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1t is gaid that ““men may try till dooms-day, they cannot
better the New Testament statement of the goldeu rale. The
selection has been made.”  Coleridge says of the great Eng-
lish poet. *“You might as well think of pushing « brick or a
stone out of & wall with yonr foréfinger, as attempt to remove
a word out of any of the finished passages of Shakespeare.™

Following no logical order, let us congider some of the
advantages to be gained from the stady of words and
synonyims. Some of these benefits have already been sug-
gested, but they deserve a tuller notice. A student, when
asked by his teacher to detine the simplest temn, may atter a
tew feeble and ineffectual etforts, contess his incompetency to
doit. *You have me there, professcr,” says the crest-fallen
=tadent. The poor fellow had a hazy, opaque idea of the
word, but not the clear vision that conld frame a definition.
No the modest request was not complied with. Indeed it is
an open secret that a challenge to define may cause hesitaney
vven n the protessedly learned. You might put a class—even
a Seunior class—to their trawps by asking to give, iu the light
of their derivations, the difference between two so-called
synonymoas words. To define, to draw nice distinctions, to
classify, require not only the continuous and rigorous exercise
of the intellect, but make it imperatively necessary to ¢, to
the roets of words to find their radical differences. For you
cannot understand the ramificatious unless you stand at the
roots to see how the words direrge or converge. This exer-
«ise is both a source of mental joy and exhilaration and arms
the mind with a defining faculty of immense valne. Defi-
nition is the conditien of precision, and precision is oue of the
chief virtaes of style. It the defining faculty is not strong
and sharp, how are precision and acenracy in style to be
reached ? Almost intermiuable argaments have taken place
between controve rsialists who never thought of first defining
the terms under dispute. It they had first given definitions,
there would probably have been no discussion, or at best but
a short one. The definer and synonymist selects out of many
the word which expresses the very shade and shape of the
idea in his mind. Theology, Science, Ethics and Philosophy
become absorbingly interesting studies in proportion as the
terms of these studies ave clearly .md aceurately defined and
distinguished. When this is not ’one, teacher and pupil
must grope in edifying darkness. The secret ot large and
broad scholarship lies ]arvelv in the power and 'eadlnGSq o
define and discriminate. Lan guage is not so much accommo-
dated to Philosophy as Philosophy is applied to language.



