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¥ ' I hwve hroken tnu &&W.. i hmva sworn folsely.
I have lied wnd I must lie more, Rut I have done well,
suld the Minister.® (1) These wor@s makk the ciaa@ of a
short story in a raaent m&g&ﬁln&v ‘ '

The Hinister is tw be m&rrisﬁ to & WO KL whaféaea
not love hime - The evening hafore the ag‘aintad‘imy m hamiaiae
vison, gl whﬁ» ﬁé %a@ » :
ed namne gseeks &syxts in the i
cwunt he sives the ﬁini&t-i“
his intended Brides  Pre i’;,
the emcape and, éivin;ng’"i““? ;
urges that ths seaTehers. ¢ nebi e&.
opposes. . The fugitive o exrhen bk G ;
forward, mmtu&l;i&&ntifiaa on fellows and thh,
evédende of an ubter love for the dutoante it
rerch the house Wut the Minister saves the aitaat on hy %WE&?*‘
ing that he bhew not sesnthe hunted man.  Puriher ‘he rencunces
all cladm o the woman apd h@ %i ~@lfgamiﬁ sfﬂarvi:;wﬁvwia
. to. his riV&l and pubs them ysition 3L BwAY oy
“Btate. . Raglecting the exen 3"
of his &a@a, we wiil add’aadf
r@iaed b"the ew&du@ﬁ‘a ' L

“”17h@‘hau$e,
\th@ W ister

Tnai ;reblam iﬁ hrvaﬁ 1inef' : ta&thuﬁ' S
How con a story like this eome wit ng,the pale of the &aath@tiea
conscious ness. 9 Agazn, we might ask; How is it that we 1@nd
BT sym@&t&y 10 such & result ? = 0On whet bagis gan the ‘
'%inaﬁter he Juﬁtxfzed and ‘how dves it o come wbon t that ﬁoaa&ﬁ y
is nét disselved through the prevaler t teaching of © @.marias
oft indi ' ; '
Suen gueatio
inﬂiﬂm' %

ig ‘1fuetzen &t vari&new With general prinei

2

: Ligtic categories #ud hence &r@
naeeu"inq'iry whigh lies primsely in the Ai@?ﬁ :
3 3T however these g &stion& m&y h@ ras@tv@d maﬁ
» rinciple hus & comwon roob with : ’
ﬂ¢detaxmines the aesthetic qu&atimn. then the / Lo ‘,u.
Cwlllbe st ikl urbharzgustafi@a baimg'ahﬁwn<au ba Qaﬁ%Lﬂt nt

v_wihh the rﬁﬁxanallty‘whiah unﬁarliea all ﬁhin@@ anﬁ &17 aayeaﬁé
et ﬁhlngﬁa

J.f' thf@i‘r'p« 1

- in sewkiny &‘salutian fﬂr th@ prablem hew st:&&ea such ,
a3 the one dindicated can vome wiﬁhing?thm reaim of aesthetic
we shall he led %r;a@l& to unlold ths growbth and ﬁ@valcpcmenﬁ,;
the aesthetic EGﬂﬁblGUﬁﬂ@Bﬁ and ta venetrate to and azaauas the

(1Z.Thﬁ_tryiﬁg ol Janes Sharrow, by G‘ﬁ*<&narewg,

The Strand laguzine, Mareh 1815,




(2)

' g,anﬁcend@ﬁﬁal &ubsax&te in the ida < fvzh@%&&utiful
A% LHAL jdea i understoog by the mmdernﬁwérldk In its
5L ang philascphiaal,m@&ning t he texm_ﬁr&ngaandanﬁ&l
Properly inplies bhe mings 1imiﬁ&£iqn z@vyﬁ;namaﬂ& and inve.
elves the universal Fforms of pure'yﬁraeytien,w Spage 504 Fime -
4% the mediug under whieh a)y knowlddge must b@‘&yﬁr@hﬁaﬁﬁd..
In 2 joeser but nam&wﬁaﬁp&r&&la; #ense, however, the term

ngy he doplied 4o that whieh &lves o any ph@ﬁ@msnm'qx_ e
rhenonensy Broup its dﬂteﬁmin&{ﬁ;ehmxaaﬁ&r-é=it3 &nvel&ﬁf
ing medium - and Wi%haut.which sﬁeh’phaﬂ&men& could not he

for us tpag which it jg,.. ﬁﬁiﬁg[the ter then in 4 3 :
and la@sar,$@n$a~th@ PUrpose of thig thaais,iﬁwﬁa_ﬁiﬁauss the
tr&naaand@nﬁal substrate in the ides of the beautiful ag that
idea yrasantw’ipa@lf in the meﬁexn'daﬁtra&iﬁﬁimg&iahad:frﬁm* o
bhe @reient World, : R I IR ey

’Tha'philaQthy of the ha&u%if&i ias %ermeﬂ,aﬁﬁﬁhatia.
‘h&mfb@&uty exists in rereeption spg Sxcept ag related o

' Pereeption ow lwaginatioy thimﬁa,aannat be sailg te have o
beauty, Ra&u&y‘gs 8ueh for Wind; the humap conse iousnegs
therefore iy a‘faﬁtarvﬁe he Considered jip any study of the

warldweonsciauﬁneaﬁ in relation o nature andg the domain of
L Brt i8 the waterial HAINly on wh i o owvhile :
its S8begories 1 bear i iy wuld give g B%tiﬁfying’ﬁh@amy
of #esthetic, The Werlauaenaaiauanaga meves forw&r&-im', ,
great though noet well a&fina&“awaepg each advaroe ima;uaing_
im'p&rt,&nd in parg Begating the stage vrom whieh sueh -
advanee AN evolveg. The thjmet ive ming t&er@fax@,earriesg_
with it a Certadin tinge of thg;par%~which,fammﬁ a5 it were .
'.a'pragressiVﬂiy'ﬁwdifi@d ﬁransa@n&antal medium under and
Lhrough which the present and all the future must ha‘a@praﬁ'

g I

Among noderns Kant wasvth@-rirst‘philosephar to sketen
& theory (z) whieh thaugh,in‘g@n@raivauhlin@ only and L
def@tive in part yet vonstitutes the frame of true aesthetie
Beience ang liberates 54 Bxplicitly, as in pra&ﬁi&etit‘h&d
already @ewn‘1ib@?atsﬁ'im®lieitiy. from the limitmtisﬂa whieh
had bean’impﬁae& unon it by anaient thinker&; ' :

. s . .

- Ranttg Problem eeme to Rhim as an inheritange
treatmsnt of thg underaﬁandiag-and the wila, Baving ip the
Critique of Pure Reason, (3) domonstrated that space ang
Lime are pure rereeptions op forms By which the ming arranges
the data ur Bense, Kant Froceeded to show th&ﬁp@vazythiﬁg which
- COmes tg Lhe mind myst Some under ope OX both of thege forms,

thay &ra-im'thaméalvea'buttanly apyaaxénges.whlak,K%ﬁﬁvﬁér&s
rhanomena, R iy &@riaﬁly limited by its very uature ang

o otenstitution tg y knowlagga of phenomen cnly the mingd asg
- understamﬁing ean nevar-&ﬁt&h'ﬁa‘the,knﬁwledg@ of & real

(%) Kunt(s gy itik of Judgenent, , translateq ny Jfé ernard
DR Trinity College, Dunling, ' 7478 .

Wi

, (é} %ta@m'a Axbracts from Kant y ang }?’hilﬁ.ew;gﬁ?iy 6f Kuny _ _
_uﬁxplainea@ Cuirgty Critieal ﬁ@aeung'wf.th@ ?hilcﬁayhy of Kant,




v»(vzlmd) Kﬁmwlgdga @f @ﬁa Frwg&am oz Immurtaiity.. Bt
though win's knowledge is limited to the phenomenal wamlﬁ :
and though man himself beldngs to thet world on the. side of °
- desire operating through the dlaw @ﬁ’.‘fsaliby vet, &s Rant
‘had established theyd ity to all phenemena of the rux@”
original umchagg@a - gonsoliousness”. which he terms tﬁﬂ‘ £ 4 -
seendental unity of appreception, it follows that man i T
Jjustified in viewing himself as partieipating in the supsr
sepsible or noumensl world whieh is the condition or saaliﬁy
behingl the world of ‘sllne, aa;ﬁvgymraieipatimg he helisves.
© himself free and though-on agcount of the- 1imitation. &1re&%y -
- stated-this freedom ean never Ye established thsoretic i
o yet it may be defendad provided Lhere eanhe de;
. ogausality uﬁﬁs&&w&ﬂ& wan ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&n& which is not th
”";’ug §hﬁnum®nn. ; : of Morality snd
S

A@ﬁﬁiﬁaifﬁeaaan. thﬁﬁafatf; Kant proceeds b
C freedom of 1 as & noumenal causality bell

uﬂﬁ@ll' ible world: wniah glives laws to the world

e ® the idea of freedow by the ceunsgiousne
1,‘lﬁw,a e objective fabt. mbr@m@; He theory ¢
< ad engs and the e&ta@arigal imvsrative Kant shows t,&t

exists o moral law oF system whiok nut enly is not sublect

- to semse but whieh issues its a@mm&nﬁx even in ap@&a;,.ﬁ 1N
- the solicitations of &enae» . ' o

ﬁ’he faot then that mn@ g,»mser:mas % hixmeazf e mml

Cprder, whaich could have ne mesning unless he were free 1o ff‘

raﬁlixe it in the world of sense,compels us to poeit ¥recdom
Bverything in the world of phenomern b@iﬂﬁvﬁﬁhg’ G te n&%ural
gausal ity a morsl order would he acontradiet ; : '
will were frﬁaa Th@ f&a% af a:mﬁx&l ofide

'Agmi:&, MM*{; the shmmum hoDuE oY
wap be aﬁtaine& ra&@ﬁn'ﬁsmg&la»us t& paﬁﬁula&@ t_ xisbo
Cof God as the only cause ndeguate Lo dbring this & ut. Fina
men by zesson of his finituge con attain moral poerfeation anly
by an endless progression, which se¢en &a # whele in inte }eat-e
. ual perception setisfies the Infinite Being; and this feaet

'r@@uiraa for its completion the Imwertality of the Souk
whieh is the third portulate ¢f the prasilesd TEAION. Phe
three yaatulabéﬁwﬁaé. ﬁwe@ﬁam and Tomortaliby-are thus &ﬁsignﬁdv
te the vacant realm beyond tHe confines of ths theeretieal
~ reashon off understandings Inasmueh however &s the o be

" these postulates being outside phenome nare fioh ;g“
‘ demonstation #nd heve for us only & cextain moral o
it follows that the taorealls ;;m@ mmsiﬂa and.
“aepsible-are Lix by negation, t & suts@le
. Yo¥find spme bridge for the"guld’
Cas dividing these yeglone of
inthe Critique of Judgmenty EL i%igue Judgment
we reagh tha @mﬁﬁ@ af th&f@,ﬁhl m.4n itﬁ g‘flaﬁuﬁ,;,,,_*,hm; ~

. Thie cr;ﬁi@ua yreaea&ﬁ on %h@ greu&d that “ﬁh@xs are thrae
- absolutgly irreducible facultiss of the mim&”»xrasze&ga, faai-
ing snd des ire. The first of these faculties has 10 s
paws preseribed to it by understanding, the last by“%h&'yr&w~vﬁ
tical remson; snd hence fecling (l.¢. of plessuwe and puin)
which stends hetween the two must have its & rior . prineiple
in judgment, which medintes between understanding and reasof.
1f freedom be not & contyadivtion then nalure st he- harmonious
t6 the attainuent within it of the ends presarxbeﬁ hy the lewe
T et fresdom. "There must be a prineiple which unéﬁéa the -
%uyez%aﬁaibl@ that' ig. iﬁﬁglvgd graatiaﬂazy in the aaaeaptieﬂ




- o & .

? This w?iﬂ%&@la K&ﬂt finﬁﬁ im %h@ ae%tﬁﬂﬁﬁ@
mnﬁ tmﬁ t@ aelmgi&&l Juﬁgmﬁ R | '

. Be priﬁa&plaa hyZ%hﬁae &f ﬁha un@ﬁrﬁt&uéin%
‘when refleetive o procesding from particvul
apd dealing with modes of nsturs veguires & p
- principle ib ite most general ferm is that m;,
i mf zt& @r&er wara dum %@ inﬁalliganae sr, in\ ﬁhww g@rﬁa“'

&aya down & 1 r
refle@t(@ﬁ na%ux@ 1t iz @uhﬁﬁctive &ﬂﬁ nat % aam%gitgt vafyrineipXecf

' - How the yuryaaivemaa& of nature nay b@ ﬂiﬁﬁing&iaha& a8
either asstheti¢al or lugical. . In the former na e is Viﬁw*,”7
ed as purpoﬁi?% subjectively or fTor the wmind, in the Lattey
purposive @bjaﬁtivwly or in the form of itw organic hLaings
as adapted to endsj snd cervespunding to $hese two nmodes we'
have respectively &h@ aggsthetie judgment and the 1 . 1
Judgment., The nesthetic judgwent or judgmentof t&a@u-&a-&ﬂv
jmmediste For it depends on the feeling only of pleasure oy
pain in the contemplation of an objeet which fecling unlike
conditions sach ag space and sensation doesmmt enterinto our
knowledge of the objest; the bveleslogieal judgment operating

~ through a congeption of the oheraster of the chject is meddate,
is founded on o judgment of the understending and es suol i

free from the feeling of pleaauxa or ymim in ﬁhe nere @antemu-

pla@i@n of the uhga@%. . , o

. How freedeom could e the gxaunﬁ £ 45 aﬁtwwmine an afrea%

within the world of phenomsns and in accorvdance with its

easual ity was s, problem inscluble for the theeretisal re&mmﬁ

though sueh Bias required by the praetionl reason.  Judgment

thrauvgh i%ﬁﬂ&‘~iwn* principle points te » superse L@ sube

strate underlying nature wherby nature is mede conformable to e
our intelliegence.  In judgment then the two veaims fiﬂﬁ %h@ir‘~
meeting-point. The pleasure . invelve& in the ne : -
guent is & pure {i.e.non-sensuous) pleasurs &z it N
minds satisfaction with the hungeny of ite faculties nﬁ'ﬁh aet
1% £8l to be adapted to the reflective judgmentartl as sueh is
 denominated beswtifvl, The aesthetic judpgment inlludes the
iden of the sublime which avises through the mind's senge of
adaption to the form oy Unform of the objeet; for wheress at |
fTirst in veapect of ite sfasucup limitations the wind is paineﬁ
by its finitude in presence of the ohjeet, yet in its moral
greutness as a free agent It reacts against thig f@@liﬁg &n@
asserts its &up@xinrity 0 &my%hin@ in néture,

o Y

~ In the Analytic of tnﬂ'ﬁeauﬂifyl Kant &@%@ﬁninss ite ,
nature by a method corresponding to the four gronps of gates
. gories deduced in the Transcendental Analytic. 4As to ﬂmﬁ14%y

~the judgment of taste is & subjective ju@9Mﬁﬁt imﬂ?yiﬂy merely
the feeling of the mingd in contanmplation of the ohiect and is '
matked off from the pleasant and @ha good by being disinterssted.
The pleasant ss such isg rel&teﬁ to desire snd the good whether
viewed 8s & means or as in 4tself (moral gend) inva*v&s the
congeption of an end and h@nwa both imply an inﬁarat in their
ohjeat. o -

"




©ohjeat iveein the m@ﬁ%w it we Desl aam@@xw
same sabisfedbion wili Be Tolt by ovsyyone

of St ewn fasulbies whio

'"%ﬁﬁﬁm w@‘%ﬁﬁz%"

: 23 f@wm@ S subjioot dve adertetis
objeet and hw

Bt feliestion seiees from the Gunesolousn
puy feewities.  Conbinued gonbenpls

et ox Lm&tsﬁﬂg
-a@mz&:mmi_ fryr  Latsy

 ®&@ &ﬁ&g‘%f %éﬁ%&?“$ﬁ mﬁﬁﬁgfj

i im¢ iﬁ ﬁﬁ%mﬂﬁk@ﬁ@i% w@ i nmﬁﬁ%im

et besuly on the tne Bnd g the fields

Comhewe oYl he o

C foreally wt leash, Iseking in sonobethess, In ?@%imﬁd&ny
- aphers of Bgsuty Keny so shayply

Cdargely mo shatraghisug

,gﬁma s LG
%M&&mﬁwtww* £ g Ll g.
SYVBULRY &%&w&wﬁ i iw&ﬁmﬁ%& %ﬁ@ %mﬁyM@

roste upow 9irect p@fﬁﬁyuéﬁm BHE upon Song
not in sbe obgaet DOt iu ﬁh@ %ﬁﬁﬁ’%wﬁﬂﬁiﬁf

of gur feowibios Lw %iﬁ gr&mﬁd &f'7‘
ﬁ@ﬁﬁaﬁ %g &m@ %wlii“

% Bhy ;w@’
fmﬂwa@iwﬁ i know ,@& %&ﬁtﬁﬁ% &ﬂﬁ&ﬁ%&ﬁ&iiy in &&1 m&ﬁ.,

er%&ww, BE G m&i&tﬁw@ %&a ﬁaﬁgm@a” ef %%at@?m@%&@ ﬁm@ﬁ

n ool iveness only in the
we 1§ f%aw aff iwﬁﬁwﬁ%%§Wﬁ aﬁﬁwmhiww‘x&% ideu
o an ende Hb e 3 j ‘ ; B 3 s
FTenitur of Peveronte |

i the sesthetie
" BHe harmony of
’%@& $ Yo ne delfinite

f@ﬂ%ﬁ%&@@f

mw@wl&&& 83 the aind serely Iingrous y
ful vhjseh by dwelling on and repreducing o Rhe agabhetie
Judgment being free of interest must he Tree alue of sensuous
%@im@ imwwm whe 1% con derend nelither on
' TIREG Y SR sE i%ﬁ&ﬁ of thw ohjeet, Ge
cadned throngh & gonoentldnehunce
from the %ﬁw& af w&rﬁ@ﬁ»iﬁn.

%&nﬁwwy, B W0 medalivy a& ﬁm@@mwﬁ% of ﬁ&a&m L5 ﬁmhéﬁﬁﬁ$V%

‘&3 wiiverssd and neeessery; this ie o Decanss w1l minds belkg

subdost o Lhe swne £w¢1&ﬁ@ @8 BB ring weiodge whioh Ceele

ﬁm b &nalg@iw of the ﬁa@l&m&, w&iw& e &wﬂ%%%&& aut of

whe winde raschlon agalnst the Lo ov formlesunass of Lhﬁs%hgﬁéﬁf
feass 'L ‘/

when somebbing of Spenendous mignitods o powsy,
the winilazity ond Siseinlleas y %a&wx o the wabline and the
ﬁ@%&%&fai A siakp  What the d s bhe mabllise s 5ot so
wd B8 bhe Ldss ﬁf Ll ha Tk : '

e h@ %ﬁg&w I @&ﬁﬁw&%&ﬁﬁ wf ﬂ%?ﬁ@%% %ﬁrmmﬁwz@,

Boant axteblisbed for all %&aw the grant sty

,@ﬁnx@ %f Srue
sasbhetlio b deoryy he Qif e § st en a&&&w&y %%%w ¥ b roaln
: y &ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁiﬁ@
a3 ﬁ&d wf L SR wf%wnbgm i She ether
Lisher She hesutiful as the conmeabing link
bobwaan the vt worlde of the senuidbls and bhe supoOrsens 1D Liw
%hﬁabWﬁ&%iﬁn i imy@maiﬁiw nHLas s fh@z@ i& Y wﬁiﬁy lmnsnenhk in
£40 N

ol weneuses nlok

Bug aa&uwﬁ the true sreund ig ﬁxlgzm@& it i vet lefé,
&5@

y &wmwa h%ﬁ 3%%@ mzs““

Prom wliements of ﬂﬁﬂ&wﬁvﬁ BT

La dﬁ%g%ﬂ%i??“%ﬁf' why By
ﬁ@t‘ Ja%‘%& "‘";,,: 57 : ‘

Mt dn the Beauble

%ﬁ,&v e pusit & odrewn

- doss nob X@%ﬁ@ﬁﬁig-‘%
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dbgaatxvzﬁ;yla&va& haauty Jargely vold of cont Buk,

 though thip is mo fovmal 1y, Kant yet in effect mﬁmiﬁ@ &y, »
Jjuotive sliement and though he dpes not selve the &nﬁi%h&gis; %ﬂ

@yane ﬁﬁm wa; which. in&@c&taa &t salutiann o L

- By ¥ @i&%xng the ;u&gm&nt 6? ﬁas%a ta kﬁ:
seen ng the vendition of the free play of fas
bo 1t aammw;iaﬁbﬁa faeling, Kend indirectly ad | GETOY
senbent while his dosterine of dependent ha&w@ywwhe;‘vﬁ &
Jimit of yurpvsivensess without a rpose fend) oV
even thoug h,@v@hlh@auny in qualified as 3 ]
axyaaial&y in the ldeal, & @ignifiaans imgarﬁ w.“ 1
© of Beauty proeper for the wesult is to indigate a . un:
- gy net bhe severed betwsen reason and heaviy. &

the Ideal te be "that archetype of taste whiel o
gn the indeternminate ides that reason hss ofa méx
gannet be x@praﬁ»nﬁ@d by concepts bmﬁ only in an % A
presentatjon,” snd he refers this  Jesl to a judguent @f ﬁ&stﬁ ’
which is in pard intellectuval.  New the only bheing who can :
determine Bis purposes by Teamun is man, hence men h&ﬁ the yur»
poese ¢f his exisience in bhimsell and therefore man agpe of all
objeets in the world is oapable of funishing an Idsal, that is
Cdn o the hwman figure,6£mﬁ this Ideal at its beat is not the normal
ideal or sverage archetype of the vaece but that which exprésses
" ®ghe highest purp%%ivaneas”mwgaadnwaﬁaf hecty, purity , strengih
peude, @&w.,mwta be made *Visihle as it were in boduly manifest=
tation.? Thies Ideal%reguires a union of pure ideas of reason
with great imaginetive power, @ven in him who wishes te auﬁg@
. 6T &t, still wre in him who wﬁshﬁﬁ te present iﬁ. T o

: whrouvh the vartial inwluai@n@f %hﬁ iﬁa&l &n &&a reals
of beauty “the Cherateristic finds definite lodgment and, though
as yet mliowed-within parrodolimite~tl be only "eorrect* (i.e.
particivating in the rational, vather that in the eanauauﬁbanﬁ
not "pure" all that is now wanbingis n deeper synthesis of
beauty and ressen kn erder that the Characteristic may rﬁaeiuﬁ
‘juatifaa&*i&n %% tha cﬁntrﬁ} @1@msnt in the mederyn mensa ﬁf
bosutys \

 Eanb hiumslf xmpimaitly &mgﬁﬁ%ﬁhﬂ@ ﬁh&m aynthea&a. ﬁauiuﬁ
is posited s neessary o the grﬁ&aﬁ%ien of the beautiful in
&xb, and awmeng the fagulties that constitate genium thave ja :
gl&aa& gpirit or, the animating prineipis ¢f the mind in the ma&lmh
of aecthetie s the faculbty of presenting resthetioal ideas and

as sueh idead gannot he fully represented hy any a&%gepﬁ of re&aaa ‘j

they are so far the aauntez@art of rational ideas »¥ whizh no
intuition, {[repfesentation) can “e adequatel F@llawing Lhig
view Kaat develgpes a thoeory of synmbholism ua&&r which for 8
soncept oF reason that vannot be adequately represented & TOLTe
senbdtion of cempazi&ﬁmw ig supplied &aeardiny to the mode of
precedure of the judgment in the schematism of the mnﬁarat&n&img-
C €e@se & living hody to synbolise & constitutional state and 8-
machine to ﬂymhﬁ&lﬁ@ an absolute one,~the basis baing a2 ainilare
ity in the rules by which we reflect on the pymhoel and the thing
syibolized respedfivelys And he comes to th&saavalm%ien =% The
beasutiful is ﬁus syurhol of the morally geood." It is nat te0
mueh, then, to say that his account oFf besuly Lh?euwh.gﬁ stands
in fermal 1@%tr@¢tnﬁﬁw yvet carries with i4% the Lsnaregpaﬁa of an
import involviag all that was Lo b2 developed hy his sugcesors.

g



gohiller develuged ﬁhﬁ”&a@yar:ﬁaﬁae;@hmtg y. imp
_ the bheoxy of Kunt; (48 Hegel gives hin the eredit Top "the
‘gx@&%\aerviaa-ﬁf.@av&ﬁg %rsk@n_tﬁxau&h‘hhﬁ,Kﬁﬂ&iﬁﬁ, suhjeotivity
snd ababraeting of tnought. (BY" @%ar%igg'wiﬁm.thﬁ;yfapﬁsi&ian'
et vIy dm bthvough e heauty bhat we arvive at frecdem,%

he declayes the urt of the heautiful to be an instrument for
the ennobling of ahmxaater“ana‘%h@fine&fn@te ferm of trivmphent
fruth; the idesn Shouldbs deduged from the simple posaihility
of & nature bHoth sensucus and rational. Mﬁﬁxﬁmhihiﬁﬁ‘%wa .
 impulses, the sensucus &névﬁ@ﬁffﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬁléﬁh@,fﬁ%ﬁﬁ?-ﬁiﬂ&i@@"]"
him to matter, the lahter seeking to fres him om i, te 13fY
him from the unity of magnitude I joh ‘gnelosed te the
unity of idea whick kesps suhject all ph - These ime
pulges though centrary are not T preperiy
for they ure ﬁ@%,m@ﬁ%wﬁﬁi&tax&’zm»@hﬁ;ﬁ&mﬁjq 83 they g
fore rvaguire o have 1imits sent thewm by the £ a0t of the égo.
Now the instinet ef play ualtes and harmonizes tae U other -
instinels,  The sEesuous instineé bws for ite ¢
the moral instict sbape orx form but the play 4
form o in other werds heauly. # Beavty weds two opposed
conconditions of fesling aud thinking" - though gse Bre GOn=
trary bo esch ¢bher and onu mever be Ond. But the strivings
of the two impulses tent to delimit the sphere of each and thus
to secure thely antonony; hence when the sould passed from. "
‘sensatica to thought iy traveyses meutral around where the

AT on
L\u,’ :

‘distingtions cease, ond the state of uh@'mﬁmﬁ'i;*ﬁhisf@reﬁfﬁaﬂ

is denominated sesthetlies In the asethetic state the mind
recovers its freedomdy as well from the activity of the will as
fyom the passivity ef the sensuous, sud the extent of the fuiness
to which the mind is so moved is the test of the realtive value
" of the sesthetic feeling, Reauty ¢onducts us ioase the world ‘

of idens without teking we fromthe world of BENEGe
. In wrief, Bobillex rai&&ﬁ;#hﬁ*he&&tifﬁlnfr&m‘&hefiﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬁéﬁx~*
in which Kant hsd left it, and reconciles the pepsuous and the
rat ional in wen through the sesthetic judgmont - which these
sink themselfes »nd which therefure mﬁfkﬂ.ﬁh@:ﬁﬁf,~a$sp&&ﬁ$;‘,f
of hoth ond indisstes & reslity ln which the finite snd the ine
finite have yheir grownd. ~ The weautiful wh je the matter of
 the aesthetlc julgment is thus. the expresssion © the totality
of Wan's being and as sueh ls truly eshjestive &
subjeetively &6 uo Kant hed eentendads Behild
object IFely on nis theory of acethotic sembla
fime art) and the play {mpulse. Ee=r Sehille
phe. pert that besuly plays in the humenizing v gS.
&aeshhetic im@uy&ﬁe-gﬁ&ﬁeiy&@@ﬁ;mamggit,sa tens his manne
(AevelopBafeeling for the heautiful.  Beheller 3 EChES
ag ? enchling by heauty sad supressing \in the on of
lang again he says ¥ Of #11 the 4 glinations LHA re deooid
from bthe feeling for the beautiful and thst ave il te
= T fined minds none commenis itself sp much to the.
‘ B3 Lhe snnchled instinet of levej none is so fruiifu
: QKG%Si&ﬂ%‘Whi&h.ﬁﬁrﬁeﬁpﬁﬂé t6 the true dignity of man, o
«hat an elevation dees it raise humsn nature; snd often what
divine spark$ does it kindle in the Vet R ) gﬁ@ﬂ; P It is &
sagred fdrse thmt,aansumﬁﬁ,av@ry*agéiﬁﬁieal ine linaticon and
the very prinelples of morality ure seaveely & grenter safs~
guard of the scul§ chastity than love is for the nehility of
the heurti”- and again "Lovs draws its sourse frem the seat of
1iberty~Fure spirit can only love, wut net esbemy the senses koow
enly estesem but net love l ' f .

@

(@} &ahi;lerfa Easoys sestheticnl and ?hii@&&phiaml'(inclaaimg
the Acsthetical letters) London, Geo Rell. and Sons 1900.
(5) Hegells Acsthetic~Introduetisf. |

5



%o 1tself. i.e. bhe huwsn forme The co

“For Sshiller the férm f 1. e. heauty

oy wpAe WHEN 1L RaB Geased to do its work, and through which -
it passes over inbu & new pogitive carrying with it spmething of

ﬁhﬁ’ywavia@ﬁ'fowm“mndgk@ﬁt@mvaﬁapgaa.%ﬂ,aarry ont the same wurk
viewed as in o conndoted system or world movement. - Aegording 00

legel i rt the Idea smd % ln which. it is embodied
must be internally united and fused into one thus attaining the ‘
relgh to matter but is in it potent=
he Idea gust net be abstract bub gon fete and detere
rtieunlarization; only from the truly cencfrete Idem .
yosn Lhe true shape be generated and ghe fusion of the two is the L
ideal, Hegel's Idea is the o ‘
- esrly stag espin its indistinet r !
- minvtenessl~=it gives rime to Bymbhol i
';@iaauﬁmﬁ‘lmﬁguagﬁvﬁég@x figuratively

the Iden at this stége when it does net o gl
o itself. "It procesd€i to- exaggerate the i
phenomena of reality into indefinibeness and disp
inbuxicate iteell in the3 to seetheand ferment i ol

violence to them to distort and explode them inte unnatu
shapes and strives hy the variety, hugeness and splendor 5 the
forms employed to exslt thy vhenomenc L& the level of the Idea,

Nt

N Theae aspects are feund in the primitive art of the Baat
Anadequaey of shape to 1des remains insuperable; this pe

of art is marked by “aspiration, di sguigdi/mystery and sublimity."
This tyve hy negation pagses into thé g  art form where
the ldes reveals itsslf in the shape peg Wormehia

¢ content iz the vonerete -
‘spiritual or the truly lnner self; the subjective notien finds
the shepe which the sbsolute or original notiom inventede The S
‘sh&pa‘iﬁ=yuwifiaﬁ-thﬁt‘it~m&y‘@xgregaa.a@aﬁeﬁﬁ.aﬁaaa&ﬁﬁ'ﬁa~i%%"m SRR
self; again, the Spiritual meaning o¥. content Ymist be gualified . :
te express itpelf completely in the physieal formef man without
- projecting inte another world bgyond the Bocps of sush an exs -
presslon in sensuous and bodily terms."  Hind under Bhis form
is therfore specifbdd ass & rticnlar type of mind or homan o
mind, and is not ap absolute and ofternall Mow, this defect
by megation disseolves the elassieul form and prepares the way
Tor the romantie foyw of art.  fn the romantic form of srt the
Iden agnin ceased Lo have union withits reality, but this .
disparsteness im on ahigher plane thah ig the sy ¢ forite
The limitation of art ft¢ the expresssionol mind a 0
is now removed; mind in ﬁh$ £@m%ﬁtiQ£§ﬂnﬁr$t@ tnivergalitye




‘ﬁgiiQJ’

' The romantig formof Art, therefors,is one of desper |
- signficuncs than the clasieal, and this significance agress

with the distinetion between the Christian view of God as

appropriste content in clussical Art.

Bpirit - and the Oreek %aliaf_im,ﬁh@“geas-g§ﬁs@ form the

: Lo ,fff;lﬁlfﬁ‘aﬁk,#iggw ned
gy 1ts labent content theunion of the divine with the human.

~Tuis eontent was not explieit;;the Greek god was the subjeet SR
-~ of sensuous iuagination, his shape was the ahape of a man o
‘/.,an&,inapwérﬁanﬁ being he was individual an@,l@m&taﬁy

~;Th&va£f£axﬁﬁ@e,§a£W@¢n i&@@ﬂ&Q@ﬁé a@if%ﬁ@ﬁﬁéiﬁﬁé5kaﬁw%v“

. ledge is vasl as seen int bhe distinction between animale

. and men. Immedietely therefove that the union of the huwan
{“&na'gha:aiwiné'iavxaﬁﬁ

. self=gonsoho

5@ m b : B i
8 knowldge the true med ium for the reality of
thﬁ”a@mﬁﬂa@;Iaﬁamﬁaﬂx@lﬁw@ﬁﬁaaiaﬁﬁ;inﬁﬁwd*inﬁéiiig@ngg“amﬁ th@ )

d from the state of latent to that of  ' i;

"fnaw content is freed frow the necessity of BENBUCHE Tepro=

gentat ion; on zh@»eantr&ry'th@%ragr@aenﬁaﬁiﬁn,mugﬁ,ﬁ@va§$¢$baé
into the content. The unien of the humen with the divine

 becomes self~conseious inthriStianity,wh&ehmy&i&hﬁ\ﬁe God

@8 Splrit or mind, not as partioularized but as shsolute in
spirit and i&’tru%b~ The objeet of art is ﬁear”f{’a,‘c@n—__‘

- orete, intelleotunl heing® reyealing itself as spir usl
existence for the inward t=spiritualized) world of spirits

Now must art addtess itself t@é%he'in%ax&'f%ﬁirixunliaﬁa)mﬁm&,.
o the heart and feelings as spiritualiszed, - The Iden must

- now reveal itself. Lin the medium of spirit and ﬁe&&iqggk_
' 3ént,

“:&rdﬁ’by Tenson of its greater perfection as compared with eay-

Bod negat ing his abstractness

dippersion th@r@fawa‘ra?g&;g:;§5@1§~n5w ag va

spiritual and the highest type.

’@ﬂ?@ﬁ?#&ﬁted‘ih.itﬁwlfi“ external existence become contil
thd*f

bhe geconeilliation is inward (=spiritual.). ' Hence répantie |
lier froms "witmiraws itself from any adequate union with
the external element® .H@@@*H@gel*g[p@aikiﬁn is correpondent
Lo Bohiller's view Lhat besuty is truth in ite nudity. =

‘ . Hegel next points the diffsrence hetween the
Greek god in~hiﬁﬁe1£«&ﬁmtaiﬁa&&@ga@l&ﬁiﬂ@;ﬁn& the Christian
by hecoming a to~and-rr between
hee unity safhimself and hls revelstion of himsslf in the.
individusl and thereby realizing himself coneretely in the
subjectively of the sormunity. - Thié reaslization

ual being, whenoe the wanifold Bubjectivity with its pasi
action and incident, humen Teeling and will becomes the objeot
of artistic representation. . Wherefors rednting =ek masie, and
poelry by resson of their flexihility become the appropriate
vehicles for this form of art;Vof these pveotry is the mose

Hegel was the last of the great transcendentalists and not

;'qfﬁ&ﬁwor&hy to he placed glose to Bant himeelf. The work of a1l ‘;?
subseyuent inqmirers in the fi@lﬁ‘@f;@agﬁh@%ict'inclmﬁing the

~ investigations and deshdtions of Ruskén (6) is but an alabor-

«@ﬁigﬂ,ﬁﬁ-idems,&lready_n&t@@ as ihelufled in the gyetem of o
German thinkers from Kante~ to Hegel,. On that aceount pe . S

further exposition of medern thought is resuired for owy
purpese bub it will be well here to note in passing the status
in praptice and in theory of sesthnetic ameng the Gresks. On

this supoiat it wikll not he negessary to add mush to the vie®
L given & us by Hegel. L S - :

(65 e

-ﬂﬁuﬁkineﬁmﬁ@rﬁ ?&iﬁ%eraf*ﬁﬁeneﬁ of Venice, etce




o

mamemrs - gk

 Zme deepest diatinotion hetween snoient and modern Boathet 1o

 f.&$i@@E\££@m'ﬁh@‘WH?Ty'ﬁﬁFﬁf”ﬁhﬁ~@$§K]'_ﬁﬁ@: Tnig with its csuse

. pas siveady been noted dn our stotment of Hegel's theoxy. =

 gehdller, perhaps more plainly, puts it thusj * It is humani by
alone which %éﬁﬁmaa&'aﬁ@ﬁ@&aﬁﬁaliﬂﬁh@.iﬁ@&,@f beauty and of pere

 fection. Hpever for the Greck is natura pursly gal nature

© and fof thot reason he does nob blush %6 homor it

sieal nat

ure

Condm i reasen @uragay,xaawaa.“&n@)f@r“#@%@:r@ﬁgﬁﬁx
4o tremble in gﬁbﬁi@@iﬂg:ﬁﬁ'i@ﬁ:&&%aﬁT*Thﬁ phy siog!
. moyal sentiments, matter and mind, eath apd hesven |
 with a mexvellous beauly in his poetry® { Oraee and Dignity.]
. This reyeseful spirit is showa anong other ways in what Sehiller
| callgs the pley=impulse as indicated in their art, " They

. effaced from the brow of thelr g “the -earnestness tnd lahor

- which furreow the checks of morbals, and also the hellow met
that emeethes the empty fagé. They neb free the ever serene from

© the chains of every purpese of every duly, of evexy sares® -And
. again in speaking ef omne of their oreations Behiller says. *While
. in ecutasy we give ourselves &y'%thhﬁAhﬁ&vaﬁly'&G&Wﬁyg'ﬁhﬁ '
_ peavenly seif-vepuse awed ue bagk." , : o

: ;Thﬁgﬁa@ak had not that hi@h SFiwi&ggr jdeal @h&fgﬁﬁuﬁ,,u
opposition butwein apirit and phencmend ¢ overcome only,

o be ! : :
through the realisation of abgolube ayﬁx&t&;ﬁw.uhe-&ivmﬂéa in |

(8) expliciily rises abpve the view thab réstrigts besuty tothe
formad oy Lo the element of unity in variety, snd though thesu

great thinkeys did ineStinmabls serviee through their fopmilation
ef & principle withing which later developmeépts of aes: ¢

. must move. yeb theth, theory wasg encughered by three outstanding
.fakzﬁgieﬁnfrem"@hiah’&aéﬁhﬂt&a on its rveflectiwvam side was mot
 formally freed t111 the time of Kant. These fallacies are that
art ig,imitastive of nature { in Plato imitative of the sesond
mg@l&w,;'aaﬁjtﬁsrﬁfﬁr@ inferioy tu yeality, that it is veldted
to man &e gemwonplade yeality only, and Tinally that beauty is
based on moralistic considerations instesd of veing independsnt
’af‘@hﬁﬁuﬁ@&QWﬁrﬁxn@ﬁa'wi@k-m&x&iiky aﬁuayxingiﬁgvframs&,ﬁ@mm&ﬁ;;

- It ds true that in the works of thewse philosophfers there .
© ave contained idens and views which contradict thelir formak
- grend and which are the shadewy cutlines of great truths yet

- to he made ¢lear. It is equally true thet in praghiee the

o & type of mild characteristion we puad e onelude from sush

1 seulptures us thay of the Venige dei Hediel (Froxence Urrigé) (9)
E aﬂﬁtthﬁ'kyhxwﬁit@ of Onidus, after ?ra@i%ale%(ﬁamaﬂvaﬁiean).

“But vhough in the works of the ¢rest Masters of Greece there is
ihown the grey daswn of the yrineiple that hag attained ite full
maridisn in the medern world yet Tor waht r%aregnant inform~

ing prineiples thelr arh econld not ri&a)?l%%'%h@va the limitations
of the formale , , '

17 Qlﬁ%éﬁﬁé@ﬁ&iia;~i&w&;fﬁhaéaraa;'ﬁhiié%as;‘
(8) Aristelle-PoeticE Folitics, Rhetorlc.
9} Gurdiner's Haumdbook of Greek Sculpture. ‘

hhﬂ‘iﬂ'iﬂéﬁ?iﬁﬁ&lfsﬁhjéativaiﬁ.v«;ﬁaiﬁﬁﬁw Piate (7} nor Arvistolle -

Art of Gresce had gone b@g@ﬁﬁ'ﬁh@-mawalg,f&rmﬁi aﬁﬁ'h&df@mﬁaﬁiaé~’ '

i



Va

bt R ) S e

Kent in nis Chltique of Judgment in tres

9% Deauty says that while wa'géﬁsiéax;gem@f.
B Qxewplary ang copy m@daza_y@%'ﬁhgﬂﬁas%g @
' er th@'mwdﬁl iz%elf;'h@maﬁ;l”@h@ Q" : :
. :oF taste is u megye lde 1-@ver
f_;“am@.maaarazn@ to whion

¥ there muet p
ness ang sontributing i

gud_expanded Idea o
inAthi@ﬁﬁﬂanity*

S @bx,&gaﬂibafaxe pﬁﬁlaﬁqp@yfv
. in the system of Kant a8 1abh
B R artegonseiousy

ity is al onoe the

Christian

- thought whatever that have ﬁxis%;&j&r':im~$
6T otheyr deduced £y Y colod ¥ th&fﬁﬁgﬁxiﬁag"ﬁjéﬁ
- and if faith §n Christ were 4 ,"Qu&gaf'th@;wa'lé,yg : }
- Werld eould hever shake jtselr ﬁiﬁﬁw'Qf ﬁi$;iR$iﬁ¢ﬁ¢§@“5§{vﬂ_
Or & moment po 1%&'%hﬁiﬁﬁr?§$§‘h
4 perspective whie: ‘ 11 :

 Let us ¢

8 {he @aaaﬁaaﬁlgig¢;gbghia,wmx;
0% humanly &nﬁ'&i@gky-human'gap‘&g;wﬁslgvaaf he nex
bure of the Temple, He 1leved Yhose a8t whose hop He

visig, He wept ag Lthe grave of Hiﬁ~fri&ﬁd;!a3v -
generous as He w&apym;mﬁh@g;w He rewards the ersonal

dong Him with phe E1f% of Gog (Lnk@b?ii,’&@w‘ﬁgg bhat
enter inte the joye, serrows am@ié@ﬁf&ﬁéﬁ&@@ of men He .
”ﬁmamg‘th@m “a&%ing»%nd~axinkiag“ fﬂ&&t.x&r‘*? H
- 8o bounds (Matt, Vi-s4, XlV*l&,'KX~&%.
- His hercy was ne

L. Christ &8 man suffeug fﬁtiguegﬁungex;fan@'ﬁ¢ﬂygjefrga;xéw
{Hatt X¥v1038)  ang fven death itmelf, He teay 26 g
plete brotherhood op 11 -

His ﬁivin& ne 19%3 thuan in

 hungered ang ye
LA Was a gbran
L was siok

S0d righ heaven-"roy 1 was an

i I was tnirag !

4y and ye elothed ney.
n, and ye Gume unte

hove ‘done it unte cne

: on, ve hava»dun$‘iﬁ~unta-ma.”

(Mate, XXV-38m40, _ R -

v Andye vigiteq mQ ;I

Again, Christ 8hows the fhne Spirdt and mettie
HAN we see that he ealls Herod by hi

is right name, (fﬁfi(etiﬁ i%a‘%’) :

: , .na-Qﬁgiaaﬁéu;anﬁiéﬁgfgpé&“'aﬁ@é”?°
“$tan&ing~f&¢tisf,th@ mmdarﬁ‘wawiﬁa ‘ &&1‘&&#&@&&;@%@ wdes of

A4=19, B mpeie s =
; Mark Viiieg, ete.) and
Ver appealed to in vain, e

y and ye 68Ye me drink;
88T and ye took me in, naked

, hiet rigal
, : Ve whieh presents Him te. us {n His :
and influence as the ' :




/.
L % awﬂﬂ*

;wa‘ﬂia&fﬁim,angry~wi%hahy§aeri%aﬁ,(_ﬁﬁtR 1$;%§}

st the mopey changers, Giréet at all times and- anee
iR hiﬁ*&a&ah@mga«”%hink*ﬁ@%.th@&_m’&m.aaam»ta{gﬁﬂé: b
garth/ 1 cams not to send peage but # swerd,” { Batte Vrit.)
How mhall men congelve in its fulness @Mﬁ'%m&%i%&l@@éﬁ'eﬁ

ining 1t, wes tLhe essenc

, the msrvellous miragles, b e

: the dnfinite reconeilliation, the aning
confirmed his Seachlng. 1 the persen of Uhwimt we 13

. wanifesting, nevartheless in the flesk and through the
of &omen, the true i&aﬁ&.ﬁfvm@ﬁnia“@ 3 gr of the pel

. whose will must be fused into and geincide with the ¥
Gog.  Buch a $ranscendent @h&x%@ﬁ@ﬁﬁ&ﬂﬁiﬁﬁ@l&'%ﬁ$§@$‘ n

1argest congeption of %hﬁn@r$ﬁk$ﬁpxﬁﬁﬁnt& &n,i%%@if’&;'$$ﬁ$3fi
yapious snough to give rise te diversity of imterpretation
. ginoe it involves the whole ywablﬂmfﬁf,xagam@£13&a§xmg1@5,%&&3

‘flesh and the sprill, ‘put there is & vomsibility ¢hat this -
diversity will he puch incressed bythe naturs of Christs law for
‘here we have @ @ﬁdhlemwaﬁ,@aﬁwgan°ﬁhﬂ‘&@m-@f God narrvewly con~
“gidered and the example of Christ which mmet be reconciled hy
- gagh individual in his cun practice. S .

. Let us take one instance as illfistrating this preblem; In
' Jomh Vill. 5-11 we vead that when the Jews bhyought bo Chriet
& woman whe had sinned, gqyeting the Ytow . of Boses thet she should
- 'he stoned,.and asking him-what sayest though ? He zeplied, . .
. e vhat is without sin amomg you, 1et nim first cast a stone at
her M He then stooped dewn and wrole on the ground, doubtless
to aveid bumiliating his questiond’wiereupon the acougers de~
- parted and as the saered narrative ¢ontinues. - MYhen Jesus
Had 1lifted mp.ﬁim&elf.-&ﬂd'aﬁW’n@Qﬁ4%ﬁ%,ﬁhﬁ woman, he said unte
. her, Woman, where are those thine acgeusers ¥ hath no pRn oens
- demmed thee ¢ | R T P

~ ' Bhe said, o man, bord, And Jesus seid dnto hex, Neither
 do I condenn thee; go and sin no mere.t In Mati. ¥y, 33
o we have the law rat ionally intevpreted in a hold fyee consiruce~
- tiom regaxding the sabbalh day hut in the cese cited nothing
whatever is sald sbsul or aguinsd the law while an exsnple con=
trary to it is allewed O nave effect. It is to he noted alse
{nat Christ repeatedly insists on the importamce of the daw

(Matt. V, and 5%, 17) and the seriovsncss of ain { Mmtt. XV1LX,
F-8), mokes the keeping of the commandments & gondition of

. Wow the power sdd fruitfulness of Christ's %ord lies in this
antithesis between exsmple and 1aw which requires for its solution
the dsepest synthosis ol the Christian consciousness and involves
the possibility of a living progresive development. Mo iaw '
can tormuwlate Christ's doctrine noy dogma asgsuch fullygset it
forth for in its inner excellence end spiritd it must 1hve slustie
ant Tlexible in the feeling of the iﬂﬁi@iﬂum@ heard in the Christ=
"1ik@»¢enﬁaienaa and accountable subjeetivity of the individuali
- "fhe . Kingdom of God cometh not with ohservation neither shall they.
say, Lo nere! or lo thers ! for behold the Kingdom of God is
sithin you,” ( Luke XV1il - 20 & 21)e '

| Tnis is what Hegel huas in mind when in philosophical L
languagse he descrihes tne Christion CGod as & po-and~froprevenling
pimself in the indvidual and thereby raalizing himselfl soncrebely

3ife { MattXRX-17) and colbects His talents with usuxy (ﬁﬂtt,xxvvzéha (

%



“ii_*&h&eklaa of a luw (&s the He’

. ceptlon is given to us we mey seem to hesr b

 homage of chivalry was blonded w

s in bhe hubj@@tl?ity\ﬁi ﬁﬂ& aonmunltyy @ﬁﬁ W@ h&v% &,en o
that Hegel derives fron thie resligation the multiplieity o
particular spiritual bheing with its sanifeld o
spd. ine ident, huusn fawlin% and will which now Grnes
- of artistiec reyreﬁﬁn&&%ian‘ . Here we find & gv T &x
- advence on Greek theory and even on Creek ¥ pract ;
. Furward the type of srt mst he rmm&nﬁﬁa,*_:v
dn ite varjing forus must be at the hew £
o the multitnddnous gr@hlaws arisin
. uhich are possible in the wel ¢
forwayd toobaauty will he
£T0m {ne same root} we h

'iQuwyxinaiyla whm@h 116%'
. Treedom oxr wmorality. Thess po
beeuuse there was & Christ w

frau MUV$&®H$ cf %h@ im&' Bl autc
the lew and under “the %@na@ of

il cume frwnzs&aking the géog of aalf
all otler selves. Of "things new an
 his treasurye (ﬁ&tﬁ%&liwﬁﬁ)a net alone
S does ae spesk te us bub throug ¢ pe
whethier it be of grace in limbh, or fen
ful eye or bthe glory of sunny ringle

‘;f hﬁhr&ugh The a&nturimg, " ga of gﬁwma‘,ﬁ'g.:‘u

With the syru&a uﬁ Qhrl"
.and hegan to tramsfori x
- felt in the coloring, ¢
- middle ageW. - ¥or cenbtyries : ght te
- Himeelf, the Virgin and the ntee It w d 1
'jﬂ&h&k@@pear@., in mulbituain@u% g mm& iﬁ ravaa
Cmovements and interests of the '
calvakyry an historisn says, % ¥
liness was %gﬁin J@inaﬁ to tﬂmtrof‘;
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