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PREFACE.

The publication of the following address,— first delivered in the
lectare course of the Ynle Kent Clab at New Haven, March 11, 1384,
and repeated subsequently before the Amherst Chapter of the Fhi
Beta Kappa at Amberst College, May 2, 18584 ; at Phillips Academy,
Andover, May 23, 1884 ; at Williston Sominary, Ensthampton, May 10,
1884, and before the Phi Beta Ksppa of the Upiversity of Vermont,
at Borlington, Jone 24, 1834, — bhas been delayed by my engagement,
bvefore its full completion, to deliver it befora the American Tustl-
tute of Instroction st itk nonoal session at Martha's Vineysrd, the
Gth inet. In now publishing it I have appended to it portions of three
articles which have seamed to me to best present certaim valuable
viewr of the Greek guestion, out of all that has eome to my potice
#ince the delivery of Mr. Adums’a address. Thearticle by Prof. Zeller
appeared in the Dewlscke Rundschau for March, 1384 ; that by Prof.
Peabody in the Atlantic Monthly for Jannary, 18523, and that by
Prof. Fishar in the Princefon Review for March, 1584,

1 hope I shall not be sospected of offering my present contriba-
thon to this dizeuseion ag that of the * one man in ten thonsand "
whose voles Mr. Adwms has not yet heard.  On the contrary, 1 offer
it simply ng whai my own studies bave taught ma — studies, I may
add, never wholly pretermitted under any strese of adverse clreum-
stances during more than twenty years of rather setive life,—
what [ have seen with my own eyes and observed with my own
senses, and nothing more, 1 do oot present it as my individaal * ex-
perienge,’ like Mr, Adams. I confess [ do not know so well as
others, what the resnlts of these studies have been on my own char-
acter and life.  Nor do I value, as Mr. Adams pesms to do, any mun's
own estimate or testimony as to himeelf upon this subject. I think
that almost the only thing of value one cin contribute to this dis
cossion i those viewa and conclusgions which one's stody of the sul-
ject and ebeervation of others may have hnpressed npon one,

For one thing, I have tried oot to be dogmntic, but to glve res-
song for all my views, rensons which at lenst may be tested by other
men's renson. 112 o subject, bowever, oo which T think the right
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of one lolding my views to be doginatic, as the word is penernily
used, may be easily defended. For, fu truth, to assert the value
apd snperior utility of Greek studies s to repent the voiee of the
wisest men of the st three conturies at lenst, including the prosent
age. [ fally rgree with Mr. Higginson when in his charming essay,
he saye “ there is wo more possibility of arbitrary chofoe in lnnguages
than in stomes | the best is the best '™

Mr. Adnma fs st lberty to deciara that he profers the pearl to
the dinmeond, or silver to gold, but the fact remains that the diamond
and gold are the most preclous of all gems or metnds, and fow fesl
enlled wpon te prove their superiority

The all-anficing answer to the suggestions of Mr, Adams and
President Ellot, in his vecent Centiry acticle, of putting English or
French or Genean on an equality with Greek and Latin, is that it
ie an attempt to treat tings &s equal which are not equal. Greek
preceded English and French tind German and is ¢losely and nex-
tricably intartwined with them, and lenving out of view ita olaims to
enperiority in all other respects, the fact of its priority iu time
remaing, and if it is necersary to go back to the rources of anything
in urder to nnderstand It it 8 necssspry 1o study and koow Greek
and Latin in order to konow English or French or German. The
guestion, thep, really is not between Greek and English or Frens)
of Germian, but between Fualish ar Freneh or Garman thoronghly
stadied and known and the same lapguages partly stedied aod
purtly known. .

“Parallel courses,” " modern equivalents," *enrly differemtintion
of studies,’ “options looking to fotare purenits,” * studies admisei-
ble with equal weight or rmok," or whatever other ertch-phrases
mway be nsed,—devices all which omit Greek,—are founded on a de-
lugion as real apd nz noreasonable e wonld be a modern course iIn
law which shonld omit Blacketone and Kent beranse conmtract and
corporation law Lave enormonsly increased fu jmportance in these
duys, ind perchapes the student's future practice may be mainly or
excloglvely in those branclhes, Suwreely wa are fallen on evil duys,
when & man cho say of Greele, with the spplavse of uny part of an
futelligent andience,—* It banrs no immediate rolation to any living
gpoach or literatars of valog"

Wew York. July 10, 1834,

D.H C.

wA phea for Colture, Atlantic Essazs, p. L0,



ADDRESS.

My present task is wholly sclf-suggested and self-im-
posed. 1t is simply an attempl to meet and controvert
the arguments and opinions of the address of Mr. Charles
Fraucis Adams, Jr., delivered in June last, before the
Harvard Chapter of the Fraternity of the Phi Beta
Kappa. T cawnot say that T am called or moved by any
sense of persoual fituess or duty. The lines of my life
lig, as they have lain, quite aside from the walks and ways
of seliolars. 1 can only say that the studies, reflections
and experiences of my life have greatly interested me in
this subject, and that 1 have some hope that what I' may
say will tend a little to more correct views and more in-
telligent opinions upon the matters which T shall try to
diseuss.

The address of Mr. Adams has naturally and deservedly
attracted much attention. His public services and char-
acter, his ';nrsitiuu as one of the representatives of an
Hlustrious fumily, the vigor and courage of his address,
the confidence of his tone, the personal and family fllus-
trations which enliven his arguments,‘have united to give
freshness and force to this latest discussion of an old and
well-worn theme.

I assume and believe that Mr. Adams was very much
in earnest in this expression of his opinions and experi-
ences. 1 shall certainly treat his discourse as a surious
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discussion and honest statement of conclusions, Whatever
criticiems may be made upon it, we ought, I think, to
welcome ik as a speeimen of ottapoken, vigorous opinions
upon a theme of the very highest importance.  If; as Mr,
Adams thinks, nearly the whole cultivated world is still
indulging in u most important feature of ite higher educa-
tion, in *fetish-worship ™ ; i an absurd and unreasoning
attachment to studies which are not suited to present
wants, nor conducive to present suceess — which are not
only & waste of time, but by their compulsory requirement
mextlmling better studies, it iz the ri.ght and duty of
any earnest wan 1o challenge the claims of such stadies ;
und the more securely they have become entrenched by
custom and preseription, the greater is the duly of those
who see or think they see their real hollowness and com-
parative worthlessness, to expose and denounce the pre-
tengions and false elaims by which they have been
supported. It is not sacrilege. surely, to destroy a
“iotish 1 None of us, I g ie, wish to i to
worship o * fetish."  If, unhappily, we have been wor-
shipping one, I am quite sure we shonli all weleome, as
we ought to do, the voice that should expose, and the hand
that shoulil destroy even our “ fetish.”  But old delusions
retire slowly; *fetishes” even, long worshipped, will
strugale for a little longer recognition, and so, inevitably
and finully, Mr. Adams must expeet that men will still ask,
what ¢¢ o * fetish " ¥ and ia that which in his address, ut
(.,‘nmhri.(lg{,-, he desgcribes and denounces s o “ fetich,” «
real * fotish,™ after all?  That is the serious question —
s gquestion which T think s always one of deep interest,
worthy of the best consideration, the most unfettered dis-
cussion which any man can bring.  If the study of Greek
cin he shown do B fitisheworship i it ean e shown to
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be less than the hest use that can be made of the time of
our youth, for their highest and best success — succesa in
all its senses and forms — then let it cease, and let better
imploments of mental training take ita place.

In the task which I set before me—ihe only task I
a.t.t,empr.—oi rap]}ri.ng to Mr. Adams — it is necessary to
observe his exact positions, so far «s they are disclosed by
this address.  Mueh misapprehension exists on this point
which ought to be at onee corrected, and for which Mr.
Adams is not responsible.

Let me quote Mr. Adams's words, which state his main
demand and conclusion :

“The modernist asks,” he says, “of the college, to
change its requirements for admission only in this wise:
Let it say to the student who presents himself, * In what
langnages, besides Latin and English, those are required
of ull —in what other languages — Hebrew, Greek, Ger-
man, French, Spanish or Italisn, will yowr be examined” ?
If the student replies, ‘ In Greek,’ so be it; let him be
examined in that alone ; and if, as now, he can stumble
through a few lines of Xenophon or Homer, and render
some simple English sentences into questionable Greek,
let that suffice; as respects hmgu.ngee, let him be pro-
nounced fitted for a college course.  If, howaver, instead
of offering himself in the elassic, he offers himself in the
modern tongues, then, though ne mercy be shown bim,
let him at least no longer be turned contemptucusly
away from the college doors; but instead of the poor
nuarter-knowledge, anclent and modern, now required, let
him be permitted to pass such an examination as will show
that he has so mastered two ]n.ngtmges besides his own,-
that he can go forward in his studies, using them as work- -
ing tools." .



