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viii PREFACE

properly speaking, no private life: all his thoughts, words,
actions, are, in their degree, factors of his power and influence,
and, as such, worthy of respectful study. If we sometimes find
them shocking, we shall then, oftener than not, find them
shedding floods of light upon otherwise impenetrable obscurities
in the inner and outer life of their subjects.! It is time that
biography were taken seriously as a department of Science, that
biographers began to realise their responsibilities as purveyors of
the raw material of inductive psychology. To turn out a
“ readable ” book upon the life-history of a famous poet or
statesman—that is mere child’s play, of course. But if no more
be accomplished, the subject has been exploited, not honourably
dealt with; and the result will be a jerry-built affair, whose
decorative front is a poor apology for the hidden vices of its
construction. Underlying the psychological argument, the
diseriminating reader will discern in my book the ground-motif
of a deeper curiosity, pervading and actuating all. Psychology
is the Jacob’s ladder by which the modern mind hopes to reach
the heaven of Philosophy : in its domain we are faced at every
turn by the ultimate questions—one would be more or less than
human if one were never tempted to guess at an answer, here
and there. In my last chapter I have given scientific reticence
a holiday, and speculative imagination the licence it may, on
oceasion, justly demand. That demonstration of the predomin-
ance of a super-mechanical, super-physiological spontaneity in
the determination of human careers, which I take to be the
main result of my inquiry, is in no way affected by the accept-
ance or denial of the speculative position tentatively assumed
in the said chapter, or, incidentally, in other parts of my book.

! And of other men, too, almost needless to add.



























INTRODUCTORY 3

that its perpetuation will be in some way positively provided
for.! If not inherited in its fulness, there may be at least for
succeeding generations a cumulative facility in the establishment
of such a habit. It must not be forgotten that there is a struggle
for existence within the sphere of the individual consciousness.
Efforts resulting in successful activity tend by this law of
Hedonic Selection to be repeated and to perpetuate themselves,
for the individual at least, in the form of habits. Unsuccessful
efforts, on the contrary, tend to be superseded and to disappear.
Has this fact no significance for those who deny the inheritance
of acquired characters ?

The starting-point of human evolution may, according to
Haeckel, be found in the lowest form of infusorian—a practically
homogeneous anucleated monocellular protist. There may
well be yet lower rungs in the ladder, but if so, they await
identification. It is the first step that counts ; we will therefore
try for a moment to formulate a conception of the psychology of
such a monocellular unit. It has presumably consciousness of
some kind or degree, and that consciousness will bear to that
of a human individual a relation analogous to the structural
relation of the simple cell-body to a complex human organism.
There i8 in the cell-body of the protozoon no appreciable
structural differentiation, and without that there can be no
division of labour. Every part of the cell is a potential mouth,
stomach, intestine, organ of prehension, excretion, or locomotion.
Any part indifferently will respond in one or other of these
modes to appropriate stimulus. Similarly, the psychology of
such a cell will be simple, primitive, undifferentiated. It will
comprise the raw material of all higher forms of soul-life, of
what ages later will manifest itself as intellect, and also of what
will manifest itself as will. In other words, the presentative
and the affective elements of mind will co-exist in their primitive
integral unity. The protozoon will have a direct intuition of
1ts own state, and of that which concerns it in its immediate
surroundings, a direct ¢mpulse fo react in such or such a way to
a given stimulus. Physiologists usually define the presentative

! Hence the importance of Haeckel's theory of * Unconscious Memory *’
a8 a factor in evolution,
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intuition may not be strictly instantaneous; it may be the
correlative of a wave-like impulse traversing the cell-substance ;
but it is obviously bound to occur. This view is confirmed by
the fact that the next step in evolution shows us the protozoon
in possession of a nucleus. Recent cytology strongly teFdﬁ to
regard the nucleus as a central organ, dominating the cell-life, as,
in fact, a nerve-centre. The psychic unity of the cell here finds
full expression : perhaps no individuation so complete (within
its limits) will be found again until we reach the highest self-
consciousness of man. Now since, from the psychological side,
organic structure is but organised racial and subracial experience,
and since every human being begins life as a monocellular
protozoon (fertilised ovum), may not the unity of human con-
sciousness be in some degree a debt due to our own immemorial
protozoic lineage ? That the lesson learned then was not
forgotten is proved by the fact that it is repeated, so to speak,
by each one of us. The monocellular stage might by this time
have been slurred over, or taken for granted ; but it is, we
know, invariable and well defined. Spermatozoon merges
with ovaum, and then only, from the resultant wnity, the new
life can begin. Thus the fact that the human body is, in all
its complexity and vital multiplicity, the offspring of a single
cell, gives it an organic unity that would otherwise be unattain-
able. Yet this unity, so far as present knowledge shows, is
in the case of the human body merely a physiological, not, as
with the protozoon, a physico-psychical unity. Not, at any
rate, so far as the distinctively human self-consciousness is
concerned. The living human organism, like any other, may,
it is true, be regarded as in some sense a psychosis, but it is a
psychosis which for the most part goes on quite below the
threshold of conscious mentality. It isa somatic as distinguished
from a cerebral psychosis. Under exceptional circumstances
it sometimes, doubtless, overflows its normal bounds, welling
up into the sphere of cerebral consciousness, but apart from
certain rare or vague intimations of its presence, and apart
from its contribution to the general feeling-tone, it lies per-
manently beyond our ken. Now, as regards the normal,
distinctively human, cerebral consciousness, it is of the greatest
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interest to note that Science has utterly failed to identify any
unitary centre of such consciousness in the brain. Descartes
long ago, on @ priori grounds, located it in the pineal gland,
but this was mere guesswork, of course. So far from there
being any one centre of consciousness, it would appear that
there are many, for modern research strongly favours the view
that it 18 “ generated ™ in the sensory cortex of the brain at the
synapses or junctions of the innumerable neurones which arise
or terminate therein. The apposed parts of two meeting
neurones are probably joined by a thin layer of highly-specialised
material, the so-called psycho-physical substance. This
material offers a certain resistance to the flow across it of the
nervous impulse, but when the nervous impulse avails to over-
come this resistance, consciousness is ‘‘ generated ” by its
passage from neurone to neurone through the intervening
substance or synapse. Thus, though the sensory area of the
cortex may in a sense be regarded as the seat of consciousness,
it is not a unitary centre, but multiple, diffused centres, that we
find therein. Sparks of consciousness, bright or dim, scintillate
here and there, as the conquering nervous impulses pass to and
fro. Where are these sparks: conjoined in the unitary flame
of self-consciousness ? The question is either crucial or meaning-
less, it seems to me. They are the vivid centre of that picture
of which the feeling-tone, the general somatic psychosis, 18 the
dim unfocussed background. That they are somehow fused
and synthetised, introspection, it is alleged, plainly declares.
But not, it would seem, in the brain. Why not, then, in the
brain-psychosis, in the brain as racial, plus individual, ex-
perience, in the brain as focus of that wider and vaguer experi-
ence which we call our body, of which, too, with all its complex
multiplicity, we are conscious as one totality ? On this view,
what happens at the synapses is not the generation, but rather
the intensification of a pre-existent, the concentration of a
diffused, consciousness. Nothing new comes into existence,
but something hitherto imperceptible, vivified by self-limitation,
flashes across the chiaroscuro of the mental arena. Conscious-
ness has unity, at least in the sense that it is continuous, for
the brain, the entire organism, is at least a dynamic unity.
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A particulate emphasis of some psychic element is not incom-
patible with such unity as this implies. If the mind claims
a higher, supra-cerebral unity, it must condescend to justify
its claim.

Nothing brings home to us more forcibly the presence and
power of the remote past within us than a consideration of the
part played by Instinct in human life. Anatomically, a true
instinet is a congenitally organised or at least predetermined
neural system. Physiologically, it is a mechanism by which a
relevantperception,or the idea of such a perception in theabsence
of any inhibiting preoccupation, starts a whole train of purposive
actions, more or less complex and prolonged. Psychologically,
it is the organic subconscious memory of racial activities that,
being more or less vital to existence, have successfully run the
gauntlet of natural selection and established their claim to
survival. Yet this description is quite inadequate, if we do not
add that an instinct is self-effectuating, dynamised by the
momentum of innumerable repetitions, the embodiment of
some primal need, that, as a psychologist well remarks, is apt
to rough-hew our ends, shape them, in detail, as we will. The
man who spends a long life in the accumulation of millions
i obeying the same instinct as the dog who buries a bone.
Eliminate from humanity the reproductive instinct and its
correlatives, and what would remain of poetry, art, religion ?
The entire paraphernalia of militarism is but the elaboration of
the combatant and allied instincts, and the devotee of sport is
the spiritual kinsman of the fox that he hunts and the tiger
for which he lies in wait. No dude or professional beauty, no
actor, I might add, can afford to throw stones at a peacock ;
no devotee of postage-stamps or bric-a-brac to make merry at
the expense of a jackdaw or a monkey. There are instincts
and instincts, of course ; the main division is into those which
are self-regarding and those which are concerned with the
interests of the race. Thus the instinct for co-operation, shared
]_5'}" all social animals, is the basis of all human civilisation and
industry.! We cannot do without instinets : they are the raw
material of life ; but we can and must choose whether we will

" What Maeterlinck, writing of Bees, calls the Spirit of the Hive.
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tion. Pearson, by a separate investigation of the inheritance
of definite mental and bodily characteristics in school children,
found that, as regards both sets of qualities, the resemblance
between children of the same parents amounted to fifty per
cent. (Galton, on the hasis of an investigation of heredity in
certain animals, has formulated his results to the effect that,
in a given case, ‘b of the inborn characteristics will be derived
from the two parents (25 from each), ‘25 from the grandparents
collectively (10625 from each), 125 from the great-grand-
parents taken together (115625 from each), and so on in
similarly diminishing proportion. This law, further elaborated
by Pearson, and in some slight degree corrected on abstruse
mathematical grounds, is by bim acclaimed as a scientific
generalisation of immense importance, comparable, for its power
of resuming in one brief statement innumerable facts, to Newton’s
famous law of gravitation. Apparently, on this hypothesis,
the inborn qualities of an individual will be fully covered by the
sum of inherited qualities (S= 1) only when the lineage has been
carried back ad infinitum. Go back only a few, say ten, genera-
tions, and you have already reached the source of the great
majority—some nine hundred and ninety-eight out of each
thousand—of inherited characteristics. But go back as many
generations as you like, and a residue, albeit infinitesimal, of
inborn qualities, not yet accounted for, will confront you still.
And in dealing with human individuality it is to be noted
that some quite inconspicuons but deep-seated quality, of remote
and obscure origin, may quite well be, in any given case, the
little leaven that leavens the whole lump. Hence, in part, the
apparently paradoxical results often attained by consideration
of the recent family history of remarkable personalities. Beyond
all available human records, beyond all human ancestry, beyond
the pre-human mammalian and sub-mammalian stock, beyond
the primeval monocellular starting-point, even to the ground-
work of inorganic nature, we must pass for our ideal completion
of the sum of inborn mental and physical characteristics. There
the manifestation of the contemporary human career has its
dawn ; there the Ego begins its aeonic march towards the
fulness of predestined activity. It is further to be noted with
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conceivable, there is in every individuality some unique and
original potency, something wholly self-derived, it is here in
particular that its traces will presumably be found. On this
view, a human individuality would be regarded as a centre of
force in a far higher sense than any mere lump of radium ; it
would have, so to speak, a dynamic apriorism, by which its
ultimate character, as recorded in the final organisation of the
arcs of highest level, would be, in part at least, determined.
MeDougall holds that in true volition there is a concentration
of neural energy apparently contravening the law of least
resistance and strongly suggestive of a unique activity of will.
Here, it may be, we are on the threshold of a mystery which
has long puzzled the wisest. The word “will 7 is one which 18
in a high degree ambigunous, but, in the sense in which McDougall
uses it, it may well signify the intervention of that underived
and unshared power which, if it exist, constitutes the dynamic
apriorism of the Ego. The question is one for experimental
investigation, rather than for argument. Even if it were
settled in the affirmative sense, the question would still remain
whether such a dynamic apriorism were not a manifestation
of a higher logical apriorism ; whether, that is, the develop-
ment of individual character, granted its autonomous basis,
does not conform to the type of a dialectical process more
fundamentally than to that of a mere system and centre of
“force.” If Man be a mere mechanism, no matter whether or
not in part self-impelled, his life must conform to mechanical
principles ; he must inevitably follow the path of least resist-
ance ; and any appearance of other than mechanically-deter-
mined conduct, of strictly rational or purposive conduct, must,
of course, be illusory. If, on the other hand, we find that the
life-work of typical characters invariably demonstrates in greater
or less degrees the efficient control of some deliberately adopted
and consistently executed principle or purpose, the mechanical
hypothesis is obviously out of court. ~The more so, if it also
proves to be the case that precisely those types of individuality
whichare universally acclaimed asthe highestand mostsignificant,

are those most hopelessly unintelligible from the mechanical
pomnt of view.

s o —
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The soul by its participation in reason inclines to the ideal and
eternal sphere, by its participation in sense to the material
and temporal order ; and accordingly alternates between them.
For Aristotle, the soul is related to the body as form to matter ;
it is animating principle. Apart from that of the body its exist-
ence is inconceivable. The highest faculty of the Ego is thought
or reason (vods), which is absolutely simple, immaterial,
self-subsistent, and underived. This pure activity is independent
of and unaffected by matter, and on the death of the body
remains eternal and immortal. For the Stoics, nothing in-
corporeal exists, and the interaction of anything purely ideal
with anything material is inconceivable. What things mutually
act must be of like nature; spirit, divinity, the soul, conse-
quently, is a body, but of another sort than matter and the
outward body. For Plotinus and the Neoplatonist School,
individual souls are * amphibia,” intermediate in nature between
the higher element of reason and the lower of sense ; now involved
in the latter, now returning to their source.! Turning now to
the moderns, we find at most but vague and dubious recogni-
tion of the entity of the Ego in Descartes and Spinoza. In
Leibnitz, on the contrary, we find a wealth of deeply interesting
and suggestive thoughts upon the subject. Extension was for
him but an abstraction necessitated by * the grossness of our
senses,” a metaphor in fact. The true connections of things
arenot causal, as causalityis commonly conceived, but intellectual.
Leibnitz, after having reduced the geometrical extension of the
atom to zero, endowed it with an infinite extension in the
direction of its metaphysical dimension.® External causation
being, like space, an illugion, all activity is a logical develop-
ment from within, and the apparent actions and reactions of
individual things are due to the fact that, having a common
divine origin they are in pre-established harmony. The
infinite number of monads (reals or individuals) express, each
from its own specific point of view, yet each thus far compre-
hensively, the universe as a whole, the function of each being

! For most of the above details I am indebted to Schwegler. Cf Hist. of

Phil., pp. 41, 84, 114-5, 125, 142,
2J, T. Merz,
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ideally complemented by that of all the others. Such profound
conceptions are necessarily misrepresented in any brief and
abstract statement, but we shall have a good deal more to say
about them and their author in the later chapters of this work.
In modern terms the formula for the Leibnitzian doctrine would
be : Involution is the truth of Evolution, and Logic is the truth
of Involution. Kant, like Aristotle, was at the same time a
thorough empiricist and a transcendentalist in his theory (or
theories) of the Ego. He believed, without doubt, that there
18 behind every human personality a noumenal subjectivity,
whose immortality, though unproved and incapable of proof,
could legitimately be postulated. “In an act of moral volition,
he,” says Dr. Stirling,  will have no pathological element what-
ever present ; our rational will shall be absolutely free.” Theo-
retically, the soul is to be regarded as a mere phenomenon ;
in the interests of morality we must assume the rational freedom
of the will—*“ I ought, therefore I can.” His self-styled, but—
ultimately—rejected, disciple Fichte followed Leibnitz rather
than Kant in his view as to the nature of the ego, but surpassed
even Leibnitz in the claims made on its behalf. The ego —
noumenal, not empirical—is for Fichte everything : it is the
Absolute and all its determinations. Its appearance is the
result of a self-limitation of its true universality. ‘ As many
parts of reality as the ego determines in itself, so many parts of
negation it determines in the non-ego, and, conversely, as many
parts of reality as the ego determines in the non-ego, so many
parts of negation it defermines in itself.” ! In Hegel’s philo-
sophy the ego as individual is again completely dwarfed by the
Ego as universal. I do not discuss the ultimate validity of
this view ; it is obviously too rigidly logical to be at present
largely available for the interpretation of actual personalities.
We shall have more to say about Hegel later on. The clearer,
because more analytical and shallower, philosophy of Schopen-
hauer, in that it regards all external happenings as dependent
upon an occult reality somewhat unfortunately denominated
“ will,” seems more to our present purpose. What I dispute,
however, is that the so-called * will,” in so far as it is admittedly
1 Schwegler, Hist. of Phil., trans. by Stirling.



e T

INTRODUCTORY 15

blind and unselfconscious, has any right to its exalted title or
claims. Blind purpose or appetite is one thing, and true voli-
tion is quite another. What is worth noting in Schopenhauer is
his insistence on the fact that character is ultimately determined
not from without but from within ; also that it is a much less
tractable, more stubbornly self-maintaining thing, upon the
whole, than is commonly admitted. Herbert Spencer, borrowing
from Coleridge the hint that life is a tendency towards individua-
tion, and enlarging its scope, finds this tendency in all processes
characterised by the integration of matter and the dissipation
of motion, that is, in all evolutionary processes. He traces in
detail the transition of a relatively-homogeneous matrix, through
successive differentiations and integrations, to a definite co-
herent heterogeneity of structure and function—that is, to
complete individuation. This point reached, there is a longer
or shorter period of equilibrium, during which the adjustment
of internal to external relations is more or less adequately main-
tained. Then the entire process is reversed, dissolution succeeds
to evolution, and we arrive once more at our starting-point—
an indefinite incoherent homogeneity. Such, in terms of motion,
or force and matter, is the generalised statement of the pheno-
menal order, in which Man as an individual is of course included.
The principle has been almost universally accepted ; it is, indeed,
too often hypostatised, so that foolish and unthinking persons
talk of “ Evolution ” as though it were some god, and fancy
that when they have shown how such or such an organism was
* evolved,” there is no more to be said. Of the so-called axioms
underlying Spencer’s deduction, one at least, the dictum that
the Force of the Universe is constant in amount, since it * can
neither arise out of nothing nor lapse into nothing,” seems
disrespectful to the resources of the * Unknowable,” and is,
to say the least, of a highly disputable character. The
universal tendency towards individuation does not seem to
have suggested to Spencer that the whole process of evolution,
as elaborated by him in numerous volumes, might be but a
manifestation of individualities and of Individuality in general ;
that tljte. individual is perhaps not the creature of evolution, but
evolution the self-display of the individual. Or that the mean-
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the systematic treatment of human faculty, and I therefore
propose, without prejudice, as the lawyers say, to avail myself
of that which I find ready to hand. Famous men may be
roughly divided into four great classes, according as their
achievements affect mainly the sphere of common life, of
imagination, of knowledge, or of morality and religion. The
four types of human greatness are, accordingly, the practical,
msthetic, intellectual, and ethical ; and this is the method of
classification which I have provisionally adopted. Of each of
these types I have chosen ten great exemplars, beginning with
Julius Ceesar in the first group, and ending with Ernest Renan
in the fourth. The analytical study of these forty world-
famous careers should yield results of substantial value, and
can hardly be lacking in interest even for the most casual
student of human affairs. In assigning particular individuals
to one or another of my four categories, I have in the main been
guided by conventional rather than deep-seated psychological
considerations, and I do not conceal from myself, or the reader,
that in several instances the question might fairly be raised
whether the classification adopted is finally appropriate. The
several types are by no means sharply defined, but overlap and
interweave in a somewhat perplexing fashion. This will perhaps
be more clearly seen if T indicate briefly the broad characteristics
of each type of career, and then give examples of the ambiguities
that present themselves in the case of particular personalities.
The man of action comes first, because his type is upon
the whole the simplest and most primitive that we have to
deal with. He works upon the raw material of contemporary
life, making it subserve the ends of his ambition, rough-hewing
it in various ways, but seldom attempting to shape it in accord-
ance with any high ideal or far-seeing purpose. For the future
a8 such he cares little ; the exigencies of the moment are, for
the most part, all-absorbing ; he meets them and masters them
from day to day, well knowing that fresh difficulties will con-
i*."runt him on the morrow. His own history is inextricably
involved in the history of his country and his age : to under-
stand the one you must be familiar with the other, for his
instinctive objectivity enables him to lavish himself on the field
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little. The voice of rebellion was for the moment silenced, but
at what a cost, for future generations, in bitterness, faction-
fury and unavailing remorse ! Such, broadly-speaking, 1s the
man of action, a man instinctively objective, fiercely impatient
of the slow methods of nature, living for his own race and his
own little hour, ruthlessly determined on the reaping of an
unripe harvest, producing immense apparent benefits that are,
too often, grievous curses in disguise. His type 1s, for humanity,
what a robust, but morally undeveloped childhood 1s for the
individual, at the stage when the youngster is first rejoicing in
the unrestrained activity of its ill-governed and, too often,
destructive limbs.

In strong contrast with the man of action, the representative
of the @sthetic type is pre-occupied with ideals, and his activi-
ties are increasingly devoted to the expression of these. He
is objective in a far less degree than the man of action,—only
becomes so, as a rule, when his powers have reached their full
maturity, and even then only to that extent essential to the
clear manifestation (as distinguished from the full realisation)
of his cherished subjectivity. This weakness in relation to
actualities is a characteristic limitation of the msthetic type of
personality, and it has not escaped the keen eye of one who,
while, upon the whole, he must certainly be assigned to this
category, was In many ways an exception to its rules. * It is
ever the besetting fault of cultivated men,” says Goethe,
“ that they wish to spend their whole resources on some
idea, scarcely any part of them on tangible existing objects.”
And again, more drastically, in the Articles of Wilhelm
Meister’s Indenture : * Whoever works with symbols only, is a
pedant, a hypocrite, or a bungler.” And Coupland has called
attention to the significant fact that in Act III. of the second
part of Goethe's ** Faust,” first Euphorion, the embodiment of
poetic genius, then Helena, his mother, the personification of
classic beauty, vanish, never to return. * Faust was not
always to remain at the stage of Art.”” It is true that Helena
has bequeathed to him her garment and veil. In these he
envelops himself ; they raise him aloft, bear him away from
the dream-world of Arcadia, and set him down on the solid soil of
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sometimes acted weakly and even contemptibly. Our third
type of greatness—the intellectual—comprises two main
groups, the philosophers and the scientific discoverers. Of
these, the former group is in some respect intermediate, for
many poets have in later life turned to philosophy and achieved
some distinction therein. The transition from art to science
is mediated by cosmic emotion, by that sense of the grandeur
and beauty of the universe which first seeks expression in
the solitary excogitation, later in the organised investigation
of its hidden purpose or law. The man of science, it will be
said, is born, not made. In a sense, yes, but with reservations.
The ssthetic phase may be almost imperceptible, it may be
passed over very lightly, but there is at least no doubt that it
often occurs. Spinoza drew portraits of his friends ; Newton
as a lad drew and painted from nature, besides indulging in
versification ; Bacon’s prose has been praised for its beauty by
Shelley ; Galileo’s dramatic sense compelled him to embody
his astronomical discoveries in dialogues of singular force and
charm ; his memory was stored with a vast variety of old songs
and stories, and many of the poems of Ariosto, Petrarca, and
Bernini. Hegel during his early manhood perpetrated some
rather melancholy verse, but later, during his courtship, dis-
played a transient proficiency in the art. Darwin was a lover
of great music, and, at least until the date of his marriage
(aged twenty-eight), an ardent reader of Shakespeare, Milton,
Scott, Byron, and Wordsworth. As a little boy, too, he had
a mania for inventive lying, which, doubtless, indicates the
potential novelist, or so it seems to me. D’Arcy Power says
of Harvey that he could formulate his knowledge *“ in exquisite
language,” and that so familiar was it (i.e. his knowledge) that
he could afford to indulge in similes and images. Descartes,
at the age of twenty-five, experienced a sort of ecstatic vision, in
which what he took to be his evil genius, symbolised as a terrible
storm, seemed to be driving him in the direction of a church.
So of the ten examples of the intellectual type which I propose
to study, only two, Leibnitz and Kant, seem to show no aptitude
or inclination for imaginative as distinguished from purely
theoretic pursuits. Yet the lifework of these also is clearly
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abler and more exalted spirits. So far as mere art survives,
it is largely by assimilation of scientific methods and aims.

Our fourth type, which I consider the highest and mosb
humanly-significant, is one for which it is difficult to find
an apt and comprehensive title. For want of a better name I
have called this the ethical type of personality, but it might
also be called religious, or—but for the fear of misunderstanding
—spiritual. It includes the religious founder, the prophet, the
saint, the theologian—using that word in its widest sense—the
moralist, and the social reformer. It includes, in short, all
whose main interest and endeavour is to exalt the dignity and
worth of human life, either by the mere force of example, by
precept and moral suasion, or by profound investigation of
the ends and motives of conduct. Properly speaking, it ex-
cludes all who rely, in so far as they rely, on compulsion, even
for the advance of ideal ends—for this is the method peculiar
to the man of action. But this is a test which cannot be too
rigidly enforced, since it would exclude Mahomet, Luther, and
even Gregory the Great from the class to which, on general
grounds, they obviously belong. The man of action bears
to the ethical man a relation analogous to that of the artisan
to the artist. The material of each is human life in general,
but whereas the man of action is guided mainly by considerations
of common everyday utility or expediency, the ethical man
strives for the realisation of consciously-formulated universal
and ideal ends. And in so far as he is true to his type, he cares
only for such results as are brought about by the free voluntary
acceptance of his doctrines and aims. The will of man is his
noble material : to evoke its hidden potencies, to kindle its
latent ardours, to reveal its implied aspirations, is the high
Fa:ak that he undertakes. He is the only true alchemist, agon-
ising to achieve the transmutation of the base metal of sordid
alms and low motives into the gold of brave beliefs and generous
actions. He synthetises the qualities of the three subordinate
types of character, sharing at his best the objective aims and
the human material of the man of action, the ideal standard
of 13]15 artist, the fidelity to fact of the man of science. The
ethical man, like the man of action, has been in evidence,
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not merely at particular epochs—like the artist and the man
of science—but at irregular intervals throughout history. He
18 indispensable, since, without him and what he stands for,
life would be valueless. He is in fact the supreme valuer, and
though, of course, not exempt from the faults and illusions
of his time and race, has proved, upon the whole, not altogether
unworthy of his godlike function. I have spoken of the ssthetic
and ethical personalities as idealistic, and so, broadly speaking,
they are and must be, but, needless to state, they may not all
be professors of idealism in the technical sense. Even the
blankest materialism, the crudest realism, is in some sense an
ideal to its devotee and exponent. It is a deliberately adopted
formula, the highest truth known to him, something which he
accepts and promulgates without reference to its acceptability
to others or consequences to himself. And so even an “im-
moralist ” like Nietzsche, whose principle is the futility of all
principles, must be classed among representatives of the ethical
type. 1 mention these extreme cases as a warning that I
decline to commit myself in advance to the advocacy of any
popular branch of ethical theory. I may have my own views,
but I am not so arrogant as to expect all men to share them ;
and if a given individual teaches the unlimited rights of the
irresponsible ego, the apotheosis of brute force, or the sanctitude
of Dionysian frenzy, that does not alter the fact that, as a
valuer of life, he is entitled to a place among representatives of
the ethical type of personality. There are philosophers who
reject philosophy, and saints who do not believe in religion.
Such, then, are our four types of individuality ; we have
now to discuss the necessary qualifications of such a classification.
In the first place, it may be asked why I have not assigned a
place to the inventors. Not because I am unaware of their
importance, for it is of course obvious that such epochal in-
ventions as that of printing, of the steam locomotive, and the
telegraph, have simply revolutionised social and economic
arrangements. The importance of his function must not,
however, blind us to the fact that the inventor, as such, is not
a primary but a mixed type of individuality. He combines
the characteristics of the intellectual (scientific), the esthetic
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(or constructive), and the practical types. Obviously, the
consideration of the four primary types is a task more than
sufficient, and logically precedes that of subsidiary or mixed
ones. I confess, too, that while freely recognising the debt
that we owe to the inventor, I find him less interesting, humanly
speaking, than the man of action, the artist, the thinker, or the
saint.! The excellent Mr. Smiles may perhaps have bequeathed
his enthusiasm for research in this field to some less didactic
admirer. Let us hope so, and that the result may be forthcoming
in the shape of an adequate discussion of the soul of the inventor.

The inventor is not, of course, peculiar, as an individual, In
that he combines the qualities of several primary types. All
individuals do that in some degree, for the purely typical
personality is an abstraction which does not actually occur.
What excludes the inventor from ranking as representative of
a primary human category is, that, however true to his type,
we know that we shall find in him something of the man of
action, something of the artist, and something of the man of
science.” Representatives of the primary types, on the other
hand, though they always vary in some degree from the type
to which they predominantly belong, do so in an indefinite
and unforeseen way. Casar, for example, probably the greatest
man of action that the world has yet produced, would not have
been so great had not the faults peculiar to his type been, in
his case, largely counterbalanced by a strong ethical bias. He
was the supreme ruler of men just because he was also some-
thing more, because, although he certainly relied mainly on
compulsion, he used it as a rule with strict moderation, and,
whenever he thought it safe, gladly availed himself of the
higher method of moral suasion. Charlemagne, too, though
in most respects a typical representative of the man of action,
has points of affinity with the ethical type. His policy, though
largely opportunist, was also, and, I think, increasingly, motived

! Bacon has truly observed that many of the most important invention
have been rather the result of happy chance than reasoned investigation.
Novum Organum, bk. i. Aph. cix.

* The highest type of inventor is hardly distingnishable from the scientific
discoverer,
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the two last-named have subsidiary indications of an ssthetic
and intellectual bias. Nelson is, in his own way, as unique as
Alexander, and, indeed, with his fiery passion for distinction—a
passion which enabled him to triumph over the most serious
drawbacks of bodily weakness, prejudice, and misfortune—
reminds one a little of the great Macedonian. There is in the
temperament of Nelson a striking analogy with that of the
typical poet ; but, so far as T have been able to ascertain, 1t was,
from the first, purely objective in tendency and aim. With
regard to Napoleon, it need merely be said at present that
we may search the history of mankind in vain to find a more
thoroughly representative specimen of the man of action. Of
aspiration, as distinct from ambition—the desire to shine and
the determination to use men as otherwise negligible instruments
to that ignoble purpose—there are, except possibly in its quite
early stages, no indications whatever in his career. Its leading
notes are tireless energy, instinctive objectivity, furious egotism,
a keen eye to dramatic, or theatrical, effect, and a brutal direct-
ness of method. Very different is the case of Lincoln, a true
man of action, yet with strong affinities to the ethical type.
Leland doubts * whether there was ever so great a man who
was, on the whole, so good.” But this is not the question—
goodness in the domestic sense is quite compatible with ruthless
violence and rapacity in the public sphere of action. But
Lincoln’s relation to the slavery question fairly entitles him to
rank as a man in many ways superior to mere ambition and
lust for power. Still, the problem is not so simple as it appears
—there was a good deal of mere ambition, and even perhaps
a suspicion of demagogy and time-serving, in his conduct at
times.

Fewer ambiguities present themselves with regard to the
classification of representatives of the wmsthetic type. Dante
had in him some inkling of a practical bias, but it did not long
survive the discouragement of his condemnation and exile.
Not more of it, perhaps, than is common to all artists of the
first class, for it is only those of the second rank who are devoid
of a leaven of Philistinism. But in spite of the unsurpassed
beauty:of his verse, and the superb virtuosity of his method,

3
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that he contented himself henceforth with describing—not
without irony and self-derision—the chivalrous exploits and
ideals which he had once aspired to express in action. His loss
was the world’s gain, however, and he could not have become
the supreme artist he was if he had been spared the rebufis
incurred by his prior invasion of the practical sphere. Mozart
is almost as perfect a representative of the msthetic type as
Napoleon is of the man of affairs. Goethe’s complex personality
belongs in almost equal measure to each of the four primitive
types, the poet upon the whole predominating in him, and the
ethical factor, though ultimately pronounced enough, developing
latest. Beethoven, again, is an artist and something more ; he
never meddled with action ; he was not really intellectual ; but
there is in all his great works a breath of spiritual exaltation,
a something that not merely expands and uplifts, but edifies,
incites, and ennobles. His musiec is, as it were, an emotional
embodiment of absolute religion, of religion that has outgrown
formulas and superstitions ; it is at once a psan of emancipation
and a proud challenge to destiny. Its appeal is, in short,
not merely to the imagination, but also, and in perhaps unique
degree, to the will of the listener. By this peculiarity Beethoven'’s
music is related to the poetry of Dante, Milton, and Shelley,
rather than to that of Chaucer, Shakespeare, or Keats. In
Walter Scott we have a well-marked example of the blending
of imaginative with practical capacity. The artist in him was
overshadowed and in some degree vitiated by the man of action.
It would hardly be an exaggeration to say that he cared as much,
or even more, for worldly and social success as for excellence in
his artistic endeavours—that ambition rather than aspiration
was his fundamental motive. Once, soon after entering the
High School at Edinburgh, Scott, having found himself at a
disadvantage through his ignorance of Greek, expressed con-
tempt for the language, whereupon a schoolfellow, the son of an
innkeeper, himself an excellent Greek scholar, ventured to
remonstrate with him. Scott received the friendly rebuke
““ with sulky civility, because, forsooth, the birth of my mentor
did not, as I thought in my folly, authorise him to inteude upon
me his advice.,” All his life, in fact, though less obtrusively,
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no doubt, Scott maintained a certain deference for rank as such,
hardly compatible with a due regard for ideal standards. He
was a little ashamed of being a professional author, a little over-
anxious lest 1t should be forgotten that he was also a * gentle-
man.” Lockhart significantly remarks that Scott’s wife gaily
acknowledged the pleasure she took in being “ My Lady.” It
would be a mistake, of course, to make too much of this worldly
element in Scott’s nature, to regard him as a mere worldling
impelled by a sordid land-hunger. There was a great deal of the
child in him : a fitle and estate were the toys that pleased him.
He wanted, as Lockhart remarks, to revive the interior life of
the castles he had emulated—their wide-open, joyous reception
of all comers—ballads and pibrochs—jolly hunting fields—
mirthful dancers. What is a more serious flaw is his msthetic
opportunism—-his willingness to court popularity by the sacrifice
of truth or beauty. Thus, in the original version of St. Ronan’s
Well, the mock marriage of Miss Mowbray was represented as
having been consummated. His publisher shrank from ob-
truding on the public the suggestion of any personal con-
tamination of a high-born damsel of the nineteenth century.
Scott, protesting that James Ballantyne would not have
quarrelled with the incident had it befallen a girl in gingham,
and that the silk petticoat made no real difference, ultimately
gave way very reluctantly and re-wrote the episode. He always
protested that the story was marred by the change. As to his
practical ability, I need only recall the amazing zeal and energy
with which Scott threw himself into the preparation of the
festivities and processional pageants which celebrated the
King’s visit to Edinburgh in 1822. * The strongest impression
which the whole affair left on my mind,” observes Lockhart,
“ was that I had never till then formed any just notion of his
capacity for practical dealings and rule among men. . . . I am
mistaken if Scott could not have played in other times either
the Cecil or the Gondomar.” To have done things worthy to be
written was, in his eyes, we are told, a dignity to which no man
made any approach who had only written things worthy to be
read. True ; but this is no sort uf!justiﬁca.t-ion of the man, who,
having chosen writing as his vocation, is, through weakness or
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fear of loss or censure, thus false to his own insight and con-
science. What Scott failed to realise is that wordswhich produce
actions partake in some degree of the nature of action. His
work is, consequently, creative only in a secondary sense : 1t
charms, but it does not ennoble. Scott never truly attained to
the intellectual, still less to the ethical type of greatness. Of
Turner we may first remark that in physical energy he far
exceeded the degree typical of the @sthetic temperament.
We are told that he had worked as many hours as would make
the lives of two men of his own age. He had in him enough of
the man of action to subserve without serious detriment the
main purpose of his life. Intellectually, he was by no means
remarkable : he could not express himself clearly in words at any
length, but was, as it were, bound down by natural limitations
to the one outlet prescribed. His forehead projected above
the eyes, but its upper portion was narrow and sloped towards
the cranial vertex. It is probable, however, that in his art-
work, particularly the mythological pictures, Turner endeavoured
to set forth some dimly-felt ethical purpose or warning. He
seems to have considered the tragic fate of Carthage, ascribable
to the neglect of agriculture, the increase of luxury, and besotted
blindness to the insatiable ambition of Rome, as in some sort
symbolic of the dangers that threatened the England of his day.
So, too, in the proof of an engraving of Wickliff’s birthplace,
he introduced a burst of light which was not in the drawing.
““ There is the light of the glorious Reformation,” he explained
to an mquirer. Some fluttering geese in the foreground were
the superstitions which the genius of the reformer was to drive
away. Such vague intimations of the hidden motives of an
artist are of great interest: they have more to do with the
settlement of his ultimate rank in the world’s esteem than many
dilettanti are willing to admit.

Our last example of the msthetic type is Flaubert, one of
the most interesting personalities of his class. The son of an
eminent surgeon, he inherited a strong proclivity to almost
microscopic accuracy of detail and precision of method. All
hlﬂ‘ early surroundings tended to enhance this inborn serupu-
losity in regard to the hard facts of life. His temperament
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made him an artist, but his intellect made him the pioneer of
realism in art. His motives were unique in their purity ; of
vulgar ambition we find in him hardly a trace. “ Do I long to
be successful, I, to be a great man, a man known in a distriet,
in a department, in three provinces, a thin man, a man with
a weak digestion? Have 1 ambition, like shoeblacks who
aspire to be bootmakers, drivers to be stud-grooms, footmen to
play the master, your man of ambition to be a deputy or a
minister, to wear a ribbon, be a town councillor ? All that
seems to me very dismal, and attracts me as little as a fourpenny
dinner or a humanitarian lecture.” As to what does attract
him, he is equally explicit. ““ For me there is nothing in the
world except beautiful verses, well-turned, harmonious, resonant
phrases, glorious sunsets, moonlight, coloured paintings, antique
marble, and shapely heads. Beyond that, nothing.” But this
is not wholly accurate, unless we add that, for Flaubert, the
true and the beautiful were one, and that no subject was too
gross or sordid to yield to the enchantment of style. Art, he
insisted, should be raised above personal affections and nervous
susceptibilities. ““It is time to give it, by means of pitiless
method, the precision of the physical sciences.” He declared
that there is no particle of matter which does not contain poetry;
that the artist should regard the universe as a work of art, whose
processes he must reproduce in his works. He had a horror
of “ people of taste, the people of pretty touches, of purification,
of illusions, those who with manuals of anatomy for ladies,
science within the grasp of all, pretty sentiments, and honeyed
art, change, erase, remove, and call themselves classic.” I_n
virtue of his unquestioned, unfaltering, life-long fidelity to this
austere ideal, Flaubert is more than an artist, more than a
philosopher : he is in some sense—much as he would have
resented the imputation—a prophet and a seer. :

I have already submitted evidence of the emsthetic bias
which commonly underlies, and, no doubt, in some degree
conditions the mental activities of the philosopher and the man
of science. Men of this class are seldom strongly drawn to the
field of action. Bacon is, of course, an exception, but thﬁ'IBEUltE
of his worldly ambition were, we all know, disastrous to his fame
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and happiness. The rule seems to be that a man of great in-
tellectuality can earn a modest living, but cares little for success
in the vulgar sense of the word. Harvey and Spinoza are good
examples ; Kant, Hegel, and Newton were all comparatively
impecunious for at least the greater portion of their lives.
Descartes and Darwin were men of independent means; the
former in early life renounced a title as a useless encumbrance.
Leibnitz, as the reward of a life of arduous and disinterested toil
for humanity, died poor and almost friendless, and ** was buried
more like a robber than the ornament of his country.” As to
the ethico-religious affinities of the intellectual type, these are
naturally most obvious in the professed philosophers—Spinoza,
Kant, Hegel. But may not Galileo, Newton, and Darwin, by
the revolution they effected in the current cosmic and biological
conceptions of their times, by the firmness with which, in the face
of bitter opposition, even persecution, they maintained the
truth of their discoveries, by the reaction of these discoveries
upon the ethico-religious consciousness of the civilised world—
may not such names be regarded as of more spiritual significance
than those of innumerable preachers and theologians ? We
divide life up into sections, labelling this profane and that
sacred, but Nature makes light of our petty discriminations,
and Truth remains one, organic and ultimately indivisible.

We have now only to deal with the anomalies qualifying our
recognition of the fourth or ethico-religious type of personality.
As I have already implied, this type of individuality is funda-
mental in a somewhat different sense from the three preceding
ones. It synthetises their characteristics into the unity of a
higher manifestation. The immediate simplicity of the objec-
tive or practical nature is in the artist withdrawn from exclusive
relation to actualities, and comes into sensuous or intuitive
touch with an ideal order. This ideal order the artist endeavours
to reproduce by the manipulation of symbols. Guided by
cosmic emotion in the first place, the intellectual man takes a
further step. Te seeks for the unchanging law underlying the
changing features of actuality, with a view to the mastery of
fate. The ethico-religious type restores to unity the character-
istics thus differentiated—sharing the practical aims of the man
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the inference in favour of the historicity of Jesus really rests.
No one certainly knows whether such a man actually lived ;
only those who have deeply studied the evidence have any
right to an opinion on the matter. I, for my part, agree with
Schmiedel (not entirely on account of his “ nine pillars,”*
however) and with Carpenter, that upon the whole the balance
of evidence is in favour of the affirmative inference. I do not
presume to censure those who think otherwise. But my main
reasons for including this personality are : first, that his character,
as I have, after much thought and labour, come to conceive
of it, is to my mind supremely interesting and significant ;
secondly, that it is almost the only available example of a
purely ethical type ; thirdly, that its consideration is intimately
bound up with that of nearly all the other members of its class,
as chosen, without preconception, by me. It seems to me
impossible to discredit the substantial genuineness of Paul’s
Epistles, and, in a less degree, of the Acts, which bring us into
touch with blood relations and intimate associates of Jesus,
and, by their naive revelation of the feuds and dissensions of
the primitive Church, render the hypothesis of wholesale fraud
futile and meaningless. T do not, on the other hand, regard the
Gospels, not even that of Mark, as in strict sense historical.
They were fashioned under the impulse of  creative love and
insight,” moulded by the preconceived idea of the Messianic
réle of their hero; but there is a cenfral core of historic fact
giving verisimilitude to the whole story, which will, T believe,
prove indissoluble by the corrosive attack of the most deter-
mined criticism. “ What is indubitable,” says Renan, “is
that very early the discourses of Jesus were written in the
Aramean language, and very early also his remarkable actions
were recorded. . . . Who does not see the value of documents
thus composed by the tender remembrances and simple narra-
tives of the first two Christian generations, still full of the strong

impression which the illustrious founder had produced, which
seemed long to survive him ?

" Jesus in Modern Criticism, by Dr. Paul W, Schmiedel, trans. by M. A.

Canney. For Criticism, see *“ The Historicity of Jesus,” by J. M. Robertson,
Agnostic Annual, 1907,
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that his high aim, and the purely spiritual sphere of his main
activities, render it impossible to assign Paul to any other
than the ethico-religious category. The case of Marcus Aurelius
is the exact converse of that of the apostle to the Gentiles.
A moralist, nay, a saint, by temperament, he was a man of
action by the necessity of his imperial position. Guilt, the
nemesis of action, surprised him in the person of his noblest
victim, Blandina, the girl-martyr of Lyons. It is the one
blot on his escutcheon that, through very excess of scruple,
and over-anxious fidelity to his official responsibilities, he
became, in his own despite, a persecutor. Very different
is the case of Augustine, an artist by temperament, if there
ever were one, whose claim to sanctity rests exclusively on
the self-subdual achieved by the fierce intensity of that inmer
conflict so marvellously depicted in the deathless pages of
his Confessions. The psychological interest of his career
abruptly ceases with his ultimate conversion. Gregory the
Great, on the other hand, seems never to have known one
lawless desire. Like Aurelius, he was a natural recluse, loyally,
though always reluctantly, and with wistful backward glances
towards the forbidden peace of his monastery on the Coelian,
obeying an imperious call to the fulfilment of world-wide respon-
sibilities. Mahomet and Luther are two striking examples
of the ethico-religious type blended with and almost dominated
by the masterful temper of the man of action. Yet it should
be remembered that the first did not make appeal to the sword
before he had reached the age of fifty-three, when ° thirteen
years of meek endurance had been rewarded by nothing but
aggravated injury and insult.” And the second, when, at
almost the same age, he declared that resistance to the aggres-
sion of * blood-thirsty Papists”’ would not be rebellion, was
for the moment disillusioned and embittered by the failure
of the Emperor to maintain at the Diet of Augsburg that
attitude of impartiality which Luther had rightly expected
of him. The wonder is, not that men of such power and energy
to some extent confused might with right, but that upon the
whole their lives manifest so clear a recognition of the differ-
ence between them. In Francis d’Assisi we have a saint
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first or most primitive group (men of action) to the last or
ethico-religious. The numbers are as follows :* Men of action
—average number, 7'9 ; wmsthetic type, 43 ; intellectual type,
42 ; ethico-religious type, 3:2. The average of the last group
is based in part on the assumption that Jesus had four brothers
and two sisters, and Paul one brother and sister.? If we exclude
these doubtful instances, the average will be somewhat lower.
It is interesting to notice the large proportion of great men who
have been only children—particularly in the last group. Dante,
Turner, Newton (his mother, however, had children by a second
husband), Leibnitz (only son by father’s third wife), Marcus
Aurelius (so far as I am aware), Augustine, Gregory, Mahomet
—just one fifth of the whole—were the only children of their
two parents. Leonardo I exclude, for he was illegitimate,
His mother, a peasant girl, married, and may have had a large
family. His father had subsequently no less than four wives,
and some children. With regard to the question whether great
men come early or late in their respective families, the evidence
clearly points in the former direction. The average place in a
family averaging a number of eight is for my men of action, 2-2 ;
for the ssthetic type, 1'7 in a family of average number, 4'3 ;
for the intellectuals, 1'9 in 4'2 ; and for the last group, 14 in
families averaging 3-2. For the four groups taken together,
the average place is 1'8 in 4'9. That is to say, that the families
into which are born great men, in general appear to average
nearly five members, and that the chances are somewhat less
of the great man being the eldest than the second-born. Another
point of someslight interest is the fact that of myten intellectuals,
Bacon and Spinoza were the offspring of their father’s second,
and Leibnitz was the son of his father’s third wife. This
perhaps might indicate that a considerable seniority on the
part of the husband to the wife is a condition favouring intel-
lectual eminence in the offspring. That the average size of

! Where one or both parents have been married more than once I have
counted only the mother's children, as I consider the maternal element the
better test of prolificity in a given stock. The mother of William the Silent
had 17 children, 5 being by a former husband.

? Renan's estimate,
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physical organism of great mental effort.! And this is confirmed
by the fact that, of the members of my last (ethico-religious)
group, the three most distinctly intellectual men—Augustine,
Emerson, and Renan—were by far the longest lived. Augustine
lived to be seventy-six, Emerson to be seventy-nine, and Renan
to be sixty-nine. Luther, who died at sixty-three, lived, in many
respects, the life of a man of action. Francis d’Assisi, who can
hardly be called a thinker, died at forty-five. This last group
is, in fact, far less homogeneous than the others; and general
conclusions with regard to it are correspondingly precarious.
We will now consider such facts with regard to the parentage
of particular individuals as appear likely to throw hght upon
the main problems with which we are concerned. Of Cewsar’s
lineage, it is noteworthy that for eight generations his fore-
fathers had held prominent positions in the State. Nature
had been slowly working up towards the production of the
greatest ruler of men that the world has yet seen. In politics
they had been moderate aristocrats, and although Casar, led
by clear-sighted ambition, inevitably adopted the democratic
policy of Marius, his uncle by marriage, traces of the inherited
moderation and conservatism of his nature are clearly evidenced
by his publie actions throughout life. He loathed vulgar display,
and had an unerring instinet of good taste, so fastidious that it
almost ranks as a moral rather than a merely-esthetic trait. Of
his father, who had been prator, nothing more need be said.
Of his mother, Aurelia, we read that she was a strict and stately
lady of the old school, uninfected by the cosmopolitan laxity
of her day. Consequently, though the Camsars were wealthy,
the habits of Aurelia’s household were simple and severe.
Ceesar was always passionately devoted to his mother, who
shared his house up to the time of her death, when Czsar was
forty-six years old. Her influence upon him was doubtless
great and beneficial. Precisely the same can be said as to
Charlemagne, whose private life at anyrate grossly deteriorated
from the date of his mother’s death in his own forty-second

1 The T.rnphin influence of mental activity is negatively indicated by the
Fxtreme liability of the insane to fractures, bruises, and other traumatic or
inflammatory lesions.
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striking resemblance to the great Protector, the face being
““ strong, homely, keen, with firm mouth and penetrating eyes,
a womanly goodness and peacefulness of expression.” Of the
precise part played by her in guiding the career of Oliver we do
not know much, but we know that he thought more of her than
of any other woman, more than of his wife. She survived her
husband thirty-seven years, remaining throughout life—to her
ninetieth year—by Oliver's side; was lodged by him in Whitehall
Palace, and royally interred in the Abbey. Of Cromwell’s
father we read that he was a man of good sense, of competent
learning and great spirit, but unambitious, methodical, reserved,
and proud. The Cromwells were a sound stock, by wealth
and alliances in the front rank of untitled gentry, prolific and
long-lived. For generations they had been conspicuous for
loyalty, chivalry, and public spirit, some tending to Puritan
austerity, others to the opposite extreme. Precisely analogous
18 the case of William the Silent, whose father, William, Count
of Nassau, the heir of a House which had produced many
chiefs illustrious in war and council, 18 himself described as a
“ pale, dull, local type.” His wife, the hero’s mother, was in
all ways an exceptional woman. She bore seventeen children
in all, five by a previous husband. Strong, devout, affectionate,
a sincere but temperate Protestant, she endured a long life
of calamity and bereavement with heroic serenity and courage,
dying at the age of seventy-seven.

That Napoleon thought highly of his mother we know from
the fact that he attributed his elevation to her training, laying
down the maxim that the future good or bad conduct of a
child depends entirely on the mother. On the eve of his de-
parture from Klba, it was to her, and her alone of those he left
behind him, that the secret of his desperate venture was confided.
From her he is thought to have inherited his astounding
energy, as his disposition did not resemble that of his father,
& somewhat indolent Ifalian gentleman of literary tastes.
Both father and son, however, died of cancer of the stomach.
The predominance of the maternal element as a determinant
of genius 18 further shown in the cases of Mozart, Goethe, Scott,
Leibnitz, Augustine, Gregory, Francis d’Assisi—to mention






e r——

WILLIAM THE SILENT.

From an engraving.

o face p. 52.






HISTORY, PARENTAGE, CONSTITUTION 53

of many eminent persons, only eighteen, at the time of his birth.
Pace Weismann, this may be in some way related to the com-
plexities and inconsistencies of his character. The paternal
and maternal elements within him had a long and stubborn
contest before any tolerable modus vivendi could be thrashed
out between them. The father of Leibnitz was an eminent
jurist and professor of moral philosophy, born of a good
Protestant family. Leibnitz inherited from him the same
intellectual interests, coloured and vivified by the temperament
of his third wife, the great philosopher’s mother. She was
a woman who overcame all personal difficulties with patience,
trying to live with everyone in peace and quiet. * This con-
ciliatory spirit showed itself in her son’s celebrated attempts
to bring about political and religious union, and has found its
classical expression in his philosophical system.” Leibnitz
remained a Protestant, but it was the dream of his life to see
unity and universality restored to the Church of Christendom.
His negotiations with political and ecclesiastical rulers on behalf
of religious unity extend over some thirty-two years. The same
hereditary disposition to avoid a one-sided attitude is evinced
by his refusal to join in the depreciation of ancient philosophy
(Aristotle’s in particular), so fashionable among the thinkers
of his day. Himself in the vanguard of progress, *“ he blames
the moderns for being more anxious to propound their own
ideas than to bring out what was great and true in Aristotle
and the schoolmen.” He maintains—and as to the justice
of the contention there can hardly be two opinions—that much
of what was thought to be new is to be found in the older writers.
This catholicity was perhaps the innermost factor of Leibnitz’
greatness ; and he had it direct from his mother, though in
her it was merely a domestic and moral, not an intellectual
characteristic.

I_t can scarcely be necessary to call attention to the pre-
cl:::-mmanne of the maternal element in the ultimate determina-
tion of the genins of Augustine. What is most interesting in
his case is the evidence afforded by his writings of a long and
ﬂrd.uuus contest between the sensual and lawless proclivities
which he inherited from his worthless father, resulting in freaks
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contrast with the case of Augustine is that of Gregory the Great,
whose sanctity belongs to a type of comparative unity and
simplicity. His father, Gordianus, was a wealthy and mfluential
member of the Anicii (a family noted in history), and lived in a
palace on the Coelian, subsequently converted by Gregory into
a monastery, where his happiest days were spent. Two sisters
of Gordianus were noted for the sanctity of their lives, and their
father had sat in the chair of Peter. Gregory’s mother, Sylvia,
who was also reckoned a saint, is described as “ blending the
noble qualities of the typical Roman matron with the higher
discipline of Christian virtues.” On her husband’s death Sylvia
retired to the Cella Nuova and devoted herself to prayer and
asceticism. Reading between the lines of this family history,
it 1s easy to understand how the son of Gordianus and Sylvia
seems from the first to have had no dearer wish than to devote
himself to a life of contemplative religious fervour. His mind,
we are told, matured early; he was venerated by all his associates,
and in Rome was deemed second to none. Few lives are more
devoid of evidence of any period of struggle for self-mastery,
of any hesitation as to the objects to be deemed supremely
worthy of attainment. Gregory would gladly have lived and
died an obscure monk ; he was always a monk at heart. But
those who knew him betfer perhaps than he knew himself,
recognised in him the inborn capacity of a genuine ruler of men.
Their wish prevailed, and Gregory became the supreme ecclesi-
astical statesman of the Catholic Church. Unmistakable is
the predominance of maternal traits in the genius of that saintly
Bohemian, Francis d’Assisi, of whom with pardonable enthusiasm
1t has been said that he was in certain respects “well-nigh
another Christ given to the world.” Of his father, Pier Ber-
nardone, a travelling silk and cloth merchant, one thinks as a
typical bourgeois personality, not perhaps devoid of culture, for
in thpse days such men were the trusted agents and messengers
of princes and legates, but obviously incapable of understanding,
st:all more of sympathising with, what he must have deemed the
hlgh-ﬂn@ visions and impracticable aspirations; of , his{ eldest
son. His wife, Madonna Pica, was a Provengal lady, probably
of more exalted rank than her husband, by whom she was wooed
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in one of his mercantile tours in South France. From her
Francis inherited his delicate body, gracious nature, courteous
manners, intuitive reverence, and that dainty fastidiousness as
to dress, food, and person, which it cost him grievous pains to
overcome. His love of cleanliness was, we are told, a lifelong
trait, but it must, through the rigour of his life of voluntary
mendicancy, have suffered many a rude rebuff. In fact, we are
expressly informed that it was at first very hard for him to
conquer his loathing for the scraps and leavings of food procured
by begging—him who had ever shrunk from animal foods and
messes, loving sweetmeats, cakes, and all delicate dishes. To a
strain of gentle birth his biographer attributes his preference
for the beautiful and romantic, to which we may perhaps add
that fastidious vanity which in his early youth made him delight
to adorn his slim person, *‘ investing it in mantles of beautiful
texture and colour, and loving the sheen and flash of jewelled
clasp and brooch.” Of his mother’s devoutness there can be
no question ; she prayed for him without ceasing, and openly
expressed a hope that, if it pleased God, he might become a
good Christian.

I have next to call attention to the significant fact that, of
our forty individuals, three (Bacon, Turner, and Lincoln) were
born of mothers who were mentally ! unsound. Bacon’s mother
was a most accomplished woman, a genuine scholar, affectionate,
devout, of a markedly suspicious temperament, and showed
leanings to religious dissent. She became insane towards the
end of her life. That Bacon had a high regard for her is
evidenced by the fact that he expressed a wish to be buried by
her side. His father, a genial, impulsive soul, generous and
jocose, may have been a lovable person, but was not a great
lawyer. Here, again, the maternal inheritance is evidently a
predominant factor. Turner’s mother was a woman of ungovern-
able temper, who also became insane. His father was a garrulous,
miserly little hairdresser of Devonshire extraction, and though
the great artist certainly resembled him in appearance a.n.d
inherited his penurious disposition, I suspect that his artistic

! Emotionally unstable, in the first place, however, not of course intellec-
tually deficient.
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bias was derived from the maternal side. Lincoln’s mother,
Nancy Hanks, a tall and beautiful brunette, though never
actually insane, suffered from habitual depression, almost
amounting to melancholia, as, of course, did her son Abraham.
In his case, the morbid inheritance was clearly manifested by
something very like an attack of mental alienation, for after
the death of a girl whom he had loved, he became at the age of
twenty-four for some weeks “ nearly insane,” lost his youth,
became subject to frequent attacks of intense depression, and
was finally the subject of a settled melancholy which never
left him, Yet his mother, though uneducated, was acknowledged
to be a woman of exceptional understanding. Lincoln’s father
was an idle, thriftless ne’er-do-well, a man of immense physical
strength (which Abraham certainly inherited) and an inveterate
anecdotist, He was always in debt and difficulty, and must
have been something of a brute, since he has been seen to knock
his little son headlong from a fence while civilly answering a
traveller’s question. Advocates of the policy of prohibiting
marriage or child-birth to persons predisposed to insanity,
should not overlook the fact that one of the greatest philosophers,
one of the greatest painters, one of the greatest statesmen, that
the world has produced, were each the son of a mother pre-
disposed to insanity, two of the three women being destined to
become actually insane. Such questions, however important,
are by no means to be settled off-hand, for no one, I imagine,
would go so far as to contend that Bacon, Turner, or Lincoln
ought never to have been born. A precisely analogous difficulty
presents itself with reference to the children of parents pre-
disposed to tuberculosis. A phthisical tendency, probably
innate, is either expressly recorded or may safely be inferred in
regard to Richelieu, Nelson,! Mozart, Descartes, Spinoza, and
Francis d’Assisi. Every type of greatness is represented, and
the correlation seems far too frequent to be merely coincidental.?

fﬂﬂn Nelson’s return from three years' service on the Boreas in the West
Indies, aged twenty-seven, his health was in a wretched condition, and he was
considered to be consumptive. At this time he had serious thoughts of
leaving the Navy.
~ #In a random sample of over 600 families taken from the modern popula-
tion of Great Britain, Prof. Karl Pearson found that, in one of every sixteen
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Darwin, concerning whom his son writes : “ We may hazard the
guess that Darwin inherited the sweetness of his dispnsitiu_n
from the Wedgwood (maternal) side, while the character of his
genius came rather from the Darwin grandfather.” This grand-
father, Erasmus Darwin, poet, naturalist, and physician, was
the author of Zoonomia, a work which, in many respects,
anticipated the evolutionary theories of Lamarck. Darwin’s
father was a successful physician, keenly observant, so intuitive
that he could read the characters, even the thoughts, of men,
sociable and sympathetic, but quite destitute of capacity for
scientific generalisation. It seems to me to be credible that
intellectual, as distinguishedgfrom ewmsthetic, genius may be in
some cases traceable mainly to a masculine source. In Galileo’s
case, for example, of whose mother, however, I have been able
to acquire no information, there is evidence that his father was
a man of unusual originality. He was a good mathematician,
and wrote several treatises on musie, which reveal considerable
knowledge and insight. In his Dialogue on Ancient and
Modern Music, one speaker says, “ They who in proof of my
assertion rely simply on the weight of authority, without ad-
vancing any argument in support of it, act very absurdly.”
Not only is this a sentiment rarely held (or expressed, at any
rate) by sixteenth century writers, it is also quite in the
spirit of his son’s protest against the dogmatic apriorism of
Kepler. In the cases of Kant and Hegel, however, though the
fathers of both were men of high character, the mothers appear
to have been more exceptional in point of mental capacity.
But Kant and Hegel were philosophers, not men of science in
the now accepted sense; and the philosopher has wmsthetic
affinities. It is interesting to note that Kant was, on the
paternal side, of Scots descent—a blend of the Scots and the
German could hardly lack metaphysical capacity ! The Hegel
family seem to have had a sort of traditional bias towards
officialism, for many of its members held posts in the civil
service during the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, and
Hegel pére was himself an officer in the fiscal department of
Stuttgart. Ithinkthis has an obvious bearing onwhat might per-
haps be called the bureaucratic flavour of Hegelian philosophy.
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unknown progenitor he inherited his tall and sturdy frame,
which exceeded that of either of his parents. Luther’s mother
is described as modest, extremely devout, mild, and meditative.
As regards the mildness one cannot feel entire confidence, as
the good woman is said to have whipped little Martin “ till the
blood came ** for stealing a nut! Heaven defend us (and our
children) from such mildness! Martin’s father was typical
of the fathers of great men—a man of high character, universally
esteemed, but not otherwise very remarkable. Of the Luther
stock in general, the Reformer’s own blunt description is no
doubt valid :  All my ancestors were thorough peasants.”

When pointing out the frequency of mental instability
among the parents of great men, I might have strengthened
my case by the mention of Renan’s father, a dreamy and feck-
less Breton seaman, concerning the mystery of whose death at
sea suicide appears by far the most likely solution. Renan’s
mother, a tradesman’s daughter with Gascon blood in her
veins, is described as ““ a lively little gipsy,” who had ever a
witty answer ready, well able to defend her extreme loyalist
convictions, and to ‘ bring the laugh on her side.” Her  sharp
brilliance ” was mitigated by a leaven of devout Catholicism,
and it was the dearest wish of her heart that her Ernest should
be a priest. A woman of “ courageous gaiety,” of solid judg-
ment, vet a lover of the old myths and legends, not above con-
galting the local witch, Gude, as to the chance of her seven-
months child's survival. If it be true of Renan that he “ felt
like & woman, thought like a man, and acted like a child,” it
would seem that he owed the excess of sensibility and the un-
practical impulses of his nature to the paternal, the intellectual
force and subtlety of his mind to the maternal stock. Both were
essential factors of his idiosyncrasy and charm, yet there can
be little doubt as to which constitutes the heavier debt.

The family history reserved for latest comsideration, that
of Emerson, presents features of special interest. His father,
a Unitarian minister, broadly liberal in theological matters,
genial and social, came of a stock whose traditional Calvinism
had never been extreme. He was the founder of a Philosophical
Club, and had a decided literary bent. Yet he was not markedly
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and grandfathers of great men are, as a rule, men of excep-
tional capacity, often achieving some distinction in the same
field of life as that destined to be entered by their sons, the
definite emergence of genius is commonly traceable to a feminine
source. The mothers or grandmothers of great men are nearly
always remarkable women, remarkable in a way obviously
relevant to the peculiar endowment of their sons or grandsons.
Nevertheless, as regards the particular form of endowment,
the special talent, which is energised and qualitatively enhanced
or transformed by contribution from a feminine source, the
importance of the paternal stock is by no means to be ignored.
Such talent may be regarded as a latent strain or tendency
in a given family line, gradually emerging, and, at last, under
the influence of a specially favourable marriage, attaining to full
realisation in the birth of a man of genius,

I have no patience with people who affect to regard genius
as essentially pathological, as a disease. Great men are so
called because they achieve things which to other men are
impossible. Greatness is essentially positive, but as Nature
exacts a price for all her benefits 1t has inevitably a negative side.
Hence the morbid correlations of genius which we have found
so conspicuous, the dangers, mental and physical, that beset
its path. Hence its frequent association with consumptivity,
with insanity, with emotional aberrations and vagaries, with
celibacy, with sterility, absolute or partial, with an abnormal
mortality in such offspring as may be born to its possessors.

No higher task demands the attention of science than the
solution of this problem. How can we, by the encouragement
of suitable unions, at the same time favour the birth of men
of great capacity, and minimise the risk of correlative morbid
predispositions ? How can we buy genius from Nature on
the cheapest possible terms ?

o
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of sequence given above, which forms a kind of descending scale.
Of Charlemagne we are told that he was tall above the common,
broad-shouldered and strongly built. His neck was noticeably
short and muscular : he was, in fact, “bull-necked.” He had a
prominent, hawk-like nose, large eyes, and a high forehead. His
aspect was alert and cheerful, his voice clear but not loud, and
his energy was apparently inexhaustible. He became corpulent
i his later days. With regard to his muscular strength, we
learn that he could straighten four horse-shoes together, could
fell a horse and its rider with his fist, or lift a fully-equipped
warrior with one hand to the height of his own head.

Lincoln’s height in his prime was six feet four inches. He
was always a lean man,ungainly as to gait,and though exception-
ally strong had a constitutional indolence in regard to physical
(not mental) exertion. His hair was very dark. So was his
complexion, and the skin of his face was lined and shrivelled,
perhaps from exposure during his early farm life. He could
carry six hundred pounds with ease, and once picked up some
huge posts which four men were preparing to lift, and bore them
away with little effort. When Lincoln was a young man there
was no one far or near who dared compete with him in wrestling.

Julius Cesar was tall and somewhat slight, with dark grey
eyes, refined features, and wide lofty brow. His muscular
development was no doubt excellent, for the long neck was
erect and sinewy, a conditon always, I believe, indicative of
exceptional strength and activity. Ceesar’s head was somewhat
small, relatively to his height, and his hair was thin and scanty.
He suffered from epilepsy towards the end of his life, and seems
to have had no sense of smell worth mentioning, as he ate
rancid oil on one occasion without remark.

William the Silent was somewhat above the medium height,
spare, well-proportioned, and fairly strong. His complexion was
brownish ; he had curling auburn hair and brown eyes, large,
bright, and penetrating. The forehead was open and domed ;
the nose large, powerfully formed, and wide at the base. He had
a fine round massive chin ; the mouth was full but closely set,
rather severe and melancholy. His general aspect at the age of
twenty-five was one of power, self-control, intensity, and pro-
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found thoughtfulness. In strict keeping with his physiognomy
is the account given of William by a Catholic opponent : “ Never
did arrogant or indiscreet word issue from his mouth under the
impulse of anger or other passion. He was master of a sweet
and winning power of persuasion, by means of which he gave
form to the great ideas within him, and thus he succeeded
in bending to his will the other lords about the court as he
chose. He was beloved and in high favour above all men with
the people.” The last twelve years of Willam’s life were
passed in hourly peril of assassination, and so great were the
hardships and so many the vicissitudes he endured, that at the
age of fifty-one he was bald, wrinkled, furrowed with ague and
sorrow. The mouth now is not merely firm-set, but locked as it
were with iron, and there is a strained look in the deep-set
watchful eyes. Yet the old charm of manner persisted, and in
all his converse “an outward passage of inward greatness”
was observed. It is noteworthy that William was four times
married, and was the father of three sons and nine daughters.
i# Oliver Cromwell was of the stature of five feet ten inches,
powerfully and somewhat heavily built. His head was large and
square, his countenance massive, red, and swollen. He had a
thick, prominent red nose (perhaps indicating dyspepsia); a
heavy, gnarled brow ; firm, penetrating, sad eyes ; a square jaw,
and close-set mouth. His upper lip and chin were clothed with
scanty tufts of hair, his head with flowing brown locks. His
general aspect bespoke energy, firmness, passion, pity, and
sorrow. In his childhood he was afflicted with fearful dreams
and dreadful visions, and in manhood be became a religious
hypochondriac. Dr. Simecott of Huntingdon calls him * most
splenetic,” and was often summoned at midnight by Oliver to
dispel “ phansyes * and convictions of imminent death. Crom-
well’s voice was described by a contemporary as * harsh and
untuneable  ; such a voice is, I believe, a not infrequent accom-
paniment of hypochondria, and readily assumes a querulous
tone.

Frederick the Great was of medium stature, his limbs well
formed, his aspect vigorous and healthy. His features were
highly pleasing, the expression animated and noble. His
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large blue eyes were at once severe, soft, and gracious. His
bright brown hair was careléssly curled, and, in characteristic
defiance of the convenances, he refused to wear a wig. As
to his manners, Bielfeld considered him the most polite man
in the kingdom, though he could be dry enough, even caustic,
on occasion. Such was Frederick in 1738 (aged twenty-six),
two years before the beginning of that long reign of which
the first twenty-two years were to be spent in almost incessant
warfare against enemies whose numbers seemed ever to increase.
At forty-eight Frederick was already old. To the Countess de
Camas he writes in 1760: * This is, I swear, such a dog’s
life as no one except Don Quixote ever led but myself. All
this bustle, all this confusion has made me such an old fellow,
that you would hardly know me again. The hair on the right
side of my head is grown quite grey ; my teeth break and fall
out ; my face is full of wrinkles as the furbelow of a petticoat ;
and my body is arched like a monk’s of La Trappe.” Like
Napoleon and other great generals, Frederick seems to have
had the faculty of sleeping at will. After the defeat of Kuners-
dorff, where he had two horses killed under him, his clothes
riddled with bullets, lost twenty thousand men and all his
artillery, he was found lying, with his bare sword beside him,
guarded by a single grenadier, sleeping as quietly and soundly
as if he had been in the securest place. But this may after
all have been but the sleep of utter exhaustion, and as such
less exceptional than 1t appears. What is unquestionable
is the extraordinary power of recovery, in virtue of which it
has been truly said that Frederick was never greater or more
formidable than after a disaster or defeat. Frederick appears
to have been singularly deficient in sexual susceptibility, and,
it is asserted, never cohabited with his wife. Voltaire says of him
that ““ he did not love the ladies,” and that in his palace at
Sans Souci neither women nor priests were ever seen. It
should, however, be mentioned that when Frederick was about
eighteen his father learnt of an intrigue conducted by him
with a schoolmaster’s daughter—she happened to be musical,
a distinet aggravation of her offence—and the old scoundrel
bad her whipped through Berlin, making his son witness the
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scene. Perhaps it is not surprising that Frederick repudiated
the bride forced upon him by such a father, although Eliza-
beth Christina is described as a beautiful and accomplished
princess.

The portrait of Drake shows a man below medium stature,
broad-shouldered and thick-set, with good features, curly hair,
a high forehead, and alert expression. The eyes are some-
what small, and the plump hands finely shaped. A man of
unbounded self-confidence and of magnetic personality he looks,
and undoubtedly was. The neck is short, and the complexion,
presumably, florid. Far more difficult is the task of summar-
ising the physical characteristics of Napoleon. At fwenty-
eight he is described as small in stature, thin and pale, with an
air of fatigue and abstraction. The weary look may be attrib-
utable to his recent exertions in his Italian campaign, from
which 1t is, I think, probable that he never wholly recovered.
Bourrienne says of Napoleon that his finely shaped head, his
superb forehead, his pale and elongated visage, his medita-
tive look, have been transported to the canvas, but the quick-
ness of his glance and the rapidity of his changes of expression
were beyond imitation. Napoleon was particularly proud of
his beautiful hands, was fastidiously neat as to his toilet, very
temperate in regard to diet, and had a mania for hot baths,
in which he would sometimes remain for hours. Perhaps there
18 no better test of constitutional vigour than the early or late
decay of the teeth, and it is therefore noteworthy that Napoleon’s
first tooth extraction (unnecessary even then) occurred at St.
Helena when he was over fifty-six. In his prime, says Lord
Rosebery, he was incapable of fatigue. He fought Alvinzy
once for five days without taking off his boots. He would
post from Poland to Paris, summon a council at once, and
preside over it for eight or ten hours. Once, at 2.0 a.m., the
councillors were all worn out, one Minister fast asleep.
Napoleon still urged them—* Come, gentlemen, pull yourselves
together ; we must earn the money that the nation gives us.”
He _cuuld work for eighteen hours at a stretch, sometimes at one
subject, sometimes at a variety. The portrait of Napoleon by
Paul Delaroche, painted apparently at the age of thirty-five or
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as ““irresistibly pleasing,” and it is certain that he possessed
the secret of endearing himself to gentle and simple. He
was idolised by his men, who did far more for love of him than
they did through fear of sterner disciplinarians. Nelson’s
excitable temperament, by turns enthusiastic and sombre,
sometimes betrayed him into a boastfulness or ostentation
which made him slightly ridiculous. The famous interview
with Wellington on the basis of which George Bernard Shaw
indulges in some characteristically insolent depreciation ! 1s,
however, probably mythical. Wellington’s own account of
his personal relations with Nelson is to the effect that he once
met him on the stairs !

Richelieu, our last example of the men of action, was in
all but the constitutional weakness and tubercular tendency
which they shared, the antithesis of the impulsive, indiscreet
Nelson. Tall and slight, with clear-cut distinguished features,
arched eyebrows, piercing black eyes, thin compressed lips and
aloof manner, he looked, superficially, rather the man of letters
or the ascetic priest than the masterful politician. But though
he never felt, he could inspire, unlimited devotion, and the rare
smile of those thin lips had a singular charm of its own.
Richelieu looked really what he was—incarnate will to power,
intellectual but not passionate, implacable but not cruel.
He suffered from excruciating headaches, probably of malarial
origin, though he is of the type commonly subject to migraine ;
and died of pulmonary hemorrhage, supervening on a tubercular
abscess of the arm. Suchwas the frail casket which enclosed “the
greatest political genius France has ever produced,” such was
he whose life is, for an eventful period of nearly twenty years,
the history of his country, and “ to a great extent of Europe,”
rightly acclaimed by a biographer ? as “the grandest figure
among those who have contributed most to the greatness of
France.”

_Probably most people, if challenged off-hand to give their
opinion of the physique of the typical artist, poet, or musician,
would without hesitation describe a pale and sickly individual

' * Preface for Politicians,”” John Bull’s Other Island, and Major Barbara.
? Prof. Richard Lodge.
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Napoleon, when, a little later, Goethe was presented to him at
Erfurt, exclaimed with enthusiasm, *“ Voild un homme ! > And
everyone must recall the famous visit of young Heine to the
great poet, then over seventy, at Weimar, and how, impressed
by his Olympian bearing, he looked involuntarily for the eagle
at his side. “ The accordance of personal appearance with
genius,” he tells us, “ was conspicuous in Goethe. His eyes
were tranquil as those of a god. Time had been powerful
enough to cover his head with snow, but not to bend it; he
carried 1t ever proud and high ; and when he spoke he seemed
to grow bigger.”

Equally striking in its own way was the appearance of
Gustave Flaubert, who from his childhood was remarkable for
beauty of form and colour. A contemporary * meeting him at
the age of twenty-one, describes him as “ a tall fellow with a
long fair beard, and his hat over his ear. . . . He was of heroic
beauty. With his white skin, slightly flushed upon the cheeks,
his long floating hair, his tall broad-shouldered figure, his
abundant golden beard, his enormous eyes—the colour of the
green of the sea—veiled under black eyelashes, with his voice
gonorous as the blast of a trumpet, his exaggerated gestures
and resounding laugh ; he was like those young Gallic chiefs who
fought against the Roman armies.” An interesting fact re-
corded about Flaubert is his possession of an ear so sensifive
to harmonious or discordant sounds as to be at times a source of
positive torture.? This peculiarity is obviously relevant to the
extreme fastidiousness of the author of Salammbo in the matter
of literary style. His mother once said of it to him—hugely
to his own delight—that the mania for phrases had dried up
his heart. Nothing short of perfection contented him—he
must have the right word or none. He loved bizarre names
and exotic splendours, and in the throes of writing would groan,
howl, chant the newly-finished phrases, even burst into tears of
despair. “I am driven wild with writing,” he complains to &
correspondent. ‘ Style, which is a thing that I take very much

! Maxime Ducamp.

2 He speaks of having heard people speaking in a low voice thirty yards
away and through closed doors.
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he was the promoter of three or four daring attempj;a tolaﬁect his
own escape and that of many of his companions in misfortune,
always foiled by the cowardice or treachery of some comrade.
Such attempts on the part of the Christian slaves were the one
unpardonable crime—the usual punishment was torture or
death. Yet Cervantes, always eager to take the full blame on his
own shoulders, was inexplicably spared by the viceroy, Hassan
Pasha, a man of whom Cervantes himself says that * every day
he hanged some one, impaled another, and cut off the ears of a
third . . . for nothing else than because it was his will to do it.”
Brought before this terrible man, with a rope already round his
neck, even the threat of torture failed to induce Cervantes to
implicate any one save himself. Hassan seems even to have had
a strange fear of this indomitable captive : he never spoke to him
an ill word, and was heard once to say that, could he preserve
himself against this maimed Spaniard—Cervantes had lost the
use of his left hand at Lepanto—he would hold safe his
Christians, his ships, and his money.

The generalisation of Havelock Ellis, to the effect that
in stature the man of genius tends to one or the other extreme,
finds another and a crushing exception in Dante, who was a
slender man of only medium height. For Dante is not merely
a poet: he is rather the very spirit of poesy at its highest
and greatest incarnate. Poetry, which in our day has become
the transient foible of dejected undergraduates, the happy
hunting-ground of pawky reviewers, was for him a sublime
Presence proffering the keys of the ultimate arcana. The
familiar portrait by Giotto of Dante in early manhood shows
us in profile a face combining inexplicably the opposed extremes
of virile strength and feminine refinement. One might call
it at this moment a truly androgynous countenance, but with
the passage of years and under stress of adversity, the look of
strength and suppressed passion became so far predominant as
well-nigh to obscure the gentler qualities that had formerly
been 80 evident. Dante in middle age is described as a man of
grave dignity, somewhat bent figure, with a long face, prominent
nose, large eyes, broad forehead, wide chin, heavy jaw, and
protruded underlip. His hair and beard were black and crisp,






PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS 79

after their marriage, and would never see her again. He
seems to have made conquest of a lady called Gentucca soon
after his condemnation. The panther which confronts Dante
at the outset of his journey through the invisible, symbolises
lust, as the lion symbolises pride and the she-wolf avarice.
With regard to the reputed death-mask of Dante at Uffizi and
the three existing casts from it, Prof. C. E. Norton says : © The
face is one of the most pathetic upon which human eyes ever
looked, for it exhibits in its expression the conflict between
the strong nature of the man and the hard dealings of fortune—
between the idea of his life and its practical experience.
Strength is the most striking attribute of the countenance. . . .
The look is grave and stern almost to grimness; . . . obscured
under this look, yet not lost, are the marks of tenderness, refine-
ment, and self-mastery . . . ineffable dignity and melancholy.
. . . Neither weakness nor failure here! A strong soul
‘ buttressed on conscience and impregnable will.”

We have now to consider the physiognomy of Turner, who
was a man of decidedly short stature, but of immense energy
and considerable strength. Dance’s portrait, for which Turner
sat at the age of twenty-five, shows us a handsome young man
with rather large features, a full prominent nose, staring bluish
grey eyes, fine strong chin and rather sensual mouth, the lower
lip fleshy, the upper beautifully curved. The eyebrows were
arched, the eyelids long, presenting great depth between eye-
brow and eye. The forehead was full below, receding above,
indicative perhaps rather of great power of observation than
of high intellectuality ; and, pace Ruskin, there is little doubt
that Turner lacked the power of clear thought or logical expres-
sion. His mind was a chiaroscuro of exalted incoherencies,
as one glance through his extraordinary * poetic” effusions
must convinece any impartial critic. In later life Turner became
the * very moral ’ of a master carpenter, with lobster-red face
and twinkling, watchful eyes, usually attired in a blue coat with
brass buttons, and bearing an enormous umbrella. His weather-
beaten cuticle resembled that of a boatswain ora stage-coachman,
and he had the smallest and dirtiest hands on record. Many
of the distinctive qualities of his art are probably due to the
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fact that he was myopic, and towards the end of his life he
became to some extent colour blind.! He was a man of coarse
tastes, who drank heavily, and, although he never married, was
by no means a celibate. He would paint hard all the week until
Saturday night, then slip a five-pound-note in his pocket,
button it up securely, and set out for some low sailors’ tavern
in Wapping or Rotherhithe, there to wallow until Monday
morning.

Beethoven, like Turner, was a man of less than medium
stature, but of average physique. His appearance was no
doubt striking, but probably less attractive than his familiar
portrait suggests, on account of his dark skin and the unkempt
negligence of his toilet. He had a flat broad nose, a rather
wide mouth, small piercing bluish grey eyes, and a magnificent
forehead, surmounted by rich curling locks of blue-black hair.
When, as often, Beethoven’s mane was uncombed and in
disarray, he looked ° veritably demoniacal.”” Schindler com-
pares his appearance in moments of inspiration to that of
Jupiter. Genius in action invariably beautifies its examplar,
triumphing over the most unfavourable physiognomical con-
ditions by the sublime transfiguration it effects. This no doubt
is the explanation of the fact that Beethoven, despite of his
deafness, his uncouth manners, and his ugliness (in the con-
ventional sense), *“ often succeeded in making a conquest where
many an Adonis would have found it most difficult to gain
a hearing.” He was evidently in a high degree attractive to
women. °‘ The truth is, “ Dr. Wegeler asserts, “* that Beeth-
oven was always in love, and generally with some lady of high
rank.” Magdalena Willmann, a beautiful singer whom he
had befriended, whom subsequently he besought to marry him,
refused him “ because he was very ugly and half crazed.” The
central passion of his life was probably that which he felt to
his pupil Giulietta Guiccardi, of whom he writes to Ries:

1 Liebreich's theory is that at fifty-five Turner began to suffer from a diffuse
haze of the crystalline lens, which dispersed the light more strongly and threw
a bluish haze over illuminated objects, Later, a definite opacity was formed
in the lens, causing a vertical diffusion, the consequence being (after 1833)

a peculiar vertical striation of his pictures. Cf. * The Influence of Abnor-
malities of Vision on Art,” Brit. Med. Journ., 25th April 1908.
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“T found only one, but I could not have her.”* The fact is,
that Beethoven was at once peculiarly susceptible and ex-
tremely fickle, and although at times oppressed by the solitude
of his life, was upon the whole averse to the sacrifice of freedom
implied by marriage, and even, on general grounds, to the
institution itself. “If I had given up inborn inspirations for
marriage, what would have become of my higher better self ™
The typical artist is a man of sentiment rather than of passion ;
in any one of his many love affairs the whole of his nature is but
seldom deeplyinvolved. The deafness of Beethoven, which began
when he was about thirty, gradually increased, and ultimately
became complete, is apparently attributable to a severe wetting
incurred during a period of “ utter recklessness of his physical
condition !’ There must have been some hereditary pre-
disposition, one supposes, although deafness is a calamity
only too easily incurred,

Mozart, like Beethoven, was below medium height, slender
in his youth, but afterwards rather stout. His well-shaped head
was large in proportion to his body, and the concha of his left
ear was congenitally lacking, a peculiarity transmitted to his
youngest son. In his boyhood Mozart had a rosy chubby
face, eyes of clear blue, profuse light brown hair, fine and
silky. His prominent nose may have indicated a Jewish origin.
His temperament was bright, fearless, and affectionate ; he was,
by turn, gay and thoughtful. At Vienna, aged six, when
Marie Antoinette, charmed by his playing, took him into her
arms, he made her an offer of marriage. It is also recorded
that on this occasion the child genius frankly rebuked the
Crown Prince Joseph for his bad singing. I have already ad-
verted to the tendency to frequent pyrexial attacks, which
from his boyhood gave warning of what was in all probability
a tubercular taint. I spoke just now of the transfiguring ill-
umination which, in moments of exalted power, reveals the
presence of genius. An onlooker who was present at the first
production of Mozart’s Figaro, received with unprecedented
enthusiasm by the crowded audience, writes thus of the hero
of the occasion: “I shall never forget my impression of

! Possibly, however, he is referring here to Therise.
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NATURAL VOCATION ITT

and throughout his long life, was, in essentials, one and indivis-
ible, based on an indisputably single and inborn vocation,
One and indivisible, too, was the lifelong ambition, or, I should
say, aspiration, of Mozart, who, but for a little episode which I
shall presently relate, might pass as an embodiment of the
Platonic idea of msthetic genius. Some one once asked Rossini
who was the greatest musician.  Beethoven!™ * What
of Mozart, then?” “Oh! Mozart is not the greatest, he is
the only musician in the world.” Every one, of course, knows
how Mozart was an infant prodigy ; how his skill in playing
the harpsichord was, almost in his babyhood, already the talk
of Salzburg; how, not content with this, he secretly studied
the violin, mastering it to a degree which, in the competent
opinion of his father, afforded a guarantee that he might
easily become the first violinist in Europe. How he com-
posed, at the age of seven years, sonatas 6, 7, 8, 9, which, when
published, “ revealed within their scope an impeccable correct-
ness of form.” How, in his ninth year, he was working upon
an orchestral symphony; and in his fifteenth, at Florence,
amazed a too sceptical Grand Duke by improvising fugal
elaborations of allotted themes, “ as easily as one eats a piece
of bread.” The episode referred to above, to which I invite
attention, is the fleeting inclination of the boy to mathematies.
We read of him “ covering walls, tables, etc., with figures and
numerals.” The fancy soon passed, crowded out by the musical
preoccupation so strongly inherent in his nature, and so pre-
dominantly favoured by his environment. But how if Mozart
had been the adopted son of a mathematician, imbued with a
proselytising zeal for his own avocation and a contempt for
msthetics ? The musical composer and the mathematician
possess in common a deep-seated psychological bias which
might perhaps be defined as the feeling for abstract expression,
in the one case of emotional, and in the other of purely formal
conceptions. There is an intellectual element in the severity
of all art-work of the highest order (in the construction of a
fugue or a symphony, for example), divorced from which the
practice of art deteriorates into the flabbiness of mere senti-
mentality. And there is an w@sthetic side to pure science, a
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his father’s wish, Flaubert made a conscientious effort to study
law. He could make nothing of it, and soon gave it up in dis-
gust. To be a man of letters, an artist, that alone made it
worth his while to live.

Concerning William Harvey, D’Arcy Power says that  his
habits of minute observation, his fondness for dissection, and his
love of comparative anatomy, had probably shown the bias of
his mind from his earliest years.” Hence he entered Caius
College at sixteen, graduated there in Arts, and travelled through
France to Padua, where he studied under Fabricius, a surgical
anatomist who had made a special study of the valves of the
veins, but without discovering their true function. At twenty-
two Harvey left Padua, armed with a highly eulogistic diploma,
setting forth how ““ he had conducted himself so wonderfully
well in the examinations, and had shown such gkill, memory, and
learning, that he had far surpassed even the great hopes which
his examiners had formed of him.” There is not a trace of
uncertainty or ambiguity in regard to the choice of a vocation
in the record of Harvey’s early life ; and throughout his career
he remained entirely absorbed in the scientific interests of his
work. At the same time, he was a man of good general culture.
In particular, he was devoted to the poems of Virgil, after a
reading of which he would sometimes throw aside the book,
exclaiming, “ He hath a devil | ”

The early inclination of Descartes towards intellectual
pursuits 1s clearly shown by the fact that he was called by
his father “ his little philosopher.” His early education was
received from the Jesuits at La Fléche, an order for which he
retained a lifelong regard. For the first few years he studied
the humanities, moral philosophy, and logic. It was not
until he was eighteen that he turned his attention to mathe-
mathics. Here he at once found himself at home, being
conscious of a strong fascination in the clearness and pre-
cision of mathematical processes. He learned to solve the
more abstruse problems with extraordinary ease and rapidity,
and all his life was constantly tempted to turn aside from
other tasks in order to indulge this master-passion. No better -

exa,mpga of inborn capacity of a highly specialised form could
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soon abandoned the profession. But casual acquaintances
might easily mistake the universality of interest characteristic
of a first-rate intellect for a genuine practical bias in one or
another direction. If we look deeper into the matter, indica-
tions of an wmsthetic and literary tendency are abundantly
visible from the first. Thus, at the age of three, he refused
firmly to play with another child whose ugliness he could not
away with. And Linne recalls how in childhood “ he used to
sit at the window of a play-room and watch thunderstorms and
sunsets,” and ‘ how the spectacle of nature, combined with the
sight of children playing in the gardens and the sound of balls
rolling and ninepins falling, often filled him with a feeling
of solitude and a vague sense of longing.” Very character-
istic of the imaginative temperament is his vivid memory of
the gilt weathercock on the bridge of the Main, gleaming in the
sunshine, and of watching the arrival of boats laden with goods
for the market. Exercise-books, written between the age of
seven and nine, are crowded with poetical effusions, familiar
dialogues, and moral reflections.

““ Even in early boyhood,” we read, * groups of companions
delighted to gather around him to hear his entrancing tales,”
and he also formed one of a number of boys who met every
Sunday to produce and compare verses, himself drily remarking
that each thought his own the best. In these respects his
boyhood presents a remarkable resemblance to that of Walter
Scott. Perhaps I need only add that Goethe’s earliest drama
was written at the age of ten, and he informs us, credibly enough,
that it contained * no lack of kings’ daughters, princes, or gods.”
There is, however, no doubt that Goethe himself only by degrees
came to recognise clearly the predominant bias of his innate
capacity. He tried very hard to master drawing, for which he
at last found he had no talent whatever. Time after time he
made a bonfire of his manuseripts : what he approved was only
shown to a few friends; and ‘it was with hesitation and
reluctance that he was induced to come fairly, broadly, and
openly before the greater public.” Goetz von Berlichingen,
which he regarded as a mere exercise or experiment, was pub-
lished by Merck’s insistent advice and help, when Goethe was
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vast pile on a tributary of the Lahn, capable of accommodating
1000 persons. He was the eldest of a large family, heir to
a ruling House of the Empire, and in his eleventh year (1544)
inherited also, from a cousin, the immense fiefs of the Nassaus
in the Netherlands, the puny state of Orange, and the title of
Sovereign Prince. The boy was then sent to the Imperial
court at Brussels to be trained for his exalted station, and won
the marked favour of the Emperor Charles v. A letter written
at the age of seventeen shows him “already full of publie
business, dutiful, affectionate, and devout.” From his nine-
teenth to his twenty-sixth year, he, as colonel of ten companies
of infantry, served the Emperor against Henr 1. of France.
Of this command, Frederic Harrison writes:  The striking
note is prudence. . . . He is at twenty-two already more the
statesman than the soldier.” The qualities of a great soldier
were, in fact, denied to him, and throughout his career his real
successes were always achieved indirectly, by organisation, by
intrigue. On the abdication of Charles v. in 1555, William
(aged twenty-two) was made Privy Councillor, and knighted.
He lived (when not on campaign) in royal state in the splendid
Nassau Palace at Brussels, Twenty-four nobles and eighteen
pages formed his suite. His military service cost him 1} million
florins, over and above his allowance of six thousand florins
per annum. He entertained all comers, himself sharing to the
full in the delights of the chase, falconry, tournaments, dancing,
and masquerades. But all this magnificence, all the adulation
which this exalted position involved, were powerless to affect
the innate sweetness and unselfishness of his disposition.
““ Never did harsh or arrogant word escape him. . . . He was
beloved and in high favour above all men with the people.”
- It was remarked of him that he had a singular power of bending
to his will the other lords about the court. What wag, in
fact, dubious at first with regard to William the Silent, was
not so much his capacity for mere statesmanship, but that,
in face of a terrible conspiracy to crush religious freedom, he
would suddenly reveal the power to cast to the winds all con-
siderations of material prosperity, and devote himself heart
and soul to the task of ridding the Netherlands of her Spanish
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for the law, and his obvious power and delight in disputation
would seem to have justified the paternal choice of this career.
He still devoted a good deal of his leisure to music. Among
the Humanists, with whom, at Erfurt, he first came into touch,
he ranked then as a “ philosopher ” and a “ musician,” not as
a “poet,” which is as much as to say that his tastes were
(mainly) academic rather than msthetic. At the age of twenty-
two he graduated in Philosophy, and proceeded to the study of
law. But now the morbid taint of superstitious fear began
to assert itself. His health was poor, and he became subject
to fits of despair, in which the temptation to blaspheme God
often assailed him. He could never wholly forget that an angry
Judge, throned above, threatened his unregenerate soul with
damnation. The crisis occurred in the same year as his gradua-
tion in Philosophy. In June of 1505 (wmt. 22), after visiting
his parents at Mansfeld, he was, while nearing Erfurt, surprised
by a terrible storm. A vivid flash seemed to threaten instant
death, and, crazy with fear, he fell on his knees, crying, * Help,
Anna, beloved Saint! I will be a monk!” The fatal words,
once uttered, could not be refracted, and, with grave misgivings,
no doubt, of paternal wrath (which were amply justified),
Luther, a fortnight later, entered the Augustinian convent at
Erfurt. His father was half - mad with disappointment on
learning of what he considered the blighting of his son’s career,
being, in all probability, himself a Protestant by temperament,
though a Catholic, of course, by profession. Luther, however,
stubbornly adhered to his decision, and in the following year
took the monastic vow. His lifelong study of the Bible was now
strenuously begun, and his voluntary and enforced austerities
further injured his already bad health. Naturally, therefore,
the more he searched his heart, the more grievously did his real
or imagined sins afflict his conscience. It was perhaps only
the ministrations of von Staupitz, his vicar-general, who directed
him to what was destined to become the leading idea of his
doctrine, salvation by faith, rather than justification by personal
rectitude, which at this juncture enabled Luther to escape
religionus melancholia or even suicide. After his ordination
his activities found an outward channel in the form of a lecture-
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the trophies, previously removed by Sylla, of the victories gained
by Marius over the German tribes. By such provocative actions
he, as it were, tested the fear and forbearance of the Senatorial
party, at the same time taking care to conciliate the populace
by a lavish expenditure on games and public improvements.
These games, by the way, he threw to the mob, much in the spirit
in which one might throw a bone to a mangy and savage dog.
Like Marcus Aurelius, he busied himself with his papers, hardly
deigning to glance at the orgy of blood which his purse had
provided. In much the same spirit, no doubt, as of one firmly
availing himself of the essential means to his ends, he, despite
his freely-avowed scepticism, sought and won by a vast majority,
election to the splendid religious life-office of Pontifex Maximus.
In these and many other actions, Cesar shows himself as one,
from the first, moving serenely and irresistibly towards some
distant wunrevealed aim. The appearance may be—doubtless
is, in some degree, deceptive, but—how shall we lift the veil ?
Who knows when or how it first dawned upon this man, that
upon him, almost alone, it depended to avert political, social,
and Imperial ruin. Silent, Sphinx-like, he moved through his
arduous and heroic years, leaving his actions to declare what
his lips were doubtless too proud to utter — the passion of
loathing for what was, the passion of desire for what yet should
be. To such men * virtue as attitude” is never congenial :
they would instantly have doubts about themselves if they were
not misunderstood. Yet Mommsen says, and I think says
well, of this “ tyrant,” that * his aim was the highest which
a man may set before himself—the political, military, intel-
lectual, and moral revival of his own deeply fallen nation,
and that still more deeply fallen Hellenic people which was
so closely allied with his own.”

Perhaps it was at first only in obedience to his ambition
that he adopted the popular side. Perhaps even his endeavour
to bring Dolabella to book for corrupt government of his colony,
and his investigation of Sylla’s iniquities, were in part dictated
by the need of courting popularity. Perhaps it was only during
the long years of his Gallic campaigns that, contrasting the
splendid loyalty and efficiency of his beloved legionaries with
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that the true aim of the Huguenots was the replacement of the
Monarchy by a federation of self-governed republics. He, as
a Catholic priest, could not well hesitate between the further-
ance of such a policy and that of a restoration of the prestige
of the ancien régimel * The ruling sentiment of Richelieu’s
career,” says Professor Lodge, “ was his hatred of disunion
and of princely independence.” In other words, his purpose,
though of slow growth and lifelong development, was, from
the first, deeply rooted in instinct, and, for that very reason, a
thing of lasting power.

In the growth of any purpose that has an ideal basis, im-
plicit or self-avowed, in the growth of any purpose, therefore,
truly worthy of the name, there will often be found two well-
defined phases. First, a negative or destructive; second,
a positive or constructive, period ; first, a rebellion against
intolerable conditions, culminating perhaps in their complete
subdual : second, an attempt, more or less logically founded
and wrought out, at the substitution of a new and higher
order of things. In the case of Cwmsar, the constructive
tendency, though always latent and often emerging to view,
had full scope only for the last year or two of his life. William
of Orange, Casar too, for that matter, died prematurely ; but
the former, by his temporary success in federating his seventeen
provinces of the Netherlands on a basis of religious tolerance,
and resistance to the Spaniards, clearly showed the instinet
of constructive statesmanship. Oliver Cromwell, with whom
we are next concerned, is, in this respect, however, a far better
example of the development of purpose.

I have already referred to the affair which, in his thirty-
first year, led to the appearance of Cromwell before the Privy
Council, and to his apology for the violence of his protest against
certain reactionary changes in the civic government of Hunt-
ingdon. Also, I mentioned the significant fact of his refusal
to appear at the coronation of Charles, or to accept knight-
hood. It is obvious, from these facts, as well as from his
custom of keeping open house for recalcitrant clergy, that,

! On the propensity of priests in general to the government of a single
person, vide Hume'’s Essay on “* The Parties of Great Britain."
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sternness, with complete control of temper,” he had, at the
cost of only four executions, suppressed the dangerous risings
of the Levellers. That was his first sharp lesson as to
the necessary limitation of religious individualism, as to its
atomistic, disintegrating trend. A second object-lesson was
afforded by the so-called Little Parliament of 1653, consist-
ing of some one hundred and forty Notables, *“ persons fearing
God,” summoned by Cromwell himself. During its five months’
sitting it raised all sorts of burning questions, alarmed every
interest, aroused every class; and Cromwell cannot but have
breathed a long sigh of relief when, perceiving its own un-
popularity, it wisely resigned. He never again risked a * Reign
of the Saints.” Nor did these experiences betray him into
any reactionary interference with what he considered legitimate
freedom of conscience. ‘‘Stoutly he contended with Parlia-
ments and Council for Quakers, Jews, Anabaptists, Socinians,
and even crazy blasphemers.” Kven more conclusive as to
his growing tolerance is the fact that ““he satisfied Mazarin
that he had given to Catholics all the protection that he dared.”
The grand success achieved in these master years of the Pro-
tectorate was in fact largely due to a profound modification of
his attitude towards life, motived, no doubt, by the extreme
complexity of his problem and his task. It was not that he
was less religious, but that his religion had been humanised,
that he had learned °relativity.” He mellowed with age—
grew more sociable, held weekly concerts, and was open-handed
with his wealth. Summing up, we may say of Cromwell that
his purpose was, from beginning to end, progressive, thoroughly
adaptable, and rooted in a grand and simple sincerity of religious
motive. The purpose was the man. He was one who never
crossed a river until he came to it; witness his perfect willing-
ness to entertain the question of accepting the crown, but
ultimate refusal of it, because he could feel no *clear call ”
to accept it. “ He never was greater than in refusing a dignity
which would have taken all meaning out of the Puritan
Revolution.”

With regard to our next and very different subject, Frederick
the Great, and his purpose, the following from Nietzsche’s
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Beyond Good and Evil! is worth quoting : * That unserupulous
enthusiast for big handsome grenadiers, . . . the problematic,
crazy father of Frederick the Great, had on one point the very
knack and lucky grasp of genius : he knew what was then lacking
in Germany. . . . His ill-will to the young Frederick resulted
from the anxiety of a profound instinct. Men were lacking,
and he suspected to his bitterest regret that his own son was
not man enough. There, however, he deceived himself : but
who would not have deceived himself in his place ? He saw his
son lapsed to atheism, to the esprif, to the pleasant frivolity
of clever Frenchmen—he saw in the background the great blood-
sucker, the spider scepticism, he suspected the incurable
wretchedness of a heart no longer hard enough either for evil
or good, and of a broken will that no longer commands, is no
longer able to command. Meanwhile, however, there grew up
in his son that new kind of harder and more dangerous scepticism
—who knows to what extent it was engendered just by his father’s
hatred and the icy melancholy of a will condemned to solitude ?
—the sceptism of daring manliness, which is closely related to
the genius for war and conquest, and made its first entrance
into Germany in the person of the great Frederick. This
scepticism despises and nevertheless grasps;*® it undermines,
and takespossession ; it does not believe, but it does not thereby
lose itself ; it gives the spirit a dangerous liberty, but it keeps
striet guard over the heart ; it is the German form of scepticism.”
Frederick’s own cynical avowal of the motives, * ambition,
interest, and a desire to make the world speak of me,” which
prompted his unprovoked attack upon the Silesian territory
of the Queen of Hungary, has already been mentioned, and is
a striking confirmation of Nietzsche’s diagnosis. As often
happens where the dispositions of the two parents are strongly
antithetical, that part of his nature which Frederick inherited
from his father seems for a long time to have remained latent,
unsuspected even by himself. It, however, was all the time

! Helen Zimmern’s translation.
2 ¢ And so should we do also, having the carefulness of the most zealous

players and yet indifference, as were it merely about a ball” (Epictetus).
Thus extremes meet |
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despised would, as usual, justify the accomplished fact. What
perhaps he failed fully to realise was, that this single initial
act of aggression would embark him upon a career of lifelong
struggle, from which there could be no possible rest or with-
drawal. But so it, of course, proved : hence, in understanding
the motives which impelled him to this first step, we have
really learned as much as we need to know concerning what
must pass for the * purpose ” of Frederick. On its negative
side, at least, for in essence the military career of this man is
nothing else than destructive criticism of the traditional morality
current in his and our day.

The positive phase, though much less marked, is not, how-
ever, to be overlooked. One of the most remarkable proofs of
his greatness is the energy with which, after twenty-two years
of nearly continuous warfare, Frederick, immediately upon the
conclusion of peace, threw himself heart and soul into the work
of national reconstruction and reorganisation. He was, upon
the whole, true to enlightenment, as he came to understand
it ; and if in his contemptuous disregard of accepted standards
of public and private morality he is the exemplar of eighteenth
century scepticism, he is an eighteenth century positivist
in his rebuilding of Berlin, the doubling of his dominion, the
trebling of his population, the colonisation by 42,000 families
(mostly immigrants) in five or six hundred new villages of
120,000 acres of reclaimed land, the endowment of Agriculture,
the creation of new industries, the impartial tolerance (combined
with contempt) of all religions, the encouragement of Art,
Science, and Letters, the preference of ability to rank, the
scorn of convention and flunkeydom, the codification of Law,
and the reform of legal procedure. The question whether
these benefits were worth what they cost in blood and anguish,
would no doubt be answered by his many victims with a flat
denial. Still, they, no less than the horrors that cleared the
ground for them, were implicit in the mental attitude in which
he set about his arbitrarily adopted task. They were, no
doubt, in some sense or degree, a part of his programme from

the first. .
Although, like Frederick, a man inspired by a craving for
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disobey Acts of Parliament. I determined on the former.”
On his seizing the American vessels, proceedings were taken
against him (a mere boy of twenty-eight) for damages of £40,000,
and attempts were made to arrest him. In the end the Treasury
took up bis defence, and, his point duly carried, the Commander-
in-Chief was thanked for his activity and zeal in protecting the
commerce of Great Britain! Nelson’s bitter comment was
amply justified. ‘T either deserved,” he said, * to have been
sent out of the Service, or at least to have had some little notice
taken of what I had done.” His official reception was, in faet,
so obviously cool, on returning from this three years’ valuable
service at the West Indies, that it nearly resulted in his leaving
the Navy. I mention these facts, which ought to be familiar
to all English readers, because of late some sorry attempts
have been made to belittle the patriotism of Nelson as mere
bombast and theatricality. The lustre of patriotism is in these
days, truly, a little tarnished, the virtue itself suspect by not a
few worthy people, but it still has its place in the cosmic scheme.
Too pronouncedly a universalist point of view would be of
doubtful advantage to any great sailor or soldier, and in the
Nelsonic age was, for such men, frankly inconceivable. And to
expect from Nelson the buckram impassivity of Wellington, is
like asking from the lyric genius of a Shelley the epic (or bovine)
imperturbability of a Wordsworth.

Nelson was a born sailor if there ever were one, but the idea
of going to sea seems to have been suggested to him by the
fact that his maternal uncle was in command of the
Rawsonnable. 1t is interesting to speculate as to whether,
had Nelson chosen some other career, he would have
attained analogous distinction. His father believed that he
was born to excel, and in any active pursnit (for he was
not really intellectual) he would, I believe, have forced himself
to the front. A fighter he must always have been ; he would
have +£['ﬂttr5d his heart out in the rut of a tame and sedentary
security.

The purpose of Napoleon ? A big book might be written on
the subject without exhausting its infinite possibilities or
straightening out its perplexing ambiguities. The difficulty
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with Napoleon is, that he was a man of moods and—an Italian.
What he said about himself—and this was his favourite topie
—is only to be trusted when it is confirmed by his actions.
Was he in sober truth a man of purpose at all, or only a sublime
adventurer ? We are told that in his boyhood he was full
of self-love and of unbounded aspirations. Something of a
dreamer, no doubt, like many other boys—but with a difference.
And of what did he dream ? To answer this question we need
first to inquire—what books did he love ? Solid reading in
general, and in particular, Bossuet’s Discourses of Unaversal

History, it appears. “ On the fortunate day,” says (I think)
Lord Rosebery, “when he happened on the Discourses,
and read of Cewsar, Alexander, and the succession of Empires,
the veil of the temple was rent and he beheld the movements
of the gods.” Somewhat later, his military education having
well begun, we find him proficient beyond his years in geography
and mathematics, also in his leisure moments imbibing litera-
ture of a decidedly Jacobinical tendency. It was, perhaps,
the influence of Rousseau! which awoke what proved a very
fleeting sympathy with the nationalist movement in Corsica,
and led to the vain efforts of Paoli to enlist him in the cause.
Already, at twenty-three, he is disgusted by the subserviency
of the hapless Louis in assaming the red cap at the behest
of the mob. “ Why do they not sweep away four or five
hundred of them with the cannon?” Napoleon was the
creation of a democratic upheaval, which, in his heart,
though he so far accepted if, he certainly never loved. He
held, rightly no doubt, that the true national will is by
no means identical with the ever-shifting demands of the
unruly populace. The latter, so far as might be possible,
he always disregarded ; the former he, upon the whole (that is
as far as suited his purpose), gauged with triumphant success.
Long afterwards he said that in America he would have been
content with the role of a Washington, for in America the
national will really held sway. In Europe there was no other
way for him than to rule as a crowned Washington in the midst

1 Of whom he said later, ** Rousseau was a bad man; a very bad man; he
caused the Revolution.”
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lalist conception of what constitutes fame : very nearly the
opposite of the truth. Fame is rather a still small voice, hardly
audible, even to the sharpest ear, during the lifetime of its
subject, growing louder and clearer when the din of notoriety
18 hushed by death, enhanced through the ages by the aceclaim
of those who understand. * Securus judicat orbis terrarum.”
If the fame of Napoleon has much to fear, that of Abraham
Lincoln has everything to hope from the future. In dealing
with the problem of Vocation, I have already given some
particulars of the growth of Lincoln’s purpose, in its primary
aspect of mere ambition for political power. I propose now
to supplement this by a brief review of the evidence as to
the transformation of this crude personal aim into the specific
purpose of a death-grapple with slavery. Some idea of the
penury and hardship in which Lincoln’s early years were
spent may be gained by a story he tells of an incident of his
nineteenth or twentieth year. He was “ bow hand” on a
boat bound for New Orleans, and one day received half a
dollar from each of two strangers he had rowed ashore. His
amazement at the good fortune of having earned a whole
dollar in less than a day knew no bounds. “I was a more
confident and hopeful being from that time,” he declared.
He had already, by sheer force of will and hard study, acquired
a wide fund of general knowledge, was a practised speaker
and a keen politician. Two or three years later, in 1831, on a
similar voyage, Lincoln first saw negroes chained and whipped.
The scene made a deep and painful impression on his naturally
tender heart, and henceforth dates a growing conviction that
slavery 1s in essence wrong, It was, however, as yet merely
a pious opinion, by no means the consciousness of a mission.
In the absence of a strong anti-slavery movement, it is at
least doubtful whether Lincoln would have made any attempt
to promote one, for he was a practical politician, by no means
a pioneer. His aim throughout life was rather the utilisation
of existing opinions than the creation of new ones. In 1834
(aet. 25), and again in 1836, Lincoln was elected to the Legisla-
ture of Illinois. Between these two events occurred in 1835
the death of a girl for whom he had an unrequited love
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day, in the course of a stirring speech, declared himself as
follows : ““A house divided against itself cannot stand. I
believe this Government cannot endure permanently half slave
and half free. . . . It will become all one thing or all the other.”
In the Senatorial election which followed, Lincoln had really
a 4000 majority, but by some legal quibble Judge Douglas ob-
tained the seat. Lincoln was now famous, and began to be
looked upon as a possible candidate for the Presidency. Next
year (1859) he lectured in New York and toured New England,
everywhere producing, by the studied moderation of his tone, a
most favourable effect. * For the first half hour,” says a
contemporary journal, ““ his opponents would agree with every
word he uttered, and from that point he began to lead them off
little by little, until it seemed as if he had got them all into his
fold.” The development of Lincoln’s purpose need not be
followed beyond the year of his election to the Presidency (1860),
on the platform of a stern refusal to sanction the extension of
slavery. It was regarded and acted upon by the South as a
declaration of civil war. In his farewell speech at Springfield,
Lincoln (now aged fifty-one) showed a solemn sense of the im-
mensity of his burden. “ No one who has never been placed
in a like position can understand my feelings at this hour, nor
the oppressive sadness I feel at this parting. . . . I go to
assume a task more difficult than that which devolved upon
Washington. Unless the great God who assisted him shall be
with me, I must fail.”

II. Asthetic Type.—Under the heading of Natural Voca-
tion T have already shown how, from a very early age, Dante
displayed a strong tendency towards literature and art, and
achieved an honourable recognition among the poets of his day.
It was further shown how in early manhood he turned for a time
to the field of municipal politics, and seemed likely to make
?hem'a t.he central interest of his career. Then came the dis-
illusioning shock of exile ; he had left his dearly loved and hated
Florence for ever, to wander for years from place to place,
embittered if not humbled, nursing the sense of injuries and the
apparently hopeless craving for an adequate revenge. In the
Vita Nuova, written between his twenty-seventh and thirtieth



188 MAKERS OF MAN

years, but embodying many sonnets and poems of earlier date,
Dante had already declared his intention of glorifying the memory
of Beatrice above that of all other women. Soon after this, by
enrolling himself in the guild of apothecaries, Dante took his
first step in purswit of political power, and his ideal projects
were for a time in abeyance. In his thirty-third year at latest
occurred his marriage to Gemma of the Donati, which was
no doubt a further distraction. But “in his thirty-fifth year
(1300) he began to devote himself to carrying into effect that
upon which he had been meditating, namely, to rebuke and to
glorify the lives of men according to their different deserts,
And inasmuch as he perceived that the lives of men were of
three kinds—namely, the vicious life, the life abandoning vices
and making for virtue, and the virtuous life—he divided his
work in wondrous wise into three books in one volume, beginning
with the punishment of vice and ending with the reward of
virtue.”

Such was, presumably, the plan from its first conception, but
at the time when Dante in 1302 was condemned during this

absence from Florence—which he never again entered—the
seven cantos of the ** Inferno ” which he had already written, left

behind in the city, were forgotten in the stress of that disastrous
period, and the whole project dismissed from his mind. Five
years later, Boccaccio says, these cantos were accidentally
found among other papers in a chest by a nephew of Dante,
who showed them to a critic, Dino Frescobaldi. This ertie,
‘““ marvellously pleased ” by the composition, forwarded it to
the Marquis Moroello Malaspina in the Lunigiana, with whom
Dante was then living, begging him “ to exert his good offices
to induce Dante to continue and finish his work.”

So urged to resume his work, Dante replied that he had
indeed given up all thoughts of it. “ But since it has pleased
God that they should not be lost, I shall endeavour, as far as I
am able, to proceed with them according to my first design.”
This anecdote is confirmed by the opening phrase of the eighth
canto of the * Inferno,” * To dico seguitando.” It is, however,
probable that the preceding cantos, if they had indeed been
written before the beginning of his exile, were in great part
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Literally taken, says Dante, the poem treats of the state of
souls after death—a clear hint that it has a deeper esoteric
meaning. Nay, he explains further to Can Grande, that,
“ considered according to its allegorical meaning, the subject is
Man, liable to the reward or punishment of justice, according as
through the freedom of his will he is deserving or undeserving,
The aim of the work is to remove those living in this life from a
state of misery, and to guide them to a state of happiness.”
That state of happiness, as described in the ““ Paradiso,” is,
taken au pied de la letire, just as little satisfactory to our modern
ideas as the misery of the “ Inferno.” Dante’s is a very theo-
logical and severely scholastic heaven. Interminable discussions
of the fine points of doctrinal casuistry, varied by intricate
manceuvres and celestial pyrotechnies, do not make a too-alluring
programme of eternal bliss. What really interests us throughout
is the gradual unfolding of Dante’s theory of values, his national
and ecclesiastical ideals, his unsparing polemic against papal
arrogance and corruption. As Mr. Owen has well remarked,
‘“ A reformed Romanism such as he (Dante) would have ap-
proved, would not have varied greatly from some types of
Protestantism,”* He saw Italy converted by papal intrigue
into the cockpit of irreconcilable factions; his own ruin had
been one of the direct results of the foreign intervention invited
by the almost insanely ambitious Pope Boniface. The con-
version by unscrupulous priest-craft of a purely spiritual author-
ity to base material ends, was for him, as it was two centuries
later for Luther, the source of nearly all the evils that affected
the body-politic of the Empire. His remedy was the firm
resumption by the Emperor of the secular power pertaining to
his high office, the strict limitation of the Curia to the ecclesias-
tical domain. His grievance against Florence was not merely
personal : he regarded her as the hotbed of pro-papal intrigue,
the prime fomenter of treason against the Lord’s Anointed.
Hence the terrible epistle ““ to the most wicked Florentines
within,” in which he denounced her “ who transgresses every
law of God and man, and whom the insatiable maw of avarice
urges into every crime.” Hence the eager appeal to the

1 Skeptics of the Italian Renatssance, p. 104.
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pleted w=t. 46), the problem worked out with consummate
patience and skill is the effect of the utterance, “ One of you
shall betray me,” on a group of men of various ages and tempera-
ments. The twelve apostles fall into groups of three, an
original and new device. Judas, however, leans sideways out
of the group to which he belongs, his arm resting on the table,
his glance fixed solely on Christ. He is painted as an extra-
ordinary force—the evil principle incarnate. Jesus alone is
isolated, but dramatic unity is preserved by the fact that the
looks and gestures of all centre on him. The other groups are
all naturally and unobtrusively combined. The head of Christ
is emphasised by a background of pale landscape and clear sky,
whose luminosity surrounds it, as it were, with a halo of softly
radiant light.! This one example of Leonardo’s method
suffices to justify his own dictum, that “ by far the most im-
portant point in the whole theory of painting is to make the
actions express the psychical state of each character.” But so
it was with all his pictures : he approached them in the spirit
of a mathematician who has a problem to solve. Sometimes
he solved it to his own satisfaction ; sometimes, in a sort of
despair, he left the work unfinished and passed on to other
activities. In the end he largely wearied of the too limited
interest of art-work, and plunged deeply into scientific and
philosophical speculations. His random thoughts he jotted
down in his note-books, but, having outgrown what little
ambition he had ever felt, cared not to give them the finality
of systematic expression. Truth to tell, I think he had a
mean opinion of his fellow - men, and therefore, not greatly
valuing their applause, lacked the compelling motive to any
complete and rounded achievement. The very vastness of his
powers and immensity of his interests were In some sense a
hindrance to him, for, as Rochefoucauld keenly observes, “ ce
n’est assez d’avoir de grandes qualités ; il en faut avoir I'écon-
omie.”” Too proud or too self-centred for such economy, his
genius proved less fertile than that of many lesser men ; and
he gradually deteriorated into a sort of sublime dilettante,

! For the above criticism I am indebted to the biography of Dr. Georg
Gronau.
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human veins which he had, not indeed discovered, but rescued
from oblivion. Misled by the current theories, Fabricius
remained quite at sea as to the function of the valves whose
anatomy he had so well described. The heart was looked upon
as, primarily, the centre of vital heat ; and this heat or *“ caloric
was itself an entity. The heart was supposed, by an active
dilatation, to suck blood out of the veins, to impart vital heat
to it, and then to expel it into the veins'again. The arteries were
supposed to contain air, rhythmically absorbed and expelled
through pores of the skin, in order to *“ fan ™ or cool the blood.
Such movement as the blood underwent was, on this view, not
(as Harvey has taught the world) a circular movement through
the arteries to the extremities and back through the veins, but
a to-and-fro movement in the veins alone. Fabricius accord-
ingly regarded the valves as a mere safeguard against overfilling
of the veins of the extremities, but failed to]see that they
practically inhibited any flow through the veins except fowards
the heart. * How Fabricius, a man who did such work,” says
Dr. Osler, “could have been so blinded as to overlook the
truth which was tumbling out, so to speak, at his feet, is to us
incomprehensible. But his eyes were sealed ”—by that most
impervious of all bandages, a preconceived theory. * Was it
while listening to the ingenious explanation of his master,”
the false explanation, “that in a period of abstraction .

there came to Harvey a heaven-sent moment, & sudden inspira-
tion, a passing doubt nursed for long in silence, which ultimately
grew into the great truth of 1613%”' However this may
be, Harvey, on his return home after five years at Padua
(et. 24), soon embarked upon a long course of dissections
and vivisections, one result of which was that his lectures
at the Royal College of Physicians, begun in his thirty-
eighth year, revealed an intimate knowledge of the anatomy
of sixty kinds of animals —to say nothing of a perfect
familiarity with that of the human body. As to the motive
that impelled him to such indefatigable research, he shall
speak for himself. “ At length, and by using greater and daily

1 The quotation is from Dr. Osler’s Harveian Oration of 1006, The date
given is presumably a misprint. Harvey began to lecture in 1616.
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in Spinoza’s technical vocabulary, but maintained that the
First Principle is infinite in all its attributes, and that one of
these is extension. With regard to Descartes, though Sir F.
Pollock may be right in maintaining that Spinoza was never
a Cartesian, there can be no doubt that he learnt much from his
predecessor, and embodied many of his conclusions—scientifie,
however, mostly, rather than metaphysical—in his own works.
That Spinoza, a thoroughgoing monist, rejected the Cartesian
severance of spirit and matter, is a point of great psychological
interest. The root-explanation is to be sought in the contrasted
characters of the two men. Descartes was a timid man, with a
perfect horror of embroiling himself with the Church, Although
professing to base his philosophy on the principle of universal
doubt, he explicitly exempted matters of faith, and, practically,
that also of the existence of the Deity—his proof of which
is conceived in the very spirit of scholasticism, and has convinced
only those who have desired conviction. I do not impugn the
sincerity of his intention: he was more sophistical than he
realised, and I do not believe that he was quite easy in his mind
as to the validity of his own theistic argument. There is an
excess of emphasis, a tendency to reiteration, which I find
suspicious. He once let slip in a letter the remark that God
might be identified with the order of Nature. He certainly
quibbled about the movement of the earth and about transub-
stantiation. It was necessary to keep in with the Jesuits. The
role of the Cartesian Deity is to stand with one foot on each
side of the gulf that divides two incommensurables—thinking
substance and extended substance, soul and body. This kind of
unity might be good enough for a philosophical mathematician,
but not for a philosopher sans phrase. Stimulated by the
failure of Descartes, Spinoza, fresh from the reading of Maimon-
ides, fearlessly adopted the only possible solution of the problem.
Thought and extension should not be independent substances,
but parallel attributes of the one infinite substance, the God
who “ co-exists with creation, as its cause #n actu, not precedes
it as its cause in potentid.” His God was explicitly and un-
compromisingly what Descartes’ God was, at most, uov.m:t[y
and inferentially—one with the order of Nature, albeit experience
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of a straight line and a parabola. He considered thatif the
areas of curves were similarly arranged, that of the circle
would be in like manner intermediate between the first and
second terms of such a series. The results obtained by
Wallis were, however, of limited application, and Newton,
pursuing the investigation, obtained a general method of inter-
polating terms in a given series. In applying the same process
to the ordinates of curves, *“ he discovered the general method
of reducing radical quantities composed of several terms into
infinite series, and was thus led to the discovery of the cele-
brated Binomial Theorem.” Henceforth he discarded Wallis’s
principle of interpolation, and employed his new method for
the rectification of curves and the determination of surfaces
and solids, and the positions of centres of gravity. Further,
“he discovered the general principle of deducing the areas of
curves from the ordinate by considering the area as a nascent
quantity increasing in proportion to the length of the ordinate
and supposing the abscissa to increase uniformly with the
time. To the velocities with which every line, surface, or
solid is generated, Newton gave the name of ® Fluxions.” . . .
By thus regarding lines as generated by the motion of points,
surfaces by the motion of lines, and solids by the motion of
surfaces, and by considering that the ordinates, abscisse, ete.,
of curves thus formed vary according to a general law depend-
ing on the equation of the curve, he deduces from this equation
the velocities with which these quantities are generated ; and
by the rules of infinite series he obtains the ultimate value
of the quantity required.” The treatise in which Newton
described this important discovery was not published until
45 years after it had been made This reticence may be
largely attributed to his hatred of controversy, and the sore-
ness consequent upon the extreme virulence of the eriticisms
encountered by his optical discoveries. It may also be partly
due to the fact that his mathematical researches were
undertaken in great measure as a means to astronomical
investigations, and the less valued, therefore, on their own

1 The principle is described in the first edition of the Principia (1687),
but the notation is withheld.
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circular orbit of the moon, and an erroneous estimate of the
earth’s diameter, he could not make the hypothetical force
of gravity correspond with known facts as to the earth’s pull
on her satellite. He therefore abandoned the problem and
returned to his optical researches.

Thirteen years later (1679) his rival Hook (still hot on the
trail) supplied one of the missing links by proving that projec-
tiles acting under a force varying inversely as the square of the
distance from its source will move in elliptical orbits. Newton
thereupon demonstrated that a planet acting under such a
force will describe an elliptical orbit, in one of whose foeci the
attractive force resides. Three years later the final clue was
obtained in the form of a corrected estimate (supplied by Picard)
of the earth’s diameter. Newton resumed his long-abandoned
calculation ; and so intense was his excitement on finding that
the expected result was likely to be obtained, that he was com-
pelled to relinquish the task to a friend. * The force of gravity
which regulated the fall of bodies at the earth’s surface, when
diminished as the square of the moon’s distance from the earth,
was found to be almost exactly equal to the centrifugal force
of the moon as deduced from her observed distance and
velocity.”

Another three years brought Newton’s long task to a close.
His Principia was completed in 1685, and presented to the
Royal Society in 1686—twenty years after the conception of
its fundamental proposition, that * every particle of matter
is attracted by, or gravitates to, every other particle, with a
force inversely proportional to the squares of their distances.”

One of the supreme tasks of the new science of Critical
Psychology will be the deliberate revaluation of current con-
clusions as to the comparative merits of the world’s greatest
men. It is useless to plead that “ comparisons are odious,”
because we must have standards of value, and it is from such
sources alone that they can ultimately be derived. Compari-
sons—waiving hypocrisy—are keenly relished by all, except
those whose deficiencies are thereby revealed. This by way
of preface to the remark that it is by no means necessarily the
greatest men who achieve the greatest (even posthumous)
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Of the studious habits of his boyhood I have already spoken :
a point of some interest is his early admiration for Lord Bacon,
whose influence may have determined his choice of the Law
as his main subject at Leipsic University ; and is also clearly
seen in his political and religious aims. He was, however, a
discriminating admirer : from first to last he refused to lend
himself to the depreciation of Aristotle and the ancient philo-
sophers in general, which had in his day become the mental
pose of all progressives, a fashion in which Bacon had certainly
showed no lack of zeal. Leibnitz, for all his acuteness, inclined
rather to appreciation than to censure. By the time Leibnitz
reached the age of twenty (viz., in 1666) he had gained the
degrees of Master of Philesophy at Leipsic and Doctor of Law
at Altdorf University, had refused a professorship (shrinking
from the defects and narrowness then characteristic of German
University life), had in a dissertation, De Principio Individui,
already revealed the germ of his Monadology, and in his theses,
Specimen Difficultatis wn Jure and Specimen Certitudinis in
Jure, had indicated the two great objects of the modern science
of Law : “a philosophical inquiry into the principles of Right,
and a systematic arrangement of the matter handed down to
us.” He had the old philosophy as well as the new (Bacon,
Descartes, etc.) at his finger-tips ; had a sound legal training,
unbounded aspirations, deep but enlightened faith, and a
determination to extend to the utmost his already consider-
able proficiency in the higher mathematics. In a treatise,
De Arte Combinatorid, he had, in fact, shown the dependence
of scientific progress on mathematical precision of method,
advancing the symbolism of algebra as a type of such precision.

At Niirnberg, where he now spent a year, Leibnitz joined a
branch of the Rosicrucians. As secretary, he had to register
the experiments made by members, and thus added to his equip-
ment the elements of chemical knowledge. Buf the next
great landmark in his career is his meeting at Frankfurt (1667,
wt. 21) with Baron von Boineburg, a diplomatist in the service
of the Catholic Archbishop of Mainz, which led to the crystallisa-
tion of practical aims as essential to the expression of his genius
as the vast theoretical aims already conceived. For Boineburg
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than has been given in experience, it certainly makes a difference
whether, with Kant, we confine ourselves to the experience of
the individual, or, in modern fashion, include in our survey
that of the whole race, and what lies behind it. From the latter
point of view it is an arguable position that the vaunted apriority
of space, time, and the categories of the understanding are, after
all, but psychical correlates of some part of the cerebral structure,
fundamental predispositions of that embodied racial and sub-
racial experience which we call the brain.

Kant was fifty-seven years old when, in 1781, he published
his Critique of Pure Reason, the product, he tells us, of twelve
years’ reflection, but written in four or five months. He had
thus completed the negative part of his purpose : the assign-
ment of the boundaries of human reason, its limitation to the
knowledge of appearance, plus the indeterminate inference of a
reality of some sort beyond. It was, for a man of his tempera-
ment and history, a foregone conclusion that he would not
permanently rest content with such purely negative conclusions.
After all he was a German, and a man of genius. The ideal
world must somehow be reinstated, for he believed in its existence.
Ideal conceptions were in his opinion generated by the necessity
which compels the reason to complete the unity of a given
synthesis, its inability to rest in finite data. Thus the Soul, the
Universe, and God are the postulated unities of consciousness,
external phenomena, and existence in general, and, as such,
legitimate enough. In his Critique of the Practical Reason,
published seven years after the work just referred to, Kant
develops the ethical consequences of this view. Man as a part
of nature is subject to necessity ; man considered as a spiritual
being is, or should be, free and self-determined. Our desires
must be subject to the “ controlling consciousness of member-
ghip in an ideal community of rational beings ” (W. Wallace).
We must assume our freedom in order to achieve it. * Never
act unless you can also will your principle of action into the
rank of universal law.” So acting, for the good of all men, we
may assume the immortality of the soul and the exiatencelnf
Giod as guarantees of progress towards, and ultimate attain-
ment of, the ideal of moral perfection. It is to be noted that the
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subject.! Ten or twelve years earlier he had heard Dr. Grant
at Edinburgh eulogise Lamarck’s evolutionary theory, and he
says of this that *“ the hearing, rather early in life, such views
maintained and praised may have favoured my upholding
them under a different form.” Still earlier, he had read with
strong admiration the Zoonomia of his own grandfather. Can
interest in a given subject be inherited ? 1t is, at any rate,
undeniable that such seemingly trivial influences as the reading
of a book or the memory of a conversation may have a critical
effect upon life or character. Such germs of thought may lie
dormant for years; then, under favourable conditions, may
suddenly take on vigorous growth and aetivity. The reading
of Lyell's Principles of Geology on the Beagle had probably
proved a revelation with regard to the immensity of the effects
produced, in the course of ages, by the accumulation of im-
perceptible changes.? Certain facts—e.g., the character of the
American fossil Mammifers, and the distribution of the organ-
isms on the Galapagos islands—had struck him at the time of
observation as suggesting the modifiability of species. While
preparing his journal for publication he came across so many
of these facts, that he determined to investigate the subject.
Hence the opening of the notebook referred to above, and the
beginning of the long and toilsome research, which, twenty-two
years later, resulted in the publication of the Origin of Species.
At present (1837, an. @t. 28-29), Darwin had arrived merely
at the stage of vague dissatisfaction with the current view that
species were permanent and immutable. His purpose was
becoming specific : he had got far beyond the stage of mere
desire to do something for the cause of Science ; but he barely
saw his way as yet even to the negative side of his aim. *I
worked on true Baconian lines,” he says, “and without any
theory collected facts on a wholesale scale, more especially with
respect to domesticated productions.” He soon saw that

1% When I was on board the Beagle, I believed in the permanence of
species, but, as far as I can remember, vague doubts occasionally flitted
across my mind. . . . The subject haunted me” (Darwin). ‘

2 There is an obvious analogy between the anti-catastrophic doctrine

introduced to geology by Lyell and Darwin’s faith in the omnipotent role of
imperceptible variations in the biological sphere.
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of species, he argued that the most divergent, the most special-
ised varieties, would be just those upon the average best qualified
“to seize on many and widely diversified places in the polity of
Nature, and so enabled to increase in numbers.” The inter-
mediate more conservative forms (so to speak) would tend to
drop out and become extinet, leaving wide gaps between the
surviving highly-differentiated groups. Darwin was now
““corresponding on problems in geology, geography, distri-
bution, and classification ; at the same time collecting facts
on such varied points as the stripes on horses’ legs, the floating
of seeds, the breeding of pigeons, the form of bees’ cells,” and
innumerable others. In 1846 he entered upon a laborious
investigation of the living and extinct species of barnacles,
which occupied much of the ensuing eight years, and, incident-
ally, gave him the biological training and the insight into
classification which he had previously in some degree lacked.
Ultimately, in 1856 (nineteen years from the opening of that
first notebook), on the urgent advice of Lyell, he began to set
forth his theory, but on a scale three or four times as full as that
of the Origin. Two years later, when some ten chapters had
been written, came, like a bolt from the blue, a MS. essay
from Wallace “On the Tendency of Varieties to depart in-
definitely from the Original Type.” Darwin, much distressed,
honourably placed himself in the hands of Lyell and Hooker.
Wallace’s essay, extracts from Darwin’s draft MS. of 1844, and
a letter to Asa Grey (1857), explaining his theory, were jointly
communicated to the Linnman Society. Intense interest was
excited, and, a month later, Darwin set vigorously to work upon
the Origin, which was completed in thirteen months. One
further point must be noted—the deliberate postponement of
that application of his theory to human origins which no doubt
formed a part of his purpose. In Chapter VI. of the Origin
Darwin clearly implies his belief in human evolution. *I can
hardly doubt that all vertebrate animals have descended by
ordinary generation from an ancient prototype of which we
know nothing, furnished with a floating apparatus and a swim-
bladder.” Tt was not until twelve years later (1871) that, by
the publication of the Descent of Man, the full significance of
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superior to all need of moral or intellectual progress, the facts
would seem to have been too strong for the Gospel-makers,
and to have escaped suppression unawares. The growth of
myth is so rapid and inevitable—compare the modern instance
of Bahaism, for example—that there is no need to impute
deliberate falsification to the writers or compilers : it was
probably the controlling influence of the Messianic idea on
minds unable to accept the apparent failure of their hero,
minds forced, therefore, to adopt the (for them) only con-
celvable alternative of an expectation of supernatural
triumph, which insensibly issued in a distortion of the facts.
But assuming, as I think we safely may, the historicity of
the Jesus of the Gospels, we have still to recognise the
possibility that his literary personality is in some degree
a composite product. Professor W. B. Smith has, for
example, adduced many reasons for suspecting the existence
of a Pre-Christian Jesus Cult, the existence for some in-
definite period among the Jews of the Dispersion, of the
cult of a divine person whose name or title was Jesus.! The
followers of the New Testament Jesus were, on this hypothesis,
but the originators of a new sect or heresy in an already ancient
worship of a divine person bearing the same name, while the
New Testament documents themselves *“ bear evidence of being
the writings of a party that attempted to effect a compromise
between the followers of the old Jesus cult and the Christian
schismatics.” Hence the repeated occurrence, in the Gospels
and the Acts, of the phrase, Ta wept Tov 'Incob,  the things
concerning the Jesus,” which certainly reads like a stereotyped
formula. In view of such perplexing possibilities, the examina-
tion of the Gospel records for evidence of a process of develop-
ment in the opinions and aims of their hero assumes a new
importance and interest. Only a life-history that has an in-
telligible psychology fulfils, in these days, the first condition
of acceptance. Assuming that the traces of such a psychology
can be found in the Gospels, the forcing of a historic figure into
a pre-existent mythical framework of supernatural function

1 Cf. “ Was there a Pre-Christian Jesus Cult ? " by A, Ransom. Lalerary
Guids, 1st Feb, 1908,
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in the wilderness, the forty days’ fast of Moses, and Elijah’s
Journey without food to Horeb. In any case there is profound
truth in the ideal sense of the episode. The greater the man,
the greater the possibilities of evil to be conquered and turned
to accouni. “‘ The founder of a religion has so much in him of
evil, of the perverse, of earthly passion, that he must fight
with the enemy within him for forty days in the wilderness
without food or sleep. . . . Other men of genius are good from
their birth ; the religious founder acquires goodness. The old.
existence ceases utterly and is replaced by the new. The greater
the man, the more must perish in him at the regeneration.” 1
Enriched by contact with a striking personality and a
fervent spiritual movement, Jesus returned to Galilee, and,
in his own broader and deeper way, took up the task inspired by
John. Of Messianic claims he, as yet, possibly had not dreamed :
he proclaimed the love of a Divine Father and preached the
simple ethics of filial obedience and fraternal charity. In a
sense rightly, Renan regarded this first phase of Christ’s mission
as the highest and greatest of all. The negative iconoclastic
side of his purpose is as yet unborn: that was the logical
corollary, the necessary condition, of his acceptance of the
Messianic role. If by this acceptance he purchased immortality,
he at the same time forfeited something of the serene universality
of his uncommitted phase. How came this acceptance about ?
It was the inevitable outcome of his own supernatural
conception of Man’s nature and destiny, his own aspiring,
profoundly intuitive temperament, and the peculiar conditions of
his place and time. Of every exceptional personality among the
Jews of his age—of John the Baptist, for example—the question,
“Is this the great Deliverer ?” would infallibly arise. Every
such personality would be forced to ask it of himself; and
many, beside Jesus, doubtless answered it in the affirmative.
Jesus may have entertained the possibility at the time of his
retreat beyond Jordan, and, accepting the popular view of the
Messianic role, as that of a great warrior, may have rejected
such a réle as in absolute discord with his most cherished ideals.
Gradually he came to see that the prophetic anticipations of
1 Otto Weininger.
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God intervened to justify and miraculously to enforce the claims
of His chosen one, for that was a possibility which the evidence
clearly suggests that Christ intermittently entertained up to
the very moment of his death. The desperate nature of the
enterprise to which he was committed by the simultaneous
acceptance of the Messianic réle and repudiation of its traditional
programme, could not but react upon the tone, if not the very
essence,of histeaching. His invective became harsher, hisattitude
towards the Mosaic law more uncompromising, his personal
claims far more exalted, his preaching more argumentative
and theological, than in the days of his early Galilean work. In
despair of the orthodox Hierosolymites, he begins to appeal
to the despised Samaritans, to social outcasts and reprobates,
even to the Gentiles. To be forced into universalism was a gain ;
but to substitute for the beautiful conception of righteousness
as a leaven, that of its theatrical inauguration by seven legions
of angels, and of himself as avenger and judge, was a fall,
clearly attributable to the anguish”and embitterment of those
last days. Yet, upon the whole, the loss of charm and insight is
more than compensated by the gain of power and intensity :
with a clear prevision of the world-wide significance of his
purpose he rose to the height of his unparalleled destiny, in-
vesting the ignominy of a felon’s execution with all the glamour
of his transcendent ideal. What, then, was the intrinsic purpose
of Jesus, the truth for which he lived and for which he voluntarily
died? Renan says that he gave Religion to humanity, as
Socrates gave it Philosophy, and Aristotle, Science. His par-
ticular doctrines are, no more than theirs, necessarily final :
there is, in fact, a striking analogy between the revolt of the
sixteenth century against the Aristotelian scholasticism, and
that of the nineteenth century against the stereotyped formulse
of official Christianity. Jesus “ was obliged to use the forms
of thought provided by his age, and they were inadequate
to the loftiness of his ideas.”! His refutation of Judaism, of
legality as the basis of religion, though nominally supported
by reference to prophetic authority, was virtually self-derived,
intuitive, from first to last. He exemplified the invincible
1J. E. Carpenter.
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feeling, perhaps, that his great glfts were bemg wa.at-ed, and
much of the latter’s glory reverts, in Renan’s opinion, on * the
modest man who preceded him in all things, effaced himself
before him, discovered his worth, brought him to the light,
more than once prevented his failings from spoiling all, and the
narrow ideas of others from drawing him into revolt.” Such
a man as Paul could not be long at Antioch without being fired
by the growing enthusiasm of the Antiochan believers for
the conversion of the inhabitants of Asia Minor and even of
the civilised world. The time was believed to be short; the
imminence of the second coming was so strongly and generally
held, that we find Paul, years later, discouraging marriage on
this very ground. Funds were not lacking ; and now, in Paul,
a human instrument of appropriate power and fervour was also
at hand. * Zechariah’s words were coming true: the world
was taking the Jews by the hem of the garment and saying
to them, ‘ Lead us to Jerusalem.” . . . On every side the need
for a monotheistic religion, giving divine precepts as a basis
for morality, was being actively manifested.” In association
with many of the Ghettoes of Asia Minor and the Mediterranean
ports, were a number of * persons fearing God,” that is, Pagans
wholly or partially converted to Judaism. But what specially
formed the qualification of Paul for appeal to the Gentiles was
the fact that he, a Jew of the Jews, had firmly grasped the fact
that Christianity implied a full emancipation from Judaism.
This was no doubt exceptional: at Jerusalem one did not
cease to observe the petty details of the Law because one had
become a Christian. The fiery independence of Paul ill brooked
any such compromise; and this in him, in all probability,
was one of the main features in determining the attention of
Barnabas. It so happened, too, that in the course of their
first mission (begun 45 A.D. an. @t. 33-35 ?), Paul and Barnabas
were expelled from the synagogue of Antioch in Pisidia. They
withdrew, protesting “ that since the Jews refused to hear the
word of God, they would preach it to the Gentiles.”

In Galatea they found the Pagans particularly susceptible
to their Christian doctrines, and made many converts among
them, even more than among the Jews. Henceforth, although
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bodyguards, splendid raiment, torches, and statues ; who taught
me, in short, that a prince may almost contract his life within
the bounds of that of a private citizen without thereby dis-
playing less majesty and vigour. . . . Remember,” he adjures
himself, *“ his constancy in accomplishing the dictates of reason,
his equability under all circumstances, his holiness, the serenity
of his look, his extreme gentleness of spirit, his contempt for
vainglory, his keen penetration; how he would never drop a
subject till he had thoroughly looked into it and fully under-
stood 1t; how he bore unjust reproaches without a word ;
how he did nothing hastily ; how he turned a deaf ear to scandal ;
how he carefully studied character and action; . . . frugal in
house, bed, board, and service; industrious, long-suffering,
abstemious. . . . Remember, too, his constant and even affec-
tion, . . . the joy with which he accepted an opinion better
than his own, his piety that had no trace of superstition. Think
of all this, that your last hour may find you with a conscience
clear as his.” + A point worthy of note in regard to this panegyric
18 the quasi-Christian character of the qualities commended.
One might guess that one was reading the eulogium of Pope
Gregory the Great. Hadrian and Antoninus had both forbidden
persecution of the Christians, and it is a thousand pities that,
in this one respect, Marcus Aurelius neglected the enlightened
example of his predecessors. It was an age of intellectual and
moral eclecticism, of cosmopolitan culture, and altruistic aspira-
tion. The fierce Roman spirit was, in this second century A.n.,
considerably mitigated, and Gibbon has well said of the reigns
of Antoninus and Marcus Aurelius, that they “ are possibly the
only period of history in which the happiness of a great people
was the sole object of government.” Much of the credit for
all this may fairly be attributed to the influence of the repre-
sentatives of the Stoic and other philosophers, whose prestige
among Romans of high position had in great measure superseded
that of religion. ‘‘ Personages of rank maintained a household
philosopher, who was a sort of chaplain. Before dying, it was
customary to converse with some sage, just as, nowadays, people
summon a priest.” Tt need scarcely be said that philosophers
regarded with aversion the rival claims of Christianity ; and,
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fringe of his purpose if we overlook his positively saint-like
passion for spiritual integrity, for holiness, that is to say, which
such words as the following reveal : “ When wilt thou, O my
soul, be good and simple, all one, naked, more translucent
than the material body that contains thee ¢ When wilt thou
taste fully the joy of loving all things ? When wilt thou be
such that thou canst at last dwell in the city of gods and men,
never making them complaint, and never needing their forgive-
ness ¢ ”’

Marcus was forty years old when, on the death of Antoninus
(161 A.».), he came to the purple. Surrounding himself with
philosophers of renown, summoned from every part of the earth,
he proceeded to actualise a policy founded upon respect for his
fellow-men, In his choice of officials he was true to the prin-
ciples of his liberalism, considering only merit, without regard
for birth or even culture. He himself created a large number
of charitable funds for the benefit of the youth of both sexes.
He made no concessions to popular caprice, yet came to be
venerated as the father of his people. Of his military achieve-
ments I have spoken in an earlier chapter, as well as of his
reform of the laws regulating the treatment of slaves. In a
time of military emergency he voluntarily sold by auction an
immense portion of his Imperial treasure and of his own property,
in order that the poor should be spared the burden of excessive
taxation. His formal adherence to the State religion was no
doubt dictated by consideration for the public welfare. Sin-
cerity is writ large over all his works : his few errors are the
result neither of moral weakness nor of malice, but of excessive
scrupulosity. In some few respects he might have been a
better Emperor if he had been a worse man.

No human document ever penned surpasses in dramatic
interest or candour the Confessions of St. Augustine ; very few
have equalled it in these respects. The history of his purpose
is the history of his inner life, beginning with the awakening of
his conscience by the study of Cicero’s Hortensius (an. ®t. 18),
and ending with his conversion to orthodox Catholicism (t. 31).
The protracted and painful struggle was watched with eager
solicitude by his saintly mother, whose influence, although she
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and, with a wonderful and sudden freedom, bade him cease.
The fever returning, he soon after died, and Augustine’s heart
was ‘‘ utterly darkened ” by the pain of bereavement. Nor
can such an incident have failed to contribute serious ground
for the reconsideration of his own position. Soon after he
removed to Carthage, and there, in his twenty-sixth year,
produced a treatise on The Fair and the Fit. Still preoccupied
with the problem of evil, his interest in which may no doubt
be in some degree attributed to the consciousness of strong
antagonism between the sensuous and the spiritual cravings of
his own nature, Augustine in this work maintained in all
essentials the Manichean thesis. Evil was a separate entity,
living and active, not derived from God, but contending with
Him. His philosophical development had now reached that
phase at which reality is conceived as substance, not yet as
subject. He conceived God, that is to say, as “a vast and
bright body,” and himself as a part thereof. This is a necessary
phase of logical evolution (the phase personified by Spinoza),
but the time came when Augustine could censure himself
severely for ever having passed through it, as well as for the
belief that this unchangeable substance could err upon con-
straint, rather than that his own changeable substance had
gone astray wilfully. In his twenty-eighth year or thereabout,
Augastine was a little disillusioned in regard to Manicheism by
the discovery that Faustus, a bishop of that sect, greatly
esteemed, who happened to visit Carthage, was a mere wind-
bag, “ utterly ignorant of liberal sciences.” Hence, after nine
years' adherence, his zeal for the writings of Manichwus was
blunted.

Soon after this, Augustine (st. 28) journeyed to Rome,
and set up there as a teacher of rhetoric. Though still assorting
with the Manicheean “ elect,” he privately derided their fables.
He was more favourably disposed towards orthodoxy, but felt
difficulties with regard to the Incarnation. “I feared to
believe Our Saviour to have been born in the flesh lest I should
be forced to believe him defiled by the flesh.” This was
logical enough, assuming that he still held the view that matter
is the source of all evil. He inclined towards the position of
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silenced. He was fired by the example of Victorinus, a re-
nowned Roman rhetorician, who by public profession of
Christianmity had forfeited the right of teaching science or
oratory. With two friends he set himself to the study of St.
Paul’s epistles, feeling as though God were searching him
through and through. Then came a day when, Augustine
and Alypius having heard from a wvisitor the story of his own
conversion, Augustine retired to the garden and strove vainly
to bring his soul to the point of assent. Alypius joined him
under the tree, but could not aid him. It was the throe of
the new birth, but his mind would not obey his will, demanding
no less than the abdication of its lifelong supremacy, the
confession of its inadequacy, and of the need of a helping
hand. Not willing entirely this mental surrender, his will
could not enforce its command. Overcome by sudden weep-
ing, he left Alypius and cast himself down under a certain
fig-tree. Then came a voice as of a boy or girl chanting :
“Take up and read !” He went to where the volume of St.
Paul was, opened, and read : * Not in rioting and drunkenness,
not in chambering and wantonness, not in strife and envying ;
but put ye on the Lord Jesus Christ, and make not provision
for the flesh to fulfil the lusts thereof.” . .. * Instantly,—
by a light as it were of serenity infused into my heart, all the
darkness of doubt vanished away.” This was in 385 A.D.,
when Augustine was thirty-one years of age. The moment
of complete surrender, of emotional crisis, of mental suicide,
was the moment of victory—henceforth, whatever the flaws
of his theology, which do not concern us now—he never
wavered in his purpose of complete self-dedication to the
cause of the Catholic Church. He resigned his professorship,
underwent public baptism at the hands of Ambrose, and after
Monica’s death, and after having devoted three years to study
and prayer in Thagaste, received and accepted the invitation
of the church at Hippo, so closely associated with his fame.

But it would be interesting to know what became of Adeo-
datus and his mother.

There must have been something in the conduct or demeanour
of our next subject, Gregory the Great, which carried immediate
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for through these earthly cares I have lost noble ends. . . .
Call me Mara, for I am filled with bitterness.” These words, to
say nothing of the deeds that followed, clearly indicate the
painful birth of a new and more substantial purpose. Gregory
had not indeed found, but accepted, his true vocation. He
could not have been the success he was, had not the self-dis-
ciplined habits of his previous life prepared him for his arduous
task. “ He stood now between East and West, bearing with
the pettishness of old age ”—the old age of the Empire, * and
restraining the impetuosity and lawlessness of youth,” as
represented by the Lombard and Frankish nations. * No
attempt to attain political influence or to gain political assistance
can be detected in his letters ” : the Chureh was for him a moral
power, and he pursued his aims by the methods appropriate to
his conception. “He did not pit race against race, Frank
against Lombard, but made both look up to the Holy See.”
To Augustine, whom he had sent upon his memorable mission
to England, and with whose success he was delighted, he sent
instructions that the temples were not to be demolished, only
the idols, but converted, after due consecration, to Christian
use, since the converts would * more readily resort to the places
with which they were familiar.” On the days of sacrifice they
might slay animals for their own use, and celebrate the wonted
festivities with Christian rites. To the administration of the
Church Estates in various parts of Italy, Sicily, Corsica, Sardinia,
Dalmatia, Illyricum, Gaul, and Africa, he devoted much atten-
tion, showing a comprehensive knowledge of agricultural and
economic affairs. The revenue derived from these Patrimonies
he regarded as the heritage of the poor, and his local agents were
all clerics, carefully chosen. They were not allowed to vindicate
claims by force or by appeal to law. To one in Sicily he wrote :
“We learn that most unjust exactions continue in some of the

farms of the Church. . . . This we altogether condemn. . . .
We order that whatever has been taken violently from a family
shall be restored.” . .. ‘“Have no hesitation in advancing

money for the benefit of the peasants.” One of his first cares
was the preparation of a Pastoral Charge, to serve as a general
guide for the bishops of the time, providing a norm of episcopal
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awakening to a sense of the grossness of the national idolatry
and the consequent need of religious reform. Some obscure
constitutional change was assoclated with this introspective
tendency ; he became subject to dreams, ecstasies, and trances,
Possibly,like many other men of genius, he was now an epileptic.
In his fortieth year (609 A.p.), while spending the fast-month of
Ramadhan in the cavern of Mount Hara, on the night of the
Divine Decree (Al Kader), Gabriel appeared to him and showed
a silken cloth inseribed with the text of the Koran.! The
archangel exclaimed : “ O Mahomet, of a verity thou art the
prophet of God, and I am his angel Gabriel ! ” Such is the
accepted version of the definite inception of Mahomet's purpose ;
and that a fasting man deeply preoccupied with religion should
have had or believed himself to have had such an experience,
is in no way incredible. Mahomet returned home and confided
the annunciation to his wife, Cadijah, who at once accepted his
prophetic mission. So, too, did Waraka, her cousin, a Christian-
ised Jew and a mystic, translator into Arabic of parts of the Old
and New Testaments, whose influence as a member of their
household may well have contributed much to the awakening
of Mahomet’s religious fervour.

“ Whenever there is decay of righteousness . . . and exalta-
tion of unrighteousness, then I Myself come forth ;

“For the protection of the good, for the destruction of
evil-doers, for the sake of firmly establishing righteousness,
T am born from age to age.” *

This quotation from the Bhagavad Gita gives a good illustra-
tion of Mahomet’s conception of the prophetic function. The
metaphysical subtlety by which Shri Krishna is made to identify
himself with his predecessors and successors, was indeed far
beyond the reach of the Arabian’s cruder mind. But he believed
that the true religion revealed to Adam at his creation—the
direct and spiritual worship of the one and only God—had been
repeatedly corrupted and degraded by idolatrous man. Prophets
like Noah, Abraham, Moses, Christ, each inspired by a special

1 The fact that Mahomet was unable to read somewhat detracts from the

appropriateness of this detail !
2 The Bhagavad (ita, or ** The Lord’s Song.”" Trans. by A, Besant.
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revelation from the Most High, were sent from time to time
to restore it to its original purity. Of this line of prophets he
claimed now to be the last, if not the greatest, his task the
purging of his nation from the sin of idolatry, the recall of his
people to the monotheism which he believed them to have had
and to have lost. Of any ambition for personal advancement
there is, at this period of his life, no evidence at all. He began
to hold prayer-meetings, and working more or less quietly
managed in the course of the next three years to make some
forty converts. The secret gradually leaked out, and trouble
began. Not only were the prayer-meetings liable to the inter-
ruptions of the rabble—always instinetively hostile to religious
innovations—but Mahomet’s own kindred, the Koreishites, to
whose family pertained the office of guardian of the Kaaba, were
of course too deeply interested in the established idolatry to
regard Mahomet’s revolutionary propaganda with tolerance.
In the fourth year of his mission, having had another vision,
bidding him * arise, preach and magnify the Lord,” Mahomet
summoned his kinsmen, the Koreishites, and boldly announced
his views. An uproar ensued, and after this and a second
appeal to his tribe, Mahomet was subjected to much ridicule and
abuse, dirt was thrown on him as he prayed in the Kaaba, he was
reviled as a madman, and a poet named Amru derided his pre-
tensions in lampoons and madrigals. Nevertheless, his per-
sistent attacks on idolatry began to have some effect, and the
Koreishites, failing to silence him, decreed the banishment of
all Mahommedans. From the seventh to the tenth year of his
mission, Mahomet’s immediate relatives, the Haschemites, were
placed under a ban by their tribe until they should deliver up
jthe prophet. His uncle, Abu Taleb, however, maintained him
in his stronghold near Mecca, and, at the peril of his life, Mahomet
continued to visit Mecea during the sacred month, and converted
many of the pilgrims. 1In the tenth year of his mission (619 A.D.)
the ban was removed, and Mahomet returned to Mecca and re-
sumed his propaganda. This year occurred the death of his
first wife, Cadijah. To his credit be it said that he is reputed to
have been faithful to her to the end.  When I was poor she
enriched me ; when I was pronounced a liar she believed in me ;
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when I was opposed by all the world she remained true to me,”
he justly exclaimed. Now he considered himself released from
any restriction of his marital proelivities; he claimed and
exercised the right to have as many wives as he chose. To each
of his followers four wives and no more were permitted. Soon
after his wife’s death occurred the vision deseribed in the Koran,
m which Mahomet visited Jerusalem and the seventh heaven.
After ten years’ effort Mahomet still found himself compelled
to live concealed among his adherents in Mecca, but the time
of his probation was nearing its end. At Jathreb (now Medina),
70 miles north of Mecca, abode many Jews and heretical Chris-
tians, and some of the pilgrims from this place were so impressed
by Mahomet’s doctrine, that they believed him to be the prom-
1sed Messiah. In the thirteenth year of his mission (622 A.p.)
Mahomet (et. 53) was invited by his converts at Medina to come
and live among them. To this he agreed on their promising
to obey him 1in all things, and from their emissaries he chose
twelve apostles, of whom, however, one hears nothing more.
Carlyle calls Mahommedanism, as taught by its founder, “a
confused form of Christianity,” and there are abundant evi-
dences of the fact that what he had learned from Waraka, and
possibly from the Nestorian monks in Palestine, had left a
profound impression on his mind. Myself, I should rather call
his religion a defeminised than a confused Christianity. The
genius of Mahomet is exclusively masculine, that of Christ
androgynous. Mahommedanism resists opposition, even modi-
fication, until the breaking-point is reached ; Christianity, by
reason of superior subtlety, adapts itself to all emergencies,
conquering while it seems to yield.

At Medina, Mahomet, living frugally and laboriously, soon
attained to a commanding position, built a mosque, and preached
devotion to God and humanity to man. He made many
converts in the city ; fugitives flocked to him from Mecca,
and proselytes from the desert tribes. His purpose assumed
a new aspect : ““he found an army at his disposal, and the
desire to use it naturally followed.” Carlyle has little patience
with those who cavil at the prophet for his reliance on the
sword,  You must first get your sword,” he pertinently
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of 10,000 men. Resistance was out of the question ; Mahomet
entered the city in pilgrim garb, reciting prophecies of the event,
made the seven circuits of the shrine, demolished the 360 idols,
and received the spiritual allegiance of the inhabitants. Ma-
homet was now supreme lord of almost the whole of Arabia.
He returned to Medina triumphant, and shortly afterwards
sent Ali to Mecca to announce that after four months’ grace all
idolaters would be killed wherever and whenever found. In
the beginning of the next year (631) Medina was thronged with
envoys from distant tribes and from princes who had become
converts to Islam and tributaries of his vast realm. In the
following year, prostrated by the death of his only son, Mahomet
(eet. 62), with his nine wives, at the head of an immense throng,
made a final pilgrimage to Mecca. He died next year (632),
never having assumed regal state or departed from the sim-
plicity of his habits, and leaving no wealth behind him. That
power and conquest were for him, even to the last, but means
to his end, must be conceded by any impartial critic. The
man had genuine humility—witness his reply to one who asked
whether he would be exempt from the rule that no man would
enter Paradise on the strength of his own merit. The prophet
placed his hand upon his head and said three times with great
solemnity : ‘‘ Neither shall I enter Paradise except God cover
me with His mercy.” It has been well said of Mahomet that
his great schemes grew out of his fortunes, not his fortunes
out of his schemes. But this applies only to their material
element, not at all to his religious aspiration.

Far simpler than the case of Mahomet is the problem of
elucidating the purpose of St. Francis d’Assisi, a purpose
pure as man’s may well be of any earthly alloy or taint of
mere self-seeking. Of the innocent frivolity of his adolescent
years I have already spoken ; even then a heart so tender must
have been chastened sometimes by the influence of his gently
born and saintly mother. She prayed for him without ceasing,
cherishing always the hope that in God’s good time he would
prove worthy of her dreams. In his boyhood Francis must
have heard talk of Peter Waldo, the wealthy usurer of Lyons,
who in 1171 distributed his wealth to the poor, lived thence-
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done, exclaimed, ““ Now I have no father for ever, but our Father
who is in Heaven.” In the same spirit, two days before his
death, Francis caused himself to be laid naked on the ground
in token of his fidelity to the Poverty he had espoused twenty
years before.

If at this time Francis believed that a radical change had
been supernaturally effected in the inborn disposition of his
character, he was doubtless deceived. The psychology of
such conversions, however mysterious or sensational they
may appear, is by no means unintelligible. The *“will to
power ”’ he had never lacked—it was only that now he had
come to an understanding with himself as to the means by which
it must be realised, had purified it of extraneous and intoler-
ably uncongenial accretions. I know that I shall become
a great prince,”’ he had, in the hour of his ephemeral military
ambition, half-humourosly declared. A great prince he
still aspired to be, but he had, at least instinctively, arrived
at the perception that his talent was for giving, not for getting.
For such men to give what they have is less than nothing;
they must give themselves to the last drop of their blood, the
last breath of their nostrils. What a man gives is the supreme
test of his greatness, and it is because they so ill satisfy this
final requirement that our verdiet upon such great getters as
Frederick and Napoleon has ever a carping, a dubious note.
Hampered by conventional * duties ” in the satisfaction of an
imperious instinet, Francis thus made his declaration of inde-
pendence, thus cleared the decks for action. Let us relinquish
to Pharisees the cant of “ self-abnegation " ; to assert himself
as he was, Francis boldly threw overboard the self that such
people expected him to be. He who shrinks with pious horror
from the suggestion that the career of a saint may be initiated
by an act of self-will, should candidly inquire of himself what
would be his feelings if a son of his own should behave to him
as Francis behaved to Pier Bernardone.

Early in 1209, Francis (an. @t. 28), having, as sole wor-
shipper in a church, been struck by the reading of the text,
“ As ye go, preach, saying the Kingdom of Heaven is at hfmd,"
entered the church of San Giorgio barefoot, with a rope-girdled
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grey tunic, and addressed the congregation. It is thought
that he had, since his conversion, spent a year with a hermit
near Casena, who wore a similar habit and preached the “* Gospel
Rule” of Augustine. If so, the influence of this hermit probably
played its part in determining the form of his ultimate purpose.
One by one, disciples joined him, those who had wealth first
disposing of it by distribution to the poor; and in the autumn
of next year, their number being then twelve in all, they pro-
ceeded to Rome, and by the aid of Bishop Guido of Assisi, and
of Cardinal Colonna,obtained access to the Pope, who after
some demur granted them as * Brothers Minor,” a licence to
preach. This official recognition may have been necessary :
without it Francis and his followers would have been regarded
as mere sectaries, unqualified practitioners; and would have
been liable to persecution on that account. But it was to
prove no unmixed blessing : henceforth the grasp of the Pope
slowly tightened upon the new Order, and in the end the
primitive simplicity, the Christian anarchy, which was the
very essence of its founder’s intention, was tampered with to
an extent that filled him with despair. Soon after the return

of the twelve Brothers Minor to Assisi, they received from

Abbot Maccabeo the sanctuary of Santa Maria degli Angeli,
which was to be the permanent headquarters of the Order.
Proselytes poured in; huts of wood and clay were built for
their accommodation; and to this rude settlement they
returned twice yearly from their preaching expeditions into
the outlying towns and villages. In 1212, as a consequence
of the conversion to the Rule of Clare, the eldest daughter of
Count Favorino degli Sciffi, followed by that of her two sisters
and of the Countess herself, an affiliated Sisterhood came into
existence, whose members, exempted by the chivalry of St.
Francis from the functions of mendicancy and preaching,
devoted themselves to nursing the sick, feeding the poor,
clothing the naked, preparing herbal medicines, and em-
broidering altar-cloths. In the same year Francis made a
vain attempt to reach Palestine; and this was the first of a
series of foreign missions which within a few years carried the
flood of enthusiasm through Syria, France, and Spain. The
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frequent absences of the founder led, however, to a delegation
of authority, which in a short time resulted in a sort of con-
spiracy against what many considered the impracticability of
his ideas. The scholars who had joined the Order found it
hard that they were precluded from owning even a Bible or
a psalter. Cardinal Ugolino, the official patron of the Order,
sided with these malcontents, but Francis refused with passion-
ate vehemence to accord them any special privileges or ex-
emptions. “ God called me into the way of simplicity and
humility. . . . Do not speak to me of the Rule of St. Benedict,
of St. Augustine, of St. Bernard, nor of any other saint. . . .
God will confound you through your knowledge and your
wisdom.” In the end the Church view inevitably prevailed :
the rule of poverty was mitigated ; the brothers were gathered
into communities, into houses; were granted privileges and
possessions ; had churches of their own; were under strict
ecclesiastical control ; were employed in quasi-political
functions, as messengers, agents, and what not. “Woe unto
those brethren that set themselves against me in this matter,”
cried Francis,  which I know of a certainty to be of the will
of God, . . . albeit I unwillingly condescend unto their will.”
Humble and self-distrustful by nature, weakened by ill-health,
and prostrated in spirit by the sense of his failure, Francis
Likened himself to a little black hen whose wings could no
longer shelter her numerous chickens. At the close of the
autumn chapter of 1220, he (set. 39) resigned to Pietro de
Cattani the direction of the Order, kneeling and promising
obedience, while the friars who loved him wept sore. * Were
the brethren willing to walk according to my will, . . . I
would that they should have none other minister but me until
my dying day.” Six years later, when he lay at Assisi almost
at the point of death, the gaiety which rather scandalised
Brother Elias would sometimes be broken by cries revealing
the rancour of an unhealed wound. * Where are they who
have taken my brothers from me ? Where are they who have
robbed me of my children 2 . . . Could I but be present at the
Chapter General, I would let them know my will.” His final
blow for the restoration of his ideal in its pristine, but all too
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conversion of industrious citizens into ecstatic mendicants,
however edifying, must have had serious drawbacks from a
utilitarian, not to say a sanitary, point of view. There is no
short cutto Utopia ; a genuine Christian must be born,not made,
and is perhaps not born more than once in a century. Such
exalted ideals are far beyond the attainment of commonplace
humanity ; and it was just his failure to realise this hard fact
that in a measure justified the ecclesiastical attitude with regard
to St. Francis. He was right in adopting for himself the Rule
of Poverty, which expressed so perfectly his need of relianceupon
the love of his fellow-men. He was wrong in supposing that the
indiscriminate imitation of his example by those who had no
such need would prove a panacea for the ills of humanity. But
the work of such heroic souls is not finally to be judged by its
immediate or visible effects : it is not for an age, but for all
time.

The genius of St. Franeis may be likened to a clear flame,
as of a torch that consumed itself, leaving no perceptible by-
products of its combustion. That of Luther, on the other hand,
gave a large proportion of heat as well as 1ts modicum of light,
and fumes provocative to the eyes if not to the nose of the
bystander. “I am the rough woodman,” he declared, * who
has to make a path”; and the phrase truly indicates not only
the vigour but the ruthlessness of the man of action. On his
visit to Rome in 1511 (at. 27), some four years after his ordina-
tion, his keen eyes detected much of the cynical irreligion of the
ecclesiastical atmosphere. ““Good Christian ” was, in priestly
circles, a term of derision, as who should say * Simpleton.”
“ Bread thou art and bread thou shalt remain ; wine thou art
and wine thou shalt remain,” was the facetiously-amended
formula favoured by the knowing ones in the act of celebration.
On resuming work at Wittenberg, Luther, in his lectures on the
Psalms and the Pauline Epistles, true to the teaching of Staupitz,
from which he had derived comfort in the days of his own
perplexity, contravened the current view that forgiveness can
be earned by good deeds or by ceremonial conformity, insisting
on the faith-inspired acceptance of Gods mercy as the sine
qua non of salvation. The labour spent in mastering the
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protection which Luther enjoyed would remain inexplicable but
for the fact that he was accepted as champion of the nationalist
cause. No doubt this disaffection had its effect upon Luther’s
active intelligence ; remembering what he had observed at Rome
and elsewhere of the greed and corruption prevalent in priestly
circles,—noting, too, the way inwhich the loyalty and superstition
of the masses were being shamelessly exploited for ignoble ends,
—he was evidently forced to the conclusion that unquestioning
subservience to all the obligations imposed in the name of
religion could no longer be regarded as essential to salvation. So
it was that he was led to substitute a purely subjective criterion—
to make redemption or reprobation essentially dependent, not
upon lifeand conduct considered as awhole, but upon the spiritual
attitude of the believer. There was not much that was new in the
positive side of his purpose at this phase of its development :
faith had always been required of her subjects by the Church,
at least in theory. It was what he rejected as immaterial, or at
least inessential, that gave him his hold on those who were
seeldng a pretext for breaking with Rome. The building of St.
Peter’s was already begun at the time of Luther’s visit to Rome
(1511), and Pope Leo x., who had now succeeded, determined on
a special sale of indulgences in order to procure funds for the
completion of the work. Aeccordingly, in 1517, a profligate
Dominican, John Tetzel, appeared on the scene, and, being
forbidden by the Elector to enter Wittenberg, settled for the
time at Jiiterbok, where, being a * hustler” of undeniable
ability, he was soon driving a roaring trade. Luther saw and
seized his opportunity ; he posted on the door of the castle church
at Wittenberg the celebrated “ Ninety-five Theses,” contending
that the Pope can only grant indulgence for what he and the
law of the Church have imposed, that true repentance absolves
the sinner without any papal confirmation, yet upon the whole
attacking rather the irresponsible babble of such hucksters as
Tetzel than the traffic in which they were engaged. In fourteen
days the news of this bold act had spread throughout Germany ;
Luther had made himself famous, and the great struggle of the
Reformation was begun. In May of next year, in Solutions,
he took a further step, denying the scriptural authority for the
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sacrament of penance with auricular confession and expiatory
acts, and contending that absolution may be conveyed to a
penitent not merely by an ordained priest but by any brother
Christian. The pamphlet ended with an appeal to the Pope :
“ Giive me life or death, accept or reject me as you will.”” That
dignitary, not much concerned, ordered Staupitz, vicar-general
of the Augustinians, to * quiet the man down ”’; but later in the
year Luther was formally cited to appear within sixty days
before a tribunal for the trial of heretics at Rome, and the
Elector Frederick was required to surrender this *‘ child of the
devil * to the papal legate. This Frederick would not do, and he
required a pledge of immunity on Luther's behalf before allowing
him to attend the Diet at Augsburg and meet Caietan, the Pope’s
Legate. Luther met Caietan, but refused to retract, and,
suspecting treachery, fled back to Wittenberg. His excom-
munication was now inevitable, and in November of the same
year (1518) he published a solemn and formal appeal from the
Pope (whose jurisdiction he thus repudiated) to a General
Council representative of all professed Christians. With a man
of Luther’s courage and impetuosity, the development of his
destructive programme, up to, and indeed far beyond, its logical
conclusion, could now be merely a matter of time. It is therefore
unnecessary to trace in detail the dramatic episodes of his
career during the next four or five years—the disputation with
Eck at Leipsic, the alliance with the Humanists, the appeal to
the Nobility, the burning of the Papal decretals, the heroic
ordeal of the Diet of Worms, the secret flight and seclusion in the
Wartburg, where for a time his powerful mind seems to have
suffered partial eclipse. His conception of the papal supremacy,
once its absolute validity had been challenged, rapidly descended
from the phase where he conceded a sort of presidential function,
to that in which he set himself to answer the “ Bull of Anti-
Christ.” Twenty-five years later, launching his last thunderbolt
—the pamphlet Against the Popedom at Rome, instituted by
the Devil—his opening clause gives the Pontiff the title of ¢ the
most hellish Father.” His repudiation of the sacrificial con-
ception of the Mass, and of celibacy, the root-principles of

medieval Catholicism, was no doubt suggested by the rationalistic
18
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tone increasingly prevalent in Wittenberg, and indeed throu ghout
Germany. Only those exceptional persons who had the gift of
continence should, he rightly held, undertake such obligations.
For himself, he found at length that he had not this gift : asa
free man he could not be bound by vows made in ignorance.
He married, as we all know; and it was perhaps the most
courageous act of a dauntless career.

Much more difficult is the task of defining the constructive
element of Luther’s work, but a constructive element, or perhaps
rather a conservative one, it undoubtedly possessed. His
first idea seems to have been to replace the authority of the
Curia, as a final arbiter in questions of discipline or of doctrine,
by a Council representative of the consensus of Christendom.
Following Huss in this matter, he maintained the existence
of a Universal Church, composed of all sincere believers, even
those who, like the Eastern community, had long been severed
from the Catholic hierarchy. This dream of a representative
Council of Christendom of course proved impracticable ; in
1725 (et. 41), Luther stigmatised as ““a devilish perversion of
the truth” Zwingli’s contention that the sacramental bread
should be regarded as a mere symbol of the body of Christ.
Luther adhered to the literal interpretation of the saying, * This
is my body,” maintaining on this point a position which I
for one find indistinguishable from that of the orthodox
Catholics. At the Marburg Conference, unity of a sort was
attained on other points with the Swiss reformers, but Luther
steadfastly declined to regard them as “ brothers in Christ.”
Here, as in many respeets, Luther proved false to his own
principle ; he had championed the right of private judgment,
but showed small patience with those whose conclusions did
" not coincide with his own. Renouncing the dream of external
unity—for the tendency was everywhere towards disruption—
yet feeling the indispensability of someobjective seat of authority,
he had no choice but to rest his case upon the infallibility of
the inspired Word of God. By his translation of the New and
Old Testaments into the German version, which achieved
an instant and widespread popularity, he proved the genuine-
ness of his conviction that his own interpretation of their
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purport must ultimately prevail. Thus he supplied the only
possible foundation for the new democratic evangelicalism,
which, in one form or another, has for four centuries held,
and still in a measure holds, the field. And by his own powerful
example, his vindication of the dignity of secular activities,
his preaching, his controversial pamphlets, his appeals to
dignitaries, his pastoral reforms and visitations, his great war-
songs of the Reformation, he welded the inchoate impulses of
religious nationalism into at least provisional unity and form.

It is refreshing to turn from the combative turbulence
of Luther’s career to the serene power, the gracious catholicity
of the sage of Concord. Emerson was not driven by super-
stitious terror into the Unitarian ministry, as Luther had been
driven to the adoption of monastic vows. Himself the son of
a minister, he dreamed for a time of becoming a novelist, a
poet, even a painter. The grief of his mother when his brother
William returned from Germany a sceptic, and forsook theology
for law, confirmed his own final choice of the ministry, and
he would never have left it “ could he but have had liberty
always to tell the highest thing he knew, and to conform his
practice in all respects with his ideal.” Of the formative
influences upon his mental development, one worthy of special
mention is his great admiration of Channing, *“ whose peculiar
secret was the exaltation of morality into religion by enthusiasm
for the right and good.” His early sermons are said to have
been, upon the whole, not remarkable; in them he adhered
to the conventional Bible phraseology. Nor was he a striking
success in parochial work; excess of delicacy, mistrust of
ordinary didactic methods no doubt stood in his way. On one
occasion his diffidence was thus grimly rebuked by a parishioner
disappointed in the expectation of spiritual sustenance : ““ Young
man,if you don’t know your business, you had better go home !
In or about his twenty-ninth year, difficulties arose between
Emerson and his Boston congregation with regard to the Lord’s
Supper, which he would not accept as an obligatory rite. *“ If
I believed that it was, I should not adopt it. I will love him
a8 a glorified friend, and not pay him a stiff sign of respect
as men do to those whom they fear.” The controversy seems
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to have been conducted on both sides without acrimony, but
it ended in Emerson’s resignation of his charge. He continued,
however, for another fifteen years to accept occasional invita-
tions to preach in various churches of the Unitarian persuasion.
In this, T hold that he was justified—in the first place because
Unitarians profess to allow their preachers perfect freedom in
regard to dogma ; and secondly, because, with Emerson, affirma-
tion in such matters always took precedence of negation,
Strictly speaking, he cannot, it is true, in his maturity, be
called a theist ; not, however, because belief in God was for
him a chimerical notion, but because the personal category
seemed to him altogether inadequate, even as a symbol of the
absolute Reality.! And with regard to Christianity, the same
reluctance to emphasise the negative conclusions of his mind
is evident. In Man Thinking (1837) he says: “ The man
has never lived who can feed us for ever.” The divinity of
Christ was, for him, not a unique prodigy, but the realisation
of a potentiality common to all mankind. It was a “ doctrine
of the Reason,” falsified when adopted as a formula of the
prosaic Understanding. For him the guarantee of truth was
always that the soul accepts it gladly, without constraint and
without subservience.

Freed from his ministerial charge, Emerson, now nearing
the close of his twenty-ninth year, resolved on a visit to the old
world. He sailed on Christmas day of 1832 for Malta, crossed
to Sicily, made the acquaintance of Landor in Rome, wvisited
Paris, and reached London late in July of 1833. Of his memor-
able pilgrimage to Craigenputtock, Thomas Carlyle shall speak
for himself : “ We kept him one night and then he left us.
I saw him go up the hill. I didn’t go with him to see him
descend. I preferred to watch him mount and vanish like an
angel.” On his return he soon found himself in great request
both as lecturer and preacher, his first lectures being mainly
on scientific topics. He lived for a time with his mother near
Boston, but after his marriage, in 1836, moved to Concord. The
transition from theology to philosophy—to seership, one ought
rather to say, for he was no dialectician—was now rapidly
1 To & cousin he once wrote, ** When I speak of God I prefer to say It."”

i
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phenomenon. New ideas were in the air, and exceptional
personalities abounded. One may mention among his con-
temporaries the names of Lincoln, Parker, Lowell, Channing,
Margaret Fuller, Alcott, Hawthorne, Thoreau. The magnetic
personality and the quickly growing repute of Emerson attracted
to his Concord home a host of cranks and enthusiasts—aboli-
tionists, Platonists, vegetarians, Pestalozzians, communists—
whose naive efforts to capture him for their own particular
panaceas were gently but firmly repulsed. Invited by Alcott
to join his luckless community at * Fruitlands,” Emerson replied
that he * must submit to the degradation of owning bank-stock
and seeing poor men suffer.” In his ministerial days he had,
however, been one of the first to place his pulpit at the disposal
of anti-slavery preachers. And it is recorded that he tried,
presumably without permanent success, to institute eommon
meals in his household. His advocacy of the cause of negro
emancipation was firm and consistent; more than once he
publicly championed the cause, and incurred a very hostile
reception.

In default of a better classification, Emerson must, I suppose,
be labelled moralist, for he aims, by awakening and emancipating
the intellect, at the liberation of the will. But he has no system
cut and dried ; he desires no disciples ; mistrusts all negations,
hence deals not in prohibitions. A born individualist, his virile
conscience approves all actions which bear the stamp of genuine
self-expression. His limitless tolerance must have sorely puzzled
his earnest friends, the apostles of the ““ Newness ” ; it was, we
know, a stumbling-block to his lifelong confidant, Carlyle. Of a
Baptist minister, who, after hearing him lecture, prayed that
the audience might be delivered from ever hearing * such tran-
scendental nonsense ” again, Emerson, inquiring his name,
remarked, ““ He seems a very conscientious, plain-spoken man,”
Frugal to the verge of asceticism himself, he clearly saw the
futility of exacting any such standard from the gross generality
of mankind. “ Nature comes eating and drinking and sinning.
Her darlings, the great, the strong, the beautiful, are not children
of our law, do not come out of the Sunday school, never weigh
their food, nor punctually keep the commandments. If we
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going relativity of method an unswerving fidelity to the loftiest
idealism of aim and conviction. When the painful struggle
against his growing scepticism had terminated in definite
withdrawal from the ecclesiastical career, which he had chosen
largely in deference to his mother’s desire, he found himself
in a strange and embarrassing position. A theologian with
no theology, a specialist in Semitic religious lore with no formal
religion, a voluntarily unfrocked priest of twenty-three! To
justify, by the exercise of his unique faculties of historical
analysis and vivid reconstruction of the past, his isolation from
the dogmatic fold, became inevitably the purpose of his career.
This, however, was only the negative and therefore preliminary
portion of his task. Throughout life he kept a vigilant
watch for indications of the future prospects of religion, and
strove without ceasing to purify its permanent essence from
the accretions of myth and fable. In a sense, therefore, he
remained a priest to the end; rather, perhaps, in ceasing to
be a priest he became a prophet and a pioneer. A very modern
prophet withal, one wholly devoid of spiritual pose or austerity,
human to the core of him, brilliant, playful, ironical. His
didactic aim i1s masked by the perfection of his artistry : he
was too tactful to allow himself to preach. But it reveals
itself in his evident appreciation of such characters as Marcus
Aurelius, in the purity, one might almost say the sanctity, of
his own life, in his beautiful devotion to his mother and to
Henriette Renan, and in such utterances as the following :
“ Duty, with its incalculable philosophical consequences, in
imposing itself upon all, resolves all doubts, harmonises all
oppositions, and serves as basis for the rebuilding of all that
reason destroys or allows to perish. . . . He who shall have
chosen the good will have been the true sage.”

Renan early recognised his own limitations: he was only
twenty years old when he wrote to his sister : “ I am only fit
for one sort of life—a life of study and reflection, retired and
tranquil.” Twenty-six years later, in 1869, he presented him-
self to the electors of Meaux on behalf of peace and political
reconstruction, and again in 1871. But, though described as an
““ irresistible orator,” he was on both occasions unsuccessful,
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and that he seems to have accepted, though with signs of distaste
and reluctance, the claims made on his behalf, Renan did
not dogmatise on the matter ; he merely intimated his opinion
that it was more likely that some vague rumours had been
exaggerated, even that some collusion had been practised,
than that the prodigies in question had actually occurred. His
particular explanations may or may not be valid ; the principle
upon which they were based is perfectly sound. It is evident
that the motive for writing this book was, in part, the correction
of the a priorism which he had censured in that of David
Strauss! The real importance of Renan’s Vie de Jesus lies in
the fact that, with all its inevitable, and for the most part un-
avoidable, faults or deficiencies, it brings home to the popular
imagination with extraordinary power and charm the naturalist
conception which is its basis and motif. It makes the reader
feel the immense superiority of Jesus, the aspiring and con-
quering man (homme incomparable), to Jesus the Demigod.
“No saint in his cell, no Crusader, was ever more fervently
haunted by Christ Jesus than this unfrocked Churchman, this
sceptical archeologist, busied with the details of a scientific
mission.”  His conception perhaps erred on the side of
mildness, was a little invertebrate—and here we trace the
restraining influence of the gentle Henriette. Years after that
influence was withdrawn, in the Antichirist, Renan—a bitterer,
disillusioned Renan—wrote: *“ Who knows? The image
of the Gospel may be false. Jesus may have been the centre
of a group more pedantic, more scholastic, nearer to the Seribes
and Pharisees than the Evangelists would have us believe.”
In 1862, Renan received, on the Emperor’s initiative, the
Chair of Semitic Languages at the Collége de France. Catholic
interest, and perhaps Court influence, had delayed but could
not prevent the appointment. Renan’s liberalism immediately
came under suspicion; the Catholics were also up in arms.
There was a storm of interruptions from both parties on the
occagion of his inaugural address. He had expressed himself
rather freely on the religious and political problems which

1  FWyersince his year of spiritual crisis, Renan had pondered in his heart
a Life of Jesus, unlike any yet written " (Madame James Darmesteter).
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we have now to review the subject of Purpose in the light of
the information gleaned from the preceding sections. The
first point to which I would call attention is, that Purpose
presents itself under two main aspects—formal and substantial.
The formal aspect of Purpose is that which concerns its develop-
ment as a factor of the consciousness of its exponent; the
substantial aspect concerns its practical manifestation in life
and activity. The formal or subjective aspect is logically
prior to the substantial or objective aspect of Purpose; but,
genetically, the rule is that a man finds himself more or less
fully committed to his task years before he has attained to
that degree of self-consciousness and autonomy which true
Purpose implies. Specially true is this rule with regard to
men of action, the most primitive, therefore the most in-
stinctive of our four types. Thus, with men like Cwmsar, we
find their first steps dictated by a mere personal craving for
power and the spontaneous exercise of an inborn gift for
achieving popularity ; conscious devotion to large impersonal
alms comes much later, if it come at all. More or less analo-
gous are the cases of Charlemagne, Drake (whose purpose
remained rudimentary to the end), Nelson (to some extent,
though the merely instinctive stage was here of brief duration),
and Lincoln. The last-named is as fine an example of the
gradual development from a mere instinctive ambition to
excel to the definite formulation of a general, and finally of
a specific, political aim, as could well be desired. With William
the Silent, on the other hand, although his purpose was based
upon instinctive tolerance or sympathy, its actual initiation
was preceded by its conscious andiformal adoption. He
therefore followed the logical, not the empirical, order, and is
an exception to the rule. Much the]same can be said of
Richelien, whose decisive intervention in national affairs
would seem to have been the direct outcome of a carefully
elaborated plan. But Richelieu, great man of action as he
was, is in many ways atypical. Instinct and self-consciousness
(the substantial and the formal factors of his genius) developed
side by side. Among members of the ssthetic group, instinct
predominates in the determination of the life-work of Titian,



THE NATURAL HISTORY OF PURPOSE 285

Mozart, Scott, and Turner. Dante and Goethe, on the other
hand, were in the days of their maturity poets of clearly-
defined and self-limited aim. Leonardo, however, lacking the
compelling motive of a strong desire for fame, largely dis-
sipated his power in the indulgence of his ever-growing in-
tellectual curiosity. Among members of the intellectual
group, the rule would seem to be that with scientific dis-
coverers (Harvey, Newton, Darwin) the substantial aspect
of purpose is, upon the whole, the more conspicuous; with
philosophers (Descartes, Spinoza, Leibnitz, Kant, Hegel),
although their work has no doubt an instinctive basis, the
formal element soon appears and begins to take the lead. Thus
Descartes, at the age of twenty-four, in one day deliberately
comes to terms with hisfown genius, assigning to it the task
in which for the rest of his life he remained absorbed. And
lastly, among members of the ethico-religious group, whose
domain is the Will, as that of the philosopher is the Mind of
Man, it is a rule with but few exceptions, that instinct has
to be deliberately conquered and set aside before their proper
work is or can be begun. Thus Christ would seem to have
renounced worldly ambition; Paul his instinctive prejudice
against the new religion; Marcus Aurelius and Gregory, their
love of solitary contemplation; Augustine, his pride of intellect
and sensuality ; Mahomet, his allegiance to the vested interests
of his tribe in idolatrous institutions ; St. Francis, his fastidious
taste and the dictates of his filial affection ; Luther, scholastie
pedantry and faith in ceremonial observances; Emerson, the
orthodoxy of his Unitarianism ; Renan, the strong tendency
of his docile Breton temperament to unquestioning loyalty
in all that concerned the Catholic faith. The path of the
religious or ethical reformer must be entered by the door of
conversion :* in other words, the formal element of Purpose
must, for such men, not merely exist, but reign supreme.
Closely allied to this question of the réle of conversion is
that of the positive and negative, the creative and iconoclastic
aspects or phases of Purpose. But before dealing with this I

! By conversion I mean simply the emergence of a latent interest which
suddenly finds itself in a position to take the upper hand.



286 MAKERS OF MAN

must call attention to the environmental factor—the mimetic
element, which in its early stages is never absent from a given
Purpose, and the part played by opportunity in rousing, evoking,
and modifying its activity. We may be quite sure that the
example of Marius was not lost upon young Ceesar, any more
than that of Pepin the Short upon Charlemagne ; for in both
cases the course first adopted points conclusively to this explan-
ation of its origin. Richelieu’s anti-Huguenot policy was
avowedly modelled upon that of the Cardinal du Perron;
Frederick the Great learned much, no doubt, from Voltaire,
but more, if the truth be told, from the father whom he hated
and who hated him ; Goethe was profoundly influenced by the
kindred genius of Shakespeare ; Scott owed a strong impulse
to poetry to his translation of Goethe’s Goetz von Berlichingen ;
Flaubert’s realism was largely based on sympathy with his
father’s enthusiasm for science ; Galileo owed many suggestions
to the study of Leonardo’s manuscripts ; Harvey’s lifelong
interest in the problem of the circulation was directly inspired
by his intimacy with Fabricius; Leibnitz was profoundly
influenced by the study of Bacon ; Kant, by the study of Hume ;
Darwin, by the example of Henslow and the generalisation of
Malthus ; Jesus, by the teachings of Hillel, Isaiah, Daniel, and
John the Baptist ; Marcus Aurelius, by his admiration of the
Emperor Antoninus ; Francis, by the evangelical work of Peter
Waldo ; Renan, by the steadfast courage of his sister Henriette.
These random instances may suffice to notify the great part
played by personal influence, the suggestive function of actual
or mental association with the exemplars of kindred aims and
capacities. The power of opportunity is best seen, of course,
in the lives of the great opportunists—men like Richelieu,
Cromwell, Napoleon, Frederick, Lincoln, Luther, who never
act until their moment is ripe, or fail to act then with instant
promptitude and ruthless decision. But, in its degree, this
power is evident in the lives of all our examples. I have already
commented on the extraordinary reluctance of Gregory to
accept the responsibility of his genius for administration, so
clearly divined by his associates. But, after all, it is to be
remembered that mere opportunity never made a man great
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essays, but by actions, each one of which, while maintaining
the critical or destructive element, also advances the positive.
The above I call the typical, as it is also the logical sequence :
needless to say, it varies largely in particular cases. Some-
times, one or another aspect is the more conspicuous in a given
career, to the extent of overshadowing the others altogether.
In highly intuitive natures the positive phase may seem to
precede the negative, or the latter may even appear to be
entirely wanting. Intuitive natures naturally incline to
affirmation : mere criticism does not interest them ; but the
opposition their affirmation arouses forces them, in its defence,
to reveal the destructive implications of their position. Jesus
and Emerson are examples of the postponement of negative
tendencies ; Marcus Aurelius, whose exalted station exempted
him from opposition, seems to have had almost no tendency
to negation. He certainly disliked Christianity, but there was
little vehemence or insistence in his feeling about it. Negativity
seems to predominate upon the whole in Cromwell, Frederick,
Bacon, Descartes, Kant, Luther ; positivity, more or less, in
Charlemagne, Mozart, Scott, Newton, Marcus Aurelius, Gregory,
Francis. Cesar, Lincoln, Leibnitz, and Hegel certainly attained
in varying degree the synergic or mature phase of Purpose.
But enough has now been said to enable the reader to apply
our principle for himself to the remaining examples.

Is it possible to define in terms of a man’s age the typical
development of his purpose ? To some extent, yes; but the
periods assigned, although based on actual examples, must,
of course, be considered approximate only, and will be liable
to many exceptions. Purpose must here be considered in its
broadest aspect, such considerations as that of its positivity
or negativity, its generality or specificity, being ignored. We
fall back on our first classification, recognising three main
phases in the typical development of Purpose—(1) mainly in-
stinctive ; (2) wherein the instinctive element is increasingly
permeated by self-conscious determination, the growth of the
formal factor; and (3) the period of mature self-determined
purposive activity. These three main phases may be preceded
by a preliminary phase, daring which purpose, if it exist at all,
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(2t. 31), and the composition of his Ethics (complete an. st. 42),
the formulation of Newton’s theory of Gravity (mt. 40 to 43),
the erystalisation of Kant’s philosophical purpose (st. 36 to 41),
the initiation of Darwin’s doubts as to the fixity of species
(et. 29 to 30), the first mission of St. Paul to the Gentiles (st.
33 or 35), the annunciatory vision of Mahomet (@t. 40), and the
publication of Luther’s Ninety-five Theses (st. 34).

Within the last or maturity period (45 to 65 or 68) fall such
happenings as the composition of Don Quizote by Cervantes
(first part, ®t. 54 to 58 ; second part, w@t. 68), the completion
of Bacon’s Novum Organum (t. 60), the publication of Harvey’s
classical treatise on the Circulation (et. 50), the writing of
Kant’s Critique of Pure Reason (2t. 45 to 57), and of his Critique
of Practical Reason (®t. 64), the completion of Hegel’s Logic
(set. 46), the publication of Darwin’s Origin (st. 50), the popedom
of St. Gregory the Great (et. 50 to 64), the withdrawal of
Mahomet to Medina (at. 53), and his triumphant return to
Mecca (mt. 64).

During this last period of its full activity, Purpose may
be compared to a tree, which, having attained its full size and
its definitive form, lives and thrives for a number of years with-
out obvious change. Svoner or later, however, begins a slow
but fatal decrease of vitality ; the sap rises feebly through the
gnarled and corroded trunk; fewer and fewer green twigs
appear ; the annual crop of leaves grows ever scantier ; here
and there may be seen a shrunk and lifeless bough, which the
next autumn’s gales may bring to the ground. So, as age creeps
upon him, a man’s purpose wanes and withers : from looking
forward he turns in weariness to the review of bygone achieve-
ments, realising at last, that, for weal or woe, ks bolt is sped,
his share contributed to that vague wonic task, which, having
allured and absorbed the strength of innumerable souls, for ever
mocks the dream of completion.
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ordinary phenomena of idiocy, madness, and epilepsy. He
must study the manifestations of disease and congenital folly,
as well as those of sanity and high intellect.”

One might conclude from this passage, considered alone,
that the habit of solitude was uncompromisingly to be con-
demned from the standpoint of science. But in the very next
section, devoted to the consideration of gregarious and slavish
instincts, there are suggestive glimpses of a contrary point of
view, “1I propose,” writes the learned author, “to discuss
a curious and apparently anomalous group of base moral
instincts and intellectual deficiencies, that are innate rather
than acquired, by tracing their analogies in the world of brutes,
and examining the conditions through which they have been
evolved. They are the slavish aptitudes from which the leaders
of men are exempt, but which are characteristic elements in
the disposition of ordinary persons. The vast majority of
persons of our own race have a natural tendency to shrink
from the responsibility of standing and acting alone; they
exalt the voz populi, even when they know it to be the utterance
of a mob of nobodies, into the vox Dei, and they are willing
slaves to tradition, authority, and custom. The intellectual
deficiencies corresponding to these moral flaws are shown by
the rareness of free and original thought as compared with the
frequency and readiness with which men accept the opinions
of those in authority as binding on their judgment. I shall
endeavour to prove that the slavish aptitudes in man are a
direct consequence of his gregarious nature, which itself is a
result of the conditions both of his primeval barbarism and of
the forms of his subsequent civilisation. . . . I hold that the
blind instincts evolved under these long-continued conditions
have been ingrained into our breed, and that they are a bar to
our enjoying the freedom which the forms of modern civilisa-
tion are otherwise capable of giving us.”

It seems, then, that if persons addicted to solitude have
this in common with demented souls, the man who is never
happy except in the society of his fellows, reveals thereby a
subservience to the “Dblind instinct ” offthe common herd.
It is a choice of evils—the stigma of madness or the reproach






204 MAKERS OF MAN

began to dig trenches with a view to encampment, were out
of the wood, into the water, and upon their prey almost before
their appearance had been realised. The Romans, unhelmeted,
unprepared, fought where they stood as best they might,
repulsing the Germans; but all was panic and confusion ;
the Nervii had surrounded the baggage, and the camp-followers
had fled. The fate of Cesar and his army was trembling in
the balance ; but he himself had to be reckoned with, and his
fierce promptitude turned the scale. Snatching a shield from
a soldier, he flew bareheaded to the front. * He was known :
he addressed the centurions by their names. He bade them
open their ranks and give the men room to strike. His presence
and his calmness gave them back their confidence. In the
worst extremities he observes that soldiers will fight well under
their commander’s eye. The cohorts formed into order. The
enemy was checked; . .. the fugitives, ashamed of their
cowardice, rallied, and were eager to atone for it. . . . The
Nervii fought with a courage which filled Cesar with admira-
tion. . . . They would not fly; they dropped where they
stood ; and the battle ended only with their extermination.
Out of 600 Senators, there survived but 3 ; out of 60,000 men
able to bear arms, only 500.” It is the prerogative of supreme
genius thus to convert disaster into victory.

Or consider that momentous night in July of 1588, when
Howard and Drake, hanging on the rear of the Great Armada,
had for a week been ° plucking its feathers one by one.” Now,
after midnight, eight English ships were fired and set adrift
among the great Spanish vessels, whose cables being at once
cut, crashing together in panic and confusion, they fled to
the NNN.E. ‘ Everything hung on whether the attack could
be pushed home before the enemy had re-formed.” It was
a question almost of minutes, and in that supreme moment
the Lord Admiral was found wanting. He turned aside to
capture a galleasse already out of action. Then Drake in the
Revenge made straight for the group in which the San
Martin towered, the nucleus of the rallying Armada. .He
was followed by almost all the other captains. A terrific
battle ensued, in which there was no thought of prize or quarter,
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Wi&hnut flinching, remained steadfast and unbroken to the
end.

In the nature of things it is obviously not among men who
devote themselves to intellectual interests that one would look
for exemplars of that dare-devil spirit which loves and courts
physical danger. Still they, too, as pioneers of the Reason
World, have their perils to face, of which more may be said in
another section. One has here only to recall how Galileo, by
his native impetuosity, incurred and suffered from that odsium
theologicum which his more politic predecessor, Copernicus, had
so deftly conciliated. How Harvey, travelling in the train of
Lord Arundel to Vienna, through a country rendered lawless
and turbulent by the devastation of the Thirty Years’ War,
“would still be making observations of strange trees and plants,
earths, etc., and sometimes he was like to be lost. So that my
Lord Ambassador would be really angry with him, for there
was not only a danger of thieves, but also of wild beasts.”
Darwin, too, during his remarkable voyage, sometimes took
part in expeditions on horseback into the wilds, or in the explora-
tion of rivers, for weeks at a time : and we have his own word
for the fact that these were not unattended with danger. Spinoza
not merely braved but almost courted excommunication, and
the social and religious ostracism it involved. He, like Leibnitz,
refused the offer of an official position which threatened his
intellectual autonomy, and, like Kant, endured the rigours of
extreme poverty with a stoical indifference. Kant’s courage,
however, in the days of his comparative prosperity and prestige,
once failed him in a matter of another and more crucial signifi-
cance. Censured by the reactionary Court of Berlin for the
heterodox tendencies of his Religion within the Bounds of Mere
Reason, and sharply warned for the future to “ be guilty of no
such acts,” the old philosopher promptly ate humble-pie,
craftily wording his pledge of compliance in such a way that he
might consider himself bound by it only during the lifetime of
the King. Of Descartes’ moral cowardice we have already
said enough ; Newton, too, was a timid soul, who so hated
controversy that he thought seriously at one time of discon-
tinuing the publication of his researches.



el

MOZART,

Frome a pieiniing by Tisehdern.

:l'r.r?_ -":I.;'f‘ ﬁ l'_.;l\. 1=









304 MAKERS OF MAN

salem ; how, despite of presentiments and warnings, he persisted
in returning to the Holy City ; how, there again, he was rescued
from an infuriate mob by the intervention of the Tribune ; how
he was shipwrecked at Malta ; and, if tradition may be trusted,
martyred under Nero at Rome.

The life of Mahomet, from the time of his conversion (eet.
40), was for more than ten years one of almost perpetual danger
and ignominy. Thirteen years’ work had produced little ap-
parent effect, when, on the invitation of some of his converts,
he retired from Mecca to Medina. At the mature age of fifty-
three he took the sword in hand, which was but seldom sheathed
until the time of his death ten years later (a.p. 632). Although
in the long series of conflicts which began with the battle of
Beder (623), Mahomet’s own part was rather that of an inspirer
and organiser than of an active combatant, he nevertheless did
not shirk the dangers peculiar to his position. At the battle
of Ohod, when the Koreishites outnumbered his followers in
the proportion of three to one, he refused to countenance re-
treat, was twice wounded, and his force was completely routed.

As to St. Francis d’Assisi, perhaps no one will venture to
question the fundamental nature of his craving to subject
himself to the most stringent and painful tests, that he might
convince himself and others of the superiority of the spirit
and its needs to those of the flesh, the complete independence
of spiritual serenity of all material boons or emhancements.
If anybody has any doubt on the matter, let him consider the
Saint’s definition of “Perfect Joy’ as expounded to Brother Leo,
and—compare it with his own. “ When we shall be at Santa
Maria Degli Angeli, thus soaked by the rain, and frozen by
the cold, and befouled with mud, and afflicted with hunger,
and shall knock at the door, and the doorkeeper shall come in
anger and shall say, ‘ Who are ye ?’ and we shall say, * We are
two of your friars’; and he shall say, * Ye speak not truth;
rather are ye two lewd fellows; . . . get you hence!’ and shall
not open to us, but shall make us stay outside in the rain and
snow, cold and hungry, even unto night; then ifiwe shall
bear such great wrongs and such cruelty and;such rebufis
patiently, without disquieting ourselves and without murmuring
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citrant stalwarts by the *“good and just” representatives of
“Law and Order”? This was the supreme crisis of Luther’s
personal drama : no doubt he was saved from a heretic’s death
by the secret removal to the Wartburg, arranged on his behalf
by Frederick the Wise. Up to and beyond the date of the Diet
of Augsburg, Luther is described as being “so wasted by care
that all his bones may be counted.” In his later and more
prosperous years at Wittenberg, he became corpulent and
jocose. But the divine fire never again burned so brightly as
in those first years of danger and stress. The plebeian strain
in the man showed itself in a certain arrogance and impatience
of controversy, a tendency to ruthless invective, even brutal
exaggeration of the faults and personal failings of his adversaries.
Nor can it be forgotten that Luther advised the Elector to
accept the Decree of the Diet of Speier (1529), whereby all
rebaptized persons were to be executed without trial; and
urged the Landgrave of Hesse to execute the anabaptist
Frederick Erbe. His weakness in sanctioning Philip’s bigamous
marriage with Margaret von der Saal was a further proot of
deterioration, the more so in that the dispensation was made
conditional upon a pledge of secrecy from the interested parties.
The débicle of medieval diseipline represented by Luther
was by no means an unmixed good.

Let us now consider the recluse habits of those great men,
whose water of life is drawn, not from the village-pump of
public opinion, but from the deep well of solitude, that well
which, Science warns us, 18 guarded by the hags Misanthropy
and Melancholia. Among these adventurers our men of action
are for the most part conspicuous by their absence. Charle-
magne, we are told, kept writing-tablets under his pillow,
wherein were duly noted happy thoughts, in the shape of
subjects for discussion at the feasts of reason in which he
delighted, or casuistical posers for his favourite butts, the
bishops. Napoleon was, in his boyhood, moody and taciturn ; it
was then, surely, that hewas hoardingthe immense fund of spiritual
energy which in due time burst like a fiery levin on the aston-
ished world. The influence of those recluse years could in after
times always be re-awakened by the sound of bells, which had
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there was a demon who seated himself ““in the feather of his
pen” when he began to write. Inevitably, therefore, he
abhorred writing to a prearranged plan, and could seldom
adhere to one which he might have laid down for himself. The
frequent irruption of his children was no serious distraction
to the flow of his ready invention. No recluse habit, this, of
a verity ; consequently, no profundity, no passionate con-
viction, no defiance of destiny, no gauntlet hurled in the face
of the gods !

Turner, again, that strange mixture of stubborn reticence
and incoherent garrulity, was in the main of a sociable tem-
perament. He loved to attend the official functions of the
Royal Academy, where he made speeches which ‘“ no fellow
could understand,” loved to welcome his old friends and to
hobnob with casual acquaintances. It is one of the mysteries
of the paradoxical wsthetic temperament, that, as Shakespeare
was a loose liver, a litigious neighbour, and one who deigned
to connive at the schemes of unprincipled land-grabbers, the
refined genius of Turner sought inspiration, not in solitary
thought, but in wine-bibbing and in participation in the sensual
orgies of low night-birds in the taverns of Wapping and
Rotherhithe.

Dante, on the other hand, the philosophic poet and pre-
cursor of the Reformation, was, above all things, and from
first to last, a solitary soul. We know how, in his early man-
hood, absorbed in the delineation of certain angelic features,
he noted not that several friends had entered and stood beside
him overlooking his work. * Another was with me,” he said,
when at last he preceived their presence. Once, years later,
in Siena, he remained standing from noon till past vespers in
an apothecary’s shop, reading a certain book, unaware of the
bustle and excitement of a great tournament which was pro-
ceeding close at hand. Leonardo, Goethe, Beethoven, and
Flaubert were all, in their several degrees, more or less addicted
to solitude or abstraction, all being, to some extent, men of
thought, not mere artists.

But upon the whole, whereas, to the artist, solitude is at
most a refreshment and solace, to the revolutionary thinker,
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or to the ethico-religious innovator, it is a sine qua non. Ideas
destined to evoke fierce controversy, to set the world by the
ears, to upset comfortable traditions, and consume cherished
illusions,—ideas that bring “ not peace but a sword,” are, in
the days of their inception and germination, too fragile to
survive the chill breath of indiscriminate association. From
commonplace and sordid minds there emanates a subtle en-
slaving and terrorising aura, provocative of self-mistrust in
the guilty conscience of the would-be reformer. Guilty the
unconventional thinker feels himself to be in the society of
the conventional conforming majority ; hence, perforce, during
his periods of mental gestation, like a woman concealing her
shame, he dwells apart, until the burden of his mind shall
have acquired substance and form, and is ready for its birth
into a hostile and envious world. This is a law from which
there is no escape, except perhaps for the revolutionist whose
dangerous purpose masks itself under the guise of an ironic
loyalty to the conventions which it is self-pledged to destroy.

Evidence of this primary need abounds in the biographies
of the majority of our examples of the intellectual and ethico-
religious types. Of Bacon, Macaulay records how “in his
magnificent grounds” (at Gorhambury, I presume) * he
erected, at a cost of £10,000, a retreat to which he repaired
when he wishedjto avoid all visitors and to devote himself
wholly to study. On such occasions a few young men of
distinguished talents were sometimes the companions of his
retirement.” The love of solitude is by no means incompatible
with an appreciation of congenial society. At York House
and Gorhambury, Bacon gathered round him the choicest
E’.Euits of his time—Ben Jonson, Fulke Greville, Sir H. Wotton,
Sir T. Bodley, Launcelot Andrews, Toby Matthews, among
others. For his chosen band of young enthusiasts he no
doubt provided experimental work bearing on the subjects
of his various inquiries.

William Harvey carried his love of solitude to the whimsical
extreme of having caves excavated in his grounds at Combe
for summer meditation. To obviate the distracting effects of
the perception of surrounding objects, ke loved to sit in com-
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plete darkness. In his latter years he lived a recluse life,
devoting himself to the completion of his T'reatise on
ment, and finding much joy in the absence of external cares a.nd
responsibilities. ““ This life of obscurity, this vacation from
public business, has proved a sovereign remedy for me.”

Of the strange personality of Descartes, one of the out-
standing traits 1s his deliberate advocacy and practice of sheer
physical indolence as a favouring condition of intellectual
production. He slept much, and habitually spent the forenoon
in bed. How, at a critical moment in his mental development,
he shut himself up all day in a warm room, and remained there
alone until he had mapped out the scheme of his lifework, has
already been related.

Of Spinoza, it is on record that he once kept the house for
a continuous period of three months. Time was nothing to
him, who lived in and for eternity.

The intense inner life of Newton often rendered him oblivious
of his surroundings. He often forgot his meals, would be quite
unable to say whether he had dined or not, and quite indifferent
He would sit for hours on his bed, forgetting to dress, plunged
in some abstruse mathematical problem.

Kant, methodical in all things, did not forget to provide
for the need of solitary meditation. * Rising, coffee-drinking,
writing, collegiate lectures, dining, walking—each ” as Heine
observes, ‘‘ had its set time. And when Immanuel Kant, in his
grey coat, cane in hand, appeared at the door of his house, and
strolled towards the small linden avenue, which is still called
‘the Philosopher’s Walk,” the neighbours knew it was exactly
half-past four.” On his return, Kant would sit by the stove in
his room, gazing through the window towards Lébenicht church
tower. This was his time for meditation ; and it is told of him,
that when some poplars, growing in a neighbour’s garden,
grew so tall as to obstruct his view of the church tower, Kant
found his train of thought so deranged by the new condifions
that he knew no peace until he had persuaded the owner to cut
away the offending summits.

When 1 speak of solitude, I do not wish to be understood
in a formal sense—as if one could not be alone in the midst
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won, secure and inviolate possessions of the spirit. Ever and
anon the old Adam stirs in his grave: life was not extinet,
after all—it has been a case of premature burial. Long nights
must be spent alone on the mountains, wrestling with the
adversary, compelling the weary spirit to persevere in its
thankless task, inciting its rebellious eyes to the tragic forecast
of inevitable doom. Alone at the last in Gethsemane, while
fair-weather friends are sleeping unconcerned, the last battle
is fought and won, the loathing of instinet repressed, the bitter
cup, so often drained in imagination, if not accepted, at least
not put aside. These things, if not true as to the letter—for
who can have overheard that poignant soliloquy in the garden ?
—are psychologically consistent, even typical imaginations,
confirmed therefore by what we know of analogous crises in the
lives of other ethico-religious pioneers.

St. Augustine, before he took up the active duties of the
priesthood, spent three years in study and prayer at Thagaste,
living there on the modest patrimony which he had inherited,
and freely sharing its produce with a few brethren as devout
as himself. Of Gregory the Great it is recorded that “ his one
consolation was the society of the monks,” with whom, on his
election to the papacy, it had been his first care to replace
the lay attendants of the Lateran; “ his one pleasure was to
escape to a little oratory in the church of his own monastery
in the Coelian, and to spend a few days unknown and unnoticed
in reading and meditation.” It was perhaps because Gregory
suffered so keenly from the sacrifice of his own vocation for a
recluse life, that he became the special champion of the monks
as a body, whose worth to the Church he foresaw, whose exemp-
tion from external annoyance he secured, and whose definite
status he provided for by a document issued in 601, which
might be called the Magna Charta of Monasticism. * This,”
he pathetically remarks, “is to be mainly considered, that the
constitution of minds is very different. . . . Hence it 1s neces-
sary that the quiet mind should not expend itself over the
exercise of immoderate labour, nor the restless worry itself
over the practice of contemplation.”

But Gregory was, after all, but little the worse for the
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significance of his many withdrawals into the mysterious depths
of his pure and ardent spirit ? Poverty herself seems to hold
a less vital relation to the needs of its aspiring passion. The
long hours spent in a cave near Assisi at the time of his con-
version, in prayer and weeping, produced a profound change
in his nature and demeanour, just as was the case with Mahomet. -
He became possessed by a spirit of passionate charity ; once
on meeting a leper, hardly human in his disfigurement, he kissed
the bloated hand which he afterwards filled with money. The
need of solitary meditation henceforth battled in his mind
with that call to evangelical work which could not long be
resisted. Tradition states that he practised nine times a year
a Lenten fast and meditation. He is reputed to have sub-
sisted for forty days on a single loaf of bread, alone on an island
in Lake Thrasymene. Characteristically, he refused to make
his abstinence complete, lest comparisons might be invited
with the fast of his Lord in the wilderness. The donation to
his Order by Abbot Maccabeo of the caves of the Carceri,
situated among rocks overhanging a lonely gorge, provided
an ideal place of retreat when occasion offered. Another
such was on Monte Alverno, an isolated peak in the Casentino,
given in 1213 by Count Orlando. Thither it was that he re-
paired in 1224 (et. 43) for that supreme vigil, where, after
weeks of unremitting prayer and fasting, he had a vision of
Christ crucified, signifying acceptance of his passion. ““ When
the vision faded, he found upon hands and feet and side the
marks of the Lord’s body. From a wound on his right side
oozed a few drops of blood, and through his hands and feet
were black fleshy growths, resembling nails, piercing from
side to side.”® Truly, in the language of the Fioretti, * 80
much did the fervour of devotion increase in him, that he
altogether transformed himself into Jesus through love and
ity.”
% }Luther, except perhaps in the days of his early manhood,

! Renan suggests that the marks of the stigmata were imprinted by Z_[r‘ria.r
Elias on the dead body of St. Francis, of which he had the disposition during a
whole night. A popular tumult followed the refusal of Elias to allow the
multitude to view the body.
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living when he married Charlotte of Bourbon. Apart, however,
from the fact that she had long before deserted him and con-
tracted an illicit alliance with John Rubens in Cologne, Anne
was now, and had for some years been, insane. To his brother
John, William wrote justifying his new marriage, not on the
ground of legal technicalities, for which, however, he did not
neglect to provide, but on that of substantial right and wrong.
William of Orange was essentially of the domesticated or constant
type. Goethe, on the other hand, was essentially fickle: I
therefore, since he was no celibate, place him among the poly-
gamists, of which decision he would himself have been the last
to complain. Augustine claims to have been faithful to the bed
of the mistress by whom he was the father of Adeodatus, but the
promptitude with which he supplied her place on her departure
from Italy, and the general indications of sexual irregularities in
the accounts given of his youth, must be taken into consideration.
One might say that he passed through all three stages, beginning
as a polygamist, and ending, of course, as a celibate. The
celibacy of Frederick the Great is to be taken cum grane, no
doubt, but it is undeniable that he was but slightly attracted to,
rather was, upon the whole, distinetly repelled by women. And
it seems clear that his marriage was never consummated, no doubt
for sufficient reasons. The fact that Flaubert corresponded
with a married woman for eight years, and that he had,during his
visits to Paris, frequent opportunities for intimacy, does not, in
my opinion, vitiate the conclusion that the affair was, on his side,
essentially Platonic. Among the many strange contrasts in
Flaubert’s character, his intimate friends noted the voluptuous-
ness of his imagination and the purity of his life. From first to
last his pleasures were entirely literary. I include among the
celibates one man, Descartes, who was the father of an illegiti-
mate daughter. With regard to the liaison of which the short-
lived Francine’'s birth was the result, Descartes preserves an
absolute reticence, and it can safely be regarded as a mere episode
in his career.

Some rather interesting conclusions may be drawn from an
examination of this table of sexual proclivities. Three-fourths
of the whole number of our great men are included in one or
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mere pse diai, strives to reinstate what he is pleased to call
the “ Oriental ” view of the necessary subjection of woman,
as the sole tenable view of a reasoning being. “Two things
are wanted by the true man,” eries his Zarathustra : © danger
and play. Therefore he seeketh woman as the most dangerous
toy.” And the sage on his way to visit one of her fair sisters
is adjured by the little old woman to ‘‘ remember his whip.”
All very well: very picturesque, and very German; but
Science accepts nothing on faith, not even the eternal fitness
of wife-beating, any more than the self-evident supremacy of
the ““ monogamic ideal.”

Let us, on the contrary, * conceive it possible ” that our
*“ good and just ” moralists may be mistaken ; that the ultimate
goal of progress may be something far other than they have so
obligingly staked out in advance for our accommodation ; that
there may be not one, but several, “ highest ”’ types of morality ;
and that it may be a fatal error to confide that a good time
i1s coming when men (and women) of the most various and
antithetical temperaments and capacities will obligingly
conform to one single stereotyped régime of “the fair and
the fit.” That our standard for the appraisement of the
conflicting ideals must be ultimately an ethical and psycho-
logical,and, above all, a social standard, mayreadilybe admitted.
Mere personal satisfaction does not carry us very far towards
the justification of what appear on other grounds to be sexual
vagaries and aberrations. We rightly demand also to know
where we come in ; how we and our posterity are to be affected
by the concession of what, prima facie, we consider extravagant
demands. But we are not therefore absolved from the obliga-
tion of duly weighing and considering these demands, and,
in the absence of precise and verifiable counter-indications,
conceding their validity. We must, I repeat, *conceive it
possible ”* that, in our fine zeal for the “ Cause of Righteous-
ness,” our hasty repudiation of the unfamiliar, our holy horror
of the crude unsanctioned fact, we—** may be mistaken.” Let
us recall the sanity of Luther, who, in renouncing the vows
which constrained him to a continence for which he knew
himself unfitted, abstained from condemning the celibacy of
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he always dreamed of his lady of the green mantle before any
great misfortune.

But, for our purpose, the point of most importance is the
effect of their married life upon the character and, through that,
the work of great men. It is in this aspect that the married
state (and, in fact, all sexual relations, also) justifies the phrase
of Stevenson, when he calls it a “ field of battle, and not a bed
of roses.” William of Orange, when, after two years’ higgling,
he won the hand of Anne of Saxony, whom, when he proposed
the alliance, he had not as much as beheld, no doubt accounted
himself lucky in securing the alliance of her father, Duke
Maurice, the great Lutheran chief, who had shaken the very
throne of the Emperor Charles v. The woman herself was
evidently, in his view, a negligible factor. Such simplicity met
with its appropriate reward. Anne was proud, sensual, jealous,
and intensely selfish. A Nassau, in her opinion, was more
fit to be her domestic than her husband. The Imperial pomp
of their wedding at Leipsic—five thousand guests were enter-
tained thereat—was no doubt congenial; but imagine the
bitterness with which this haughty girl realised that she had
married a man essentially indifferent to all that she prized
most, insanely bent on the pursuit of ideals that must ruin his
worldly career and her own position. In his dark hour she
abandoned him ruthlessly, never to return. Fortunate for his
cause and for him, since the love of such women is by far more
dangerous to heroic souls than their scorn or their hatred.
The demoralisation of a demigod becomes intelligible when we
learn that destiny has united him to a worldling and a scold.
Socrates appears to have been proof against at least one term
of the combination (they are seldom unallied, however), which
accounts perhaps for his ability to drink the young bloods of
Athens under the table. I will, however, venture the asser-
tion that in every woman worth her salt there is somewhere
hidden a worldling and a scold. It is a question of degrees :
tenderness may be veiled, but must not be eclipsed. Men are
such inveterate dreamers, such ghost-hunters, that they need to
be anchored to mother Earth and to Nature. The wife who
cannot scold is defenceless; her intuitions will be ignored and
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her tenderness undervalued, Thus Cromwell ignored his meek
wife, so far, that is, as his public work was concerned, turning
for counsel to his mother, a dame of shrewd sense and mettle.
The fact is—and it must not be blinked—that it is not to the
wife of his bosom that a man usually looks for sympathy with,
and encouragement of, his inmost cherished purpose. Enough
if she learn to respect it, or even to tolerate it, as an irremov-
able rival of her own claim on his allegiance. Too often she
succeeds in her querulous insistence wupon its abandonment,
her demand that she and her happiness be not sacrificed to
the dreams of an egoist, that he devote himself exclusively
to the enhancement of his (read her) prestige and prosperity.
The duel of the sexes takes largely the form of a mutual desire
of each for the expioitation of the other. A man is often the
gainer by the leaven of worldliness instilled into his aims by
importunate femininity. But woe to him who yields one jot
in essentials, who surrenders his manhood, becomes the mere
hodman of a servile expediency. His reward will be the in-
evitable contempt of the instrument of his downfall. A woman
expects to find in man something inflexible, something proof
against the assaults of her own lower nature. Ruthless in act
—for she knows nothing of chivalry—in her inmost heart she
does homage to integrity. She will try it to the utmost, will
destroy it if it prove destructible ; then, like a child who has
wantonly eviscerated her doll, will bemoan her loss, and bemock
the cause of her disillusionment. The man is henceforth her
slave, and she will prove a relentless taskmistress. For she
pities only where she loves, and love and contempt cannot
live together.

It is the pathos rather than the dignity of high effort that
appeals to the best in woman. On the heels of a mood of
ruthless recrimination, when every word has been steeped in
gall and venom, there comes a sudden perplexing change. A
glimpse of the weary droop in the shoulders of her departing
victim induces tears of maternal, of divine compunction. The
transition from devil to angel is for woman the work of an
instant. Paradox incarnate: the infliction of unendurable
pain is often her veiled tribute to qualities beyond her compre-
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hension but not beyond her worship, is often the prelude to her
most entrancing mood.

It must not, however, be imagined that I would imply on
the part of women an inability to appreciate, or to sympathise
with, ideal aims. In all relations between men and women,
even those of mother and son, of brother and sister, or of father
and daughter, the subtle pervasive sex-element certainly plays
its part. On the other hand, women, as individuals, differ as
infinitely as men, and in no respect more than in susceptibility
and responsiveness to the appeal of noble emotions and exalted
thoughts. Full comprehension may often be lacking, yet by
intuitive appreciation the void is so adequately filled that the
seeker for sympathy and encouragement has no sense of mis-
understanding or constraint in the communication of his
intent. It is only where, as between husband and wife, the
inevitable conflict of interests, the suspicion of rivalry, the fear
of committing herself to the unconditional approval of aims
prejudicial to her own dignity or comfort, intervene, that woman
shows herself slow to entertain, or at least to embrace, ideas
full of menace to conventional usage. So we often find men
of great and audacious aims turning now to this, now to that
woman, culling from each some needful stimulus of appreciation
and applause. That such appreciation is never wholly feigned
would be too much to say ; it is, however, oftener, in part, not
seldom wholly, sincere. It seems to be admitted by those best
qualified to judge, that Lady Nelson, good woman that she was,
failed utterly to identify herself with the enthusiastic side
of her husband’s temperament. She was always warning him
against imprudence, boring him by her importunate anxieties.
In fact she was a wet blanket where the things that lay nearest
to his heart were concerned. This was a fatal error, and it
supplied an opportunity of which her successful rival, Emma
Hamilton, availed herself, so to speak, with both hands.
Where Lady Nelson had been cold and reticent, she was effusive,
nay gushing. She shamelessly pampered and fostered Nelson's
vanity, corrupted his taste by incessant flattery, exploited his
renown, and, so far as in her lay, profaned it by making her hero
ridiculous. “ That she ever loved him is doubtful,” writes
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dearly loved stepmother. Mahomet’s first wife, Cadijah, was
so much his senior that there must have been an almost maternal
quality in her love for the prophet. It should never be forgotten
that she, from the first, accepted as genuine the divine mission
which others derided and spurned. In this, moreover, she was
acting in direct opposition to her own material and social
interests as a woman of wealth and position. In view of such
facts it is idle to deny that there are women capable of tran-
scending the personal view and venturing their little all in the
cause which they feel to be worthy of such self-sacrifice. It is
perhaps truer to say that they embrace the cause for the sake
of the man they love, and who loves it, than that they love
the cause for its own abstract beauty or greatness, though of
these they may be fully sensible, nevertheless. And I do not
question that the urgent need of capturing or retaining the first
place in the hero’s confidence and affection stimulates their
perception of the excellency of the cause which lies nearest to
his heart.

Still, it remains true, upon the whole, that a woman whose
happiness and prosperity are directly dependent upon those of
her husband will, however sympathetic she may have been at
the outset—that is, before she had realised her personal concern
in the matter—be likely to resent his absorption in ends, how-
ever exalted, tending to endanger their common prospects of
material and social success. This is an inevitable outcome of
the economic subjection of her sex, and it 1ll becomes us men to
complain. The wiser course is that which has been freely
practised by great men in need of that sympathy without which
the tender green shoots of endeavour can hardly survive
germination, much less grow and bear fruit. Sympathy must
be sought where it is to be found,—from the wife, if she be
magnanimous enough to transcend the personal view of the
matter in question ; if not, from whomsoever has it to give.

Many-sided men are often considered fickle because, feel-
ing, justly or otherwise, that they have much to give, they
demand much of the woman to whom they are for the moment
drawn. Stirred now by sense, now by passion, then by senti-
ment, or, it may be, intellect, each transient mood seeks response,







328 MAKERS OF MAN

Towards the end of his life, Ceesar adopted in Rome, probably
under the influence of his mother, a regimen of almost ascetic
simplicity, and showed evident concern for the general reform
of morals. The fact that Cleopatra was now in the city lends,
therefore, small support to the belief in the prior existence or
continuance of any such connection. What freedom Cesar, in
common with most men of his day, allowed himself, was, in short,
so far as might be, a thing apart from his national aims and
activities. =~ Men who achieve supreme distinction and full
contemporary recognition, being almost always, too, personalities
essentially magnetic and compelling, exercise a sort of glamorous
fascination upon the senses and minds of susceptible people, and
especially those of women. The same thing, on a lower plane,
takes place in connection with popular actors, who are invari-
ably besieged with amorous lucubrations penned by senti-
mental schoolgirls, and not by schoolgirls only. Glory of any
kind or degree, even that of a murderer or a brigand, is a flame
into which numbers of silly moths will flutter in a perfect frenzy
of self-immolation. Who can doubt that Casar in his day
turned a deaf ear to many unsought protestations and solicita-
tions ? and if, now and then, a more than usually enticing
voice won him to a transient regard of the fair but frail
suppliant, what man among us dares cast the first stone ?
A libertine sleeps (or wakes) in the heart of each one of us;
and not only those women who openly profess the most
ancient of callings (nor all of them, for that matter) are born
courtesans.

“Verum operi longo fas est obrepere somnum.” If even
Homer may nod, shall Hercules be denied a rest by the way-
side ¢ If so, who will enforce the restriction ?

The first recorded love-affair of Charlemagne was the contrac-
tion of a left-handed union with Himiltrude, by whom he be-
came the father of Pepin the Hunchback. This illegitimate
son was in due course to prove a thorn in the side of his father.
In 800 A.p. he joined in the conspiracy of certain Frankish
magnates against the throne. The plot was discovered in time,
and, though Pepin’s life was spared, he was forced to take 1'}]1&
tonsure. Two years after his accession, Charles (et. 27) married
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they shared his palace, and their various lovers were enter-
tained without let or hindrance. The fact must be faced that
Charlemagne was, to all intents, a free lover, and not by any
means in the best sense of the words. Every man has the
defects of his qualities; and the same superabundant virility
and impetuous, overbearing spirit which enabled him to master
and coerce into at least provisional unity the chaotic turbulence
of his Europe, made Charlemagne in one sense a loose liver,
giving free rein to his lust.

Everybody knows the story of how little Eugéne Beau-
harnais' came to General Bonaparte requesting, on behalf of
his mother, Josephine, the return of the guillotined Viscount’s
sword. Bonaparte, to his credit be it said, seldom failed to
avail himself of the chance to do a generous and graceful action,
where due deference was paid to his authority and no detrimental
effects on his own interests were to be feared. The sword
was duly returned, and the viscountess was not slow for her
part in coming to thank the rising man. Bonaparte had already
figured in several little affairs ; he was eighteen when he took
to his apartments a woman whom he met one night at the
entrance of the Palais Royal. Then there had been a brief
liaison with Madame Turreau, wife of an influential member
of the Convention, to whose exertions he probably owed the
momentous command of the 13th Vendémiaire. Finally (so
far as I know), there was the semi-serious betrothal to his
“little wife,” Desirée-Eugénie Clara, at Marseilles, a pretty
girl of sixteen. In Paris he found women more alluring—she
had failed to seize the favourable moment; then came the
meeting with Josephine, and Desirée’s chance was irretriev-
ably lost. Eager, as always, to atone, he subsequently married
her to Bernadotte,—made her the Queen of Sweden. The fact
remains that his defection had broken her heart.

Now he had received a visit of thanks from * a lady, a great
lady, a ci-devant vicomlesse, the widow of a President of the
Constituent Assembly, a courtier, a general in command of the
army of the Rhine. All of which, the title and rank, the refine-
ment, the easy and aristocratic grace of his visitor, made a great
impression upon Bonaparte. For the first time, the provincial
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pardoned,—the least said the soonest mended. Her punish-
ment was long in coming: she fought desperately to defer
the evil day, which probably would never finally have dawned
but for her husband’s full realisation of the fact that it was
not his love that she valued, but the splendour of the destiny
she shared.

Then, too, when the “ pear” had been plucked, arose the
burning question of issue, the need of a son. Napoleon’s mis-
givings with regard to his own reproductive powers (no doubt
carefully fostered by Josephine) may have been partly dis-
pelled by the birth of a child in August 1804 by Madame——,
a young lady of the Consular Court, married to a man thirty
years her senior. Of this child (though it resembled him not
at all), if the First Consul were not the father, it was doubtful
whether he could ever be the father of any. Two years later
these doubts were finally dispelled, when, on 13th December
1806, Eléonore, the divorced wife of a rascally ex-quarter-
master, gave birth to a son of whom the Emperor was the
father. Eléonore’s husband having been convicted of forgery,
she had managed to gain access to the household of Princess
Caroline (Murat’s wife), and, being a beautiful and graceful
brunette of a decidedly *coming on” disposition, had soon
captured Napoleon’s regard, to which she had responded with
alacrity. He never saw her after 1806, but, with his invari-
able generosity, gave her a house in the Rue de la Victoire and
an income of 22,000 livres. The son, Léon, whom Napoleon
had thought seriously of adopting as his heir, had a strange
and adventurous career, and died, more or less crazy, in
1881.

Of the affaires Fourés and Grassini, and of the numerous
actresses, readers, and female tuft-hunters who, self-invited,
or with the merest show of hesitation, at one time or another
were ushered up the secret staircase at the Tuileries, or into
the secret suite at the Chateau de Compiégne, I shall, since
this is no chronique scandaleuse, but a sober, psychological
inquiry, content myself with the mere mention. Such dalli-
ance he himself described as * amusements in which my affec-
tions have no part.” The majority of these episodes fall
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Beatrice and his own, or possibly between her death and his
marriage. The alliance with “ Gemma, daughter of Manetto
Donati, blood relation to the famous Messer Corso, the great
agitator of the Guelph party, was,” in del Lungo’s opinion,
* essentially designed to cement an alliance between neighbours,
using that term in the sense of quast consorti.”” 1In short,itwas a
mariage de convenance, as nine out of ten marriages of persons
of quality were in the Florence of those days! Boceaccio
flatly accuses Gemma, by whom Dante had four children, of a
complete lack of sympathy with Dante’s tastes and aspirations.
We know that after 1302, when he left Florence, she remained
there, and that they never met again. Certainly that looks like
estrangement ; but 1t may simply mean that he thought it
better for her to remain where she had good friends than to
share his homelessness and poverty. Certainly Gemma does
not seem to have taught her children to regard their father as a
tyrant or a deserter, since he was joined at Ravenna by his two
sons, and his daughter, named (significantly enough) Beatrice.
Would a mere shrew have consented that one of her girls should
be named after the avowed object of her husband’s first and
tenderest devotion? She, no doubt, sensibly regarded the
affaire Beatrice as a piece of literary convention, unworthy the
serious jealousy of a Florentine matron* And a literary
convention—however seriously taken by Dante himself, how-
ever passionately felf in those poignant years of his boyhood
and adolescence—it, no doubt, in some measure was or became.
What more artificial than the rapture and anguish of the Vita
Nuova ? It is, after all, the realism of the Divine Comedy
that has made it and its author immortal. Because, until a
poet can make reality the vehicle of his transcendent visions,
they will not move the hearts nor grip the imaginations of

grown men.
It was not only in the years of early manhood that what

! And still are, by all accounts, in that of to-day.

2 & There is not a single piece of evidence to prove that such poetical love-
affairs ever unsheathed a sword in vengeance, or brought about civic discords
among this proud and hot-blooded people’ (Women of Florence, by Isidoro
del Lungo, trans. by M. G. Steegman).
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Vienna . . . . Richness and brilliancy of colour are subord-
inated . . . to a luminous monotone. . . . In the solemn
twilight which descends from the heavens, just faintly flushed
with rose, an amorous shepherd, flower-crowned, pipes to a
nude nymph, who, half-won by the appealing strain, turns
her head as she lies luxuriously extended on a wild beast’s
hide, covering the grassy knoll. . . . It may not be concealed
that a note of ardent sensuousness still makes itself felt.”
Comparing this masterpiece with his Giorgionesque idyll of
nearly seventy years back, the “ Three Ages”’ of Bridgewater
House, Claude Phillips continues: “ The early poesia gives,
wrapped in clear even daylight, the perfect moment of trusting
satisfied love ; the late one, with less purity, but, strange to
say, with a higher passion, renders, beautified by an evening
light more solemn and suggestive, the divine ardours fanned
by solitude and opportunity.”

Thus, after all, in the hour of threatened eclipse,! genius
re-asserts 1ts prerogative, and transfigures its point of view.

A fact of great psychological significance in regard to the
development of Titian’s art, is that, from the same period
midway in his long career of nearly a century, when the sensual
element begins to predominate in his treatment of Woman,
a tragic note appears in his religious paintings, deepening into
a gloom that sometimes almost suggests despair. The last
work of his brush, that sublime “ Pietd ” upon whose com-
pletion he was engaged when stricken down by the pestilence,
is described by Claude Phillips as  produced with an awe
nearly akin to terror.”

We have to now deal briefly with an exceedingly complex,
comprehensive, but somewhat hackneyed subject—the numer-
ous love-affairs of Goethe. And first let us dispose of the
popular fallacy that gauges the strength of a man’s passions
by the number of his mistresses (Platonic or otherwise).
Goethe loved many women: ergo, Goethe was a man
of strong passions—that is the tacit but completely false
assumption underlying the majority of dissertations made in

! Always understood in the limited sense under discussion, for in many
ways Titian’s latest art-period was the grandest of all.
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any way pledging himself, and when after two or three years
she naturally tired of so impossible a sitvation, he found relief
in dramatising the episode (Die Lawne des Verliebten).
When Goethe, aged twenty-one, had been some months at
Strasburg University, he, with Weyland, rode out to Sesenheim
and made the acquaintance of a Protestant pastor, one of whose
three daughters, Frederica Brion, aged nineteen, slender, fair-
haired, blue-eyed, and romantic, made an instant impression
on his wayward fancy. On a second visit, in Whitsuntide of
the next year, “she appeared more charming than ever, . . .
and when the opportunity offered of heartily kissing one whom
I loved so tenderly, I did not miss it; still less did T deny
myself a repetition of this pleasure.” We read that * Frederica
never doubted that he proposed to make her his wife ; and this
also was assumed by her family.” But when Goethe’s time
came to leave Strasburg, he returned home unpledged; and,
in the eight years that elapsed before he saw her again, the
affair died a natural death. Goethe attributes his defection
(without seeking to justify it) to his instinctive repugnance to
the surrender of his personal freedom. ‘“The poet,” says
Wilhelm Meister * must live wholly for himself.” But genuine
passion accepts even the most onerous conditions, because
“ needs must when the devil drives.” Poverty of instinet, the
masquerading of mere sentiment in the robes of true love:
that is the physiological and therefore the true solution of the
problem. Goethe’s fine physique has misled his biographers,
who (idolaters, for the most part) have overlooked the fact
that reproductive power bears no essential relation to stature.
Goethe’s youth and early manhood were interrupted by several
severe illnesses ; he was probably never so strong as he appeared
to be. When, finally (et. 39), he did enter into permanent
relations with the young woman whom he subsequently married,
his attempt at paternity can only be described as a failure.

In his twenty-third year Goethe was the hero(?) of another
abortive love-affair ; the heroine in this case being the betrothed
of his friend Kestner. Charlotte was no doubt attracted by
the poet, but there is reason to surmise that she was not really
deceived as to the practical import of his attentions. Goethe,
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of his personal independence. Christiane Vulpmﬂ the inferior
in all respects of Frederica, captured Goethe in the only way
in which such men can be captured. She gave herself freely
and unreservedly ; and trusted to the logic of events to show
that, by accepting her person, he had made himself responsible
for her future. Her confidence (to his honour be it said) was
not misplaced : in defiance of his own principles he at length
made her his wife ; as he had made her his mistress in defiance
of those of his friends,

The sexual career of Mahomet is exceptional in this respect,
that he began as a monogamist and ended as a polygamist
of the most pronounced type. So long as his first wife, Cadijah,
lived, he was not only faithful to her bed, but seems to have
felt no inclination to the indiscriminate alliances in which,
after the withdrawal of her influence, he indulged. This
prolonged continence of a man who subsequently developed
amorous proclivities of so wide a range, is all the more note-
worthy in that Cadijah was his elder by fifteen years. When
he married her he was twenty-five and she forty. When she
died at sixty, he was therefore forty-five, a somewhat late
age for the initiation of habits of life so directly opposed to
those which had hitherto sufficed him. One can only surmise
that, preoccupied by the incubation of his ideal of religious
reform, he had, during much of his life with Cadijah, no interest
to spare for such dalliance as would have resulted in an increase
of his worldly cares and responsibilities. Once definitely
committed to his mission, his mind would be comparatively
free ; and as, with growing prestige, he rose in his own esteem
he availed himself more and more fully of the licence conceded
by the devotion of his adherents! The case of Charlemagne
presents obvious resemblances; also that of Napoleon, up
to the time of his second marriage. The greatness of Mahomet
has never been justly recognised by English opinion : conse-
quently, while on the subject of his relations to women, 1 shall
call attention to one highly significant result of his reforming
zeal. In the dark days before his coming it was customary

1 His followers were limited by Mahomet to four wives, but for himself he
claimed exemption from any such restriction.
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the starved heart of him cried out against the solitude of his
fate. Possibly, but for his deafness, he would have bent his
proud neck to the yoke! When he was about forty-five he
became the guardian of his little nephew Karl, whose father,
dying, had entrusted him to his care. The mother was living,
and gave Beethoven an infinity of vexation by trying, by legal
and illegal means, to get the boy back. “ She instigated her
nephew to lying, deception, and dissimulation of every kind
towards his uncle.” Beethoven, for his part, took the responsi-
bility very seriously. “Do I watch Karl,” he wrote in his
Journal, “ as if he were my own son ? Every weakness, every
trifle even, tending to this great end “"—that is, to make a
musician of him ? “ It is a hard matter for me. But He above
is there.” All his fond hopes in this quarter, too, were bitterly
disappointed. Karl proved a mauvais sujet, whose rake’s
progress culminated in 1826 (Beethoven’s fifty-sixth and
penultimate year) by a bungling attempt at suicide. I have
become worse because my uncle insisted upon making me better,”
he told the magistrate. Ultimately Karl married, and became
a tolerable citizen; but Beethoven died of the shame and
anguish of his disillusionment, which, in 1826, had suddenly
turned him into an old, feeble, and broken-spirited man.

I have reserved for the conclusion of this chapter the remarks
I have to make upon that first and largest group of individuals
who adhered to the monogamic régime. This includes, it
will be remembered, men of each of our four types, men of
thought being most, and men of the @sthetic temperament
least largely represented. The path of wedlock is the path
of conformity, of use and wont, of good citizenship and good
repute. The inducements it offers to men who, not being
natural celibates, desire to devote themselves to large impersonal
ends, are great and obvious. Adding no crushing weight of
responsibility to their cares and labours, it nevertheless con-
tributes a steadying motive to life, checks caprice, kindles

! In Beethoven's copy of the Odyssey, the following lines are marked : —

For nothing is better or more desirable on earth,
Than when man and wife united in hearty love
Calmly rule their house.
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binding upon all mankind! We are all, of course, criminals
in this ultimate sense : it is merely a question of degree. Life
compels us to act : and action, in the long run, implies crime,
since crime, philosophically regarded, is the necessary corollary
of limitation. To act is to commit oneself ; and self-committal
is identical with self-limitation. It may be objected that what
constitutes criminality is the evil intention of the ecriminal,
This is only true if that “evil” intention be referred, not
merely to the particular action condemned as a crime, but to the
general attitute of the criminal towards life. Many of the
greatest crimes are committed, not because of any sporadic
impulse towards crime, but because, when the temptation
occurs, the agent finds himself constrained by limitations of
motive which have become habitual, supreme, which he is
therefore powerless to transcend. To refrain from committing
the crime would be to give the lie to the whole of his past life—
its hopes, ambitions, conquests—to stultify himself and all
that he believes himself to stand for before the world. To
accept the crime, or to reject himself—that is, the hateful
and, often, the hated alternative. For the ostensible, flagrant
crime differs only, or mainly, in seeming, from the uncensured
acts which have preceded and led up to it. In carrying it
into effect, Destiny and the agent co-operate in pronouncing
judgment upon the hitherto concealed purport of that agent’s
career. ““ All my life I have known that I might have to do
this. It is too late now to turn back : in this deed, that must
be done, I recognise—myself.” *

I repeat—we are all eriminals, for we all act, or, at any rate,
resolve. Even the resolve to abstain from action is, as we shall
see later, a kind of action, fraught with its own grave conse-
quences, pregnant with its own Nemesis. Individuality not
merely implies, but 4 limitation ; and limitation is imperfec-
tion, in other words, crime. *‘ No, sir,” exclaimed that arch-
realist, Samuel Johnson, flatly contradicting some facile en-

1 | assume, for the purpose of this inquiry, the validity of these obligations.
2% The best and worst hours of life are in themselves irresponsible, the
will hurled headlong forward by an impulse that has gathered force before ™

(L. Dougall, in What Necessity Knows).
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the wrong ; but they were in the very act of offering reparation,
when, led by Cesar in person, the legionaries flung themselves
upon the confused host, and entered upon their bloody work.
Even Froude admits that upon this occasion the rights of war
were “‘ruthlessly exceeded.” Cato demanded that Cssar
should be given up to the Germans. They * were not indeed
defending their own country,” agrees Froude ; “ they were the
invaders of another.” Yes, but the *“invasion” was not
voluntary, but enforced ; they had been driven out by the
stronger Suevi; and the Belgians, hoping for their aid against
the Romans, had welcomed them across the Rhine. It appears
to me that on this one ﬂcuasinnfﬂmr, clearly perceiving that
success by fair means was out of the question, deliberately
chose to succeed by foul means.! It must, nevertheless, be
remembered that his conquest of Gaul was not really a war of
aggression, but aidefensive i measure. The existence of his
country was at stake. Also, of course, his own future; but
Ceesar, though by no means disinterested, was always ready to
submit ¢that to the hazards of war.

The great crime which history records against Charlemagne
was of an even more repulsive character, because it had not
the excuse of immediate and extreme peril, but was committed
in cold blood with a cynical show of judicial procedure. It
occurred in his fortieth year (782), during the second Saxon
war. In the previous year Charles had issued his harsh Saxon
capitulary, demanding, under severe penalties, the submission
to baptism, conformity with Catholic religion, and the payment
of tribute to the Church. The recalcitrant Saxons not long
afterwards fell, at Suntal, on a body of Frankish horse, and
almost exterminated them. At the close of the year Charles
appeared at Verdun in his blackest mood, resolved upon venge-
ance. Witikind, the leader of the Saxon revolt, was beyond his
reach, and the lesser chiefs with one accord laid the blame on
him for what had occurred. Charles, not to be mollified,
insisted upon the production of victims. Four thousand five

! Influenced, too, possibly, by the resentment of his men for the unpro-
voked attack of the preceding day. If so, it was, however, a solitary instance
of such weakness on his part.
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mission, presided over by Laubardemont, a spy and informer
in his own service, to try the case. “The trial itself was,
from a modern point of view, farcical, the bias of the court
was unmistakable, and the evidence was mainly that which
the exorcists professed to have extracted from the so-called
devils. Grandier was sentenced to death, tortured to make
him confess his accomplices, and finally burned under circum-
stances of exceptional and wanton barbarity.” Perhaps the
worst feature of this “ judicial murder,” from the point of view
of Richelieu’s responsibility, is that Laubardemont *is said
to have prejudiced him against the accused by asserting that
Grandier was the author of a scurrilous libel, Le Cordonnier
de Loudum, that had been circulated when Richelien was
resident in Poitou as Bishop of Lucon.” At any rate, it is
incontestable that “he allowed the machinery of a special
commission, always more likely to look for guilt than innocence,
to be employed in a case were there was no possible justification
for its use,” and to be presided over by a man whom, as his
own tool for the dirty work of a spy and informer, he must
have known to be altogether unsuitable.

But, after all, the most serious blot upon the fame of
Richelieu results from a crime, not of commission, but, in the
main, of omission. I refer, of course, to his *“ almost complete
neglect of the internal well-being of France,” and in particular
his failure to reform the crying abuses of her iniquitous and
rotten financial administration. The exemption of the privi-
leged classes from all direct taxation, the unequal incidence
of the indirect taxes, the unspeakable gabelle on salt, the bare-
faced sale of public offices, the farming of taxes, and the secrecy
of the state accounts, were evils to which we know that he
was, from the first, fully alive. Not only did he practically
nothing to remove them, but, as the development of his twofold
aim—the strengthening of the monarchy, and the exaltation
of the national prestige—gradually increased the pressure upon
public revenue, so he grew more and more unscrupulous n
availing himself of the corrupt methods of “ raising the wind,”
which he had found ready to hand. “ The opposition of the
Parliaments, of the provincial estates, and of armed rebellion,
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its abhorred rites. Not only was Ireland a Catholic country ;
except for a few hard-pressed garrisons it was also an independ-
ent and hostile nation. Tts reconquest was to all Puritans a
binding duty : Cromwell undertook the task as a sort of Crusade.
At the storming of Drogheda, Cromwell “ in the heat of action ”
forbade his men to give quarter. Within that and the next
two days, the whole garrison (3000 men) were slaughtered in
cold blood. Such orders would not have been given had Crom-
well been fighting men of his own faith. At Wexford the
soldiers took the law into their own hands, and massacred the
garrison force of two thousand, and “ not a few citizens ” beside.
Seeing that Cromwell spoke of this unauthorised butchery
as an unexpected providence, there can be no doubt that his men
had good reason to count on immunity from his wrath. In all
that he did in Ireland, Cromwell had the public opinion of
England at his back. He had a tremendous reception on his
return to London, the value of which, judging by the grim
comment he made at the time, he seems pretty accurately
to have gauged. As he passed Tyburn in his thronged proces-
sion, 31st May 1650, one said to him, * See what a multitude
of persons come to attend your triumph.” He answered with
a smile, and very unconcerned, “ More would come to see me
hanged '™’

Concerning Frederick the Great, it would be an arguable
position that he was a man of essentially criminal bent, modified,
of course, by human impulses and gleams of enlightenment.
One of the first acts of his reign was the sending of 2000 soldiers
to levy a contribution on the people of Herstal and Hermal,
“ where they lived without control, exercising every kind of
military tyranny.” The districts had for over a hundred years
been under the control of the Prince-Bishop of Liége, but now
Frederick had trumped up a claim to them, which the prelate
was forced, by the complaints of the vietims of this unprovoked
invasion, to concede. Exz ungue leonem : from this characteristic
inaugurationof his reign, the Frederican ethics and the Frederican
method are deducible #n extenso. One can imagine the unction
with which Voltaire delivered himself of the dry suggestion,
that this was perhaps not an opportune moment for the publica-
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and customs to himself. Not only did Frederick forcibly take
possession of the secret archives stored in the royal palaces ; he
dismissed all the Saxon ministers, appointed a Prussian governor,
blew up the fortifications of Wirtemberg, and made Torgau the
seat of his usurped government. His own explanation of these
highly arbitrary proceedings was that ““he was well informed
that the Court of Saxony intended to let his troops pass safely,
and afterwards to wait events in order to avail themselves of
them, either by joining his enemies, or by making a diversion
in his dominions.” The fact remains that he chose to enter
Saxony under a pledge of restraint, which, to all appearances,
he never intended to observe, or, at any rate; never observed.
That Frederick’s proceedings in Saxony aroused the resentment
of those best qualified to judge, is proved by the fact that the
forfeiture of all his rights, privileges, and prerogatives was forth-
with decreed by the Aulic Council of the Empire, only one
electorate (Hanover), of the nine, siding with him.

Of the methods employed by Frederick for the extortion of
money from the ruined citizens of Leipsic (1758), and of his
justification of the burning of the suburbs of Dresden, I will
say nothing, since necessity has no laws. The meanest crime
that history records against him is, after all, one which concerns
a single individual, the famous and extraordinary Baron Trenck.
This former friend of the King and lover of his sister had been
confined at Glatz as a traitor, without trial or court-martial.
He escaped, but was captured in the Austrian service in 1754.
A dark cell, measuring ten feet by eight, was constructed under
the personal direction of the King, who also prescribed the kind
of irons to be worn. In this hole, handcuffed to the extremities
of a two-foot bar, with a tomb engraved * Trenck > at his feet,
this unhappy man endured nine years of solitary confinement.
If this is the reward of a King’s friendship, what wonder that
Voltaire accepted with misgivings the repeated invitations to
Potsdam ! Frederick’s championship of the miller Arnold, and
severe punishment of the Chancellor and eight judges concerned
in the case, was, in substance, hardly less iniquitous and violent,
although here he may be given the credit of having, in the first
place, interfered in what he conceived to be the interest of
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judice for high-souled chivalry and knightly devotion. So it
came about that when Caracciolo, the Commodore of the
Republican Navy, fell into Nelson’s hands (29th June 1799),
he ordered him to be tried forthwith by a court-martial of Nea-
politan officers. Caracciolo was condemned and sentenced at
noon of the same day, and hanged by Nelson’s orders at 5.0
p-m., Lady Hamilton being present ! This precipitate execution
was not merely indecent—it was virtually an act of deliberate
and furious retaliation, of which Nelson in his best period would
have been absolutely incapable. But the possibility of such
errors was implicit from the first in the Nelsonic point of view.

A few days before this, some of the Neapolitan revolution-
aries who had been besieged in the castles of Uovo and Nuovo,
had agreed to surrender on receiving from Cardinal Ruffo the
promise that their lives and property should be spared. Nelson,
arriving with ships and men, when the capitulation was on the
point of being carried out, had peremptorily refused to endorse
this ““infamous ” treaty, and would accept nothing less than
unconditional surrender. It is alleged, but Mahan denies the
allegation, that Nelson allowed the garrisons to come out
before they had been informed of his repudiation of the treaty.
Many of the prisoners were, in fact, put to death. I, for one,
accept Nelson’s clear statement to Lord Spencer : * The rebels
came out with this knowledge "—that their surrender was to be
unconditional. It is just possible, however, that Nelson did
not assure himself that his revocation was actually communi-
cated to the garrisons ; if so, we may be pretty certain that it
was not. To the same ill-starred period belongs Nelson's
“flagrant ”” disobedience of Lord Keith’s orders to leave Naples
and proceed in full force to Minorca—a matter which has,
however, been sufficiently dealt with in an earlier chapter.

If Napoleon cherished any illusion as to the nature of the
task he had undertaken, and the fearful responsibilities in-
volved in his world-shaking ambition, Destiny was not slow to
remove the bandage from his eyes. In his thirtieth year,
finding himself de ¢rop in Paris, where the prestige of his Italian
victories had made him persona ingrata to the Directory, he
betook himself to the Orient, full of grandiose visions of such
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territory ? Echo answers, What? Napoleon was a kind-
hearted man, and must have suffered severely in this affair ; but
he had no choice but to go through with it. The * moral ?
appears to be: Let no man undertake to conquer the world
unless he have a strong stomach for blood.

During Napoleon’s consulate, in the years 1800 and 1801,
two attempts were made upon his life—the first by Caracchi,
the second by explosion of an infernal machine by some
Royalist conspirators. He attributed both plots to the Jacobins,
whom he always hated and feared, and determined that France
should be “ purged of these ruffians.” A special commission
of eight judges conferred upon him the power practically to
deal at his own sweet will with political offenders, real or
mmaginary. A consular decree shortly afterwards banished
some 130 individuals, including many whose sole crime was
that they were lovers of liberty, who had the imprudence to
see through and disapprove of his ambition. In the same
spirit Napoleon severely restricted the liberty of the press.
“ Should I give them (the journals) the rein,” he said, *“ my power
would not continue three months.”

These crimes against Liberty, against the very spirit of the
Revolution, which had provided the lever by which he was
* overwhelming the established order of the world, are by no
means without significance to the psychologist. But they are
altogether dwarfed by contrast with the judicial murder which
Napoleon perpetrated in the year following his inauguration
as consul for life. The * execution” of the Duc d’Enghien
occurred on 21st May 1803, at Vincennes. The alleged justifica-
tion was his complicity in the plot of Georges, Pichegru, Moreau,
and others ; but the trial of these men did not take place until
nearly a month later. D’Enghien was therefore shot long
before the trial of the real culprits had even begun. It is not
seriously believed that he was himself concerned in the plot,
and the fact that he remained quietly at Essenheim after the
arrests had begun, is clear prima facie evidence of his innocence.
His real crime was that of having Bourbon blood in his veins,
and his murder the one and only crime of pure cowardice which
can be laid to Napoleon’s account.
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but while it appears to be certain that Bacon received and even
borrowed money from suitors, pendente lite, there is, Nichol
asserts, no evidence that he ever allowed his verdict to be
actually affected by a bribe. ‘Poverty of moral feeling,” to
say the least of it, is also indicated by the active part played by
Bacon in the prosecution of his benefactor, Essex; by the
malicious exaggeration characterising his declaration concerning
the “ Treasons” of Raleigh; and by the base ingratitude
with which he pressed for a severe sentence against Yelverton,
charged with a mere irregularity, although a couple of years
before, in the matter of the Coke-Villiers marriage, Yelverton
had rendered him considerable assistance. It is, in fact,
strikingly characteristic of Lord Bacon that “ he has left no
great defence on record—even his own was a failure.” Coldness
of heart seems to have been the price exacted for the depth
and range of his intellect, and rendered him the willing tool of
all who could tempt his insatiable appetite for wealth, power,
and prestige.

To many good folk at the present day, the mutilation of
living animals, even when fully anssthetised, for the purpose
of scientific research, is a thing utterly vile and reprehensible.
Without endorsing or even discussing this position, I shall,
in the interests of truth, which takes precedence of all theories,
point out that the immortal fame of William Harvey is indis-
putably and confessedly based on the results of the dissection
of innumerable creatures, fully sentient of the tortures inflicted
upon them ; and that nowhere in his surviving works is any
word to be found conveying the least sense of the gravity
of his thus-incurred responsibility or one qualm of com-
punction for the victims of his consuming zeal. To us, to-day,
this callousness, in one, moreover, by universal testimony of
his contemporaries, known as in other respects a generous,
warm-hearted and humane man, presents a psychological
problem of no little interest and perplexity. Much may no
doubt be attributed to the circumstances of his time ; for the
sense of responsibility in such matters as the treatment of
animals is & phenomenon in great measure unprecedented, of
sudden and recent growth. But the fact must be faced that
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breathe for a moment the pure air of Infinity. If this applies,
as it certainly does apply, to the achievements of practical,
w@sbhetic, and intellectual genius, it applies in a still higher
and fuller degree to those of men whose creative sphere is that
of the innermost, all-comprehensive spirit, the sphere of Religion.
Men who, like Jesus, are destined to inaugurate a new era of
world-wide scope and wmonic duration, produce on the minds
of their associates and of posterity an impression of correspond-
ing depth and power. So vast and significant is the ideal
they suggest, which in their lives they imperfectly express and
embody, that, in its light, their personalities become trans-
figured, and assume stupendous, even Divine proportions.
This illusion—for an illusion it certainly is—however salutary
in its first effects, must not blind the truth-seeker (i.e. the
psychologist) to the fact that such men, like all others, have
their faults and limitations. It is high time that we learned,
once for all, to distinguish, for example, between the man
Jesus, a creative genius, but a fallible man for all that, and
the Christ-Ideal, whose formulation and consecration has been
the collective task of Humanity during at least the past two
thousand years, probably much longer than that if the whole
truth were known. ‘It is hopeless,” writes K. C. Anderson
to attempt to understand the New Testament or the needs of
our time, so long as we continue to confound Jesus with the
Christ ;—the first, a historic figure of the first century; the
second, a reflection of this historic figure, in which there is
always of necessity a subjective element.”

Of crime in the ordinary sense of the word there is, of
course, no suggestion in the little that is recorded of the life
of Jesus in the Gospels. On the other hand, it appears fairly
certain that he died a criminal’'s death, and although heartily
agreeing with the universal condemnation of the iniquity
which brought this to pass, we must not overlook the possibility
of some formal justification. The events recorded in connection
with the last days in Jerusalem—in particular the account
given of the purging of the temple—suggest something like a
riot, for which Jesus was no doubt held responsible, and, indeed,

! Hibbert Jowrnal, July 1906.
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the title of this chapter may otherwise afiord pretext for malicious
misrepresentations—that 1 am very far from regarding the
personality of Jesus as an essentially criminal one. I merely
point out the irrationality of the current assumption that any
individual can be wholly exempt from the defects of his qualities.
The more exalted the qualities of a given individual, the more
stringent, though not, perhaps, the more extensive, will be the
limitations implied. The higher we climb, the farther, no
doubt, our vision extends ; but—there is always the impassable
horizon.!

If Marcus Aurelius could have foreseen the embarrassment
of his admirers when confronted by the damning fact of his
at least formal responsbility for the horrors perpetrated at Lyons
and elsewhere against the Christians, is it conceivable that he
would have suffered so foul a blot to mar the purity of his
renown ? Certainly, there was a note of impatience, a hint
of intellectual arrogance, in his attitude towards the new religion,
radically inconsistent even with the highest tenets of the philo-
sophy to which, upon the whole, he so loyally adhered. His
beloved master, Fronto, was, we know, also prejudiced upon
this point ; and it may be suspected that Aurelius, who had
Christians among his servants, for whom, rightly or wrongly,
he conceived small esteem, was unfortunate in his experience
of professors of the new faith. On philosophic grounds he
objected, too, not without plausibility, to their enthusiastic
other-worldliness, their courting of death. A man should be
ready for death, or aught else; but to seek it eagerly was, in
his opinion, attributable only to “ mere perversity ” and the
love of ““ tragic display.” Here his insight certainly failed him—
who could, in cold blood, accuse the heroic slave-girl, Blandina,
of theatricality ¢ What pose could survive the ordeal of the
scourge, the arena, the burning chair ?

But although in his reign the persecution of Christians
reached an unprecedented intensity, the responsibility of the
Emperor is, upon the whole, negative rather than positive. He

1 ¢ What animal, domestic or wild, will call it a matter of no moment !-hn.l.
scarce a word of sympathy with brutes should have survived from the teachings
of Jesus of Nazareth 7" (W. James).
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the Catholic priests.” And the desired effect seems to have
been duly attained ; after 596 there is no further mention of
Donatists in Africa.

An even more serious matter is the question of Gregory’s
relations with Phocas, the usurper of the Empire, and murderer
of the Emperor Maurice, the Empress, their six sons and three
daughters, and the Emperor’s brother. To this vile wretch
Gregory wrote, congratulating him upon his accession: “ We
rejoice that the graciousness of your piety has attained the
Imperial dignity.” With evident reference to the late Emperor,
who, with all his faults, had been a good friend to Gregory on
several occasions, and had treated him with respect and even
affection,” Gregory also wrote as follows: *Sometimes for the
punishment of the sins of many, some one is raised up through
whose oppression the necks of subjects are driven under the
yoke of tribulation ; and this we have experienced in our late
affliction.” I gladly admit that there is reason to doubt that
Gregory, at the time of writing, was aware of the full extent of
the criminality of this Phocas; but I contend that; in that
case, his congratulations were at least premature. He had no
grounds for assuming that Maurice would tamely submit to
deposition ; and should have held his peace until in possession
of all the facts of the case. He seems to have realised his error ;
for it is stated that he never again communicated with Phocas.

In general, the disposition of Mahomet seems to have been,
for an Oriental, surprisingly tolerant of opposition, and free
from revengeful rancour. An exception must, however, be
made in regard to his treatment of the Jews; who, for their
part, it must be owned, were far from careful in the avoidance
of offence. When Mahomet first migrated to Medina the Jews
for a time seem to have favoured his doctrine ;' but this re-
spectful attitude was of very brief duration. On a closer
acquaintance with his teaching, they repudiated it with ridicule
and contempt. Thus he was brought to regard the race as
enemies of his mission ; and the seed of ill-will sown in his
heart soon produced a bitter harvest. On occasion of a riot
following the forcible unveiling of a Moslem girl, Mahomet,

! And had made him godfather to his son.
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not been slow in availing themselves of the opportunity thus
provided of impugning his genius and his aim.

With regard to Luther, the last of our great men with
whom I have to deal in the capacity of criminal, I have already
had occasion to mention his endorsement of the persecution
of Anabaptists—that is, of persons who, like himself, recog-
nising the Scriptures, as interpreted by the “ Christian con-
science,” as the supreme spiritual authority, were perverse
enough to differ from him as to the purport of such inter-
pretation. He advised the adoption by his Elector of a decree
to the effect that all rebaptized persons should be executed
without trial. After this, the less said on the subject of
Luther’s religious tolerance, the better : a man more saturated
with the arrogancy of the odium theologicum his own century
could hardly adduce. But what is generally regarded as the
most vulnerable point in his record, is his attitude towards
the peasants and fanatics in their insurrection of 1525 ; and, in
particular, the violent manifesto, in which he, a “ peasant”
writing of peasants, urged his “ dear lords” (with a reserva-
tion, certainly in favour of dupes lured into revolt) to “ stab,
crush, strangle” all whom they could. That this congenial
counsel was faithfully followed, needs no saying: after the
defeat of Miinzer and his eight thousand at Frankenhausen,
“ one stronghold of the rebellion after another was reduced,
and the horrors perpetrated by the peasants were repaid with
fearful vengeance on their heads.” Nor was the lesson of
the revolt taken to heart by the conquerors: the burden of
ecclesiastical, feudal, and Imperial oppression was rather in-
creased than diminished after the event. For all this Luther
has been held largely accountable; but on carefully looking
into the matter I confess that he seems to have acted not ill,
according to his lights. If he censured the peasants for their
violence, he admitted the existence of some, at least, of their
grievances, and did not fail to urge upon the authorities the
responsibility of setting these right. He showed, too, the
full courage of his convictions by visiting some of the most
disturbed districts in person, and urging the return of the mal-
contents to more conciliatory methods of seeking redress.
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by making our unit small. There will always be something
a million times smaller, infinitely smaller. . . . Let us not
bury these problems out of sight in the Infinitesimal.
No material explanation of the universe will ever explain
anything, The elementary particle, the elementary position
or motion, will be the greatest of all puzzles. Real progress
must be sought for in quite another direction. . . . Not micro-
scopy, but psychology, will solve the * Riddle’ of the universe.” 1
My point could not be better put; the last sentence might
serve as the text of the present chapter, and, indeed, of the
present volume. Psychology is the science of to-day: in
terms of psychology we must formulate the philosophy of
to-morrow.

The conception of Reality as a mechanically-impelled
system of irreducible atoms or material particles, is only one
of the many ¢dola theatri which obstruct the path of clear and
comprehensive thinking. Others may confront us anon,
perhaps ; if so, we shall not fear to relegate them to the
intellectual rubbish-heap where they already belong.

Hitherto we have been mainly concerned with Individuality
in its phenomenal aspect, and as a mere product : the question
of its real or substantial nature has necessarily been postponed.
We have seen how, prior to the manifestation of a given per-
sonality, innumerable psychic tendencies, embodied—though
this factor may be left out of account—in corresponding organic
or inorganic forms, have, through countless ages, converged
and, ultimately, by some inexplicable chemistry or affinity,
blended into one. Then, as it were by some divine chance,
has emerged the world-moulding power of a Cessar or Charle-
magne, the genius of a Titian or Beethoven, the insight of a
Goethe, the profound wisdom of a Hegel, the sublime spirituality
of a Jesus—all rooted in the abysmal penetralia of an immemorial
past, yet all radiating the authentic lustre of a something un-
paralleled ; predestined, yet new. In treating of heredity we
found, over and over again, indications in the characters of
their parents of the proclivities of great men. But we must

' Two New Worlds, by E. E. Fournier d’Albe, B.8o., London, 1907, pp.
149-1561.
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true determinant of all those phenomena which have paved
the way for its ultimate manifestation (in so far as they have
done merely this), and also the explanation of that universal
“ tendency to individuation” in which Spencer found the
keynote of evolutionary processes ?

The fact i1s that we want a new atomic theory, rather
perhaps the revival of a too hastily forgotten old one—a psychic
or spiritual, in place of a material, atomism ; a monadology.
“ Back to Leibnitz” must be the cry of all who grasp the
futility of nineteenth century attempts at cosmology. That
astute champion of neglected aspects of truth clearly foresaw
and forewarned the savants of his day that their exclusive
devotion to the investigation of * efficient” causes would
inevitably land them in the bog of a purblind materialism.
He yielded to no man in maintenance of the necessity of the
mechanical hypothesis and of mathematical methods as instru-
ments of research. But he pointed out that, in itself, the
mechanical view of nature, however useful and fruitful of
results, was far from being philosophically adequate, was, in
fact, false—a doctrine of mere appearance, not of things as
they are. Hence he wisely urged his contemporaries, while
availing themselves to the full of the practical benefits of the
Cartesian and Newtonian methods, to bear constantly in mind
the merely provisional validity of the conceptions handled, and to
supplement their defects by a philosophical reconstruction of
the products of research. His warning remained unheeded :
intoxicated by the success of those early efforts in the new
field of methodical induction, the contemporaries and successors
of Leibnitz flung to the winds what they now deemed the
barren rubbish of an outworn scholasticism ; and gave them-
selves over body and soul to naive acceptance of a crudely
mechanical empiricism. In the dryasdust “ philosophy ™ of
Spencer we have the monstrous apotheosis of this hypostat-
isation of a single aspect of Reality, also the fulfilment of
the apprehensions of Leibnitz as to its inevitably disastrous
effects.

But the hour of release from the clanking of the Spencerian
machine-universe is at hand ; it may soon become incredible
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the fashionable topic of “ Eugenics.” Not long ago I read an
article by the author of Esoteric Buddhism, in which contempt
and contumely were heaped upon those who, by the scientific
regulation of parentage, hope not only to prevent the birth of
the “ unfit,” but even to raise the positive standard of human
capacity and intellect. The idea that in procreation and birth
no higher factor is concerned than the congress of two physical
organisms and the physiological processes thereby set afoot,
was eloquently and justly held up to ridicule. Thereby, in
the opinion of its critic, the eugenic movement was necessarily
stultified and condemned. It does not seem to have occurred
to him that, in popularising the ideal of parental responsibility
to the unborn, the promoters of this movement, themselves
in large measure unenlightened, might be the instruments of
powers needing just such services as a mean towards the mani-
festation of their own causality. The spontaneity of the eugenists
themselves would in no way be compromised by the admission
that, in acting as seemed good to themselves, they blindly
subserved higher ends. For it is the paradoxical nature of
Spirit, that its constituent factors, in acting spontaneously for
themselves, invariably act as the needs of the whole demand.
Assume now that entelechies, of a higher ontological grade than
any ‘of which we have recent experience, are preparing to mani-
fet:themﬂelves on the terrestrial plane. Would not our present
haphazard method of parentage present an absolute bar to the
manifestation in question ? Would not, therefore, some such
movement as our eugenic enthusiasts are ingeminating be the
indispensable preliminary to this much-to-be-desired consum-
mation ?

5" Viewed from below, that is, from the standpoint of the
f.}iénomeual order, the noumenal essence of a given personality
is a logically evolving potentiality, tending towards, but never
attaining, complete unity of manifestation. But on its own
plane, that is, as viewed by the intellectual insight which
pierces the illusive aspect of things, it is, from the first, fully
actual, moving, self-poised, in a system of like realities. And
as to its nature, this much can be said, that each individual
monad comprises two opposed tendencies, or polarities, a













392 MAKERS OF MAN

despotism he could find. But so thoughtless was he, and
greedy, that he had not carefully examined every point before
making his choice ; so that he failed to remark that he was
fated therein, among other calamities, to devour his own
children. . . . It was a truly wonderful sight, Er said, to
watch how each soul selected its life—a sight at once melancholy
and ludicrous and strange.”

Here we have a picture rather of blind instinct than of
spiritual discrimination ; but the points to note are, first, that
Plato supports my suggestion of the unity of a given career,
as inclusive of all predestined experiences, and, secondly, that
only highly developed souls are in a position to recognise the
fact of their being each one overshadowed by a higher principle
—the true ego—of which, in so far as they fail to assimilate
and identify themselves with its transcendent purpose and
point of view, they remain the mere shadowy and ephemeral
puppets. But as to my main contention, that what we, each
one of us, undergo, is as truly a factor of self-expression as
what we achieve ; that, I think, is largely a matter of everyday
observation. Is it not obvious that the persistency with which
certain men are dogged by ill-luck, or favoured with prosperity,
often reaches a degree which it would be absurd to attribute
to mere coincidence ? The Scandinavians, in praising a hero,
would often say of him that he had a look of good-luck about
him. And in considering the lives of great men, poets, and
others, who has not been struck by the strange dramatic
affinity between the ideal aspirations of the men and the appar-
ently fortuitous facts of their destiny ? The truth is, that
the incidents of our lives, even those vulgarly ranked as merely
external, are as essentially factors of our individuahty as our
very bodies—perhaps even more so. In his treatise on Life
after Death, Gustav Theodor Fechner has developed the
hypothesis that it is precisely in the changes produced in our
social and general environment during this life that our post-
humous existence is consciously embodied ; and from this takes
the starting-point of its new and wider activity. Every thf;mght,
word, and action of our present life contributes, amurd'mg to
this theory, to the formation of the spiritual body which we
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facts bearing upon the nature and power of Individuality. In
our section on the Natural History of Purpose we saw how the
emergence, gradual or critical, of a central self-conscious aim
was the most important energising and unifying factor of our
great men’s careers. How a purpose that was to prove sub-
stantial and effective was never something fortuitous or capri-
cious; but, whether firmly grasped or instinctively adopted
from the first, or developed through a series of tentative more
or less mimetic essays, always bore a genuine relation to inborn
faculty, its only adequate, lasting foundation. Here, then, we
see at once that Purpose, the root of initiative, is never some-
thing grafted from without, 1s in no ultimate sense of extraneous
origin, but grows up from its hidden source, in most cases quite
independently, for a time, of the conscious will of its possessor.
From our point of view, which is, that the bodyv is as truly a
part of the mind as the mind is a part of the (seen or unseen)
body, all those organic subconscious processes of growth and
development which pave the way for the formation and emerg-
ence of purpose or initiative, are to be conceived not physio-
logically, but psychically. They are unapprehended phases of
psychic growth and integration, all destined to contribute factors
of more or less relevance and significance to the fully equipped
character and capacity of the individual. And if the so-called
physical processes contribute, who will venture to deny the
occasional but momentous intervention of formative influences
of higher, even of highest, origin. What, for example, I have
called the “ noumenal ego” must not be conceived as a being
altogether apart, a mere overshadowing entity. It is rather
the technical designation of our supreme potentiality, of a
something striving to super-actualise itself, through the psycho-
physical organism. Any emergency demanding a sudden
increment of insight or power may, for aught we know, furnish
the conditions favouring its intervention—not perhaps its
direct, but its mediate, intervention.

Equipped, soon or late, with his definite self-conscious aim,
our individual confronts the social environment, which, in one
way or another, he seeks to use, control, or modify. The reward
of success in matters of narrow import and on a small scale
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thought, I must enter a caveat against the mechanical con-
ception of the process as therein defined. * Everyone,”
writes Theodor Hertzka, “ stands in a not merely external, but
~also an internal, indissoluble relation of contact with those who
are around him ; he imagines that he thinks and feels and acts
as his own individuality prompts, but he thinks, feels, and acts
for the most part in obedience to an external influence from
which he cannot escape—the influence of the spirit of the age
which embraces all heads, all hearts, and all actions.”! So
far as this implies that great men are the mere instruments of
an alien influence and power, I entirely dissent ; it is rather the
futile phantasmal majority who are to be so regarded. With
Fechner, I hold rather that ““those men who have accom-
plished great things in the world were enabled to do so by their
insight into the spiritual tendency of the period in which they
lived, and they succeeded because they made their free acting
and thinking agree with that tendency,® while other men, perhaps
just as great and sincere, failed, because they opposed that
tendency. . . . It is not the slave under the taskmaster that
does the better work.”?

But all history teems with evidence of the incaleulable
power of initiative, the irresistible impetus of a will illuminated
by genuine insight and weighted by undeviating purpose.
Think how Casar at Alesia, at Pharsalia, at Munda, wrung
overwhelming victory from the very jaws of disaster; then
remember how, in Gaul, in Africa, in Spain, his best generals
had only to be left awhile to their own devices, and everything
would begin to go awry with the legions. Of Cromwell, in
relation to the other Puritan captains, precisely the same can
be said. Think of Charlemagne’s long, practically single-handed,
ultimately triumphant struggle to reduce to order the chaotic
elements of western Christendom: of Willilam the Silent’s
great part in the extrication of the Netherlands from the grip
of Catholic Spain. Think of the difference made to our national
power and prestige by the courage and toil of Drake; of the

! Freeland, by Theodor Hertzka, trans, by A. Ransom, p. 224.

2 Italics mine.
3 On Life after Death, by G. T. Fechner, trans, by H. Wernekke, pp. 56-57.
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of knowledge dictated by some blind invincible instinet, the
mastery of law, the conquest of popularity, the gradual realisa-
tion of his epochal mission of emancipation, the patient waiting
on events whose issue he alone foresaw, the ultimate dawning
of his noontide of power and fame, the sure guidance of national
destiny through the long agony of civil war. Of Lincoln it
has been well said, and each statement has deep psychological
significance : that he never lacked the aid of true friends in his
many troubles ; that he always rose to the occasion, however
great, however unprecedented its demands; that, throughout
his life, defeat was always a step to victory.

Turning now to the representatives of Poetry, Art, and
Musie, think for a moment of the significance of Dante’s divine
achievement, and of that of the individuality underlying it,
surely the supreme example of the poetic type hitherto seen on
the earth. Poor, exiled, burdened with unmerited shame, we
see him pass on his weary way, a lean silent figure, with locked
lips and brooding eyes. Meantime, within his breast, as in
some fiery crucible, the facts of his own life, of his turbulent
crowded age, of all human lives and ages, are being magically
transmuted into the imperishable gold of Art, are finding
deathless utterance in stanza after stanza of that celestial
song. Stripped bare of accidents and prevarications, he shows,
as his purged eyes beheld them, the essentials of human motive
and conduct, the true inwardness of Life. The mighty symbols
in which he wrought may have lost much of the awe and sanction
~ which they held for him and his contemporaries ; but never,
while man walks the earth, can there dawn the day when the
spell he has laid on our hearts will be utterly loosened, the
laurel stripped from his brow. In a mood, far from rhetorieal,
with no consciousness of special pleading, I ask all who in any
degree realise the occult potency of Dante’s art and fame,
whether they can seriously entertain the position that such a
spirit as his was in any ultimate sense a merely natural product,
a transient flame, chance-begotten, that was and is not.

The almost perfect unity and simplicity of aim, which,
considered in relation to the vast emotional and intellectual
scope of his mind, renders Dante’s individuality so intense and
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has created our literature and our speech. Before him, both
were without value in the world-mart of the nations of Europe.”
This is true ; and it is much to say of any man ; yet how far it
18 from conveying any adequate sense of the difference made
to the worlds of thought and conduct by the revelation of this
most powerful, complex, and fascinating personality. Goethe
himself was far from content to be classified as a mere poet
and littérateur. He regarded all his actions as of symbolic
import, attaching as much value to his statesmanship, his
mineralogical and botanical speculations—yes, even to his
lightest amours—as to Faust or Wilkelm Meister. He “ saw
round ” everything that he did ; consequently, nothing that
he did can be dismissed as inessential. He was the first con-
sistent exponent of the anti-Christian ideal of self-realisation,
that is, the first of the Moderns. Yet no man ever showed a
deeper understanding of the Christian ideal of self-abnegation.
Side by side with the majestic Goethe walks Beethoven,
the greatest spirit that ever devoted itself to music ; Beethoven,
who achieved, once and for all, the miraculous feat of translat-
ing pure intellect into terms of the emotions. Or, if you prefer
it that way, who transmuted personal passion into universal
aspiration. For, unlike Goethe, who seldom opened his lips
without saying something memorable, Beethoven’s intellectu-
ality was verbally inarticulate ; it had to express itself in music.
To appreciate the real greatness that underlay the genial
facility of Walter Scott’s talent, one does not think of him in
the heyday of his prosperity, in the enjoyment of a position
such as no other man had ever won by the pen alone, * his
society courted by station, power, wealth, beauty,” his castle
crowded with merry guests, his works—the annual profits of
the novels alone were £10,000—the daily food of educated
Europe,” his domain ever growing, his imagination teeming
with new plots, incidents, characters. All was roseate then :
Scott himself owned to misgivings that such prosperity could
not last. When his son, Cornet Scott, died, Scott said prophetic-
ally, “I feel as if there would be less sunshine for me from
this day forth.” And sunshine, as well as children, he had
always loved. Scott’s highest recorded hour was that, I always
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of cosmopolitan repute ; his inexhaustible zeal and unceasing
activity in the cause of the “mnew learning” were a light by
no means hidden. Granted the truth of Harvey’s gibe, that
Bacon *“wrote philosophy like a Lord Chancellor,” thev alue
of those writings and their propagandist effect are not meces-
sarily impaired. The point is, not that this or the other thinker
had casually remarked the need of giving experiment priority
over speculation ; that this or the other observer had empirically
stumbled uwpon the right road; but that this man devoted
his life to *“ dwelling on the necessity of a graduated induction,
through successive steps of generality, at a time when men
had just begun to perceive that they must begin from ex-
perience in some way or other.” Mill has pointed out the
paramount importance of ““his principle of elimination—that
great logical instrument which he had the immense merit of
first bringing into general wse.” His very excess of zeal, his
exaggerated view of the role of method, as distinguished from
inborn capacity, no doubt served his cause. For he “thought
to discover a method so exhaustive as to be as certain in its
results as a proposition of Euclid, so mechanical, that when
once understood all men might equally employ it, yet so
startling that it was to be as a new sun to the borrowed beams
of the stars.” He conceived Nature as finite, and omniscience
as an attainable goal. And there was this much truth in his
forecast, that Science has proved the friend of mediocrity, a
leveller, an intellectual democrat. I have been accustomed,”
wrote Darwin, ‘‘ to think second, third, and fourth-rate men
of very high importance, at least in the case of Science.” The
destiny that assigned to a great lawyer the task of formul-
ating the code and charter of experimental science, has been
amply justified by posterity’s endorsement and continuance
of his work.

No one, I suppose, will question the immense value and
fertility of Galileo’s lifework. If ever a single mind produced
an immediate and obvious effect upon the world of thought,
gave a distinet lift to the scientific effort of his age, it was his,
The versatility of his genius was extraordinary : in almost
every page of his writings may be found an allusion to some
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few of the results ’ of its labours, he has made himself the father
of what is now called the “ higher criticism.” And when one
considers the vital issues involved in the task of this higher
criticism, one begins to appreciate the true dignity of the
philosopher, the stupendous responsibility he may incur.

It is unnecessary to insist upon the importance of Newton’s
great discovery : every one knows that scientific laws, being
merely a set of “brief statements resuming the relationship
between given groups of facts,” vary in rank and value according
as they include a greater or less number of facts within their
ken. The highest, or, say, the most fundamental, are those
laws which, like Newton’s of gravitation, convey information
relevant to all natural processes whatsoever. *‘ Every particle
of matter is attracted by or gravitates to every other particle
of matter with a force inversely proportional to the squares of
their distances.” How simple, and sublime! As to whether
any such thing as a * particle of matter ”’ exists or is conceivable
—that is another question. But Isaac Newton—‘‘ had grasped
the secret of a cosmic circulation, and brooded in silence over
the motion of the spheres for more than twenty years before
publishing the Principia.!

The work done by Leibnitz, like that of Spinoza, was con-
ceived on too grand and austere a scale to attain the full com-
prehension of contemporaries. No man ever lived more whole-
heartedly in the service of ideal ends. The success of Descartes,
a comparatively shallow mind, appears almost cheap in com-
parison with this man’s unrecognised and unrewarded toil.
He shared the common fate of all our greatest benefactors;
for although, since it takes two to make a quarrel, he escaped
active persecution, almost all his projects* were checkmated
by the cold indifference of those to whom they ought to have
appealed. Certainly his mathematical achievements proved
immediately fruitful ; it was Ads presentation of the calculus,
not Newton’s, which was taken up by the workers of his day.
“ To find symbols and formule for the representation of matters

1 The Growth of Truth, Harveian Oration, 1906, W. Osler.
*¢.g. that of religious union, for which he worked continuously for over

thirty years.
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marckian Kaiserism and Marxian Social Democracy. If any-
one considers this an unwarranted estimate of the power of a
thought upon the nationality which both produced and re-
assimilated it, let him consider our last example—that of
Darwin—and hide his diminished head. For the reader may
rest assured that, intellectually speaking, Darwin, the fortunate
and laborious initiator of a new cosmological epoch, was a mere
unenlightened babe in comparison with Hegel.

It remains to cast a farewell glance upon the individuals
of our ethico-religious group. With reference to the founder
of Christianity, the most bigoted adherent of the old theology
ought in fairness to admit that my theory of Individuality
assigns to him a majestic réle in the drama of the human spirit,
a decisive influence upon the destiny of mankind. But the
Christ-Ideal, so far as that can be identified with the ideal of
the man Jesus, has hitherto enjoyed an unfair advantage in
the spiritual struggle for existence, backed up as it has been by
the bribes and sanctions of supernatural eschatology. That
advantage 1t must for the future forego; henceforth it will
have to take its place in the spiritual arena, to stand or fall by
its merits alone. It is not the truths taught by Jesus, nor the
authentic power of his example, but merely the despotism of
the closed system of Christolatry, that is being specifically
challenged by the whole modern spirit. And, this time at
least, it will be a fight to the finish.

With regard to the character of St. Paul, I incline rather
to the view of Arnold than to that of Renan. Properly under-
stood, his teaching makes for enlightenment not for obseur-
antism, for Catholicism not for Hebraistic Protestantism,
for the spirit not the letter. Renan says of him, somewhat
harshly, that his writings were a danger and a snare, the cause
of the principal defects of Christian theology. * Paul was
the father of the subtle Augustine, the arid Aquinas, the sombre
Calvinist, the intolerant Jansenist, the fierce theology that
damns and predestines to dammation.” If so, it is because
the central Pauline doctrine of necrosis, of the necessity of
dying to appetite in order to live by love and reason (or the
Spirit), has been grossly misunderstood. Renan, when he
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scendent ideal, the career of St. Francis illumines the opening
years of the thirteenth century with a transfiguring radiance
all its own. Here, if ever, was a life substantially self-deter-
mined, submitted *in scorn of consequence,” and without any
but enforced regard for prudential counsels, to the direction
of that innermost whisper which is at once the voice of instinct
and the sole authentic guide to immortal fame.

The same almost maniacal persistence in a self-chosen path,
tending apparently to nothing but disgrace and ruin, is, in a
very different way, manifested in the career of Luther. Genius
is always imprudent, always errs on the side of rashness—and
is always justified by the event. Luther, like Mahomet, has
the merit of having escaped martyrdom; he lived to see his
cause, if by no means triumphant, securely launched on its
conquering career. Of course, the gods were fighting for him ;
the economic and political circumstances of his age had made
ecclesiastical decentralisation inevitable. But it is character-
1stic of great men that the gods always fight on their side ; and
of the gods, that great men are always forthcoming when great
work has to be done.

Emerson’s is another striking example of the universality
achieved by unflinching reliance upon that voice of intuition
which is also the voice of instinet. No man ever posed less,
or played less to the gallery; yet, such was the sureness of his
revelation of the highest and most secret hopes of the human
spirit, such the confidence with which he endorsed them, that,
even in his own lifetime, his work received an impassioned
welcome from readers of every spiritual class and of many
nations. Mechanics, men of science, poets, philosophers have
all sat at his feet, acclaiming him the inspired prophet of a new
authentic evangel. His is probably the most creative mind
that America has yet produced. I do not forget Walt Whitman,
whom it is nowadays the fashion to prefer to Emerson; but
this is a preference as to the validity of which I have the gravest
doubts. There is too much pose and too much partisanship
in Whitman, who, moreover, owed far more to the older man
than he at all fairly acknowledged. * Dionysian spirits” are
the mode, at present, among the demagogic lions (or should I
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