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2. The object of the science of literature is not literature, but
literariness —— that is, that which makes a given work a work of
literature. Until now literary historians have preferred to act 1ike the
policeman who, intending to arrest a certain person, would, at any
opportunity, seize any and all persons who chanced into the apartment,
as well as those who passed along the street. The literary historians used
everything ——— anthropology, psychology, politics, philosophy. Instead
of a science of literature, they created a conglomeration of homespun
disciplines. They seemed to have forgotten that their essays strayed into
related disciplines —— the history of philosophy, the history of cul ture,
of psychology, etc. ——— and that these could rightly use literary
masterpieces only as defective, secondary documents.
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