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scholars are more inclined, probably, to be interested 
in bringing out the piece of philological work they 
have on hand; and in twenty minutes there is little 
tLime to add ornament to an account of the problem 
tinder consideration. 

This matter of time brings up another difference. 
When the papers run over the appointed time, and no 
provision is made for discussion, as was the case at 
Cambridge, it is perhaps not so necessary to have the 
papers well boiled down. The elimination of all dis- 
cussion is a high price to pay, however. Several of 
the brilliant papers presented at Cambridge last August 
called loudly for discussion. We are wiser in limiting 
our papers rigidly and in leaving time to discuss them. 

Readers of THE CLASSICAL WEEKLY would have 
been much interested in the debate, led by Professor 
Harrower, on The Best Method of Strengthening the 
Position of the Classics. To the Americans present it 
sounded like ancient history; here is one place where 
we are older than the English. I need not repeat an 
argument or a suggestion. You know it all: all the 
passionate pros and cons. Are archaeology, illustra- 
tive material, lantern-slides, special devices to catch 
interest to be our saviors, or are they but snare and 
delusion? Will more and better writing of Latin prose 
and verse turn the trick, or should there be less? 
Must we be more yielding or more rigid? At first 
there was a feeling akin to dismay that even our 
British cousins must come down to such sorry worries 
as trouble us. We heard of districts where school- 
children had no chance to study Greek, and where 
Latin might go the same way. Mr. Wells and all his 
ilk came in for caustic mention. The British were 
interested to know with what success we had met 
these problems in America. But the underlying note 
was not pessimism. There was merely a call, they 
felt, to meet with more intelligence and with more 
enthusiasm problems that could certainly be solved. 
Probably Professor J. W. Mackail voiced the general 
feeling when he said that "never were the prospects for 
the Classics in Great Britain brighter". 

The brilliant Presidential address of the great 
London scholar and banker, Dr. Walter Leaf, should 
not be left unmentioned. On the one side he himself 
represented in an eminent way the theme of his paper, 
Classics and Realities. The various London dailies 
paid editorial tribute the next day to what he said and 
what he himself was. In the second half of his address 
he handled in the neatest possible way Greek banking, 
a fine piece of work that was generally admired. And 
I might mention, in passing, that the great English 
dailies, from London to Manchester, devoted more 
attention to this one week of classical events in England 
than would our dailies to those of a year. 

I am sure that every American felt that this attempt 
to bring together the scholars of America and of the 
British Empire in some form of joint meeting was 
eminently worth while. We must hope that in due 
time, perhaps when the American dollar is not so 
costly, the American Philological Association will in 
turn invite the British Association. And we shall 
find that a fast pace has been set for us by the 
recent meeting. In conclusion, I should like to say 
how impressive to the observer are the attempts of the 
English people to work out their problems, educa- 
tional and otherwise. They are putting forth their 
very best efforts. I saw this at Oxford in the Congress 
of the Universities of the Empire, of which I was by 
courtesy an associate member. Much might also be 
said of the attempts of Oxford and Cambridge to meet 
the needs, in graduate study, of young scholars of the 
Dominions and of America. 
HAMILTON COLLEGE, CLEVELAND K. CHASE 

CLINTON, NEW YORK 

CORRESPONDENCE 
ON VERGIUIAN DETERMINISM 

IN THE CLASSICAL WEEKLY 15.2-5 Professor Pease 
criticized my contention that the Aeneid does not 
prove Vergil a Stoic. I should like to call attention to 
a few of the points where he seems to me not quite to 
justify his criticism. 

(1) In speaking of Vergil's early enthusiasm for 
epicureanism I had assumed, of course, that Eclogue 6 
was written in honor of Siro (see Classical Philology 
15.115), that Vergil was the author of the Ciris, with its 
prooemium, and that Georgics 2.490 ff. referred to 
Lucretius. 

(2) Professor Pease asks (3),"... what shall we do 
with the philosophy of the Fourth Eclogue (about which 
Professor Frank is discreetly silent)... ?". It would 
no more occur to me to deduce any philosophy from the 
references to "secular repetition" in this allegorical 
poem than to draw biological data from its benevolent 
lions and pink rams. Surely we have here, as in Aeneid 
6, a picturesque setting assumed for artistic purposes. 

(3) Professor Pease differs with me (3) concerning 
semina flammae, Aen. 6. 6. Every commentator 
gives the Homeric parallel, but it is more to the point 
that Lucretius uses semina ardoris and semina vaporis 
in a technical sense. When philosophers-and 
Vergil was a close student of Lucretius-employ 
words like 'atom', they naturally think of the current 
and not of the obsolete usage. 

(4) In The Classical Review 34 (1919), 104, I 
pointed out the Lucretian parallel and the Epicurean 
connotation of sole repercusso, Aen. 8. 23. 

(5) On the identification of Zeus and fate see Pro- 
fessor Pease's excellent commentary on Cicero, De 
Divinatione 1.125, and the seven authorities there 
cited. 

(6) The hypothetical Unitarian writing a poem on 
the Immaculate Conception (5) does not seem to me to 
provide an apposite parallel. The Aeneid is hardly a 
philosophic poem. My point was that the eschato- 
logical setting was incidental to the artistic purpose of 
bringing the Roman heroes into review. It would be 
fairer to cite as a parallel a poem like Stephen Phil- 
lips's Christ in Hades. Does any reader of Phillips 
ever assume that the poet actually accepts the medieval 
legend of the Harrowing of Hell? 

THE JOHNS HOPKINS UNIVERSITY TENNEY FRANK 

A BIBLIOGRAPHIC MONOGRAPH ON 
THE VALUE OF THE CLASSICS 

Under the above caption Professor George Depue 
Hadzsits, of the University of Pennsylvania, and Dr. 
Lewis R. Harley, Principal of the Girls' High School, 
Philadelphia, assisted by Miss Jessie E. Allen, Dr. 
Ethel L. Chubb, Mr. Fred. J. Doolittle, Dr. Edward 
H. Heffner, Mr. Arthur W. Howes, Miss Edith F. 
Ricc, and Dr. Elis A. Schnabel have brought out a 
pamphlet which ought to prove of service to many, 
even though it makes no claim to exhausting its subject. 
The pamphlet, which was published by the University 
of Pennsylvania, was undertaken by the collaborators 
on behalf of The Philadelphia Society for the Promotion 
of Liberal Culture. 

The contents are as follows: Introduction(Summary 
of Arguments), 5-6; Part I. General Works on the 
Value of the Classics (7-8); Part II. On the Value 
of the Classics (9-16); Part III. On the Influence of 
the Classics (17-22): Some American Classical 
League Publications (23-24); Part V. The Classics 
and Education (25-35). 

Copies may be obtained, at ten cents each, from 
Professor Hadzsits. C.K. 
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