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1) The German Uwiversities. [Armw,

more distinetly betray their unheavenly origin, tham in the impatience,
the fretfulness, the want of calmness and self-poseession, manifested in
them. Activity without restlessness, power without noise, earnestness
without impatience, vigor without harshness, steadfast, wnmovable, al-
ways abounding, with a quiet assurance of ultimate and complete suo-
cess — these are the characteristics of & soul imabued with the spirit of
the 2d Pealm, which is the Spirit of Ged.

ARTICLE VII.

THE GERMAN UNIVERSITIES.

By br. H Wi ) late Profe in the Blochmann College, Dresden, Saxony.

AN American university and a German “universitit,” differ very
mch from each other. The fact is, that the name is here applied
to colleges for general education, preparatory to professional studies
(gymnasia or gelehrtenschulen), whereas it means in Germany an in-
stitution for theological, juridical, medical, and philosophical learning.
Consequently, the latter can be only compared with the divinity, law,
medical and scientific schools of Cambridge or Yale college. There
exists, however, a good deal of difference ; and to give, beforehand,
some idea of the peculiar organization of the German universities, we
may be allowed to anticipate the following remarks. Each State or
province has one university, where the graduates of all gymnasia
(eleven in Saxony) meet together; whereas in Cambridge, the students
of the four professional schools are mostly graduates of the one chief
oollege. The university consists of four faculties, but is one complete
institution, and the difference of the faculties does not exist for the stu-
dent. He can attend theological and physical or philosophical lectures,
according to his liking. There are no classes. The instruction is given
by lectures, not by recitations. Several professors lecture generally on
the same subject, or on similar subjects of the same branch. The stu-
dent chooses the lectures which he will attend. The professor knows
not his audience. Some professors have ninety hearers ; others, nime.
The “ philosophical” faculty eomprises all the philological, mathemati-
cal, physical and philosophical branches, and is destined as well for the
students of the three professions as for those who prepare themselves
for professorships in the same braaches. Only practical exervises,
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as chemical in the laboratory, chirurgical in the hospital, theologieal
ot philological in societies, etc., bring the professor into immediate re-
Iation to a smaller number of students. After a stady time of three years
or more, the student iz, on his own application, examined ; and if found
suffciently instructed, dismissed as a candidate. The students of medi-
@ne remain generally longer than others, and have, after the exami-
nation, to defend a printed diseertation in a public disputation, for their
degree.

The oldest university of the German empire is that in Pragve. It
was founded in 1348, by the emperor Charles IV, in his favorite resi-
dence; and began soon to flourish, like her sisters in Paris, Oxford, and
Bologna. Atthe end of the century, it is said to have numbered more
than twenty thousand students (10,000 in Bologna, in A.D.1260). They
were divided into four nations,” Bohemians (with Moravians and
Hungarians), Saxons (with Danes and Swedes), Bavarians (with Aus-
trians, Soabians, Franks, and Rhinelanders), and Polish. But this
splendor lasted only a short time; for, in 1409, after some quarrel
with the Bohemians, the Saxons, together with the Bavarians and
Poles, quitted Prague and founded the high school (hohe schule, hooh-
schule) or nniversity in Leipzig.

In 1365, the Latin school of Vienna, founded 1237 by the emperor
Frederick 1L of Hobenstaufen, in which also philosophy and the fine
arts were taught, was changed lnto a university by the foundation of
some professorships for law and medicine, and afterwards for theology
(1884). The four nations here were the Austrians, Hungarians, Sax-
ous and Rhinelanders. Vienna was soon followed by Heidelberg, 1887,
Cologne,1888, Erfart, 1392, Wiirzburg, 1408, etc. The universities are
now Konigsberg for Pruseia, Berlin for Brandenburg, Breslau for
Silesia, Greifswalde for Pomerania, Rostock for Meckleuburg, Bonn for
the Rbineland, Kiel for Schleswig-Holstein, Leipzig for Saxony, Halle
(Wittenberg, 1502—1815) for the province of Saxony, Jena for the
Saxon duchies, Géttingen for Hanover, etc,, Tibingen for Wiirtem~
berg, Heidelberg (and the catholic Freiburg) for Baden, Marburg and
Giessen for the two Hesses, Erlangen for Franconia, Munich for Ba-
varia, Vienna, Prague, etc. for Austria. As to the Austrian univer-
sities, however, it must be mentioned, that they have a different organi-
sasion from those in other German States, and that they, except Vien-
na and Prague, which have, in spite of the prejudice of non-Austrian
Germans, a celebrated name throughout the States for their physical
sad medical learning, have zo just claim to rank with the aniversities
ont of Anstria.

A university has four faculties. Eanhfaenl&yhlthreekmd;d'

Vor. VIL No. 26.



Seachers, ealled professores pullici erdinaris, p. p. o., prof. extraordinarid,
P- 6 and privatdocendon. Only the ordinary professors are members of the
fhealty, and of the senate eonsisting nesrly of all the p.p.o. The sen.
steof Leipsig numbers 40 members and npwards. At the headofthe sen-
ate and of the whole institution stands the Rector, elected for one yurb’
and out of the senate, or Proreetor in those States where the prinoe
himaelf is the permanent veetor. On the 31t of Octobe, the anniven
sary day of the Reformation, yearly celebrated in S8axony, the recter in
Leipsig abdieates in the * aula” of the & sugusteum,” sfler haviag given
a short acoount of the last year. Then the professer of eloquence and
poetry (formerly Hermann) speaks a Latin oration, and ¢ bis magnif-
eenee,” the new restor, is installed for the next year. He is the highest
sdministrative and judieial officer, without having, of eourse, the men-
ual laber of it. He presides in the senate and court, but every branch
‘has its particolar fanctionaries. There is a royal judge appeinted with
twe secretaries, a tremsurer with several elerks for the administration of
the university estates and eapital, and plenty of other officers down to
the prison keeper, who has about thirty “ocarcers™ under his cure,
sometimes full, often eontaining but one or twe chief malefactors, whe
are confined to their solitary residences perhaps for halfa year and
more. The wealth of the university in Leipzig is immense. Besides
the large foundntions for the professers, there are nearly a thowsand
« gtipendia” for students belonging to certsin families or sowns ote., and
most of them paying a yearly rent of thirty dollars. )
- The larger universities have from 50 to 107 professors (in Leipeig 69),
for each insportant branch of science one prof. publ. ord., whe is boend to
teach it, yet at the same time he is allowed to leeture on whatever be
pleases (some time ago the government prevented cemtain politionl leo-
tures). The number of p. p. 0. in Leipsig is at least forty ; that of the p.
extraor., who have generally small salaries, and of the privatdoeonton,
who have none at ali, is varying and unlimited. Most professors give
one Jecture « publicly,” as it is called, meaning gratis (a p. pobliows o.
is bound te do it), and another “privately” i. e for pay. The ex-
penses of the student in this respeet are not large. To beeome a pre-
vatdecent, the scholar must reeeive the permiesion of “ babilitstien”
feoma the faculty, and then, like any p. p. 0., present a dissortation and
deftnd it against the attacks of those professors, who ave willing: and
nble to censure him. Any vacant ord. professorship is filed by the
election of one by the government, out of three nominated by the fao-
ulty. At the head of she fheulty stands a dean, ¢ decmrus.®

The new student, when he has made up his mind what eeuwee te
pursue, looks into the lecture eatalogwe, sndiv morcln'tb
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blackbeard (pheted at somse cinspiciious place in the buildings and cons
tahling the netices of the professors), to cheose four er six lectures te
hia liking. Some experienced friends advise him, and he acts acsord-
mgly. A student of theology, for instance, used to hear in Leiprig (in
the first term of five moutha), historioal introduction o the Scriptares
by Winzer, Matthew or Luke by Theile, the pealms by Flelscher of
Brockbaus, logi¢ by Drobisch, anthrepolegy by Heiaroth, & Geesk
suthor by Hermann ; in the following tetms the Remans or Hebrows
by Wiker, history of the eherah by Niedner, dogmatic by Wiser o¢
Grosstnann, pastoral theology by Krehl, moral philosophy by Harten~
stein, etc. Others may have attended the lectures of other professors
o the same suljects, but all generally hear in the first year exegetieal
leesons ot the Gospel besides philosophical and philolegical lectures,
in the second year on church-history and en the epistles, in the third
year on dogmatic and pestotal theelogy. When they apply for the
theolegical examiaation, they tust show a list of the most necessary
leetures attested by the respective professors as having been attended.
But this might require only a few hours’ attendance and the subscribe
ing of the name on the ciroulating sheet, sinee the professor is unable
10 control his hearers, whom he doee not know, or to conviot them of
noh-attendancs. The subsctiption, or the payment, is what be tossifies
by his tame, However, the sxamination will show the scholar. Many
a first rate gentleman, dccomplished §n all the worldly wisdom, which
the university life isaparts, has beeh transferred to another year or to
sanother business, afier he had received a zero in Hebrew or in any
ther of the five of six theological branches. Many » first rate talker
ja hie mother tongue, who could not exprees distinctly hie feelings and
meaning in a dead or outlandish jargon, sounding almost “ like Dutch,”
(ne the proverb ruad, though there is probably no langnage on earth
csming rearer the English than that same Dutch) « fell through,” as it
is onlled, in distinotion from “ came through.” A favorsble result of
the examination in Leipsig, which makes the student candidate of the-
ology, i & good recommendation to the second or State-examination,twe
years afterwards, which is to declare him eandidate for the ministry,
by Ammon, Wabl, Kinfler, Langs in Dresden. This gives him the
tndoubted right, — to wait ten years more for a ministry, if he is nes se
lacky as to come in before by the favor of some private # collator” i. .
country nebleman or city senate. There are two such examinations,
also, for the lawyer, the former being thearetioal, the latter practicel
Ouly the physician, when he has made his examination, and for his de-
gree the disputation, may go sad practise, wherever he ploases.

The philesophical facwity has » nearer relation to the three sister-
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faculties, than they have to each other. 'To be sure the theologian may
attend a lecture on anatomy, or the lawyer and physician may hear Wi-
ner on Protestantism and Catholicism ; however, either of the three
has a more intimate intercourse with the philosophical branches, i. e
with logic, psychology, metaphysics, moral philosophy, history, Greek,
Latin, Hebrew, mathematics, astronomy, natural philosophy, natural
history, ete. than the three have with each other. There have been
five professors leeturing on philosophy proper (the most popular, Dro-
bisch and Hartenstein, are disciples of Herbart); seven on classical
philology, four on history and polity, Wachsmuth, Pélitz}, Bilan,
Flathe, one on astronomy, Mobius, one on zodlogy, Schwigrichen, one
on mineralogy, Naumann, one on botany, one on chemistry, one on
aatural philosophy, Fechner, one on mathematics, Drobisch, two on
pedagogy, two for Hebrew and Arabic, one on old German litera-
tare, Haupt, and several on the modern languages.

There being in Leipzig about three hundred students of each of the
three professions, the chief lectures in those faculties are always at~
tended by a large audience, but those in the philosophical faculty, how-
ever excellent they may be, have sometimes but a few hearers, (Hegel
had in the first term at Heidelberg only four students, and was com-
forted by the theologian, Paulus, the leader of the  Rationalists,” that
he himself had sometimes lectured for not more than five. Several
lectures are discontinued in the first week. The number of students
exclusively devoted to theoretical, i. e. philosophieal, philological, ete.
Jearning is of course small, because rich estates or poor professorships
are but rare articles afier all, in common life, and it would be still
smaller if it did not eontain a good many non-Saxons or non-Germans.
Of the twenty or twenty-five philologists in Leipzig ten years ago,
there were scarcely more than ten born in the kingdom of Saxony.
Bat, ss it has been mentioned already, the philosophical faculty is not
ouly intended for the few who prepare themselves for the chairs of
their teachers, but also for the great mass of professional students, who,
bowever, as it has been always complained of, avail themselves too
little of the advantage to improve more and more in the liberal and Aw-
manistic learning, which they acquired in the gymnasia. Scarcely two
come from those quarters, it is true, to hear lectures on the Iategral
Calculus, on archasology or syntax, etc.; but there are generally
enough to make a considerable audience in logic, psychology, history,
etc., especinlly new-comers or fiichse (foxes) as they are nicknamed by
their older fellows.

The importance of a university depends partly on the size and wealth
of the State, and partly on the temporary excellence of most or several
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of the professors. About fifty years ago, the litdle Jena had Schillet,
Fichee, Schelling, Schlegel, Hegel and other distinguished men. The
university at Giewsen, in the grand-duehy of Hemse, is one of the small-
ost, bat Liebig has given her a new lustre, dnd the government, anx-
jous to detain him, has gracsfally voucheafed to make him baron. Of
eourse, Giessen is now the resort of many stndesats of chemistry from
. 8l parts of Germsmy and from other eountries. Students of law went
s Heidelberg, to bear Thibaut snd Mittermaier, physicians to Vienna;
Prague or Wiirsburg (Jolius Hospital), philosophers to Berlin (Hegel
11831, ¢ic.) or Munich (Schelling, now in Berlin), or Gittingenr
(Herbart 1 ), theslogians to Halle (Tholuek, ete.) or to Leiprig (Wi-
per and Niedwer), or to Berlin (8chieiemhachert, Neander). But
most of the professional students remain in their respective State uni-
versities. And even the smallest universities, Rostock, Kiel, Mar-
burg, Giessen, Jens, Erlangen, have at any fime a number of siars,
oither shining in the modest dress of privatdooentem, or with the
splendor of titles. Bat when the light has reached the eyes of richer
universities, it is soon trensferred to a larger sphere, sometimes in an
ungenial region or after the fire of genius has gone.out. Berlin (sinoe
1810) and Mumich are new universitics, trwnefesred. from Frankfort
en the Oder and Landshut, but in consequenee of their being situated
jn capitals and near the heart of the “ Landsviiter,” they have the
gremtest numaber of stwdonts. Berlin has about 1600. Jens ubout
875. The university in Vienna was closed last year, the “ academio
legion” having been the chief corporation of the revolution, and the
* Aula,” Vienua's Faneuil Hall. (¥ottimgen was oncs great under Mim-
cheusen’s. curutorship, having Michaelis, Heyne, Heeren, Herbart,
Gauss, Ottried Miller, otc., but a good deal of her renown since the
Duke of Cumberland became king of Hanover, 1887, bas disappearod
Soven celebrated professors protested agminst his arbitrary changes,
and were compelled to resign. They were Ewald the orientaliat, Als
brocht, Weber, now in Leipzig, Gervinus, now in Heidelberg, Jacob
md Wilkelm Grimm, now in Berkn, and Dehlmann, now in Bonn.
Ewald haw lately returned to Gaottingen.

For the stmdents of philology Leipsig bas been for fifty years & fi-
vorite resort. The lately deceased Hermanm was the magnet. His
fuane: had been oty the increase sincs the beginning of the century, and
when. it bad spread farthest, his vitality had not decreased. The min-
isters of education i Russia sed France, Uwaroff and Cousin, wers
seen sitting on the okd benches in his lecture-room, and the former
nunbered eves: dmong his friends, Also the present Secretary of the
Boand-of Rdosstion io Massashusctisey Dac Senrs, has listensd to the

81*
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eloquent wisdom of the great master, and has, together with the Pro.
fessors, Edwards of Andover, and Felton of Cambridge, laid down in
the ¢ Classical Studies” a noble gift on the altar of learning and edun-
cation. In 1840, when Hermann bad been doctor of philosopby for
Aty years, all the universities of Europe vied with each other in pre-
senting their homage by deputies, diplomas or poems. Scholars of all
kinds had held back their new books for the great day, to dedicate
them to him; others had written literary dissertations only for that
occasion. The government, which had created him long before « Com-
thur” of the % order of merit,” presented his son, Conrad Hermemn,
with a “stipendium” for three years, to study in some other oniversi-
ties in Germany. The Greek Society gave him a tabula votiva of
silver, with an inscription on one side, and the names of the « Sodales”
on the other.

Gottf. Hermann was born in Leipzig, and spent nearly all his life
in the same city. The classical air of the gymnasium could not bus
inspire the highly gifted youth with love for ancient literature, and
excite the desire of continual communion with the favorite studies.
At that time very few devoted themselves exclusively to philology,
and only such as purposed to pursue the ¢academical career,” and
o become university professors of classical literature. The profes-
sorships in the gymnasia were commonly filled by such candidates of
theology, as in addition to their required studies (das Brodstudium)
had, while at the university, most successfully continued their classical
studies. G. Hermann, when entering the high school, chose, like his
father, the study of law, and had almost finished his course, when
he exchanged the corpus juris for the corpus poetarum graecorum.
Classical learning is much indebted to Prof. Reiz (Plauti Rudens,
1784. Herodotus, etc.) whose learning, taste and teaching talent were
able to win the young Hermann for a field in which his genius had a
larger scope than in the duil and mouldy pages of Tribonian. Her-
mann remembered him always with respect and gratitude. The notes
to Viger, inserted in Hermann’s edition, will carry his name with that
of his celebrated disciple down to classical scholars of coming ages.
With 1790 Hermann’s academical and literary career commenced. The
# Elementa artis metricae,” 4 Epitome” and ¢ Handbuch” showed him
soon to the world as a scholar of the first order. With philosophical
sagacity he analyzed the metrical laws of the ancients, and though
there may be in the introduction too much of Kant’s categories, his
attuchment te Kantianism, like that of Schiller, conld not but bear fine
fruits of independent research. His grammatical writings, “ de Emen~
danda Res. Grase. Grammaticse L 1801;.4dpot ad Vigerum; de



1880 Labers of Harmann. 867

Partioula, d»,” eto., showing a thorough acquaintance with authors and
grammarians, snd an unusoal acuteness of judgment, made him the
first authority in grammatical learning. His editions of Aristotle de
Arie Poet. 1802, Eurip. Hecuba, 1800, Homeri hymui, 1806, Orphica,
1806, Sophocles after Erfardt, 1809, Euripides, etc. completed his re-
nown. It is true, he hae published no popular grammar like Buttmann
or Kiihner, but he gave new principles and new materials to others
for writing common books in systematical arrangement. It is not less
trwe, that his editions never have been nor will be favorite school
books, because they contain very little matter suited to the wants and
testes of younger students. He intended to emend the text, not to
explain it. He purposed to show the right way to other critics, and
to prepare the field for teachers or editors who sow the classical seed
by books or recitations. According to the different character of the
universify and gymnasium, the profeseora of the former have to pro-
mote learning as such by new theories and new researches, whereas
those of the Iatter have to make it popular by a new method or the skil-
ful application of an old one. Hence popular school editions are, gene-
rally speaking, written by gymnasia professors,as Kriiger, Anabasis and
Thocydides, Kiahner, Tusculan Questions, Stallbaum, Plato, Matthiae,
Cie. Orat. Select., etc., Wunder, Sophocles, Wagner, Virgil, Hersog,
Caesar, Doering, Horace, Goeller, Thucydides, Riidiger, Demosthenes
Olynth., Jacobs, Lucian, Fabri, Sallust, Livy, etc. Besides the above
named books, we have a treasure of classical learning in the many
treatises on various suhjects, published in ¢ Programms” or reviews.
The former we owe to his function as professor of eloquence and poe-
try, which obliged him to write at all public occasions the university-
programme, i. ¢. a dissertation, followed on the last page by the invi-
tation or other communications in the name of the university. (The
gymuasia professors write them by turns.) They are all, together with
prefaces, poems and letters, collected in the six volumes of his Opus-
cola. They contain « De mythologia Graecorum astiquissima, 1817,
De historine graecae primordiis, 1818, a number of researches on
Aecsehylus’ tragedies, and the great review of Aeschyli Eumenides,
od. by C. O, Miilller in Géttingen, 1833, almost a complete commen-
tary and as valuabie as Miiller's edition itself. In length it is only
surpassed by Ed. Wunder’s * recension” of Lobeck’s Ajax, and by
Hermana's « itber Herrn Prof. Boeckh’s Behandlung der griech. In~
schriften, 1826, 8. vs. Bioeckh’s corpus inscriptionum graecarum, 2
vols. 1825.” The “ Incredibilia” were directed vs. Schaefer, with whom
& dispute had arisén on account of some remark in the preface to Vi-
gor. If his literary disputes were Lo be judged by the most rigid mo-



rulist, bet might perhaps regeive somre litthe censave for his quarvel with
Bohaefor, but cestalaly would be aoguitted en any ofhes acovuss. His
disputes with. Beckhs and Q. Miiller msay by a phrenelogint be traced
te laxge ocombativenese ; but by ethers they are comsidered as the noces-
sery results of epposite positivns i the field of scienes, and hallowed
by mamy useful sad interesting: resslts. We remember well, that
ix the lectave on mythology, the views of « Prefessor Miiller” (Pole
gomena su einer wissenschafiliehen Mythologie, 1835) wers sharply,
somelimes ewen scornfally coutradicted, and that in the Pindas-lecture
muny Biekhisns wese unpasdonably rejectod, but Hermann was oritie
by peofession, and the stwdents wanted not to heas a school-like gens-
adegy of the: gods, with a clisonologienl acoount of sheir exploits, etc.)
but the primciples of the sciencs in gewesnl, and the peculiar views of
Hermann i epposition to other chief masters. The amiabilkity of his
chermeter blunted genevally the sharp poiat of his. ariticisms. Eencehe
was foared, not bated by his oppoments, respected by all, and leved, sin:
sorely and warmly loved, by his disciples. The scholar Hexmann was
ouly sarpassed by the temcher Hermmnn. The most elegamt Latin
was flowing from his Nps, while all eyes of the sadience wewe nivetiod
wpow him with unbreken attontion. The mest tastefiul sombinatien of
qritical aad explanatory nastter, laid tive anthor open: in: adl his besuty
and sremgth. When the putsags: was rogged, & conjecture srooathed
the way, and emeh hearer was gliding aloag conwvinced, thet.if the pro
posed readimg was not the genuine oney it was the better one. The
bour passed rapidly, but the:thinkiag hearer had encugh 1o refloet wpou
for a. whole dop. Hermann gave always six leatures a week, from 11
till 12 every day; om & Greek awthor, rarely on a. play of Pleutus or
Terence, four times; and on mythology, metre, Greck sywtax, snd
similar subjects, twice, i e. oo Wedneadays and Saserdays. The lntter
were given in Germanv In the first days of & mew teran,the: « Audi-
forinm” was always crowded, masy « hospites” being thare to see and
Rear, cace o leass, the great man of whom they bad heard: se mech;
ond throughout the term: we seldom found, om the fonr days (« publice”),
Jess. than. fifty bearers. The “ wisseaschaftlichen” loetwes wore st
fended by scaxoely any others thas philologists ; yet, since nearly all
of these were present, the audience numbered at least twenty..

. Bermann’s colloagues were formerly Chr. Daniel Bachy, the: pobghis
tor,. anthar of an: history of the world, 1787, remavkable for the
completeness of the literature, of &  Gruadriss der archasologie;” 1816;
of  de philologiasseculi Ptolem. 1818 ; Qbserv. enitt. histor.” 1821, e,
aud. editer of Plato, 1813, of the « Commensanii in. Axistophenum, otc.;
Carl Beies, the editer of Ciscro de Ofliciis, 1880, Caelius, 1838, ami



1880. Professors ai Leigeic. 869

Benj. Weiske, the editor of Xenophon, 1798, Longinus, ete.; G. H.
Schaefer, the editor of the apparatus ad Demoethenem, Gregory of
Corinth, of the Corpus Poetarum Graecorum, Tauchn. 1810, etg.
They were succeeded afterwards by A. Westermann, who lectured
exclusively on Greek authors, and particularly on the orators ; alsoon
the Greek inscriptions; on Greek literature, etc. His history of Greek
and Roman eloquence is his greatest work and highly thought of. —
Reinhold Klots is the representative of Roman learning in Leipzig.
As Beier was bold, so prudent and circumspect is Klotz in the use
of the Codices (diplomatische kritik), and his editions of Cicero’s Ora-
tions, 8 vol., Tuscul. Disp., Laelius and Cato, show his eritical taste
and Roman scholarship in the most favorable light. A critical edition
of all of Cicero’s Works has been expected for a long time by all the
friends of the great statesman and philosopher. Klots is still young,
about forty-three, but his active mind has been very productive. He
has published Clemens Alexandrinus, Terentii Comoediae, with
the emended commentaries of Douvat and Eagraphius, Devarius, a
translation of Cicero’s philosophical works, etc., and edited with the
celebrated conrector of the Thomas-school, J. Ch. Jahn, the Philolo-
gischen Juhrbiicher, and bas been, since Jahn's death, its chief editor,
with the assistance of Prof. Dietsch of Grimma. The last works of the
greatest importance, but not yet finished, are his Romische Literatur-
geschichte, and his Letin-German lexicon. They bid fair to leave
Bihr's Riom. Literatur, 1828, and Freond’s Lexicon, behind. Masy
the publisher of the lexicon, in Brunswick, not be prevented by
the present unfavorable circumstances, from continuing it! W. A.
Becker, who died in 1846, was, previously to his appointment, pro-
fessor in Meissen, and labored in the university about ten years, His
% Gallus,” “ Charicles,” and “Roman Antiquities,” are the popular
monuments of his archaeological learning, perhaps less various and
universal, but more exact and systematical than that of the celebrated
Battiger of Dresden (Sabina, Amalthea, Andeutungen zu Vortrigen
iiber Archacologie, 1806, Vasengemilde, etc.). Mor. Haupt, Her-
raann’s son-in-law, now P. O. of old German literature, used to lecture
as privatdocent on Catullus and other Latin poets with much sucoess.
The two rectors of the gymnasia in Leipzig, Stallbaum the celebrated
Platonist, and Nobbe the editor of Cicero’s fragments, are also profess-
ors of the university ; yet, being sufficiently occupied with their impor-
tant chief businesa, make very little use of their academical professor-
ship. Wilhelm and Ludwig Dinderf, formerly connected with the uni-
versity, retired a long time since and devoted themselves entively to
writing and publishing. To these philalogical professors must be added
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the P. P. O, of history, Wilhelss Wachstnugh, the far renowned auther
of the « Hellenische Alterthumskunde,” ete. His Loctures on Greek
and Roman Amtiquities, and on ancient history, arve well attended by
the philologists, as they desarve to be.

This deseription may have given a fair idea of the opportunities
which the mniversities generally, and that in Leipzig particolarly, af-
ford to a classionl student. Yet, the charucter of philologioal studies
being sach as to require much reading and personal research, the sti-
dent, the more he advances, loses the more interest in leeturde.
‘He needs particular exercises, in order to bring out his discoveries
and to be eorrected or encouraged. After passive bearing and solitary
study, he needs some social sactivity, to consolidate and to enlazge his
fearning. And these wants were admirably provided for, at least for
those who were able to testify sufficient scholarship. Having bees,
for three or four terms, an attentive listemer to the best tenchers, the
student contrived to be admitted into the philological seminary. For
that end he presented a Latin composition, on & Greek or Ronlan
#uthar, to the two leaders, Hermann, director, and Klots, adjonet, and
# approved by them, he could expeet to be aceepted in the cenrse of
the year ; if not, he tried a second time and then gave it up. The num-
ber of mentbers was, aecording to the stasutes, limited to twelve, but
almost never exceeded nine.  Some of them belonged to i for three and
mote years. They assembled on Wednesdays and Saturdays, at
& o'clock, around a broad table in Hermann's lesture-woom. Hermann
conducted the Greek exercises, and Klote the Latin. Euripides’ Mes-
dea, and Cicero’s four orations sgainst Verres, ware the two picess
explained in the winter term of 1838. Both professors weve regulasly
present. A metaber lectured for nearly one hour, ou twenty or mere
werses of Eurlpides, or on a chapter of Cicero, beginning whers bis
predecessor had left off the lsst time. After he had finished, the other
members, from the oldest down to the youngest, reviewed the lectore
and eriticised with eharp Latin tongues. The professor of the respee-
five branch was judge, and condemmed or acquitted the defendant in
doubtful emses. When the youngest member had spoken, in cmse
something was left to him by his more fortunate smperiors, the pre-
fossor was the last opponent, and reviewed those passages sn which
be had not decided befores  All the mombers will agree with ws, that
these exercisos were as interesting as useful, and will always with jey
aud gratitede recollect the seminary-meetings of their university lifs.

Of different character and standing was the Greek Society. If ¢he
eandidate had been suecessful with his request and critical essay, the
new member had to defend his eomposition against some oppoment, who
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bad studied is throngh. The ether membors were sileat listeners ; and,
sines they hnow net mere of the matier in dispute than what they
Inoard feors the mouth of the appenent, were not always much interested,
Hermann had the last word The Hociety assembled an Fridays at
fiwe, avound the samo table, as shove. The compositions were all criti«
eal. Esch wember, by terss, laid down the fruits of eight or more
monthe’ studies hefave the ayeasof hia advernary, who labored generally
in the same or & neighboring fleld, smd of the president. Inthe course
o the disputation, o soon became comviaced of his fallibilicy, bow
beilliant svever the general resulta of his researches might have been.
Many discoverios respeating Greek authors, grammar, history, philoso.
phy, antiquities, ebo., were hews spokon of fior the fivat time.
Herwann is dead. The society is clesed. But the grateful remem-
brance of the lving members and the litsrary productions of the dee
consed ones, will never casse to meke kwewn Hermann's amiability
and seholarship to the coming generstions. To spesk further of the
oxtent snd imperiance of Hevmann's school sesms to be superfiucue.
B will be undessteod, that the nember of all his pupils, whe atndied
philolegy under him withoot becsmiog members of his society, is more
than. twenity times larger, 10 sey nathing of such as atfended his leos
tures for ene er two torms.
- In Berkin, the philolegical department is reprosented by illustrions
names, and Bockh’s “scheol” is often mentioned net next, but beside
snd in opposition to Hermann's scheal. Aad, indeed, wha does aot ade
mive the learning of the editor of Pindar, Corpus inscripticnom Gr.,
FPhiloluos, 1819, Phat. Min. 1806, of the author of Staatahaushalt. d. Atk
de Trag, Graeo. Prineipibus,1808, and of the many excelient cssays in
the “ Abbandiungen der Berl. Akademis,” stc. His antiquarian lesra-~
ing amd historioal sagacity, combined with a prafound koowledge of the
Greek langnage and literatere, meke him a worthy successor of the
eslebratod founder of the “ Altarthumswisseuschafl” (science of anti-
quity), F. A. Wolf (prof. first in Halle; then in Berlin, 1834. « Darst,
dor Altesthumew. aach Begriff, Umfang, Zweck und Werth” im Mn»
seum der Alterthumaw. Berl. 1847, Vorl iiber Encyedlopidic der A.,
her. 1881.). And in this respect he i perfactly equsl to Hermaun, in
whom the moot thoreugh sequsiniames with all the grammatical, me-
trical, exitioal, and aeathetical nicetics was combined with a profound
knowledge of Gresk antiquities. That he has bees considered infarior
bHem-nnumbc,may lie, therefore, not in the messure of leasnr
ing or talens, but in the wery diffisrences which made them separate
Jeadem. Right understanding and tasteful explanation of the classies is
the chief thing, 80 which all the futmre profassors of philology aspive,
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and in the same degree as the systematical book on antiquities may be
a treasure for students of all countries and time, the variegated lecture
on an nuthor will be the beet teacher of an andience eager to leam
method and skill not to be acquired out of books. Bockh and Her-
mann were obliged to make the reading of classics their principal busi-
ness as professors; and though Bockh certainly is an excelient ex-
pounder, plain, clear, and exact, Hermann had the advantage of
being in his proper sphere, and thus could not be either sarpaased
or reached. And as to antiquities of all kinds, though he never at-
tained the systematical accuracy of Bockh, O. Miller, or Wachamuth,
the sporadical flashes of lightning which, here and there, penetrated the
darkness of antiquity, sufficed tothe hearer who was either aequaint.
ed already with the common materials, or could supply at home the
deficiencies by reading the respective standard books. What Hermann
has been for the classical studies, is Bockh for the studies of antiquity j
yet it is natural, that they continually crossed each other’s ways, so
however, that Hermann used the autiquities, and Béockh the classios
merely as instruments. Hence as Hermanu’s school hes been prodac-
tive of excellent classical teachers and critics, s0 Bockh's disciples
have enriched the historical and antiquarian litersture by valuse
ble books and monographies. But many philologists of the Berlin
school are distinguished by peculiar excellences. The following mem-
bers of the Greek Society at Leipzig, Leopold Ranke, the great histo-
rian, W. A. Beckert, Ed. Platner, “der griech. Process,” 4 Stadt Rom.™}
C. F. Hermann, P. Q. in Géttingen, author of « Stastsalterthiimer,”
‘Westermann, etc., are well known for their historical or archaeological
learning. But it will not be forgotten, that this branch was represented
in Leipzig formerly by Ch. D. Beck,f and afterwards by W. Wach-
smuth and W.A. Becker, whilein Berlin C. Tim. Zumpt, Inmenusl
Bekker, Lachmann, Trerdelenberg, and Franz, are renowned as
grammarians and critics ; beside the archaeologists £d. Gerhard, co-
editor of « Beschreibung Rom’s,” etc., Panofks, %res Samiorum,”
Curtins and others. Bickh had one great rival, who bade fair to sar-
pass the fame of his friend — O. Miller in Gottingen, who died a few
years ago during his travels in Greece. Hermann had none, yet he had
the satisfaction to see himself overtaken by the body of hie diseiples.
The chief professors, in short, of the universities are members of his
Society : in Konigsberg, the veteran Lobeck; in Gottingen, C. F. Her-
mann; in Breslau, Passow,f C. E. Ch. Schneider; in Munich,
Thiersch, the author of a Greek grammar with special regard to the
Homeric dialect,of many essays in the Acta philolog.Monso,etc., andthe
great champion of classical learning in Bavaris, aleo a zealous member
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of the Philological Associations in Germarny ; in Jena, Hand ; in Mar-
barg, Th. Bergk ; in Leipzig, Westermann and Klotz ; in Berlin, Frang
and Trendelenberg; in gymn. in Berlin, Meineke and Bonitz ; in Ros-
tock, Fritzache ; in Bonn, Nike,} Ritschl; in Petersburg, Graefe; in
Dorpat, Stepbani, etc. Besides, as it will be seen in the list of the
members of the Greek Society, the Hermannists are to be found as
professors and presidents of the colleges (gymnasia) throughout all
Germany. Of course, there have been and are besides Hermann and
Hermann’s school, many classical scholars of the first order, as Fr.
Jacobs in Gotha,f the great Hellenist, Creuzer and Bibr in Heidel-
berg, Osann in Giessen, Eichstidit and Gottling in Jena, Doederlein
.in Erlangen, Bernbardy in Halle, Schomann in Griefswalde, Nitzach
in Kiel, Welcker in Bonn, Walz in Tibingen, Bachmann, Tafel,
Schneidewin, Forchhammer, Lehrs, Nigelbach, Spitzner, Kreissig,
Alschefski, Weissenborn, Wagner, Ellendt, etc., and more, whose
namee will be found in the following collection of philological choice
books. ,
‘We hope that a selection of books will not be unwelcome to such as
are not well acquainted with the philological literature. 'We have enu-
merated only books of established fame, or useful editions, in order to
make it not only practical but also trustworthy as far as our authority
is concerned, by excluding nearly all the productions of the last few
years. These can be easily supplied out of the philological literature
of the day, yet are not likely to make these celebrated works or edi-
tions superfluous,

Hbffmann, die Alterthumswissenchaft, 1835. Wachsmuth, hellen. Alterthums-
kunde, 4 vols. 2 ed. Hermann, C. Fr. hellen. Staatsalterthtmer, 2 ed. 1836. Bockh,
die Staatshaushaltung der Athener. 2. 1817. Schémann, antiguitates jur. publ.
Graec, 1838, Meier and Schdmaann, der attische Process, 1824. Tittmann, griech.
Staatsverfassungen, 1822. Hollmann, Staatsrecht des Alterthums, 1820. Heeren,
Ideen, 1793, etc. ﬁeﬂ'ter, die athen. Gerichtsverfassung, 1822. Platner. dcr Pro-
cess und die Klagen bei den Attik. 1824. Schémann, de comitiis Athenicrsium,
1819, Hegewisch, die griech. Colonien, 1808. 2. O. Miiller, die Doricr; Orcho-
menos ; Aiginetica. Drumann, Verfall der griech. Staaten, 1820. Manso, Sparta,
1800. 3. Hock, Kreta, 1823. 3. Mannert, Geogr. der Gr. und Rom. 1788. sq. 14.
(VIL VIIL) Krase, Hellas, 1825. 8. Hiillmann, Handelsgeschichte der Griechen,
1839. Creuzer, Symbolik a- Mythologie, 1821 8q.— 1. H. Voss, Antisymb. 1824.
Q. Miiller, Prolegomena zu einer wissensch. Mythologie, 1825. Lobeck, Aglao-
pbamaus s. de theol. myst. Gr. causis, 1829. 2. Buttmann, Mythologus, 2. Winck-
elmann, Geschichte der Kiinste des Alt. 176%. 2. O. Miiller, Handbuch der Ar-
chaeologie, 8 ed. 1836. Becker, Charicles. Meiners, Gesch. der Wissensch. in
Gr.u. R.1781.2 Bode, Gesch. der hellen. Dichtkunst, 1836. 3. Ritter, H. Ge-
schichte der Philosophie, 1829 sq. Westermann, Gesch. der Beredsamkeit in Gr.
1838. Creuzer, die historische Kunst der Gr.1803. Voss, de historicis graecis
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1681. cur. Westermann, 1838. Boeckh, corpus inscriptionum Gr. 18%8. 2 fol. —
Hermano's rec. 1826. F. Cramer, Geach. der Erzichung im Alt. 1832. A. Cra-
mer, de edac. p. apud Ath. 1833,

Niebuhr, romische Geschichte. Wachsmuth, &ltere Gesch. des rom. Staats.
1819. Drumann, Gesch. Roms, 1833 seq. Reiff, G.der rom. Biirgerkriege, 1828.
2. O. Miiller, die Etrusker, 1828. 2. Hopfensack, de Roman. manic. et colon.
1825. Hopfensack, Staatsrecht der rom. Unterthanen, 1829. Walter, Gesch. des
vom. Rechts, 1834. Rein, das rom. Privatrecht, 1835. Hartung, die Religion der
Rémer, 1836. 2. Platner, Gerhard etc. Besch. der Stadt Rom, 1829. 3. Becker,
B. d. Stadt. Rom. Creuzer, Abriss der rtom. Antiquitaten. Becker, Gallus, 2 ed.
von Rein. Bdttiger, Sabina, 1806. 2. Bahr, Gesch. der rom. Literatar, 1828. 2.
Klotz, G. der rom, L. 1. 1844. Voes. de historicis latinis, 1627. Krause, vitas et
fragm. histor. Rom. 1833. .

F. A. Wolf's Vorlesungen, herausg. 1831 sq. G. Hermanni, opusculs, 6. Ja-
cobs’ vermischte schriften, akad. Reden. Bentleii opuscula philologica. L. 1781.
Ruhnkenii opuscula, ed. Friedemann. 1828. Heynii, opuscula. A. Matthise,
miscellanea philolog. etc. Madvig's opuscula. Creuzer's meletemata Luzac,
lectiones Atticae, 1809. Geel's anecdota Hemsterhus, etc. Wolf u. Buttmann's Mu-
seum der Alterthumswissenschaft.t Welcker u. Nacke's Rheinisches Muoseum.f
Jahnt u. Klotz Philologische Jahrbacher. Stephani thesaurus gr. ed. Hase,
Dindorf, etc. Paris. Passow, Pape, Seiler and Jacobitz, Rost, gricch. Lexica.
Damm, lexicon Homericum ed. Rost. Buttmann, lexilogus. Gesner thesanrus
1. lat.  Facciolati and Forcellini thesaurus ). Jat. 4. Freund, Georges, Klotz, lat.
Lexica. Buttmann, grosse griech. Grammatik, 2. Formenlehre. Buttmann,
Matthiae, Rost, Kiihner, griech, Schulgr. Rudimanni grammatica, ed. Stallbaum
Schneider, C. L., lat. Formenlehre, 3. Reisig’s Vorlesungen iiber lat. Gramm.
von Hase. Zampt, Billroth, Weissenborn, Madvig, Kroger, lat. Schulgr. Her-
mann's Vigerus. Klotz's Devarius. Hartung's Partikell.  Bos' ellips. graec. ed.
Schaefer. Hermann, de partic. &v. Hand’s Tursellinus 5. de partic. lat.  Doeder-
lein’s Etymol. u. Synonym. 6. Déderlein, Schmalfeld, etc. Syn. Hand’s lat. Styl.
Heinichen, lat. Stylistik. Krebs' Antibarbarus. Krebs' Guide, etc. Hermanni
elementa — epitome a. metr. Friedmann, Pfau, Lehrb.

Bibliotheca graeca in usum schol. edd. Jacobs et Rost. Anthologia graeca
1794 ; cum notis Jacobsii 1798 sq. 8. — cd. min. in bi. gr. Oratores Attici, rec. I.
Bekker, B. 1823 seq. 6. Medici graeci, ed. Kahn. 1821 sq. Poetae minores grae-
ci, ed. Gaisford L. 1823, 5. Poetae mel. ed. Schneidewin. Rhetores graeci,
od Walz. 1832. Bekkeri anecdota 1821. 8. Historic. anttq. gr. fragmenta. od.
Creuser, 1806. Geographi minores, ed. Bernhardy, 1827,

Aeliani var. hist ill. Perizonius, 1701. Aeschinis Socr. dialogue ill. Fischer, 1786.
Aeschinis Socr. dial. rec. Boeckh, 1810. Aeschinis orat. sel.ill. Bremi, 1824. Aeschyli
trag. rec. ill. Sch0tz 1782 xeq. 4. Aeschyli rec. Wellauer (lexicon) 1823 8q. 3. Aeschyli
Eumenides erl. von O. Maller, 1833; Hermann’s rec.in op. VI. Welcker, dio
Acschyl. Trilogi, 1824. Nachtrag, 1826. Hermann's dissertat. Aesopi fab. ed.
Hudson, Heusinger, Schaefer, 1810. Alcaei fragm. ed. Matthiae, 1827. Alcman.
fr. ed. Welcker, 1815. Ammon gramm. ed. Valckenaer, 1739. 2 ed. 1823. Anac-
reontis relig. ed. Bergk. Andocidis orat. rec. ill. Schiller. 1835. Sluiter lectiones
Andocid. 1804, 1834. Apollodori bibl ed. Heyne, 1782, 1803. Appiani hist. ed.
Schweighauser, 1785. 3. Arati phaenom. rec. Bekker, 1828. Archilochi fragm.
ed. Liebel, 1812. Aristidis orat. rec. S. Dindorf, 1829. 3. Aristidis declam. Lep-
tin. cum n. Mali al. ed. Granert, 1837. Aristophanis com. rec. cum notis Brunckii
al. Bekker, 1839. 5. Aristophanis ill. Bothe, in us. schol. Aristophanis Plutus
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ill. Hemsterhuys, L. 1811. Aristophanis Nubes ed. Hermann. 1830. Aristo-
phanis Acharnes rec. Elmsley, 1820. Aristophanes Aves il). Beck, 1782. Com-
mentar in Ar. com. edd. Beck 1809 seq. et Dindorf 1821 seq. (ad edit. Invernitil
1794. 2.) C. Ferd. Ranke, de Aristophanis vita. Ratacher, Aristophanes und
seine Zeit. Aristotelis opp. rec. Bekker. 1831. 4. scholia cur Brandis. Aristote-
lis de Arte poet. ed. Hermann, 1802. Aristotelis polit. ill. J. G. Schneider, 1809,
2 Aristotelis polit. ill. Géttling, 1824. Oeconomic. ed. G. 1830. Aristotelis
ethica Nicom. ill. Zell. 1820. Aristotelis epitome logices ed Trendelenberg. 8
ed. 1845. Aristotelin fragmenta ed. Neumann, 1827. Stahr, Aristoteles. Athe-
naeas, cum n. Casauboni al. ed. Schweighacuser, comm. VI.—XIV. 1801 ff.
Bacchylidis fragm. ed. Neue, 1823. Bion and Moschus, rec. Hermann. Calli-
machi hymni, ed. cam n. Spanhemii, al. Ruhnk. Ernesti, 1761. 2.  Callini, Ty~
taei fragmenta ed. Bach. 1831. Franckii Callinus, 1816. Chariton cum comment.
ed. d'Orville, 1750. L. 1783. Choerili fragm. ed. Naeke, 1827. Craiini fragm.
ed. Ronkel, 1827. Ctesine fragm. ed. Bhr, 1824. Demosthenis rec. Bekker
in Orat. Att. Demosthenis or. sel. ill. Bremi in Bibl. Gr. Demosthenis or.
Leptin. ed. Wolf, 1789. cur. Bremi, 1831. Demosthenis or. Midiana ed. Batt-
mann, 1823. Demosthenis oratt. Philipp. ill. Voemel, 1829.— Radiger, 18%29.
2 ed. Demosthenis or. Androt. ed. Funkbaenel, 1832. Apparatus crit. et
exeg. ad Dem. ed. Schaefer, 1824 ff. 5. ind. f SBeiler. Winiewski, comment.
ad or. pro Corona, 1829. Alb. Becker, Demosthenes, 1816. Dem. Staats-
reden fibers. von Jacobs, 1833. Dinarchi orat. ed. Schmidt, 1829. Dio
Cassins, rec. ill. Reiske Sturz, 1824. 8. Diodorus Siculus, rec. L. Dindorf,
1826. 4. Diogenes Laertius rec. Longolius, 1739. 2. Dionysii Hal. historio-
graphica ed. C. 8. Kroger, 1823, Dionysii Hal. de composit. verb, ed. Schae-
fer, 1808. Dionysii Hal. ars rhet. ed. Schott, 1704. Empedoclis fragm. ed. Sturz,
1805. Ephori fragm. ed. Marx, 1815. Epictet. philos. monum. ed. Schweightiu-
ser, 1799. 3. Epicuri fragm. ed. Orelli, 1818. Etymologicam Magnam ed. Syl-
burg, 1594. 1816. — Ft Gud. ed. Sturs, 1818. Euuapii vitas sophistarum ed. Bois-
sonade, 1832. Euphonion. fragm. ed, Meineke, 1823. Euripidis trag.ed Matthine,
1813 . not. VL. VIL VIIL. Eauripidis trag. ed Pflagk and Klotz, 1829. ff. in
Bibl. gr. Euripidis trag. rec. Hermann. Euripidis Phoenissae. ed. Valckenser,
1755. L. 1824. 2. Earipidis Hippolytas ed. Valckenaer, 1767, L. 1823. Earipi-
dis Hecuba, Orestes, Medea, Phoenissae rec. Porson. 1824. Euripidis Medea
Hermanni not. 1823. Bacchae, 1821. Heraclid rec. Elmsley. Eauripidis Suppli-
ces, 1763. L. 1892. Iphigenia in Aul. et. in T. 1771. 1823 ed. Markland. Euripi-
dis Alcestis ed. Monk, Wilstemann, 1823. Gregorius Cor. de dialectis ed. Koen,
Bast, Boisson., Schaefer, 1811. Hecataei Mil. fragm. ed. Clausen, t831. Hellanici
Lesb. fragm. ed. Stnre, 1826, Harpocration, c. not. Valesii, etc. 1683. 1696, —
1824. Hephaestion ed. Gaisford, 1832. Heraclidis Pont. fi de reb. pu. ed. Koeler,
1804. Herodoti hist. ed. Wesseling, Valckenaer, Schweighaeuser, 18186, 6. lexi-
con, 1824. Herodoti hist. rec. Gaisford, 1824. Herodoti hist. ill. Bahr, 1830 ff. 4.
Struve, de dialecto Herod. spec. 1—3. 1838. Hesiodi carmina rec. et ill. Goets
ling, 1831. in bibl. gr. Miitzell, die Theogonie des Hesiod. Hesychii lexicon ed.
Alberti 1746—1766. 2 fol. Hipponactis et Ananii fragm. ed. Welcker, 1817,
Homeri carmina rec. Wolf 1817. 2. text. Homeri llias cum prolegomenis ed,
Wolf. 1. 1795. Homeri Tlias ed. Heyne, 1802, 8. ind. 1823. — recens von J. H.
Voss. Homeri Ilias rec. Spitzner 4. in bibl. gr. Homeri Odyssea, 1lias ill. Bothe.
Homeri hymni ed. Hermann, 1806. Homeri hymni ed. Franke, 1828, Nitzsch,
erklarende Anmerk. zur Odysse, 1826 ff. Nitssch, de historia Homeri against
Wolf's prol. 1830. Lehrs, Aristarchus. Cammann, Vorschule za der Il. and Od.
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1839. Isaei or. rec ill. Sechémann, 1831. Isocratis or. ill. Bremi, 1831. Isocra-
tis areopagit. ill. Bergmann, 1819. Isocratis panegyricas ed. (Morus) Spohn. 2
ed. cur Baiter, 1831. Isocratis de pace 1826.— Eusgoras, 1828. Pfund, de
Isocratis vita, 1833. Longinus, ed. Weiske, 1809. Long. ed. Schaefer, 1803.
Lucianiop. ed. Hemsterhuys et Reitx, 1743. 4. Bip. 1789. 9. Luciani rec. Jacobitz.
Laciani de histor. scrib. ed. C. F. Hermann, 1828. Lauciani Timon ;— Lue.
Tax. ill. Jucobits,, Luciani Alex. Demon. etc. rec. F. V. Fritzsche. Praec. quaes-
tiones Luc. 1826 Lycurgi or. ed. A. G. Becker, 1821. Lysige or. rec. Fortsch,
1820. Nissen, de Lycurgi or. vita 1833. Blume, 1834. Meleagri relig. rec. Graefe.
1811. Menandri et Philem. relig. ed. Meineke, 1823. Meineke, quaestiones sce-
nicae, 1826 6q. Mimnermi fragm. ed. Bach. 1825. Moeris Aticista, ed. Pierso-
nas, 1759. L. 1831. Mnsaeus ed. Schrader 2 ed. cur. Schaefer, 1835. Nonnus
rec, ill. Greefe, 1819. 2. Orphica ed. Hermann, 1805. Pausanias ed. Siebelis,
1892. 5. Phalaridis epist. ed. Lennep, et Valckenaer, 1777. L. 1823. Pherecradis
et Eupol. fragm. ed. Runke), 1829. Pherecydis fragm. ed. Sturs, 1826. Philetas
e¢ Phanoclis fragm. ed. Bach. 1829 Philochori fragm. ed. Siebelis, 1811. Phano-
demi Istri fo. ed. Sieb. 1812, Philolaos Pythag. Leben nebst den Bruchstocken,
ete. von Bockh, 1819. Philostrati heroica ed. Boissonade, 1806. Philostratornm
imagines ed. Jacobs, 1825. Photii bibliotheca rec. Bekker, 1824. 2. Photii lexi-
con od. Porson. 1833 Phrynichus ed. Lobeck, 1820. Pindari carmina ed. Boeckh,
1813 ff. 4. Pindari carmina ill. Dissen 1830, in bibl. gr. Platonis opp. rec. Sauppe,
Winckelmann, etc. (text). Platonis dialogi sell. ill. Stallbaum, in bibl. gr. Plato-
nis dislogi sell. ill. Heindorf, 2 ed. car. Buttmann, 4. Platonis civitas rec. C. E,
Ch. Schneider, 3. Platonis Symposiam herausg. von F. A. Wolf, 1783. 1838,
Platonis Philebus, ed. Stallbaum, 1820. Platonis Parmenides ed. 8tallbaum {cam
prolegomenis), Platonis Phaedon ill. Wyttenbach, L. 1825, Platonis leges ed.
Ast. 1814. 2. Plato’s Werke, iibers von Schleiermacher. Bekker, comm. critic.
in Piat. opp. (varietes lect.) 1823. 2. Boeckh, comm. in (Pl.) Minoem et l. pri. de
leg. 1806. Ast, Pisto’s Leben. Ast, lexicon Platonicum. Plotinus, ed. (Wyt-
tenb.) Creuzer, 1814. Plutarchi vitae parall. rec. Sintenis. Pl Alcibiades ill. Bahr,
1822. Philop. Flamin. Pyrrh. ill. B. 1826, Themistocles ill. Sintenis, 1833. Pe-
ricles ; — Aristides, Catcy rec. s. 1830. Solon, ed. Westermann, Agis, Cleomenes ill.
Schomann. Phocion ill. Kraner. Lycurgus, Theseus, Romulus, Numa P. ed.
Leopold, 1789. Marius, etc. 1795. morslia ed. Wyttenbach (1795 ff. 5.) animadv,
VL VIL VIIL 1810 ff. de sera num. vind. ed. Wyttenbach, 1772. Heeren, de
fontibus vit. par. Plut. 1820. Pollucis onomast. cur. G. Dindorf, 1824. 5. Poly-
bii hist. ed. (Casaubonus) Schweighfinser, 1789. ff. 4. comment. 4. Quintus
Smym. Conject. in Q. Sm, ed. Kichly. Sappho fragm. ed. Neue, 1827. Solo-
nis reliq. ed. Bach. 1825. Sopboclis trag. ed. Brunck, Musgrave, Erfurt, 1802. 6.
VII O. C. ed. Doéderlein. Sophoclis trag. rec. {(Erfurdt, ed. min.) Hermam. f.
Sophoclis trag. ill. Wunder f. in bibl. gr. Sophoclis Ajax rec. ill. Lobeck, 3 ed.
‘Wunder’s recens. Sophoclis Oedipus tyr. ed. Elmsley, L. 1821. Solon, 1834,
Sophoclis Antigone rec. ill. Wex, 1829, 2. Sophoclis Philoctetes ed. Butimann,
1822. Reisig, comm. crit. de O. Col. 1823. Enarrstio exegetica, 1823. Ellendt,
lexicon Sophocleam. Stesichori fragm. ed. Kleine, 1828, Stobaei eclog. ed.
Heeren, 1792. 4. Stobaei sermoues ed. Gaisford, 1823. 4. Strabonis op. ed. Sie-
benkees, ete. 1796—1819. 7. Strabonis ed. cum n. Casauboni al. Almeloveen,
1709. fol. Suidas ed Bernhardy. Theoeriti id. Bi. Mo. cum. comm. Val-
cken. Brunck. Toump. 1810. 2. Theoeriti ill. Wilstemann, 1830. in bi. gr.
Naeke de Theocrito, 1828. Theognidis relig. ed. Welcker, 1826. Theophrasti

.
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opp. rec. J. G. Sehneider, 1818. 5. Theophrasti charact. ill. Casanbon, Fischer,
1763. Theopompi fragm. ed. Eysson, Wiggers, 1829. Thomas Magister ed. Ja
cobitz, 1833. Thucydides hist. ed. Poppo, 1821 8q. 10. Thucydides hist. ill. Goel-
ler 2 ed. Thucydides hist. ill. Kriger. Do. Krager, Leben des Thucyd. 1832. Ti-
maei lexicon voc. Plat. ed. Rhunken, 1754 ; cur. Koch, 1833, Tryphisdori carm.
ill. Wernicke, 1819. Tretris Antehomerica, Hom. ed. Jacobs, 1793. Xenopbanis
relig. ed. Karsten, 1830. Xenophontis opp. rec. ill. J. G. Schneider, 1829. 6. Bor
nemann. Xenophontia opp. ill. Bornemann, 1828 se. in bibl. gr. Xenophontis
anabasis rec. ill. Kroger, 1836.— ed. min. with German n. red. Xenophontis
memorabilia cum. n. Valcken. Rhunk. Ernesti ed. Schneider. Xenophontis de
republ. Lac. ill. Hanse, 1833. Sturs, lexicon Xenophonteam, 1801, 4.

Poetae latini minores ed Wernsdorf, 1780—1794. 6. Scriptores rei rusticae ed.
Gesner, Schoeider, 1784. 4. Corpus grammatic. lat. ed. Lindemann, 1832 sq.

Apaleii metamorph. ed. Oudendorp. Praef. Ruhnken, 1786—1823.3. Caesaris
opp. rec. ill. C. E. Ch. Schneider. Caesaris opp. cum. not. var. Davis, Clark. ed.
Oudendorp. 1837. 1822. Caesaris opp. erl. von Herzog, 2 ed. 2. Catonis disticha
ed. Tschuke, 1790. Catulli carm. ill. Doering, 1788, Catulli carm. rec. Lach-
mann, 1829. (text.) Censorinus, de die nat. c. not. Lindenb. Scaligeri, Sal-
mas. ed. Havercamp. 1743. Ciceronis opp. rec. Orelli, with onomaastic., etc. g.
Ciceronis opp. ed. Nobbe, (text) Tauchnitz. Ciceronis rhetorica ed. Schiits, 1804.
3. Ciceronis rhet. ad. Herenn. et de invent. ed. Lambin. Burrmann ., Lindemann,
1898. Ciceronis Brutus rec. ill. Ellendt, 1825. Ciceronis Orator ill. Ellendt. —
Schulausg. von Peter and Weller. Ciceronis de oratore ill. Ellendt. 2. Ciceronis
orationes omnes rec. mit. Vorreden und Anm. von Klotz. 8. Ciceronis or. omn.
ed. cum. comm. Asconii, Lambini, etc. Graevius. 1699. 6. Ciceronis orat. ed. Halm,
Ciceronis orat. sel. ill. in usum schol. Matthiae. Ciceronis or. Verren. rec. ill.
Zumpt, 1831. Ciceronis or. pro Marcello rec. F. A. Wolf, 1802. Ciceronis or.
pro Plancio c. not. Garatonii ed. Wunder, 1830. 49. Ciceronis or. Philippicae ¢,
mot. Garatonii, etc. ed. G. G. Wernsdorf, 1821. Ciceronis epistolaec omnes, erl von
Billerbeck, 4. Ciceronis Briefe iibers. und erl. von Wieland, 1808. 7. CiceYonis
opist. ad famil. ed. Korte, 1749. Ciceronis disp. Tuscul. erl. von Klotz. Cicero-
nis disp. Tuscul. ill. Kahner. ¢ ed. Ciceronis de officiis rec. ill J. M. Heusinger
et C. H 1783. Ciceronis de offic. ed. Heusinger, Zumpt. — edit. min. Ciceronis
de finibus rec. ill. Madvig. Ciceronis Laclius rec. Klotz; — Cato rec. K. Cice-
ronis Laelius ill. Gernhard, 1825 ;— Cato ill. G. 1819. Ciceronis Laelius mit
comm. von Seyffert. Ciceronis de natara deoram ed. Creuzer, Davis, Moser,
1818. Ciceronis de divinatione ed. Giesse. Ciceronis de legibus ed. Goerens,
1809. Moser, 1824. Ciceronis de republica ed. Ang. Maio. Rom. 1822, Stu. 1822.
Eclogae Ciceron. von Hottinger, 3 ed. von Ochsner. Manatii comm. in Cic. epis-
tol. 2. Abeken, Cicero in seinen Briefen. Nirolius, or Schiitz, lexicon Ciceroni-
anum. Ernesti, clavis Ciceroniana. Cornelii Nep. vitae, ¢. not. var. ed. Staveren,
1784.1820. 2. Cornelii Nep. mit Anmerk. von Bremi. —rec. Daehne. Curting,.
Rafus, ed. Zompt. Flori hist. c. not. var. ed. Dukerus, 1793. 1832, Gellii noct,
Att. rec. J. Fr. Gronov. Horatii carm. cum comm. Lambini, 1561. new edd. Ho-
ratii carm. rec. Bentley, 1711. L. 1764. 2. Horatii carm. ill. Déring 2. 4 ed. — ed.
min. Horatii carm. rec. ill. Orelli 2. 2 ed. Horatii Satiren erl. von Heindorf,
1813. 2 ed. von Wostemann. Horatii Briefe erl. von Obbarius. Horatii 8at. und
Br. iib. und erl. von Wieland 3. Justini histor. c. not. var. ed. Frotscher, 1827.
Juvenalis Sat. ¢d. E. G. Weber, 1825. Livii hist. ed. Drakenborch, 1785. 7. Stu.
1890. 15. Livii hist rec. Alschefski, 1841 sq. Livii hist. ed. Bekker, 1829. 3.
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(text.) Livii lib, 21. 22. erl. von Fabri. — 23. ill. Fabri. Lachmann, de fontibus
hist. T. Livii, 1822. Weissenborn's recension. aud dissert. Lucani pharsal. ed.
H. Grot., Bentl, C. ¥. Weber, 1821. 3. Lucretii carm. ed. Forbiger, 1828. Mar-
tialis carm. ed. Schneidewin. Ovidii carm. rec. Jahn, 1828. Ovidii metamorph.
ill. Sicrig. 8 ed. cur. Jahn, 1821. 2. Ovidii metam ill. Baumgarten Crusins. —m.
erl. von Bach. 2. Ovidii heroides ed. Heinsius, Lennep, Loers. 1830. 2. Persii
Sat ed. O. Jahn. Petronii satyricon ed. Burmann, 1748.  Phaedri fab. ill. Schwa-
be, 1806. 2. Phaedri fab. rec. Orelli, 1832. Plauti com. ill. Weise, 1837.2. Q.
A. Becker, de comic. Rom. fabulis quaestiones, — Ritschl. Plinii histor. nat. rec.
8illiz. Plinii epistol. cum not. Gesneri, Heusingeri ed. Schuefer, 1805. Pompo-
nins Mela rec. ill. Tschucke, 1807, 7.—ed. min. cur. Weichert. Prisciani opp.
rec. Kréhl, 1819. 2. Propertii carm. rec. Lachmann, 1829. (text) Quintiliani
opp. rec. ill. Spalding, 1798 sq. 4. 5th vol. Zumpt, 1829. Quintiliani lib. X.. ill. Frot-
scher, 1826. Rutilias Lupus, ed. Ruhnken, 1768 ; cur. Frotacher, 1831. Salnstii
opp. rec. ill. Kritz, 1828 sq. 2. Salustii opp. erl. von Fabri. Salustii opp. rec.
Orelli (text). Senecae phil. opp. c. not. Lipsii, Gronovii al. 1872. 8.  Statii silvas
ill. Markland, 1728. 1827. J. Fr. Gronovii diatribae in Statium etc. ed. Hand.
18192. 2. Buetonii vitae, ed. F. A. Wolf, 1802. 4. Suetonii vitae, ed. Banmgarten
Crusius, 1816. 3. —ed. min. Taciti app. ree. cum n. Lipsii, Gronovii al. Bekker,
1831. 2. Taciti opp. {ll. Walther, 1821 uq. 4. Taciti Agricola tib. und erl. von
‘Walch, 1827. Bétticher, lexicon Taciteum. Terentii com. rec. Bentley. 1726. L.
1761. Terentii com. ed. Westerhov, 1727; cur. Stallbaum, 1830. Terentii com.
rec. Klotz, cum comm. Donati, Eugr. 2. Ruhnkenii dictata in Ter. cur. Schopen.
1825. Terent. Varro, de ling. lat. ed. O. Maller, 1833. Tibulli eleg. rec. ill.
Heyne, 1798. 1817. cur. Wanderlich. Tibulli eleg. ed. Bach, 1819. Spohn, de
Tibulli vita, 1819. Valerii Flacci Argonaut. rec.ill J. A. Wagner,1805. Valerii
Maximi dict. mem. ed Kappius, 1781. Velleii Paterculi hist. ed. Rubnken, 1779.
cur. Frotscher, 1830. 2. Virgilii opp. rec. ill. Heyne; 4 ed. cur. Ed. Wagner,
1830 5q. 4. Virgilii opp. fil. in usam schol. Ed. Wagner, 1843. Virgilii opp. ed.
Forbiger. Virgilii Georgica, Eclogae {ib. und erl. von. J. H. Voss. Vitruvins,
¢d. J. G. Schneider, 1807. 8.

In Jooking back on the whole educational system in Germany, we
find in many respects quite the reverse of what prevails in this coun-
try. Which is the better? How preferable soever to the American his
system may appear, one want seems to be evident, namely, that of an
institution for future professors of ancient literature. Physicians, law-
yers and ministers are expected to have gone through a professional
course, but the professor of Latin or Greek has little opportunity, out
of Lis study, to prepare himself for his difficult task, unless he goes to
Germany, and goes there so well prepared that he is enabled to under-
stand the German and Latin lectures. In the latter case, Germany
affords so many and so great advantages, that it will be for a long time
the resort for all friends of antiquity, but a philological seminary in this
country would not only prepare the student who intends going there
for making the studies in that country in the shortest time most availa-
ble, but afford to him after his return the opportunity of continuing
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his studies in a philologieal community. And the chief point is, that
such as conld not avail themselves of a long residence in a transatiantic
country, would find here a place where they could, by means of theo-
retical and practical exercises, improve the classical learning acquired
in the colleges. Study and the recitation room alone may raise to ex-
cellence the one who is sincerely and cordially attached to classical sto-
dies, and this has been the case here, though it must be allowed that
such remarkable men are at any place or time only exceptions. On
the other hand, it is obvious, that a circle of students preéminently de-
voted to philology, and of professors bound to promote the learning as
sunch, and not to teach it as an instrument of liberal achool education,
would soon become the hearth, from which the flame of classieal stu-
dies, once kindled and continually fed, would be likely to light and to
warm the whole country.

ARTICLE VIII.
COMMENTARIES ON THE SCRIPTURES.

It is our principal object, in the following Article, to communicate
some information in regard to a few of the more important and recent
commentaries on the Seriptures. It will not be necessary to refor to ex-
positions by English and American authors, e. g. Henderson and Alex-
ander on Jsaiah, Henderson on the Minor Prophets, Stuart on Romans,
Hebrews, and the Apocalypse, etc., which are well known and highly
esteemed. We shall confine ourselves, for the most part, to commenta-
ries written in Germany, and in the Latin and German languages. Of
these in respect to sise, there are three classes, 1. The commentaries
which are compressed into & narrow compass, by rejecting ail superfinons
words, by using many abbreviations, and by giving only the substance
of the thought, ap example of which is De Wette's work on the New
Testament; 9d. The exhaustive commentaries, in which all important
topics and sometimes those which are not, are handled at length, and with
all fulneas of learning, of which Tholack upon the Sermon on the Mount,
Hengstenberg on the Psalms, Baur on Amos, and Delitaseh on Habak-

kuk, are instances; §d. Commentaries of an intermediate size, where no .

special effort ia made to compress the materials on the one hand, or to
oxbaust svery ®opic on the other. Meyer's Commentary on the New




