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PREFACE

TO
THE THIRD AND FOURTH EDITIONS.

T publication of this new edition enables me to add a good
many references to recent books, and fo correct some trrors
which still remained. These corrections aré far more numerous
than would appear from the slight increase of the volume in
size.  As regards the bibliography of each author, 1t is hardly
necessary, in the face of such works as Bursian’s Jadresherichs,
to attempt any complete catalogue of German books or tracts.
But in the case of English commentaries, which are ofien
ignored or neglected in the German and French periodicals, I
thought it desirable to give the student a reference to at least
the most recent English treatment of each author, where he will
sencrally find the further information he requires.

Iam not aware thatin the department of prose literature
there has been any remarkable addition to, or rectification of,
our knowledge during the interval, unless Gomperz be right in
attributing the Hippocratic tract wepi reyws not only to the
earliest moment of Ionic prose, but even to the pen of the
famous Protagoms.! 1 have announced in its place a new dis-
covery relating to the Phede of Platoy, and have added at the
conclusion of the volume a scrap of an unknown historian
recovered from an inseription,

As repards the peculiar views maintained in this book on
the credibility of Thucydides' Sicilian arch®elogy, on the esti-
mate Xenophon has given us of himself, on the integrity of

b Cf his eurions edition and sommentary just published in Sits.-Hers
of the Vienna Academy, vol. exx,
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Demeosthenes, on the comparative youth of Hypereides, I have
found no reason to make me recede from the positions pre-
viously adopted. Ior in no case have these views been refuted
by argument, though there have since appeared, and no doubt
there will yet appear, many books adopting the traditional
opinions on these points, without any attempt to re-think the
problems independently.  This is perhaps the most unsatisfac-
tary feature in the study of a subject so long taught in schools
and colleges. Those who profess it are generally unwilling to
discover, or to admit, that what they have been long repeating
to their classes is untenalile or even doubtful.  We must console
oursclves with the maxim magra es! werifas, ef pravaleddt,
though we cannot but wish that this future victory were maore
definitcly and proximately assured, The great difficulty seems
to be a certain want of interest, a certain dislike to grapple with
a new viow, which affects the minds of those who have spent
their years in teaching or learning what other people say, and
setting or passing cxaminations in it. Let us only get over this
obstacle @ let us have an honest discussion about a new and
startling theory, and we shall have it cither adopted or aban-
doned.

This, at least, has been the good fortune of Mr. Sayee, in his
recent attack on Herodotus, that his views have received prompt
attention ; and though I cannot but think he has been in the
main refuted, he has enriched our knowledge of Herodotus by
many criticisms which even his crtics have adopted. The
echo of this controversy has reached across the Channel, and
not only has H. Dicls exercised his acumen in showing that the
alleged fragments of Hecatxus are not centos from Herodotus
{as Cobet endeavoured to prove), but M. Alfred Croiset, in the
just published second volume of a History of Greek Literature,
has carefully rehearsed the whole charge, and given all the
guide-posts through the controversy.!

U Cf AL and M. Crofset, Sise e fa Litt precgue, i, 582, 5q, Hefollows
me in calling aitention to Blnkesley's earlier atinck, and gives references



THE THIRD EDITION, wii

But here T do not think that we shall gain more than
a new and more critical attitude towards a justly favourite
Greek author.  If, on the other hand, by accepting my argu-
ments, the early Olympiads be discredited, or the birth of
Hypereides brought down half a generation, we shall have facts
to correct, and in the former case even to revise our whole
conception of early Greek annals. In any case let us make
our study of Greek, if we are to maintain it in the forefront of
higher education, a living study ; let us not talk of fnjustice to
an ancient author if a critic speaks his candid opinion, and
tells us that it is in conflict with the traditions on the subject

The reader will find 2 brilliant argument of this kind in
Mr. Rutherford’s Fowrth Sook of Thucydides (Macmillan, 1890},
in which the condition of that text has undergone a searching
revision, and an amount of corruption in the way of idle or
futilc additions is alleged which, if proved, would remodel
many of our notions concerning Thueydidean Greek. But
will the Jeamed author receive the honest attention for his
arguments which be deserves? Is it not more likely that thoso
who have been exhibiting their cunning in analysing and ex-
plaining the Attic purity of the aceretions which he condemns
will fancy they feel the ground slipping from under their repu-
tations, and will use every device, direct and indirect, 1o dis-
credit his enquiry, and set it aside as a prece of 1dle ingenuity ?
A new and weighty argument, however, against him 1§ the
discovery of many early papyrus fragments of classical texts,
which agree closcly with our medieval M35, thus proving
their sound tradition.

For a different reason I have taken no notice of the bitter
controversy between an Oxford and a Cambridge scholar con-
cerning a certain commentary on Plato produced by the latter,
Let us hope that this dispute will be as ephemeral as the interest
it has excited. The only permanent feature about it is that

to Father Delatire in the: Afusdor dofoe for 1888, On the dispute about
Hecataus he pives o pood siummary (of o, i 547 and cites 1he article
of H. Dicls in Seoruer Tor 0887, ppe 411, 5.

=8



