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coming to believe, as did Dr. Scheler,
191418 wou ho

Final destruction of
as old world. It had been, they thought, v world shieh had besun
with the Renaissance and had leng outlived its usofulness; meny

belicved thet its very inception hed been a tragely

its disappearane

T to the ol ' foﬁ&waEﬁwa%%g4ﬁw%%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ.%%&k
a&amﬁﬂ‘@mmﬁﬁgn, @&ﬁmgﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁm‘i%a£mW‘ﬁ§%h@i%&1 fleicesies
of our powsrsl {Seheler, ops 8ite, Do 119}

e nust bave o mited Turopeoan Front in w@i@h all the great
g@%@%&2@%%&%%%ﬁ§£;@f#ﬁﬁ%ﬁf&iﬁ%ﬁ&%ﬂ&@i@ﬁﬁh It must be
poseiblie o @%ﬁ%ﬁ%&y&&w“_@zafﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ%&ﬁ.ﬁ&&ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ,%@EﬁwwV
ing sll the construetive energiss of TUrops. « « « Romson
creatod velid forms 4n the 151k and tho 178h centuriss. Our
%&@sig:m»%%%*ﬁar@&ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ&zﬁ%ﬁ@‘ﬁﬁﬁ%iﬁ%&ﬂﬂﬁﬁ%@&,@ﬁsﬁa
rovive the gpirit which erented then, snd so %o creato s foram
of Resson proper to the 208h eontury. Only 5o #ill w8 « o
attalin that ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%&ﬁ%ﬁﬁiiﬁ‘ﬁ%ﬁ%@gﬁ%ﬁ@mﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ‘&&!t@é%y’
the reconstruction of the “uro zen {E@a&&é&%@@%iﬁﬁﬁzﬁsﬁ
g?z; ?5 zﬁ:{;}ﬁ ‘3%} :

Thoy belisved thet the task they wove zebting thonsslves wms

in the lest degres uvgent, and they knmes

it vas beyond moaswre

Lamnide %i@m

(1) Max Scheler, "The Future of Man", The Criterion, Vii,
ii,107. Henceforth, reference to The Criterion will.

be made narenthetically in the text, by volume, number§
and page.,
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But they believed something else: they believed in the possibility
;af'crea'kiag a new civilization, | :

It was in this intellectual climate that The Criterion had

its beginninge, and it was ‘%o this climate that The Criterion be-
longed.

Hine ysaz's after the end of the War we are only beginning to
distinguish between the characteristics of our own time and
those inherited from the previous epoch. . » .0One of the idess
which ehametermea our age may be called The Furopean Idea.

+ « oIt i3 a hopeful sign that 2 small number of intelligent
persons are aware of the necessity to harmonize the interests,
and therefore to harmonize first the ideas, of the civilized

pountries of Western Furope. We are beginning %o hear mention

of the reaffirmation of the Buropean tradition. It will be
helpful, eertainly, if people will begin by bslieving that thers
is a Turopean tradition; for they may them proceed to analyse
ﬁ:ks conabituents in the various nabions of Furope; and procesd
'inally to the further formation of such a mdizien,
{samamry, VI, i1, 9%8}

It undertook ita share in the task of 'ramns?egmatmn,jaltmngh it
had then no elear idea of what the new oivilization was to be. In-
deed, had it from the first had such an idea, there would, so to

speak, have been no Criterion:

A literary review cannot be realized at once, and thereafier
have no task but to maintain itself: that is the way of
Geath; « « o (Commentary, V, i, 1)



o

Its entire history is, fm_m this point of view, a record of its
search for the idea which should save Zurope. From its inception
its concern was to find a centre to which it could relate the
values created by art and philosophy. mg concern led it from
aesthetic theory to metaphysical speculation; the epistemological
eeﬂssqaanéas of these ~§~.ﬁ%ﬁ$&g‘aﬁamnsﬁm in turn applied to

aesthetics: hers Mr. Middleton Murry thought he had the centre,

but The Criterion found his position false, and moved on. Thinkers
were dividing Immn naturs into three planes: that which was nat-
ural to all animsl life, kthat which was distinetively human, and
that which embodied man's affinity with the super-humsn. The
Hmii_.ata of Americe and France, unable o aceredit the super-

- human, locked for the gentre in the inner authoriﬁy.baaﬁd upon the
ethical 3%1%‘51633 proper ’ké the purely mplm of life. The
Criterion found this human auﬁhems# unstable and unreliable, and

moved on. The Spes

g ;fariah idea that civilizations are born, flourish,
and die in accordance with an immatable time-rhythm imelled Europe
to a maeh&ﬁistié death: Nr. John Gould Fletcher was an impatient

pall~bearer, looking to the ye%»-;iﬂ&aﬁsmmté eivilization to be

produced by America, Ruasia,. and the British Commonweslth of Nations
for his aazﬁare@ The Criterion found Spengler unhistorical, Fletcher
barbarous, and moved om. Mr. 3’. S. Barnes éiset.avsraﬁi in Fa:seisﬁz the
reaffirmation of the Puropean tradition; Mr. Hzra Pound added to

 Fascism the sconomic panacea of ¥ajor C. H. Douglas. ?hé;axfitaﬁea
saw in Fascism only a system for Italians to manage their domestic
affairs, and in Soeial Credit only sterility; it moved on.



o

¥r. A. L. Rowse found his centre in Marxism: The Criterion saw in
socialism only an insignificant variant of capitalism, and in true
Harxism the defeat of the spiritual life; it moved on. Nv. Herbert
Read and Mr. Montgomery Butehart locked to the anarchism of Proudhon
and Bakunin: The Criterion identified this with the liberalism of
the ninsteenth eontury, and poved ons

ﬁzwi&&ing bscane mors ané mra a’p@aﬁm% as the ﬁm’itmvérsy
gmgrsssé&z for The Cﬁt&ﬁm 4he central idea %ﬁlﬁ ié.ave to ba
one which asserted the 'spiﬁkm‘mture of 1ife. And S0, in the

end, it was:

?@r myself, a right wiiti@a‘i pﬁilasaphy came mors and more te
“dmply a right theology - and right sconemies to depend upon
right othies, « . ("Last Words", XVIII, 1xxi, 272) ‘

The Critorion had found its centre. Its purpese was realized.
True to the Editorts early declaration, it would mot die “and
still go @arehiaag m?* (v, 1, l)v’, In the same article fin which he
formulated the iﬁea by whﬁ.ah alena Earapa eamé aava i%salf, the
Editor announced the eessation of the rmime’ﬁ publication,
Im’ieaﬁ, in nis state of mind, it wes, for the E&i%ar‘, $ime that

the review should come %o an end:

In the present state of publiec affairs -- which has indueced in
myself a Gepression of spirits so different from any other ex-
perience of fifty years as to be a new emotion -- I no longer
fesl the enthusiasm necessary to make a literary review what

it should be. {"Last Words®, XVIII, lxxi, 274) !




In its early period The Oritorion had believed in the value of its
work; at the end, when it hed diagnosed the nature of the disease

. which was destroying Furope, it was no lomger eevtain.

1 have wondersd whether it would not have been wore profilsble,
imiseaﬂ e_f %ryiag o maintain li%mry s%aa&arﬁs ixzamasizagly
ia%lle%m aﬁ'mﬂs % affim théw pzizmiplas m’ lifs and pol=
iey from the lack of which we are suffering disastrous conseg-
uences. {"Last Words", XVIII, lxxi, 293)

With the assisiaues of Tha critaﬁez;, Eliot found his centre.

Many people followsd his progress and arrived at his position. Bub
the value of The Criterion is not confined to this service. It was
born in what wes thought to be a now world. It died when an i‘m@@nﬁé

ing waf] was sbout to emphasize the sontinuity of its epoch with that

_ which hed preceded it.

The period immediately i‘al%.amgg the war of 1914 is often spoken
of a8 a time of disiliusionment: in some ways and for some
people it was rather a period of illusions. Only from about the
year 1926 did the Peatuves of the post-war world begin ¢learly

 $o emerge =~ and not only in the sphere of politics. From sbout
that date one began slowly o realim that the intellectusl and
artistic out-put of the previous seven years had bsen rather the
last efforts of an old world, than the first strugsles of a new.
{("Last Words", XVIII, mei, 2‘?3.3

1% is the ?mdae‘b of & yariad which is, in = sense, unigue in
history: i%s final ;mpertanee is that it" is an index to the%haagh%

of England bebween two wars.



The Criterion’s subetitle, "4 Literary Review”, is not an

entirely satisfuctory ome. Unless it is understood in the spesial
sense which the 'z%é‘imx? gives t¢ the wrd "literery’, it is some-

what misleading. I% was Fliot's purpose, not o é@mw the voview

ts, but to extend its cadre to include

&

- entirely bo literary interss
matters shich were of convern to inbelligent people with literasy
’E&%@q ’ |

,‘@%ﬁ %a ﬁz ﬁwﬁ& izz %&m wim%ﬁz %1@%-

liﬁsm%za%% -mﬁ %f; %‘1@ %m %i% % mﬁ.’%ﬁ% %%w %Iﬁ%im%% of

Iiteraturg-=nok o pomething %a%ms%a& $o literabturs,
but $o all is%m ﬁ%@? m&ﬁ%ﬁ%, ~%§aﬁ, together with literature,
arve the components of life. {"iotes", I, i‘sa;, %21}

 Understood in this way the tarm "literary”, while 3t sugzest:

a goneral nature, does not mske for very rigid restrictions. I%

does make for soms:

It is desivable o maintsin mr Gosimation of a "literarm

review, bocause thers is no other ledel @h&@% méim%;@ so

‘%ﬁ;@ﬁy %ﬁ% szi%;%c%g %0 vhieh this roview is indiffovent. Tho
re: 2 us that wo gre pot concorned with motters

interast. » » «in the theory of polities, iz the
36, %@ Criterion is interssted, o for as politics

igsoeiated m pardy politics, fron the %Sﬁiﬁﬁa or
fmz%aﬁ%% of the moment, and from the problems of Jesal




()

temporary importance. . « .In roligious controversies,; s o o

 the Criterion can. . .examine the ideas involved, and their
implications, their consequences and their relations to the
general problems of civilization; but a% tke point where
intellectual analysis stops, and emotional taem:!.a%mn beginsg,
our commission ends. (viz, i’v, 3)

But these were restrictions which came to be homoured more im
in%ntiaﬁthan :m observation. ' There were to be psalztiaal articles
and eam;mvaraies mﬁh wore ne'b dissociated i‘mm pwﬁy pelities,
aeanamie az?gtments whese interest was not pmmrily in mgt ideas
but in s;;eﬁiﬁa plansg, mli.gicms arguments whose purpose was not

o examine the ideas involved but to convert. And the Rditer,
sﬁmm of the gradual bub fundamental chanze which was »aéming over
his Rwisw, folt desire to prevent this mln%i@a, ‘although,
m&weatly, he aaggaamd an explanaisianr

{g‘°$$c
Ha,\wag interested in 1é.tsrat;um for lii;@rature'a sake, and I

think ‘khat people whose interests are so strictly limitad,
people who are not gifted with sny restless curiosity and not
tormented by the demon of thought, somehow miss the keener
emotions which literature ocan give. And, in our time, both
tamyarary and ‘eternal problems press themselves upon the
intelligent mind with an insistence whisch they did not seem

to have in the reign of King Edwerd the seventh. (X, xli, 716}

1f, however, we agree to use "Literary" on the Zditor's own

terms, there remains "Review® While it is true that The Criterion
is at least partly a li.;t;eimy miw in vthsat it maixataizis a

constant concern with the general problems fundemental to &rt, with
$i§ maintonance of litevary ‘éi;aadgr&s, and with the prineiples and
practice of éx»i‘maismo i‘%’imgh‘é; by viri;ge of ‘Eha very considerable



(8)

amount of original imaginative literature it published, be better
called a magazine. With the growbth of specislization during the
last century, the title of "review" has

greatly 1nersés®ds in
dignity and impressiveness, while the term ‘“magaz&ae% hag, since
wood's and Tho Gentleman®s, fallen upon evil days. Neverthe- -

Blae
less, there is a distinction whieh is of lagh use to warrant

retention. And, were the title still a desirable one, The

Criterion might well have laid claim to be ealled a magazine. A4

list é,f the ;mat@ whom i% published would include the most important
then living: Yeats, Pound, Elia’i:, Valery, ®dith Sitwell, Gibeon,
uacleish, Frederic Prokosch, Read, John Gould Fletcher, Richapd
Chureh, F. S. Flint, Hugh MeDiarmid, Auden, Spender, MacNeice,

L. 5%, Senan, W. J. Turner, some nﬁpmb}.isheﬁ poetry of Gerard

Hanley Hopkins, and many others, who have sinee ‘miea their early
promise. It published, from time to time, tho richly imaginative
letters and diary fragments of Arnold Bennett, Famny Narlow, Zoe
Hawlet, Feiron Morris, and some unpublished extracts from Tolstoy,
Dostoievsky, Lionel Johnson, and ﬁogiﬁns &yartiai list of those
who contributed short stories, fragments of plays, imaginary di-
alega@s between real bub mnq dead peopls, would rsad like a role oi’f
the great of England, and indeed of 2 part of continental Rurope;
Joyce, Lewrence, Virginia Woolf, Gertrude Stein, Walter De Lelare,
A&a;iagzm,
Ernst Wiechert, G. B. Angloletti, Liam O'Flaherty, Rarel Kapek,

Bennett, iay Sinelair, Bomamy Dobree, Aldous Huxley,

Fanny Marlowe, Valentine Babrtea,c Orle Williams, Conrad Aiken,




()

0. X. Seott-loncrisff, Kavio Linsti, Panteliemsn Romanov

Bunin, 5. A Porberficld.

This is mot to say, however, that The Criterion neglected
the functions ’&My germane to a literary review. It was very fay
from being eclectie, bubt its facilities were open to any literary
eritie, regardless of his avenue of approach, whose work was
thoughtful and serious. During its eighteen years of pubdblication
it carried arbicles representive of every important critical
mm@z;, Rene Taupin {X, x1i, 814 7f) traces the biﬁ:ia@f Imagism
£rom the discovery, by Remy de Gourmont and T. B. Hulme, that the
basis of ell liberary art is vision. He shows that T. S. Eliot, -

following their lead, goes beyond the problem of style and words to

the architecture of poetry, and reaches a position where the ond of
postry may be dofined ms the enjoyment of pure conbemplation. An
article by T. E. Hulme, edited by Herbert Read. (IIT, xii, 485 £f)

insists upon the importance, in language and style, of the visusl
enalogy. Bfra Pound, Harold Monro, Richard Aldingbon, snd F. S.
Flint, a}_z mors or less freguent conbributors, present, with
varying degrees of sxﬂgliéa%ian, %‘he Imapist %}zv ¥s Groce and
Barnes advanced the theoriss of E:@rassisnim.t The Psychological
sehool has, smong other representatives, I. A. Richards. The
cause of more radical gsyamlysia in oriticism is advanced ;}éy
Herbert Read. %aﬁse-alaséi%iszs and Traditionslists ars
represented by i?haz'ies Haurras, Elioct, and some of %hé rogulay book




{18}

reviewers. | Julien iaezzéa exemplifies the approash of the philos-
ophical eritic. The hz%ariaa}; and %learly %aabﬁiq&a Pinds
occasional expression in the book reviews. The Criterion even in-
cludes an article entiﬁlﬁé “The Romentie %’allaey” (z‘?’, iii, 533, 7}
_iza whiciz E&ra %ﬁiﬁﬁl@%ﬁﬁ &mm, from one @f the eﬁmeal pmﬁi@ima

which he changed so. fra%a%ly, finds Tolstoy guilty of the finel

ﬁ:im ef 'i;ha ﬁamm;ie.

Th»x»a z.a waga& i; n’s a 3.§.mly eaa%mwmy be%man

&'Msageam Mitizsa 3. ?ﬂ. Raiaertseﬁ, ia ?sha mm;er ef all

@aa;'ists, éaelams éeadly war on all %i;aerma smd zham'is%a n@t

&aga& upma an ae%p%aa&a of his mtblssa Ts

E‘erer Wilson and L. s Kﬁigﬁ%a ramin @eﬁi’ba %;e eaeh {atizsr, ,m the

gal&mnegs &ass B0t ’@aaema kiaaness’ %ﬁ‘ﬂs@n Kzz:}:gh% *‘m&erzammﬂ 5

'ﬁ%m..%paam, amc}. is aemaﬁmaa a 11*15%}.% nﬁhappff au " am%m

Shakas;;wm m’agady as tim

risnce tzgan whia}z a re&&gian augsri@r t@ st enity is constructed

' ﬁ;ﬁ; f&’ea%a ané sém Eiéiﬁd‘lama ‘z’@m

’zz,mgh i%s ‘t«m@ was tho ,i: .

Griterion 15 mot sbove its ,mtﬁg Joke v ;
aeaasimi BETVES. ﬁm ?mé is a _Lﬁ.%la dirae% %0 be i;y:gical

ai' The Gz*i%rim&*a muzﬂ
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This volume {A. E. Housmen: The Newe and Wsture of Poetry) -
reaches we with & friend’s note stating that it has “upset &
lo% of the sam’érﬁ.é% eribics®. My first hope was, naturally,
that the upset had occurred in %22@ Mghast zws&i’zﬁ.s seag andg

a8t i‘m}&esi; possible from any f e of reseue. (XIII, 1i, 218)

tiore representative is a ploce by Offa . Waﬁ?& (XVI, lzv, 655 £f),
Under title "Poeokal Culusdam Tgnobi: Carmen Smgas.m’" there
appears an Horetisn ode of Fforby-sisht limes. There follows, under

& note rasding

Owing to the %ﬁ@nﬂw af many of iﬁs allusions this ode

requireﬁ very careful study. An exact and literal trangistion,
Lthout pretension %o literary merit, will be of nore

assimnea %0 the veader than = froe rendering.

,mh DTOSe %mnslaﬁian about ’%‘@‘.’tﬁ@ the wngth of fhiw ariginal o
Iaagimng:

0 thon who formerly hast colsbrated hollow men and a wasted

- 12nd with l@%@aaa _string of & prophetic lyre {a lyrs)
sbstaining at once from received (metrical) fest and from the
froguent turning. pﬁiﬂt of twice re-schoing syllables, now,
from thes, ”ﬁsmi, the Muses hove demanded due punishments, to
thee they present the scourge.

The "Introduction to the Wobes®, which covers three =znd s half

';»a rmble am%iﬁm aﬁaﬁas with difficulty and may
be sxpected to give a mew Fillip 16 tho dying enerzies of
classiecal aéﬁmz's, o .m main questions, apar% from points



(x2)

of detail, ares these: Who wrote the poem? to m is it
addressed? Affen was it composed? and what was its oceasion?
Unfortunately the evidence for a comprehensive solution of these
four cognate problams is exiguous in the extreme. . » .Inbernal
evidence indieates that the posm itself is addressed 4o &
professional poet, and {(morsover) to a poek $ook himself
seriously (veticinae lyres), and who was, or resgerded himself
as, an innovator in verse~construction. ¢ s o

and argues that the Qriter of the ode is a conbemporary of %firgil
end Horace. Thereafter come the "Notes”, which, in smaller type,
mwer something more than four pages. Tﬁeir’ﬁmmr pay be
indicated by a .féw mmﬁ;'

1. . coluba. . .chméa. *Laasanaﬁ stﬂ.ag" 1.0, mt properly or

axasi;ly tuned.

, homines CAYOS. ’E@H&W’ or:? swmaw men®. A poetical
expression for amy‘w, htmm nonBe Eﬁd@nﬁy rofers to a poem aboub
a famine, or perhaps a siege. Paff (Viertel jshrssehrift fir ,
lateinische Studien, oxl, 439) thinks that it refers %o the men in
the hollow interior of the wooden imrsw prayestamas saggsstian,

5-8. syllabarum bis resonantium £r aente mata : *tha frequent
turning-peint of twise re-echoing syllables'. An evident allusien
to the fondness of the Latin poets for assomance.  E.g. Horace,
Odes I, ii, 1. Tem sabis terris nivis. . . Fre sente meta is an
obseure phrase. It pmbably means that the poet, unsing assonance,
is (so to speak) always turning round and looking back at what he
has said befors. Puff ui}.l have it that meta means *goal!
(Markpfal), i.e. that the writers in guestion were piming at
assonance. Not @ helpful conbribution. ZEven less to the point is
Stigeins's extraordinary suggestion that the whole phrase describes
the use of rhyme--mota indieating the tuming-pﬁia% at @aieh rhyma
appears, 1.6. at the e af a line, Rhyme was, af emarse, unknown
to the anciants, L

32, mdmileg, See Introduction supra. ¥Whethor the meaning is to
taken as ‘unteachable' or "untaught' doss not much metter. Probably
the word is meant to carry beoth meanings at once. The offence, from
the Muses's orthodox point of view, is equally great, whether the
offending bard invented his own technique, or made such a mess of a
derived technique that nobody else could meke anything of it.
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ﬁ'm ig, of aam'sa, as has alrea&:v been suggested, a grest

deal of explication of ari’%iﬂal theory and

exemplification of
aritvmal %mgue, I;t would be idle %o present avezi a garzial

iist, m the raamaa% mnargen% ofa cemm mza fondemental
pﬁmiglas might bs very sketehily inéieate&» Reaﬁ {v, 1, 117 g1},
in a review, mntenﬁs: m; despite its bulk ia the scene of medern
lii;eratm, the novel remains the most méefiaim of litamry fsms,
ami i;haé :eritiaism lavished n;;an it is still the most aimless of all
sa@h efforts. He pmtasta that the first aim of all ari.‘l;ieiam
shauld be to disbinguish *srt? from *beautyt, that while, con-
sciously or unconsciously, this haa,%@an done in every other fisld,
it has aaamaly hm attempted in ms f@g@' Sean O'Faclain

{%, xmii&, 147 ff} kelims tim% a éis*&ina‘kma ones pmparly made
between prsse aw:% ;@aetryw-tha% the natzzra of prose is exp}.iait am%
direct in comparison with the richer a}.lnsivanass@i’ postry== is
passing‘aémy, Prose is being inersasingly %ﬁﬁ 4£‘ar postic purposes,
and he suggeshks that a more fmitml antinomy mn %ﬁ found hsﬁmm
explicit prose and prose mainly suggestive. F. sﬁ‘. Fling (XII, xlviii,
474 ££) bﬁl:i%eé,pee’&ry to be a quality which may be found in both
prose and’ verse, %azmn whieh thers is no fundamental distinetion,
both being ®words ink order?. If tﬁm' is a distinction between verse
and prose, it is in the stronger rhythmn of the former. Julien Benda
(T, 111, 227 £1) &iseﬁss% ‘the gas’f;siﬁ;‘li%y of a philas@p’hieai novel
which shall be truly yhi};aseyhiaal and a true ae#éla - Readers éf

novels are prgmarily interested in the 1ife of the chermcters, bub if
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the idea iz to be the living thing, the characters cannct have any
real Yife. Aside, however, from considerations of zmpmar%y, the

edvantagze of z truly philosephical novel m&l@ lie in m:m z the

1dsa intelligible and perceptible through incarnation.

Herbert Read (IV, iii, 581 £f) believes that a positive
poetry is possible when the aesthetie m&%mas of the poet co=-
operate with the current thought of phi}.amaphy, &3 in the eases of
Lueretius and Do

ate.” When a great post has to work in opposition
to the formlations of philosophy, as did Wordsworth, the result is
a negstive protest. This is, he thinks, the most useful distinction

that ean be made betwsen classicism and romantieism, and it is a
distinction, not of aesthetiec values, but between modes of operation.

Richard Chureh (IX, xxxv, 339 £f) holds all ard to be the product of

a@m@lmamary moods, ijéx the ar@i‘s%, of mm%iaism and glassicisnm.
. Sturge Moore {zx, xxxvil, 551 ff}, ?wléing that %ﬁa mraater-

istic axpmssﬁan of e}.amiaism is regularity, and ‘of romantiei:
b % o

larity, ean*sma that either of these can b& effective only
in eontrast to the obher, Sines =1l the rolations which constitute
the beauty of a work of art ave imternal, it follows that every

' poen st iﬁelu&a ‘both regular snd irregular clements, eonformity to
usage and departure from it.

Maritein {V, i, 7 ££) draws a primery ‘endinomy for art between
the supreme postulations of the essence taken in i%self transcendent-




- (19)

ally, and the conditions of existence called forth by this essence
85 it is vealized in the finite. There are thus two ways in which
commit suleide: the effort towards pure art, a concern

%:izzg azzs% in po way with ?a@i%s, Mﬁ'@m}ma tothe

eﬂﬁéitim;s af exisaama-wamlis% suieida» " a too 288y msi%,iaﬂ

4o its conditions of existence, the betrayal afﬁ%%aa effort mmnéa

pere arte-the gin of mmam %ﬁmmam {xrz1, =Ivil, 247

argues that wiile a work of art depends upon the ideas and

sensibility of its epoch, art must nevertheless aspire to the
eéﬂ@i%aa of %@er%ﬁmﬁsas; snd the demands of the Marxist erities,
wia&émxl& bind m,a‘a@&e@ﬁg %o the %@mp@rﬁl, ‘am‘ fatal to its
GEBGNCE, i‘."i‘he ﬁﬁﬁmm‘s mmm ef :i‘amign mméi@am mmsaﬁs
8n %mféiﬁaw azzwmp}.iﬁhm%t. % smmm é@a’e*&@a %o thia

' ta%k: vary in length frém a fow @g@g, 1;1 some W 7

o5 @m, in others. The most important. lﬁs@m gezwa:ieam of

Franece, GW, 8135.2&, ﬂ%sia, the %&i@aﬂ S%a‘wa, Denma , z%aly,
ﬁaﬁan@, and ’La%in Mﬁa Foc regtzlarly seaseahaé far mgveamxag

fﬁ&*&m&, which are Wx%ﬁ with gr@a% aar&.

But its most remarkable achievement as a literary review
proper is to be found in its ook Reviews. It would be very dieg-
iculd o name a ‘fﬁingm mg@%m hook published or ‘z’;@nmiahaé in
England from 1922 %o 1939 which was not reviewed in The Griterion.
Furthermore, its m@% of americen snd European books, while cer-

tainly not leyi

o any ¢lain to o amm mlmaaa, do repressut
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a very oxcellent selection from the tobal of ‘f@migﬁ publieations.

Az important as the selsction of books for review was the sslect

icn of reviewsyrs. Porheps mors nobeoworthy than even his
procuring $he articles of timely but lasting intevest which distin-

2 the gserw

ished The Criterion, was the Editor's feat in obtain:

d, and some of the best

vices of sasily the best eritics in Eagla

rope and America. Even & very incomplete 1ist wopld have to
contain a v@ry larze number of nemes. In reviewing books whose
intoraests wérs primavily literavy, %ﬁa?@fm,v besides the Editor
and his early assoelate, Richard Aldingbon, among others I. A.
- Read, Charles Whibley, L. C. Enights, J. Dover

Wilson, Bdith Sitwell, ¥. S. Tiing, Hiddliston Hurry, Orlc Willianms,
» To Sturge Hoors,

- John CGould Fleteher, Osbert Burdelt, Richard Chureh, lichael

Roberts, ¥. H. Auden, Conrad Alken, T. 0. Beacheroft, Robert

Seneourt, Stephen Spender, Louis MacWeice, A. Desmond Hawkins,
#iehael Sayers, Humbert Welfe, Mairo Praz, Peter Quennell,

Tillotson, Grigson, Davies, Rayner Heppenstanl, Gsorge Barker.

For books with historical, political and oconomic interests there
were Kenneth Pickthorn, Hoffman Nickerson, A. L. Horton, Bonamy

Dobree, &. L. Rowse, Douglas Jerrpld, A. J. Penty, Viscount

Lymington, G. Kitehen Clark, William King, H. W. J. Edwards, K. de.
» John Hayward.. For veligious, mebaphysieal,

epistemolegical, and seientific works, there were ¥é. 0. D¥Avey,

Paul Elmer ¥ore, Christopher Dawson, F. WeBechwin, Nontgomery
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Belgion, Charles Smyth, Alan Forber, Segar Thowold, Charles King,
. B Fo Tomlin. EE

But, to returm to the adequsoy of The Griterionts sub-title:
however dmportant the work which is pm@eﬁy indicated by 'A Lit-
‘erary Roviow® == and, a8 I have snmswﬁg it is of very great lo-
?@2’%&’&8@ e ﬁ& pan be arga@é %23&% the real task of the magazine,
the performance of vmiﬁla gave it 'i@ﬁ;nﬁmﬁa impeortnnce, lay in
£10lds not necessarily implied by its caption. The Biitor was cone
cerned, 1ot only with problems unique to the avbist, but with the
problens which wore fundementel to the eivilization of Furcpe, and
this concern was 2&@@3%&@? reflecbsd ié& his magazine. AS the
3}@3%»%?3.@; Bar I world g,%&aaﬁ.ly begame the : m%%iarlé Yar XX
world, the Dditor and those of his cmzz%;ri’mzt«;@a who were most
zzagmsmzﬁati?a of the Yhendeney' of The %&im@mx came more and
moxe to believe that, in the last amalysis, sll the problems of
eivilization resolved themselves into one basic problem: ' the
fundemental duelism between matber and spirit.. I is the conten~
tion of this paper that it is from the process by which it achieved
this vealization, and from the uncompromising position in which it
mbodied its answer to the smbinomy of f@;:mas; that The ,ﬁﬁtéﬂ@n

G <

- $inally devizes iLs real lmport
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Iz 1924 the problens of the post-lar world presented them-
golves iz =n nepest very 2iffepent to the one they eseumed in 1930.

Voverihelesy, oo contreslly mere ths contribot Ceiterion

eongernel with the prodleps of Yestern eivilization, thst & scon-

sadntentionslily in 1928 wms ém%

the virtesl dispossl

anad with sheedily
ing definitivences to the end of the desede, and oven then

of the contenticus issues by The Cpitemion

sonbributors was far in sévaees of ihe sttitude %&km% by most of

- woride

re=ssinblisheent of humsnistic stendards in pleece of the uiilite-
vion, howmnitarien,

and sygued the epplicstion of %

and romantic confusions M@m@% pravaient,

e eriterion of the general intel-

ligence %o the sphore of politics, s >4 that ¢o Bebbits
mossure of a1l tuings vemeined humen, end, without then guestion-

28 %g 28 ?ﬁ%@

ing whether the mevsly humen would suffies, exp

higi

spproval
and continuity in & world driven by irvesponsivle individvalism

o€ = method which would imorsase the possibility of orier

sloger and closer %o cheos and confusion. The %&%‘l’; year Gorham B.

‘HYunson, im "The Sceratie Virtues of Irving %@%ﬁﬁf {1v, 411, 494

ﬁ?};&?@&ﬁ z;m the souree of the modern cheos is romenticisn end
its ZI,%%K;?* z :

o this by the centralising i




yoar before, Baynond Yornandes, in P"The Exporitnce of Temen™

, B2 0} ghownd thuk in

nelotol by Richerd Aldisgten, (177, &=

ing thy personsl nabuve of thought Fewsan was In dangsr

heving ‘o veject inherited bolisd, Brought %o the sige of the abyss
of individusiion, Hewma
thought sud belief in Cold by ifmsisting v

constructed o bridse betwson Petionsl

son thet vary elenent which

the pepsoral nature of thoushts

zodledss wWils exvlnding the mystical slement.

Frox this basis he would couvimuc is
19iduation, Whils not depend~

which should oversons The dsugors of W
o faith vhieh he thinks

¢'D

sy lomger upT o mps

sounbouporery worlds

Bandaz, Iz FA Fronch @E‘ﬁ%iﬁi% af Bewman®
pon $ho ground thet

38 22}, 0bjests to the &
the egsentlel bridge by wdeh Yewm
idss of the divime is iysblc, and thab in conserenss T _

smpioyed :ia & systen whish excliudes

. ganasets the padional with the

+he superaatarzl. In the sawe volume, Yeubs, i3 "Dur Meed fu
' %3@ {17, i%tp 208 fg}ﬁ ?im for the reovognitl

lems that badovil the modern world. It 45 interseling

impossible in the

ristisnity offars the only possible eolution %o the
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Humanists which was to follows

!

i

Chrigtianity must meet today not the eriticism as its eccle-

siastics seem to imagine of the School of Voliaire, but of that oud

L . of which Christianity itself in part arose, the Sechool of Plate,
e @ a(iy. 311} '

Eliot, in a review of books by liddleton Murry, Hilaire
Belloe, H, G. Wells, T. A, Léfaay and Perey Ga d a ,‘ {V, 41, 253 £f)
is very unkind to such Protestants who, having lost their Christian
faith, Yeling aaspsr&%ely %0 the emotions which ,i.;he old belief
, mug@ﬁ“ because tiiay £ind those emotions pxeam;ﬁ He then
applies this unkindness very directly to Mr. lMurry, whose emotions,
derived from Christianity, now continue %o exist, he argues, without
either theology or faith. This action serv?eé’ %0 give a. new direc~

round had been prepavring.

‘¢ion to the econtroversy for which the backe
Elict had remarked, somewhat ambiguously, that he was “on the side.
of the intelligence"”, and had claimed M., Fernandez for the same

side. Thus challenged %o defend his position, Murry, in "Towards a

Synthesis®, (V, iii, 294 ££) eontends that there are two modes of
knowing: intuitive knowledge, which is qualitative, and intellee-
tual knowledgs, which is quantitative. Neither can be 'éuténeméus,
nor can they funection properly unless fusad. *i‘his synthesis is to
be achieved by Reason., Hr. Murry, afwr:éursomly examining St.

Thomas's thought, pays iﬁ.fb}ge_’ very high compliment of arguing that
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only sueh anpther synthesis as that of St. Thomas 1s capeble of
saving eivilization; but the essential elemeaﬁ in St. Thomas ==
Faith == is, %&r. Harpy argues, no longer possible, and withoud
glosely aeﬁzziag whet the necopsary substitute is ’!s:é be, he
suggests that it is %o be found in the "ubter loyalty to what is
truly natural to the best in man* which emerses from & irus read-
ing of Shakespeare's tragedies, and which has since besn understood

by only Keats and, apparently, Mr. Murry.

It was not lomg before this i@?itna'@ima 4o battle wmas acespbed.

In *The Thompstic Synthe: . ~?f'5~3.g$nwﬁ, {VI, 1%, 210 £f)

whieh sericusly quastiaaa the validity of zﬁr Hurry's episte ,.’mgy,
and indeed doubts the possibility of avpiving at any velid theory -
of knowledge whils ysjssting revelation, %heﬂa#.s M. G+ DPArvey up-
holds the possibility of faith oven inm the modern world, end meine:
tains the l&sﬁng usefnlnsss and vmaﬁy of the Thomfsitic synthe~- . ’

sig: Charles Mauran, in “Concerning

Intuitien” (VI, iii, 229 ££),
attacks the same basic assumptions of Mr. Hurry's theory of knowl-
edzs. Easa&@m«m Hr, Mﬂrx’y’s clain for aasynthasia as the only
solution availablé,’ but from the xizagatzm‘ 'msmla%ﬁ that we can
know nothing of our ra},avtiﬁa to reality, and mhiag af reality ite
self; avgues that zw-z; a rational but a m}.igigms syathasis da ves .
quired. In "A Note on Imelugemza_m Tntuition® {VI, iv, 252 ££),

' Fernandez Ydenters %;33.& controvarsy with the aetﬁmnes, #theugh -

perhaps for reasons which Mr. Elfot would not accept®, of Eliot's
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classification of him “on the side of what We call the intelli-
The intuition has its function, bub its testimony must be

taken only in conjunction with the use of the intelligence,
Pernandez however is unsble 4o believe that religious falth ean,
in the modern world, have move than 2 merely practical and moral

walue. It shoi}m, he thinks, be possible %o eonstruct a humanist
philosophy of values which should, for the individusl, have the

moral authority of & veligion.

In "Hr. Middleton Murry's Synthesis® (VI, iv, 340 £f),
Elm‘& ‘oo a‘i.l@,wa ®that thiera st ka#a its pﬂ’aace in a world of
; there may Ias m fm' in%%ﬁ.%am both at the top and at

off b&‘& insists “that in%a&ﬁm mwt always be .
tested, am% aapabla eﬁ' msz, ina aséaele af experience in mah
intellect plays a large park.® He -ﬂdienlea M’ﬁ divisien of

knpwiedge into gualitative am& mﬁi@a&im, gainaé by the intui-

- tion and the mtalliganca mapeetimly. He warns that. Y¥r. Yurey is
&t;ﬁamptiag to substitute poetry, whishat its highesﬁ ¥r. Murry
regards es the emprossion of perfect knowledge of rTeality gained
intuitively, for religion end philesophy, and that by so doing he.
falsifies not only religien and philosophy but also postry.

ans, to Eliet, keeping sepa-

“Being on the side of intelligence” me

‘rate the ﬁ:néi;iazw; of religion, philosophy and poetry, and assigning

to each its proper role in humen affeirs. Without committing him-

self completely, Eliot looks for a solubion to St. Thomas
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Aristotie.

gupport of the inbuition:

Therefore, far from being a parbleular aspeeh, or a secondsry

or subordinate moment ‘of cognitive activity, intuition is the

prineiple of kunowing, es regards both political and seientific
th@ﬁgh‘t. in faei;, ‘the concept of intuition cainekles with $he
concopt of original valus. (3_3. 267y

lioore, in an article shrowdly called "Towands

Simplieity® {VI, v, 4092 £f), argues that neither fa:;ﬁa nozy ﬁ.sﬁ@m

intuitive perceptions and intellectual conceptions are no more than
the data snd apparatus for the experimental progress of knowledge.
Less mechsmnistie, but squally intransigent to the claims made for
the intuition, Ernst Robert Curtius, in "Restoration of the Reason"

es of

O30,

89 £f), laments the disappsavance with the Middle A

{VI, v, 2
the idea of the "Burcpean man", and places as the object of civili-

zation the reconstruction of this ides. The only means by which

this can ba achieved is the use of the Rensons, ‘Wk&s&i@im, Nep-

Thomism, and similar phonomens

are somewhat sweepingly regerded as
 mesns, in mmmaa}.ms uampwzant, but ecapable of great use %o this
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end, It is curious to observe that slthough the controversy had
by this reached a fairly advanced stage, Here Curtius 4id not con-
corn himself explisitly with either the possibility or the desira=

bility of a vebturn %o Taith.

. In "Concerning Intelligence® (VI, vi, 524, £}, Mr. Wrry
anren aﬁﬂ

sets out to answer the objostions of Father D*Avey, Hm.
Fernendez, and Mr. Eliot, and goes very far indeed, although whether
he meets their objections is at least doubtful. He lays claim to

the sanction of St. Themas for the imtuition, thus interpreting St.
Thomag®s mgﬁiaa %@a% there are right MMQ by ~c§§g_mmutyﬂ
and "inclinstion®. Ho admits the 'A%ﬁﬁﬁtyaf the funetion of the
intelligence to separate, for purposes éf better understanding, the
functions of religion, philosophy and postry, bub refuses utterly
to agres that there can be any validity in kesping them separate.
He believes that they are but different modes of the same thing:

the apprehension of reality, aaé {hat thus they can have real sxis-

tence only together. wg final fusion is one of the funetions of

that synthesising forss wich he has cslled the R
makas fmz' poetry soue WE’ large clalms. He treats philosophy as
’%ka abatract @eneepml ,a@pmhmsiéﬁ of realit’y, religion as the -
amotional apprehension of ma?:.i%y, and suggests that ?%m, being.
the cousummation of these two modes of apprehension, and thus truly
"natural® o msn in the highest sense, is more than a substitute for
religion and philosophy: it is o superior function %o which menw-
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that is, Shakespeare, Keats and fr. Murry--have developed, end
which econtains the possibility of a solution of all evil.

This claim was, ‘i% seems,--and understandably,~--one which

lePt the other controversialists for soms time with nothing which

they wanted to say. Instead the argument Toverted ones more for
%he time being to an examination of the humanist position, In a
14zation (VIIT, mxx, 161 ££), Eliot

veview of Clive Ballis CGiwv

gays %.at if herssy be taken pﬁl@m@kﬁ&ﬁl}.ﬁ as *hhe over-emph asis
of pard of *!;he w& %ér. Eall is ‘an Imre%iaa Bais h@ goes on to
say that if thisz book makes any amvar‘w %;-Ball'a pri?am form of

manism that will be of genecral advantage. Read, in ﬁ@ sm and

the Absoluts® imx} ;"

‘mﬁs 270 ff}, mmﬁ the mﬁﬁ@f%’

Foerster, which is the least veliglous of the variebies of Amevican

fem, end that of M. Julien Benda, which is a French humanism

oA

‘potentially religious. Both assumed the fum
human nature. Fospster does not eredit the p@%ibﬁ.%y of super=

human reality. In that his rational hunanism seeks %o ercate
order and authority, it is in that degree superior to the vemantie

humanism which leads to unrestricted individualism, Benda's

m&‘zs

.em asserts the absolute difference between the finite and the
Iﬁi‘iﬁi@&, and thus léaves room for the entry of & superhumsn authority.
Ths shsence of this poagibility in ﬁ‘aamﬁar’s ‘theory is, thinks Reed,

its final weskness. In "Is Humanism a B@mgiw?“ {vIiz, ===

%['79 582 |
syumpathetic to ﬁmariean hwaiam insofer as

£2), G. X. Chesterton is
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1% would intvoduse a principle of order into regnaut chaos. Bub he
400 sees humanisn as an horssy, cannot believe that the rivelry

bebwoen bumanism end religion is a rivalry of equals:

I m}.ﬁm i% is = rivelryy bebween tha pam}.s tlm foantaing

betwesn the firebrands and the £ire « « o o ~ 1 he mvsﬁ
%ha torch very wildly, %hough he would have used t%ae torch to
&m}m half the worlé, the tereh zeally went oub vary soon.
z; 351 :

o

He aimzmﬁ%s ‘humsnism or any other spirﬁmal eagm% cutside
the geatm sgir%%aal maiﬁi@a, heeaus& b;ﬁ _aas vo faith in ibs
ebility %o endure. -

?&u&;-ﬁ%& More, in "An Lbsolute an Awshoritative Chureh®

(VvITI, x=xxiis 698 £7), eemylains of the maveality and i;ha disadvan=

“dage of @fiarmg men & single gﬁ&iﬁa betusen abselum standards ef
belief end sbsolute irresponsibility of belief, and contends that
in the 1ight of modern seionce such a choice must of mecessity throw
reasomsble men into sbsolute individuelism, which is the way of
spiritusl death. He conmtends thet, as usual, the truth lies in a
medistorial view: in an suthoribative Church which, while ﬁ%v
necesserily infallible, cen yst serve as & principle of spiritusl
authority and as a ramga» ‘

In a fundemental, if sympathetic, snalysis, Allen Tate {"The

-1 L |
B"ai;‘w of Humenism®, (VIII, 53, 661 £f) reveals Foerster %o be, in
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spite of himsolf, a naturelick. Babbidt, he srgues, is a "sound®
man, but his soundness is guaventeed only by kis personality.
Hove, it is trus, has a "religion”, but his religion, being inde~

pendent aud without dogma, nmst vemsin ineommunicsble, ané thus

naea@swily not a true veligion. Nore, like t’ze aﬁﬁers, aceepts
" morelity fszr moralityts sake, snd his @&aim{m ie a8 mach an oute
rage azpeza reason as the doctrine of art for ,am*a sako. Tatc's

aggumptions are

P d:ha% fumenism is nob enoush, and that f.f +he values for
which the Humsnist pleads are to be made rational, oven intsl-
ligible, the prior condition of an ebjeciivs religion is nee-
8S88YY o » .« oReligion is the sole +echniqus fer the mliﬂatmg
of Talues. {p. ﬁ?&}

The previous ;«;’ear, in an egsey pmalis;zeﬁ elsaﬁ;hare { *’%@ ”fimmiem

of Irving Bak%ﬁs‘u'” 1927}, mﬁ.a’h, ffam the m‘*emiﬁa that "Humani
sither an altam%iva% roliglen, o is a&eﬁlary %o it", argues
thet an "humanistie™ civilization such as that aimed ab by Bubbits
is not feasidle, ::mzi comes

e o ob0 the eanelﬂeieﬁ that the mumanistic zmixz% of view is
auziliary to and dependent upon the religiocus point of view..
Tor us, veligion is Christianity; and ?hz;is@iam&y im:glies,

‘think, t&ae eame;:tian of the Ghumm

?ﬂ&r&tﬁ?’iﬁ RS 1;1 ﬁm and Re}‘igiﬁﬂﬁ {ﬂ, ' 25 ff)#

emsideré the quaaiziaa&' raised 3&3 éhestartan,’ 'Read and Fliot. He

(2) 7.8, Ellot Selected Essays 1017- 52 Harcourt Brace,
New York, 1954e P 391
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rejects the analogy of the pool and the :Emmtam on the ground
that humanism does not derive from Christianity, but, like
Christianity, from the culture of Greece.

¥t iz not a2 peligion, ﬂ%ﬁam, it zem, azgh%%z@ @a of the
*athical imagination®, inelude, and :masaﬁ;, raise, the zeligim -

‘ mae%iem it is a philosophy of values. With its powers of endur-
anes he 13 w;% coneernsd. To %&3@ objeetion that 1% mm&%g 1o

negessary genter o wmaa ﬁi@amﬁa& way adbere, ha amagfs the

¢laim of the Yimmer authority™. Iz " % ‘Z‘hmrg of ‘ifa}.ua”

erts asawﬁiaﬂ that

{IX, xxw, 2% ff} » Fornandez W& ?1’ 
vy of values, bub p‘.{a%ﬁ groater

humanisn .i,a primaril
enphasis than did Foerster upon its eriticsl nature. In a roview

of Foorster's Humanisy and ,ﬁmazfim, Prilip 5. aiszhafﬁa {IX, EExvid

44 28}, welcomes Wz&n as & great improve :m; wer romanticism,
end is especislly pleased thot this new principle sf order should
yom Smerica. He treats s 1ittle cavelieriy the repeated

come £

asserbions of Feewster Babbitt thet humeni
voreed from super-humsnism, znd aa%iﬁiwas an immsizag m}.ﬁgﬁwﬁ
piss. Huch more aa%e@ariml is %ﬁﬁﬁc@hﬁr ﬁ&%i}ﬁ ?%& %ﬁ af an
Age™ IX, m&; 386 £2), who imia% %ais the impulse of the

Renaissance ig baz cpupt, that its buseniem has been replsced by

mochaniem, and that he only healthy bumsnism i that of St. Franels
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The eholes thet is sctuelly before us is not betwsen an indie
viduslistic humanism and soms form of collectivism, but be-
twesn 2 collsetiviem which is purely mechanistic snd one
which is purely spiritusl. Spiritual individuslism is
ineapeble of stending out against the oollectiviem end stande’
ardization of modern 1ife. It is only by a return to spirit~
uel solidarity thet modern eivilization can recoveriSpiritual
principle of whieh it stands so greatly in nesd. (p. 400)

xaminabion of humanism having, for the time being,

sesmed 'wfiéienﬁly Masti?e, it vemained for the 2?@2&5&%},&
+ lurry %o re-open the phase of the éiamsian which had hama.

suspended Tollowing his glaim ‘that ‘I;he ralzgiws fmzm was ‘

mte:e filled by 33&%@3 Ia a mﬁw of Ha 1A ?am&e&f 8 The

) {ZX, xavy 349 £f), %é:e, Marry equa%es Faassafz*s

wsfsi@zam to bis own Wmamism" The naturalist iz not ag
tolerant :ai' %Iw inmmeéim humenist as are the super-naturslists:

Shoulder your by rde R, saya o, Babbiﬁt s%em}.y, trust in the

ethical will, the veto~-power. Bub that is 21l moral bombast,

impressive perhaps in a ‘elags-room, ’m:t siﬂgfﬂarly i‘atila in
the 1ife that is lived. {g. 357}

He is not, however, very specifie, either as to the nature of M.
Fengeots mysticlsnm or the nature of his own neturslism. Tiiot,

in 2 review of Mr. Murry's book Ced: Beins on Tntveduebion to the

Seignce of Metebiology (XX, xxxv, 333 £f), defines Mr. Hurry's

religion of “metsbiology™ as a slightly disguised tremscendentel
form of naturalism. OF the "metabiology™ itself, he compleins that

%o him 1% is meeningless. Nwy. Murry, while spparvently unconcerned
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AiRth defining "metabiology®, is not averse to showing the implica-
tioms of his "paturalism®, ("™The Detachment of Naturalism® IX,
xxxzvii, 642 £f), Writing of M. Fernandesz he says:

What he calls Humanism o o we eall Naturalism » o o M
Fernandez sees clearly enough that moralily must be dstached
from reiigiong aw& hs satisfactorily establishes that

{p. 658)

| Mir. Murey then procesds to assign morality %o the spere of politics,

and %o abstract from religion the pursly spiritual, vwhich he calls
Naturslism. What is then left of religion--forms, which he thinks
empby; worship, which he thinks barbasrous; suthority, which he

thinks ugurped and extraneous--ir. Murry is willing, almost eager,
to disregard, Spirituality thus being refined to a quintessencs,
¥p. Hurry shows us what it means for poets %o be the true legisla-

tors of mankind:

Spirit is that which does not belong to the flux; it is the
eternal and impersonal pesidue of being which can contemplate
the separation of existence from itself, and is itself only
when that separation is acecomplished. Once separvate, it is
the true friend of existence, and i‘ba only éisiatarestaﬁ OnG.

{P. 659)

In an essay published elsewhere ("Second *i’hzmghts on

Rumenism® 1929), Eliot recapitulates the fundamental objections to

humanism which have emerged from the comtroversy. As in the earlier
iﬁstama, the most -comprohensive of Mr. Eurfy’s clainms did not receive
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the attention of a dirvect reply, but az»&iﬁelw&fe& by implieation -
in the argument which is oppesed to humenism. In this essay Eliot
bases his position upon Hulme, wlmmm qﬁe@a;

I bold the religious conecoption of ultimate values o be right,
the humanist wrong. From the nature of things, these ecatego-
mes m mz iawitabla, 3.11:@ the categeriea of time and space,
3qually : - speaking of religion, it is %o
this lwel ei‘ abstra%iaa tha% I wish to refer. I have none
of the feelings of nostalgia, the revevence for tradition, the
desire to recapturc the sentiment of Fra Angelico, which seems
to animate most modern defenders of religion. All that seems
o me to be bosh. What is imporbant, is what nobody seems to
realize-~the dogmas like that of Original Sin, which ave the
closest expression of the categories of the religious attitude.
That man is in no sense perfect, but a wretched creaturs, who
can yeot apprshend perfection. It is noeb , then, that I put up
with the Bogma for the sake of the santiment. ‘but that I may
possibly swallow the sentiment for the sake of dogma. (3)

" In 1923, in the section devoted to a review of German period-
OB m&&l&

icals, the rwiﬁmr suggested 'khat the é@aﬁh of the
elasses which was fellewmg tim past—@‘ar depression, would in tha
long mn prove the death of Geman eulture, The implications of
this idea were, he thought, the same as the implications to be
found in the genersl dominance of German thought by the Spenglerien
idea. Two yaam later, Henri ﬁa&sia { "Defense of the Westr, ?art

e, W, ii’ 22% ffa ?m ‘i X?a ii%’ %‘?6 ff}’ mtmﬂead iﬁ &

~(3) Selected Essays, p.402
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passionate defeonse of Yestern clvilizetien, = k

elly; the sapping of B wepean

3 L

 witality throogh just sueh decedence ns he represent

to b2. Tho vast and impersons)
arguel, intrenched in Russt
1ife iz the will 2;@ %, that of the Zast, the seareh for an %ﬁi’stﬁ?@

from being. The m@m 1dea for Burape is ¢

— azo iﬁ tha @" :
wo. Foplaned b3 asotlicr * such idea, gﬁr&&m of %

aropo, 1f elvilises

powerful, if ruthless, &Wﬁg’ and it sets itself
inaltorably sgeinst the infly
unanswersd. In a very Ifmg lst’%;@r o '%2&«5 m&m {% i, 100 £2),

Yasudeo B. Hetia zzw&mﬁa ﬁm far fm ?aesmg maai m m@@ﬁm%

uence of the Zast. It did mot go

zation of
basis of the

Buvope, the Tast is its very matriz. All thet is ab the
sgeomplishuent of Zurope..- Groek and Lakin oulture,
uthority,-derives eventually from the

%ﬁ ‘That whieh iz destroy
ﬁ&%ﬂ&lﬁaﬁg m f&m ﬁ.ﬁﬁ% ﬁf Wag@‘v;; fﬁmﬁ@ % ‘5}%@ %&3‘%’

ing Zurope=-individuslism, mechanism,

Yow tradition is the soul of the race to vhich the artist belonge,
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aud if the post or artist discards the soul of his race and
wants to ereate within his own littie lifetime another tradi-
tionm, he is bound %o fail: for It is like one cell of a body
$elling its comparion cells that it will separate itself from
them and live its own 1ifel...The majority of artists today
would consider it a mortal insult if they were told that their
work resembled that of somsone slse. The great truth, theve-
fore, which the Bast can teach the West is—-lndiﬂdualim
lowers, but tradition exalts, avk. (p. 2.{35} :

Less fundamental and less aazrif:a}. is en ax%ial.a enbitled "The

Meeting of the East and the West® (VII, iv, 325 £f), by Sirdar
Tkbal Alf Shah. He is the conventional apolozist, who makes a long
and %@eﬁiﬁm& 1ist of the contributions of the Fast %o the West,
ifferences ’e@*ﬁm@a them. John Gould Fletcher

and m’:%mizea the ¢
{"Bast and West", m, iv, 306 ££), im opposing He Hessis, ap-

. proaches the problem from a raéieaily differsnt point of view. He
avzues that the gmat historie possibility of the m@ﬁiaml paﬁeé
in Europe, the spiritaal and secular uaifiaa%im of Hurope as an
entity under a sing}.a authority, was ées%m;mé’ permenently by the
failure, on the one hand, of the Papacy during the schism of 1309,

and, on the other hand, of the Holy Romsn Tmpive with the defeat of
theﬁhi}}laaiina eause; TFletecher fﬁ:ﬁéé 4% impossible any longer %o
believe in e. He ssea@‘ the emergence upon the yeob mmha&a
polity of $he world of three crescent forces, Ameriea in the West,
Russia in the Bast, and, between these, the still indeterminate
British Commonwealth of Nations. :These, either severally or
eollectively, will produce the new eivilization. None of them are

Baropean, although all of them derive in a measure @ren
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Wwwww* %f& {j} &W \ $ruth and so is more d eceptive than ne
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It is with Speagler*a forpula ard even with :Sgezzgle?*s aceent »ha*
r&a Fletcher &aﬁims the death of Burops.

¢ and similar controversialists came to center their opp-
% of the Duropesn Ides upon partiewlar phil-

psition Lo and suppy

wer given te Flstcher's Spenglerism by

xvii, 751 ££), may be regarded as ?@Pm%”'” .

a%im in tone, if mot. mzi% mm%ati% of the best in matan:&,

of the a&gwwaw ap;;es@é i;@ the i&ea +hat Tara pean @iﬁlizaﬁmz was

Doctor Spenglerts thesis g an ammmy %mnnﬁ of meba~-
physle and morphology.s.To the conespt of mechanical progress
Spengler stitches on that of mechanical decay....The wise men
from Plato through Descartes and Tylor to Spengler have fuddled
ug with their abstractions. They have fuddled us to such an
extent that we can't tell the difference between assumptions
mimtiﬁg in the woid and inferences based upon historieal

\ evidences..s.Spengler*s contention, of eaarse, embodies a helf

: sked falschood...To sub=

serve,nomad chieftain preceded the ;m%}.&ﬁ dynastie ruler;

: ,uma is unguestionably a reversal of the true historieal -

, am was of Ur before he went treasurse-hunting in
W, «ssthe bistorieal verdict on Spenglerisnm is thet i8 is
Tar ﬁe expoerience; the sthieal verdiet which relegates all

. ternalized philosophies to the dust-bin is thet "the
_ Kingéw ef ‘Heaven 1s with:in you'. {m;. 7317}

Long before snéh,matters had become the general concern of
English intellectusl circles, the pelated problems of Communism and

Facism were the concern of The Criteriom. A%t first this conmcern was
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net sufficlently immediate to give vise to open controversy, and

was limited to the Commentary of the Bditer.

taged on sueh o vast scale, Wﬁgﬁﬁ a pieturesque, e
-v&@lm ané. mmia people; involving such disorder, rapine, R
assassination, stervation, and plegus, should have something 86 T
show for the expense: =2 new culture horrible at the worst, but
4n any event maemﬁag sseelt i3 not justified by the dreary
pieture,..lir. Trote udly presents as the aﬁmm of hz.e

revolutionsess. 'mz'x, 13} (4).

being supplied by

A yoar later, with the point of departure
in, Eliot sayss , ' -

& spesch of Hrs

sasihe Emn Empire does concern U2, «0»Ths 93.& W Empire
is an Buropeav idea; the new Roman Emp&w is an Italien idea,
and the two mas% % kept &isﬁaﬁ%« sseTho general idea I
found in the eontimity of the impulse of Rome %o the present
day.' I% suggosts Authority and Tradition, certainly, but

mmmzy and Tradition {especially the latber) do not nsces~

idea 'af a common mm of Westorn Burope. {I?, i:l, 22)

And again, two m Iaizaw, %hs aeﬁas&@n ba#.ng the mgﬁg‘b of &

wmwmm ealleéi The

sriﬁsh Lion, the organ of the British

Faselsts,

(%} It my be observed in passing isha% this passage contains a
i zample of the unfailr waz%alism which Eliot was sometimes

gmaaa o indulge: "It remaing only £0 0BISTVS....that his portrait
chows a slighd mm%lanaa to th@ ;;aee @? ﬁm siémy ??ablas

' suggest Signor Mussolini....It is in fact the Furopean idie — % i
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% aﬂ%gﬁﬁ%@ %&ﬁ 2@3 % "%ﬁtis@z Mﬁm ﬁ%ﬂ% Mﬁ@z

%%a% @f mzw? m mﬁ.g adnival 7
sapport %3 @3&@ %ﬁa mg M& zmm and e
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limited to the Commenbavy of the ¥ditor. In an article enbitled
"The Literature of Fascism® ;ms:, xi, 280 £1), Eliot, ?fhﬁ is
“mtems%% i political ﬁaaa, put sot ﬁ.a polities,” sayss

What reaily mabtbers is whebher Paselsn is the emergence of a
.. new poilfical idea, or the recrudescence of an old one, that
- may infach the whole of Burops as Parlianenterism infected
(a% in j:;&za ninetesnth ¢entury, or amgimer it is purely hcaz..
234 38:

He finds that as practical ways of ordering a nation both
Belshevisn end Pascisn are of intevest, but in their pretence to &
kind of supernatural faith they ave humbug. A complete democracy,

sueh as communisn professes to achieve, mist be either monstrous

or a ﬁsiusiam What coneepts of veal walus there are in faseism,
exist in a m},z meré palatable form &m French Royalism. Bebween
these latber m thers are, fw‘s}z@; Lo éaaﬁm ﬁszérsﬂeam

The E?am}z oppose the idea af eonsesrated yoyalbty and ?2316 wm»
tinuity of myal succession to the Iﬁalmn iden af a personsl and
uninheritable ﬁgﬁaﬁﬁr&@ i;ha idea of éasﬁm‘aralizatien and loeal
mmﬁbﬁ%ﬁy %;a the iﬁea of a eaza%mﬁzatim m&all@ﬁ upm %ha%
-‘%*i;ly s:ay m, i“i;

of ﬁ&%ﬁ%ﬁa m aﬁ.%hngh he éiaes 3&%
may be mfmaé %&a’k ﬁiﬂ% z‘egarés %?&B ﬁm%&mﬁty of Fremeh
royalty as Wm, tiza% of Italiaﬁ fassism as adventitious.
Finslly, |

- The function of politial theory is not to form a working Party,
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but 4o parmeste soclisty and consequently all parbies...but
sound politieal thought in ons countrzy is not to be buils on
political facte in another country...Both Bussian Communism
and Italion Faseism seem $o me o hage died as p@litw&l
idens, in becoming politieal facks, {p. 290)

, This essay would seem to have been aceompanied by a private
invitation to representstives of eommunist and faselist thousht in
igland to present, in ‘ﬁmﬁr&% rion, their 'altmmva interpretations.

A. L. Rowss, in "The Literaturs of Comsmnisa® {virs, xmxii, 422 ££),
insists that the idea of commmisn 15 mot dead. He aceounts by

historieal inference for ¥he failuve of Tngland to d Taw the availe

able politiesl and soeisl sustensnce from Marxixw, but argues that
with the eontinued decline of the efficiency of capitalist enterprise

the relevance of Marzist thousht o the gngliah situation will

become more apparent. J. S. Bamnes, m "Fascism® (VIII, xxzid, 445

££), is more sxp;,iei‘* in izis m.aima fwf ?aaeiam‘ To himg it

repmsea%s 2 new smh%is hasaﬁ agmz %hs Rovun ﬁméi%mz; a:? aa%hwity, ,

both p@litiml and %elaaia;ﬁm Izs aen&mli :L&aa é.s tha mpuﬁiatmn
- e &aﬁeﬁaﬁm M of any Ea&malis% i}hﬁt}?@' m*;' %he 3‘2;& For the
liberal idea of izhe ﬁam;i.@ty of the ?gla, it mﬁﬁﬁ%% the
sovereignty of the State %’Eé@biﬁa. Liberty I’wam ot a right, but

the complement of Law, Ths enés are msaqa@aﬁly to be res

ideal, but i%s praatiaa 3.5, eef nmssi%y.-mand tizis is aimzzz% of priﬁe, |

~wentirely pragmstic. He mjaﬁ%s Eliot*s eem;entma that i* ia
sterile by insisting tﬁa’h its izmly rswiaﬁeaary ehametaf 13 ta be
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found in its change of spirvitual evaluation.

Tn his snswor Ho these last two arguments ‘( "My, Barnes and
Mr. Howse" VIIX, =zxxiil, 682 £7), Eliot vepeats that to him |
faseism and commnnism seem, as ideas,to be thoroughiy sterilized.
He defines a rémluﬁie idea as one which requires a reorganization
of the mind, and mnﬁenéé that fascism and communism have become
the patural idess of thoughtless people. Ma he vegards as at least ’
a suggestion that tham doctrines are merely variabions of the
same doctrine, and even that they are merely mmﬁeﬁa of the
ex:is%ag state of affairs. Nothing, he says, plesses people more
than to go om thinking what they have always thought, and at the

o | -
o tims imagine that they are thinking something new andder-
ing: it combines the sdvantege of seourity with the delight of

aﬁvaﬂturéa~

T# would be interesting to kuow whether Ellet thought that

this essay would end the controversy. If he did, he wms o be

undeceived. In returning to the attack, Ur. Barnes ("Faseism: 4

Reply” @x,v, 70 2‘2}4-‘&3 Par’aim}.arly concerned to mfgﬁar the
saggastim é;hat faseism and communism are &im}.ar. Eﬁa emphasizes
three Msﬁfﬁiﬂma economic, imsofar as commmnism is
smialisti@; whﬁ.le faseism encourages pﬁwta rﬁ,ﬁt&@ﬂss; religious,
insofer as conmmisn is materialistic and atheistic, and fasolsn is
th‘ia‘éiaﬁ; saeial, insofar és bolshevism would destrog the faxéily,
while fasoisn emphasizes its importance. Iir Rowse ("Marxism: A

Reply” IX,

xxxiv, 84 £7] 38 equally indignant at the suggestion
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that there is = besic similarity betwoen feseism end his own theory.

To 'him, the basic éif‘fe:mmes aré o be found in that comuunise

aimz st transcending the si:r;*&'e and at achieving a a};assléss seei%y,
while fasecism means the glorification of groups and ’ﬁlasaeag that
commundsn ia internctional &:zﬁ fascism national. He implies a

further differences for 3:‘;15 own theory he &g&iﬁ makes the ¢lainm ef |

s r@?él&‘i&i@ﬂ&:‘? character, while it may be iaﬁ‘wm@ that he subscribes
0 Eliﬁ@%*ﬁ opinion %h.a‘i; fascian is &t@ﬁi@i

With the rejoinders of Nr. Barnes and Im. ?amﬁ, the avowed
eemz'mfay deme to am end. Tt is thus very eurious %o find,
the nexhqnma an article by ir. Rowse {%e%%w and Practice
of Wﬁiﬁm‘* IX, xxxvi, 451 £F) which, m&‘.@ not explieitly
polenical, m«%&‘&&a ‘fﬁi‘kh Pow 4if f%@m% tm e@aﬁantst mm&y

twice ;;mﬁen%ﬁ# ‘He agala m&i@mm taat comn -f:-'ism éz.:ﬁfem

1&3.1y ?mza .saseismg and %ma% %% ig f@?&l&‘ti@ﬁaﬁ‘y* i;izat it

is in fact a new ﬁ@naiasama, eapable af;gr;m;iaeiﬂg & m

Whether the arg@%% nere is more m&méﬁ%al and mm gonvineling

than in its sarlier contexts is doubtful, bub, whether it or another

sourse provided the sﬁiz@:ﬁ,m, the Commentary for the next guarter
ima m‘mia 587 £} abandons the idea f;}:tais \mmim is steriles
.Zm%a&, mws @ays it th@ very considerable eafa@lmam of consider~ : |
mg it as a sepious al%ema%% %o ﬁ%ﬁaﬁi&mty‘, Fig ?@% of :

departure is =n expression of iﬁﬁigaatmg with the Labour Government



for digplaying ils mutm‘*y of the "grest British instinet far
Compromiss™ and he obsorves that 1% is beeoning inereasingly
evident thabt thers ave only i politieal slasses: those who
have in common the spirit of compronise and those who have in
maon the spirit of prineiple. ’i%"as daugor is thus that publie

men will be divided into "Srimmers™ and men of prineiple, and

ssoblial pen of mﬁmﬁ%yl@,.um %@w& &itherﬂ mr% Torvies
or extrene Communists, with [po doubt) 2 vespeet for each

other thet they cannot fesl for the tr&mam, and perhaps in
consequence & sense of morel relief at having somsthing positive
*ﬁa fight. There is a very practical sense in which it is
possible to "Love one's ensmies®™; and the Tory of Lonorrow and
ﬁ:.a gommunist of tomorrow will ?&Z’E&g& love eash other bebter
than they ean love the politicisns. (p. 590)

The compliment of serious opposition, however, is not extended to
the vegstarian soeizlism of ip, Shew,) the other Fabiams, and the

 Labour Parby:

sssthe 018 contrast betwsen aazai‘halism and socialism is harély
zoing Yo suffice for the next forby yeavrs, It is not frae
that everyone will be bérn into the world either a litile
Capitalist or & 1ittle Soeialist; and some porsons sven suspsch
that Socisllianm is merely a variant of Capitalism, or viee versa;
aid that the combat of Tweedledum and Tweedledee is not 3ikely
$0 lead to any millenium. (X, zli, 714-15)
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It is not 4ifficult %o ﬁ%@@mgm whet direction The

SEemy 3,%3 ons

 Ceiterion's own bias turned, From its imesption, for

of its ehisf features had %mazi the ﬁi%ammz izzi erpretations pub-

1ished b7 it %zﬁ.@z zore or less rezularity. It mﬁﬁ m be trus to

B ;a&g that m of %ﬁ%ﬁ interpretations tended in *%;%z@ gama dive
fron tize to time, But not with @ay parkegd z’ma;amm articies or

rovieus ere deviations:

doviated from the rain %@a&myﬂ But they w
5 unmistekeble. In the firet volums, in a series of

=y

the tondeney w

d the Wbig-history interprete-

broke, and deslaved 1t false and misleadinz, To hinm

two arbicles, Cherles Yhibley exenmin

iwesabed %%E% in ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’%ﬁ@’g ?i@@ t@ Mﬁm %§ @m ot St

expression of the Age of imne, and he

Eoiais

h, For Belingbroke, history was gﬁm

might find a fruitful approac
marily a tral *ﬁg in private apd pubdblic morals, end, like a},i
seperated from public morals, % hin the two worst forms of gove

ernmont were abgolute ponevehy, which is tyranny, and abaolute de-

merchy both. Whibley draws, pointa,

moepacy, which is tyrenny anf

and underiines the smoval: Io Bolingbroke, the first was sn histor-

ical reality, ths s0e0 ad only & nightmersy € il fs &

dismal reslity. ¥, W Bain {17897, 111, igs 45 £7}, rejects the

zor” es an irrele-~

conventionsl historicel exzplanation of ™The Tex
@ Revolution.

vant, if doplorable, by-produst of the ¥y

anst

‘he uses ¥ihe TYerror” as the posaible oxsl: ton of %Eaé Bevoe

intion itself, His theory is that the ceuge of Reveolution i;a???:m%
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oppression, but, on the contrary, the growing prosperity of one
class in the realm in proportion to the whole of the realm, pro=
vided that thal class is not the governing class, The resulbing
disproportion between the share of the material weaslth of the
pation whieh is controlled by the prospering class and that
class's shere in the distribution of political power, gives rise
to its creseent political ambition. This new ambitious mood,
backed by the materisl poteney of the emergent group wimn the
gtete, is the true cause of mm}miea.' Bain supports his hy-
pothesis by reference to the facts of the Freneh Revolution., The
old regime was not, on the eve of the Revolution, 'egﬁrsssive: on
the contrary, it was notoriously lex in the first business of gov-
erpment, the maintenence of order, The masses who were incited to
revelt were not, except for a single bad winter, snffarﬁ.ng unusual
yrivatieﬁ; they were in better esonomic ‘eircumstances ‘éhan %hey
had been a decade or even a generation earlier., The cause is to

be found in the condition of the urban middle classes, These,

garrisd along by the wave of new industrislism and new methods of .

finance, were coming into possession of an amount of :;‘eal weslith

totally disproportionate o their share im politieal influence.
In France, the middle classes were not a separate Estate of the
Realm. They wished to be, and they wished to be the dominant s~
tate, The resuli was ”@m Terror®~-planned, ea:laala%:éé,, Ansti~-
gated by the representatives of the middle classes; exaeuteﬁ“ by

them through the agency of the meh‘
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By mo means all of the Tory imterpretations of nistory
whieh appaamé in The ﬂri%&im were formal aésa:;s on history as
suech. Huch more of this view may be gathered from the Book Re-
views. Cherles H, Smyth, in a review of Ven Tyne's "England and
America: Rivals in the Ameriecen Revolution" (VII, iv, 426 ££) )
loses all patience with the Whig apologists for the role played
i-;y England in the Americen Revolution. The Whigs, he seys, in
their treasonous unsuppord 95? George III, approved the issue af the
Revolutionary ways, not because it marked the triumph of the prin=-
¢iples of the Ameriesn Revolution, whieh, if they hed understood,
they would have cordially disliked, but because it vimdicated the
prineiples of the "Glorious Revolution® of 1688, The political
results whieh ’bm “?maﬁan Oligerchy®, beaten by the King at
their own game of Parliamentary corruption, hed hoped to achisve
by an extension of the fr’anehisa, had been achieved for '%heaé by

the aenﬁhinam Army with the sssistence of the Ewogeéﬁ POWETS,

They therefore dropped the eause of electoral reform, end did

Bot aggia take it up until they found themselves onee more in
opposition, Their attitude was ymfamiy eynical; Smyth shows
that it has ?saé;fa the business of their historiansg to justify it, |
and o transform what was merely & practiesl issue into an essen-
tially moral one, A year later, writi’ag éﬂ B, 5 Gs mﬁw*s
“Augustan Age” (viiy, ==xi, 33 £f), he argues thet ainea it is
ultimately impossible for an infidel m be a true 'Eory, and since

Bolingbroke was, he says, an infiégi, the Toxry tmﬁitien passe&
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direetly fron Aone to George I13. Ee then argues

 that the tide of

Christien Tovyism is gressent, and aa%; iz the Thomi

eble French intollestusl eircles, in the tresd £

 evefulity the sefence of Durope ani America, in the waning of the
mtion of the old politicsl philosopl

Later {1z, =xxiv, 134 £f}, ie erpulng
goply to the moders silustion, he raintains

1670=72" {X, xxxix, 561 £7}, Kenneth Pickihorn, the Cand

historien, sides with Feiling ja 2 new kindness for cherles 1%

herles®s motives in the Duteh Wers, far
wn ignorenee and cupidity, ie to
verds traditionsl -

‘ﬂ 3 ’&3%’ G¥ s ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ%& is %‘%ﬁmﬁ

rth eoalition, end so $o breek the fall of the "Venetien Oligarchy®,
sightesnth century could not have passed into the ninetosuth

Pypanah E%G&ﬁ%i%

e 8 s with %&@ #hig verdict of the w%m ah e v
George I1I, Bedoyere insists that had not Gsorge, during the wave
opulerity thet followed his defeat of the Oligarehy, proved %o
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the nation that a Kiag could be a mza and aﬁ‘éxamyle of
religion and decency to his people, it would havs baen im;aaasibi@ '
for his gm.aﬁﬁaaghter %o root the monarehy in the yz'afmmﬁ ‘and

affectionate loyalty of her ymple,

It is not i'.e be seﬁ that ”the Criterion gzroup® found
its Toryism in e naive and inh@ri'haﬁ m*tha&exya» Kather, it
arrived at Toryism after a close serutiny of the gsnaral &ygﬁ-
eability of the prineiples of a philosophy of history. A. Ly

%‘é@rﬁm {11, fﬁ}.ix; ’?&33 7, {W o?’ P BF, /mm MM sffored
Jrfy P Mwﬁ,gw pZ Arere Aaidani iy Jﬂj /fh{, |

WW”M%W

Tory history, in ahm, is the product of eapﬁ;alism in decline,
when the decent coverings which hid the antagonism of elasses
are wearing thin, just as Waig history was the produst of
eapitalism at its most prosperous, when the repid ex pansion of
the world market and the plunder of the Golonial areas masked
these antagor sm, and when it was still, objestively, 8 pro=-
gmssivs fores, OFf the two, the former view is the more reale.
istic and therefore the morse historiecsl, »esThe philosophy
common Yo all Tories...is based, ...in a belief that the nsture
of man 1s unchanging, That ﬁh@am:a ~existing authority must
be m&amm, and that therefore the Revolution must be im=
- mediately snpyresseﬁ whenever 1% shem itself. (p. 705)

, : i‘!m Gri%men*s 'bias emergesn also from its @hametaris%m
'tmazmem of gaapla who are usually, and with some 1@553%35, ecalled

“emigh‘taﬁaaﬁgmgmaames”, For oxax ple, it held smpasia on
people like Bernard Shew end H, G. Wells. The review wes not un-
fair in its selection of contributors to these symposis, Two of

the four who discussed Shaw wers §, J. Laski and A. L. Rowse,
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Yr, Laski says of ¥r. Shew that he doss

eriticising sooicty, and thet ho dooe woll enough his job of arge~

ing that the basis of civilization is moral, but thad he fails in
hig mttembt Lo esteblish the view that equali coms ie in

itself s sutiicient

romedy for all sosial evils. Ir, Rowse, mot

sritic of his age”, Less kind, and obviocusly
the position of The Oriterion itself, ere Fesneth Piekt

Father D'Arey, Pickthorn, as becomes a Cambridge gentleman, is

wery polite to ¥r. Shaw, bub suggests, and indeod formulates the
is intollestuslly

suggestion,~-etill very politely,~that v, Shaw
a little dishonest, D'Avey defines him s a Vistoria

‘e upon i, %13.5& Hiraky,

the m@t%mg ?f‘ whatever merits and defects slready exists <
worship, in short, of orgs v
#p, Wells's b
the Pord

nization for its own seke, Hs declares

evoes to be the type of theé modern eeonomic

efellers of lr. Yells's constellation ave fore

given thelr sing because of their “success®,

But the bies of The Criterion doss not need s be sought in
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the highest common dencminator of "the GCriterion group”, The
%:&Wﬁtﬂ,éﬁ tha w%ﬁar in his Commentary are explieit enough,
Then ;:;he, &a%m% ?‘aﬁm f’ar the sake of a temporery numerical sdvan-
t@e, prapaseé to sbolish the form ;m whieh the ‘Gﬁweraiﬁaa were
représented m I’aﬂimam, Eliot called it ming a%apiﬁity,
urged that far from a?wlishing %hia form of r@p%smizatien ii;
m&gﬁ% to be imreaseé, and thet more members gf ?ar}.iameaﬂ wght
%@ be rea;;m;sibm to gemzine m‘l;erasta wi%h %ﬁziek ‘thay wem i‘aaz-
zimteiy Mqa&intaﬁ, rather then to mixaﬁ eemtitaeneiaa whieiz thay
. hardly knew (X, =, 481 ££). In commenting upen & proposal by a

; %ry that a more iamsivs effort 333 made ta %ﬁ%&lﬁa@ Mﬁaﬁ

icnl%szm, t&m Commentator saia that the mlg hepa for & sa}.atim

of the Eaglish p& itisal =nd s@eial disease m zﬁ 8 ’i’wﬁsm,
whieﬁ,mﬁgh not nwasaarily ﬁis!;i:w% for Parlimeatm
I refuse to i&a‘msif? itsalf ghilmghi&ally mit}z that “Qan-

a‘n’ '_s 3%’

sewatim” @i&h haa ‘baan overran, ﬁirst by deserters fmm ﬁ}higism,
end later by businessmen, For such a ‘@ryism not only a awtﬁna

of the mz.atjiaa of the temporal and spirﬁml i’n ‘m%t,az?s of Church
and s%a%e S.a essential, but even u religims foundation for the '
whole of its pali"ieal philosophy (XTI, xlﬁ.. &5 fﬁ, Lika a?..l
'i‘oz*ias, Eliot was sﬁﬁgi&i@m of wiéa-ajara&é emetim}. enzhﬁaiaams _

whigh mﬁ*@aﬁ themelv&s in ;mlitieal aeti?ﬂsy, In é.isazmsing thz

#Popular ?mm%” :

movement against ?asaim, he warns that -

tised themselves with

Our Liberal practiticners have sB 11 2




{43}

the bogey of Paselsnm that thay semm %o be, like %%Mﬁ m»
i%iam, in a i’a:i? way to zive 3t form and sebividty. Thoess
lists who so Ter surr : mm@z% as %o jsw
M‘kﬁwm@&m ) ,
extrems mf% Prond, will have @m? the ve &
£ind that thoy have conjured up & spivit %&aﬁ w&i}. w@ g@
m mm wﬁm, and @ﬁaia%% w11l be en Uspopuler Front

it is necesswry %&a& the grester pert of the populetion of all

nld be getbled i»a the sountry, and dependent uwpon it
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it is from this angle of approach, and with such a common
~philogophy of history as has ,been suggested, that The Criterion
interssted itself in the new form which the problems besetting
Ruropean civilizabion took with the end both of the decade and of |
the parie& o weatriatsﬁ egammie and industrial axpaasiea which
fellawe& tiz@ Wax. ’&e first sp}zem im reflect t&@ effea%s of Eank‘:-
rupiey was the egsnmia, and eantrzbﬁtws to Zhe ,Gxi%erian were,
from the bagmifgg of the 'nfw; decade to the cessation of i%s pube
lication, concerned with an analysis of the disease and an exan-
ination of pm@agaé or ppssible remedies. A. T. ?ézz%y (*Means and
Ends®, XI,x1ii, 1 ££), a%riﬁﬁtes the destruction of the balance
between prg&nétion and congumpiion to the exelusiﬁe pracceupation
of méastﬁal capitalism with means, to '%;iz@: xzeglaé:is of ends. The
zmiy salvaﬁizm lies in a re-emphasis upon final ends, a re-emphaeis
which mulﬁ iae marka& by a cessation of the nme%iee of re-imfesting
surplus incam in new pm&uc%ive antarprisa* Instead, meh surplns
would be aseé% f‘@r final parchase, msmﬂy§~and hy mi‘amnee-—
of works of art and the other amenities of }.ifm E’he technigues
cof in&astria&ism mast be subjectad ‘se cantml*' tim use of machinery
would %e yemissible only when it was not aeeampanied gy an injur—
ifous effect npma the statps of %.he crafts and the aignity of labor.
Leon de ?@miﬁsf' {"France's Fight A@izast émr:ieanieaﬁan” ¥IiI,
xlviii, 539 ff} sees ‘the rise of two great forees, both foreign %o
Europe., ia Eﬂsaia and America. With the Russiag ha is less con-
corned than with the American, to which he amima the impulses

snguer Burope. Against this encroaching sgiéﬁgtk‘@f ’mst,. induste -




(51)

rial orgamnization, Furcope has no ’aé‘irher bulwark then France. The
.c%ﬁz:m inéasﬁzzial a;_zirig is foreign both to the physiecal chare
acter of France and o $he fundamental nature of her culture, and
because af the unconscious gemeg%ian by?renehmé of this anti-
nomy, industrialism on the &mﬂean model has made less progress

'« The type of

in E?raziea tixaz; in the other great mers of Euromp
mentality which leads %o the acceptance of the abuse of the machine
mush lead, @es& checked, %o the destruction of Eﬂmg@aﬁ eivil-
ization. Ema&pe r‘:x&si; look, for the meuns iaywhieh "ﬁzismeﬁ%sality
is to be checked, to the Middle Agas:, Rolf ma{mr, in 2 review

of the Viscount Lymingtonts "Horn, Hoof and Corn (XII, xlvi, 1347¢),

‘agrees that "the survival of Occidental eivilization ean only be

secured by a vigorous poliey of restoring rural 1ife and eraft.”

it imzs% ziat be imagined that in economic iz;‘i‘;eriaretétien

The Criterion is any more of a closed corporation than in other
fields. mpm opporéunity is given by it for the -eﬁpasi%iﬁh of
their views by writers who seek the answer in attitudes very foreign
%o the Forys Egra Pound {"ifurder by éapii;’a};% X1, x1ix, 585 253
"Ihe Tndividual in his Milleu®, XV, 1viii, 30 £f; "For a New Paid-
suma® WZ. lxv?ii, 205 ££) argues with gma’% vé.g@i;g“, iif with a
fizie'éisééia of mgieal consequence, that all of the fundamental
evil of spcial arga}ais&is derives from the cconomie dislocation
aéusgé by ‘iaééstrial factories reguiring a greater vetura of pure

chasing power for thely graé;uce than they =zdd %o the resl éeaith
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of the community, His remedy is equally uncomplicated: Major
G. H, Douglas and’ Signor Hussolini. F. S, Fliat (SVII, lxvi, 1£f)
while offerinz an ecénomic solution to the sconomic problem, has

a grudge to sebile with the proffessional economists. Hisarticle

bristles with formidable disgrams and algebraic egwations, although

i% iy o be &e’ubteﬂ?zhe%sher it iz calculated %o cause any very real

disconfiture to the economists whom he attacks, In the end, Hr.
Fling®s solution has the same encouraging freedom from complexity

ag ¥r., Pound¥s: pamie ownership of the means of production and

the Bbolition of profit will solve all problems, although Hr. Flint

is, somewhat obseurely, conscious that he is not a soclalist.
¥ontgomery Butchart (”ﬂar& and Proudhon,™ XVII,lxviil , 445 1T
,aﬁalyses the fundamental &iﬁ’areﬁee between mmnmmanﬁ aﬁamh-

ism. He sees asaplayéf, like employee, crushed rz’i‘khzeés'l? under

a p&iaeali‘ﬁiaie money system, and in this sees the al‘!:imte inval-

idity of the Marxist theory of the class stmgglea ?tm:dhoa, he .
é:hirzks; -was rights ’0321‘? social and economic unarehism is eazia?ble
of removing the curse of capitalist inéﬁs@ialiéme Herbert Read
(XVII, 1xix, 767 ££) takes the same view ag?, Ve, Butohart. He

finds two distint doctrines in the history of soclalism, the an-

thori%arian"zmimiples of Marx and Bagels, and the gécialisﬁ leb-

eﬁaﬁiw&gﬁa of Proudhon and Bakunin, Read maaaﬁéafs his early
affildations with Marxism, end looks to anarchism to give birth to

& ﬁew éﬁc‘i ea&zifmg ei?iliza%iaﬁ.
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But the Criterion®s admission to ibs pages of these and

similar conbroversialists, while a tribute %o its freedom £rom prove
inecialism of ideoclogy, does nob obsuure its own predilections. The
Commentator suggests the essence of its own proper attitude vhen he

quotes with approwmal from Father Domant:

Christianity repaﬁiataé a position which allows an economic.
system to be a form of government, i.e. to determine what
human desires should or should no% be satisfied. {XI, x1ii, 278)

I% is not averse o publishing, with Edijorial approval,

somewhat erratic aberrations from its norm,--witness the msnifesto

of Robert Aron and Arnaud Dendien: Back o Flesh and Blood: A

Political Program ms. (XII, xlvii, 185 ££), which, from the assum-~

ption that thers are two necessary components of life, the ia&iv»
idaél a_;nd the communily, argues that sinee industrialism gits the
“one geainst the other, it is tyranny. From this, .on the premise
that social happiness depends on these two elements being recon-

giled, the programmists argue that in the ﬁ;meresss of conerete

human personality, nations and classes must go. The Criterion

in this, i’ziaéaly shows the indulgzence of the zréisé for the overly=
enthusiastic youngster of good will. The Commentator is nothing
if not serims» ﬂammezzting ﬁpon the E&i%erial view of The Times .
that %hara“zs fio relation between politiecs and Qri‘mta morals, he
Hrges that the most immeaiate zzeéd. of democracy is a science of
economies aﬁép&liﬁics 'eépa@;le of being reduced to a few moral es-

sentials, upon which the electorate can base its deeision. This
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would make & moval basis of sdueation sz sbepluie necess

he admits

gity, snd infced he urges thed mless popsisy edusation is mopel

esdusation it is very dangervous $o the siate.

1% iz this utier serisusmess which characiorises the most
representative discussions of the problem. ¥F. Holschran {ZII,
=lvl, 144 ££} avgess that the twin agaf&:%ﬁﬁ% forsez of the _apiasatemw'
%h eentury, 1iberel individualisn sud selentific rsseavch, have
ereated s Sitmilon whose very exlstence mskes ?&%ﬁ@w deteriop-
aticn ingviiable. The fandazentsl problen

m@% “from the self-

. essertion of the relative, from the dscary, $hat is, of the older
wmities," Ho sess, as the only pragticable solutlon, the srestion
of 5 sinsls Emmm sapeTenational State,. %x&m }%y an m§w

san wi&%&m&ya Hofizon Hilckerson {ﬂ%&m wﬁm’sy and Peace,”

%1¥, ivi, 351 27} predicts the failuve of the Isarue of Hations
beesuse of 1ts nsbility %o provide ny strong sentre which cen
offset the chief moral force of our Bime, pationsl pstriotisms -

He regerds the ideal solution as the religious Pousion of Christe

£y

gndan, bubt feurs thal Hhs progress of this ides i= too siow W pre-
%ﬂ& the mm@ﬁ% eatasty

ophe, and is in conseswonce Jdespondent

sizmost o the polnt of despalw.

Bat Blokerzon's éa@i‘%ﬁ% is not representative of “Ihe

Criterion group®s On the conlzary, the "group® displays a siroeg

radieal Toryise fundsmontslly sgressi

%a%m* sontends, 3w0 kinds of reformer or revolutionists




»=sthe coming type of Liberal Reformer, ,”aszé the Reactionary,
who &t this point fesis a s‘kmﬁger sympathy with the eanmist,
{x11, xlix, 643)

sseit is sufficiently depressing to live in 2 world in mhich
‘views which I dislike are opposed by other views vhich I 8is-
1ike so much as I dislike Mr. Kruteh's...I object to commmism
guite ag si;'ﬁfmgly as ¥r. Kruteh does, but I object egually to

- those who object %o it from any less serious snd padieal a
point of view than its own, (XV, 1x, éﬁla-%}

It is this fundemental and radical é@rimzsﬁess_whieh is the
f’gmup*s” characteristie zmte. #cEachran mz“tliﬂ&s Christopher -
%wsaa*& %heaz*zr af the makiﬂ.g of Burope i&aks, XH, xivii, 290 ff),
and agrees that, for the purpeses of interprsting history, bar-
baijiam ave %0 be defined as men who do nob have a feeling for .
uwnity. It was this feeling for order in ﬁhews:z%jj;eﬁa% which could

create order in the object. Under the mm&mgiﬁlu@me of the

theories of progress and amelioration, this faaz.iag has decayed
in the zméarﬁ world. To their unwillingness %o mke the naae%my
pmliﬁﬁnary surrender of individuality, ths mﬂs:ma ars more har—
barious m ‘isha Goths and the Franks. ﬁa c@wﬁs that no S0Ye
ution for Europs is possible before this sarrezzéew is made, and

argues that the only means by which this sramﬁ::}s;jr cen be achieved

‘iz the restémﬁon of the tragic pofnt of view.. '&&yi‘;h,. in review-

ing Rowse®s Politics and the Younper Gemeration (XI, xliii, 304 ££),

characterises the book as a protest ageinst the amr of thinking

exz% hand is more imporiant than a right relai;i‘@zi__%e your effective

. environment,” ‘With such a protest he would agree, if his coneeption



of "effective snvirocanant” wurs the sape e $hat of ¥r. Dowss.
But Homge's suvironment does not imclude Tod, and is thevefove

Hoamenaw and deivial and unlene,

The Thristian sterts Trom the same premisse-ihe lmpotense of
She fadividual: but the conclusion thet he vesches is not
deterninion bub theoropsoy. (e 311} ,

From this thecloglesl background ezerges Toevien; vhich is
an stlzment %0 intervret 1% 228 %o apply its isoiiostions in the

wozdld of mliitices. He %s J. Zdwards, in a pevies of Touslss Jeye

rold®s The Heceselty of Freedom {XVIII, 1xzx, 143 £7), declures that
it iz the sion of owr age that the %ﬁiﬁg trn revolutionsry is o
the Right: %he Tory. Only he Tory, smong =1l those who would
reform the siate, really wishss to rsatore fresiss, %%zi%h e cor-
reotly defines as a Paculty of the soul whersby 1% may choose ends.

rovely dongerous,

protected, its exsreise of cholse would be o

and the Tory is realy to zcespt the only sdeguets prolsction:
Christian Trathe

Thae tone of the review continus

8 0 grow insrvessingly re-

iizious.

ssel am inciined %o approuch public affaivs from the noint of
view of & moralist. {Commentsry, TIII, 1, 129}

ouglas Jorrold {®Authority, ¥ind and Power,” XIT 2lvii,




o

223 ££) conbends that the doctrine of progress, sided by the .
"5&%@ ﬁi"awiﬁ%iﬁx, %;as sabstimjta&, for a *smr%ic{al society,«-
& patuval hiaﬁaahy of institutions ddrected to the servies of ends
held in common by all meN gt harimzztall society, for the service ‘
of sp@eiﬁ’-iater%w which divide cach gmﬁp i’mmﬁﬁe whole and from
the other parts. The result he sees is a world gradually éis%ﬂi;«-
%ing into ever smaller and more unrelated groups, & worid which
has substituied points of view for ghii@éﬁphieg,» veagmatic eriteria
for the criterion of walues, compromise far justiee, end, most |
-injurious of all, impartiality for truth. The State has ahdiched
its moral, intellectual, and cultural leadership, and has become

| vtcwpied iy Teferce/ng The activifics of other uzstid ioteroTs .
no move then o vested imerest% The £irst step towards the =zol-
ution of the Eﬁ?@p@éﬁ problem is the imculestion and difa?ﬁésion
of habits of right and cohevent thinmking, and the great obstacle
is this a‘b&i@atian of i%s vesponsibilities by the State. There are
only two possible approachess: si%@#e&matma mast be made entirely
dependent upon the State, which is the solubion of the Communist
and’ the Faseitst, or it mist be made aﬁtirely free of the State,

which is the wgy of the Catholic.

The real issue is between the secularisis--vhatever yali&ical :

or moral philosophy they suppori=eand the anbti-secularisis:

between those who believe only in values reslisable in tinme

and on earth, and those who believe also in walues realiz@é

only out of time. (Commentery, XVI, 1lzii, 6«’%}

Elliot {f}ammzatary, XIIT, 14, 270 ﬁ‘) qa@tes with a};gm?al

?en%z;‘a sontention that since the strensth of amaﬁism res?ss Pips
élly on the fact that the Communist is a man afzjmggziplé, persuaded

 of the absolute truth of the materislist philosophy and conception
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of laia‘ﬁaryg ﬁﬁrismaa%y hmg it
takes its stand on the sgiriimal nsturs of man, is the eaz,?

!,@:ﬁmiy}.s gapable of challenging 4he root %W@%iens of ga%rialist
compunisn, zn mthar cam;m, he says that the jdess of a@mazz;.sm

have come alw&% as . a

godsend to those young people wha wzmlé like
740 grow up and zse}.&.e‘m in something”: .

Zveryone, in a sease, believes in something: for very aatian
invoiving any moral deeision s.mglgw & belisfs hﬁ% a Tormulated
belief is ﬁ%&@r, ‘becanse more mmiaaa, than -an ynf m&ﬁa‘&aﬁ
or informulabie ONB.s00T have,..mich sympa :
see3 I would oven gay that, a3 it is the fai%h @1‘ 'bm ay there
are only & smll number of people living who h@m achieved the
right not to be Cormunists, ¥y quly ahgegﬁi x $0 46 is the
_Bame as m 1y objection to the eult of the Gold £, Tb is
better to worship a gelﬁ calf than ta warshig B *&hi but
t}xaﬁ; f“af.‘;t&sr all, is not, in the eiz’mmtmea, guat
¥y o tion, %&a’% it just h&mm to be R;iatakea,
oYy X , zlvids, 4?3—-3}

So wkaa does ti:a doetrinal Gﬁrisﬁzaaity of ‘?ha 5@%@3&1
hawma, that it is ;:assﬁaie fm’ its contributors to vir%ua}.ly as- *
sume & Gbris%iazx aﬂdzezma. 15%@13%3@ B&r@s&m {m, liv* 3. £7) 18
aemameﬁ with ishe rigm; m},a%iazz of a ﬂhﬁat&a& ﬁhumh %s the idea
& by efferring ‘a rival
way &L aalvatian, @’aaﬂ.aages amwmw on i‘hg owm gwaﬂﬁ, wﬁ

of & te%ali%arz.an aﬁa%a, Sinee Commmisnm

sines Nazienm, while not m&smﬂy mz»mﬁ@ws, m i‘z;s o

- mystieal religion aﬁ‘ Race and ﬁtaﬁa, it is imssibla for the ﬁhamh

to samiéer the sligh%es% compromise wi%k thenm, M 8 mm éifﬁeﬂlt

question ariﬁas mi; of the ralai;imz of the Chureh to a yessihzs $0=
improbable in the

talitarian state in Eaglend. Sush a state, not at all
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YEUY neay %swf,, would presusmsbly have idesls vory &1fferernt from

g..a

thoso of Russia aad Cermsny: 1% would In all likelihood be
mmﬂmﬂ, pacifist, and deamocratic. Doi that does not in
itsell nea%sarﬁy imply that it would be more mnwmt with
ﬁhz*is%im ixﬁ:aw&tm Christianity is concevned, not with ioleorasted
institutions, but with the saving of soulss ‘Zf: 33&3@%1‘52‘!3 *talem%iaxi """
is iniimieal o that interest, Cheispianity must ke-,inﬁma:‘ag@%;

It s the Guby of the Chucch to assort 1ts way of salvation, so
that mﬁgiau& suthority %yagma hf,-z,:ame the ﬁaﬁs ot :*;if&@ ang,

as a ﬁ%@:&sﬁ*yi%mmez%_ of s@amuma.%; To S @regﬂry 13.'52’?, Ixiii,
328 £ :zfaaé‘s, even more like a %ﬁmlaggiaﬁ wriking fafw%mgims: ,

%‘ha history of religious %aiam%%ﬁa is a tragedy:s how great
a tragedy is beginning to sppear now that the S0th esenbury
roquires with intersst the debt which ?‘umw ﬁ’%’&ﬁ%@ in the
17¢h. Toleration, the word itself, sxpresses the failure.
A& sirangs irvony has linked it z%i*ﬁ.s. the Christian religion.
: *&&Z@mﬁiw being the deughter nobt of Amity but if Enmity,*?

. wrobe John Corbet in 1860, *suppaseﬁ"z the z}a“’%;’y’ ’%@E&ﬂ&teﬁ% :

: 'I?\Q %@ a8 bﬁfé@ﬂy {?» 33&; :

Iﬁﬁ%ﬁ, Elim:”s work as the aﬂmm* of u literary rovisw was

; vawing o a élﬂ%ﬁt A poncern .xth the pmaima that ’a@se&’; ard : L

had been 'iﬁsgwi%};y %mnsfem iﬁta a concern with the problems

that beset civilizetion. These problems hed b ecome resolved, for

s was the

~ him, into a basic antinomy: m%ﬂali%ﬁf which (e ;g»z 3
sericus exg?esﬁm&, and a spiritual basis at‘:ar 1life, of whieh Christ-

ianity was the only fam, possible for Zurope. Am}gf%h@f copsiderations



than the prombtion of the Christian idea came to be secondary or

jrrelevant,

For myself; a right political philosophy ecame more and more to
imply & pight theology--and right economiss to depend upon right
sthies: leading %o emphases which somewhat strebehed the
original framework of a literery review. {"Last Words®, XVIII,

The degree to which his acceptance of the Christian ides depended
upon its own intrinsic merits; and %&aém% to which 1% depended
upon & rojsetion of the only possible alternatives; is diffienlt to

: &eﬁmgmg For Eliot, the alternatives were unattractive e‘z:mgm

o scheme for a change of soeisty can be made to appear imneds
iately palateble, execept by falschood, until sceisty has bs
80 desperate that it will mecept any change, A Christian sociebty
aﬂ},y beoones mgegta%la m you hawe faixﬁ,y’ Tam] n@& ‘E};ﬁ al=
ternatives: We might, of course, merely sink into apathetic de-
cline: without faith, and therefore without faith in ourselves;
without s philosophy of life, either Christian or pagan; and with-
out ard, Or we might get a *totaliterian democracy?, different
but having much in common with other pagen sceisties; begeuse
we shall have ghanged step by setp in order to keep pEEEE pace
with them: a state of affairs in which we shall have rogimente-
%ion and conformity, without respest for the nseds of the individ~
ual soul; the puritenism of s hysienic morelity in the interests
of efficiency; uniformity of opinion through propagends, nd art
only encouraged when it flatters the offioial doctrines of the
tims, To those who ean imsgine; and are therefore repelled by,
sueh & progpect; one ean assert that the only possibility of
edntrol and balance is a religious control and balance: that the

- orly hopeful sourse for a society which wonld thrive and continue
its creative activity in the arts of eivilieation, is to become
Christien, That prospest involves, at least, diseipline, in-
gsonvenience and discomfort: Bub here as hereafter the alter~
%o hell is purgatory. (5) V

2008

(5) T. S, Eliot: The Jdea of g Christien Society, pp, 23-4, Faber

A

& Faber, London, 3d imp, » Des, 1939,
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sseothe idesl literary yveview will depend upon & nice adjust-
ment between editor, collaborators, snd occasional contributors.
Such an adjustment must issue in a %tendency® rather than a
‘programne’.... A tendency will endure, unless editor and col-
laborators change not only their minds but thelr personalities,
Editor and collaborators may freely express their individual
opinions and ideas, so long as there is a residue of common
tendency, in the light of which meny oeceasional contributors,
otherwise irrelevant or even antagonistic, may take their
place am? ceunteract 8ny narrow sectarianiam. {Commentary,

v, i, 3

The nature of this "residue of common tenéeney‘*sho&lé., by
thig, have béém}w apparent, and, as Eliot says fiﬁjeﬁnother context,
1t is bebter that it should be felt than fcrmlé%@éf; Nevertheless,
it may be helpfai if we veonvsﬁ.éer some of the na‘aé‘ieléf’which'a‘m fre..
‘quently given this tendency; if We ¢an agree {mizhe greater inad-
equacy of some than of others, we shall have eamaas close as is

profitable o defining The Criterion.

The most frequent and least satisfactory appellative is

"reactionary®. It would be idle to deny that ?Iwcritermn is a
reaction 'again@ much that characterizes our ‘tiﬁie;: ‘nevertheless,

to call it reactionary is to misma&arstand its ﬁa&n@e. ’There are
"$wo things necessarily mplicit in the serious zzse of the word
*reactionary®: the firsi; is a certain pz’avineialim of time, the
second is '3;&5 aceeplance Qf the doctrine or theqryof Progress.

Ir pravs.ﬂeialissi of space means praggrly a eenéi#i%n of mind which,
: é:hile reeagniﬂiﬁg the éﬁéﬁaﬁz@e of a geagraghiqaﬁy more comprehen~

sive world ﬁutsiﬁe the limits of one's own community, does never-




{62)

theless secretly believe in .'lzhe supreme imporbtance of that parti-
cular community, -- (residenis, not of some backwoods hamlet but
Hew Ybﬁk, are the most provincial of moderns) -- then gmvinciaic-

- ism of time means properly a condition of mind régogniziag the
existence of other ageé which, tageﬁher with its own, make history:
but which nevertheless believes its owm agé to hé more important

than history. The purpose of The Criterion ?;és 80 1o relate the

presen’é "sé. the past as to form a unit whieh weu};d‘ merge with the
future., The doctrine of Progress assumes the steadily increasiag
odness of human nature: the Christian assumes "the existemé of
Original ’Sim' It is for these reasons that one may admit ﬁh@ tech~
nical correctness of the term ”reaetionary" ’when apé}}.ie& to The '

Critgrien, and at the same time reject such an application as

meaningless.

The label ®classicist® is eqnélly carreét, but almost as |
fruitless., There is a sense in which “classicisn®, m;ah applied
%o the strictly limited field of art and works of art, is a rea-

sonably precise title, and in this sense it is not inapplieable.

to The G‘rifbeﬁon» If however, the term is ex%emié& 1o apply to
a w&yk of life, an attitude towards experience and the content of
experience, it loses, to the degrse of its extension, its preci-

sion, and, in consequence, its value as 2 title.

A more tempting appellation is "orthodox™, but it, like

"elassic®, is not enough. In art the word has, properly speaking,
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ne meaning, In religion and poliizi/cs it is too statie a concepd
%0 be of much use. Religious orthodoxy does not lis in the ’aez:eptn-
ance or vejection of certain abggmas: it is in %he Church; in Tne-
1&9.&; t0 be orthodox 'meané, £inally, %o be an mg}.iean, Similaﬂy,
peiitiéal ax?%hadaxy in England is not in the aees;@'téﬁce or rejec-
tion of the te?néi;s or practice of Whigs or Tarieé or Radieals; 1%
is in the ﬁaﬂ’sﬁmﬁeﬁ, in the ‘hiemﬁhy of @humh, Law, Crown, |

and the two Houses of Parliament, The Criterion is, certa‘inly,

orthodox, but to have said so much is not: t0 have g2id enongh.

We shall, I believe, approach a useful definition if we
use the ferm "traditionalist™, But it is not a %m&iﬁiomlim
?miehwauld er‘egt generalizations onee properly d'eﬂ’ved from
past t:e'x?eriehc@s into eternal and inviqlable canons, %o which new
experience must be relateé., and by ‘whi-eh it must be judged. WNor
is it a traditionalism which sonsists in adhering %o the habits
and beliefs of the generatyien just dead, It is a graﬁitienalism

which believes thald

The existing monuments form an ideal order among themselves,
which is modified by the introduction of the new {the really
new) work of art among them., The existing order is complete
before the new work arrives; for order to persist after the
supervention of rovelty, the whole existing order must be, if
aver so0 slightly, altered; and so the relatians, proporéions,
values of each work of aris toward the whole are readjusbed;
and this is conformity between the old and the new. Whoever
has approved this idea of order,... will not find i% prepos-
terous that the past should be altersd by the ﬁresent ag mueh
as the zzresent is directed by the past. (8}

(6) T.S.Eliot: "Tradition and the Ind1v1dual Talentn
Selected Essayvs, p. 5.
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It is & bBradition which asserts that

4 common inheritance and a common eause unite
artists consciously or unconsciouslye.. (7)

and which therefore belleves that in 1life, as in art,
there is= gsmeéhiﬁg outside the individusl %o which he
owes &llegiancé, "= devotion to which he rmust surrender”
himéelf, so that inwth@ end he may be both of the cmﬁy

munity and, in the truest sense, free,
2 , ? L

(8) T.5.Eliot, "The Function of Critism’, ob.cit.,p.l3
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