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actors that there is a form of gesture and movement that is not merely
appropriate to each style of dress, but really conditioned by it. The
extravagant use of the arms in the cighteenth century, for instance,
was the necessary result of the large hoop, and the solemn dignity of
Burleigh owed as much to his ruff as to his reason. Besides, until an
actor is at home in his dress, he is not at home in his part,
Of the value of beautiful costume in creating an artistic tempera-
ment in the audience, and producing that joy in beauty for beauty’s
‘sake, without which the great masterpieces of art can never be under.
stood, I will not here speak; though it is worth while to notice how
Shakespeare appreciated that side of the question in the production
of his tragedies, acting them always by artificial light, and in 2 theatre
hung with black; but what I have tried to point out is that archzology
is not a pedantic method, but a method of artistic illusion, and that
costume is.a. means of displaying character without description, and
of producing dramatic situations and dramatic effects, And I think

it is a pity that so many critics should have set themselves to attack

remember Macready or have seen Benjamin Webster; we shall
require of them, indeed, that they culiivate a sense of beauty. Pour
dire plus difficile, la tdche wen est que plus glorieuse,* And if they will not
€ncourage, at least they must not oppose, a movement of which
Shakespeare of all dramatists would have most approved, for it has
the illusion of truth for its method, and the illusion of beauty for its
result. Not that I agree with everything that I have sajd in this
essay. There is much with which I entirely disagree. The essay,
simply represents an artistic standpoint, and in msthetic criticism
attitude is everything. For in art there is no such thing as a universal
truth. A Truth in art is that whose contradictory is also true, And
just as it is only in art-criticism, and through it, that we can apprehend
the Platonic theory of ideas, so it is only in art-criticism, and through
it, that we can realise Hegel’s system of contraries. The truths of
metaphysics are the truths of masks, .

I Because it is more difficuit, the task is only more glorious for that,
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(e chiel w&<m5.mmw that would result from the establishment of

| Socialism is, undoubtedly, the fact that Socialism would relieve

i i ivi hers which, in the
j that sordid necessity of living for ot
wamoww MWWMWH& of things, presses so hardly upon almost everybody.
one at all escapes. ]
ww w%‘«mwwwumw% ﬁmwu the course of the century, a great man of wmmmﬁmwu
like Darwin; a manmﬁ poet like Keats ; 2 fine critical spirit Ll m_ L
Renan a mﬁﬁw@ﬁm artist like Flaubert, has been able ,8#, wmw ate
Wmﬂmﬂ.w to keep himself out of reach of the clamorous claims o %a omﬂmg
¢ MMSM_ “ under the shelter of the wall,” as Plato puts it, an va MM
nwmwmn the perfection of what was &mnﬂ. him, ﬁw %Mmo%ﬁ ﬁwnwmﬁwv bl
i i arable and lasting g: )
%MP@@WW%WMW MWMOWWn@moE. The majority of people w%o.m %Mmm
m<Mw m% an E&m&.&% and exaggerated mEEMMﬂMaWWQ MMMMMMm ﬂwﬂ MM. 3\»
| i . They find themselves surrounded by h 2
._wo ﬂwwmﬂﬂmwwmwdﬂf _wmx hideous starvation. It is Ea%&Emm.MWMMmWMM
mww*o&,& be strongly moved by 2ll this. The nb._oﬁoﬂmm 0 WSMMM re stirred
re quickly than man’s intelligence ; and as I poin it some
s AMo in an article on the function of criticism, it is muc or
meww wom have sympathy with mnm.mmuma 3»5&‘” is mﬂ:wwe.ﬂmw%%mﬂﬁm
i ht, Accordingly, with admirable,
ﬁ%&%ﬂmﬁm&ﬁnﬁ very mmz..oﬂm:w and very sentimentally MMH .QM%MWWMM
wu the task of remedying the evils that they see. wﬂmn .&u@ﬂ.ﬁ remedics
mwnow cure the disease ; they merely prolongit. Indeed, the
2 nibindermraon for instance, by keeping
the problem of poverty, 3 i
the .WWMN MWMM mMM\Wp ﬂm%nmmo of a very advanced school, by amusing
Eammm H.mEm is not a solution ; it is an aggravation of m\ﬁ MMMWM#%N““
The proper aim is to try and reconstruct society on suc Nm s he
Muo%ﬂw..% .m&m be impossible. And the %Hgﬁww ﬁwﬂmﬂm m_meum oébnmw
rrying out of this aim. Just as the .
%Mmﬂmmﬂmmmﬂwwmws@mw mem to their slaves, and so prevented m:% WMMMNW
MM.MWn system being realised by those who suffered ?onﬂ Hmwmwwom. e
stood by those who contemplated it, so, in the presen vm_o o i
in England, the people who do most harm are the mﬁwv oty to
MM Bommﬁ mom& ; and at last we have had the spectacle o&gmmwééro ave
lly studied the problem and know the life—educated m ho Live
m.nmmww East End—coming forward and imploring the ooﬁnﬁmp ! WH &
Emﬁ.pws its altruistic impulses of oﬁmlﬂm benevolence, mmMoEQ.mmmnm“
H%_HQ do so on the ground that such charity &nmﬁwmmw u%. 1 de
i i tes a mu X
They are perfectly right. Charity creal e v crivate property
i is to be said. It is immor, P
There is also this to be 1078
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in order to alleviate the horrible evils that result from the institution
of private property. It is both immoral and unfair,

Under Socialism all this will, of course, be altered. There will be
no people living in fetid dens and fetid rags, and bringing up un.
healthy, hunger-pinched children in the midst of impossible and
absolutely repulsive surroundings. The security of society will not
depend, as it does now, on the state of the weather. If a frost comes
we shall not have a hundred thousand men out of work, tramping
about the streets in a state of disgusting misery, or whining to their
neighbours for alms, or crowding round the doors of loathsome
shelters to try and secure a hunch of bread and a night’s unclean
lodging. Each member of the society will share in the general prosperity
and happiness of the society, and if 2 frost comes no one will practically
be anything the worse.

Upon the other hand, Socialism itself will he of value simply
because it will lead to Individualism,

Socialism, Communism, or whatever one chooses to call i, by
converting private property into public wealth, and substituting co.
operation for competition, will restore society to its proper condition
of a thoroughly healthy organism, and ensure the materiz] well-being
of each member of the community. It will, in fact, give Life its proper
basis and its proper environment, But, for the full development of
Life to its highest mode of perfection, something more is needed. What
is needed is Individualism, If the Socialism.is Authoritarian ; if there
are Governments armed with economic power as they are now with

political power ; if, in a word, we are to have Industrial Tyrannies,
then the last state of man will be worse than the first. At present, in
consequence of the existence of private property, a great many people
are enabled to develop a certain very limited amount of Individualism,
They are either under no necessity to work for their living, or are
enabled to choose the sphere of activity that is really congenial to
them, and gives them pleasure, These are the poets, the philosophers,
the men of science, the men of culture—in a word, the real men, the
men who have realised themselves, and in whom all Humanity gains
a partial realisation. Upon the other hand, there are 2 great many
people who, having no private property of their own, and being always
on the brink of sheer starvation, are compelled to do the work of beasts
of burden, to do work that is quite uncongenial to them, and to which
they are forced by the peremptory, unreasonable, degrading Tyranny
of want. These are the poor ; and amongst them there is no grace of
manner, or charm of speech, or civilisation or culture, or refinement
in pleasures, or joy of life. From their collective force Humanity gaing
much in material prosperity. But it is only the material result that
it gains, and the man who is poor is in himself absolutely of no importe
ance. He is merely the infinitesimal atom of 2 force that, so far from
regarding him, crushes him : indeed, prefers him crushed, as in that
case he is far more obedient.

Of course it might be said that the Individualism generated under

8
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it i is not always, or even as a rule, of a
i MM%WANMMM%MMM@MWM%&N poor, u..wmvg have not culture and
e o ﬁwwm siill Bmaw virtues. Both these statements would be n._EwS
%E.Bv%?w possession of private property is very owmm M&Mﬂm NM
mdamﬁ&mmam and that is, of course, one of the reasons Am y owmﬁnw
.mﬁw to get rid of the institution. In fact, property isrea Wm nu ace.
Some yeo ago people went about the country saying that H__wo@ ﬁ%\
moEM s, meoﬁ said it so often and so tediously that, at last, m
i ﬂw._wwm be M to say it. One hears it now from every pulpit.
“ow_ﬁ...w.wa& gm% Property not merely has duties, but vmm 50 EWWM
duries ?mww its possession o any large extent Is a bore, ﬂ.ﬁ Hﬂ.ﬁvr c
m:..nﬁmm laims upon one, endless attention to business, endless M % .
mm ot M% wm.mﬁmmaﬁw pleasures, we noﬁE.mﬁu& it ; but :m.@ cmumm

mm.oma nbearable. In the interest of the rich we must get ﬁ: o b
Th wﬁﬂﬁm - of the poor may be readily admitted, and are muc wwo. e
o &@m.ﬁn are often told that the poor are grateful for charity.
Seme f them are, no doub, but the best amongst the poor are ﬁoqmm
Mwwﬂmmmm They ’ are ungrateful, discomtented, disobedient, am

- rebellions. They are quite right to be so. Charity they feel to be

i itwut timental
idi inadequate mode of partial restitution, or 2 sen

Mamg% JMWMMW Mmoognwmam& by some impertinent attempt Aﬂﬂa @Mw, me
of the sentimentalist to tyrannise MMQ. M.rmﬁm. vﬁ«wwwm _.”MW Emsum\ should
i for the crumbs that fall from ricl X
%Mw Www?m“m,wﬂw mmwﬁmm at the board, and are beginning to wu%é mw
As wwm. being discontented, a man who M%&Qwﬂmﬁwww %%Mowwnﬂaﬁ%mnﬁ
i such a low mode © ) :

chos wﬁmomwoﬂwwwmuw%&g Mﬁ eyes of any one who has read ?ﬁo@mw
en.ﬁm. riginal virtue. It is through disobedience that ﬁw%mﬂmmm. as-
Wnﬂ“ m.EM&mM through disobedience and through wﬁwmwroﬁ . WMWMMNM%M
the poor are praised for being thrifty. But to .umnouwamn.z thrift to the
@oowu is both grotesque and insulting. HW%W Wwwoﬂ. Mwmﬁn%mﬁnmmm vho

i i less, For a town or coun

Ww%mw%mmﬂmmmﬂmﬁ% immoral, Man mEQWE d.%%w v@mﬁnwmw_ww Mwﬁwqﬁﬂn
ive i imal. He sho eclin .

he can live like 2 badly fed animal. e e by roms

i teal or go on the rates, which is co;

WSMMMOM.HMQEMW mnm.anum. Mm for begging, it is safer to beg than ﬁM MMMW
mm: it is finer to beg than to take. No: a poor man who ww :umw.smmﬁ s
thrifty, discontented, and rebellious, is probably a rea ﬁa.mmm x mww

gw& h R uch in him. He is at any rate a healthy protest. S..E
virtuous E.oom. one can pity them, of course, but one cannot possi M
A\Mﬁomﬂwgw They have made private terms with the WSMS.u\WWM :
M.QMHMW@W birthright for very bad %ogﬁmmﬂ m.“mwa M.MM.MU M MM _mﬂw N tra-

inari id. I can quite understan <
Q.QMMMM“ uwwwﬁwuﬁaowmwao Mﬁ& admit of its accumulation, as wo_w_m HM WM
@?wﬂmo elf W able under those nou&mmwosm to .nnm__wm mﬂﬂw mwﬁu %oSoM iful
d i ife. But it is almost incre ;

memumwummwwnﬂsmﬁw“& m%@ made hidecus by such laws can possibly

acquiesce in their continuance.
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%Wﬁoﬁﬂ%ﬁ the %wimwmcoz is mot really difficult to find. It s simpl
el MN an w%ﬁﬁw are 5o absolutely degrading, and wmmq%wM
phoci owE tysing eftect over the nature of men, that no class is e
e cor %sz mm. its own suffering. They have to be told owmmcmﬁ
o mwowm % nwumws mgm«. often entirely disbelieve them., What is mmmm
o muw yers om labour against agitators is unquestionably true
¢ gitators an M set of interfering, meddling people, who come down
e %mooawg MMHN aoﬁnﬂh& class of the community and sow the mnwn_um
ebsolutaly e ongst them, 'That is the reason why agitators are so
ey ol &umﬁw Without them, in our incomplete state, th
Wwould b nMnm“ vance towards civilisation. Slavery was put mwiao.&
Lmeric wn< Qnswnoum%amnﬂne of any action on the part of the m_gﬂ“__
. A € wu%& Qm” on their part that they should be free. I
A Govn en %& ough the grossly iflegal conduct of certain
S ators in Bost n an m_waévmwma.iwo were not slaves themselves
I e of Sl m%& nor had anything to do with the question really,
b qu dout m:.ﬁ the b&o.:ﬁ.uo&mﬁ who set the torch alight, Swﬁ
gan fhe whe € thing. And it is curious to note that from the slay
o y nmoom.qm% not merely very little assistance, but Smw&mm
any ¢ ngnwc Mm..m H »,ma& when at the close of the war the wﬁ,mﬁw
ey e o ves | &me ound themselves indeed so absolutely free that
of thimen o m&ww many of them bitterly regretted the new state
froones, Tot ¢ thinker, the most tragic fact in the whole of th
3 e, .ﬁwwwﬁmuﬁ not that Marie Antoinette was killed for bei .
2 queen, bt ne starved peasant of the Vendée voluntaril o
A %n or HWm ?m»mosm cause of feudalism, R went
ar, then, that no Authoritarian Sociali i
nd s rian Socialism will do. F i
und omm.__,”Mm MwaMwH mﬁ.ﬁma a very large number of people can Wwﬂﬁm%m
o aain ar cnw of freedom and expression and happiness gn_mm
o pral mmﬁ.ﬂn System, or a system of economic tyrann n10b m@m
Horg be Al ow ave any such freedom at all. It is to W%Wm mmmm
o proranion o OFMF community should be practically in &mﬁwﬂ b
hiropose to olve the problem by enslaving the entire noB.Eﬁmm b
. K nn@ man must be left quite free 10 choose his own QW
o orm, Boﬁomuwcwnos must be exercised over him. If there W ow.ﬁ.%
be goad fon oﬁ_pm moo.MM.On him, will not be good in itself, and will T
5500 for others. And by work T simply mean activicy of any kind.
that an otk wrmm%%< Socialist, nowadays, would seriously propo :
20 nspec ould call every morning at each house o s ww at
b ot oan% ww and did manual labour for eight hours. E:w%m o
ol %roww G that stage, and reserves such a form of life for Nﬂ%
Beopie whor mrE a very mwgn.mww.gmuzmﬁ it chooses to call crimi _mm
e Sonfess ¢ %M Nﬂu% of the socialistic views that I have come m.M.N ;
ision, "o pe ¢ ﬁmw with ideas of authority, if not of actual oom%
B o O cour Mm Mswooﬁmﬂwﬁm wnogﬁcwmob are out of the @ﬁmmmow.n
associations that man is mﬁnw. vounty. 1t i only in voluntary

Buat it mav be asked how Individualism, which is now more or less

i
:
;
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dependent on the existence of private property for its development,
will benefit by the abolition of such private property. The answer is
very simple. It is true that, under existing conditions, z few men
who have had private means of their own, such as Byrom, Shelley,
Browning, Victor Hugo, Baudelaire, and others, have been able to
realise their personality, more or less completely. Not one of these
men ever did 2 single day’s work for hire. They were relieved from
poverty. They had an immense advantage. The question is whether
it would be for the good of Individualism that such an advantage
should be taken away. Let us suppose that it is taken away. What
happens then to Individualism ? How will it benefit ?

Tt will benefit in this way. Under the new conditions Individualism
will be far freer, far finer, and far more intensified than it is now. I
am not talking of the great imaginatively realised Individualism of
such poets as I have mentioned, but of the great actual Individualism
latent and potential in mankind generally. For the recognition of
private property has really harmer Individualism, and obscured it,
by confusing 2 man with what he possesses. It has led Individualism
entirely astray. It has made gain; not growth, its aim. So that man
thought that the important thing was to have, and did not know that
the important thing is to be. The true perfection of man lies, not in
what man has, but in what man is. Private property has crushed true
Individualism, and set up an Individualism that is false. It has
debarred one part of the community from being individual by starving
them. It has debarred the other part of the community from being
individual by putting them on the wrong road, and encumbering them.
Indeed, so completely has man’s personality been absorbed by his
possessions that th
man’s property with far more severity than offences against his person,
and property is still the test of complete citizenship. The industry
necessary for the making of money is also very demoralising. In a
community like ours, where property confers immense distinction,
social position, honour, respect, titles, and other pleasant things of the
kind, man, being naturally ambitious, malkes it his aim to accumulate
this property, and goes on wearily and tediously accumulating it long
after he has got far more than he wants, or can use, or enjoy, or
perhaps even know of. Man will kil himself by overwork in order
to secure property, and really, considering the enormous advantages

that property brings, one is hardly surprised. One’s regret is that
society should be constructed on such a basis that man has been forced
into a groove in which he cannot freely develop what is wonderful,
and fascinating, and delightful in him—in which, in fact, he misses
the true pleasure and joy of living. He is also, under existing con-
ditions, very insecure. An enormously wealthy merchant may be—
often is—at every moment of his life at the mercy of things that are
not under his control. If the wind blows an extra point or so, or the
weather suddenly changes, or some trivial thing happens, his ship

may go down, his speculations may go wrong, and he finds himself a

e English law has always treated offences against a
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poor man, with his social position quite gone. Now, nothing should
be able to harm a man except himself, Nothing should be able to
rob a man at all. ‘What a man really has, is what is in him. What is
outside of him should be a matter of no importance. .
With the abolition of private property, then, we shall have true,
beautiful, healthy Individualism. Nobody will waste his Lfe in
accumulating things, and the symbols for things. One will live. To
Live is the rarest thing in the world. Most people exist, that is 2]l
It is a question whether we have ever seen the full expression of a
personality, except on the imaginative plane of art. In action, we
never have. Casar, says Mommsen, was the complete and perfect
man. But how tragically insecure was Czsar ! Wherever there is a
man’ who exercises authority, there is a man who resists authority,
Casar was very perfect, but his perfection travelled by too dangerous
a road. Marcus Aurelius was the perfect man, says Renan, Yes, the
great emperor was a perfect man. But how intolerable were the
endless claims upon him ! He staggered under the burden of the
empire. He was conscious how inadequate one man was to bear the
weight of that Titan and too vast orb. What I mean by a perfect
man is one who develops under perfect conditions ; one who is not
wounded, or worried, or maimed, or in danger. Most personalities
have been obliged to be rebels. Half their strength has been wasted
in friction. Byron’s personality, for instance, was terribly wasted in
its battle with the stupidity and hypocrisy and Philistinism of the
English. Such battles do not always intensify strength ; they often
exaggerate weakness. Byron was never able to give us what he might
have given us. Shelley escaped better. Like Byron, he got out of
England as soon as possible. But he was not so well known. If the
English had realised what a great poet he really was, they would
have fallen on him with tooth and nail, and made his life as unbearable
to him as they possibly could. But he was not 2 remarkable figure in
society, and consequently he escaped, to a certain degree. Still, even
in Shelley the note of rebellion is sometimes too strong. The note of
the perfect personality is not rebellion, but peace.

It will be a marvellous thing—the true personality of man—when
we see it. It will grow naturally and simply, flowerlike, or as a tres
grows. It will not be at discord. It will never argue or dispute, It
will not prove things. It will know everything. And yet it will not
busy itself about knowledge. It will have wisdom. Its value will not
be measured by material things. It will have nothing. And yet it
will have everything, and whatever one takes from it, it will still have,
so rich will it be. It will not be always meddling with others, or asking
them to be like itself. It will love them because they will be different.
And yet while it will not meddle with others, it will help all, as a
beautiful thing helps us, by being what it is. The personality of man
sw: be very wonderful. It will be as wonderful as the personality
of a child.

In its development it will be assisted by Christianity, if men desire

L
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T3 if men do not desire that, it will develop none the less
“wwww. wwwwmﬁﬁimm not worry itself about the past, nor care WEQWJ.
things happened or did not happen. Nor will it admit mu% wém ﬁ;
its own laws ; nor any authority but its own mﬁ?eﬂsw " eti .wm”&
love those who sought to intensify it, and speak often of them.

ist was one. . )
o ﬁwﬁmmmm“w.wwﬁnﬁ_x was written over the wowﬁmﬁ, of %_m m%hmwm
world, Over the portal of the new world, “ Be Hw_wmmm ﬁw, ik e
written. And the EMwwmmm of Christ to man was simply * Be thyself.

i t of Christ. o
ﬂwﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂw M.m&m about the poor he simply means ﬁmwmowmmﬂﬂmm» H%M
as when he talks about the rich he simply means people who .wﬁﬂwmﬁ
developed their personalities. - Jesus moved in 2 wonEE%H v that
allowed the accumulation of private property just as ouxrs om“mu and
the gospel that he preached was, not that in such a ﬁomwgwaw y s
an advantage for a man to live on scanty, mﬂéwowamonﬂm ~oo ) o&ﬁaﬁ.
ragged, unwholesome clothes, to sleep in .woﬂ.&v unw wwmoam el
ings, and a disadvantage for 2 man to live under healthy, %u e nt,
and decent conditions. Sucha view would have been EMom,,mm aﬂn M& !
then, and would, of course, be still more wrong now m:m 3 ._W E ngla d
for as man moves northward the ﬁwmﬁﬂw& necessities of life mwwwgmb&
more vital importance, and our society is infinitely E.Q.N 85% *, an
displays far greater extremes of luxury and vmcww,._mwn ..M.m mﬁmwm umo cle s_w..
of the antique world. What jesus meant was ths. i€ S | to man,
“ You have a wonderful personality. Develop it. Be yourselt.

i ion lies i ing or possessing external
" jmagine that your perfection lies in accumulating or p g

ion is insi 1d realise that
i r affection is inside of you. If only you cou A
ﬁﬁ%oﬁﬁoﬂoﬁ want to be rich. Ordinary riches can be wao_a_,ﬂ MMOE )
MEE‘H Real riches cannot. In the c.mmmzdﬂwozw@ owm\oﬁ. WMM s .\HMHM
infinitely precious things, that may not e taken from you.
MM@ MMW wwﬁmw\ mmw.mvn your _%ou that external things will not meﬂM you.
And try also, to get rid of personal vwomwaﬁ%. It EWAMMM\M&MO#@ MO@WMMm
i 1 tinual wrong. Pe
occupaiion, endless industry, continu e S ol A
i Individualism at every step. tis to |
WMMMHMNQM HWM\H impoverished people are necessarily good, or ﬁowww.w
people necessarily bad. That would not have been true. ealt W\
people are, as a class, better than mawo‘wwwdmrﬁm @n%muom%n%ww MM#MW .
i - nly o
more intellectual, more well-behaved. ere is only ¢ o th
i i than the rich, and that is
community that thinks more about money ' O ety
. The poor can think of ﬁoﬂrim else. : s
%W%MMNOO? A%Wmm Jesus does say, is that man reaches ?mwwmnmwoﬂoﬂm
not through what he has, not even nrnwﬂmw what he &oawronm Mwmmmmﬁw
i thy young man :
through what he is. And so the wea JonE I o
is represented as a thoroughly good citizen, as brol
.WMMMM Mm %wﬂwém of his state, none of the noaambamsthm Mmﬁ WMM MMW@MMW
i i i dinary sense O
He is quite respectable, in the or ; ey Ih
says to him, * You should give up pr P
%Eb%%mnmmmmm w.owu Hammmmmm your perfection. It is a drag upon you,
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It is 2 burden. Your i
It eIk, personality does not need it. is withi
i WMM%W,”HMM wom %o.%u that you will find what you Ham%w MW.M;MMM <mc.
you really want.” o his own friends he says the same thin "
st mwﬂmm?mw. and not to be always worrying m.oo:m. Wa
T g o o er things matter ? Man is complete in E%ﬂ I
}hen they go into e world, the world will disagree with them ‘Hm%.
& incvitable. .H.TM world hates Individualism. But that is n ﬁwmw
ouble them. mw< are to be calm and self-centred. If 2 man wwws
iy & bw : uw to give him their coat, just to show that mat ol
things are of gmwmﬁmbmo.. If people abuse them, they are SMME
answer back. Wh: H.mnm.: signify ? The things people say of a .
do not alter 2 man, & H_m what he is. Public opinion is of no <me
whatsoever. Bven i WQOHU e employ actual violence, they are not t wa
Tilent In & . at would be to fall to the same low level mm. :
al ﬁonmommmm n, 2 man can be quite free. His soul can be f -
s o m._pou.\ can be untroubled. He can be at peace. And © Wamm.
o & by w M.MN 5om to interefere with other people or .w;&. uom%o.ﬁ
S o mmmgm.ﬁn&dw ty is a very mysterious thing. A Embmn ot
always be cstima y what he does. He may keep the law m% e
P jworthless m<amm3.m< break the law, and yet be fine He aay b
mo&mq hout ev r %Hnm anything bad. He may commit a si o/l
<, Smm t ﬂwm ise through that sin his true perfection o egamt
the by 2 ¥ %Hmn who was taken in adultery, We are not tol
Pt Akl ove, but that love must have been very mw.mmw .ﬁm@
Jesus said that b M. sins were forgiven her, not because she re ; MH.
short time before H‘MM@&MMMW mMm HMMMMM mb@w g Emﬁw%nwww :
shoxt timm s > at a feast, the i
S#wwﬁ o Mﬂ MOMMM ﬁMH?.Emm on his hair. His friends MMWMMMM MMMb mw re
it vna.mspm e w mm it was extravagance, and that the mone QHMR
e Om ould have been expended on charitable wawﬁ.@m mw
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o divine moment, and b ing i
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Yes, there arc suggestive things i st .
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terrible answer. He would allow no claim whatsoever to be made on

personality. :
And so he who would lead 2 Christlike life is he who is perfectly and

absolutely himself. He may be a great poet, OF a great maz of science,
or a young stud

ent at a University, or one who watches sheep upon 2
moor ; of a maker of dramas, Iike Shakespeare, or @ thinker about
God, like Spinoza ; or & child who plays in a garden, or @ fisherman
who throws his net into the sea. It does not matter what he is, a8
long as he realises the perfection of the soul that is within him. AL

s and in life is wrong. Through the streets of

imitation in mora
Jerusalem at the present day crawls one who is mad and carries &
bol of the lives that are

wooden cross on his shoulders. He is a sym
tion. Father Damien was Christlike when he went

marred by imita
out to live with the lepers, because in such service he realised fully
him. But he was not more Christlike than Wagner

what was best in
when he realised his soul in music ; or than Shelley, when he realised

his soul in song. There is no one type for man. Lhere are as many
perfections as there are imperfect men. And while to the claims of
-charity a man may yield and yet be free, to the claims of conformity
no man may yield and remain free at all.
Individualism, then, is what through Socialisi we are attain.

s a natural result the State must give up all idea of government. It
smust give it up because, as a wise man once said many centuries befors
Christ, there is such 2 thing as leaving mankind alone ; there i3 no
such thing as governing mankind. All modes of government are
failures. Despotism is unjust to everybody, including the despot, who
was probably made for better things. Oligarchies are unjust to the

many, and ochlocracies are unjust to the few. High hopes were once

formed of democracy ; but democracy means simply the bludgeoning-
of the people by the people for the people. It has been found out, L

must say that it was high time, for all authority is quite degrading.

It degrades those who exercise it, and degrades those over whorm it 1=
cxercised. When it is violently, grossly, and cruelly used, it produces
a good effect, by creating, or at any rate bringing out, the spirit of
sevolt and Individualism that is t0 kill it. When it is used with a
certain amount of kindness, and accompanied by prizes and rewards,
it is dreadfully demoralising. People, in that case, ar¢ less conscious
of the horrible pressure that is being put on themn, and so go through
their lives in a sort of coarse comfort, like petted animals, without ever
realising that they are probably thinking other people’s thoughts,
living by other people’s standards, wearing practically what one may
call other people’s second-hand clothes, and never being themselves
for 2 single moment. s He who would be free,” says & fine thinker,
-« must not conform.” And authority, by bribing people to conform,
‘produces a very gross Lind of over-fed barbarism amongst us.

With authority, punishment will pass away. This will be a great
in fact, of incalculable value. As-one reads history, not
men, but in

gain—a gain,
in the expurgated editions written for schoolboys and pass
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impossible. To sweep it with joy would be appalling. Man is made
for something better than disturbing dirt. All work of that kind should
be done by a machine.’

And I have no doubt that it will be so. Up to the present, man
has been, to a ceridin extent, the slave of machinery, and there is

something tragic in the fact that as soon as man had invented 2 machine

to do his work he began to starve. This, however, is, of course, the
vesult of our property system and our system of competition, One man
owns a machine which does the work of five hundred men. Five
hundred men are, in consequence, thrown out of employment, and,
having no work to do, become hungry and take to thieving. The one
man secures the produce of the machine and keeps it, and has five
hundred times as much as he should have, and probably, which is of
much more importance, a great deal more than he really wants. Were
that machine the property of all, everybody would benefit by it. It
would be an immense advantage to the community. All unintellectual
fabour, all monotonous, dull labour, all labour that deals with dreadful
things, and involves unpleasant conditions, must be done by machinery.
Machinery must work for us in coal mines, and do all sanitary services,
and be the stoker of steamers, and clean the streets, and rup messages
on wet days, and do anything that is tedious or distressing. At present
machinery competes against man. Under proper conditions machinery
will serve man, There is no doubt at all that this is the future of
machinery ; and just as trees grow while the country gentleman ig
asleep, so while Humanity will be amusing itself, or enjoying cultivated
leisure—which, and not labour, is the aim of man—or making beautiful
things, or reading beautiful things, or simply contemplating the world
with admiration and delight, machinery will be doing all the necessary
and unpleasant work. The fact is, that civilisation requires slaves.
The Greeks were quite right there. Unless there are slaves to do the
ugly, horrible, uninteresting work, culture and contemplation become
almost impossible. Human slavery is wrong, insecure, and demoralis-
ing. On mechanical slavery, on the slavery of the machine, the future
of the world depends. And when scientific men are no longer called
upon to go down to a depressing East End and distribute bad cocoa
and worse blankets to starving people, they will have delightful leisure
in which to devise wonderful and marvellous things for their own joy
and the joy of every one else. There will be great storages of foree
for every city, and for every house if required, and this force man will
convert into heat, light, or motion, according to his needs, Is this
Utopian? A map of the world that does not include Utopia is not
worth even glancing at, for it leaves out the one country at which
Humanity is always landing. And when Humanity lands there, it
looks out, and, seeing a better country, sets sail. Progress is the
realisation of Utopias.
Now, I have said that the community by means of organisation of
machinery will supply the useful things, and that the beautiful things
will be made by the individual. This is not merely necessary, but it
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on the part of the community, or the Church, or the Government, to
interfere with the individualism of speculative thought, but the
attempt to interfere with the individualism of imaginative art still
lingers. In fact, it does more than linger ; it is aggressive, offensive,
and brutalising. .
In England, the arts that have escaped best are the arts in which
the public take no interest. Poetry is an instance of what I mean.
We have been able to have fine poetry in England because the public
do not read it, and consequently do not influence it. The public like
to insult poets because they are individual, but once they have insulted
them, they leave them alone. In the case of the novel and the drama,
arts in which the public do take an interest, the resuit of the exercise
of popular authority has been absolutely ridiculous. No country
produces such badly written fiction, such teglious, common work in
the novel form, such silly, vulgar plays as England. It must necessarily
be so. The popular standard is of such a character that no artist can
get to it. It is at once too easy and too difficult to be a popular
novelist. It is too easy, because the requirements of the public as far
style, psychology, treatment of life, and treatment of literature
ave concerned are within the reach of the very meanest capacity and
the most uncultivated mind. It is too difficult, because to meet such
requirements the artist would have to do violence to his temperament,
would have to write not for the artistic joy of writing, but for the
amusement of half-educated people, and so would have to suppress
his individualism, forget his culture, annihilate his style, and surrender
everything that is valuable in him. In the case of the drama, things
are a little better : the theatre-going public like the obvious, it is true,
but they do not like the tedious ; and burlesque and farcical comedy,
the two most popular forms, are distinct forms of art. Delightful work’
may be produced under burlesque and farcical conditions, and in
work of this kind the artist in England is allowed very great freedom.
It is when one comies to the higher forms of the drama that the result
of popular control is seen. The one thing that the public dislike i
novelty. Any attempt to extend the subject-matter of art is extremely
distasteful to the public ; and yet the vitality and progress of art
depend in a large measure on the continual extension of subject-matter.
The public dislike novelty because they are afraid of it. It represents
to them 2 mode of Individualism, an assertion on the part of the artist
that he selects his own subject, and treats it as he chooses. The public
are quite right in their attitude. Art is Individualism, and Individual-
ism is 2 disturbing and disintegrating force. Therein lies its immense
value. For what it seeks to disturb is monotony of type, slavery of
custom, tyranny of habit, and the reduction of man to the level of a
machine. In Art, the public accept what has been, because they
cannot alter it, not because they appreciate it. They swallow their
classics whole, and never taste them. They endure them as the
inevitable, and as they cannot mar them, they mouth about them.
Strangely enough, or not strangely, according to one’s own views, this
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acceptance of the classics does a great deal of harm. The uncritical
admiration of the Bible and Shakespeare in England is an instance of
what I mean. With regard to the Bible, considerations of ecclesiastical
authority enter into the matter, so that I need not dwell upon the
oint.
P But in the case of Shakespeare it is quite obvious that the public
really see neither the beauties nor the defects of his plays, If they saw
the beauties, they would not object to the development of the drama ;
and if they saw the defects, they would not object to the development
of the drama either. The fact is, the public make use of the classics
of a country as a means of checking the progress of Axrt. They degrade
the classics into authorities, ‘They use them as bludgeons for preventing
the free expression of Beauty in new forms. They are always asking
a writer why he does not write like somebody else, or a painter why
he does not ‘paint like somebody else, quite oblivious of the fact that
if either of them did anything of the kind he would cease to be an
artist. A fresh. mode of Beauty is absolutely distasteful to them, and
whenever it appears they get so angry and bewildered that they always
use two stupid expressions—one is that the work of art is grossly
unintelligible ; the other, that the work of art is grossly immoral,
What they mean by these words seems to me to be this. When they
say a work is grossly unintelligible, they mean that the artist has said
or made a beautiful thing that is new ; when they describe a work ag
grossly immoral, they mean that the artist has said or made a beautiful
thing that is true. The former expression has reference to style ; the
Iatter to subject-matter. But they probably use the words very vaguely,
as an ordinary mob will use ready-made paving-stones. There s not
a single real poet or prose-writer of this century, for instance, on whom
the British public have not solemnly conferred diplomas of iminorality,
and these diplomas practically take the place, with us, of what in
France ‘is the formal recognition of an Academy of Letters, and
fortunately make the establishment of such an institution quite une
necessary in England. Of course, the public are very reckless in their
use of the word. That they should have called” Wordsworth an
immoral poet, was only to be expected. Wordsworth was a poet.
But that they should have called Charles Kingsley an immoral novelisg
is extraordinary. Kingsley’s prose was not of a very fine quality,
Still, there is the word, and they use it as best they can. An artist is,
of course, not disturbed by it. The true artist is 2 man who believes
absolutely in himself, because he is absolutely himself. But I can
fancy that if an artist produced a work of art in England that im-
mediately on its appearance was recognised by the public, through
their medium, which is the public Press, as a’ work that was quite
whether in its creation he had really been himself at all, and cone -
sequently whether the work was not quite unworthy of him, and either
of a thoroughly second-rate order, or of no artistic value whatsoever,
Perhaps, however, I have wronged the public in Lmiting them to

o
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Eo%ﬁwwﬂwﬂu%ﬂu%mrma has carried its authority to the MWMM%W MMMM

et et %o. %ﬁ a natural consequence it has begun to creat

o Mo revolt. cople are amused by it, or disgusted by it mono&mwa

o iy e peraments. But it is no longer the real force it was, I g

y treated. In England, Journalism, except in a few éw_mm
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nown instances, not having been carried to such excesses of brutality,
s still a great factor, 4 really remarkable power. The tyranny that
it proposes to exercise over people’s private lives seems to me (o be
quite extraordinary. The fact is that the public have an insatiable
curiosity to know everything, except what is worth knowing. Journal-
ism, conscious of this, and having tradesman-like habits, supplies their
demands. In centuries before ours the public mailed the cars of
journalists to the pump. That was quite hideous. In this century
journalists have nailed their own ears o the keyhole. That is much
worse. And what aggravates the mischief is that the journalists who
are most to blame are not the amusing journalists who write for what
are called Society papers. The harm is done by the serious, thoughtful,
earnest journalists, who solemnly, as they are doing at present, will
drag before the eyes of the public some incident in the private life of
a great statesman, of 2 man who is 2 leader of political thought as he
is a creator of political force, and invite the public to discuss the

incident, to exercise authority in the matter, give their views, and

not merely to give their views, but to carry them into action, to dictate

to the man upon 2ll other points, to dictate to his party, to dictate o

his country ; in fact, to make themselves ridiculous, offensive, and

harmful. The private lives of men and women should not be told to

the public. The public have nothing to do with them at all.

In France they manage these things better. There they do not
allow the details of the trials that take place in the divorce courts to
be published for the amusement or criticism of the public. All that

* the public are allowed to know is that the divorce bas taken place and

ywas granted on petition of one or other or both of the married parties
concerned. In France, in fact, they limit the journalist, and allow
the artist almost perfect freedom. Here we allow absolute freedom
to the journalist and entirely limit the artist. English public opinion,
that is to say, tries to constrain and impede and warp the man who
makes things that are beautiful in effect, and compels the journalist
to retail things that are ugly, or disgusting, or revoliing in fact, so that
we have the most serious journalists in the world and the most indecent
newspapers. 1t is no exaggeration to talk of compulsion. There are
possibly some journalists who take a real pleasure in publishing horrible
things, or who, being poor, look to scandals as forming a2 sort of
permanent basis for an income. But there are other journalists, I feel
certain, men of education and cultivation, who really dislike publishing
these things, who know that it is wrong to do 50, and only do it because
the unheaithy conditions under which their occupation is carried on
oblige them to supply the public with what the public wants, and to
compete with other journalists in making that supply as full and
satisfying to the gross popular appetite as possible. It is a very
degrading position for any body of educated men to be placed in, and
I have no doubt that most of thern feel it acutely.

However, let us leave what is really a very sordid side of the
subject, and return to the guestion of popular control in the matter
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of Art, by which I mean Public Opinion dictating to the artist the form
which he is to use, the mode in which he is to use it, and the materials
with which he is to work. I have pointed out that the arts which had
escaped best in England are the arts in which the public have not been
interested. They are, however, interested in the drama, and as a
certain advance has been made in the drama within the last ten or
fifteen years, it is important to point out that this advance i entirely
due to a few individual artists refusing to accept the popular want of
taste as their standard, and refusing to regard Art as 2 mere matier
of demand and supply. With his marvellous and vivid persoaality,
with a style that has really a true colour-element in it, with his exira-
ordinary power, not over mere mimicry, but over imaginative and
intellectual creation, Mr. Irving, had his sole object been to give the
public what they wanted, could have produced the commonest plays
in the commonest manner, and made as much success and money ag
& man could possibly desire. But his object was not that. - Fis object
was to realise his own perfection as an artist, under certain conditions
and in certain forms of Art. At first he appealed to the few : now he
has educated the many. He has created in the public both taste and
temperament. The public appreciate his artistic success immensely,
I often wonder, however, whether the public understand that that
success is entirely due to the fact that he did not accept their standard,
but realised his own. With their standard the Lyceum would have
been a sort of second-rate booth, as some of the popular theatres in
London are at present. Whether they understand it or not, the fact
however remains, that taste and temperament have, to a certain
extent, been created in the public, and that the public is capable of
developing these qualities. The problem then 18, why do not the
m“u,amw become more civilised ? They have the capacity. What stops
em

The thing that stops them, it must be said again, is their desire to
exercise authority over the artists and over works of art. To certain
theatres, such as the Lyceum and the Haymarket, the public seem to
come in a proper mood. In both of these theatres there have been
individual artists, who have succeeded in creating in their audiences—
and every theatre in London has its own audience—the temperament
to which Art appeals. And what is that temperament P It is the
temperament of receptivity. That is all,

If a man approaches a work of art with any desire to exercise
authority over it and the artist, he approaches it in such a spirit that
he cannot receive any artistic impression from it at all. The work of
art is to dominate the spectator : the spectator is not tc dominate the
work of art. The spectator is to be receptive. He is to be the violin
o which the master is to play. And the more completely he can
suppress his own silly views, his own foolish prejudices, his own absurd
ideas of what Art should be, or should not be, the more likely he is to
understand and appreciate the work of art in question. This is, of
course, quite obvious in the case of the vulgar theatre-going public
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of English men and women. But itis mﬁcmm.@. ME@ MM. AMWH hﬂm %Mmmw
educated people. For an educated person’s ideas m.m.w ¢ drewn
allv from what Art has been, whereas the new w it
mmgﬂw?m by being what Art has never been ; and to Eﬂnmﬁm wﬁ.ow
Mww wﬁs%.nw of the past is to measure it by a standard Oﬁﬁ.ﬁ %mwmmnw "
of which its real perfection depends. A ﬁmgﬂgﬁﬂ,ﬂ% wﬁwmmsmﬂ?@
iving, through an imaginative medium, and un inative
qmoﬁm.x%m”m new and beautiful impressions, is the only tempe! ment
mwwﬂ wmﬁ mw_@ﬂanmmﬁm a work of art. And true as ﬂﬂm is h%m a %MM@ of the
appreciation of sculpture and painting, it is still m true of the
iat £ such arts as the drama, For a picture >
m@@wmnwm ﬁﬁo M”%q with Time. They take fio account of its m;noﬁmmuoww
I e s el ey b sopebnde, s U e
i it is di . Time mu 2
WWMM@MMM#M@M%MMM so, in the &mwgu mrna@_ﬁwmww %www% ﬁnﬁm %MMM
ing whose real artistic valu ¢
m&%ﬂﬁm%ﬁwﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁﬂ@&g or fourth act is reached. mHm %M w%w
.M.Mwoé a% get angry and call out, and disturb the play, and annoy

artists? No. The honest man is to sit quietly, and know the delightful

motions of wonder, curiosity, and suspense. Heis Woﬁ Mo WMM.. mwm ﬁwm
J to lose a vulgar temper. He is to go to the play to ealise 2n
: ﬂmwmn temperament. e is to go to the play to gain mw.w ristic
g.mb erament. He is not the arbiter of the work of mm..% mQ,w ne
MMS%W admitted to contemplate the work of art, mwﬁm Eﬁ.mn %E!&m
fine, to forget in its oosﬁanmMnow M..s %M%MMMMW MB Mﬁos T
i is i nce, or the egotism ation. i
MWM%@W%MMMW»WM&Q? I think, mwmmn%bm? ﬂw.nommwwmwﬁgﬂm nwwmw.w—ﬁm
t e Macheth produced for the
gmﬂﬂwwwm WMEMWW MMMmhmnmv many of the people present .m.<o¢w& M%NN@MM
ar d vigorously object to the introduction of the witches Mﬁ u m st act,
wﬂ.ﬁ zmmw. grotesque phrases and their ridiculous words. * :.ﬁﬁ /ben
%@ play is over one realises that the F:mwa.mm of %Mwﬂhﬂ%mﬂ m%ﬁwmﬂ elh
i dness in Lear, m =
is as terrible as the laughter of ma (G B
Tago in the tragedy of the Moor. Nosp
Wﬁ%waﬁwmmwmogoo& of receptivity wwmw ﬂmw %MMMWM@OM.M, AWW%W ﬁMMMM
: he secks to exercise authority he becon :
%O.MMW Mﬁ% wm himself. &pm does bowwmw_w%&. wuoww me.o MMMOMMM.WMM& e
ith the novel it is the same thing. s the
wmaMMMMMOW mo% popular mﬁ#o&w. are fatal. A.HWWWMMH.NM s MMS%%&GW&
i k of art because he wrote 1t 10 pl himself. i
WH.MM %ﬁaﬂwﬁuﬂﬁ Pendennis, in EMFF :w Mﬁ:«&oﬂmﬁ M<Mw_w M.NM. mNMmemﬁww&%
i f the public, and spoils his :

Moo»mwswmquwﬂww@m owﬁ»wm public, or by directly .300.%%@ wﬂwmwwawmn MW
% artist takes no notice whatever of the public. M%: ¢ are
Esm non-existent. He has no poppied or honeyed cakes wm%m whict
aouw?a the monster sleep or mnmﬁnm.wnn. EM Hmwﬁw ,MWMM anmmmwmvga
i i bl elist we have n , Mr.
MWM%MM .gmwmmmmwo%%%% u.Mo WMMQ artists in France, but France has
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no one whose view of life is so large, so varied, so imaginati
» - B
MWMMQ M,WM mhﬁmnm of stories in Russia who have a SQMM‘h Mﬂ%muwﬁﬁﬁw
R ﬁWc in M on may be. But to him belongs philosophy in fiction
Bl maowa Eo .ﬂmwm_.% live, but they live in thought. One can see
them fra mw&wﬂﬁ WMSQ of view. They are suggestive. There is sou
oo UMOMb them. They are interpretative and symbolic,
fing he who mmm e them, those wonderful, quickly moving fi .
m for his own pleasure, and has never asked the ﬁswmnmﬂwwm

they wanted, has never cared to know what they wanted, has never
£

Nﬁaﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁﬂ Mﬁdﬂo to dictate ‘to him or influence him in any way, but
own mﬁ&&&ﬂmmﬂhmwmw Mﬁ ﬁmﬁoﬁﬁ%%ommmﬁfmﬁg ﬁaomsnﬁmm -
' me to .
HMMMW@M%MM Hm.wm Mwoé nmﬁn to EB. That did ﬁom-wwwﬁm@ him, The
i w. He isstill the same. He is an incomparable
With the decorative arts it is not di
X i ot different. The i i
meﬁmw %Mw&oﬁn hﬁﬁﬂwﬂﬁ %m A“&mm I believe were the %MWWWMWWWW% Mw.
t Bxhi international vulgarity, traditions th
wﬁ%vwm.ﬁm Mwﬂmm the houses in which people lived Smw%m ouww Wwemww
ot E.W ommﬁ M m.o <Mma. anmﬁm& things began to be made, beautiful
£ Qurs came § o1t m.o mwmw.m m._mnmmv beautiful patterns from mwo artist’s
e, and the use of beautiful things and their value and importan
yere st rth. The public were really very indignant. The How
their & MWMWO They said silly things. No one minded. .Zo m&w %Mﬁ
rse. No one accepted the authority of public oﬂmﬁoww

And now it is almost impossible to enter any modern house without

WMMM% Mﬂnwuww _MMMMEH»MM HMM MMMM Swﬁmu some recognition of the vahze of
| 3 of appreciation
meW_MOmWMﬁQ are, as a rule, quite n%%gmﬁm. noﬁwwwwwﬁwwo .mm MMMQ«.
aoen fo gﬂ.ww, mwmmﬁ extent civilised. It is only fair to state %oégwam
that fhe cxtr. Mm.& ﬁwﬁ% Hmwﬁnnmm of the revolution in wOﬂmw.wmnowwmom
s o n_m<mmw the like has not really been due to the majority of
ehichy A wwowmum a very fine taste in such matters. It has been
e Ad Eﬂ act that the craftsmen of things so appreciated the
pleasure of 1 mm. ﬁuw what was beantiful, and woke to such a vivid
o wmnmm e nw.&.mocmﬁﬂmm and vulgarity of what the public had
P Mﬂ anted, at they simply starved the public out. It would
be q : Wmmﬂ an the present moment to furnish a room as rooms
mﬁomomﬁgu mshed M %«e %82 :2go, without going for everything to an
Zuction of secc mﬁ - mmb furniture from some third-rate lodging-house,
o mpmwﬁs bM onger made. However they may object to it,
Wowgs»ﬂa_% wowﬂm@ awﬁﬂwwwwm mmmmgnﬁﬁm nwmﬁumwm. in their mﬁﬁoza&wmh
came to exiire g , umption of authority in these art-matters
moBWe_MMH Muﬁ%%ﬁ»m then, that all authority in such things is bad. People
sometimes & musm.m Qu%ﬂ form of government is most suitable for WE
ariist to It er. To this question there is only one answer. Th
government that is most suitable to the artist iz no moﬁmsBQM

That did not
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at all. Authority over him and his art is ridiculous. It has been
This

stated that under despotism artists have produced lovely work.
is not quite so. Artists have visited despots, not as subjects to be
tyrannised over, but as wandering wonder-makers, as fascinating
vagrant personalities, to be entertained and charmed and suffered to
be at peace, and -allowed to create. There is this to be said in favour
of the despot, that he, being an individal, may have culture, while
the mob, being a monster, has none. One who is an Emperor and
King may stoop down to pick up 2 brush for 2 painter, but when the
democracy stoops down it is merely to throw mud. And yet the
democracy have not so far to stoop as the emperor. In fact, when they
want to throw mud they have not to stoop at all. But there is no
necessity to separate the monarch from the mob ; all authority i3
equally bad. .
There are three kinds of despots. There is the despot who
tyrannises over the body. There is the despot who tyrannises over the
soul. There is the despot who tyrannises over the soul and body alike.
The first is called the Prince. The second is called the Pope. The
third is called the People. The Prince may be cultivated. Many
Princes have been. Yet in the Prince there is danger. One thinks of
Dante at the bitter feast in Verona, of Tasso in Ferrara’s madman’s
cell. Tt is better for the artist not to live with Princes. The Pope may
be cultivated. Many Popes have been ; the bad Popes have been.
The bad Popes loved Beauty, almost as passionately, nay, with as much
passion as the good Popes hated Thought. To the wickedness of the
Papacy humanity owes much. The goodness of the Papacy owes 2
terrible debt to humanity. Yet, though the Vatican has kept the
shetoric of its thunders, and lost the rod of its lightning, it is better
for the artist not to live with Popes. It was a Pope who said of Cellini
so a conclave of Cardinals that common laws and common authority
were not made for men such as he; but it was 2 Pope who thrust
Cellini into prison, and kept him there tll he sickened with rage, and
created unreal visions for himself, and saw the gilded sun enter his
room, and grew so enamoured of it that he sought to escape, and crept
out from tower to tower, and falling through dizzy air at dawn,
maimed himself, and was by. a vine-dresser covered with vine leaves,
and carried in a cart to one who, loving beautiful things, had care of
him. There is danger in Popes. And as for the People, what of them
and their authority ? Perhaps of them and their authority one has
spoken enough. Their authority is 2 thing blind, deaf, hideous,
grotesque, tragic, amusing, serious and obscene. It is impossible for
he artist to live with the People. All despots bribe. The People
bribe and brutalise. Who told them to exercise authority ? They were
made to live, to listen, and to love. Some one has done them a great
wrong. They have marred themselves by imitation of their superiors,
They have taken the sceptre of the Prince. How should they use it?
They have taken the triple tiara of the Pope. How should they carry
its burden? They are as 2 clown whose heart is broken. They are

»
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as a priest whose soul is not
yet born. Let .
them. Though they themselves love ao%wwwcweg love Beauty pity

themselves, Who taught them the trick of Hﬁmuumw.vmoﬁ fet them pity

_ There are many other things that one mi i
WMWMHSWOMMM .o_m: how the Renaissance was mdwhmwwwnwﬂmwﬁm% MW rOmn
solve %n_wn %wawnﬂv and busied itself not about such thin m MS
suffered the In MS Mwu o .&ﬁéﬁow .md&F beautifully, and Smnm:_,. :5
e Wno M.u nmﬁ individual artists, and great and individual nen,
G g pin o by Lot XIV, by ccning e moders i
in their monotony of repetition, and oobmnhvﬁﬁﬂgwﬂﬁwmmm.m AMMMWMM%

to rule, and destroyed through

. out all F

MM onxﬁ.ﬁnm,ﬁcn. that had made Wm&mou b%wmwaww_m_.:ﬂwan fioe frecdoms
one with antique form. But the ty; and new modes

gne with But the past is of no importance.
o importance. It is with the future gmﬁﬂin have Sﬁwwmmwammmwm
. For

the past is what man should

osmwﬁﬁ wmw Ho%un. - The mﬁ:«nﬁ%.ﬁ%%%nmwwmﬂ E.Mrm present s what man
it “ﬁvm mm”u mMMmeM. %o said that such a scheme as is set forth here i
quite unpractical, ﬁw mmonm against human nature. This is @n&.anﬁm
e Soﬁww ctical, and it goes against human nature, This wm,
e mowmﬁﬂanﬁm Aww“r and that is why one proposes it. For what
S i) sehe ? practical scheme is either a scheme thag i
existing nob&mmosm..uﬂwwﬂ W anmﬂumaww .Hm.rﬁo noﬁm_w be pcarried out E‘&mw

s > existing’ conditi
MMMUM“ Hnmwm m%m%ob% m%ﬁmgw that could accept 9%@ noanmmw”m MWNMMM@
and o#»ﬁﬁ.@ .H?.muh Hwﬁonwwﬁm be done away with, and human E:E.m
nature is that it %S.MM%\ WWMMWMMMWHWMSM«WN:M. o About WﬁEmM
by . uality w i
mﬁgwwwuwmmwaw MM& fail are those that H_Mw. OM% QQM AWM.MM%MM&@ oM
Duman nature, not on its growth and development. Th oo
was that he thought human nature would alw “be the

same. ‘The result of his error was the French Revolution ays be the

admirable result, All : It was an
quite admirable. the results of the mistakes of governments are

mwm”mﬂm rmo NM ﬁwwnm that Individualism does not come to the man with
e iwsﬁ W about duty, which merely means doing what opm

People want mmo.mcmm they want 1t 3 or any hidecus cant about i mmw.
sacrifice, mwn is merely a survival of savage mutilation. In wmowo it
does no % to a man with any claims upon him at all It ”
Ratura M.» MM ﬁEMmSﬁmZuw out of man. [t is the point to EEMmEnm
o vmﬁ e %mﬁ " It is the differentiation to which all organi -

grow. Itis w_.w perfection that is inherent in every mode of mmwn EEM
fowards ich every mode of life quickens. And so Individus Ws

exercise mww mmﬁﬁw_,m»oz over man. On the contrary, it says WMQQWE
that he sh _“ ».m.s er no compulsion to be exercised over him ﬁs
does %@w mwm omann Wmuwmn nw.\w%amoo.nw %ﬁ Mwoém that people are .moo%

] . : will develo ivi i
himself. Man is now so developing ﬁﬁ&&msww.wwﬁd\%w NMMWESMMWMM
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Individualism is practical is like asking whether Evolution is practical.
Evolution is the law of life, and there is no evolution except towards
individualism. Where this tendency is not expressed, it is a case of
artificially arrested growth, or of disease, or of death.
Individualism will also be unselfish and unaffected. It has been
pointed out that one of the results of the extraordinary tyranny of
authority is that words are absolutely distorted from their proper and
simple meaning, and are used to express the obverse of their right
signification. What is true about Art is true about Life. A man is
called affected, nowadays, if he dresses as he likes to dress. But in
doing that he is acting in 2 perfectly natural manner. Affectation,
in such matters, consists in dressing, according to the views of one’s
neighbour, whose views, as they are the views of the majority, will
probably be extremely stupid. Or a man is called selfish if he lives
i the manner that seems to him most suitable for the full realisation
of his own personality ; if, in fact, the primary aim of his life is self-
development. But this is the way in which every one should live.
Selfishness is not living as one wishes to live, it is asking others to live
2s one wishes to live. And unselfishness is letting other people’s lives
alone, not interfering with them. Selfishness always aims at creating
around it an absolute uniformity of type. Unselfishness recognises
infinite variety of type as a delightful thing, accepts it, acquiesces in
it, enjoys it. It is not selfish to think for oneself. A man who does not
think for himself does not think at all. It is grossly selfish to require
of one’s neighbour that he should think in the same way, and hold the
same opinions. Why should he? If he can think, he will probably
think differently. If he cannot think, it is monstrous to require thought
of any kind from him. A red rose is not selfish because it wants to be
2 red rose. 1t would be horribly selfish if it wanted all the other flowers,
in the garden to be both red and toses. Under Individualism people
will be quite matural and absolutely unselfish, and will .know the
meanings of the words, and realise them in their free, beautiful lives.
or will men be egotistic as they are now. For the egotist is he who
makes claims upon others, and the Individualist will not desire to do
that. It will not give him pleasure. When man has realised In-
dividualism, he will also realise sympathy and exercise it freely and
spontaneously. Up to the present man has hardly cultivated sympathy
at all. He has merely sympathy with pain, and sympathy with pain
is not the highest form of sympathy. All sympathy s fine, but sym-
pathy with suffering is the least fine mode. 1t is tainted with egotism.
Tt is apt to become morbid. There is in it a certain element of terror
for our own safety. We became afraid that we ourselves might be as
the leper or as the blind, and that no man would have care of us. It
is curiously limiting, too. One should sympathise with the entirety
of life, not with life’s sores and maladies merely, but with life’s joy
and beauty and energy and health and freedom. 'The wider sympathy
is, of course, the more difficult. It requires more unselfishness. Any-
body can sympathise with the sufferings of a friend, but it requires a
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very fine nature—it requires, in fact, that nature of a true Individualis
~—to sympathise with a friend’s success.

In the modern stress of competition and struggle for place, such
sympathy is naturally rare, and is also very much stifled by the
immoral ideal of uniformity of type and conformity to rule which is
80 prevalent everywhere, and is perhaps most obnoxious in HEngland,

Sympathy with pain there will, of course, always be. It is one of
the first instincts of man, The animals which are individual, the
higher animals, that is to say, share it with us. But it must be remem-
bered that while sympathy with Jjoy intensifies the sum of joy in the
world, sympathy with pain does not really diminish the amount of
pain. It may make man better able to endure evil, but the evil
remains. Sympathy with consumption does not cure consumption ;
that is what science does. And when Socialism has solved the problem
of poverty, and Science solved the problem of disease, the area of the
sentimentalists will be lessened, and the sympathy of man will be large,
healthy and spontaneous. Man will have Joy in the contemplation of
the joyous life of others.

For it is through joy that the Individualism of the future will
develop itself. Christ made no attempt to reconstruct society, and
consequently the Individualism that he preached to man could be

realised only through pain or in solitude. The Ideals that we owe to

Christ are the ideals of the man who aban
the man who resists society absolutely. But man is naturally social,
Even the Thebaid became peopled at last. And though the cenobite
-realises his personality, it is often an impoverished personality that
he so realises. Upon the other hand, the terrible truth that pam 1s a
mode through which man may realise himself exercises a wonderful
fascination over the world. Shallow speakers and shallow thinkers in
pulpits and on platforms often talk about the world’s worship of
pleasure, and whine against it. But it is rarely in the world’s history
that its ideal has been one of joy and beauty. The worship of pain
has far more often dominated the world. Medievalism, with its saints
and martyrs, its love of self-torture, its wild passion for wounding itself,
its gashing with knives, and its whipping with rods—Medievalism i
real Christianity, and the medieval Christ is the real Christ. When the
Renaissance dawned upon the world, and brought with it the new
ideals of the beauty of life and the joy of living, men could not under-
stand Christ. Even Art shows us that. The painters of the Renaissance
drew Christ as a little boy playing with another boy in a palace or a
garden, or lying back in his mother’s arms, smiling at her, or at a
Hower, or at a bright bird ; or as a noble, stately figure moving nobly
through the world ; or as a wonderful figure rising 1n a sort of ecstasy
from death to life. Even when they drew him crucified they drew
him as a beautiful God on whom evil men had inflicted suffering. But
he did not preoccupy them much. What delighted them was to paint
the men and women whom they admired, and to show the loveliness
of this lovely earth. They painted many religious pictures—in fact

dons society entirely, or of
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tive is
hev painted far too many, and the monotony of mém».mm”m Hmw e
wearks me. and was bad for art, It was the result o ogoncuin
s% Mﬁwo jublic in art-matters, and is to be deplored. . w , thelr, sou,
; wmﬁ the subject. Raphael was a great artist when 5,% inted
s wos,mmﬁ of the Pope. When he painted his Madonnas & c infant
_mw mﬁ he was not a great actist at all. Christ had no memw.m : for the
R s nce, which was wonderful because it brought mwﬁwwwmn x
riance with his, and to find the presentation of the rea irist we
§nwbmw to medicval art. There he is one Em..EpQ.m .&w& Bmﬂw 13 one
ﬂmw m.m not comely to look on, because Beauty 18 a wa, Wmomw_w o
i fie raiment, because (hat may B & T e 5 divine ;B noeds
ellous soul ; he 18 . S | ¢ ceds
wwmmn“bwﬂ.ﬂwan@ nor health ; he is 2 God realising his perfec
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THE RISE OF EMmHOWMg CRITICISM?®

I

v ISTORICAL criticism nowhere occurs as an isolated fact in the

civilisation or Literature of any people. Itis part of that complex
L} working towards freedom which may be described as the revolt
against authority. It is merely one facet of that speculative spirit of
am innovation, which in the sphere of action produces democracy and
sevolution, and in that of thought is the parent of philosophy and
physical science ; and its importance as a factor of progress is based
not so much on the results it attains, as on the tone of thought which
it represents, and the method by which it works.

Being thus the resultant of forces essentially revolutionary, it is not
to be found in the ancient world among the material despotisms of
Asia or the stationary civilisation of Egypt. The clay cylinders of
Assyria and Babylon, the hieroglyphics of the pyramids, form not
history but the material for history.

The Chinese annals, ascending as they do the barbarous forest
Iife of the nation, are marked with a soberness of judgment, a freedom
from invention, which is almost unparalleled in the writings of any
people ; but the protective spirit which is the characteristic of that
people proved as fatal to their literature as to their commerce. Free
criticism is as unknown as free trade. While as regards the Hindus,
their acute, analytical and logical mind is directed rather to grammar
eriticism 2nd philosophy than to history or chronology. Indeed, in
history their imagination scems fo have run wild, legend and fact are
g0 indissolubly mingled together that any attempt 1o separate them
scerns vain. 1f we except the identification of the Greek Sandracottus
with the Indian Chandragupta we have really no clue by which we
can test the truth of their writings or examine their method of ia-
vestigation. . :

Tt is among the Hellenic branch of the Indo-Cermanic race that
history proper is to be found, as well as the spirit of historical criticism 3
among the wonderful offshoot of the primitive Aryans, whom we call
by the name of Greeks and to whom, as has been well said, we cwe all
that moves in the world except the blind forces of nature.

For, from the day when they left the chill tzble-lands of Tibet and
journeyed, a nomad people, to Zgean shores, the characteristic of
their nature has been the search for light, and the spirit of historical

1 Robert Ross says, * For establishing the authenticity of this Essay I am indebted
to Mr. Charles Glidder Osborne, who has exarmined the original mapuscript, now in
America. The Essay has been pirated by some person o persons’ unknown. It i
obvicusly a very early work, written when the author was either ‘at:Dublin or at
Osford, I am indebted to 2 well-known Oxford Scholar for correcting the proofs
g0 far as is possible. The interpretation of the Essay is sometimes obscure.”
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