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Abstract 

The purpose of this paper is to investigate into the reasons why the pedagogy of Stoy 

(1815-1885) is categorized as of the school of J. F. Herbart. This study focuses on three 

main dimensions of Herbart’s general pedagogy: plasticity, teaching theory and moral 

cultivation as the purpose of education. Based on them, this study explores their relations 

to Herbart’s general pedagogy by analyzing Stoy’s main works so as to figure out why Stoy 

is regarded as a Herbartian. 
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1 1815 1 22 Stoy Sachsen Pegan Stoy 1833 Leipzig

M. W. Drobisch 1802-1896 G. Hartenstein 1808-1890

1837 Stoy Göttingen Herbart Herbart

Göttingen Stoy Göttingen

Stoy 1839

Göttingen Weinhein

 

 Stoy 1842 10 Weinhein 1843 Jena 1844

Stoy 12 9

Volksschule pädagogisches Seminar 1857

Jena 1865 1866 Herdelberg 1867

Bielitz Lehrerseminar 1874 Herdelberg Jena

1885 1 23 Stoy Jena Bliedner, 1908  
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