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m1orialt for example, cannot be understocod withiout refereiice
to the implied thieology anid philosophy.

The more thorougrh your kinoledg-3 of philosophy,there-
fore, the faller wvill be your appreciation of t[ poet's grenlus
lu relating bis concrete subjeu~t to, great pri nciples.

Thus if we look careftilly into our literature we shahl
find much of it tinged with agnosticism, and il we trace that
back to its source wve find it the restilt probably of the niega-
tive attitude of sone great (iernian thinker.

We do xiot read books niow aud irnrndiately cast themi
aside. We asic what they teach. And if wve be not carefill
wve shail talce our phi1osophy froni literature, instead of makc-
ing literature furnish the matter for our philosopby. As
every man 18 somethingS of a philosopher it is well for hirn
to get bis d;>ctritue from. the best sources. Only when litera-
ture is kcept iri its place, does it falfil its true office ; only t.hen
do wve reaily -aimderstanid it.

2. Phifrisoplty helps the student of literature by helpg iod t
interpret language.

Poetry, for instance, i8 beauty in language. To disceriu
that beauty, to know literatuwe, language mus t be interpreted.
But only as wve knowv philosephy aud psyclhology caa we
really knowv language. We must ixot forgret that language
itself is "1the great tonfessional of the humaii heart," t1ve
supreme expression of the hiumaz) mind.

The i-elation between the words aud thought mnust there-
fore be exaniiined.

The definitiori of a name given by Hobbes-', A sign
taken at random, for a mark that wviu raise a thougrht like
sorne thought we had, before and which beiiig proi'ouiiced
raises a simijar thoigcht in the mi-id of the hearer -"-i18 verv
good as showigû the funetion of word8 to give coutiuuity to
our ow'n mental life and to relate us to the mental lite of
otherý. But -we canuot rest in mere nozninalisrn. Language,
we believe, expresses the soul of miar aud to know that soul
its expression must be studied philosophically.

1 have been told that a professor at -Yale is dev'tg
himself to the st'idy of the use of the subjunctive moou ini
the writings of a single Latin author and that he is showing
'by psychology and philosophy the absurdity of mauy of the
grammars coustructed on the deductive principlealo-ie.

This I take it ivill ho the second help afibrded to the
study of literature by ph"losophy, that it ;ill give hlm prin-
ciples and insighit fOr the iuterpretation of' lauguage. The


