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ABSTRACT. In this essay, I attempt to provide new insight into the last two Philoso-
phische Brieffe von Aletheophilus, a moral journal edited by Alexander G. Baumgarten.
My primary aim is to show that the journal, contrary to what has been hitherto
unanimously stated by scholarship, comes to an end not in 1741, but in 1744. In
the light of this new dating, I analyse the journal’s relationship with Baumgarten’s
first colleginm aestheticnm (1742/43), some elements of which 1 try to recover indi-
rectly. Lastly, I advance some hypotheses about the topic of the last letter of the
journal, which is as yet completely unknown.
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If aesthetics did not originate with Baumgarten, certainly Baumgarten
played a significant role in the determination of the identity of this disci-
pline. As is widely known, the project of aesthetics was firstly outlined at
the end of his habilitation thesis, the Meditationes philosophicae de nonnullis ad
poéma pertinentibus (1735), and was then developed in a number of writings
culminating with the unfinished Aesthetica (1750/58). Although Baum-
garten preferred to write in Latin, he did not completely renounce his
mother tongue. Once appointed ordinary professor of philosophy in
Frankfurt on the Oder in 1740, he released the only two writings in
German published during his lifetime!. The first one is a reflection on ac-

*This research was developed as a part of a project supported by the Fritz
Thyssen Foundation (grant Az. 40. 15.0.035PH).

1See D. Mitbach, A. Alletkamp, «Ale.theophilus Baumgarten/Wenn die Magd in
den Brunnen fillts, in A. Allerkamp, D. Mirbach (eds.), Schines Denken, A.G. Baum-
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ademic success, written on the occasion of his instalment in Frankfurt2,
Here, though, I will focus on the second one. It is a weekly epistolary
journal dealing with philosophical topics, the Philosophische Brieffe von
Aletheophilus (1741), where the writer of treatises Baumgarten turns to the
essayistic style under the pseudonym, suggested by the title, of Aletheo-
philus. Looking at the editorial results, the experiment does not seem to
have enjoyed great success: already in the course of 1741, after 26 issues
(SHicke), corresponding to 34 letters (Brigfe or Schreiben) and to 108 printed
pages, Baumgarten was obliged to put a definitive end to the publication
of the journal. This is, at least, the official version of the story?.

That something is wrong with such a reconstruction is immediately
apparent from the fact that Meier, in his defence (1746) of Baumgart-
en’s Meditationes against the rude attack of the Gottschedianer Quistorp,
refers the reader to a series of Aletheophilus’ aesthetic letters, two of
which do not exist in the published collection: namely, letters 36 and
374. A wrong indication from Meier is, however, to be excluded, at least
because this reference is repeated by Meier himself in the first volume
of his Anfangsgriinde aller schonen Wissenschaften (1748)5, and taken up for
example by Georg Andreas Will in his Oratio sollemnis de aesthetica veterum
(1756)6. On the other hand, the publication leaves no room for doubt
as to the conclusive character of issue 206, entitled Beschiuf§ dieser Wochen-
Blatter’, in which Aletheophilus bids farewell to his readerss. Further-
more, Meier will no longer mention these letters in the index of Baum-

garten im Spannungsfeld wischen Asthetik, 1ogik und Ethik, Meiner, Hamburg 2016, pp.
317-340, here p. 317, note 2.

2 A.G. Baumgarten, Vom Verniinfftigen Beyfall anf Academien, Alexen., Franckfurth
an der Oder 1740; Hemmerde, Halle 17412,

3 Such a version, as we will soon see, is confirmed by Baumgarten’s biographers.

4 G.F. Meier, Vertheidigung der Baumgartischen Erklirung eines Gedichtes, Hemmerde,
Halle 1746, § 3. In addition to the two mentioned letters, Meier makes reference
here to letters 2 and 11. The Vertheidigung is published also in the «Critische Versu-
che zur Aufnahme der deutschen Sprache», 15. Stiick, 1746, pp. 234-267.

5 G.F. Meier, Anfangsgriinde aller schonen Wissenschaften, vol. 1, Hemmerde, Halle
1748, p. 10.

6 G.A. Will, Oratio sollemnis de aesthetica veterum, Schupfelius, Altorphii 1756, p. C3.

7 Philosophische Brieffe von Aletheophilus, without ed., Frankfurth und Leipzig 1741, p.
108.

8 Ibidem, p. 101.
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garten’s publications (1763)% where it is stated that the Aletheophilus
comes to an end with issue 26 (corresponding to letter 34)'0. The same
will be confirmed by Abbt in his biography of Baumgarten!!. From this
moment onwards, Brigfe 36 and 37 disappear from Baumgarten’s official
bibliography. What about the ghost letters on aesthetics?

I

An initial response is offered in 2002 by Dieter Kliche, who reports the
enthralling discovery of a Baumgartenian text up to then unknown to
scholarship!'2 Kliche tells of how he has found a four-page typescript in
a file belonging to Romance philologist Werner Krauss’s legacy, held at
that time in the Villa Siemens in Potsdam, the former For-
schungszentrum fiir Europdische Aufklirung. The header of the docu-
ment reads: «XXVII. Stiick. 36. Schreiben. Von der Aesthetik nach
Hamburgy, while at the bottom we can find the indication of the source:
«Philosophische Brieffe von Aletheophilus, 1741, Seite 109-112».

On the basis of this data, Kliche confirms it is indeed issue 27, corre-
sponding to letter 36, whose text the German scholar publishes correct-
ing typing mistakes. It is an extraordinary document on the genesis of
modern aesthetics, in which Baumgarten makes a complete synthesis of
the new discipline, which is quite distinct from the encyclopaedic pro-
gram!3 of the Sciagraphia encyclopaediae philosophicae'* (1739/40) and the

® G.F. Meier, Alexander Gottlieb Baumgartens Leben, Hemmerde, Halle 1763, p. 53.

10 [bidem.

11Th. Abbt, Alexander Gottlieb Baumgartens Leben und Charakter (1763), Hemmerde,
Halle 1765, p. 32.

12 See D. Kliche, «lch glanbe selbst Engel kinnen nicht obne Sinnlichkeit sein». Uber einen
Fund aus der Friihgeschichte der Asthetik im Werner-Kranss-Archip, in W. Klein, E. Miller
(hrsgg.), Genufs und Egoismus. Zur Kritik ibrer geschichtlichen 1 erkniipfung, Akademie
Vertl., Berlin 2002, pp. 54-65.

13 See S. Tedesco, Lestetica di Banmgarten, Aesthetica, Palermo 2000, pp. 66 and ff.

14 «(Wéchentliche Hallische Anzeigeny, 6. April 1739, col. 228 (whete the lectures
on «philosophische Encyclopidie» are announced for the summer semester of
1739 at the university of Halle); zbidem, 28. September 1739, col. 643 (where the
continuation of the class is announced for the winter semester of 1739/40). See
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Philosophia generalis'> (1740/41), and already congruent with the defini-
tive plan of his Aesthetica. The mystery, however, is far from being dis-
pelled. Kliche himself explicitly asks other scholars for help, in order to
find new information about the lost issues!®. So far, his call has fallen
on deaf ears.

In fact, the Brieffe von Alethegphilus have received scant attention from
scholarship, whose interest has focused rather on the content of some
specific letters than on the work as such. Only in 2016 did Dagmar
Mirbach’s and Andrea Allerkamp’s excellent essay put the emphasis on
Baumgarten’s publication in a more systematic way!7. While Allerkamp
discusses the metaphor of the source of truth in letters 10, 13, and 1418,
Mirbach’s intervention delves into the core issues of the journal, from
the question of Wolffianism to the value of vividness in exposition!?.
Particular attention is given to the possible implications of the pseudo-
nym Aletheophilus?), which could conceal Baumgarten’s first and mid-
dle name in Latin (Alxander Theophilus) as well as his possible relation
to the Societas Alethophilornm, founded by Ernst Christoph von Manteuf-

A.G. Baumgarten, Sciagraphia encyclopaediae philosophicae, hrsg. v. J.C. Forster,
Hemmerde, Halae 1769.

15 As far as the Philosophia generalis is concerned, Baumgarten writes at the end of
the Beyfall (1 om Verniinfftigen Beyfall anf Academien, 1740, pp. 13-15) that he will hold
an annual class of general philosophy on Theophilus Gale’s Philosophia generalis,
Robinson, London 1676 (summer semester of 1740 and winter semester of
1740/41; see also A.G. Baumgarten, Seriptis, quae moderator conflictus academici dis-
putavit, Hemmerde, Halae 1743, § 2). In the second edition of the Beyfall (pp. 39-
44), Baumgarten records the subdivision of the topics he dealt with in those lec-
tures, a subdivision that corresponded to that of the posthumously published
Philosophia generalis (see A.G. Baumgarten, Philosophia generalis, edidit cum dissertatione
prooemiali ... J.C Forster, Hemmerde, Halae 1770).

16 Kliche, «lch glanbe selbst Engel konnen nicht obne Sinnlichkeit sein», pp. 55-56.

17 Mitbach, Alletkamp, A/e.theophilns Banmgarten | Wenn die Magd in den Brunnen fillt.

18 Allerkamp, Wenn die Magd in den Brunnen fallt, pp. 330-340.

19 Mirbach, Ale.theaphilus Baumgarten, pp. 319-330.

20 Thidem. 1 add a further possible suggestion: the theologian Johann Leyser had
published a Pobygamia trinmphatrix (1674), adopting the pseudonym of Theophilus
Aletheus. This book was in Baumgarten’s library, see Catalogus librorum a viro ... Ale-
xandro Gottlieb Baumgarten, Winterus, Francofurti ad Viadrum 1762, p. 43, n. 52.
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fel in 1736 in defence of Wolffian philosophy?!. The problem of the
lost letters remains nonetheless unsolved. We shall turn to this in what
follows.

II.

Let’s start from an assumption of Kliche’s. The latter declares that the
Brieffe von Aletheophilus end with letter 33. Since Meier quotes letter 37,
Kliche concludes that there are at least four lost letters. Now, it is true
that the Beschiuff is not associated with the number of an issue in the fi-
nal index, but the phrase «34. Schreiben» in the header of the issue
leaves little doubt as to the presence of this letter in the published
text?2. There are therefore at least three unfiled letters and not at least
four, as Kliche suggests. Let’s gloss over the question of whether or not
there are only three. For the moment it is sufficient to notice that this
clarification would lead to the hypothesis that issue 27 contains two let-
ters: namely, 35 and 306, and that only 36 is apparently still extant. It is
not impossible that a S#ick contains more than one letter?, but the cit-
cumstances of the finding do not seem favourable to this conclusion.
We will return to it later.

There is another doubtful element in letter 36 published by Kliche. At
the beginning of the letter, Aletheophilus writes about the necessity of
dealing with aesthetics again, after having already discussed it in letter 2.
The fact is that letter 2 relied only on the content of some notes?t. For
this reason, the account was not very detailed. From this moment on-
wards, though, Aletheophilus claims he has acquired better knowledge

21 Tt is impossible here to provide a list of the studies on this society. For our
putrposes, see A.G. Baumgarten, VVorreden zur Metaphysik, hrsg. v. U. Niggli, Klostet-
mann, Frankfurt am Main 1998, pp. XXXIX-XLL; on the slight, but significant diffe-
rence between Alethophili and Aletheophilus, see E. Miiller, Asthetische Religiositit
und Kunstreligion, Akademie Verl., Betlin 2004, p. 49, note 145; see also C. Schwai-
get, Banmgartens Ansatz, einer philosophischen Ethikbegriindung, in A. Aichele, D. Mit-
bach (hrsgg.), Alexander Gotilieb Banmgarten: Sinnliche Erkenntnis in der Philosophie des
Rationalismus, «Aufklirungy, 20, 2008, pp. 219-237, here pp. 235-236.

22 Philosophische Brieffe von Aletheophilus, p. 101.

23 The fourth S#ick, for example, includes the letters 4-7.

24 Kliche, «lch glanbe selbst Engel kinnen nicht obne Sinnlichkeit seiny, p. 56.
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of the author and he has further reflected on that theoretical attempt.
Letter 36 seems therefore to have been written, at least in the epistolary
fiction, at a certain temporal distance from letter 2. In confirmation of
this time span, Aletheophilus also mentions another event that hap-
pened in that period, namely the fact that aesthetics had been presented
in the ordinary lectures of a German university with such success as to
make the continuation of the class highly desirable?.

Now, the first lectures on aesthetics, held by Baumgarten himself,
begin in the winter semester of 1742/43 in Frankfurt on the Oder2.
How to reconcile Baumgarten’s affirmation with the dating of the Brieffe
von Aletheophilus (1741)? Kliche hopes to solve the apparent contradic-
tion by making reference to the collegia privatissima of aesthetics held in
Halle by Baumgarten as eatly as 173727. Although such co/legia undoubt-
edly developed the original core of the aesthetics of the Meditationes, the
lectures were primarily devoted to poetics (Ludovici)?, or, rather, to the
philosophy of poetry (Pyra)??, and certainly could not be considered
‘ordinary’: it is thus rather unlikely that Baumgarten called them «ort-
dentliche Lesestunden» of aesthetics. Much likelier is the reference to
the university of Frankfurt on the Oder, where, despite the numerus clan-
sus30, the lectures must have been held «more per academias consue-
to»’!. To be sure, Kliche does not completely exclude the fact that the
hint is directed at the Viadrina in Frankfurt, but seems to dismiss this
hypothesis given that the lectures, as just recalled, start here in the win-
ter semester of 1742/43. This dating, however, represents a problem
only insofar as we take for granted, as Kliche does, that the Brieffe von
Aletheophilus come to a definitive end in 1741.

25 [biden.

26 See Baumgarten, Seriptis, § 2.

27 Kliche, «lch glanbe selbst Engel kinnen nicht ohne Sinnlichkeit sein», pp. 56-57, note 6.

28 C.G. Ludovici, Newueste Merckwiirdigkeiten ans der Leibnitz-Wolffischen Weltweisheit,
without ed., Franckfurt-Leipzig 1738, § 232.

29 J.1. Pyra, Fortsetzung des Erweises, dafs die G*ttsch*dianische Sekte den Geschmack ver-
derbe, Schiitze, Betlin 1744, pp. 20, 39-40. See F.J. Schneider, Das geistige Leben von
Halle im Zeichen des Endkampfes zwischen Pietismus und Rationalismus, «Sachsen und
Anhalt, 14, 1938, pp. 137-166, here pp. 162-163.

30 Baumgarten, Seriptis, § 2.

31 Thidem, § 15.
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In fact, it is not so straightforward as it may seem that Baumgarten
wanted to terminate the publication in 1741. The same formula where-
by Baumgarten says goodbye to his readers in the Besch/ufS does not
sound like a farewell, but leaves open the possibility of a continuation
of the journal, however occasional its future issues might be32. The un-
certainty about the conclusion of the journal is also shared by Johann
Peter Uz, a disciple of Baumgarten’s and a member of the so-called
“Zweiter Hallescher Dichterkreis’3, who writes in a postscript of a letter
to Gleim on the 15t June 1744: «What news have you got of Prof.
Baumgarten in Frankfurt? Isn’t he going to continue with his Philo-
sophical Letters or to publish his Encyclopaediar»’*. All in all, the hy-
pothesis of a continuation of the Aletheophilus after letter 34 is not so
far-fetched in those years. To be sure, this does not imply that it really
happened. And yet, although scholarship has never taken this possibility
into account, such could well be the case.

IIIL

The first document to support a revision of the dating of the Bréeffe von
Aletheophilus is the Abriff einer allgemeinen Historie der Gelehrsamkeit by Jo-
hann Andreas Fabricius (1752). In the first volume of this work, Fab-
ricius provides the following reference for the journal at issue: «Philos-
ophische Briefe von Alethophilo, Halle, 1741-44. 4. neun und zwanzig
Stiicke von Alexander Gottlieb Baumgarten»>. The same data is rec-
orded in the sixth edition, edited by Johann Christian Fischer, of the
Introductio in notitiam rei litterariae et usum bibliothecarnm (1704; 17549), orig-
inally published by Burkhard Gotthelf Struve, where it is stated: «Phi-

32 Philosophische Brieffe von Aletheophilus, p. 101.

3 See T. Verweyen, G. Witting, Zur Rezgeption Baunmgartens bei Uz, Gleim, Rudnick,
«Zeitschrift fir deutsche Philologie», 113, 1994, pp. 496-514.

34 Briefiechsel gwischen Gleim und Ug, hrsg. v. C. Schiiddekopf, Litterar. Verein, Tu-
bingen 1899, p. 70.

35 J.A. Fabricius, Abriff einer allgemeinen Historie der Gelebrsamfkeit, Weidmann,
Leipzig 1752, p. 875.
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losophische Briefe von Alethophilo, 29. Stiicke, Halle, 1741-1744. 4to.
ab Alex. Gottl. Baumgarten»’¢.

From these two entries, it is apparent that the Brigffe von Aletheophilus
do not come to an end in 1741, as has always been claimed, but do con-
tinue until 1744. In the light of this rectification, it is much easier to ex-
plain Baumgarten’s reference to the lectures on aesthetics in a «famous
German university». For in all probability letter 36 does not date back
to 1741, as declared by Kliche, but to a subsequent period between the
end of 1742 and 1744 (or perhaps to an even more limited time span, if
we take the reference to a «wished continuation» of such a collegium as
evidence of the conclusion of the semester towards Easter 1743)37.

The correction of the dating also enhances our understanding of the
different approach with respect to letter 238, Between the two of them,
in fact, there is the preparation work for the lectures of the winter se-
mester 1742/43, which leads to a mote sophisticated structuring of the
project®. It is in this context that the original skeleton of the future Aes-
thetica finally comes to light. Not by chance does letter 36 not continue
with the presentation of the lower faculties of the mind and their im-
provement started in letter 240, but rather inserts such a question within

36 B.G. Struve, Introductio in notitiam rei litterariae et usum bibliothecarum (1704), edidit
J.C. Fischer, Broenner, Francofurti et Lipsiac 17546, p. 561.

37 In favour of this hypothesis there could also be another element. As just re-
ported, Uz asks Gleim for information about the possible continuation of the
Aletheophilus in the mentioned postscript of 1744. Uz remains in Halle up to the
beginning of April 1743 (see the letter to Gleim from Halle on the 6t April 1743 in
Briefwechsel zwischen Gleim und Uz, pp. 36-39); given the interest in this issue, it seems
legitimate to suppose that Uz would have been informed about a possible continu-
ation of the journal until this date if it had ever happened. From Uz’s question, an-
yway, the project seems to be in the air. In the catalogue of books possessed by Uz,
there is a copy of the Aletheophilus in the edition published in Frankfurt and Leip-
zig, see Ugischer Katalog, M. hist. 553, fol. 205, nr. 19 (Staatsbibliothek in Ansbach).

38 For these differences, see Kliche, «leh glanbe selbst Engel kinnen nicht obne Sinn-
lichkeit sein», pp. 62 and ff.

3 Although Baumgarten had promised lectures on the «general laws of aesthet-
ics» as eatly as 1741 (Gedancken vom verniinfftigen Beyfall anf Academien, 17412, § 11), he
admitted that the crucial urge to put this intention into practice had come from his
students (Serspiis, § 15).

40 The improvement of sensate cognition, which is the aim of aesthetics as organic
philosophy, was discussed in letter 2 with respect to attention and abstraction, the
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a much richer program dealing with: the name of aesthetics; its defini-
tion; the prehistory of the discipline; the improvement of the lower fac-
ulties; the plan of theoretical aesthetics, covering the beauty of thoughts
(thythmed by the six perfections of sensate cognition); the method of
thinking beautifully and the signs of the beautifully-represented things.
There follows the hint at practical aesthetics, aiming at the application
of the general theory of beautiful cognition to its different particular
species. The exposition concludes with a speech against possible intel-
lectualistic and theological objections*!.

As is evident, the plan is completely convergent with the future pro-
ject of the Aesthetica, except for the collocation of the answer to the ob-
jections. It is thus legitimate to expect that also in the colleginm aestheticum
of 1742/43 the crucial points were already in line with the program of
the Aesthetica. Precisely this collegium will be sent to Meier*2, who will lec-
ture on it starting probably from the winter semester of 1745/46%4, and
will then use it as the groundwork for his Anfangsgriinde aller schinen Wis-
senschaften (3 voll., 1748 /50)44.

No sign of Baumgarten’s ‘Proto-Aesthetica’ has as yet been found. As
a matter of fact, the first volume of the Aesthetica includes what Baum-
garten managed to write during the winter of 1749/50 in cotrrespond-
ence to new aesthetic classes requested by his students*>. Baumgarten

internal and the external senses. The letter refrained from the exposition of the oth-
er parts of aesthetics from a lack of time and space, but did not exclude the possibil-
ity of returning to it in the future, Philosophische Brieffe von Aletheophilus, pp. 5-8.

4 Kliche, «lch glanbe selbst Engel kinnen nicht obne Sinnlichkeit sein», pp. 56-59.

42 Bergmann hypothesized that Baumgarten sent it to Meier in 1745, see E.
Bergmann, Die Begriindung der deutschen Astheti durch Alex. Gottlieb Banmgarten und
Georg Friedrich Meier, Réder & Schunke, Leipzig 1911, p. 23.

43 See the letter of the 18t October 1745, where Meier affirms he is holding a co/-
leginm aestheticum (S.G. Lange, Sammiung gelehrter und freundschaftlicher Briefe, 1. Theil,
Hemmerde, Halle 1769, p. 173; and ibiden, 2. Theil, Hemmerde, Halle 1770, p.
185). See also T. Hlobil, Aesthetics in the Lecture Lists of the Universities of Halle, 1eipzig,
Wiirzburg and Prague (1785-1805), «Das achtzehnte Jahrhundert», 29, 2005, pp. 13-
43, here p. 18, note 15.

44 Meier, Anfangsgriinde aller schinen Wissenschaften, vol. 1, Vorrede, p. A2. See also
A.G. Baumgarten, Aesthetica, vol. 1., Kleyb, Traiecti cis Viadrum 1750, Praefatio.

45 Baumgarten surely held aesthetic classes in the summer semester of 1749, as
witnessed by a letter of Beausobre’s dated 26t August 1749, where he also makes
reference to the imminent publication of the Aesthetica (see M. Fontius, Baumgarten
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writes in the preface that he has made some additions and corrections
with respect to the theory elaborated eight years before#S, although such
a revision obliged him to publish only a small part of the work he had
originally intended*’.

There exists, however, possible indirect evidence of the first collegium
aestheticum of 1742/43, which, as far as T know, has gone hitherto unno-
ticed by scholarship. According to Meier’s account, Baumgarten also
held classes of dogmatic theology in Frankfurt upon his students’ re-
quest®s. There are two versions of these lectures®: the one was pub-
lished by Semler in 1773 with the title of Praelectiones theologiae dogmati-
¢ae®, while the other, in four volumes, under the title of Isagoge philosophi-
ca in theologiam theticam, is so far unpublished5!. In both of these texts
there are references to the Aesthetica (Aesth.) which do not correspond
to the paragraphs of the printed work.

und die Literaturbriefe. Ein Brief ans Frankfurt/ Oder an Louis de Beausobre in Berlin,
«Deutsche Vierteljahrsschrift fiir Literaturwissenschaft und Geistesgeschichte», 80,
2006, pp. 553-594, here pp. 571-572). The aesthetic notes of Baumgarten’s lectures
published by Poppe derive from a cycle of lectures following the publication of the
Alesthetica (according to Poppe, summer semester of 1750 or winter semester of
1750/51), see B. Poppe, Alexander Gottlieb Baumgarten. Seine Bedentung nnd Stellung in
der Leibniz-Wolffischen Philosophie und seine Beziehungen zu Kant. Nebst Vergffentlichung
ciner bisher unbekannten Handsohrift der Asthetik Banmgartens, Noske, Borna-Leipzig
1907, pp. 62-63.

46 Baumgarten mentions these changes in the preface to the first volume of the
Alesthetica.

47The general plan of the Aesthetica is at § 13 as well as in the conspectus. The deci-
sion to publish a part of the work in that moment is due to the attempt to lighten
his students’ efforts (see the preface). In any case, Baumgarten declares that the
volume has its own autonomy and promises to conclude the work soon.

48 Meier, Alexcander Gottlieh Baumgartens Leben, p. 20.

49 On the fact that Baumgarten held more than one cycle of lectures of this kind,
see Baumgarten, Vorreden zur Metaphysik, p. 228 and passim.

50 A.G. Baumgarten, Praclectiones theologiae dogmaticae, Praefationem adiecit ].S. Semler,
Hemmerde, Halae 1773.

51 'The exact title is Isagoge philosophica in theologiam theticam per Alexandrum Gottlieh
Baumgarten phil. prof. publ. ord. in acad. Viadrina; the four-volume work is held in the
Staatsbibliothek in Berlin (209. theol. oct. 48-51). The first volume is dated March
1748; the last one, August 1748.
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In the case of the Praelectiones, we do not have the precise date of the
lectures. As for the Isagoge, we know that the first volume was tran-
scribed by Baumgarten’s disciple Johann Gottfried Beneke in March
1748 in Berlin, so that the lectures on which it relies were probably held
between the summer semester of 174352 and the winter semester of
1747/48, that is, after the conclusion of the first colleginm aestheticum, but
before the elaboration of the first part of the Aesthetica. The only Aes-
thetica available at that time was in all likelihood the collegiunm: aestheticum
of 1742/43, which must have been very well known to the students.
The notes of the lectures on dogmatic theology, which remained un-
published until after Baumgarten’s death, have not been updated in
their references since the publication of the Aesthetica, and thus con-
serve some ‘fossils” from the first phase of the elaboration of the new
discipline.

The references are recorded in the section on the Holy Scripture, and
in particular in the discussion on the first «argumentum internum»
proving its divinity>%. In order to discover if a book is not a merely hu-
man product — Baumgarten argues — it is necessary to consider it in the
light of the critical rules, both aesthetic and logical: in the event that it
possesses a superior perfection to the natural forces of a human author,
it is likely to be divinely inspired. But such seems to be the case here.
It is this need to analyse Scripture on the basis of criteria lent from aes-
thetics that leads Baumgarten to consider the holy text in relation to the
same subdivisions (firstly, the tripartition heuristics, methodology and
semiotics, modelled on the three rhetorical categories of inventio, disposi-
tio, and elocutio, and secondly, the six perfections of cognition), thus jus-
tifying the series of references to his colleginm aestheticum.

52In the Seriptis, where a lecture list up to the winter semester of 1742/43 is rec-
orded, there is no reference to this class.

53 The same holds for logic; although these notes (as well as those of the Philoso-
phia generalis) make reference to several paragraphs, sections and chapters of logic,
the printed edition of the Acroasis logica will be released only in 1761.

54 Baumgarten, Pracelectiones, §§ 75 and ff.; 1d., Isagoge, §§ 41 and ff.

55 1d., Praclectiones, §§ 75-6; 1d., Isagoge, § 41.
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In the Praelectiones, the references concern only the first three perfec-
tions of heuristics*. In the Isagoge, the references also concern the other
perfections as well as the sections on the methodologia and semiotica (re-
garding respectively order and style), that is, the last parts of theoretical
aesthetics that will never be published in the edited version of the Aes-
theticad’. The second and last volume of the Aesthetica, as is well known,
breaks off before the end of heuristics, with the chapter on aesthetic
persuasion (the fifth perfection), covering §§ 829-904; if we compare
them with the corresponding paragraphs of the ‘Proto-Aesthetica’, ap-
proximately §§ 81-10258, and consider that the ‘Proto-Aesthetica’ con-
sists of more than 400 paragraphs®, we have a scale of the magnitude
that the complete work could have assumed.

While, therefore, letter 36 helps us understand the general scheme of
the project of aesthetics, the references to the colleginm can provide
some further indication of the never-published sections of the Aesthetica
and the evolution of Baumgarten’s thought®. By virtue of the new da-

56 1d., Praelectiones, §§ 78-80. The references to the Aesthetica are far less numerous
than those included in Beneke’s manuscript. The present references, however,
agree with those in the Isagoge. This means that the lectures on which the Praelec-
tiones rely should have been held before 1750. It cannot be excluded, therefore, that
the text published by Semler derives from the lectures on revealed theology of the
summer semester 1749 quoted by Beausobre, see Fontius, Baumgarten und die Litera-
turbriefe, p. 571.

57 Baumgarten, Isagoge, §§ 42-53, corresponding to Praclectiones, §§ 95 and ff.

58 1d., Isagoge, § 49, corresponding to Praclectiones, §§ 89-91.

59 §§ 397-409 of the ‘Proto-Aesthetica’ discuss semiotic problems, see Id., Isagoge,
§ 53, corresponding to Praclectiones, §§ 99-100. As far as I can see, no reference is
made in these theological lectures as to practical aesthetics.

61 venture only a tentative hypothesis on this development: given that the
treatment of the perfection of wbertas ends at § 19 of the collegium (or at § 20; the
first mentioned paragraph concerning magnitudo is § 21; see 1d., Pracelectiones, §§ 78-
79; 1d., Isagoge, §§ 42-43) and that all the other five perfections occupy more than
10 paragraphs each, it is legitimate to suppose that the important discussion of the
lower faculties of the mind, in the same way as in Meiet’s Anfangsgriinde and differ-
ently from the Aesthetica, is postponed to the analysis of the perfections of cogni-
tion rather than forced into the very few initial paragraphs of the collegium. In any
case, see § 27 of the notes published by Poppe for Baumgarten’s difference from
Meier on this point in the final version of the Aesthetica (Poppe, Alexander Gottlieb
Baumgarten, p. 85).
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ting of Aletheophilus’ letters and the consideration of the hints in the
lectures on dogmatic theology, the reflection accompanying the first co/-
leginm aestheticum in the winter semester of 1742/43 seems to take a
clearer shape.

IV.

The attestations of the Abriss and of the Introductio enable us to revise
the date of the conclusion of the Philosophische Brieffe von Aletheophilus in a
way that is congruent with the textual evidence of letter 36. This leads
us to question what is written at the bottom of the letter published by
Kliche. One or the other: either Kliche has made a transcription mis-
take in copying the date or the error was already present in the type-
script on which Kliche relies.

Thanks to the courtesy of Wiebke Witzel, I have been able to look in-
to the original document, now at the Berlin-Brandeburgische Akademie
der Wissenschaften in Berliné!. The date of 1741 is effectively recorded
in the typewritten text. It is therefore likely that the paratext was induc-
tively inferred by the typewriter (be it Krauss or not), including the page
numeration, which skips letter 35 without any justificationt?. In any
case, it is all but certain that there was a consequential numeration with
respect to that of the volume of 1741, also given the fact, mentioned by
both the quoted entries®3, that the separate issues of the Aletheophilus
were originally published in Halle and not in Frankfurt and Leipzig.
From other catalogues of that time®4, it is possible to identify the first
editor as being Carl Hermann Hemmerde, who, among other things in

60 NL W. Krauss, Kasten Exzerpte 1; Mappe Aesthetik.

62 For the moment, nothing is known about this letter.

63 See also Meier, Anfangsgriinde aller schinen Wissenschaften, vol. 1, p. 10.

64 See for example «Alethophili Philosophische Briefe, 4. Halle, bey Ch. []
Hemmetrdey, in Catalogus universalis oder Verzeichnif§ derer Biicher, Welche in der Franck-
Surther und Leipziger Oster-Messe des ietzigen 1741sten Jahres Entweder gantz, nen gedruckt,
oder sonsten verbessert, wieder aufgelegt worden sind, anch ins kiinftige noch herans kommen sol-
len, GroBe, Leipzig [1741], p. Ev. The issues from 25 to the end (probably, there-
fore, issues 25 and 26) are mentioned in the same catalogue, in the issue of Easter
1742, p. Dy, where «Catl Hermann Hemmerde» is reported as editor.
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those years, had also published Baumgarten’s Metaphysica and Ethica
philosophicad®.

Another element mentioned in the Abriss and the Introductio is also
noteworthy, namely the fact that the total number of the issues comes
to 29. This means three things: 1) the lost letters are not at least three,
they are exactly three; 2) there is every reason to assume a petfect corre-
spondence between the last three issues and the last three letters (27-35;
28-306; 29-37); 3) letter 36 does not correspond to issue 27, as affirmed
in the typescript, but to issue 28.

A confirmation of this last conclusion comes from a different source:
a review published in the «Pommersche Nachrichten von gelehrten Sa-
chen» and dated 6% March 17446, The anonymous treviewer declares
that the 29t and last issue of the philosophical letters published under
the pseudonym of «Aletophilus» [sic] has just been released®”. Such evi-
dence enables us to further limit the end of the journal to the very first
days of March 1744. The reviewer touches on the topic of some issues
published in the edition of 1741. Particularly significant is the mention
of issue 28, in which — it is stated — there is an explanation of aesthetics.
No doubt thereby remains regarding the fact that letter 36 corresponds
to issue 28. But the best is yet to come. In fact, the review briefly lin-
gers on issue 299, which is as yet unknown. The issue — we learn — is
directed at Greifswald and «deals with some aspects concerning the po-

65 See H.-]. Kertscher, Die Verleger Carl Hermann Hemmerde und Carl August
Schwetschke, Hallescher Verl., Halle 2004, p. 23, who, however, does not mention
the Aletheophilus.

66 «Pommersche Nachrichten von gelehrten Sacheny, 19. Stiick, 6. Mirz 1744, pp.
153-154.

67 Ibidem, p. 153. It is interesting to notice that the epsilon in «Aletheophilusy, pre-
sent in the title of the edition published in Frankfurt and Leipzig, has been ex-
punged here as well as in the entries of the Abriss and of the Introductio. On this
graphic duplicity, probably due to the spread of the pseudonym Alethophilus at
that time, see U. Franke, Kunst als Erkenntnis. Die Rolle der Sinnlichkeit in der Asthetik
des Alexander Gottlieb Baumgarten, Steiner, Wiesbaden 1972, p. 18; D. Mirbach
(Ale.theophilus Banmgarten, p. 329) indicates that in certain cases the fictitious corre-
spondents call him Alethophilus.

68 Actually, the reviewer writes «Brief 29», but it is clearly a misunderstanding. 29
is the number of the issue, while the number of the letter is 37.
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em»®. The reviewer adds that ‘Aleteophilus’ replies in this piece to the
doubts raised concerning Baumgarten’s Meditationes philosophicae in the
first treatise of the sixth issue of the «Critische Versuche». The review
concludes by pinpointing the depth of these letters, from which it is
possible to guess the author’, in any case announced in the opening of
the volume7l.

V.

Compared to the scant attention devoted to the other issues, the infor-
mation on the last letter of Aletheophilus is remarkable. A primary rea-
son, rather extrinsic, for this interest derives from the fact that the letter
is directed at Greifswald, that is, at a Pomeranian city, where the journal
aims to record the news of the learned world. This location, though, is
not accidental. Since 1739 Greifswald had been the seat of a «Deutsche
Gesellschaft» for the promotion of the German language’?, whose aim
found its highest expression in the publication of the «Critische Ver-
suche zur Aufnahme der deutschen Sprache» (1741/46)7. It was pre-
cisely the future secretary of the German Society in Greifswald (from
the end of 1743), Johann Carl Dihnert, who founded the «Pommersche

9 «Pommersche Nachrichten von gelehrten Sachen», 19. Stiick, 6. Mirz 1744, pp.
154-155.

70 Thidem, p. 155.

" ].C. Dihnert, Beytrag zur neuesten Geschichte der Gelehrsambkeit, «Pommersche
Nachrichten von gelehrten Sachen», 1744, pp. 3-32, here p. 14.

72 See R. Hasenjiger, Aus dem litterarischen und wissenschaftlichen Leben Greifswalds im
sweiten Drittel des achtzehnten Jabrbunderts, <Pommersche Jahrbiicher, 8, 1907, pp.
135-158; R. Schultz, Die Kiniglich Deutsche Gesellschaft zn Greifswald, Adler, Greifswald
1914; H. Langer, Gelebrte Sozietiten in Schwedisch-Pommern. Programmatik und Realitit,
in K. Gatber et al. (hrsgg.), Europdische Sozietatsbewegung und demokratische Tradition,
Niemeyer, Tibingen 1996, vol. I, pp. 1550-1564; and D. Doering, Gelehrte Gesell-
schaften in Pommern im Zeitalter der Aufklarung, in D. Alvermann ef al. (hrsgg.), Die
Universitit Greifswald des Ostseeranms, Lit, Betlin 2007, pp. 123-154.

73 On this journal in particular, see R. Schultz, Die Koniglich Deuntsche Gesellschaft zu
Greifswald, pp. 81-103; Th.Ch. Rauter, The Eighteenth-Century «Dentsche Gesellschaft». A
Literary Society of the German Middle Class, Diss., Urbana/Illinois 1966, pp. 164-174.
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Nachrichten von gelehrten Sachen» (1743/48), on which the account
on the Aletheophilus was published*.

Hereby, the intersections with Baumgarten’s work become clearer:
Dihnert (or whoever) reviews Baumgarten/Aletheophilus’ reply to the
review on Baumgarten’s Meditationes, a review that was published in a
journal — the «Critische Versuche» — to which Dihnert was among the
most active contributors. Such a journal had arisen in the wake of the
«Beytrdge zur critischen Historie der deutschen Sprache, Poesie und
Beredsamkeit» in Leipzig, and welcomed papers — authored by some of
the members of the Society in Greifswald — concerning linguistic and
literary themes, with a number of reviews, among which that on the
Meditationes. The Leipzig model suggests a link with Gottsched which
will never fade, at least for certain members’, although several essays
stand in close proximity to the Swiss critics’ positions.

The anonymous account on the Meditationes”’, actually written by
Hermann Jacob Lasius?8, a young member of the Society in Greifswald
(from 1742)7, is a synthesis of the contents of Baumgarten’s work ra-
ther than a true review. The aim is to make a mostly unknown or ne-
glected Latin text accessible in German. A text which, in any case, is not
easy to read as a consequence of its author’s insight and depth’). As

74 See W. Braun, Existenzfampf einer kritischen Zeitschrift in Schwedisch-Pommern 1743-
1748. Aus den Anfangen des Greifswalder Bibliothekars Johann Carl Débnert, «Greifswald-
Stralsunder Jahrbuchy, 4, 1964, pp. 217-240; more in general, see E. Zunker, Die
Greifswalder wissenschaftlichen Zeitschriften und periodischen Verdffentlichungen. Ein Beitrag
sur Universititsgeschichte, in Festschrift zur 500-Jabrfeier der Universitat Greifswald, vol. 1,
Ernst Moritz Arndt-Universitit, Greifswald 1956, pp. 262-282.

75 Doering, Gelehrte Gesellschaften in Pommern im Zeitalter der Aufklarung, pp. 138 and ff.

76 See on this Hasenjager, Aus dem litterarischen nnd wissenschaftlichen Leben Greifs-
walds, p. 148.

77 «Critische Versuche zur Aufnahme der deutschen Sprache», 1742, 6. Stuck, pp.
573-604. Although the title of the journal is in the singular form on the frontispiece
of this and other issues («Critischer Versuch...»), I always use the plural form to
avoid misunderstandings.

78 Jetztlebendes gelebrtes Mecklenburg, hrsg. v. J.Ch. Koppe, vol. I, Koppe, Rostock-
Leipzig 1783, pp. 107-116, here p. 114.

9 Ibhidem, p. 107.

80 «Critische Versuche zur Aufnahme der deutschen Sprache», 1742, 6. Stiick, p. 574.
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shown by the earliest reception of Baumgarten’s work®!, the objective
will be fully fulfilleds2.

At first, Lasius provides a brief introduction, where he underscores the
need for a philosophical poetics — the science of the rules deriving from
the essence of a poem in general — of which Baumgarten offers the main
points in this dissertation®3. In the summing up, the reviewer draws two
linguistic conclusions, as is usual for this journal: on the one hand, he
states the legitimacy to include Latin words in his account in the absence
of German counterparts, and, on the other hand, he stresses the im-
portance of philosophers as favouring the enrichment of the lexicon of
their language®. Lasius’ exposition faithfully follows Baumgarten’s ar-
guments and proves to be in almost total agreement with thems?5.

The only question to which the reviewer takes exception concerns the
syllabic quantity. While Baumgarten maintains that the duration of the
syllables depends on the assumption of a syllabic value as the unit (the
‘short” syllable)s6, thus explicitly rejecting the thesis that «quantity [can]
be known from the value of the letters»®7, Lasius objects that the sylla-
ble is still composed of letters and that its duration should be attributed

81 See the pioneering study S. Tedesco, Alla vigilia dell’Aesthetica, Aesthetica, Pa-
lermo 1996, pp. 35 and 42-43. See also Kliche, «ch glaube selbst Engel kinnen nicht
ohne Sinnlichkeit sein», pp. 60-61.

82 At the beginning of the Vertheidignung der Schweitzerischen Muse, Hrn. D. Albrecht
Hallers (Heidegger, Zurich 1744, pp. 5-8), for example, Breitinger thanks the au-
thors of the «Critische Versuche» for summing up Baumgarten’s dissertation,
which was hard to find and guiltily neglected in the German poetic debate. Even
Quistorp’s disruptive review relies on Lasius’” account rather than on Baumgarten’s
original text (see «Pommersche Nachrichten von gelehrten Schriften», 8. April
1746, 28. Stick, pp. 227-228).

83 «Critische Versuche zur Aufnahme der deutschen Sprache», 1742, 6. Stuck, pp.
573-574.

84 Lasius quotes, for example, the «wahre, utopische und heterokosmische Er-
dichtungeny (ibidem, p. 603).

85 See also [H.J. Lasius], Unpartheyische Gedanken von dem Webrte [sic| der Dichter,
«Critische Versuche zur Aufnahme der deutschen Sprache», 1742, 6. Stick, pp.
617-637, in which the influence of Baumgarten’s aesthetics was evident in several
passages.

86 A.G. Baumgarten, Reflections on Poetry, ed. by K. Aschenbrenner, W.B. Holther,
Univ. of California Pr., Berkeley-Los Angeles 1954, § 100.

87 Ibidem, § 98.
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to the duration of the latterss. Although it may seem a question of de-
tail, Lasius attached great importance to the sonority of languages as
well as to their prosodic and linguistic analysis, as arguable from other
essays of his, such as Von der rauben, mannlichen, értlichen und weibischen
Sprache (1742)% and the Gedantken von dem Numero in der Rede (1743)%0. In
this sense, Lasius’ doubt was not only inscribed within the context of
the Society in Greifswald, but also witnessed to his own research topics.

In any case, it was a critique expressed in a respectful and polite man-
ner, as a token of esteem for the author being reviewed. Radically dif-
ferent was the tone of the review signed by Quistorp (1745) — another
member of the Society in Greifswald who was very close to Gottsched
— who brutally accused Baumgarten of subduing reason to unbridled
sensibility?!. In the latter case, Meier undertook to reply on Baumgart-
en’s behalf, and did it once again from the pages of the «Critische Ver-
suche»?2, for which he also wrote a seties of aesthetic essays??. Actually,
Baumgarten himself also reacted to the attack in the preface to the third
edition of the Metaphysica (1739; 1750%), where Quistorp was implicitly
charged with maliciously misunderstanding the definition of a poem
provided in the Meditationes, insofar as he translated «oratio sensitiva
perfecta» as «vollkommen sinnliche Rede»?*. On the other hand,
Quistorp’s misunderstanding could be due to Lasius, who had em-
ployed both the German phrases «vollkommene sinnliche Rede» and

88 «Critische Versuche zur Aufnahme der deutschen Sprache», 1742, 6. Stuck, pp.
596-597.

89 Thidem, 1742, 5. Stuck, pp. 461-494.

90 Thidem, 1743, 9. Stiick, pp. 259-278. Lasius’ essay will be anonymously reviewed
by Geotrg Venzky, to whom Lasius will give a timely response (see respectively:
ibidem, 1744, 11. Stuck, pp. 461-475, and ibidem, 1744, 12. Stuck, pp. 559-568).

VT.C. Quistorp, Erweis, daf§ die Poesie schon fiir sich selbst ihre Liebhaber leichtlich un-
gliickselig machen kinne, «Neuer Bichersaal der schénen Wissenschaften und freyen
Kunste», 1745, 5. Stiick, pp. 433-452.

92 See above. Quistorp will reply to this review from the pages of the «Pommer-
sche Nachrichten» in the 28. Stiick of 1746.

93 See for example Y. Wiibben, Gespenster und Gelebrte, Niemeyer, Tiibingen 2007,
pp- 121, n. 89.

94 A.G. Baumgarten, Vorreden zur Metaphysik, pp. 52 and ff.
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«wollkommen sinnliche Rede» to translate Baumgarten’s definition?s,
although without any polemical intent.

For this reason too, Baumgarten’s reply to Lasius must certainly have
been friendlier. Indeed, it was probably Baumgarten’s friendship with
several members of the Society in Greifswald that favoured his admis-
sion as a member in 1744 along with his disciple Meier®. From what is
reported in the biography of Meier, the date of admission of the latter is
the 12t of March?”: should it be so for Baumgarten as well, his entrance
into the Society would immediately follow the conclusion of the jour-
nal, and thereby his letter to Greifswald, and could possibly be occa-
sioned by this theoretical exchange.

VL

In the light of all this, it is possible to advance some hypotheses about
the content of letter 37. Certainly, as announced in the «Pommersche
Nachrichten», Baumgarten must have returned to the doubts raised by
the review in the «Critische Versuche». Since the question of the syl-
labic quantity is Lasius’ only real objection, it is plausible that Baum-
garten defended his point of view on this theme in letter 37%.
According to the account of the «Pommersche Nachrichten», howev-
er, letter 37 also deals with «einige Stlicke» concerning the poem. The
terms «einige Stiicke» here seem to mean the Latin neuter «varia»®,
which Baumgarten had employed in the Meditationes to indicate the
three fundamental aspects of a poem: the sensate representations, their
connection and the words, as well as the elements constitutive of the

95 The first solution is recorded, for example, in «Critische Versuche zur Auf-
nahme der deutschen Sprache», 1742, 6. Stiick, p. 5706; for the second solution, see
ibidem, p. 599 and passim.

9 «Pommersche Nachrichten von gelehrten Sachen», 29. Dezember 1744, 102.
Stiick, p. 828.

97 See S.G. Lange, Leben Georg Friedrich Meiers, Gebauer, Halle 1778, p. 44.

98 It is impossible to know for the moment if such an answer contained a discus-
sion about Lasius’ initial and conclusive remarks as well.

9 See also also Lasius’ mentioned review, «Critische Versuche zur Aufnahme der
deutschen Sprache», 1742, 6. Stick, p. 577.
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words themselves (the articulated sound and the meaning)!®. To be
sure, these Sticke can also refer to more specific properties of a poem:
such was the case of letter 11 (1741), which analysed in particular the
third aspect of a poem (Auwusdruck ot dictio) with respect to puritas, concin-
nitas, congruentia and ornatus'l, so as to propose a slightly different defini-
tion of the poem from the one put forward in the Meditationes: no long-
er «perfect sensate discourse»!??, but rather discourse so vivid as to re-
quire the metre!%3. In any case, the peculiar «Stiicke» of a poem possibly
discussed in letter 37 must have fallen under the mentioned tripartition:
in fact, if Meier quotes Baumgarten’s definition of letter 11 as the most
important in his Vertheidigung of 1746, this implies that there should not
have been substantial changes in this sense between 1741 and 1746104
There remains the doubt concerning which elements have been effec-
tively discussed in letter 37. Although the collected data does not allow
us to draw definitive conclusions, it is nonetheless interesting to reflect
on the direction that the analysis of poetry takes in these years in Meier.
In the critical review to Gottsched’s poetics (1747), Meier sketches his
own approach to the crucial elements of a poem!%. He starts from the
usual tripartition of things or thoughts, signs and order!'%, and develops
the first two dimensions in a further series of elements (SZicke)l07:
things or thoughts must be regarded with respect to the six perfections
of cognition, the poet’s character, and the different kinds of poetic

100 See Baumgarten, Reflections on poetry, §§ 10 and 78.

10V Philosophische Brieffe von Aletheophilus, pp. 29 and ff. In this case, Baumgarten
avoids the term «Stiicke» and prefers «Vollkommenheiten» or «Vorziige», which
contain a motre pronounced evaluative connotation. See also Baumgarten, Sciagraph-
ia, §§ 94-96; 1d., Philosophia generalis, § 147. These concepts should have been dis-
cussed in the semiotic part of the Aesthetica, insofar as the ‘Proto-Aesthetica’ deals
with them at §§ 403-409, see Id., Isagoge, § 53. The four elements are also men-
tioned in Id., Praelectiones, § 100.

102 See 1d., Reflections on poetry, § 9.

103 Philosophische Brieffe von Aletheophilus, p. 31. See also Baumgarten, Sciagraphia, §
106; and 1d., Philosophia generalis, § 147. The presence of this doctrine in the
Sciagraphia indicates that such a change probably detives from the collegia privatissima
held in Halle.

104 Meier, Vertheidignng der Banmgartischen Erklirung eines Gedichtes, § 3.

105 1d., Beurtheilung der Gottschedischen Dichtkunst, Hemmerde, Halle 1747, § 12.

106 In this case, the order is postponed to signs.

107 Thidem, § 11.
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thoughts (concepts, judgements, and demonstrations); the exposition
must be regarded with respect to words, statements, style and eupho-
ny'%8. Such a scheme surely takes advantage of the general aesthetic pro-
ject elaborated in those years by Baumgarten!"; and yet, it is not unlike-
ly that Baumgarten himself could have applied this general plan to the
poem in letter 37119,

Whilst waiting for the research to make available further data to clear
up this matter, it is already possible to conclude that letter 37 lies at the
heart of the relations among the aesthetic issues of the Briefe. Certainly,
it is tied to letter 11 in the same way as letter 306 is tied to letter 2. There
is therefore a double couple of letters on the basis of their topics: the
first couple dealing with poetics and the second couple dealing with
aesthetics. However, letter 37 also has a close connection to letter 30,
not only for their paired and crucial position in the series of issues of
the journal, but also for the affinity of their content and approach: the
«Asthetik nach Hamburgy is thus complemented by a sort of «Poetik
nach Greifswald». In bidding a definitive farewell to his readers,
Aletheophilus seems at last to drop his mask, bringing to the fore the
two main focuses of Baumgarten’s aesthetic thought.

© 2017 The Author. Open Access published under the terms of the CC-BY-4.0.

108 After the general part, the analysis should include a special patt, devoted to
the different genres of poetry.

109 Meier’s scheme makes reference to a theoretical structure which emerged, alt-
hough in slightly different ways, both in the colleginm aestheticum and in letter 36, see
above.

110 In the Vertheidignng (§§ 7; 10-11), for example, Meier declares that Baumgart-
en’s definition of a poem requires the six perfections of sensate cognition (or beau-
ties), even if Baumgarten had not made clear such a link either in the Medjtationes or
in Aletheophilus’ 11t letter of 1741. To be sure, the connection could be an au-
tonomous conclusion of Meiet’s on the basis of Baumgarten’s earliest applications
of this doctrine to aesthetics (see letter 36 and his Seriptis, § 15), but it is not ex-
cluded that behind this bold assertion there could be a more explicit indication in
this direction contained in letter 37, a letter that Meier had quoted at the beginning
of the Vertheidigung as an important source for Baumgarten’s poetic doctrine.
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