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Ho has attained liis ond vvlioii lie lias put liiiiisolf

exactly at the p(jint of view ol' tli(! antlioi- in

writing;' the passai^e inKJcr eonsidd-atioii. At
times this is a comparatively simple matter.

Euclid writes :

—
" Two straiLclit lines which are

parallel to the same straiL,dit liim are parallel to

one another "—and this is a j)ro|)osition whoso
terms we have merely to compreliemi, in order

to be at the point of view at wdiieh Enciid uas
in writin;^- it. Jhit it' we turn, let us say, to the

works of Fh^rodotus, we find numerous stories

whoso tei'ms indeed are not less easily compre-
hended than thos(^ of Euelid, hut which seem to

us, it may he, childish and inei'cMlible. Jn UK.'ndy

undcrstamlini^- their purport, have; we reproducc^d

Herodotus' state of mind in wi itinn' tliem ^ Did

the stories seem childish or incredible to him .''

The question calls for literary investiufation.

The student must examine the whole work of

Herodotus and determine its eeneral sc^ipo. He
finds that it piof(.'sses to be a serious history, and
comes to the conclusion, perhaps, that Herod(jtus

gives the narratives under considei-ation in all

seiiousness and ^-ood faith. Yet still he does not

understand the author's state of mind in writintr

the passage. How came a man of evident intel-

lectual power and culture to believe fables

whoso absurdity is manifest to a school-boy of

to-day ? To answer this question the student

betakes himself to the study of Greek history

and Greek modes of thought ; and, until he has
thrown himself into Gre(dv life of the fifth century
and grasped Herodotus' relation to the civili/a

tion of his time, he will not have attained the

aim of literary study,—the reproduction in one's

self of the state of mind of the writer. Again,
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