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ii. 2562, 3 Tuque tuo Capricorne gelu con-
tractus in astris
Contra(t) iacent.

For contra(t) K. proposes curua a word
which would describe the resting and bent-
legged position of Capricorn. In my Noctes
Manilianae I had suggested Crura, which I
still think may be right.

There are two Xxcursus (1) on the con-
fusions and interchanges of letters in the
MSS. of Manilius (2) on the ¢uersuum

THE CLASSICAL REVIEW.

clausulae iteratae’ or cases in which the
poet has used the same two or three words
in more than one passage to end a line. The
number of lines in which this happens is
extraordinarily great, and no part of Dr.
Kleingiinther’s dissertation ought to be more
carefully studied than this. The Appendix
contains a very thorough and most useful
catalogue of the editions, as well as of
separate papers on the poem.

RosinsoN ELLis.

SCHMALZ-KREBS’ ANTIBARBARUS.

Antibarbarus der Lateinischen Sprache.
Siebente genau durchgesehene und vielfach
umgearbeite Auflage von J. H, ScaMALz.
Basel : Benno Schwabe. Parts 1-3. 1905-
1906. 9¢x 64 Pp. viii+ 160, 161-320,
321-480. M. 2 each.

As the sixth edition of this invaluable and
indispensable work of reference appeared
about twenty years ago, the appearance of a
new edition by the same editor is both
timely and welcome. The citation of the
most recent! ¢literature’ on the various
problems of Latin syntax and style, the
careful revision of the subject-matter, involv-
ing an entire rewriting of many important
articles, the addition of new ones, the correc-
tion of errors in the Thesaurus (in all 22),
all combine to make a book of unusual merit
and a valuable adjunct to the working
library of all who value alike correctness of
diction and the niceties of artistic Latin style.

The seventh edition, thus far extending
from A—Duntazxat, shows an increase of
43 pages, and an addition of 40 new artifles.?
Of the correctness of the second part of the

title there can therefore be no question, but

of the first part, ¢ genau durchgesehene,’” the
same cannot be said without certain limita-
tions, though some, it may be added, are
concerned only with matters of minor
importance. The general excellence and
value of the subject-matter all will admit.
But in devoting his attention to ¢the
weightier matters of the law,’ the editor has
paid little attention to the minutiae. Such
matters as Consistency in Capitalization,

1 A striking exception is the failure to cite for
the usage of Plautus Lodge’s Lexicon Plautinum
{A-Concrlium), 19014, and for passages in Ennius,
Vahlen’s edition (1903).

2 The present review, however, is concerned with
only the first two ¢ Lieferungen.’

Uniformity in Orshography, Correctness in
Citation, have been either disregarded or
neglected.? To pass to details : ¢

P. 14. Anm. 25: Sandys, 4 History of
Classical Scholarship, pp. 585 f., should
have been referred to.

P. 48. Abire, ‘ein Amt niederlegen’: the
order of the words magistratu . . . interregno
does not correspond to the order of the
citations (Liv. 7. 22. 3 should be at the end).
Furthermore, dictatura is not found in any
of the passages cited. Either Liv. 4. 7. 3
ought not be given, or honore ought to be
added to the list of words, or dictatura in
7. 3. 9 be cited. Abire magistratu is also
found in Liv. 3. 38. 13.

P, 49. Abitio is found, however, only once
in Plautus (Bud. 503) and in a doubtful pas-
sage (cf. Lodge, Lex. Plaut., s.v.), and once
in Terence (Haut. 190 ; cf. Thes, s.v.). For
Jul. Var. 3. 30 cite 3. 18 or 3. 26.

P. 50. Abnoctare, ‘Vgl. Archiv iv. 8,
5777 to the passages there cited add Sen.
Vit. Beat. 26. 6.

P. 52. Abrogare : to the passages cited in
the Archiv v. 254 f,, for its use with the
dative, add Liv. 9, 34. 7.

Abscedere : add, for this Cicero, Caesar,
and Sallust use decedere. Liv. 36. 12. 11 has
Thyrreo, not Thyrio.

3 A comparison of this edition with the Sixth
shows that some attention was given to these
matters, but a comparison of the Antibarbarus
with the Lateinische Syntax3 would lead to the
conclusion that consistency was not considered a
jewel by the Editor. In the latter both Cic. Fam.
and Cic. fam., Caes. b.G., b.g., and b. Gall. are
found ; in this edition many metamorphoses are
found, as Varro L.L., L, 1 lat., and ling.; Cic.
Sen., sen., and Cato; Sall. Iug. and Jug.; Cyprian
adv. Iud. and Jud.; Vergil and Virgil; Wolfflin.
Compar., Kompar., Comp., and Komp., etc., ete.

4 A more complete criticism is reserved for an-
other occasion.
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P. 56. Absonus : the use of this word by
Hor. A.P. 112 should be added to the list
in the Archiv vi. p. 185.

Absque : used only with persons by Plautus
{Lodge). .

P. 58. Abstrudere : it would be more cor-
rect to say that Cicero uses the word in only
two passages, except in a poetical trans-
lation (Twsc. ii. 19 and 20) and in the
Arat.

Absumere : the word which Cic. and Caes.
use (consumere) should be added. After
¢sehr hiufig’ insert, besonders bei Livius,
and cite Norden, Kunstprosa, i. p. 190. Te
the passages cited for absumo in the Archiv
referred to, add Verg. den. 3. 654.

P. 59. Abunde with the gen.: see also
Gell. vii. (vi.) 8. 4 a passage omitted by the
Archiv vii., pp. 244 f.

Abusio : for this the Archiv vii. p. 421,
cites Quint. 8. 1. 5 for 8. 2. 5.

P. 61. Aec, 1. 6: after ‘ausser’ insert
Livius, as he uses ac before ¢ oftener (48
times) than Plin. Mai. (35 times). Livy also
uses ac before g 9 times.!

P. 65. Accentusis also found in Quint. 12.
10. 3. On this word cf. C. W. L. Johnson,
Trans. Am. Phil. Assoc. 35 (1904), pp. 65 £.
It is interesting to observe here that Lindsay
reads adcentare in Plaut. Truc. 736.

P. 66. Acceptus: Lodge’s Lex. Plaut. will
be found to supplement both the Antibar-
barus and the Archiv article referred to.

P. 67. Accingere: accingendum . . . esse
in Livy 6. 35. 2, is followed, strange to say
by (‘beachte das Gerundium !’).

P.79. Ad postremum : cf. also Plaut.
Poen. 844, the only other occurrence of this
expression in Plautus. Ad witimum : cf.
also Sen. contr. 1. 8. 9; Gell. 14. 1. 27, and
see Lease, Livy, Intr. § 37. o.

P. 83. Adbibere: Lodge, Lex. Plaut., s.v.,
should be referred to instead of Lorenz,
Plaut. M:l. 876, for two reasons: the treat-
ment is more complete, and the reference to
Lorenz is inexact (cf. M+l. 883, not 876).

P. 88. Adesse, of lifeless objects, is,
however, also found in early Latin, Plautus,
e.g., using it thus 14 times.

Adhaerere with the dative is also found in
Plautus, Stich. 236. '

P. 97. Admisswm (subst.): Draeger,
however, has no note at Ann. 14. 1, but at
11. 4. Gudeman, at the passage cited, omits
Cicero’s usage.

1 The Thesaurus shows the following omissions :
ac before ¢, Quint. 10. 1. 47 ; Suet. Cal. 17; ac
before g, Plin. Mai. 2. 135; 34. 114 ; ac before q,
Plin. Mai. 2. 200; 206; 10. 157; 32. 29; and Val.
Flacc. 7. 267.
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Admonere: between ‘Caes.’ and °Plin.
Epp.’ insert Tac. Ann. 15. 67.

P. 106 +n adversum : it would be more
accurate to say, in Silver Latin poetry and
in prose not until Late Latin.

P. 107. Adversus, 1. 15, ¢die Komiker
adv. hiufig dem Pron. pers. nachstellen’: as
a matter of fact, in Plautus adversus was
used only twice after a pronoun (dmph. 750,
Bacch. 127) and in Terence only once.
Adversum, however, was used 7 times after
a pronoun by Plautus. (The Thesaurus
cites Bacch. 137 for 127, and omits Poen.
725, adversus after a subst.)

P. 108. Advolvi, ¢niederfallen, zuerst bei
Livius’: See, however, Prop. 3. 17.1 and
cf. ib. 3. 8. 12 volvitur ante pedes. Cf. also
Plin. Ep. 9. 21. 1, advolutus pedibus.

Aedes, ‘nie das Haus’: Plautus, however,
uses the singular in this sense in Asin. 220,
Most. 80. Add at the end of the article:
Vgl. Woelfflin, Archiv xi. p. 26.

P. 110. Aeger animi: the passage, Livy
30. 15. 9 is doubtful, and Ib. 2. 36. 4 is
omitted by the Archiv x. p. 68.

Aegre : Lorenz’s statement, Msl. 747 (not
740) is too broad, as aegre mihs est is found
only 10 times in Plautus (cf. Lodge).

P. 113. Aequare does not appear in Caes.
“Gall. 2. 32. 4’ in either Meusel’s or Du
Pontet’s edition.

Aeque cum : the Thesaurus omits Plaut.
Poen. 47, and for aeque quam, Mil. 552, and
Sen. Contr, 2. 1 (9). 5, for aeque ut Asin.
838, and cites Sen. Dial. 11. 13. 8 for aeque
ac (a wrong reference).

P. 115. Aequiperare, 1. 8: the -editor
here, as in the sixth ed. attacks the state-
ment of Lorenz at Plaut. M+l 12. Lorenz,
however, made no such statement, but the
reverse, in his second ed. Cf. the crit. note
ad loc.

Aequor, for mare, is found in prose,
however, according to Donatus ad Ter.
Phorm. ii. 1. 13, quoting a passage from
Sallust. Cf. Wessner, ii. p. 411.

Aequus : the Thesaurus cites Plaut. Men.
580 for 578.

P. 116. bonum aequumque, ‘bei Plaut.
wiederholt.” This is incorrect, as both the
Thesaurus and Lodge’s Lexicon cite only
4 passages for Plautus.

P. 118. derumnosissimum : after ¢ andere
ofter’ insert a phrase equivalent to, especially
of things. Correct the Thesaurus Plaut.
Bacch. 21 to Bacch. 1.

P. 123. Affabilis; affabilitas: <z. B’
gives a wrong impression, as these two words
are found only once each in the author

cited.
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Affamen, affatus : ¢Sp. L.’ is correct only
for the former and ¢ P.L.’ for the latter, with
the addition, seit Verg.

P. 131. Agitare de aliqua re : instead of
Liv. 25. 36. 5 cite 31. 46. 6, as in the former
agitare (=-cogitare) is followed by a si
clause.

P. 134. Aio : of. also ut Messala ait,
Sen. Suas. 2. 17 and Quint. 11. 1. 22.
Meister (1886) reads in Quint. 10. 7. 14, u$
Cicero ait.

P. 135. Alaris, ‘erstmals Liv. 10. 41. 5°:
here, however, M. Mueller reads auxziliari-
bus cohortibus. In 10. 40. 8 Livy has
cohortibus alariis.

P. 137. Alibs: in Sen. Ep. 99. 29 Hense
however, reads altubs, with no variants.

Alienare : as Livy uses this word only
once with the dative, ‘z. B.” is incorrect.
At the end add, Vgl. Liv. 3. 48. 1 alienatus
ad lbtdinem animo.

P. 139. Alioqui, Liv. 7. 19. 2 =“although
in other respects.” Instead of Liv. 27. 27.
11, either 8. 9. 1, 30. 29. 10, or 37, 47. 6
should be cited.

Aliquantisper, ‘die Stellen hat der Thes.’:
add also Gell. 2. 30. 5.

P. 145. Alius quam: for Livy’s usage,
both after a negative and after a positive,
cf. Lease, Livy, p. lviii. Néhil aliud : Liv.
38. 21. b is a wrong reference.

P. 146. Allatrare, ‘nie im eigentlichen
Sinne’: cf,, however, Plin. N.H. 2. 173;
4. 19,

P. 147. Alllicefacere, Sen. Ep. 118. 8:
here, however, Hense reads adlice facit.

P. 148. Alloqus aliguem : for ‘seit Liv.
read, seit Ovid und Liv. Tacitus also use
the expression in 4Ann. 16. 19.

P. 153. Amabo te : for a much more com-
plete treatment, however, ¢f. Lodge, Lex.
Plaut., s.v.

P. 157. Inimacissimus, ‘mit dem Datiw,’
is found earlier, cf. Plin. Mai. 20. 96.

P. 160. An: for its use in a simple in-
direct question, cf. Sen. Exc. Contr. 1. 7 and
Gell. 5. 20. 3, which is omitted by the
Thesaurus.

P. 167. Animosus: here the statement
should be, Klass. Prosa nur von Menschen,
as Vergil (G. 3. 81) uses it of horses, and
Ovid (F. b, 59) of wars. Cf. also Met. 2.
84 ; Trist. 4. 63.

P. 168, 1. 9 For Deum esse, Sen. de wv.
beat. 15. 5, Hense reads deum sequere.

P. 169. Anne: -ne . . . anne is found,
however, as early as Plautus (Bacch. 32;
Cas. 515 ; Bud. 1069).

P. 170. Annite: it should be noted, how-
ever, that this word is found with the infin.
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in Livy only three’:times and in the first
decade.

P. 174. Ante, ‘des Vorranges’: used,
however, as early as Plaut. (Cas. 8; Trin.
824) and Asin. 858.

P. 178. Antequam : for its use in general
cf. Hullihen, Antequam and Priusquam
(cf. Archiv xiv. p. 140), and for its use,
after negatives in Livy, cf Lease, Livy,
p- 206.

P. 181. Antiquitas refert: cf. also Prud.
Per. 10. 32 ; reliquit Macr. Com. Som. Scip.
1.11. 8 ; woluit 15, 12.

Nihil antiquius habere, with an infin., is
found earlier, however, in Vell. 2. 52, 3.

P. 183. Apologus was used earlier, how-
ever, by Auctor ad Her. 1. 10.

P. 187. Appellere: for Liv. 30. 10. 9
cite 37. 21. 7.

P. 191. Apud: for ‘Lorenz zu Plaut.’
Most. 339 (a wrong reference), refer to
Lodge, Lex. Plaut. and add, cf. Funaioli,
Archiv 13, p. 345.

P. 193. Arbitrare: the reference to
Lorenz, Mil. 987 and Mosi. 948 was not
corrected from the sixth ed. (At Pseud. 997
Lorenz refers to Mil. 987 1)

P. 194. Arbitratus, nom, sing. is also
found in Plaut. Cist. 372. (In Plautus the
nom. is used only 3 times, the acc. once, but
the abl. 27 times.)

P. 195. Arcere: the passages cited do not
correspond to the order of the words given
inl 3.

 Italta (Liv. 21. 17. 6, omitted) should
come first. Two references are incorrect,
7. 35. 3 and 10. 23. 4. With the infin.
arcere is found, however, in Tac. Ann. 3. 72,

P. 196. Amoreardens: Liv. 3.44. 4 (M.M.)
has, however, amore amens.

P. 198. Argentum : with this word, how- -
ever, Plautus does not use solvere, but resol-
vere (cf. Men. 930).

Argi . the note is not clear, as the paren-
thesis belongs to Hor. and Verg. as well as
to Ovid.

P. 200. Aridus: ¢ Sen.’=rhet. or phil. ?
The word is thus used in Contr. 2. 5.15.
Furthermore, ¢Sen.’ should precede ¢ Quint.’

P. 201. Arripere: Liv. 30. 5. 7 does not
have corripere, but iniectus ignis. On
p- 202 cite also Gell. 15. 1. 4.

P. 207. Assentiri: Neue-Wagener, iii.
p- 20, cite a number of passages from Livy,
but in all of these the deponent (!) form is
used. Cf. also Ib. p. 401, and iv. p. 13.

L. 208. Assertor : the Thesaurus omits
Liv. 3. 46. 7.

Assidere : in the Gellius passage, however,
oppugnare follows this verb.



THE CLASSICAL REVIEW.

P. 210. Assolere: as disproving the state-
ment made here for Livy’s usage, see 34.
44. 2.

Assuefacere: Fiigner’s remark, quoted

here, is incorrect ; cf. Liv. 3. 52, 11, with ad,
and 31. 35. 3, with the abl.
% Assuetus with ¢n and acc. is found, how-
ever, in Liv. 21. 33. 4; 24. 5. 9 with the
dat. in Verg. Aen. 7. 490 (cf. assuescere in
Prop. 3. 4. 6 (R.).

P. 211. Ast: Lodge, Lex. Plaut., s.v.
should be cited, as the Thesaurus omits two
passages (Mer. 246, Trin. 74).

P. 212. Astruere, ¢ hinzufiigen, zuerst bei
Vell.’: see, however, Ovid 4.4. 2. 119.

P. 214 Attexere: the Caesar passage,
however, has neither alicus ret nor ad
aliquid.

P. 218. Audaciter : Neue-Wagener, ii®
p- 684, here referred to, cite PL Pseud.
687 for 708, but, here, however, G. and S. read
audacter. They omit Sen. de vit. beat. 23.
2, (H.) and Epist. 74. 32 (H.). In the latest
texts audacter is read in Ter. Phorm.

11, and Awuctor ad Her. 3. 11. 19.
© P. 219, Ausim: cf. Lease, to Livy, Praef.
3. Livy 22. 36. 1, however, has ausus sim
(M. M.). Woelfllin’s note ad loc. is the same
as Draeger’s, Hist. Syn. i2 p. 307. The
Thesaurus should be cited for a complete
list of the occurrences of this word rather
than Neue-Wagener. In 1 10 Fiigner is
omitted before ILex. Liv. In 1 18 add,
after Tacitus and later, as Suet. and Just.

P. 222. Auferre with the dat.: already
found 4 times in Plautus. Inl 4 Liv. 23.
44. 3 should follow 9. 9.1’ (for 9. 9. 11).
Cf. also Liv. 23. 27. 9. Liv. 30. 18. 13,
however, has auferri proelio (M.M.).

Augmen : not ¢ A. u. P.L’, but only P.L.
and Arnob. Cf. Thesaurus.

P. 228. Autem, introducing a parenthesis :
cf. Lease, Livy, Intr. § 39.

P. 229. Autumare: Plautus, however,
uses this verb 6 times in the pres. subj.,
once in imperf. ind., once in perf. ind.

P. 232. Balinea: after ‘zuerst’ add, in
der Prosa. Cf. Archiv xiv. pp. 337 and 344.

P. 233. Bastolum does not, however,
belong in the same category as bastare and
basatio, as it makes its appearance with
Petron. and Apul.

P. 235. Bellum cum aliquo : Liv. 33. 20.
9 does not belong here.

Domi : Funaioli, Archiv 13 p. 314 should
be cited. .

P. 237. Beme wale: Plautus, however,
uses bene vale 20 times and bene wvalete 7
times.

P. 238. Bene vivere and Benevolens :
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Brix’s list, however, is
Lodge, Lex. Plaut.

P. 244. Breviarum : Sen. Ep. 39. 1 (H.),
however, reads profutura sit.

P. 246. Cacumen: also used by the
In Liv. 7. 34. 4 read

incomplete ; cf

Augustan poets.

cacumen.
Cadaver: ¢ Sen. controv. 9. 34,'8, 331 (B.)’:

uncorrected from the 6th ed. Read 10. 5. 17.
P. 259. Calor: why cite Woelfllin to Liv.

.22. 24. 2, as here he merely refers to 35. 32.

23, without any comment ? Especially when
the reference is incorrect! See 35. 32. 13.

- 259. Captare aliquem is found earlier,
however, in Plaut. (Poen. 709, 765, 1033),
Ter. (Hec. 72), and Cic. (4dcad. 2. 94).

P. 261. Capita conturationts is also found
in Liv. 9. 26. 7 : cf. also ¢. belli, 45. 7. 3;
¢. nomints Lat. 1. 52. 4; ¢. ret Romanae,
6. 3. 1. (For 42. 42 read 42. 42. 6.)

P. 263. Carus: as this word was used
only once by Plaut. (Men. 105 ; cf. Lodge
8.v.), the statement here given should be
modified.

P. 264. Castigare: the passages cited are
confused, as Liv. 39. 1. b=magna clade,
Plin. N.H. 8. 6=werberibus, and Fronto
Strat. I. I. 3 =baculo.

P. 267. Causa propter: Livy also uses
causa before a subst. (cf. Kuehnast p. 85).
In 31.12. 4, cited by Schmalz, curam is
read by Zingerle and M. Mueller.

Causa ut : Liv. 5. 55. 5 (M.M.), however,
reads causa cur. The statement of Dahl is
unquestionably correct, as there is a decided
difference between such usages as 6. 31. 7
and 31. 1. 5.

P. 268. Causari: the ‘acc. c. Infinit.’,
however, was not used at all by Tac. This
construction is found earlier, as in Tib. 1. 3.
18. Cf. also Gell. 18. 4. 9.

For cavere p. 269, celeriter p. 271, in
Plautus, Lodge’s Lex. should be consulted.

P. 274. Certo, certe: Plautus uses certo
scto 24 times, but certe scio only 4 times.
Cf. also Lease, Class. Rev. 1898, p. 179.

Certus : facere me certum was used onl
twice by Plautus (Pseud. 18 and 1097).

P. 275,1. 9. Haustein pp. 24 £, ¢alle Stel-
len’: Sen, Dial. 10. 3. 3 is omitted.

P. 280. Cilictus, ‘N.K1.’: cf., however,
Nep. Dat. 7. 2. Note also that Cilissa is
used with spica, Prop. 4. 6. 74 (R.), Ov. F.
1. 76, with terra, Ov. F. 1. 198,

Circa =apud, ad : in Livy this use begins
with the 3rd. decade. Circa=de; say, be-
sonders bei Quint.

P. 283 Circumiacere : used but once by
Tac. (Ann. 2. 72) and absolutely, circum-
spectus : cf., however, Ov. F. 3. 539.
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P. 290. Coepisse : for a better explanation
of fiert and its use cf. Archiv 10, p. 66.
For Liv. 37. 18. 5 cite 37.18. 9. As M.
Mueller, Liv. ii. p. 151, adds two passages
to Woelfflin’s list, and corrects one wrong
reference, his note should have been cited.
To Mueller’s list add 37. 18. 5.

P. 291. Coepi, c. pass. infin. : Livy, how-
ever, shows at least 4 examples ; cf. Lease to
Livy i. 1. 1424. The reference to Draeger
should be corrected. The reference to Neue-
‘Wagener,3 iii. § 641 is inappropriate for
this usage. Cf. also Sen. Ep. 13.13: 30. 2:
50. 4; Gell. 1. 26. 6: 2. 12. 4; Maar.
1.17. 27: 3.17. 8.

P. 292. Cogere ad aliquid is already
found, however, in Plaut. Bacch. 981.

P. 298. Collocare . . . in matrimonium :
for Plaut. Trin. 782 cite Aul. Arg. 1. 15.

P. 314. Comprecari: for Lorenz, Mil.
393 cite Lodge, Lex. Plaut., both for com-
pleteness of citation and especially as Lorenz
has no note at that passage.

P. 320. Conditor mundi, ‘nur bei Sen.
Phoen. 655’ : see, however, Sen. Ep. 119. 15.

TyPoGRAPHICAL ErRORs.!

On p. 39 1. 6: divin. Caes. for divin.
Caec. ; p. 49 Abire, Ter. Eun. for Ter. Ad.;
p- 64 b. Afr. 71. 3 for 72. 3; p. 65 Accept-
are, Plaut. Pseud. 606 for 627; p. 83
Adbibere, Lorenz Mil. 876 for Mil.2 883 ;
p- 88 Adhaerere, Sen. dial. 11. 8. 1 for 12. 8.
1; Adhuc, Liv. 6. 32. 2 for 6. 33. 2, and
21. 48 for 21. 48. 2; p. 96 Adiuvare, Cic.
Quint. for Cic. Quinct. ; p. 104 Adventus,
Liv. 21. 62. 13 for 22. 61. 13; p. 105
Cyprian adv. Ind. for adv. Iud.; p. 108
Quintil. 1. 11. 39 for 11. 1. 39; Adytum,
Caes. civ. 3. 105. 5 (not 105. 4)=templis in
Du Pontet, templ in Kiibler; p. 109 Aegi-
neta, Cic. off. 5. 46 for 3. 46 ; p. 110 Aegre,
Plaut. Mil. 740 for Mil2 747; p. 127
Aliegenus, meine Syntax® § 43 for § 33;

1 The citations found in the sixth edition were

not subjected to a careful revision. Variations of
merely a section in references are not cited here.
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p. 129 Madvig emend. Liv. § 236 wrong
for 2nd Ed. ; p. 143 Aliter, Cic. Quint. for
Cic. Quinct. ; p. 149 Alter, Liv. 29. 53. 9
for 29. 23. 9; p. 161 meine Syntax 3 § 225
for § 252 ; p. 162 Ancilla, Lorenz Mil. 78T
for Mil.2 787 ; p. 180, 1. 10 Sen. de br. vit.
5 is a wrong reference : p. 184 Apparatus,
Liv. 37. 36. 7 for 37. 36. 9; p. 186 Appellare,.
Cic. Quint. for Cic. Quinet.; p. 189, L. 1
Liv. 8.18. 6 for 2. 18. 6 ; p. 191, 1. 7 Lorenz.
Most. 339, a wrong reference ; p. 194 Arbi-
tratus, Plaut. Rud. 13, 55 for 1355 and Sen.
Epp. 18. 1 for 104. 8; p. 195, L. 9 Liv. 7. 35.
3 and Liv. 10. 23. 4, wrong references; p. 196
Ardere, Liv. 9. 10. 16 for 9. 10. 6; p. 201
last line Liv. 30. 5. 7=1%; p. 215 Attinere,
Liv. 6. 6. 1 for 6. 6. 10; p. 222 Liv. 7. 18.
12=1; 28. 27. 4 for 28. 27. 14 and auferre=
auferri; p. 228 Autem, Synt.3 § 243 for
§ 223 ; p. 230 Awerruncare, Liv. 10. 32. 1
for 10. 23. 1; p. 238 Bene vivere, P1. Mil
1706 for 706, and Men. 481 for 485; p. 246
Cadaver, Sen. contr. 9. 34 for 10. 5. 17 ;
p. 264 Campus, Seyff. Pal, Ed.=1; p. 255
Canere, Liv. 35. 18. 10 for 35. 18. 6 ; Sen.
epp. 79. 13 for 79. 15; p. 268 Causidicus,
Cic. De Or. 1. 102 for 1. 202; p. 274,1. 3
Neue-Wagener? iii. for ii.3; p. 287 Clara
luce, Liv. 23. 7. 10 (as in sixth ed.) for
23. 10. 7; p. 288 Classicus, Gell. 17. 19=1;
p- 292 Liv. 31. 11 for 31. 11. 10; p. 304
Committere, Liv. 27. 33. 5=1; p. 316 Con-
cedere, Liv. 30. 18. 5. for 30. 18. 15.

A lack of uniformity in his method of
citation is seen particularly in the references
to Sen. phil,, e.g. de ira pp. 66, 85, 101, 145,
but on pp. 77, 90 dial. 4 or 5 ete.; Suet.
Aug., A, but Octav., Oct., and Caes. pp. 60,
80, 90, 98, 121, etc., but Jul. p. 61, Jul.
pp- 302, etc., ete.

In conclusion it may be said that when an
editor has given us so much that is really
good we can easily pardon slips in details of
minor importance. Their correction, how-
ever, would make the book more valuable
and indispensable.

Ewmory B. Lrask.

The College of the City of New York.




