A Discipline that I have Chosen
Introduction
Philosophy. What I think, what you think, what they think. What is true; what is not true. What’s right and what’s wrong. The study pursues (a) question/s, and hopes to find (an) answer/s. At its core I could simply stop writing here, as that about covers it. But philosophy is a part of something more than itself: the totality of subjective experience and its relationship to the 'objective'. There is philosophy in conception, birth, death, and brushing your teeth. It can be defined as "the systematic and critical study of fundamental questions that arise both in everyday life and through the practice of other disciplines" (Brown University), helping people to solve problems, communicate effectively, have right knowledge and articulate themselves correctly. As a discipline it aims to provide the individual with the tools to navigate the world, inner and outer, (Audi, R, 2017), the clearing of blocks and the polishing of the knowledge of self and other.  "The man who has no tincture of philosophy goes through life imprisoned in the prejudices derived from common sense, from the habitual beliefs of his age or his nation, and from convictions which have grown up in his mind without the cooperation or consent of his deliberate reason." (Russell, B, 1912). Philosophy is like a dustpan and brush.

Subject Matter
The study has around five 'main' subfields; wide roads that can take a person, slowly, through all avenues of inquiry, professional, or personal. The five are as follows: logic - the maths, or facts, of the study; ethics, which is concerned with the meaning of, and what constitutes, right and wrong, epistemology, discovering whether the unknown can be known, or what can be known; metaphysics, concerned with the fundamental nature of reality, and the history of philosophy, which tends to look at the philosophers of the past and the roles they have embodied, usually illuminating sole nations philosophies, one at a time, (Audi, R, 2017) as they haven't appeared to be connected in substance, but direction, across distance and time (Bod, R, 2013). For example, we need only look at Greek and Chinese philosophy's evolution to see that, although they evolved independently, "Both traditions prioritize ethical questions and the pursuit of a good life, whether through individual virtue or social harmony." (Musacchio, F, 2025)

Philosophy's Place in the Humanities
As a discipline, it is, in academic circles, also a part of the humanities, which includes many disciplines. Notably, Archaeology, Linguistics, creative expression, Anthropology and Historiography. The discipline within these disciplines seeks to make "the conceptual foundations of practice explicit, subjecting them to systematic criticism, drawing out their implications and envisioning alternatives to them", investigating what can be known through different methodologies, and analyse the circumstances in which particular principles are most appropriate (Cambridge University Press, 1985). Like in archaeology, "the person responsible for any piece of digging, however small and however large, should know exactly what he wants to find out, and then decide what kind of digging will show it to him" (Wylie, A, 2007)
There are philosophies 'in and of' each of the fields above, the difference between the two being that the 'philosophy of' humanities/sciences examines the discipline and its methodologies, while the 'philosophy in' humanities/sciences informs research and guides inquiry. As John Venn said, "No science can be safely abandoned entirely to its own devotees." (1866). The studies and practices follow the ethical and moral principles laid down by the practitioner of the discipline and are embodied or followed as a code of conduct by the scholar for the furthering of knowledge.
Linguistics, creative expression (Art), and Anthropology
Linguistics has three base approaches: externalism, emergentism and essentialism (Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 2011). Despite the long history of linguistic inquiry (Pāṇini), the development of philosophy apace with lingual study could not stop there from being multiple ways to approach a single sentence. Sometimes philosophy 'only' contributes the insight that there can be competing answers and assumptions in one line of inquiry, rather than a single revelation. As the Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy explains, “Many of the central differences between these approaches depend on what proponents consider to be the main project of linguistic theorizing, and what they count as a satisfying explanation” (2011). Philosophy therefore helps reveal that a discipline's subject matter is not always self-evident; defining it can involve philosophical assumptions.
This is not unique to linguistics. Dutton observes that “Evolutionary anthropologists and, in particular, postmodern anthropologists do seem to follow philosophies with essentially different presuppositions” (The Philosophy of Anthropology). Philosophy does not necessarily supply linguistics or Anthropology with its findings or a finding; rather, it can help clarify the assumptions behind those findings and what would count as a good explanation.
These same principles are found in creative expression, or art, though appearing differently. Philosophy in art means, Hospers argues, providing "conceptual foundations for the critic" to operationalise and arrive at "true conclusions about art, aesthetic value, expression, and the other concepts that critics employ." (2026). So, while philosophy in and of linguistics may seek multiple explanations for the same content, philosophy in and of art helps illuminate what art is, how it differs from other things, and what principles might be used to evaluate or interpret it.
And yet the interpretation of art also reveals the limits of seeking a single, definitive answer, showing linguistics' retreat from such methodology to perhaps be superior; just like language, an image or an object can evoke feelings of happiness, or disgust. Hospers notes that “Sometimes the term art is used in a persuasive sense, to include only those works considered good art” (1998), suggesting that even the classification of something as art can involve evaluative assumptions. Furthermore, Sontag writes that “interpretation presupposes a discrepancy between the clear meaning of the text and the demands of (later) readers” (1966). Interpretations seem then to differ according to the expectations and perspectives brought to a piece. Philosophy can investigate these differences without necessarily resolving them into one universally accepted interpretation.
Archaeology and Historiography
Archaeology and historiography both seek to develop knowledge of the past, however, they approach it through different forms of evidence and methods of interpretation. The practical problems of these disciplines can also expose weaknesses in philosophical theories, but the nature of Philosophy is to inquire, and the truth found may call upon multiple disciplines.
A philosophical theory that works well in another scientific discipline may not work well in the practice or theorisation of another. "Philosophical and archaeological interests differ enough that answers to philosophical questions about science are not directly transferrable to archaeological contexts even when the same questions seem to be at issue."  (Cambridge University Press, 1985). It's a good example of the hazards of inter-disciplinary borrowing. It's inevitably risky, Morgan insists, to "tak[e] a technique, method, analysis from an area outside one's own specialty and attempt ... to apply it to one's area of interest" (1973)
"Philosophers have sometimes turned their attention to efforts to examine history itself and the nature of historical knowledge" (Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 2007)
Historiography, which is defined as "the writing of history based on the critical examination of sources, the selection of particulars from the authentic materials, and the synthesis of particulars into a narrative that will stand the test of critical methods" (MWD), is similar to Archaeology in the sense that methods are used to interpret the past, and both methods and interpretations are meant to 'stand the test of critical methods'.
Imagine that some material evidence suggests a settlement was prosperous, but a surviving written account describes it as impoverished. The contradiction raises questions about the reliability of the written source, the interpretation of the archaeological evidence and the assumptions behind both accounts. "Many suggest that not only the methods but also the problems taken up by philosophers, at some levels of analysis at least, are ones that are of direct concern to practitioners." (Cambridge University Press, 1985). Philosophy here might help to outline the assumptions underlying both interpretations, evaluating the reasoning through which each account is justified, and identify alternative explanations that may have been overlooked, while archaeology and historiography supply the disciplinary knowledge needed to investigate them.
"The result is a thriving interfield in which archaeologically literate philosophers and philosophically minded archaeologists have explored a much expanded range of philosophical resources, ideals of objectivity, and foundational assumptions" (Wylie, A, 2007)
Conclusions and Direction
It's unclear the direction that Philosophy is moving in. The nature of Philosophy seems to show that Philosophy is both a discipline in its own right and a form of inquiry that develops through its relationships with other disciplines. "Since all fields of knowledge employ reasoning and must set standards of evidence, logic and epistemology have a general bearing on all these fields." (Audi, R, 2017)
It was thought the discipline might die out in the 20th century with the rise of Ludwig Wittgenstein. But the reality was to the contrary, and the exploration of language in Philosophy simply opened a new avenue of inquiry. And even with the claim that it seems "unlikely that another philosopher will appear with something altogether new under the sun", new generations will still have their own dilemmas and debates (Scheuer, J, 2024), and so while the foundations of Philosophy may not be redeveloped, it's clear that the study will continue, perhaps in the development and application of philosophical inquiry.
Today, Philosophy's areas of study are drifting towards applied ethics, artificial intelligence, and discourse concerning animals and the environment. For example, there's now studies in environmental Philosophy, which looks at humans moral relationship to the world and how we as a civilisation ought to live in it. There's also the more personal study of literature, whether it be Latin, romantic, or Welsh, and the philosophical introspection that comes with reading classics like the work of Statius and observing the interpretation of the reader alongside perusal. And so it becomes clear that the discipline is still developing, whether it's in a global sense or a personal one.
Through much of this essay, Philosophy has been shown to be not just a complement to the rest of the humanities, but a guide. It helps different fields to develop their ethical code of conduct, clarify what is being studied/looked for, determine what constitutes an acceptable finding, find and question bias, and integrate with other disciplines to solve complex methodological issues. However, this relationship is interdependent: while Philosophy helps other disciplines examine their assumptions and methods, their findings and practical problems also challenge philosophical thinking and generate new avenues of inquiry.
This essay has illustrated the reciprocal relationship between Philosophy and the wider humanities. It's a part of most enquiries, and its future, therefore, may not lie in new avenues of inquiry, but in the increasing collaboration with other disciplines as questions arise that cannot be adequately addressed by one field alone. 
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Please note:
The different usage of 'inquiry' and 'enquiry' is intentional.
