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and from this point of view the old classification of the parts of
speech is preferable.

The Locative ivas recognised.' *by Quintilian, and Mr'. ifoby is
quite justificd in giving it separate r'ecognition as a case, even in
a solhdol book. But is ho justified in classing anxius anirnii as ae
Locative apart from the Genitive jitdicii rectus? This is doue
unhesitatingly in the advanced Gramnmar; but lie secms to feel
doubt about doing so in the School Grammnar, for unider §485 wo
only find discrutior anÜmi, but, on turning to the Genitive, wc read
at §526 judicii rectus, oevi rnaturu.s, &c., classcd as such, and a note
referring aitirni with ai-xiius, oeger, &c., to the former section. A
finished scholar mu4t recognise a difference, but would a school-
boy do so ? Is it not truc that the Latins thcmnselves considered
this metaphorical Locative to bo actually Genitive ? In his lro
llistorical Grammar MHr. iRoby was witlîin bis ground in adopting
the novel arrangement, since ho considered this and the Genitive
of Price (tanti, quanti, and se by mistaken auialogy plur-is, minonis)
to be llistorically Locatives. The smiller Grammaîr, however,
professes to give "lapproximations to the truth, witL especial
regard to the classical authors and uisa-ges of recognized authority in
sehools." Now whatever tanti, quanti, &c., may have been
originally, wc know fromn pluris; minonsâ, &c., that classical
authors regarded thcm as Géhitives. With regard to the
Subjunctive Mood, Mr. ]Roby quite rightly dispenses -%vith. the Con-
ju-nctive for ,wlîich IDr. Kennedy and bis school fight so hard (cf.
Publie School Latin Grammar). There can be littie gained by
distinguiilîing a-s diffeireit moods wbat wocideniticalin form. But
here again elaboration is carried too far for a school-book.
A few plain rifles wvould have donc the work b'.tcer. As it is,
the consideration o? tlc Subjunctivo occupies sixty threo page.

The book is, as the Preface anuounces, in thc main an abridg-
ment o? the larger work. It lias bowever, various additions.
Among tiiese must be nioted an analysis of the Tlîird. declen-
sion which its author considers Il new and initeresting." It
secms, however, ratiior out of place iii a work o? this nature.
There are besides threc Appendices on Metre, on Gram-
matical and Rhetorical Terms and on Latin authors, for
which. teachers and seholars should bc gratefui. Upon one of
these there is a word to be said. M~r. Iloby's treatment o? the
Alcaic stauza is rather arbitrary. "lLoolçing nt the character of


