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Ix the * Saturday Review™ of the 3rd of SBeptember last is an
article on Vul, 1. of a new edition of Domosthenes, contribuied
by myself to the Series of the “Bibliotheea Classica.” The
Author, whoover he may be, hag pronguncad a mest unfavour-
able opinion on my labours and rcholarship, and he has certainly
pot shown me consideration in any respect.  Of this, however,
I am not weak enongh to comyplain, nor should 1 nnder ordinary
circumstances reply to criticism, however eevere, but =imply
learn from it one of those lessoms which an enemy teaches so
mueh better than a friend, and endeavour to avoid giving
oceasion for it hereafter. But the article in question differs so
much frem ordinary eriticism: it exhibits smch a spirit of
unfaitnesa; and shows so mueh resclution to depreciate and
ﬂ.ispamge, that T may well be excused for expusing the mis-
representations and hlundors with which it ahounds, and showing
how incompetent the Heviewer was for his task. He com-
mences with an insinoation that * Mr, Whiston ia more likely
to defoul his fellow-labourers than to suffer from contact with
them,’ and ends with some elegant extracts from the vernacular
of the ®pig-driver’ and the *horse-keeper,’ which he quotes as
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‘parallels for' Mp, Whiston's English. The writer would,
perhaps, not deny that he iz consistent with himself in spirit and
in temper througheut his article, which is altogether of suech a
charseter that I cannot in justice to myself or others leave it
onanswerad.

The Reviewer's first objection is rather a strange one, Ifis
founded on the fact that *I have endesavoured to make the
work generally useful,’ snd not contemplated one class of
readers only, From thiz he would iofer that my *Com-
mentary cannot be intelligent, or even intelligible,’'-—a state-
ment for which we have all the weight of his assertion, and—
nothing more. ;

Well, my reply ia very simple. If the volumes of the
¢ Bibliotheca Classica’ were all composed for one class of
readers only, it would fail from want of funds. No ono class
of purchasers would be sufficiently nwmerous to pay the ex-
penses of such an ondertaking,—a fait which an Editer, if
he hag any conscience, will bear in mind, and regulate his
commentary aceordingly, TFor simply stating that 1 have en-
deavourcd to do this, the Reviewer represonts me as ‘ mouthing
great promises,’” and applies to me the achool-hoy quotation—

¥ @uid forct bie tanto dignom promisscr hista i

He then saye, *we believe we shall give our readers a fair idea
of the scholarship of this edition by sn examination of Mr.
W.'s Commentary on the De Corona,” which he selects *for
this reason,—that every owe who reads Demosthenes has read
it.'  But if this be true, surely it justifiez an Editor in his
cadeavour to compile a commentary for gencral nse, and not
for the select few of one class only. If every one who reads
Demosthenes reads this speech, the commentary upon it should
be written in remembrance of this multiplicity of readers, even
at the risk of “common-place matter. Of this, indeed, the
Reviewer asserts that < Mr. W.'s annotations contain a con-
siderable amount,” and he then gives his * fair idea” of them by
these two specimens : —



&4 wou] ' I presume.’
¢ udv .. .. 8¢ 8] For rdc ulv and rag &

Now my first thought upon these extracta was that the ‘ con-
siderable amount * was at any rate composed of rather minute
parts, the aggregate of which might not have been accurately
summed up by the Reviewer, who, by the way, bhas peculiar notions
on the precise meaning of *half-a-dozen.' But I scon found out
that he had equally peculiar notions as to the proper way of
fgiving a fair 4dsa’ of my commentsry, and that the plan of
quoting it as I wrote it was not his plan. For example, it
might be supposed that bis guotation, * For rag piv and rag 8
with & full atop at the end, was the whole of the note. But, in
faet, it is only the beginning of it, and it goes on thus :—

‘For rag pfv and rdg &, the regular inflexions of the de-
monstrative ro¢, as we flnd S¢ in Homer, and xai 8¢ in prose.
See note, p. 5,
which rune thos :—

Tt is romarkable, that a8 in Greek §¢, the old demonstrative,
afterwards hocame 6, as in 6 pév snd & &, 80 in Ssoscrit sas,
‘he,” and sshas *this,” tho nominstive of fed and sfad, drop
the final # befors any sonsonant, hard or soft (Monier Williams,
Gram. p. 36)." :

Now it is not for me to eay, that-the note a8 a whole is
 otherwise than * common-place ;> of that the reader must judge.
But I may urge that the Reviewer's soppression proves that
he did not think so, and if he did .not, why then he has unfairly
suppressed the truth to suggest what is not true,

He then observes, 'Mr. W, is fond of illustrating Greek
idioms in a rather peculiar way. Instead of explainiog the
rationale of the phrase (a phrase!), or pointing to a parallel
paseage from any Clreek author, he adduces some mamifest
Greecism from Milton, somewhat on the principle of * ignotum
per ignotius.”  Wa have two instences in one page :—

weTpakiiy nluﬂfﬂﬂm] . «. . With the comatruetion comp.
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Milton, Sams. Agonistes: “ Enowing, sz needs 1 must, by
thee betrayed.”

dxodovew] ‘ they are called . . . .° Milton, P. L. iif.:—

# Or bear'st thom rather pore otheresl atream,
Whose foomzain whe can tell 177

After this blunder—for Milton wrote and I quoted * who shafl)’
not ‘ who esm tell’—the Reviewer adds, * The abeurdity of thia
i, that no one but 8 Greek scholar ean possibly constroe these
affectations of Milton's ;* and after a remark on the eondition of
Mr. Whiston's mind, he observes, *Milton {with Mr. W. of
course) is a primary fact—a standazd by whieh every other writer
and every langnage may be measurad,’

Does he then mean that I have coropared ‘ Milton's affecta-
tions® with the 3dioms of amy other writer than Demosthenes, or
his Grecisms with aoy other language than Greek? 1 affirm
that I have not: ang in meking thia statement 1 guestion the
Reviewer's veracity, and challenge him, whoever he may be,
and whatever his motives, to prove his asserlion,

Agsin: I deny his other assertion, that ‘pone bhut a Greck
scholar’ can construe the two quotations from Milton: and I
support, my denial by something more than assertion, For I
affirm, that any intelligent Englishman, if he lmew Latin enoogh
to construe

= Bennbt war modios delapaus in hostea,™
in Virgil, wonld understand the line

% Entwing sl oeelds T must by thee betrayed,™

and that he would at cree undersiand
Oy Aear'st thou wather pura otharesl sireamn,

Whose focutaln who shall tell 1
if he had ever construed in Horace,

¥ Matatine Pater, seu June fbandics audin™
Nay, more, I assert what every scholar knows, that this * hear'st
thon rather " of Milton i not merely a G recism, but » Latinism,
and actually an English copy of the Latin * libentius audis’ of
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Horace, who repeats this usage of ‘audire’ in the following
verses : —

% Babtilis vetarom jodex ot oallidus audis,”’—Bat. 1, 7, 101,

 Rexque pakerque,

audifi cotain.”—Epat. §. 7. 37.

Py ceats vivis s curas esse quod awdin"—Epist. L 16, 17,
This is, 1 know, ‘common-place’ demonstration encugh; but
* lesa than thorongh will not do” for the Beviewer, and therefore
1 add Bishop Newton's note on * Milton's affectation,” which
runs thus :

“Or dost thon rather hear this address, dost thou delight
rather to be called ‘pure ethereal streami®” An excollent
Latimism, as Dr. Bentley observes, Hor, Sat. il vi, 20:—

S Motatlne pater seo Fane libeatine audis 1°*
And we have an expression of the same kind in Spenser, Faéne
Queen, 1. v. 23: :

AIF uld Aveaple™ soms s avil hear”
8o that this * Graciem* is after all really an * avcellent Lafiniam,’
which Spenser also had adopted before Milton, though I readily
believe that the Reviewer waa innocent of any knowledge of
the fact. But I charpe him with worse than ignorance,—he
has aoted dishonestly. That line of Horace,

# Matotine Pater, spu Jane libanbus awdis,”
was quoted by ma in the same note as ¢ Milton’s affoctation ;'
but the Reviewer wished to insinuate that I ‘had a pecaliar way
of illustrating Greek idioms by quoting Milton” exclusively ; so
be suppressed what proved the contrary, and carefully omitted
the Latin quotation which proved that the ' manifest Gregism
was, as Bentley ealled it, an ¢ excellant Latinism.' Such tricks
spare me the necessity of speculating on *the condition of A4
mind,” and furnish, no doubf, an aceurate * standacd * by which Ads
*language may be measured,’ to say nothing of his conscience. At
the same time he obscrves, © we have two instances’ (of quotations
from Milton) ‘on one page,” but he does not tell his readers
that on the opposite side without turning a page—there are two
illustrations not from Milton—one in fact from Shakspeare and



