyilesOar

C. 42. § 8. xai yap rois rdlia yeiposs dixasow Ty ds Tovs Mokdpovg
vmip 17¢ mazgidos avdpayaliny mporifes®ous. “zoig—yeipoos has
the force of the adnominal  genitive after ¢rdpayadiar. XKriiger re-
marks (Gr. § 48. 12. R. 2) that the adnominal dative of possession
for the genitive is a form of speech which does not frequently occur
in Attic prose; and that where neither the position nor the sense re-
quires us to connect the dative with the substantive, we should take
it rather with the verb. In the present case, certainly, the latter is
the superior construction. Translate, ¢ Since indeed for those who
in other points were worse, it is just that the manly courage, which led
them to the wars in support of their country, should be put forward
(as a shield or screen, to cover their failings).”

C. 44. § 1. “ g6t megssrs—imisrasras. On the sudden transition
from the oratio recta to the oratio obliqua, cf. Kiihner, § 845. R. 6.”
There is a change here from the second person to the third ; the ora- -
tor goes on to speak about those whom he had just before been speak-
ing to; but there is no quotation in the passage, and of course no
passing from direct to indirect quotation—from the oratio recta to the
oratio obliqua.

It will be seen, that of the points which we have noticed, some are
the results of inadvertence,—slips, such as will now and then elude
the keenest vigilance, and creep into the most elaborate productions.
Others again are more or less matters of question ; points on which
different minds, with the same evidence before them, may come to
different conclusions. They are very far from proving, as we are
very far from believing, that the commentary has been hastily or care-
lessly prepared. On the contrary, our examination, limited and im-
perfect as it has pecessarily been, has satisfled us that we have in this
work the fruits of labor at once diligent and successful. So obvious,
indeed, are the traces of industrious study, as to render quite unne-
cessary, expressions such as the following : ““but 1 am disposed after
much reflection to adopt as the sense of the passage” (note on 1L 42.
4.); ¢ after much examination 1 have adopted this as the best inter-
pretation, though others may prefer to translate differently’” (note on IL
40.4.) ; which a pardonable self-distrust has led the editor to insert.
Dr. Owen has shown in this book, that he is not one of those, who can
rest content with past attainments, careless of further progress. No one
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who compares his Thucydides with the highly popular and useful school
books which be had previously edited, can fail to recognize its superi-
ority. Its style is more correct, clear and business-like ; it is nearly free
from the fauits of awkwardness and inaccuracy, by which those earlier
works were occasionally disfigured. It shows much less of a certain
disposition to smprove upon the aathor, to dilate upon his beanties and
endorss his moral teachings, to supply emotions that the studeat ought
to feel, which in its predecessors bordered now and then upon the lu-
dicrous. It exhibits a more mature scholarship, more thorough and
exact research, and more of that practical skill in dealing with one’s
materials which practice only can bestow.

Scholars will await with interest the publication of the second vol-
ume, destined to contain, sccording to the snnouncement of the pre-
face, “ the remaining text of Thucydides, brief annotations, and copi-
ous verbal, historical and grammatical indices of the whole work.”

ARTICLE XIII.
LITERARY AND THEOLOGICAL MISCELLANIES.

I u late Number of a German periodical, a list is given of the names
and ages of some of the more prominent scholars and distinguished in-
dividuals in the various walks of life in Germany, together with some
explanatory remarks. We subjoin the list as a matter of interesting re-
eord and of comparison, on a number of important points, with the theo-
logians and literary characters of England and the United States. The
first list includes those who lived to the age of 80—92 years.

Terstegem, . . . 92yrs.| Goethe¢, . . . . 83y;
Spalding, . . . 90 Planck (the elder), . . 82
bel, . . . . 90 Hans Sachs, . . . 82
Tiedge, . . . . 88 Pestalozzi, . . . . 81
Gerstenberg, . . . 86 Kiistner, . 81
Bodmer, . . . 85 Duke Ulrich of Bnnmck, 1]
J.G. Miiller, . . . 84 Gockingk, . . 80
Gleim, . . . 84 Kant, . . . . . 8
Frederic Jneobl. . . 83 Jeruralem, . . . . 80
Hermes, . . . 83 Wieland, . . . . 80

In this list are men who struggled with depressing poverty; others
who could gratify every want; some who lived in quiet; others who
performed the most active duties; some who were endowed with the
highest poetic gifts; others who had no imaginative faculty. Creative



