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NOTES ON THE CLASSIFICATION OF HUMAN KNOWLEDGE,
WITH ESPECIAL REFERENCE TO THE METHODS WHICH

HAVE BEEN ADOPTED, OR PROPOSED, FOR THE
ARRANGEMENT OR CATALOGUING OF

LIBRARIES.

By Edward Edwards, Esq. 

(READ HTH MARCH, 1858.)

FOB the earliest attempts at the Classification of books, of which precise 
accounts are now attainable, we must look to the yet remaining mediaeval 
Catalogues of Monastic Libraries. Even in those parts of Europe wherein 
revolutions of Religion have had but a very restricted operation, as com 
pared, for example, with our own country, intestine conflicts, popular 
riots, or foreign wars, have dispersed collections which had been laboriously 
gathered by the efforts of many successive generations of monks. Such 
collections, whatever may seem to us their intrinsic worth, must unques 
tionably have considerable value as elements in the history of Civiliza 
tion. It is, therefore, matter of reasonable gratulation that although 
very few Monkish libraries of an early date have descended to modern 
times, otherwise than piece-meal, we still possess not a few of the catalogues 
of such collections, taken in their prime. But many of the best of them 
remain yet unprinted.

Here, however, we are concerned with these Catalogues only as respects 
the illustrations they afford of the manner in which mediaeval men were 
wont to group together the subjects of human knowledge as embodied in 
the books that stood on their shelves. In glancing over such old Catalogues, 
the wish for " more Classics and fewer Schoolmen," will often rise to the 
lips. But great as will remain the undeniable merits of Monks in respect 
of the preservation of ancient learning, after deduction of all drawbacks, 
 it must always be born in mind, that scholarship was never then- primary 
business. In all ages of the Monastic Institute, Prayer, Penitence, 
Worship, Consolation, came before Study and Teaching. To a great 
extent the learning of the cloister grew out of its missionary enterprise.
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The monk who was sent forth to convert Pagans to Christianity found that 
Civilization must go hand-in-hand with Keligion. The cultivation and 
exercise of his own mind, that it might afterwards arouse the slumbering 
powers of other minds, lay then in the direct path of his daily duty. But 
it could scarcely be expected that the Christian priest who had to fight 
with rude Paganism in its open crimes and its visible idol-worship, should 
have much sympathy with refined Paganism in its deification of the 
passions, however beautifully arrayed in poetical imagery.

[§ 1. Classification of Monkish Libraries in the Middle Ages.] 

The contents, then, of the Monkish libraries were at the outset almost 
exclusively theological; and, at all periods, Theology was a preponderating 
element in them. At least hi theory, all other subjects of human know 
ledge were viewed, mote or less completely, in subordination to this-

Another preliminary consideration will claim a word or two. Even when 
the books of a monastic community had become numerous and of varied 
character, no one monk had much time to make their classification a matter 
of elaborate study. The Annarius or Librarian was usually a pluralist, 
and none of his offices were sinecures. He was often Precentor. But 
not only had he to lead the Choir, he had to furnish it with breviaries and 
service books. The task of superintending the labours of the Scriptorium 
devolved upon him. Sometimes in addition to his musical and literary 
duties, the poor Annarius seems to have been a sort of Master of Ceremonies, 
and general overseer of the daily conventual life.* So that there must 
have beenample warrant for that appointment of an ' Annarius Junior,' or 
' Solatium Armarii, which we occasionally meet with in monastic chronicles.

[§ 2. Classification adopted in the Catalogue of the Library of St. Riquier, A.D., 831.]

In his Spicilegium, Father d'Achery has preserved for us a monastic 
catalogue of the Ninth Century. It forms part of a general return of all 
the property of the Abbey of St. Riquier, which was made, in the year 831, 
by order of Lewis le Debonnaire. Its arrangement is as follows : 

I. Bibles and Biblical Commentaries.
II. Fathers of the Church.
HI. Grammarians (De Libris Grammaticorum.}

* Anliquiores Consuetudines Cluniacensis Monasttrii, printed in D'Achery's Spicilegium, 
iv, 11.V188. Comp. Du Cange, sub voce Armuria, (Glossarium media; ct infinite Latini- 
tatis, Henschel's Edit, i, 397); and Martene,De AntiquisEcclesice ritibvs, iii, 260, seqq.
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IV. Historians (De libris Aniiquorum, qui gestis Return, vel situ Terrarum 
scripserunt.)

V. Missals and other Service books.*

In the Royal Library of Munich, the vast extent of which is, in a great 
degree, owing to the aggregation of ancient libraries from other parts of 
Bavaria, many of them monastic in their origin, there is a very curious 
series of the old book-lists of conventual collections, which is said to 
number nearly 600 separate catalogues, including, as may be well imagined, 
specimens of almost all known varieties.-^

Amongst these is a Catalogue of the Library of the Benedictine Abbey 
of Weihenstephan, compiled in the 12th Century, which begins thus:  
Hcec est noticia librorum catholicorum EcclesifB S. Stephani, imprimis qui 
pertinent ad divinum servitium. Then follow, Alii libri a fratribus in capi- 
tolio et ad mensam et ad colla. legendi, all of which are theological or 
devotional. These are followed by scientific, poetical, and historical books, 
indiscriminately. Here the only classification is that resulting from the dif 
ferent uses to which the books were applied under the monastic regulations.

[§ 3. Catalogue of the Library of St. Emmeram at Batisbon.]

In the Catalogue of the Library of the Monastery of St. Emmeram, at 
Eatisbon, the primary arrangement is that of the desks or bookcases in 
which the volumes were placed. Of these there were thirty-two, thus 
appropriated:  

I. II. ........ Librum textuum Biblia.
III. IV. V. VI. .... Diversi Expositors super Biblia.
VII. VIII. IX. X. XI. XII. XIII. XIV. XV. Doctores (antiquiores) *e-

cundum ordinem aphdbeti, cum quibui-
dam Libris suis.

XVI. ........ Libri Historiarum.
XVII. XVIII. XIX. XX. . Libri diversorum doctorum (recentiorum.) 
XXI. XXII. XXlil. . . . Libri Juris (Canonici.)
XXIV. ........ Libri diversorum.
XXV. ........ Libri Juris (Civilis and Canonici.)
XXVI. XXVII. XXVIII. XXIX. Libri artium.
XXX. ........ Libri de diversa materia.
XXXI. ....... Libri Omeliarum et Passionalia.
XXXII. ....... Biblia in partibus. J

  Chronici Centulensis, sive S. Richarii, lib. iii, c. 3, printed in Dacherii Sptciteyium, 
iv, 482480.

+ Schmeller. Ueber Biichercataloge dei XV mtd fruhere Jahrhunderte, (Sernpeiim, 
u, 243, seqq.)

* Schmeller, ut supra, 262.
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Another catalogue of the same collection, apparently written about 1460, 
preserves the same general arrangement, with certain improvements in 
details. Forty years later comes a new arrangement, introduced by Brother 
Dionysius Monger, whose catalogue is based, not on the subject matter but 
on the form and material of the books. He assorts the library into 
(1) Vellum MSS.; (2) Paper MSS.; (3) Printed Books. These classes are 
subdivided into the letters of the alphabet, and these again by figures, ex 
tending usually to twenty under each letter. Thus of the 420 vellum 
MSS., the first (Papias sive mater verborum, in magno volumine et antiqua 
bona scripture,) is marked A. 1 ; and the last (Tabula notabilii et magis- 
tralis, in pergameno et affixa bitumine baculo et circumligatur fune canopeo, 
et dicitur Tabula Itaf, sive quatuor regiones quatuor elemmtorum, habens 
in fronte imaginem mouachi et medici depictam, &c.,) is marked X. 16, 
and so on with the rest.

[§ 4. Classed Lists of Early Printers.]

Of the Catalogues which contain only Printed Books, the earliest are in 
some degree Classed Catalogues, and the character of the classification 
seems to have been determined by that of the stock-in-trade of those 
Fathers of Printing who issued them Thus, in 1498, the elder Aldus 
published a Catalogue of " Libri Grreci impressi," under the classes 

1. Grammatica. 4. Philosophia.
2. Poetica. 5. Sacra Scriptura.
3. Logica.

About half a century later (1546) we have catalogues of Robert Estienne, 
in which the following divisions appear : 

1. Hebrsea. 8. Rhetorica.
2. Grreca. 9. Oratoria.
3. Sacra. 10. Dialectica.
4. Prophana. 11. Philosophica
5. Grammatica. 12. Arithmetica.
6. Poetica. 13. Geonietrica.
7. Historica. 14. Medica.

[§ 5. Gesuer'8 scheme of Classification.]

In 1548 we arrive at what some writers have termed " the first bibliogra 
phical system," published with a view to the use rather than to the sale of 
books; it is that of Conrad Gesner, and appeared in the shape of an index of 
matters to his " Bibliotheque Universelle," under the title of " Pandectarum,
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give partitionum universalium libri xxi." Cuvier has given a minute account 
of the work in the excellent notice of Gesner which he inserted in the 
Biographic Universelle, adding that the author (like many other authors) 
never considered it " as complete as it ought to be," and therefore never 
permitted the section " Medicine" to be printed. Brunei, too, praises 
Gesner as a man of good sense, who knew how to keep clear of " those 
arbitrary combinations of several sciences into a single class, which have 
captivated so niauy learned men."* M. Brunei appears, however, to have 
overlooked that synthetical grouping of the various divisions and subdivisions 
which Gesner placed at the head of his section entitled " Partitioues theo- 
logicse." If only as the first scheme of its kind, this synopsis deserves to 
be quoted at length. It is as follows : 

( 1. GrammaticaetPhilologioo.
2. Dialectica.
3. Hhetorica.
4. Poetica.

5. Arithmetica.
6. Geometria, Optioa, &o.
7. Musica.
8. Astronofflia.
9. Astrologia.

10. De divinatione et magia.
11. Geograpbia. 

VOrnantes .................. 4 12. Historia.
113. De diyersibus artibns illi- 
X teratis, mechanicis, &o.

f"14. De natural! philosophia.
15. De pritna philosophia seu 

metaphysica etl'beologia 
gentilinm.

16. De morali philosophia.
17. De philnsopbia economioa.
18. De re politica id et civil! 

ac mllitari.
19. De jurisprudentia. 
[20. De re metlica.] 

121. De Theologia Christiana.

The system of classification next in order of date is that which was pro 
posed by Florian Trefler, a Bavarian Benedictine, in a work published in 
1560, which I know only by M. Albert's citation of it in his " Recherches 
sur la classification bibliographiqim ; " and by Dr. Edmund Zoller's brief 
epitome, in his tract, entitled " Die Bibliothekwissenschaft." Its arrange 
ment of classes runs thus : I. Civil Law ; II. Canon Law; III. Casuistry; 
IV. and V. Dictionaries, &c ; VI. and VII. Hagiography, Chrouography, 
and Topography; VIII., IX, and X. Theology; XL Philosophy; XII.

  Manuel <iu libraire, Introduction, viii (4th edition.) Gesner has dedicated each of 
his twenty books or chapters to a celebrated printer, and usually appends to the dedica 
tion a list of the most important books printed by each of them respectively.

£

(.Substantiates .
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Oratory and Rhetoric; XIII. Epistolography; XIV. Poetry; XV. Phi 
lology ; XVI. Miscellanies (promiscve omnes qiiotquot superioribus non 
possint inseri) ; XVII. German books (libros Teutonitos). Trefler's treatise 
was already numbered amongst books of great rarity almost two hundred 
years ago, Both Zoller and Albert, (in common with Jocher and Ziegel- 
bauer) appear never to have seen the book itself, but describe it on the 
authority of an elaborate notice by Strove in the Jena periodical Biblio- 
theca antique, for January, 1706.

[§ 6. C. de Saviguy's scbeme.]

In 1587 Christofle de Savigny published, under the title of " Tableau- 
accomplis de tons lea arts liberaius contettans une generate et sommaire par 
tition des dits arts, amassez et reduicts par ordre, c6c.," a scheme which is 
substantially but a modification of Gesner'a. The number of classes is 
sixteen, which are thus arranged: I. Grammar; 2. Rhetoric; 3. Dia 
lectics ; 4. Arithmetic ; 5. Geometry ; 6. Optics ; 7. Music ; 8. Cosmogra 
phy; 9. Astrology; 10. Geography; 11. Physics; 12. Medicine; 13. Ethics; 
14. Jurisprudence; 15. History; 16. Theology. Each class has its 
divisions and subdivisions worked out with much elaboration; and, in a 
second edition of the work, published in 1619, two additional classes are 
introduced, namely, 17. Poetry; and 18. Chronology.

If literary history did not present us with so many instances of the 
eagerness with which petty attacks are made upon great names, in the hope 
of nibbling off, as it were, some fragment of that fame which cannot be 
openly contested, we might feel surprise that any writer should have ad 
duced this scheme of Savigny's as being " certainly an anticipation and" 
probably a source" of the famous " Eucyclopsedical tree" of our illustrious 
Bacon, to which in truth it bears scarcely any resemblance. Strange as it 
may seem, however, this has actually been done, and that by the eminent 
bibliographer Brunet, in the introduction (already quoted) to the " Manuel 
du libraire."* It would have been much more to the purpose to have 
pointed out the very obvious similarity which exists between the classifica 
tion of Savigny and that of Gesner, which had preceded it by forty years.

» Brunei's words are : " C'est un sybtfeme figure de toutes nos conniussances, anterieur 
de pi&a de »ingl ans, renmrquons-le bien, 4 1'Arbre Encyclopedique de Bncon, dont il a 
juu etre le mvdele," M. Albi rt quietly overlooks Bacon altogether.
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[§ 7. Bacon's scheme.]

That well-known survey of all human knowledge by which Bacon at the same 
time recorded the discoveries that had been already effected, and traced the 
courses which yet remained to be explored by the enterprise of many suc 
ceeding ages, was first given to the world in 1605. Human learning he 
regards as issuing from the three fountains of Memory, of Imagination, 
and of Eeason; HISTORY being the emanation of the first; POESY of the 
second ; PHILOSOPHY of the third ; and there can be, he adds, " no other. 
nor no more; for History and Experience we take for one and the same, 
as we do Philosophy and Science."

To quote the whole of the " Partitio universalis doctrincr, humana," can 
scarcely be needed for the purpose in view. But a brief recital of its main 
divisions may be useful. They run thus : 

(1 Natural History.

CLASS I. HISTORY :
(2. Civil History

/I. Science of God.

CLASS II. PHILOSOPHY -A 2. Science of Nature:

a. Ecclesiastical. 
6. Literary. 
e. Civil, proper.
d. Civil History,

f '  
, Appendices to 1 ii.

(iii.

Orations. 
Letters. 
Apothegms.

CLASS III. POETRY:

VS. Science of Man.
Narrative Poetry. 

, Dramatic Poetry. 
Allegorical Poetry.*

a. Primary Philosophy. 
6. Physics. 
c. Metaphysics. 
d. Magic. 

,e. Natural Philosophy.

- Here we have an intellectual chart which, as Dugald Stewart has said, 
(in the preface to the preliminary dissertations to the Encyclopaedia Bri- 
tannica,) " is, with all its imperfections, the only one of which modern 
philosophy has yet to boast." This remark is still substantially true. 
Bacon's scheme is admirable for comprehensiveness, for lucid arrangement, 
and for a terminology, at once striking and precise, which the memory can 
easily and firmly grasp. But it is far better adapted to the purposes of 
the Historian of Learning and of the Sciences than to those of the 
Librarian. It is fitter for the classification of ideas than for that of books. 
In his third class the illustrious author seizes the substance, and disregards

  F. Baconi Partitio universalis doctrina humane, ttc. (De Dign, et Aug. Scientiarum, 
lib. 2.) Works, by Montagu, viii, b7, adfinem, 8vo. 18'iS.
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the form: " By Poesie, in this place," he says, " we understand nothing 
else but original history or fables," (" fiction " as we now say, whether in 
prose or verse.) As for verse, that is only a style of expression ;" whilst in 
his first class he makes Natural History and Civil History to he correlatives, 
and thus lays down a rule which, (if it could be carried out) would sever 
the narratives of what has been observed concerning the workings of nature, 
from those treatises on what we call the laws of nature, which are but 
deductions from that observation.

[§ 8. D'Alembert'a Elaboration of Bacon's Scheme.]

Accordingly in D'Alembert's Elaboration of Bacon's scheme we find the 
" Natural History of Minerals," to be a section of the fourth division of 
class I, and " Mineralogy " we find to be a section of the sixth division 
(Physics) of class II, and so it is with plants aud with animals. But 
how, in practice, are we to demarcate Mineralogy from the history of 
minerals, or Botany from the history of plants ?

This system of D'Alembert is so entirely an amplification of Lord 
Bacon's that it will be more fitly noticed here than in the order of its date 
(1767). The three main classes he retains, but increases the number of 
divisions and sub-divisions, and alters their arrangement. Briefly it may 
be thus stated : 
Class I. HISTOKY. 
  1. Sacred History.

2. Ecclesiastical History. 
8. Civil History. 
4. Natural History, [including its 

application in Arts, Trade, 
and Manufactures ] 

Class II. PHILOSOPHY.
1. General Metaphysics or Onto 

logy.
2. Science of God (i.) Natural 

Religion; (ii.) Revealed Re 
ligion ; (iii.) Science of Good 
and Evil Spirits.

3. Science of Man -(i.) Universal

Pneumatology; (ii.) Arts of 
Thinking - Retaining- Com 
municating :  a. Logic, 6. 
Writing, c. Printing, &c.  
(iii.) Morals : a. Ethics, b. 
Jurisprudence, c. Commerce. 

4. Science of Nature : (i.) Ma 
thematics ; (ii) Physics. 

Class III. POETKY.
1. Narrative Poetry.
2. Dramatic Poetry.
3. Allegorical Poetry.
4. Music Painting Sculpture 

 Architecture.*

[§ 9. Other mollifications of Bacon's Scheme.]

The system of Bacon has also been made the ground-work of other

* D'Alembert, Discours preliminnire a C Encyclopedic MHhodique (Melunyei, i, 3S9, 
et seqq. 8vo, Anist., 1767.)
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schemes by Regnault Wariu,* by Laire.f and by Peignot J These, however, 
I pass by with the remark that many of the alterations they propose will 
not on close examination establish themselves as improvements, and that 
in some instances the later writer expunges the additions or substitutes of 
his immediate predecessor, and reverts, more or less exactly, to the former 
arrangement. Thus, for instance, Laire added to the three main classes of 
Bacon, of D'Alembert and of Regnault, these two: (4) PHYSICAL WANTS, 
(5) MORAL WANTS. Peignot omits these; adheres to most of the modifications 
introduced by D'Alembert; suppresses from the section " Physics," all 
that bears on Natural History, other than that of the human frame 
(veterinary medicine excepted), and prefixes an introductory section "Bib 
liography," by way of preface to the three grand divisions of human 
knowledge, the third of which he designates " IMAGINATION " instead of 
" POETRY," and in this third class includes not only " FINE ARTS," but 
MECHANICAL ARTS ; so that a treatise on the art of Cotton Spinning finds 
itself to be allied with Hamlet and with the Iliad. Himself a librarian 
and a bibliographer, it need scarcely be added that in the arrangement of 
most of his details he has far more regard than D'Alembert had to the 
requirements of a library; but the system fails, and must fail, to adapt 
itself to the classification of books, be the amount of ingenuity expended 
upon the effort what it may.

[§ 10. Schemes of John Bbodius and of Claudius Clement.]

In 1631, John Rhodius proposed a scheme for the arrangement of the 
University library at Padua, the original manuscript of which has found its 
way to the Town library of Hamburgh, and has been recently communicated 
to the Leipsic Journal Serapeum, by Dr. F. L. Hoffmann, under the title of 
Ein bibliothekariscJies Gulachten abyegeben im Jahre 1031. Rhodius was 
a Dane; had studied at Wittemberg, and in other German Universities; 
and finally established himself at Padua, where he died in 1659. His 
system comprises twelve principal classes, thus arranged : 

* Tableau de tentendement humtiin Introduction aux eludei encyclopediquei (8vo, 
Paris. 1798.)

t Peignot, Dirtiannuire raisonnt de Bibliologie (8vo, Paris, 1802), ii, 235, (referring 
to MSS. preserved at Besanjon.)

t Ibid, ii, 271 280.
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I. Theology.
II. Jurisprudence.
III. Medicine.
IV. Philosophy.
V. History.
VI. Poetry.

VII. Oratory.
VIII. Rhetoric.
IX. Logic
X. Philology.
XI. Criticism. 
XIJ. Grammar.*

In 1635 Claudius Clement published his work entitled, Musei, me Biblio- 
thecte tarn privates quam publicce extructio, instruct , cura, usus, libri iv., 
in which he proposes to class books in a method very similar to that so 
shortly before suggested at Padua. His arrangement stands thus: 

T. Theology.
II. Law.
III. Philosophy.
IV. Mathematics.
V. Physiology.
VI. Medicine.

VII. Sacred History.
VIII. Profane History.

IX. Polygraphy.
X. Oratory and Rhetoric.
XI. Poetry.

XII. Grammar, &c.

But although the author could boast the dignified appellation ' Regius 
Professor Eruditionis in Collegio Imperial! Madritensi' his work does 
little honour either to his learning or his power of exposition, and goes far 
to justify the criticism of his namesake, David Clement, of Gottingen, 
who says of him that he had " acquired at Madrid the habit of making 
diffuse orations on subjects which he did not understand." It is with 
small warrant, indeed, that some writers have spoken of this scheme as 

. the model, to some extent, of that adopted by Gabriel Naude in his 
' Bil/liothecce Joannis Cordesii Catalogue' published in 1643.

[§ 11. Naude's scheme.]

Several years earlier, Naude had published his Avis pour dresser unt 
bibliotheque, which has a special interest for Englishmen, inasmuch as it 
received the honour of translation at the hand of John Evelyn. The 
author unfortunately is best known by that which is least honourable to his, 
memory. He had the temerity to attempt a justification of the massacre 
of St. Bartholomew, on the miserable plea that it was like the act of the 
skilful surgeon who, having opened a vein, bleeds his patient even to 
fainting, in order to cleanse the system of its peccant humours f But 
his merits aa a truly liberal promoter of learning, and as one who in

  Serapeum I860, (Intettigenz-Blatt), 17-21.
+ Considerations politiqiies sur Its Coups if Etat, 4to, (published in the same year as 

the Biblivlheca Cordesiaiia, 1048.)
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that capacity was greatly in advance of his generation, are so considerable 
that even a frenzy of partizanship carried to so sad a pitch may now, 
perhaps, claim to be pardoned as the error of a man who, having travelled 
almost over the length and the breadth of Europe, in search of valuable 
and splendid books, until he had gathered together not alone the largest, 
but the most superb library of that age, chiefly plumed himself, not upon 
the beauty, or the rarity, or the costliness of the collection, but on its free 
accessibility to all men. In his own vigorous words: " It shall be open 
to all the world, without excluding a living soul," (not even the poor 
Huguenot,) " from eight o'clock in the morning until five in the evening : 
.........From its door shall resound that cry which has never yet been
heard in the Republic of Letters: ' Come in, all you who desire to read, 
come in freely.'"*

The principal classes proposed by Naude are as follows : 
Theology. Military Art.
Medicine. Jurisprudence.
Bibliography. Council and Canon Law.
Chronology. Philosophy.
Geography. Politics.
History. Literature.

After mentioning some of the far-fetched schemes which super-subtle 
writers on this subject had previously proposed, he observes that he would 
hold such complicated and labyrinthine methods in as little esteem as an 
unintelligible author, and adds, " I think that system best which is easiest, 
least complex, and most accordant with established usage." It is obvious, 
therefore, that whilst Naude did, to some noticeable extent, improve on 
preceding systems, both as to the precision of his classes, and as to the 
order of their sequence an improvement which will be very manifest if, 
for instance, we compare "his arrangement with Clement's he expressly 
disclaimed all desire to achieve reputation as a daring innovator. And in 
this respect, as we shall see in the sequel, his example has been followed 
by those of his countrymen who have rendered the most truly efficient 
services to literature in this not very attractive field of labour. 

[§ 12. Bouillaud's scheme ]

I come now to what is substantially the ordinary system of modern 
French bibliographers. The honour of originating it has been claimed,

  Dialogue enlre Mascaral et Saintange, as quoted by M. le Comte de Laborde in 
the fourth of his letters De I Organisation des bibliotlieijttcs dans Paris, p. 20.
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sometimes for the learned Jesuit Jean Gamier, and sometimes for Gabriel 
Martin, for so long a period the most eminent of the Paris booksellers; 
but the claim which is best authenticated seems to be that of Ismael 
Bouillaud, the compiler of the sale-catalogue of the famous library of 
De Thou.

Owing to the singular circumstance which retarded, without preventing, 
the dispersion of that noble collection, Bouillaud's catalogue had lain long 
in MS. before it was sent to press. It was not published until 1679, and 
then appeared under the editorship of Joseph Quesnel. The learned 
author makes no display of his erudition or of his ingenuity, by adding 
new classes, or by coining new and sonorous names for the old ones ; but he 
lays hold of five classes, some of which will be found in all the preceding 
schemes, and all of them, with others, in that of Naude, namely: 

I. Theology ;
II. Jurisprudence;

III. History;
IV. Philosophy; 
V. Literature;

and brings all the books with which he had to deal under one or other of 
these grand divisions. The more important of the details of this classifi 
cation will be shewn most advantageously, and with most economy of time, 
when I come to speak of the modifications introduced into it by Martin, 
and by De Bure.

[§ 13. Garnier's scheme.]

In the year preceding the publication of the Bibliotheca Thuana, 
Gamier gave to the learned world his able and elaborate Systema Bibli 
otheca; Collegii Parisimsis Societalis Jesu. I give the classes and the 
main divisions only, in the first form in which they appeared.
Class I. THEOLOGY :  7. Latin Fathers.

1. Holy Scriptures. 8. Scholastic Theologians.
2. Biblical Criticism (Glossatores 9. Polemical or Controversial 

Critici Tractores Catena;, dc.) Theologians.
8. Interpreters both of the Old 10. Casuists, 

and New Testaments. 11. Ascetics
4. Interpreters of the Old and 13. Preachers.

New Testaments severally. Class II. PHILOSOPHY. : 
5. Collections of the Fathers, 1. Philosophers.

both Greek and Latin (Bib- 2. Mathematicians.
liothecce Patrwn.) 8. Physicians. 

6 Greek Fathers.
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4. Grammarians.} j
6. Orators. I |.|
6. Poets. [^ I
7. Philologists. ) j

Class III. HISTORY : 
1. Geographers. 
S. Chronologists. 
8. Universal History, both eccle 

	siastical and political.
4. General History of the 

	Church.
5. History of particular Churches.
6. History of Religious Orders.
7. History of Saints.
8. Greek History.
9. Roman History.

10. Italian History.
11. French History.
12. Spanish History.
13. German History.
14. Belgic History.
15. English History.

}&. Northern History (Danish, 
Swedish, &c)

17. History of the Countries ad 
jacent (the Turks, Hungary, 
Poland, Muscovy, &c.)

18. History of the New World; 
Voyages and Travels.

19. Genealogical History.
20. Literary History.
21. Iconological History (Archss-

ology, Numismatics, &c.)
Natural History.
Artificial History.
Fabulous History.

Class IV. JURISPRUDENCE : 
1. Councils and Pontifical Let 

ters.
2. Canon and Ritual Law. 
8. Roman Civil Law. 
4. French Law.
6. Foreign Law (of various coun 

tries in their order). 
Law of Nations.

22.
23.
24.

6.

Father Garnier's scheme embraces, in the whole, 461 sub-divisions, of 
which 74 belong to Theology ; 88 to Philosophy; 227 to History; and 72 
to Jurisprudence; and it may fairly be said that in its minutest ramifica 
tions it bears the marks of honest and intelligent labour. The arrange 
ment of the classes " History" (at least as to its first twenty sections) and 
"Jurisprudence" displays, I think, a great improvement on all preceding 
systems. In common with the latter, that of the class "Philosophy" is 
clumsy and confused. Grammar, Rhetoric, Poetry, Poetics, and Philology, 
are all embraced in this class, whilst works of fiction, both in prose and 
verse, form a section of the class History, under the designation Historia 

fabulosa. The vast field of " Politics," using that term in its widest sense. 
is inclosed in another section of the same class, and is named Historia 
artificialis; and the author defines it as including (1) what relates to man 
individually his food, clothing, housing, death, and burial; (2) what 
relates to man as existing in families marriage, servitude, &c.; (3) what 
relates to societies of men; and so on.* The formidable division " Heter-

* Adding, after considerable amplification on these heads, " ad hoc caput, referuntur, 
qiise trndnntur de prcemiis et poenis, de mililin, de mercimoniis, de artiflciis, de agri- 
cullurn,' A-C. Syttema, itc.,p. 86.)
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odoxia," (Hareticorum et impiorum libri in oclo ordines,) brings up the rear, 
but may be regarded rather as an appendix to the preceding classes than 
as itself forming a fifth class.

[§ 14. Leibnitz' scheme.]

About the year 1700 Leibnitz drew up his Idea bibliothecce pullica 
secundum classes scientiarum ordinandce,* in which he proposes ten main 
divisions, viz.: I. Theology; II. Jurisprudence; III. Medicine; IV. In 
tellectual Philosophy; V. Mathematics (Philosojihia rerum imaginationis); 
VI. Physics (Philoinphia rerum sensibilium); VII. Pllilology (Res lingua- 
rum, but including Poetry); VIII. Civil History; IX. Literary History 
and Bibliography ; X. Collective Works and Miscellanies. In this classi 
fication it will be seen the term "Philology" is used in a sense almost 
co-extensive with that in which bibliographers now commonly employ the 
word "Literature"; whilst "Medicine" makes almost its last appearance 
in the character of an independent division of human knowledge.

[§ 15. Marchand's scheme, as developed in the FauHrier Catalogue.] 

Nearly at the same period Prosper Marchand was busied in elaborating 
a new system which, as he hoped, was to be philosophical in its basis, 
expansive in its scope, and practical ia its adaptability to the arrangement 
of books. But he did not publish this scheme until 1709, when it was 
developed in his Catalogia librorum biblwthecte Joachimi Faultrier. In 
this catalogue we have the following classification: 

Class I. PHILOSOPHY or HUMAN 13. Arithmetic.
SCIENCES : 

1. Grammar.
2. Logic and Rhetoric.
3. Poetry.
4. Philology. 
6. Ethics.
6. Jurisprudence.
7. Politics.
8. Metaphysics.
9. Physics.

10. Natural History.
11. Medicine. 
18. Chemistry.

14. Algebra.
15. Geometry. 
10. Astronomy.
17. Astrology.
18. Optics.
19. Music.
20. Statics. 
31. Arts. 

Class II. THEOLOGY, or DIVINE
SCIENCE. 

Class III. HISTORY, or the SCIENCE
OF EVENTS. 

Appendix. POLYORAPHY.

* Published by Feller in Otium Hanoveranum, 138-188. (Leipz. 1718,8vo.) Coma. 
Quhrauer, Bibliolhecarischtsaus LeitnizentLeben and Schriften, (Serapcmn, xii, 27-80.)
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This plan, however, met with small favour. Its author had previously 
introduced some slight modifications into that of Bouillaud, and these 
seem to have kept their place.

In 1709 also appeared the Dispositio Catalogi Bibliothecce J. Rmati 
Imperialis (at Rome), by Giusto Fontanini, (afterwaVds Archbishop of 
Ancyra, and author of the Bibliotheca della Eloquenza Italiana,) uuder the 
five classes I. Theology; II. Jurisprudence; III. Philosophy (I. P. ra- 
tionalis; 2. P. naturalis; 3. Historia naturalis; 4. P. moralis ; 6. P. po- 
litica; 6. Medecina; 7, Mathesis; 8. Astronomia;) IV. History; V. Poly- 
mathy (1 Philologia; 2. Rhetorics; 3. Poetica; 4. Grammatica.) This 
classification is worked out in great detail, the number of divisions or 
chapters being sixty-two, and that of sections no less than 1828. In the 
arrangement of the latter the alphabetical order appears to have been 
adopted wherever it was practicable.*

[§ 16. Girard's scheme.]

Amongst the papers of the Abbe Girard author of the once celebrated 
Synonymes, and of the Principes de la Langue Frangaise was found the 
MS. of a new bibliographical system, widely different from all which £ 
have hitherto noticed. Its merits, be they what they may, are buried 
beneath a barbarous nomenclature which must have gone far to deprive 
them of all chance of recognition. Human knowledge is by him arranged 
in six classes, each with precisely six divisions, and each division is sub 
divided into two sections, neither more nor less.

" Class nods at clan, each section has a brother, 
And half the system just reflects the other."

A very brief specimen must suffice. | The six classes are: I. THEOLOGY ; 
II. NOMOLOGY (Social Science); III. HISTOBIOGRAPHY ; IV. PHILOSOPHY; 
V. PHILOLOGY ; VI. TECHNOLOGY. The details of class II. are as follows :

1. Discipline.
(i.) Christian; (ii.) Neteronome.

2. Civil Law.
(i.) Politics; (ii.) Jurisprudence. 

8. Corporology.
(i.) Cenobitical; (ii.) Associative.

* Rome, ex off. F. Gonzage : reprinted in Koehler's Sylloge, &c., 1728. 
t The scheme is given at length in the Encyclopedia of Diderot and D'Alembert, 

ii. 761-765, (1st edition.;
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4. Ethicology.
(i.) Treatises on Morals; (ii.) Characters.

5. Thesmology.
(i.) Usages; (ii.) Modes.

6. Praxetonomy.
(i.) ^Etiology (Domestic Economy); (ii.) Ludicrology (Games of

Chance, <£c.)
Whimsically absurd as this scheme may appear, it has not been without 
imitators.

[ § 17. Conyers Middleton's scheme.]

In 1723 Dr. Conyers Middleton submitted to the Senate of the University 
of Cambridge a scheme for the classification of the University Library, 
which by various munificent gifts had recently been much enlarged. The 
following were the principal divisions:

1

Class I. THEOLOGY : 
1. Holy Bible.
2. Hermeneutics.
8. Greek and Latin Fathers.
4. Scholastic Theology.
5. Moral Theology.
6. Mystical Theology.
7. Hortatory Theology.
8. Polemic Theology.
9. Councils; Canou and Ponti 

fical Law.
10. Sacred and Ecclesiastical

History. 
Class II. PROFANE HISTORY : 

1. Works on the Composition 
and Study of History.

2. Chronology and Universal 
History.

3. Ancient History.
4. Byzantine History.
5. History of the Western Em 

pire.
6. History of the Saracens and 

Turks.
7. History of Particular Coun 

tries.
8. Historical Miscellanies.

9. Literary History. 
Class III. CIVIL LAW. 
Class IV. PHILOSOPHY : 

1. Works of Ancient Philoso 
phers.

2. Works of Modern Philoso 
phers. 

8. Treatises on Logic, Ethics,
Economics, and Politics. 

4. Physics, Metaphysics, Natu 
ral Theology, Philosophical 
Lexicons.

Class V. MATHEMATICS. 
Class VI. NATURAL HISTORY. 
Class VII. MEDICINE. 
Class VIII. POLITE LITERATURE :- 

1. Works of Orators. 
8. Works of Poets.
3. Works of Letter-writers.
4. Works of Antiquaries.
5. Works of Philologists.
6. Works of Polygraphers.
7. Works of Grammarians.
8. Miscellanies (Miscellanea quce 

ad certain aliquant classem 
reduci negueant).*

This publication had the result singular for a prelection on so harmless

* Bibliolfiecte Cantabrigicnsis ordinand<s methvdus. 
London, 1705.)

(Miscell. Works, iv. 74-82, 8vo.
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result it seems to have been barren. The present University librarian, 
Mr. Power, stated in his reply to the inquiries of the recent Commission of 
Inquiry into the state of Cambridge University, that " the books are not 
arranged generally in classes," and that " there is no classed catalogue of 
this Library ;" and he adds, somewhat too sweepingly, " the formation of 
such a catalogue would be very laborious and expensive, and its use is very 
much superseded by such books as Brunei's Manuel du Librairf, \ Watt's 
Biblioiheca Britannica, &c." Even if these books could themselves be 
fairly placed in the category of " classed catalogues," it is not very easy to 
perceive in what way they could be used as substitutes for the proper cata 
logues of an individual library.

[§ 18. Modifications of the Scheme of Bouillaud by Martin and De Bure, resulting in 
the " Scheme of the Paris booksellers."]

As I have said already, the minor modifications which Marchand intro 
duced into the bibliographical system of Bouillaud were received with 
more favour than were those cruder innovations which he embodied in the 
Faultrier catalogue. Gabriel Martin adopted the former in most of the 
catalogues which he published between the years 1711 and 1760 a series 
then certainly unprecedented in the annals of bookselling and De Bure 
followed in the same track. The result of their successive labours has 
since been designated " the system of the Paris booksellers," and its main 
divisions run thus:

Class I. THEOLOGY : 
1. Holy Scriptures and their 

Interpretations.
2. Councils and National Sy 

nods.
3. Liturgies.
4. Works of the Fathers. 

- 5. Works of the Schoolmen and
of Modern Theologians. 

Class II. JDBLSPRUDENCE :  
1. Canon Law.

2. Civil Law. 
Class III. SCIENCES AND ABTS :

1. Philosophy.
2. Physics.
3. Natural History.
4. Medicine.
5. Mathematics.
6. Arts. 

Class IV. LITERATURE : 
1. Grammar.
2. Rhetoric.

* At the time of its appearance, it may be remembered, the vexed question respecting 
the right of appeal from decisions of the Vice-Chancellor or Senate to the Courts of Law 
at Westminster was hotly disputed, and a sentence in Middletou's dedication was con 
strued into a contempt of the jurisdiction in question.

+ Report uf Cambridge Univ. Commissioners, 1852. (Evid. p. 67.)
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3. Poetry. 6. Modern History: (i.) Europe,
4. Philology. (ii.) Asia, (iii.) Africa, (iv.)
5. Polygraphy. America.

Class V. HISTO'M :  7 ' Historical Paralipomeua (H+
. raldry and Genealogy.)

1. Historical Prolegomena. 8 Antiquitie8.
2. Geography 9 Literary History and Biblio-
8. Chronology. eraphy.
4. Ecclesiastical History. 10 Biograph^-
5. Ancient History. n Historicai Extracts.

This is the system of which Charles Nodier has said, " It is simple, 
clear, easy. It can include, without strain, all the capricious and innu 
merable sub-divisions which it has pleased human fancy to introduce into 
the literary form of books ;" and (which appears to me of still more impor 
tance) it is embodied in catalogues which have become classics in their 
kind.

[§ 19. Essential characteristics of the Schemes hitherto enumerated.]

If the members of this Society who have thus far honoured me with 
their attention in what I fear will prove to be a tedious survey, will now 
kindly take the pains to cast a retrospective glance at the various schemes 
which have been particularized, they will perceive, I think, that however 
diversified in their respective details, all of them may be grouped in one or 
other of two classes; the first of which aims at the systematic and con 
secutive arrangement of all human knowledge, in accordance with some 
theory either of the power and functions of the mind itself, or of the order 
and sequence in which the phenomena of the material world may be con 
ceived to present themselves to its contemplation; and the second of 
which, with far humbler pretensions, seeks but to assort after some con 
venient and manageable fashion the instruments of knowledge for ordinary 
employment and daily use. The system-maker in the former case aspires 
to solve some of the problems which have occupied and divided meta 
physicians in all ages; in the latter he is content if he be found to have 
facilitated the buying and selling, the shelving and the finding of books, by 
all who handle them or seek them, whether their quest be for the Dialogues 
of Plato, or for the last edition of the favorite Cookery Book.

I am far from contending that it is necessary to apply to catalogues 
precisely the same rules as to that avoidance of subtle distinctions, and 
complex sub-divisions, which will be found indispensable in the actual
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arrangement of books on their shelves. Whatever plan may be adopted, it 
is certain that a good catalogue will require a much more minute classifi 
cation than would be either useful or practicable in the presses of a library. 
It is also certain that the preferability of one plan over another will greatly 
depend on the character and contents of the collection which has to be 
catalogued. If, for example, the library be especially rich in historical 
works, it may be expedient not only to give a series of divisions and sections 
under the class " HISTORY " far more numerous than those assigned to any 
other class, but also to insert in that class many works which in ordinary 
cases would have a better claim to appear elsewhere. Thus in a collection 
the main strength of which lies in British history, it may be well to cata 
logue the " Statutes at Large," (the merits of which as an historical text-book 
have been well enforced by Mr. Froude in the Oxford Essays,) in that 
class rather than in the class "Jurisprudence," giving in the latter a mere 
reference or guide-mark ; and to take precisely the same course with many 
works which are poetical inform but historical in substance; as, for instance, 
the Alliterative Poem on the deposition of King Richard II., or the collection 
of Political Songs from the reign of John to that of Edward II., published 
by the Oamden Society. This plan was adopted by John Michael Francke, 
in his catalogue of the library of Couut Buuau (now incorporated with the 
Royal Library at Dresden), and it is not the least useful characteristic of 
that admirable though unfinished work.

During the latter half of the eighteenth century several new bibliographi 
cal systems were proposed that of Leclerc de Montlinos, published in the 
Journal Encijclopedique for September, 1760, and critically dissected by 
Mercier, in the same Journal three months afterwards, being perhaps the 
most fantastically symmetrical of them all. But I pass them over without 
further mention, and hasten to the description of some, more important for 
our present purpose, which form a portion of the fruits of that intellectual 
activity to which the revolution of 1789 gave so vigorous an impulse. 
Of these the most noticeable seem to be the schemes proposed respectively 
by Ameilhon, by Camus, by Butenschoen, and by Daunou.

[§ 30. Ameilhon's and Camus' schemes.]

The prominent place assigned in preceding systems to Theology was 
of course offensive to men imbued with the revolutionary principles of the 
day. M. Ameilhon, therefore, proposed to displace Theology in favour of
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Grammar, to retrench from Jurisprudence its section of Canon Law, 
(inserting the latter as a sort of appendix to Church History,) and to 
separate the Physical Sciences from the Arts. He makes nine chief 
classes, and arranges them thus: I. Grammar; II. Logic; III. Morals; 
IV. Jurisprudence; V. Metaphysics; VI. Physics; VII. Arts; VIII. 
Literature; IX. History: and he is especially careful to disclaim all idea 
of grouping these classes according to any scheme of the faculties of the 
human mind, or of establishing by their sequence any theory of the growth 
of human knowledge.* M. Camus, on the other hand, is far more ambi 
tious. Like so many of his predecessors nothing less will content him 
than to take a man " in a state of nature," and then to class his library in 
the order in which this man of nature forms his impressions of the uni 
verse about him. His attention, says the worthy academician, is first 
directed to the heavens, and to the stars which embellish them, and then 
to the earth on which he dwells. And after having made the tour of the 
universe he comes back upon himself, studies his own mind, takes the 
measure of his own capacities, and begins to collect all that has been written 
on the nature of man, his education, the formation of languages, and so on. 
The reader will scarcely need further proof that the elaborate essay of 
M. Camus (although it has been printed more than once) has done small 
service to bibliography; but if further proof were desired, it will surely be 
afforded by the statement that the author gravely proposes to remove the 
 eulogies of dead men from the shelf of Biography (where he admits common 
sense might be tempted to place them), and to transfer them to that of 
Oratory, because "eloquence is their chief object."!

M. Butenschoen, who at the beginning of this century was Professor of 
History and Librarian, at Colmar, on the Upper Rhine, followed much in 
the same track, but with somewhat greater discretion. Peignot has 
described his system at great length. Here, however, I can but enu 
merate his principal classes, which run thus: I. Works introductory to the 
Sciences, Literature and the Arts; II. Literature and Fine Arts; III. 
Historical Sciences; IV. Philosophical Sciences; V. Mathematical and

» Projet sur ijuelqites changemcns a fairt aux catalogues des bibliothfqiiei. (Memoirs, 
de FInstitut National, Ac., ii, 477.)

f Memoires de I'lnslitiit, an IV. pp. 64, seqq. Peignot characterises tins paper as 
" profound and judicious." Dictionnnire de bibliologie,ii. 220. Achard has reprinted it in 
aztenso, (Court de bibliographic, i. 252-278.)



81

Physical Sciences; VI. Economical aud Medical Sciences; VII. Arts and 
Trades; VIII. Positive Sciences (1. Jurisprudence, 2. Theology); IX. Mis 
cellanies, Collections, and Polygraphy; X. Manuscripts, Literary Curi 
osities, Typographical Memorials.*

[§ 21. Dannou's scheme.]

Of all those innovating schemes which have a connection somewhat 
more than synchronical with the great French revolution, that which bears 
the distinguished name of Daunou is unquestionably the best. We have 
still, indeed, some attempt at symmetry, but it is, to a certain degree, 
restrained under the grasp of a vigorous and practical mind. Like Camus 
and Butenschoen he must begin at the beginning ; but instead of putting, 
in imitation of the former, a fallen Adani into an unfenced Eden, he is 
content to put a well-conducted pupil into a well-endowed college. The 
student, he says, begins with grammar, goes through a course of literature, 
accompanied by some lectures on geography and history. A course of 
philosophy completes the routine of general instruction, and is followed by 
the special study of medicine, of law, or of theology, according to the pro 
fession for which he is intended. M. Daunou's classification, therefore, 
(after an introductory section devoted to Bibliography,) shapes itself thus : 
I. Literature (Grammarians, Orators and Rhetoricians, Poets, Critics, 
Literary Miscellanies); II. History (Geography, Chronology, History 
proper, Works supplementary to History); III. Sciences (Philosophy, Meta 
physics, Logic, Morals, Politics, Social Science, Political Economy, Physics, 
Mathematics, Natural History); IV. Arts (Agriculture, Mechanical Arts, 
Arts of Design, Music); V. Medicine; VI. Jurisprudence; VII. Theology; 
VIII. Polygraphy or Encyclopaedical Collections. In criticising this 
scheme, M. Brunei has very justly remarked, that however suitable it 
might be for mere educational collections, consisting in great part of 
elementary works, the attempt to treat all the other classes of a vast 
library, as though they formed a ladder by which to get into a pulpit or 
into a professional chair of law or medicine, would prove to be a failure. 

[§ 22. Parent's scheme.]

Another scheme of this date that of M. Parent may, perhaps, deserve 
a word of remark in passing on. It proposes these thirteen chief divisions: 
1. Agriculture and Commerce; 2. Languages and Grammar; 8. Mechani-

  Peignot, Dlclionnnirt de Biblioloyif ut supra, ii. 213-218. 
F
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cal Arts; 4. Liberal Arts ; 5. Mathematics; 6. Polite Literature; 7. Cos 
mography ; 8. Natural History; 9. Chemistry, Physics, and Medicine; 
10. History of Nations ; 11. Legislation ; 12. Morals; 18. Periodical Pub 
lications. Not the least curious thing connected with this essay is, that it 
includes a separate scheme for dividing literary history into fourteen great 
epochs, each of them connected with a predominating name. Its own 
epoch is sufficiently marked by the last three of these: " 12th Epoch: 
Voltaire sketching on the walla of the Bastille the rough draft of the 
Henriade. 18th Epoch: Voltaire crowned at Paris. 14th Epoch: 
Bonaparte, the friend of the arts and of learning, consolidating the French 
Republic, and giving peace to Europe.*

[§ 23. Scheme of the Jena Eepertorium.]

Turning from France to Germany, we find, in the Encyclopaedical index, 
published in 1793, of the Jena Bepertorium, a scheme for the classification 
of books, which is almost without parallel for the number and minuteness 
of its subdivisions. They amount to no less than 1200, and are grouped 
into sixteen principal classes, namely: I. Literature, generally; II. Philoso 
phy; III. Theology; IV. Jurisprudence ; V. Medicine ; VI. Philosophy ; 
VII. Pedagogy; VIII. Politics; IX. Military Art; X. Natural Sciences; 
XI. Mechanical Arts, Technology, and Commerce; XII. Mathematics; 
XIII. Geography and History; XIV. Fine Arts; XV. Literary History; 
XVI. Miscellaneous Works.f The class Philosophy embraces Ethics, 
Metaphysics, Logic, and their history. That of Fine Arts comprises iu 
addition to the Arts of Design, including Landscape Gardening Music, 
Calligraphy, Oratory, Poetry, and Declamation. There can be little doubt 
that a system in which sub-division is carried to so great a length, would 
to most readers prove a labyrinth without a clue.

[§ 21. Schemes of Denis and of Olenin.]

Two years later, Denis, the learned librarian of the Imperial Library at 
Vienna, published a second edition of his work, once of some celebrity  
Einleitung in die Biicherkwide, in which he proposes a system of classification 
based upon the words of Solomon: Wisdom, hath builded her house: she

* Essai sur lit VMiagraphii et sur la taleni du 'jililivlliecairf, 1801. 
t This index is, of course, like the Work to which it relates, iu German. Acliard 

bas translated its handings or titles at length in his Court de bibliographic, vol. ii., where 
they occupy fifty-six pages.



r
83

hath hewn out her seven pillars. These pillars are Theology, Jurisprudence, 
Philosophy, Medicine, Mathematics, History, and Philosophy ; and he so 
arranges their several sections as to establish a fantastic sort of connection 
between his classes or " pillars." In 1808, M. Alexis Olenin, one of the 
librarians at the Imperial Library at St. Petersburg]!, published an Essai 
sur un nouvel ordre bibliographique, in which he says that " having exam 
ined and compared the most accredited systems, he is led to begin his own. 
by separating the Sciences from the Arts . . . And to add to these 
two classes thus severed, a third class under the name of Philology," 
which latter class is to consist of three main sections: 1. Linguistics; 
2. Polygraphy; 3. Criticism. The sub-divisions of all the classes in this 
scheme are carried out with great minuteness, and amount, in the whole, 
to upwards of 500.*

[§ 25. Giraulfs Scheme.]

Almost contemporaneous with the appearance of this system at St. 
Petersburgh, was the publication of another bibliographical novelty at 
Paris, also the production of a librarian, M. Girault of Auxonne, but of 
one who, like so many of his predecessors, was far more intent on display 
ing his philosophical acumen in dealing with the vexed questions of 
mataphysics, than on simplifying the storing and the handling of his 
books. He sets out in the usual strain : " I have reflected that, first of 
all, it is natural that we should seek to know the globe on which we dwell, 
the position we occupy on it, the events that have taken place there, the 
laws by which it is governed," and so on; and then proposes these six 
fundamental divisions: I. Preliminary Instruction; II. Cosmography; 
III. History; IV. Legislation; V. Natural History; VI. Sciences and 
Arts. Cosmography has two sections: Geography and Hydrography. 
Natural History has eight: Astronomy, Physics, Zoology, Botany, Fossils, 
Chemistry, Curative Art, Industry, which latter section includes Manu 
factures, Trade, and Commerce. If any further proof be needed how 
easily a plentiful crop of practical absurdities may be grown out of a super- 
subtle theory, it will be afforded by the statement that, although we have 
here a ckss of " Sciences and Arts," we find the Art of Printing under 
" Preliminary Instruction ; " the Art of Swimming under " Cosmography;" 
and the Arts of Divination, and of Working in Metals, under " Natural

  This scheme is printed in full in the Appendix to the Beporl of the Select Com 
mittee on the British Museum, of 1838, pp. 403-474.
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History." This fine-spun system of M. Girault has long been buried with 
the worthy author, but I have not disinterred it without a purpose. It 
will be seen in the sequel, that not a little both of time and ingenuity is 
still misdirected with similar perversity.

[5 20. Coleridge's Scheme.]

From the date of Middleton's scheme until the publication, by way of 
preface to the Encyclopaedia Metropolitana, of Coleridge's " Essay on 
Method," no classificatory system of importance seems to have made its 
appearance in this country. Jeremy Bentham, indeed, in 1816, published 
a characteristic Essay on nomenclature and classification in the appendix 
to his Chrestomathia ; but I doubt if he would have applied it to the 
arrangement of books, even had he undertaken to draw up a plan, not of a 
Code, but of a Catalogue, for the Emperor of China, or the King of Oude. 
Idioscopic Ontology, Poioscopic Somatics, Nooscopic Pnewnatology, and 
Polwscopic Ethiss, would scarcely have bsen recommended even by 
Bentham, as to the running titles of a book-list, or the letterings of a 
book-case.

Of Coleridge's plan (if his it may be called, after his sharp 
protest against the revision the Essay underwent in hands editorial*), it 
may also be said that it was not directly or mainly intended for the classi 
fication of books. There is evidence, however, that he had its applicability 
to that use to some degree in view, and catalogues are extant to which it has 
been avowedly a model. Its fundamental construction may with reasonable 
brevity, be thus indicated : 
Class 1. PUBE SCIENCES : 

1. Formal (i.) Grammar; (ii.) 
Logic; (iii.) Rhetoric; (iv.) 
Mathematics; (v.) Meta 
physics.

2. Real (i.) Law; (ii.) Morals;
(iii.) Theology.

Class II. MIXED AND APPLIED 
SCIENCES : 

1. Mechanics.
2. Hydrostatics.
3. Pneumatics.
4. Optics. 
6. Astronomy.

6. Experimental Philosophy.
7. Fine Arts.
8. Useful Arts
9. Natural History 

10. Medicine. 
Class III. HISTORY: 

1. National History
2. Biography.
3. Geography, Voyages, and 

Travels.
4. Chronology.

Class IV. LITERATURE AND PHI 
LOLOGY, f

" So bedeviled," he says, " that I am ashamed to own it." 
t Essay on Method (Ency. Met.), Introd. i. 44, &c.
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This scheme has, unquestionably, great merit. 1. Its nomenclature is 
plain and familiar. 2. Its main divisions are, for the most part, well 
defined. What is chiefly needed to adapt it to the practical classification, 
of books would involve more of addition than of suppression.

[§ 27. Mr. Hartwell Home's Modification of the scheme of Bouillaud and Martin, or
the Paris Scheme.]

But, on the whole, I cannot hut think it inferior, for library purposes, 
to the scheme embodied iu Mr. Hartwell Home's " Outlines for the Classi 
fication of a Library," which were submitted to the Trustees of the British 
Museum, almost at the same period. Mr. Home's system is based on that 
of the " Paris booksellers," considerably modified, however, both with a 
view to the special requirements of the library for which it was proposed, 
and to the results of the proposer's personal experience as well in the 
preparation of part of the Catalogue of the Harleian MSS, as in the 
cataloguing of the fine library of Queen's College, Cambridge.

Four out of the five principal classes of the Paris Scheme, Mr. Home 
leaves intact, namely: THEOLOGY, JURISPRUDENCE, LITERATURE, and 
HISTORY, but he reverses the order of the two last-named classes. The 
class " SCIENCES AND ARTS " he breaks up into two classes, the first of 
which he calls PHILOSOPHY, and the second ARTS and TRADES." In the 
sub-divisions of the others he also introduces several modifications. He 
takes out the section History of Religions from the class " HISTORY," and 
transfers it to " THEOLOGY," dealing similarly with Literary History, which 
he transfers to " LITERATURE." The scheme, indeed, on several accounts, 
merits a very full description, but the following mere outline of its princi 
pal sub-divisions must here suffice:  

Class I. THEOLOGY & RELIGION : 
1. Introductory Works.
2. Natural Religion.
3. Revealed Religion: 

a. Holy Scriptures.
b. Sacred Philology.
c. Councils and Ecclesiastical 

Polity.
d. Liturgies.
e. Fathers of the Church, and 

Collective Works of Theo 
logians.

/.   Scholastic Divinity.

g. Systematic Divinity. * 
h. Moral and Casuistical Divinity. 
k. Polemical Divinity. 
I. Pastoral Divinity. 
TO. Hortatory Divinity. 
n. Mystical & Ascetical Divinity. 
o. Miscellaneous Treatises. 

4. History of Religions. 
Class II. JURISPRUDENCE : 

1. Public Universal Law.
2. Ancient, Civil and Feudal

Law. 
8. Canon Law.



4. British Laws.
5. Foreign Laws.

Class III. PHILOSOPHY: 
1. Introductory Works; Philo 

sophical Dictionaries, and 
Encyclopaedias.

2. Intellectual Philosophy.
3. Moral & Political Philosophy.
4. Natural Philosophy.
5. Mathematical Philosophy.

Class TV. ABTS AND TRADES : 
1. History of the Arts.
2. Liberal Arts.
8. Economical Arts, Trades,

and Manufactures. 
4. Gymnastic and Recreative Arts.

Class V. HISTORY :   
1. Historical Prolegomena.

2. Universal History, Ancient 
and Modern.

3. Particular History. 
a. Of Ancient Nations. 
b. Of the Middle Ages. 
c. Of Modern Nations.

4. Biographical and Monumental 
History.

5. Historical Extracts and Mis 
cellanies. 

Class VI. LITERATURE : 
1. Literary History and Biblio 

graphy.
2. Polite Literature, 

a. Grammar.
6. Philology and Criticism. 
c. Rhetoric and Oratory 
d. Poetry. 
e. Literary Miscellanies.

The most exceptionable parts of this scheme seem to me its severance of 
works on Ecclesiastical History from the class " HISTORY," and its reten 
tion of the vast and rapidly extending literature of Politics and Commerce 
as a mere sub-section of the class ".Philosophy." On the former point, 
Mr. Home has this remark: " This subject is most commonly made a 
part of the class 'History,' but so many tenets and practices, which strictly 
belong to Divinity, are recorded in the History of Religions, that they can 
not with propriety be placed under the general class of ' History.' " The 
argument is a very inconclusive one. It overlooks the close alliance 
between the eclesiastical history and the civil history of, at least, all modern 
nations. It appears needlessly to confound the history of the Church with 
the history of Dogmatic Theology; obvious as is the fact, that between 
works such as Fuller's Church HISTORY of Britain, and Wall's HISTORY of 
Infant Baptism, or Heylin's HISTORY of the Sabbath, resemblance is but 
verbal. And finally, if the principle were fairly worked out, it would 
make sad havoc with the bibliography of the History of Nations. If the 
bibliographer be justified in transferring the ecclesiastical history of a 
people into the domain of Theology, why not transfer its military history 
to the " Art of War," and its parliamentary and municipal history to 
Political Philosophy ? By a process like this the unfortunate class " History " 
will speedily become a withered mummy or a bare skeleton. In many other 
respects Mr. Home's arrangement appears to me highly meritorious.
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[J 28. Later modifications of the " Paris Scheme" by Barbier, Brunei, and others.] 

In France itself, the " Paris System," as left by De Bure, had already 
been considerably modified, especially in that portion of it which was neces 
sarily most subject to change, the class " SCIENCES and ABTS," by the bibli 
ographers, Barbier, Achard, Brunet, and others. The salient points of 
these various modifications will be sufficiently apparent if we place the 
several re-arrangements of that one class side by side.

PARIS SYSTEM  CLLSS III.  SCIENCES AND ARTS.

(1.) BARBIER (1806.)

1. Philosophy. 
2. Logic & Dialectics.
3. Ethics.
4. Economy.
8. Politics.
6. Political Economy. 
7. Metaphysics.
8. Physics.
9. Natural History.

10. Medicine.
11. Surgery.
12. Anatomy.
13. Pharmacy.
14. Chemistry.
15. Alchemy
18. Mathematics.
17. Astronomy.
18. Astrology.
10. Perspective.
20. Hydrography.
21. Hydraulics.
22. Guomonics.
23. Music.
24. Scientific Miscel

lanies.
25. Construction of In

struments.
26. Arts.

(2.) ACHARD (1806.)
1. Philosophy. 
a. Collective Works
b. Morals.
c. Economics.
d. Politics.
e. Metaphysics. 
/. Physics.
g Natural History.

2. Medicine.
3. Mathematics.
4. Arts.

(3.) BUCKET (1809-12.)
1. Philosophical Sci 

ences.
2. Physical and Che

mical Sciences.
3. Natural Sciences.
4. Medical Sciences. 
5. Mathematical Sci

ences.
6. Occult Philoso

phy.
7. Fine Arts.
8. Mechanical Arts

and Trades.
9. Gymnastic Exer

cises.
10. Games.

[4.) TABLEAU DES PRO
DUCTIONS BIBLIO- 
GRA!MIIQUES(1828.)

III.   SCIENCES,
1. General Treatises.
2. Mathematical Sci

ences. 
3. Physical Sciences.

IV.   PHI LOSOPHY.
1. Morals and Meta

physics.
2. Education.
3. Political Economy.
4. Military Art.
5. Fine Arts.

[§ 29. Ampere's Scheme.]

But in the judgment of M. Ampere such modest reforms as these 
were quite insufficient. For him " the path of ancient ordinance, since 
it winds," is far too devious. No course less straight than that of a cannon 
ball has any charm for him. In his view, Bacon, and those who have 
followed Bacon, in treating of the classification of human knowledge, have 
been too easily content with grouping the sciences " under those titles 
which usage has capriciously assigned to them." And accordingly he sets 
to work to form new groups, on a more rational system, and to give to the 
new groups new names. And, like the worthy Abbe Girard, or our own 
Bentham, the less the new names smack of the vernacular the more they 
are to his taste. Perfect symmetry of form also is as essential to M.
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Ampere's system of classification as it was to a Greek temple. The class 
" Sciences," which by many of his predecessors was thought to be already 
too comprehensive, is by him made, like Aaron's rod, to swallow up all the 
others. The whole range of knowledge he assorts into two main divisions : 
1. COSMOLOGICAL SCIENCES ', 2. NooLOGicAL SCIENCES. Each main divi 
sion has four sub-divisions, or, as the author would probably himself describe 
it, is quadrifurcate, and, of course, each fork is four-pronged. Thus, for 
example, the Cosmological Sciences are 1. Mathematical; 2. Physical; 
3. Natural; and 4. Medical; the mathematical are again divided into four, 
beginning with " Arithmology " and ending with "Uranology;" and the 
Physical into other four, beginning with " Physics " and ending with " Oryc- 
totechny;" and so on. Strange as the assertion may seem, it has been 
asserted that a few years ago it was seriously proposed in the " Conserva 
toire " of the Imperial (then Royal) Library at Paris, to abandon the 
established system and to adopt this grand encyclopaedical scheme of M. 
Ampere. Well may it be said, that if this idea had been acted upon, it 
would have turned that noble library into a bibliographical chaos.* But 
happily the danger is a danger which is past.

[§ 80. M. Albert's Scheme.]

Of later schemes, both in Germany and in France, as well as elsewhere, 
there have been many ; but at present I notice only two those of M. Albert 
and of M. Merlin both of which are of quite recent date. M. Albert's 
avowed starting point is this : A book, he says, is composed of two primary 
elements, certainly inseparable, but essentially distinct, which may be termed 
respectively its body and its soul; .The body, the material book ; the soul, 
the author's thoughts, of which the book is the vehicle ; and, further, in this 
soul or spiritual essence of a book itself, he recognizes two secondary elements, 
which he severally terms the ideal, or intellectual substance (Fond ideal), 
and the literary form (Forme litteraire). On the former of these he pro 
fesses to base his classification, wholly regardless of the latter. There is 
much truth in his assertion, that the external form or mere costume of 
books, as contrasted with their true subject-matter, has been thrust into 
very undue prominence, in most of the bibliographical systems. But the 
distinction is by no means so new as his mode of stating it would suggest, 
nor shall we think him, I suppose, very felicitous in his selection of the

* Brunei, ubi supra.
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methods by which he proposes to work it out. His tract, however, is, in 
certain respects, a good one, and will repay perusal.

Having established a basis which he regards as very revolutionary, M. 
Albert is anxiously constitutional in his subsequent proceedings. In 
settling the order and number of his classes he, of course, " casts his eyes 
over the world, and over all * that surrounds us," man himself included, and 
he finds it to be, indeed, " a mighty maze, but not without a plan." All 
human thoughts and all the books in which human thoughts can be clothed, 
seem to him to turn on three grand primal ideas : GOD, MAN, the WORLD ; 
and thence he deduces three main classes: " THEOLOGY, ANDROLOGY, 
COSMOLOGY ;" and then he adds, with an air of marvellous profundity, 
" Philosophically speaking, Man is the indispensable medium between the 
other two subjects (Vintermediare oblige entre les deux autres sujets);" f 
and proceeds to transpose the order of his classes, prefixing to them an 
introductory class which is to comprise all works that extend over two or 
more of the principal classes. The following will serve as a brief specimen 
of the manner in which the scheme is elaborated.

No. of 
Sub-divisions.

Class I.  POLTLOOT ............. 4
  II. COSMOLOGY : 

1. General Treatises on Cosmology .... 4
2. Mathematical Sciences ....... 85
3. Annexed Sciences, (Chronology, &c.) . . 16
4. Physical and Chemical Sciences .... 23
5. Natural Sciences ......... 116

  III. ANDROLOGY: 
1. General Treatises on Andrology .... ...
2. Organic and Medical Sciences .... 53
3. Economic and Industrial Sciences ... 47
4. Political and Social Sciences ..... 221

, 5. Artistic and Literary Sciences .... 67
6. Philosophical and Moral Sciences ... 21

  IV. THEOLOGY : 
1. Monotheistic Religions : 

i. General Treatises .......
ii. Judaism .......... 6

iii. Christianity ......... 38
iv. Mohamedanism ........ 6

* Albert, ut supra, p. SO. 
t Ibid. p. 53.
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2. Polytheistic Religions : 
i. Extinct Religions .......
ii. Brahtnanism and Buddhism .... 3

iii. Magism and Sabeism ...... 8
iv. Fetichism ......... 2

8. Natural Theology ........ 4

Total No. of Sub-divisions . . 659

The details (as M. Albert has himself acknowledged) are, to a great 
degree, borrowed from Brunet.

[§ 81. M. Merlin's scheme.]

Prior to the appearance (1847) of the "Researches" of M. Albert, 
M. Merlin had given some general idea of hio system in the preface to hia 
Catalogue of the library of Silvestre de Sacy, but it has been much more 
fully developed in a letter which he addressed to the " Convention of 
Librarians," assembled at New York in September, 1853. " In my 
opinion," he says, " every bibliographical classification should be based 
upon the logical classification of the sciences ... It should form 

. a logical chain of great classes and their subdivisions, whose 
formation and order are the result of a few principles which serve as a 
base to the system ;" and then he adds very inconsistently, I think, " The 
great object of bibliographical classification is to assist the ... in 
quirer in his search after books that he already knows to exist, and impart 
to him information concerning those with which he is unacquainted." 
That this result can only be attained by bringing together all the works 
 which treat of the same subject, is unquestionable; but it by no means 
follows that they must be arranged " in such order that the mind shall pass 
naturally from each sufyject to that which should follow or precede it." In 
truth, this is impracticable, not only from the fact that, the more rigorously 
logical the learned cataloguer may make his divisions and sub-divisions, 
the less agreement there will be between the actual contents of the books 
he catalogues, and the arbitrary headings under which he has placed them, 
but also because the entire scheme is grounded on what I will venture to 
describe as a philosophical blunder. What sort of a science of Palseonto- 
logy should we now possess, had all who cultivated it insisted on working 
it out under the supremacy of that theory graceful but unsound which )] 
had so many charms in its early stages; the theory, I mean, that there was
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a gradual and uniform progression of organized beings, in time, the lower 
types regularly preceding the higher? Yet precisely similar is the 
assumption that underlies M. Merlin's system, which seeks to " classify 
human knowledge by the objects of which it treats, either directly or 
indirectly, all arranged in the organic scale of being, . . . according 
to the chronological order of creation, that is lo say, rising from the most 
simpU to the most perfect." * I am far, indeed, from denying that so able 
a bibliographer as M. Merlin may make a good catalogue even on a bad 
system. That he has long since put beyond doubt. But I deprecate the 
flood of bad catalogues which would surely result from the imitation 
of his example by average librarians; and I state my own objections the 
more frankly, because it does not appear that any were expressed in the 
highly competent assembly to which the plan was communicated.

Its details were not set forth, nor do they appear as yet to have been 
fully worked out, f But the main divisions ruu thus: 

Class I. POLYGRAPHY. 
  II. PHILOSOPHY. 
  III. THEOLOGICAL SCIENCES.
,, IV.  COSMOLOGICAL SCIENCES :

1. Mathematical Sciences.
2. Physical Sciences.
3. Astronomical Sciences.
4. Geological Sciences. 
5 Mineralogical Sciences.
6. Phytological Sciences.
7. Zoological Sciences.
8. Anthropological Sciences.

i. Sciences of Man individually, 
a. Physical. 
b. Moral.

ii. Sciences of Man in Society. 
a. Political Sciences. 
6. Historical Sciences. '

There are many points of resemblance, it will be seen, between M- 
Merlin's plan and that of M. Albert. But whether this resemblance be 
fortuitous or not, it is quite certain that the indebtedness is not on M.

  Literary Register, (New York;, 1854, pp. 81-84.
+ " I have," says M. Merliu, " in the press, at the Imperial Printing Office, a work in 

which, after having reviewed, analyzed, and estimated all that has been done up to the 
present time, especially in France, I propose anew method," &c. But it does not appear 
that this work has yet been published.
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Merlin's side. The points of contrast are also very noticeahle. The last 
named author does not appear to have made those marvellous intellectual 
strides which enabled the former to pronounce, " philosophically speaking," 
that " Deity is a conception, an intuition of the human brain" and the 
like, but ventures to continue to think that there may possibly be some 
relation between Deity and Creation of which man is not the " indispen 
sable medium." In defining his main classes he writes thus : " Since 
cause precedes effect, the science which treats of God should precede all 
other sources, and it would be so in my classification but for those prin 
ciples of analytical exposition, according, to which every science which 
embraces several subjects ought to precede those sciences which treat of 
every such subject severally. Now "THEOLOGY" has God only for its 
object, and there is another science which treats both of God and of the 
creation, that is, " Philosophy." . . Philosophy will then precede 
Theology, and after Theology will come the Sciences which relate to 
created things.* Thus it is that he makes the sciences relating to man, 
not an independent class, but the last division of " Cosmology." 

[§ 82. Lord Lindsay's scheme.]
Nearly contemporaneous with the first appearance of the first outlines of 

M. Merlin's system as applied to the Silvestre de Sacy catalogue, was the 
publication of a new scheme of classification in England by Lord Lindsay, 
by way of supplement to his remarkable tract entitled " Progression by 
antagonism."\ Presented primarily, as a scheme for the classification of 
human thouijhl (grounded upon certain views of the moral government of 
the world with which we have not here to do,) and in an extremely analyti 
cal form, its connection with our subject arises from the author's remark 
that with certain modifications, which he indicates, " this might be made 
the basis and skeleton of an extended classification for a library." Those 
who have read Lord Lindsay's charming " Lives of the Lindsays" will readily 
recognize the claim of any production of his pen to respectful attention. I 
give, therefore, a brief outline of this scheme, open as it is to many of the 
objections which have been already urged against other schemes, similarly 
ambitious in their scope, although widely different in all respects beside.

Lord Lindsay proposes five chief classes (the fifth being added in view 
of the exigencies of a library,) namely : I. THEOLOGY AND REVELATION;

* Ibid. 
+ 8vo, London, 1845.



93

II. POETRY ; III. SCIENCE ; IV. PHILOSOPHY ; V. BIBLIOGRAPHY and COL 
LECTIONS. " History," he makes a section of the class " Poetry," because 
closely akiu to Poetry and Painting ; because rhythmical in early times, and 
always epical and dramatic." Thus, POETIIY is made to include four principal 
sub-divisions: 1. Symbolism; iJ. Fine Arts, (Music Dancing Architec 
ture Sculpture Painting,) 3. Polite Literature, (Rhetoric Poetry proper) 
4. History; whilst the class SCIENCES is divided, on the one hand, into 
" Speculative Physical," and '  Speculative Metaphysical " Sciences ; and, 
on the other, into " Practical Physical," and " Practical Metaphysical" 
Sciences.

[§ 33. Mr. Eyre's scheme.]

Still more recently, Mr. Samuel Eyre, of Derby, has circulated " Outlines 
of a classified scheme for the arrangement of a library," &c., (suggested, he 
says, by Locke's three-fold division of knowledge in the Essay on the 
Human Understanding, and by some other works.) It comprises twenty- 
three divisions, which are grouped into four classes: I. METAPHYSICAL, 
that is, concerning things beyond the bounds of mere human experience; 
II. PHYSICAL, that is, discoverable by human reason, but existing indepen 
dently of the human will; III. PRACTICAL, that is, dependent upon, or 
arising from human actions; IV. MISCELLANEOUS (sic.) The first group is 
nearly co-extensive with the ordinary classes THEOLOGY and PHILOSOPHY, 
and the second with SCIENCES, in the ordinary sense of that word. The 
third group embraces in its comprehensive grasp " HISTOBY," " POLITICS," 
"LiTERATCRB," and "ARTS." The last group is our old acquaintance 
" POLYORAPHY," under a designation certainly more familiar, but not one 
jot more vernacular.

The latest scheme with which I am acquainted belongs, (like those just 
mentioned), to the Philosophical group, and evinces considerable originality 
under due restraint. It is the production of Dr. W. D. Wilson, Professor 
of Ethics and of Logic in the Hobart Free College, at Geneva, in the 
State of New York, and forms part of the closing chapter of his Treatise 
on Logic, published in 1856. Dr. Wilson proposes three principal classes> 
each of which, he says, " naturally divides itself into two departments, 
differing in the first class, both in the starting point and in the method ; 
in the second class they differ in the starting point only ; and in the third 
class the two departments difier chiefly in the object in view, the one 
producing objects of Beauty, and the other objects of Utility." The 
classes and their sub-divisions stand thus : 



Class I. THEORETICAL SCIENCES :  
Department 1. EXACT SCIENCES :

1. Meteorology.
2. Ouranography. 
8. Geology. 
4. Geography. 
6. Chemistry.
6. Mineralogy.
7. Anatomy.
8. Physiology. 
.9. Botany.

10. Zoology.
11. Ethnology.
12. Psychology.
13. History. 

Department 2. POHE SCIENCES :
1. Arithmetic.
2. Geometry. 
8. Algebra. 
4. Calculus. 
6. Trigonometry.
6. Analytic Geometry.
7. Analytics.
8. Method. 
0. Ontology.

CLASS II. PRACTICAL SCIENCES:  
Department 1. MIXED SCIENCES :

1. Mechanics.
2. Astronomy. 
8. Hydrostatics.

  4. Hydraulics. 
6. Pneumatics.
6. Acoustics.
7. Optics. 
Department 2. ETHICAL SCIENCES :

1. Ethics.
2. Polity.
3. Natural Religion.
4. Jurisprudence.
5. Church Polity.
6. Revealed Religion. 

CLASS III. PRODUCTIVE ARTS :  
Department 1. FINE ARTS :

1. Gardening.
2. Architecture.
3. Sculpture.
4. Painting.
5. Music.
6. Poetry. 
Department 2. USEFUL ARTS :

1. Agriculture.
2. Metallurgy.
3. Technology.
4. Typography.
5. Engraving.
6. Commerce.
7. Medicine.
8. Rhetoric.
9. Political Economy. 

10. War.*

Here, then, may close our long survey of the principal schemes which have 
been proposed for the classification of knowledge and of libraries. I have 
already indicated my decided conviction that many of those which have cost 
their authors much thought and labour, although they may indirectly render 
good service to the student, are ill suited for practical application to cata 
logues. For that purpose, it cannot be too much borne in mind that the 
requisite qualities are not logical concatenation, subtle analysis, or striking 
terminology; but simplicity, clear definition, and (as far as may be practi 
cable) familiar and time-honoured names. There is, however, one direction 
at least in which the reformer may find useful work, and the lover of 
novelty ample gratification. There are certain common-sense modifications 
as to the distinction of the form of books from their substance, and the 
extent to which this distinction may fairly affect their true place in a

  Wilson, Treatise on Logic (New York, 18,')6, 8vo.), 311-346.
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catalogue, which are quite separable from any positive settlement of all the 
" laws of the universe," or any exact determination of the true place of 
man in its midst.

[§ 34. Proposed modifications in the details of classificatory schemes.] 

Take, for example, that vast class consisting of the books which bear in 
common the familiar name of " VOYAGES AND TRAVELS." How many of 
the number have really nothing in common but the name. The Voyage du 
jeune Anarcharsis en Grece, and the Voyages en Grece of M. Spon; the 
Voyage round the World of De Foe, and the Voyages round the World of 
Lord Anson; the Voyages des Papes of John Von Miiller, and the 
Voyages des Hissionaires de la Compagnie de Jesus, have all titles which 
look alike, and sound alike, but no bibliographer would place them in the 
same class. Few bibliographers, on the other hand, might perhaps hesitate 
to class the Voyage de Marseille a Lima, of a certain M. Durret, or the 
Narrative of a captivity among the Indians, of Hunter, or the Voyage en 
Portugal, of Cariere, along with the voyages of Anson, or the travels of 
Clarke; but the first two are fictitious, and the last is the mere re-issue of 
a guide-book called Tableau de Lisbonne. Brunei does not hesitate to 
place the Voyage mineralogique et geologique en Hongrie, of Beaudant, in 
the class " SCIENCES," under Mineralogy, rather than in " HISTORY," under 
Voyages; yet the Voyage physique et lithologique dans la Campagne, of 
Breislak must be looked for in the latter, not the former.* Similar 
instances might easily be multiplied. Is it not then worth consideration, 
(and it is but a suggestion that I here put forward,) whether the section 
" Voyages and Travels " might not, with advantage, be abolished as a sub 
division of " History," and its contents be distributed according to their 
real subject-matter and essential character ? Thus the Voyage en Italie, of 
Montfaucon, would be classed with works of literary history, and the 
Voyage en Icarie, of M. Cabet, with romances. The Voyage du jeune 
Anarcharsis would then have its subsidiary place, by way of appendix, in 
the history of the ancient world ; and the Voyages des Papes would occupy 
their proper section in that of the Church of Rome. The travels of De 
Luc would be sought for under Geology; those of Layard and of Vyse 
under Archaeology, and so on. As to the purely descriptive travels, they 
 would follow the systematic Topography of the country to which they

  Bra net, Manuel. Comp. Albert, Rechercfies, ut supra.
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relate ; and as to the works of the traveller who is neither naturalist nor 
archaeologist, who carries no hammer and no microscope; who sets to work 
neither diggers nor dredgers, describes no country in particular, but rushes 
from clime to clime, as though

"Impelled, with steps unceasing to pursne 
Some fleeting good, that mocks him with the view,"

and on his return sends to press a bulky volume, which is half road-book, 
and half collection of bills of fare, he might be allowed the honour of a 
section to himself, by way, perhaps, of appendix to " Universal History."

Whatever the worth or the worthlessness of this suggestion in other 
respects, it is clear that oi) one score, at all events, it would materially 
simplify the arrangement of a catalogue rich in works of History. So long 
as in su<;h a catalogue the history and topography of the various countries 
of the world, and narratives of voyage and travel in those countries form 
two independent divisions of the class " History," it is obvious that a long 
repetition of geographical detail is unavoidable.

The desirableness, too, of retaining the usual sub-divisions of Poetry and 
Prose Fiction as independent sections of the class " LITERATURE " seems 
fairly open to question. Such a classification is purely one oi form; it 
has nothing to do either with the substance or with the aim and purpose 
of books. The Telemaque of Feuelon, the Utopia of More, the Nova 
Atlantis of Bacon, the Oivi'as Soils of Campanella, the Pilgrim's Progress 

  of Bunyan, have little, indeed, in common with Joseph Andrews, or with 
the Waverley Novels. The bibliographer, I think, would not be for wrong 
w&o should boldly transfer the first four to the class " Philosophy," and 
the fifth to that of "Theology;" and in the latter instance he would have 
the sanction of Coleridge, who has assigned to the Pilgrim a place among 
the "Works of British Divines." It cannot be denied, however, that the 
innovation would entail difficulties of its own, from the number of works 
which would lie doubtfully on the border territories, try as we may to 
define clearly their respective limits. With versified Poetry the task would 
be especially troublesome, but at all events such works as The life and 
death of Thomas Wolsey, by Storer, and the De Arte Graphica of Du 
Fresnoy, may be safely withdrawn from its domain to those of " Historical 
Biography" in the one case, and of the " Fine Arts " in the other.


