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Foreword

“May the genius o f  Uruguay which produced Ariel guide our 

thoughts.”  Thus spoke President O tto Arosemena o f  Ecuador 
in his keynote address to the Conference o f American Presi
dents in Punta del Este, Uruguay, in April 1967. As U.S. chief 

o f  protocol I sat with the delegation headed by President Lyn
don Johnson. “Ariel”  was a familiar memory. I had learned the 
part for a grammar school production o f  The Tempest. But 
Shakespeare was hardly Uruguayan. Who, then, was this “ge

nius” who had usurped “Ariel?” I asked the members o f  Presi
dent Johnson’s staff. They knew not. I went over to the press 

table where the literati were gathered and put the question to 
them. “Forget it,”  was the response o f  perspiring journalists 
waiting impatiently for the “bottom line” numbers in aid and 
trade. The opening line o f  a keynote address seemed to deserve 
better. The reaction brought to mind the fellow who was 
asked: “Which is worse, ignorance or apathy?”  and replied, “I 
don’t know and I don’t care.”

But when my circle o f  inquiry included an Uruguayan diplo
mat, the answer came quickly. Ariel, he told me, was an essay 
written at the turn o f  the century by the Uruguayan philoso
pher José Enrique Rodó and “well known” to students o f  Latin 
American literature and thought. Copies were probably avail

able, he said, in the nearest bookstore. He was right. I still have 
the dog-eared paperback Spanish edition that I bought that 
afternoon and took to the beach for a quiet read.



Maybe it was the approaching dusk and the stillness after the 
bustle and babble o f  the plenary session. Perhaps it was the 

solitude and the room it made in my mind for the author’s 
gende message. But speaking over the chasm o f  years with con
fidence and wisdom, his “Prospero,” surrounded by a few ad
miring students, seemed, in fact, to be addressing a much 
wider audience, including generations to come— and most par
ticularly our own.

By “our own” I mean the “ me generation” o f  today, whose 
cultural retardation is the subject o f  the two best-sellers in non

fiction at this writing, E. D . Hirsch’s Cultural Literacy and 

Allan Bloom’s The Closing o f the American Mind. Each holds a 

distinctive mirror up to the emerging life o f  America’s young 
people, and the reader recoils from the images o f  minds and 

ambitions untethered to inspiring memory and “artificially re

strained from the enthusiasm for high virtue.”
Yet it was in neither o f  these timely critiques that the follow

ing observations appeared:

A  civilizationacquires its. character
not from a display o f prosperity or material supremacy,
but from the grandeur o f thought and
feeling possible within it.

. . .  we must begin by recognizing that when 
democracy is not ennobled by an idealism 
equally as energetic as the society’s material 
concerns, it will inevitably lead to a 
favored status for mediocrity.

Now that barbarism no longer unleashes 
its often heroic and regenerative hordes to 
attack the beacons o f civilization, high culture 
must be on its guard against the mild but 
equally destructive effect o f different peaceful, 
even educated, hordes: the inescapable hordes 
o f vulgarity.



These reflections appear, rather, in Ariel, written before air
planes, TV, and microchips by a young man o f  twenty-nine 
who foresaw with clarity and sadness the encroachment o f 
“utilitarianism” on the world’s technically advanced societies. 
Thus, while cognizant and respectful o f  North American 
achievements in political freedom, science, and technology he, 
in effect, urges the youth o f  Hispanic America not to become 

“de-Latinized” in their emulation o f  the North; hence, the sug
gested association o f  the United States with Caliban as distinct 
from that reverence for beauty and its derivatives, justice and 

morality, that were implicit in Ariel and that he pled with his 
“students” to retain. We should not be too quick to take of

fense— in part because some, not all, o f  his criticisms are valid, 

and in part because he did not intend to single out the United 
States, but rather to use it as a convenient model for the analy

sis o f  a problem he saw advancing on all humanity.
Not that he was or is universally acclaimed by Latin Ameri

can contemporaries and successors. He is faulted severally for 
elitism, for inattention to the Amerindian contribution to 

Spanish America’s cultural development, and for appearing to 
idealize a state o f  repose in societies in need o f  hard work. A  
reading o f  Carlos Fuentes’ spirited introduction provides 
ample evidence o f  the ambivalence that characterizes the judg

ments o f  Rodó’s peers. Were there an “Encyclopedia Hispá

nica,”  the Rodó article would be quite a challenge for the edi
tors. The current edition o f  the Britannica notes that Rodó is 
“considered by many to have been Spanish America’s greatest 

philosopher.”  The edition available to the U.S. participants in 
our 1967 summit gathering attributed his influence as “ a rally
ing point o f  Latin American youth” to “ his authority as expo
nent o f  optimism, as stylist and as advocate o f  unity in Spanish 
American literature and culture . . . hailed by Spanish Ameri

cans as their philosopher par excellence.”
Here certainly was sufficient notice to a delegation o f  North



Americans presumably seeking common ground With their 

Latin counterparts. Perhaps it could be said, in paraphrase, “the 
bigger they are, the harder it is to get their attention.” In a 

recent commentary Fuentes noted, “For the people o f North 
America to truly understand the political phenomena o f Latin 
America, they must first understand its cultural identity. . . . 
Democracy in Latin America is fragile, and must come from a 
Latin American reality, not in spite o f it.”

Had he been present to prompt the U .S. actors at the 1967 
summit he would have caught the significance o f  the keynoted 

Ariel, and perhaps culled heartening references from it to 
adorn President Johnson’s response. It was Rodó who saw his 

North American neighbors as “the first to evoke our modern 
ideal o f liberty, forging” it into “ imperishable bronze and living 

reality.”  It was Rodó who defended the duality o f America in

herent “ in the classic myth o f the two eagles released simulta

neously from the two poles in order that each should reach the 
limits o f  its domain at the same moment.”  After a flight o f  

eighty-eight years the eagle-borne thoughts o f  Rodó may have 
reached our airspace. Shall we guide them in or shoot them 
down? Is it true that the “gods have departed” ? Is “otium” es

sential? Reasonable minds can differ, and in the higher realms 

o f  academe have differed, on the validity o f  Rodó’s biases, his 
assumptions, and his message. But as far as the general public is 
concerned, every school o f  thought on these questions has 
been on vacation.

It was with all this in mind that I proposed the project o f  a 
new edition. It required a new translation, an introduction, and 

a publisher. Fortune smiled on every need. Margaret Sayers 
Peden o f  the University o f  Missouri produced the translation 
with clarity, sensitivity, and elegance; Carlos Fuentes has pro

vided an introduction o f  challenging insight, ardor, and per
spective; the publisher? One o f  the foremost names in the pub
lication o f  Hispanic American studies. A rid  should be read by



students in this country between the ages o f  eighteen and 

eighty, who will plunge undaunted into the often complex ref
erences and trace even the most obscure to their rewarding 

sources, students withal who will be inclined to ponder at least 
the assertion that “one day o f public life in Attica offered a 
more brilliant program o f instruction than any we draw up in 

our modern institutions.”

For I look to the time when today’s children, the fathers and 
mothers o f  tomorrow’s leaders, will be well prepared for that 

journey beyond our domains, where exchanges o f  hope and 

insight can occur with a shared sense o f  the past, its pain and its 
promise. In this great hemisphere o f promise, this still-new 
world, we, the co-descendants o f  discovery, will soon mark the 

half-millennium that has conjoined our fates since the Santa 

Maria made port at Dominica. To do justice to that commem
oration will require a grand opening— o f the minds and hearts 
o f all Americans. To help us cross that threshold with confi

dence and serenity we could do worse than reach for Rodó, the 

letters o f  whose name, more easily rearrangeable than our pri
orities, spell “Door.”

What lies beyond— mutual respect and reciprocity between 

North and South? That would indeed be Rodó’s “America we 
dream of.” Will it be ours? As we decide, his spirit hovers with 

a kind o f  Promethean patience. And should we look up, we, 
like the awestruck student at the close o f Arid, may notice 
something “descending from above upon these indifferent 

masses.”

JAMES W . S Y M IN G T O N  

Washington, D.C. 
June 1987





Prologue

i

This is a supremely irritating book. In Spanish, its rhetoric has 
become insufferable. Rodó belonged to the modernista move

ment, which sought a cosmopolitan atmosphere for Latin 

American poetry, cultivated art for art’s sake, and affected an 
accompanying languor, elegantly settled into the semirecum- 

bent position o f  tum-of-the-century ennui. The influence o f 
French Symbolism and Pamassianism was all-important to the 

modernistas. Their poetical genius transformed the poetry writ

ten in the Spanish language from within Spanish America, 

radically altering the habits o f writing in Spain itself. The great
est o f  the modernista poets— the herald and hero o f  the move

ment— was the Nicaraguan Rubén Darío, o f  whom it was said 
that he had sent the galleons back to Spain. Dario could affect 

the greatest preciosity, but also concentrate on the starkest po
etic statement, as in “Lo fatal,” one o f  the clearest and most 
beautiful poems ever written in Latin America, or soar away 

into political bravura, as in his poems on Theodore Roosevelt, 
Walt Whitman, and the Spanish language.

Rodó is not a poet and his range is not Dario’s. He is an 

orator. H e does not invent the rhetoric o f  modernismo; he uses 
it in a particular twilight setting. He is twenty-nine when he 

writes Ariel, but he poses as an elderly teacher, surrounded by 
his disciples and delivering his philosophical testament. This 
valetudinarian stance does not preclude the rhetorical flour

ishes o f  what is basically a written speech. The orator suddenly



flies away toward the oratorio: a bizarre kind o f musicality is 
achieved, as though o f Greek goddesses dancing to Elgar’s 
Pomp and Circumstance.

I recall that, in the forties and fifties, oratorical contests were 
still in vogue throughout Latin America and, certainly, in Mex

ico. I went to hear them out o f  some kind o f  educational yet 

sensual need: a warning to myself, with a dash o f masochism. It 
was rare for the tremulous orators o f  our youth not to quote 
Rodó in their speeches: the topics o f  the spiritual versus the 

utilitarian, blithe Latin American Ariel fighting off brutish 

North American Caliban, beauty confronting ugliness, fol

lowed by a whole parade o f  simplistic dualisms (vulgar versus 
delicate, good versus evil, and so on) were facile, tempting de

vices for the young lawyer, politician, or journalist on the ros
trum. And Rodó had wrapped Ariel in such a glowing syco

phancy o f youth! Bathed in virtue, the young orator appeared 
to prolong the puzzling fame o f José Enrique Rodó.

Why Rodó, then? Why Ariel?

The English-language reader, let me hasten to say, is privi
leged. He is reading Margaret Sayers Peden’s superb transla

tion, which, while being perfectly faithful, simply finds more 
neutral equivalents to some o f  Rodó’s excesses, eliminates long 

sentences and subordinate clauses in favor o f  shorter phrases 
that say exactly the same things written by Rodó, and, in gen

eral, immerses the text in a kind o f  Erasmian serenity that con
tains a hint o f  Rodó’s madness but denies it the pitfall o f  rhe
torical madness. The folly is there, all right, and it should not 
be lost. But it is no longer a rhetorical folly; it is the folly o f  
urgent communication; it starts to explain, thanks to Peden’s 

lucidity as a translator, why the insufferable Rodó and his 
moth-eaten Ariel matter.

I stand by what I say: the bilingual reader may compare the 
Caliph’s legend as written by Rodó in Spanish to Peden’s En
glish version on pages 45-47. She makes it sound as myste



rious and beautiful as a tale by Borges. Rodó wrote it as 

garishly as a Universal film o f  the Arabian Nights starring 
María Móntez.

But along with my complaints, the question stands: W hy 

Rodó, why Ariel, after all this time, after all this rhetoric he 
inflicted upon us while tickling our aesthetic fancies, our politi

cal indulgences, and youthful vanities? Why?

II

A rid  is an essential book in the protracted Latin American 

search for identity. It is set exactly at the middle o f  our indepen

dent life. It appears in 1900, in the wake o f  the poetic revolu
tion o f  the modernistas, which came to an end with the First 

World War. As we now reach the year 2000, we can look back 
on 1900— the year o f  Ariel— with a certain perspective, and it 

is the following:
Spanish America broke away from Spain between 1810 and 

1821, and the break was not only political, but moral and aes
thetic as well. For most liberals, independence meant renounc

ing the Spanish past as a reactionary, intolerant, and unscien
tific era o f  darkness. It meant prompdy attempting to recover 
lost time by achieving all that the Spanish Counter-reformation 
denied us: capitalism, free inquiry, free speech, due process, 

parliamentarism, industry, commerce: in short, modernity. 
This was to be by legal fiat. It sufficed to copy the progressive 
legislation o f  France, England, and the United States. Democ

racy and prosperity would follow.
It was not to be so. The real country festered behind the 

legal country, the vacuum between law and reality was too vast, 
and the Latin American tyrant— Santa Anna i{i Mexico, Rosas 
in Argentina, Francia in Paraguay— rushed in to fill it. The pro- 
Spanish, conservative intelligentsia defended tradition and saw 

the greatest danger to Spanish America in the expansion o f  the



United States, capitalist, Protestant, populist, opposed to 
privilege and bearer o f  the glad tidings o f  democracy: For these 

same reasons, the liberals were the enthusiastic admirers o f the 

United States. But when the territorial ambitions o f the North 
Americans, their self-justifying messianism (Manifest Destiny) 

and self-serving thesis (the Monroe Doctrine, forbidding Latin 
America what the United States had egregiously profited from 

during its Revolutionary War, namely, European help), actively 
expressed themselves in the War o f  1847/which deprived Mex

ico o f Texas, New Mexico; Arizona, Colorado, Nevada, Cali
fornia, and/parts o f  Utah ana Oregon, the United States be

came th(/fekyll and Hydep i  our wildest continental dreams: a 
democracy inside, an empire outside.

Spain, our old empire, was defeated and dismantled by the 
United States, our new empire, iri\i898/ the Philippines and 

Puerto Rico became North American colonies, Cuba a subject 

state. Our sympathies shifted to the defeated empire: the 
United States desatanized Spain while satanizing itself. Walker’s 

takeover in Nicaragua, the mutilation oLColombia so that the 

Panama Canal could be held independently o f  Latin America/ 
intervention in Mexico in 1914 and again in 1917, Marines in 
Haiti, Honduras, Nicaragua, and the Dominican Republic. In 
the center o f  the period stretching between Manifest Destiny 
and the Good Neighbor PohcyjRodó’s Ariel appears as the 
emotional and intellectual response o f  Latin American thought 

and Latin American spirituality to growing North American 
imperial arrogana£]gunboat diplomacy, and big stick policies.

This book must be placed in order to be understood. Its 

intellectual option is French-oriented, because France, in the 

nineteenth century, came to represent the equilibrium we 
needed in our stormy tug-of-war between allegiance to Spain 

and allegiance to the United States. Paris gave us culture with
out strings and a sense, furthermore, o f elegance, disinterested
ness, wholeness, aristocracy, and links to the culture o f  the clas-



sics, sorely lacking in the vagabond, unrooted, homogenizing 

pioneer culture o f the United States or in the monastic, far-too- 
rooted, isolated culture o f  Spain. El Escorial and La Mancha, 

the Mississippi River and the covered wagon, could not com
pete with the symmetry o f  the gardens, the thoughts, and the 

laws o f  France: Versailles, Descartes, and the Napoleonic Code.
The Parisian perfume is at times almost faint-provoking in 

Rodó. To read him in this light, nevertheless, is useful as a 

reminder o f  fleeting glories. Rodó quotes admirably and ad
miringly from French authors that hardly anyone, even in 

France, remembers today: Baudet, Guyau, Rod, Jules Lemaitre, 

Teodor de Wyzewa. The more durable French authors— Re
nan, Michelet, Baudelaire— are not sufficiently enriched by 
contrasting galaxies. Rodó finds the exceptions to North 

American grossness in Poe and Emerson, but his expressed dis
missal o f  the literature o f the United States is all the more diffi

cult to swallow in absentia o f  Melville, Hawthorne, James, 
Emily Dickinson, and Walt Whitman.

Even worse is his practical exclusion o f  Spanish and Spanish 

American authors, as if only France held the keys to the spiri
tual and only through France could we re-encounter our true 
spiritual past, which lay not in the barren plains o f Castille, not 

in the heights o f  Machu Picchu, but in Greece, “the smile on 
the face o f  history.” But if  from Greece Rodó, a reader o f  The 

Origin of Tragedy, leads us to Nietzsche, well and good: the 
reading o f  Nietzsche gives Ariel, I think, its huskier moments; 

there is sometimes a lyrical-philosophical tone derived from 
Zarathustra and Rodó, on occasion, can rise to the excellent 
phrase, as in, “If  we could cast the spirit o f  charity in the mold 
o f Greek elegance, we would know perfection.”

So be it: Rodó believes in a European ideality. America was, 
once, the Utopia o f  Renaissance Europe: Thomas More, Eras

mus, Campanella, Montaigne, Shakespeare. In the nineteenth 
century, we turned Europe into our Utopia: Sarmiento, Lasta-



rria, Rodó. Yet Rodó opposes the idea o f imitation, quoting 
Michelet, who “believed that the mindless transferraí o f  what is 

natural and spontaneous in one society to another where it has 
neither natural nor historical roots, was like attempting to intro
duce a dead organism into a living one by simple implantation.”

Yes, we know all about the “extralogical imitation” described 

by the French sociologist Gabriel Tarde: goose-stepping South 
American armies, mansard roofs in Mexico City waiting for a 

tropical snowstorm, and glass boxes in Sao Paulo searching for 
a corner o f consoling shade. I do not believe that is what Rodó 

the Europeanizer has in mind, since he does spell out what he 

wants: a cosmopolitanism which conciliates national identity 
and universal values o f  wholeness, since for Rodó cosmopoli
tanism “includes both fidelity to the past” and to “the forma

tive forces” in Latin America. Rodó is welcoming a pluralistic 
totality, he is “seeing that Nature has more than one face, that 

humans have a variety o f ideas and interests.”

I l l

It is this idea, running, sometimes contradictorily, through 

Ariel, that sparks my interest in the book. It is an extremely 
important idea for our future: if, as I believe, Latin America 

has now achieved an identity, then it must pass the test o f  living 
with alternativity. You can cast this in political and economic 
terms, i f  you wish: we must pass from nationalism to interde

pendence, but interdependence is senseless without a basis in 
independence. Only independent nations can become inter
dependent partners. If  not, they become protectorates, neo
colonies, subject states.

On the cultural level, this means preserving your national or 
regional identity while testing it in the waters o f  alternativity. 
The Other defines our We. An isolated identity soon perishes; 
it can become folklore, mania, or specular theater. Worse: it will



weaken and defeat us by lack o f  competition and points o f 

comparison. The Greeks survived by meeting the Other: Persia 

or Rome, victorious or defeated. The Aztecs succumbed be
cause they could not imagine their own alternative: the Euro
pean world.

A t the root o f  this problem is a way o f  living cultural values.
Both the Classics and the Romantics, for all their differences, 

shared faith in a culture made o f  organic values and striving 
.toward unity, the value-in-itself which we mislaid along the 

way. Whether we lost it in Paradise, in Society, in Revolt, or 
through an Expense Account, Unity is what we must recover in 

order to be whole, classically or romantically.

The modern world makes this materially impossible. The 
last sigh o f  romantic yearning for unity was named the sur

realists: Breton said it seriously, Buñuel with the wryest o f 
ironies. Today, the rapid shifting and fragmentation o f  values, 

while it might make some yearn nostalgically for traditional, 

homogeneous, centripetal culture, is a fact. And, more than a 

fact, it is a value. It is a value for Bakhtin, for whom alter- 
nativity is a celebration, not a complaint, since the world needs 

my alternativity to give it meaning, and I need the difference o f 
others to define myself: my identity can only be the “con
sciousness o f  the fact that I, in my most fundamental aspect o f 

Myself, still am not.”
It is a value for Theodor Adorno, who fears a forced recon

ciliation between subject and object (Man and Nature) and pre

fers the affirmation o f difference and nonidentity in a freer, 
nonhierarchical world:. “A  liberated mankind would by no 

means be a totality.”
And certainly, for Max Weber, who baptized it: we are living 

a “polytheism” o f  values. Everything— communications, the 
economy, our sense o f  time and space, science, the new human
ism-— indicates that variety and not monotony, diversity and 

not unity, alternativity and not identity, the polytheism rather



than the monotheism o f values, shall define the doming cen
tury. There is an underlying felicity in all o f  this, and it is that it 

indicates that the values o f  the civil society, which are cen

trifugal, ungraspable, creative, will be seen as superior to the 
values o f  the centralized institutions, state, army, church, party, 
entrepreneurial dome, or whatever.

Now, in 1900, José Enrique Rodó chooses the discourse o f 
only one o f  our options in Latin America. He is dismally unin

terested in the many strands o f  Latin American culture. There 
is hardly a breath o f  Indian culture, Augustinian and Thomistic 

thought (politically so powerful in Latin America), or Renais

sance Utopianism (a founding fact in Latin America). The ba
roque, Spanish mysticism, Spanish poetry and literature are ab

sent from this discourse. It is, I repeat, the speech o f  an option: 

Latin America must be itself by being European, not through 
imitation, but through cosmopolitan absorption o f  the values 
o f  beauty, since beauty facilitates duty and goodness. This al

most Scholastic conception o f  the Good and the Beautiful (one 

o f  the few times when Rodó lets his Thomistic skirt show) 
certainly informs the author’s prose style. And it certainly pro

voked a tremendous reaction against such a style, which set the 
tone o f  our modern literature. The poetics o f  Neruda consisted 

in “walking around,” seeing his ghost in windowpanes, making 
love in sweaty beds, gazing at his shoes, and eating artichokes. 

Vallejo cast a blind stone o f  anger and despair at Rodó’s per
fectly framed glass. Borges pared down his prose to the bare 
essentials. Gogol’s “vulgar” or “poor” theme was in; Rodó’s 
high-flown spirituality was out.

So, we come from a reaction to Rodó. But Rodó’s rhetoric, 
his flowery spirituality, must be taken seriously because they 
perform the function o f  the thesis to which we can be antitheti

cal. His is an honest thesis. His particular discourse, his intel
lectual option, is constandy aware that there is more; it is not 
pretentious in the sense o f  believing itself exclusive. If  he claims



the rights o f  the aristocratic against the democratic, he also 
admits that there will be no aristocracy that does not come, 

finally, from democracy itself, for an aristocracy based on he
reditary privilege, cruel power, and irresponsibility is no aris
tocracy at all: it is not the rule of the best. This can only appear 

on the democratic scene; and the destruction o f  democratic val
ues does not restore moral superiority or logical hierarchies. 

But if “we are all granted initial equality, subsequent inequality 

will be justified, since it will bear the sanction either o f  the 

mysterious selection o f nature, or o f  meritorious effort o f  will. 

Considered in this way, democratic equality, far from conflict
ing with selection in customs and ideas, becomes the most effi
cient— in fact, the providential— instrument in spiritual selec

tion.” “ Rationally conceived,” adds Rodó, “democracy will 

always include an indispensable clement o f  aristocracy,” since a 

democracy, like an aristocracy, “will recognize the distinction o f 
quality; but it will favor truly superior qualities— those o f vir

tue, character and mind— and will not attempt to immobilize 

them in a class system that maintains the execrable privilege o f  
caste.”

Rodó’s appetite for wholeness, inseparable from his honesty 
in admitting variety, is taken a step farther as he enters his 

debatable and chosen field: the spiritual versus the utilitarian. 
He opposes the value o f  contemplating the beautiful to the 
value o f  judging everything through the prism o f immediate 
self-interest. He affirms that “a civilization acquires its character 

not from a display o f prosperity, but from the grandeur o f  
thought and feeling possible within it.”  But then he insists that 

historical proof favors a reciprocal relationship between the 
progress o f  the useful and the ideal. This dialectical corn- 

penetration he then applies not only to his critical praise o f  
democracy (democracy must not be destroyed; it must be con
stantly reformed and bettered) but also to his highly relevant 

critique o f  the democracy o f  the United States o f  America.



Rodó impressively enumerates the glories o f  the North Ameri

can achievement: to have established “ the grandeur and power 
o f work” that antiquity had degraded to “the abjectness o f  slave 

labor” ; to have identified work with human dignity, and to 
“have placed in the hands o f the mechanic in his shop and the 

farmer in his field the mythic club o f  Hercules.” The spirit o f  
association, the summing up o f  individual strengths subordi
nated to research, philanthropy, and industry. Curiosity, the 

thirst for enlightenment, a reverence for public education. A 

prodigious skill for improvisation.
Rarely has such a glowing picture o f  North American virtues 

been offered, especially by a Latin American. The deficiencies 

o f Rodó’s judgment and information I have already noted; he is 
not well versed in North American literature. But he is uncan

nily on the mark when he asks questions that seem wholly per

tinent today, since they are now being asked, as they were not 

in 1900, by North Americans themselves: Does the vast flow o f 
information at our disposal mean that we are wiser or, paradox
ically, more and more ignorant? Can barriers against vulgarity 

be created without damaging equality? Does the pursuit o f  
well-being assure that we will have a destiny? And does en- 
ergy— the prodigious, marvelous energy that is the supreme 
characteristic o f  the gringos— consume itself in movement and 

force without achieving the “legitimate demands o f  intellectual 
and moral dignity” ?

Rodó says that he admires the United States, but does not 
love it. Those o f  us who both admire and love it can support 
and strengthen his critique and reaffirm his warning: “That 
powerful federation is effecting a kind o f  moral conquest among 
us. Admiration for its greatness and power is making im
pressive inroads in the minds o f  our leaders and, perhaps even 
more, in the impressionable minds o f  the masses, who are awed



by its incontrovertible victories. And from admiring to imitat

ing is an easy step.”
The Uruguayan essayist’s stance can be shared by many con

temporaries, Latin and North Americans, who are currently 

worried about the overextension o f North American power 

without the proper cultural, political, or even economic under
pinnings to sustain it. Will the superpowers be powerful only 

because they are heavily armed? That is, I believe, a pitiful form 

o f weakness. Deprive the U SSR o f  arms: it doesn’t cut much o f 
a figure as a cultural or economic superpower. And the same, in 

a lesser degree, can be said o f the United States. Rodó, unwit
tingly, announces an era o f  political and cultural diversification, 

best explained by the Spanish philosopher José Ortega y Gasset 

when in his Theory of Andalucía he writes that “life is first o f  all 
an ensemble o f  problems to which we answer with an ensemble 

o f solutions called culture,” but, “since many solutions are pos

sible,” it follows that a plurality o f  cultures have existed and 
shall exist. “What has never existed.” concludes Ortega y Gas

set, “is an absolute culture, that is, a culture responding suc
cessfully to every objection.”

We have learned during our cruel century that, since there is 
no absolute culture, there can be no absolute politics. What 
exists are many cultures— many truths— expressing themselves 
through many kinds o f  politics. This is something that Rodó 
seemed to realize prompdy, since he writes in 1900 what every

one, except the hard core o f  North American chauvinists, now 
clearly sees: “It would be futile to attempt to convince a North 

American that, although the contribution his nation has made 
to the evolution o f  liberty and utility has undoubtedly been 
substantial, and should rightly qualify as a universal contribu
tion, indeed, as a contribution to humanity, it is not so great as 
to cause the axis o f  the world to shift in the direction o f  a new 
Capitol.”  *



Rodó could be speaking o f  a few crazy bureaucrats, power- 

hungry preachers and other assorted plastic Messiahs when he 
says that certain North Americans, “given the opportunity,” 
would gladly revise Genesis: In the beginning, there was the USA. 
I do not know if  Rodó is right when he says that nature has 
given North Americans neither the genius for persuasion nor 

the vocation o f  the aposde. As a matter o f  fact, I think he is 
wrong on this point. We have recently seen a parade o f  zealots 

out to achieve what Rodó, ambiguously, sees as the possibility 
(or impossibility) o f  American hegemony. No, such hegemony 

is each day lessened because the world, not by being anti- 

American, but simply by being itself, more and more fre- 
quendy denies the United States the privilege o f  hegemony. 

Rodó’s 1900 warnings are eerily echoed by a contemporary 
Hungarian writer, an articulate speaker for his nation’s free

dom and opponent o f  Soviet suzerainty, the novelist George 
Konrad: The United States, he writes from Budapest in 1987, as 

Rodó wrote from Montevideo in 1900, should cease to be ob

sessed by its lecture-platform self-congratulations as the strong
est, the richest, the freest, the noblest, the most unselfish o f  
nations, over-reacting neurotically to every setback and every 

challenge, seeing intrigue, ingratitude, and Communist machi
nations wherever other people, having interests that do not co
incide with those o f  the United States, insist on pursuing them 

anyway.
This mighty paranoia can be accompanied by a growing 

sense o f  schizophrenia. Democracy or empire? Leonard Barnes 
asked o f  Great Britain in 1939, in his study o f  the colonial 
question.

Britain solved its problems o f  empire by having a late and 
weak state at home, where a strong aristocracy represented a 
part o f  the society and an emerging middle class wrested power 
from it, while the foreign enterprises had a commercial more 
than an ideological ring to them— Kipling notwithstanding.



But Britain, ideologically, never promised to take democracy 
anywhere. Its crusade was for mercantile gain, political influ
ence, security, nonmingling o f  races, and the fetish o f  “prog

ress,” “the white man’s burden.”  Britain called itself an empire 
and accepted its actions as imperialistic.

Britain was far too ironical to confuse its internal democratic 
developments with its external actions in the realm o f real- 
politik. Needless to say, the Soviet Union has even less o f  a du

alism: it has acted as an empire internally and externally, with 
no fissures.

The United States has cast itself in the role o f democracy 

inside and out. But a mixture o f  ignorance, necessity, and 
blindness has aligned it with some o f  the most undemocratic 

regimes o f  the postwar period, from Somoza in Nicaragua to 
the shah in Iran.

When these individuals are overthrown, the United States 

has not had sufficient flexibility to normalize relations with 
their successors, even when they— Sandinistas or ayotollahs—  

have been simply working their understandable anti-American 
fevers out o f  their bodies. The United States either becomes 

supportive o f  the counter-revolutionaries, compounding its 
original Somocista sins by being perceived as the enemy o f  
Nicaraguan autonomy and the manipulator o f  rebels totally 
armed by, directed by, and servile to the USA, or it seeks the 

strangest avenues— signed Bibles, chocolate cakes, disreputable 

arms salesmen, inanely provincial N SC  strategists, gung-ho 
comic strip Rambos— to go beyond the realities it dislikes. In 
both cases, the U SA falls prey to the small enemy it has aggran

dized, is left without options, and opens itself up to tearing 
internal debates. Why does the United States exhibit such a 
disparity between the way it acts internally (democratically) 
and the way it acts externally (through deception, intervention, 
violation o f  international law, and, if  need be, violent military 
actions against weaker nations) ?



The extreme danger o f this situation is that the U SA  will 
decide, like the USSR, to unify its internal and external impe

rial policies. But this would mean the end o f  democracy in the 
United States— or, more likely, an internal conflict o f  revolu

tionary dimensions to decide the issue. But it could also mean a 

unity o f  internal and external democratic policy. The United 
States would then quickly outstrip the Soviet Union in support 

around the world. Its popularity would be its greatest strength. 

But it should not confuse democratic conduct with the imposi
tion o f  US-style democracy abroad. It should correctly identify 

it with respect for the workings o f  politics in foreign contexts 

totally alien, at times, to US values. Normal relations, con

structive and cooperative, with all, independent o f  anyone’s in
ternal politics and ideologies. This is the demand that the 
hyperactive, self-congratulating, and provincial part o f  the 
United States cannot countenance.

Few comparisons, then, are as useful for a North American 

understanding o f  the Other as comparison with the otherness 

o f  the countries that it shares this hemisphere with. We are the 

strangers that the United States must understand first o f  all. We 
are the Other at the doorstep, not in the backyard, but in a 
house with its own name, dimensions, design, style, and pur
poses: Latin America!*

V

It is a pity that Rodó did not apply his critical thought to Latin 
America more than to the United States or to the glorification 

o f  the European and Classical ideals. Ariel would have been a 
different book— the book it had the potential to be— had the 
critique o f  the United States been accompanied by a compa
rable critique o f  Latin America and had Rodó developed the 
ensuing comparison. H e would, perhaps, have arrived at simi
lar conclusions: we are both, North and Latin Americans, still



projects o f  history, incomplete societies, working models, not 

paradigms o f  perfection. Rodó barely brushes by the begin
nings o f  a cultural critique o f Latin America when he has, I 

might say, “the urban intuition” : “ In terms o f conditions here 
in our America, the need to define the true concept o f our 
social regimes becomes doubly imperative. Our democratic 

countries have grown very swiftly, swollen by the uninter
rupted growth o f  our cities. Large numbers o f  immigrants have 

been added to a nucleus still too weak to assimilate and channel 

properly this flood o f  humanity in ways that can be provided by 
a solid secular social structure, a secure political system, and 

deeply rooted personal values. This situation conjures up the 

future danger o f  a democratic deterioration.”
This uncanny forecast o f  the society, debt-ridden, inflation- 

haunted, politically brittle and socially incendiary, in which we 
are now living can be set against a comparable North American 

crisis. The crisis o f  the fledgling urban society in Latin America 
and the crisis o f the melting-pot society in the USA. As parallel 
events, “the assimilative energy that has allowed them to pre

serve a certain uniformity and a certain generic character in 

spite o f  waves o f  ethnic groups very different from those that 
have until now set the tone for their national identity will be 

vitiated in increasingly difficult battles.”
As the homogeneous civil society o f  the United States faces 

the immigration o f  the vasdy heterogeneous and, what is even 

worse, o f  the proximate (Latin America), we (in Latin Amer
ica) face the challenge o f a heterogeneous civil society invading 
the formerly homogeneous spaces o f  political, military, and re
ligious power. It is a fascinating thing to contemplate; it im
plies that the destiny o f  our respective civil societies is far more 

important than the duels between our national states, and it 
makes us wonder at, appreciate, and deplore both the quality o f  

Rodó’s intuition and his inability to develop it more thor
oughly. It is not a question o f  hindsight. Rodó had enough



social, cultural, and historical elements surrounding him in 

Latin America to do so.
Irritating, insufferable, admirable, stimulating, disappoint

ing Rodó: our Uruguayan uncle, sitting in a comer o f  our fam

ily portrait, letting us become ourselves as we push him into 

the shadows, then realize that he has something to say yet: we 
give you the limelight again and then, old man, we bang you 

over the head again. So, you are part o f  our family quarrels and 

must bear with your disrespectful, equally disappointed, in

tuitive, incomplete nephews, living in a world that you helped 

define for us, and offered unto our revolt.
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ARIEL





To the youth of America.

B  /  hat afternoon, at the end o f  a year o f  classes,
the venerable old teacher, who by allusion to 

the wise magician o f  Shakespeare’s Tempest was often called 
Prospero, was bidding his young disciples farewell, gathering 

them about him one last time.
The students were already present in the large classroom in 

which an exquisite yet austere decor honored in every fas

tidious detail the presence o f  Prospero’s books, his faithful 
cOTnpanions. An exquisite bronze o f  The Tempest’s Ariel, like 
the presiding spirit o f  that serene atmosphere, dominated the 

room. It was the teacher’s custom to sit beside this statue, and 

this is why he had come to be called Prospero, the magician 
who in the play is attended and served by the fanciful figure 
depicted by the sculptor. Perhaps, however, an even deeper rea

son and meaning for the name lay in the master’s teaching and 
character.

Shakespeare’s ethereal Ariel symbolizes the noble, soaring as
pect o f  the human spirit. He represents the superiority o f  rea
son and feeling over the base impulses o f  irrationality. He is 
generous enthusiasm, elevated and unselfish motivation in all 
actions, spirituality in culture, vivacity and grace in intelli

gence. Ariel is the ideal toward which human selection ascends, 
the force that wields life’s eternal chisel, effacing from aspiring 
mankind the clinging vestiges o f  Caliban, the play’s symbol o f  

brutal sensuality.
The regal statue represented the “ airy spirit”  at the very mo

ment when Prospero’s magic sets him free, the instant he is 
about to take wing and vanish in a flash o f  light. Wings un
folded; gossamer, floating robes damascened by the caress o f 
sunlight on bronze; wide brow uplifted; lips half-parted in a



serene smile— everything in Ariel’s pose perfectly anticipated 
the graceful beginnings o f  flight. Happily, the irtspired artist 
who formed his image in solid sculpture had also preserved his 

angelic appearance and ideal airiness.
Deep in thought, Prospero stroked the statue’s brow. Then 

he seated the young men about him and in a firm voice— a 
masterful voice capable o f  seizing an idea and implanting it 

deep within the listener’s mind with all the penetrating illumi
nation o f  a beam o f light, the incisive ring o f  chisel on marble, 

or the life-infusing touch o f  brush upon canvas or sculpting 
wave upon sand— he began to speak, surrounded by his affec
tionate and attentive students.

W V  ^  J  ere beside the statue that has

daily witnessed our friendly 
gatherings— from which I have tried to remove any unwel
come austerity— I am going to speak with you one last time, so 
that our farewell may be the seal stamped on a covenant o f  
emotions and ideas.

I call upon Ariel to be my numen, so that my words will be 
the most subtle and most persuasive I have ever spoken. I be
lieve that to address the young on any noble and elevated sub

ject is a kind o f  sacred discourse. I also believe that a young 
mind is hospitable soil in which the seed o f  a single timely 
word will quickly yield immortal fruit.

It is my wish to collaborate on but one page o f  the agenda 
that you will draw up in your innermost being and shape with 
your personal moral character and strength while preparing to 

breathe the free air o f  action. This individual agenda— which



sometimes may be formulated or written but sometimes is re
vealed only during the course o f  action itself— is always to be 

found in the spirit o f  those groups and peoples who rise above 
the multitudes. If, when referring to the philosophy o f  individ
ual choice, Goethe could say with such profundity that the only 

man worthy o f  liberty and life is the man capable o f  winning 
them for himself with each new day, can it not also be said—  

with even greater truth— that the honor o f  each generation re

quires it to win liberty and life through its increasing intellec
tual activity, its own particular efforts, its faith in resolutely 

expressing the ideal, and its place in the evolution o f  ideas?
As you earn yours, you must begin by recognizing in your

selves a first article o f  faith. The youth you arc now living is a 
form o f  power; it is you who must employ it. And it is a trea

sure: it is you who must invest it. Cherish that treasure, that 
power; never lose your burning pride in it, and use it well. I 

agree with Ernest Renan: “Youth is the discovery o f  a bound

less horizon: Life.” This discovery o f  unexplored worlds must 

then be completed with the manly strength that conquers 
them. And no spectacle can be imagined that is more likely to 
excite both the interest o f  the thinker and the inspiration o f  the 

artist than that o f  a generation marching toward its future, 

eager for action, heads high, smiles revealing a haughty disdain 
for the possibility o f  disillusion, hearts inspired by visions o f 

bountiful and remote lands, like the Cipango and El Dorado o f 
the heroic chronicles o f the Conquistadors.

From the rebirth o f human hopes, from the eternal promise 
that the future will bring the realization o f all that is good, the 
soul awakening to life acquires its beauty— an ineffable beauty 
composed, like the dawn in Victor H ugo’s Contemplations, o f  a 

“vestige o f  dream and beginning o f  thought.”
The fact that in generation after generation, humanity can, 

^n spite o f  the harsh experiences o f  centuries, renew its undying 
hope and its eager faith in an ideal, recalled to Jean-Marie



Guyau the obsession o f  the poor deranged woman whose 
strange and moving madness was to believe, every day, that this 

was the day she was to be married. The plaything o f her hallu

cination, each morning she placed upon her pale brow the 
bridal coronet with its filmy veil. With a sweet smile she pre

pared to receive her illusory groom, until at nightfall her hours 
o f waiting brought the inevitable disillusion, and her madness 

became tinged with melancholy. But with the dawn her naive 

faith returned; innocent o f  past disenchantment and murmur
ing, “Today he will come,” she again put on the coronet and 

veil, again smiled, and again happily awaited her beloved.
In the same way, no sooner does an ideal die than humanity 

puts on its gala nuptial attire and awaits the dreamed ideal with 

the same renewed faith, the same tenacious and touching mad
ness. Awakening that renewal— as regular as the seasons— has 
in all ages been the responsibility o f  the young: the bridal head

dress is woven from the spirits o f  each human spring. Pessi

mism may attempt to suppress the sublime stubbornness o f  
hope that bursts forth from dejection, but in vain. Whether 

based in reason or born o f experience, no pessimism can op

pose the proud call “Onward!” that wells from the essence o f 
Life. There are times when, apparently because o f  some missed 

beat in the triumphal rhythm, generations that from birth are 
destined to personify vacillation and weakness pass through 

history. But pass they do; not, perhaps, without having had 
their ideas like any other generation— even if negative and un
feeling. Then once again in humankind shines the hope for the 

long-awaited Husband whose sweet and radiant image, as in 
the pristine verses o f  the mystics, is sufficient reason for living, 
for happiness, even though it is never to appear in the flesh.

In contrast, youth— which symbolizes light and love and en
ergy, for individuals, for generations, and also for the evolu

tionary process o f  society— does exist. Fruitfulness, strength, 
dominion over the future, will always belong to peoples who



feel a b o u t life  as y o u  do. T h e re  w as an era w h en  th e  a ttrib u tes  

o f  y ou th  w ere , m o re  th an  in  any o th e r  ag e, th e  a ttr ib u tes  o f  a 

p eop le , th e  ch aracter o f  a c iv iliza tio n , a tim e w h en  a b re a th  o f  

cap tivating  ad olescen ce le f t  its  tra ce  o n  th e  serene b ro w  o f  an 

en tire  race. W h e n  G ree ce  w as b o m , th e  g od s g ran ted  it  th e  

secret o f  th e ir  e tern a l y o u th . G re e ce  is th e  so u l o f  y o u th . “ H e  

w h o in  D e lp h i co n tem p lates  th e  sw a rm in g  th ro n g s o f  Io n ia n s ,” 

says a H o m e ric  h y m n , “ca n n o t im a g in e  th ey  w ill ever g ro w  

o ld .” jG ree ce  acco m p lish ed  g reatn ess becau se i t  p o ssessed  th e  

you th fu l a ttr ib u tes  o f  th e  jo y  th a t  is th e  so u rce  o f  a c tio n  and 

th e en th u siasm  th a t  is th e  all-p o w erfu l lever) T h e  E g y p tia n  

p riest, w ith  w h o m  S o lo n  sp o k e in  th e  tem p le  o f  S a is , sa id  to  

th at A th en ia n  leg isla to r, p ity in g  th e  G reek s fo r  th e ir  n o isy  g a r

ru lou sness: “Y o u  are  n o  m o re  th a n  ch ild re n !”  A n d  Ju les  M ic h e 

le t co m p a red  th e  activ ities o f  th e  G reek s t o  a festive g am e 

around  w h ic h  all th e  n a tio n s  o f  th e  w o rld  g ath ered  an d  sm iled . 

B u t fro m  th e se  d iv in e “ch ild ren ’s”  g am es o n  th e  sh o res o f  th e  

A rch ip e lag o  and b en e a th  th e  sh ad o w  o f  th e  Io n ia n  o liv e  trees 

w ere b o rn  a rt, p h ilo so p h y , free th o u g h t, sc ien tific  cu rio sity , 

and aw areness o f  h u m an d ig n ity — all th e  G o d -g iv en  stim u li 

th at still serve as o u r  in sp ira tio n  and o u r  p rid e. M ea n w h ile , 

ab so rb ed  in  its h ierarch ic  au sterity , E g y p t, th e  land  o f  th e  

priest, rep resen ted  a sen escen ce th a t focu sed  its te ach in g s o n  

eternal rep o se and  dism issed  all friv o lity  w ith  a d isd ain fu l 

hand. G ra ce  and a ctio n  w ere b a rre d  fro m  its sp iritu al a ttitu d e s, 

as w as life  fro m  its ico n s. N o w  w h en  p o ste rity  tu rn s its  eyes to  

th at land , all i t  sees is a sterile  o rd e r  p resid in g  over th e  ev o lu 

tio n  o f  a c iv iliza tio n  th a t ex isted  o n ly  to  w eave its sh ro u d  and  

build its  sep u lch res: th e  sh ad o w  o f  th e  a rch itect’s co m p ass 

stretch in g  across th e  sterility  o f  th e  sands.

E n th u sia sm  and  h o p e— th e sig n s o f  th e  y ou th fu l sp ir it—  

co rresp o n d  in  th e  h arm o n ies o f  h is to ry  and n atu re to  m o v e

m ent and  lig h t. W h erev er y o u  tu rn  y ou r eyes, you  w ill find  th a t 

th ose g ifts  are th e  natu ral en v iro n m en t fo r  all th in gs b eau tifu l



and stro n g . T h e n  lif t  y ou r eyes to  th e  h ig h est exam ple o f  all. 

T h e  C h ristia n  id ea— u p o n  w h ich  still w eigh s th e  accu satio n  o f  

hav ing  cast a shad ow  over th e  w o rld  b y  p ro scrib in g  th e  gaiety  

o f  p ag an ism — is essentially  o f  y o u th fu l in sp ira tio n , as lo n g  as it 

d oes n o t  w an d er far fro m  its o rig in s . N e w b o rn  C h ristian ity , in  

R e n a n ’s in te rp re ta tio n — o n e  I  find  all th e  m o re  accurate fo r  its 

p o etry — is a p o rtra it o f  y ou th  th a t can  never fade. T h e  heavenly  

perfu m e th a t flo a ted  above th e  le isu rely  passage o f  th e  M a ster 

th ro u g h  th e  fields o f  G alilee  w as co m p o se d  o f  y o u th  o r , w h ich  

is th e  sam e, o f  liv in g  d ream , g race , an d  can d o r. T h is  arom a 

p erm eated  th e  serm o n s H e  d elivered , w ith  n o  trace o f  rep en 

ta n t gravity, b esid e a sky-blu e lake an d  in  fru itfu l valleys, w it

nessed  by  th e  “fow ls o f  th e  a ir” and  th e  “ lilies o f  th e  field” th a t 

en rich  th e  p arables, as H e  p a in ted  th e  jo y  o f  th e  “K in g d o m  o f  

G o d ” u p o n  th e  sw eet sm ile o f  N atu re . T h e  ascetics w h o  a cco m 

panied  Jo h n  th e  B a p tis t d u rin g  h is p en an ce in  th e  w ild erness 

are m issin g  fro m  th is  blissfu l p ictu re . W h e n  Jesus speaks o f  

th o se  w h o  fo llo w  H im , H e  co m p ares th e m  to  th e  g ro o m ’s a t

ten d an ts in  a w ed d in g  p ro cessio n . I t  is th e  im p ressio n  o f  d iv ine 

co n te n tm e n t— jo in e d  w ith  th e  essen ce o f  th e  n ew  fa ith — th a t 

w e sense th ro u g h o u t th e  od yssey  o f  th e  E v an gelists . T h is  is th e  

co n te n tm e n t th a t spreads its in n o c e n t h ap p in ess, its in g en u o u s 

joie de vivre, th ro u g h  th e  first C h ris tia n  co m m u n itie s . A n d  th is 

th e  c o n te n tm e n t th a t as i t  reaches R o m e  and  th e  u nk n ow n  and  

u n k n o w in g  C h ristia n s  o f  T ran stev ere  finds an easy p ath  in to  

th e ir  h earts , tr iu m p h in g  by  co u n te rp o s in g  th e  en ch a n tm e n t o f  

th e ir  in n er y o u th — th e  y ou th  o f  sou ls p erfu m ed  by  th e  lib a tio n  

o f  th e  new  w in e— to  th e  sev erity  o f  th e  s to ics  and  th e  d eca

d en ce o f  th e  w orldly.

S o , th e n , you  m u st b e  fully aw are o f  th a t  sacred  stren g th  you  

carry  w ith in  you . R e a liz e , how ever, th a t  in  th e  m ateria l w o rld  it  

can  g o  astray an d  d ie  o f  in ertia  like a  sp en t p ro jec tile . T h a t  

p reciou s treasu re  is th e  g if t  o f  n a tu re , b u t its  generative fo rce  

lies in  ideas, and  sh o u ld  it b e  w asted  o r  d isp ersed  in  individual



co n scio u sn ess, it w ill n o t b en efit m an k in d . In  th e  pages o f  an 

excellen t n o v el— th a t g en re  w h o se vast m irro re d  su rface has re 

flected  life in  th e  last d izzying  h u n d red  years— a learned  a u th o r 

o f  o u r  ce n tu ry  d escribed  th e  p sy ch o lo g y  o f  y ou th  as seen  in  

th e g en era tio n s  b etw een  C h a tea u b ria n d ’s R e n é  and H u y sm a n s’ 

D es E sse in te s . H is  analysis estab lish ed  a p rogressive d im in u 

tio n  o f  inner youthfulness and  en erg y  th ro u g h  a series o f  re p re 

sentative characters b eg in n in g  w ith  th e  sick, b u t o fte n  v irile  

and p assionately  in ten se , h ero es o f  th e  R o m a n tics , and  en d in g  

w ith  su ch  en erv ated , sp iritless p erso n s as th e  p ro ta g o n ist o f  

H u ysm ans’ A  rehours o r  R o b e r t  G reslo u s in  P aul B o u rg e t’s Le 

disciple, w h o  reflect th e  d ep ressin g  m an ifestatio n s o f  th e  sp ir it 

o f  o u r  tim e. B u t  h is analysis also proved  a h earten in g  re b ir th  o f  

sp irit and  h o p e  in  th e  p sy ch o lo g y  o f  y o u th , w h ich  w e find  in  a 

literatu re th a t m ay p resage m o re  p ro fo u n d  ch an g es: a re b ir th  

p ersonified  in  th e  n ew  h eroes o f  Ju le s  L e m a itre , T e o d o r  d e W y - 

zew a, and E d o u a rd  R o d , and w h o se  m o st p e rfe ct re p rese n ta 

tio n  is perhaps to  b e  fo u n d  in  D a v id  G rie v e , a  ch aracter fro m  

M rs. H u m p h rey  W ard ’s The History of David Grieve. I n  G rie v e , 

this co n tem p o ra ry  E n g lish  n o v elist b ro u g h t to g e th e r  in  a  s in g le  

ch aracter all th e  p ain  and all th e  restless ideas o f  several g en era 

tio n s , th e n  resolved  th e m  in  a su p rem e d én o u em en t o f  seren ity  

and love.

W ill th is  h o p e  b e  fulfilled? Y ou  w h o , like th e  jo u rn e y m a n  to  

his w o rk p la ce , are m a rch in g  to w ard  th e  g atew ay  to  th e  tw e n 

tieth  cen tu ry , w ill you  leave in  th e  a r t  th a t d ep icts you im ages 

m ore tr iu m p h a n t th a n  th o se  le ft by  m y cen tu ry? I f  th e  d iv in e 

era w h en  y o u th  w as th e m o d el f o r  th e  b rillia n t d ia lo gu es o f  

P lato  w as p o ssib le  o n ly  in  th e  b r ie f  sp rin g tim e  o f  o u r  w o rld , i f  

w e are co n stra in e d  “ n o t to  co n sid er  th e  g o d s,”  as P h orkyas in  

Faust co u n sels  th e  ch o ru s o f  cap tives, sh o u ld  w e n o t  a t least b e  

allow ed to  d ream ? M a y  w e n o t  h o p e  fo r  th e  em erg en ce  o f  g e n 

erations th a t  w o u ld  resto re  id ealism  a n d  active en th u siasm  to  

life? G en e ra tio n s  in  w h ich  sen tim e n t w ou ld  be a p o w erfu l



force? G en e ra tio n s  in  w h ich  a v ig o ro u s re b ir th  o f  w ill w o u ld  

p u t to  flig h t th e  m o ra l co w ard ice  n o u rish ed  in  th e  b reast o f  

d e jec tio n  and  d o u b t? C a n  y o u th  ag a in  b e  an essential e lem en t 

in  society , as it  is in  ind ivid u al life?

T h is  is m y  cau se fo r  co n cern  as I  fa ce  y o u  today. Y o u r first 

pages, th e  revelation s o f  y ou r in n e rm o st w o rld , speak o f  in d e ci

sio n , o fte n  o f  a m a z em en t, a lth o u g h  nev er o f  en erv a tio n  o r  loss 

o f  w ill. I  k n o w  th a t  en th u siasm  pulses s tro n g ly  w ith in  y o u . I  

a lso  k n o w  th a t  th e  d isco u rag em en t an d  so rro w  th a t s in cere  

th o u g h t— a v irtu e  g re a te r  even th a n  h o p e — d red g ed  fro m  th e  

d ep th s o f  y o u r m e d ita tio n  and fro m  th e  in ev itab le  d o u b ts  y ou  

en co u n tered  th e re , are n o t  an in d ica tio n  o f  a  p erm an en t s ta te  o f  

m in d . N o r  d o  th e y  sig n ify  any lack  o f  co n fid en ce  in  th e  e tern a l 

p o ten tia l o f  L ife . A n y tim e  a cry  o f  an g u ish  has risen  fro m  th e  

d ep ths o f  y o u r h ea rts , you  have n o t  stifled  it  w ith  th e  m u te  

p rid e o f  th e  to r tu re d  S to ic , b u t tra n sfo rm e d  i t  w ith  a  n o te  o f  

m essian ic h o p e  in to  an in v o catio n  t o  th e  id eal that is to come.
I  m u st m ak e clear, how ever, th a t  w h en  I  sp eak  to  y o u  o f  

en th u siasm  an d  h o p e , o f  lo fty , creativ e v irtu es, I  d o  n o t  m ean  

th a t you  sh o u ld  ere c t a b a rrie r  b etw een  sk ep ticism  and fa ith , o r  

b etw een  d e je c tio n  and  joy. N o th in g  is fa rth e r fro m  m y  m in d  

th an  th e  id ea o f  co n fu s in g  th e  natu ral a ttrib u tes  o f  y o u th  and  

th e ir  lively sp o n ta n e ity  w ith  a friv o lo u s m an n er o f  th in k in g  

th a t, b ecau se i t  co n ceiv es o f  a c tio n  as n o th in g  m o re  th a n  an 

excuse fo r  play, buys co n te n tm e n t a t th e  p rice  o f  re je c tin g  w h a t 

is m ysteriou s and  serio u s in  life. T h a t  is n o t  th e  n o b ility  o f  an 

individual’s y o u th , n o r  o f  th e  y o u th  o f  a p eop le . I  have alw ays 

d isagreed  w ith  th o se  w h o  a p p o in ted  them selves as w a tch d o g s 

over th e  d estin y  o f  A m erica  and as cu sto d ian s o f  its  tran q u illity  

zealously  a ttem p ted  to  stifle , even  b efo re  it  reaches u s, any 

reson an ce o f  h u m an  so rro w , any e c h o  o f  fo re ig n  literatu res, 

w h o se p essim ism  o r  d egeneracy  m ig h t en d an g er th e  frag ility  o f  

th e ir  o p tim ism . N o  en lig h ten ed  in te llig e n ce  can  b e  based  in  

naive iso la tio n  o r  v o lu n tary  ig n o ran ce . E v ery  p ro b lem  th a t



d o u b t ca n  p o se  t o  th e  h u m a n  in te lle c t , every  sincere  reb u k e 

hu rled  fro m  th e  b reast o f  d e je c tio n  and  so rro w  ag a in st G o d  o r  

N a tu re , deserves o u r  co n sc io u s co n sid era tio n . W e m u st p ro v e  

o u r  s tre n g th  o f  h e a r t by  a cce p tin g  th e  ch a llen g e  o f  th e  S p h in x , 

n o t  b y  av o id in g  its  fo rm id a b le  q u e stio n s . R em em b er, to o , th a t 

th e  b eg in n in g s  o f  a c tio n , o f  fru itfu l ideas, lo d g e  in  b itte r  as 

w ell as in  jo y o u s th o u g h t. W h e n  so rro w  is d eb ilita tin g , w h en  

so rro w  leads irresistib ly  t o  s ta g n a tio n , o r  w h en  i t  treach ero u sly  

cou n sels in a c tio n , th e n  th e  p h ilo so p h y  a t its h ea rt is u n w o rth y  

o f  y o u th fu l sou ls. T h e n  in d eed  m ay  a Jo sé  Jo a q u ín  O lm e d o , as 

in  “E n  la  m u erte  d e D a  M a ría  d e  B o r b ó n ,” ca ll i t  an  “ in d o le n t 

so ld ier th a t m ilita te s  b en e a th  th e  b an n ers o f  d eath .”  B u t  w h en  

w h at em erg es fro m  so rro w  is th e  d esire  to  stru g gle  t o  recov er 

th e  w e ll-b e in g  th a t has b e e n  d en ied  u s , th e n  so rro w  acts as a 

g o ad  t o  ev o lu tio n , as life ’s m o s t  p ow erfu l m o tiv a tin g  fo rce . 

T h is  is w h y  H elv etiu s believed  th a t  b y  cau sin g  o u r  sen sib ility  

to  p rev en t o u r  slip p in g  in to  id leness, and  th u s b e c o m in g  an 

in cen tive fo r  a c tio n , en n u i co u ld  b e c o m e  th e  m o st p re cio u s o f  

all h u m an  prerogatives.

In  th is  sen se , i t  has b e e n  w ise ly  s ta ted  th a t p essim ism  is a 

k in d  o f  paradoxical optimism. F a r f ro m  p o stu la tin g  th e  ren u n cia 

tio n  an d  co n d em n a tio n  o f  life, su ch  p essim ism , in  its  d issa tis

fa ctio n  w ith  p resen t reality , p ro m p ts  ch an g e. W h a t h u m a n ity  

m u st p ro te c t , ag ain st all p essim istic  n e g a tio n , is n o t  so  m u ch  

th e  id ea o f  th e  relative g o o d  o f  th e  p resen t as th a t o f  th e  p o s 

sib ility  o f  arriv in g  a t a b e tte r  c o n d itio n  th ro u g h  a p ro g ress  

h asten ed  and  d irected  by  h u m a n E e ir ig s .jF a ith  in  th e  fu tu re  and 

con fid en ce in  th e  efficacy o f  h u m a n  stren g th  are th e  necessary  

an teced en ts fo r  all en e rg etic  a ctio n s  and  all p ro d u ctiv e  p lans .j 

T h a t  is w h y  th is  a fte rn o o n  I  have ch o se n  to  b eg in  b y  re c o m 

m en d in g  to  you  th e  u n d y in g  excellen ce o f  th e  fa ith  th a t, b e 

cause it  is in stin ctu a l, y o u th  n eed  n o t  b e  tau g h t. Y ou  w ill find  

it sim p ly  b y  allo w in g  N atu re ’s d iv ine su g g estio n  to  w o rk  

w ith in  you .



A n im ated  b y  fa ith , g o  fo r th  in to  life , n o w  o p e n in g  its  b ro ad  

h o riz o n s b e fo re  you . G o  w ith  th e  n o b le  a m b itio n  to  m ake you r 

presence fe lt fro m  th e  m o m en t y ou  c o n fro n t life’s ch a llen ge 

w ith  th e  p ro u d  gaze o f  a  co n q u ero r. A u d acio u s in itia tiv e  and 

innovative b rillia n ce  p erm eate  th e  y o u th fu l sp irit. P erhap s to 

day, across th e  w o rld , th e  actio n  and  in flu en ce  o f  y ou th  are o n  

th e  m arch  in  so cie tie s  less effectiv e and  in ten se th an  th ey  should  

have b een . G a s to n  D esch am p s recen tly  p o in ted  th is o u t in  

F ran ce , co m m e n tin g  o n  th e  la te  in itia tio n  o f  y o u th fu l g en era

tio n s  in to  th e  p u b lic  life  and cu ltu re  o f  th a t n a tio n  an d  th e 

lim ited  o rig in a lity  w ith  w h ich  th ey  h a d  co n trib u te d  to  fo rm 

in g  its p re d o m in a n t ideas. In so fa r  as w e m ay speak in  g e n e r

alities, g iven  th e  p ain fu l iso la tio n  in  w h ich  w e L a tin  peop les 

live, m y im p ressio n  o f  th e  p resen t tim e in  o u r  A m erica  perhaps 

ju stifies a sim ilar o b serv a tio n . N ev erth eless , I  believe th a t I  see 

everyw here th e  n eed  fo r  a rev ita lizatio n , fo r  a revelation  o f  new  

stren g th s. I  believe th a t A m erica  is in  g re a t n eed  o f  h e r  you th . 

T h is  is w hy  I  am  ad d ressing  m y se lf  to  y o u . T h is  is w hy  I  am  so  

extraord in arily  in tere ste d  in  y o u r m o ra l o rie n ta tio n . T h e  en 

ergy  o f  y o u r w o rd  and  y o u r exam p le ca n  co m b in e  th e  liv ing  

stren g th  o f  th e  p ast w ith  th e  w o rk  o f  th e  fu tu re . L ik e  M ich e le t, 

I  believe th a t th e  tru e  co n c e p t o f  ed u ca tio n  n o t  o n ly  em braces 

th e  a ccu ltu ra tio n  o f  th e  sons th ro u g h  th e  exp erien ce o f  th e ir  

fathers, b u t a lso , an d  freq u en tly  even  m o re  im p o rtan d y , th a t  o f  

th e  fathers th ro u g h  th e  innovative in sp ira tio n  o f  th e ir  so n s.

L e t  us sp eak, th en , o f  h ow  to  assess th e  life  th a t lies ¡b e

fo re  you.



1  / h e  m any  v o catio n s available to  y ou  w ill d ic-

ta te  th a t you  travel in  d iverse d ire ctio n s  and 

w ill d e term in e  a  d ifferen t tem p era m en t and d istin ctiv e  ap titu d e 

in  e a ch  o f  y o u . S o m e  a m o n g  y ou  w ill b e  m en o f  sc ien ce , o th e rs  

artists , s till o th e rs  m en  o f  a ctio n . T h e  p ro fo u n d  aw areness o f  

th e  fu n d am en ta l u n ity  o f  o u r  n atu res , how ever, m u st take p re 

ce d en ce  ov er th e  p red ilectio n s th a t  b in d  each  o f  us t o  o u r  d if

fe re n t w ays o f  life. T h is  u n ity  d em an d s th a t th e  p rim ary  a im  o f  

each  ind ivid u al sh o u ld  b e  to  live an  u nb lem ish ed  a n d  ex e m 

plary  life  in  w h ich  n o b ility  and  selflessness are co m m u n ica te d  

b e fo re  any o th e r  facu lty ./ M ore co m p ellin g  th a n  p ro fessio n a l 

and  cu ltu ral v a ria tio n  is o u r  in d iv id u al resp o n sib ility  to  c o n 

tr ib u te  to  th e  co m m o n  d estin y  o f  ra tio n a l b ein gs. “T h e re  is o n e  

p ro fessio n , w h ich  is th a t o f  b e in g  man,”  was G uyau ’s p ro fo u n d  

o b serv a tio n . A n d  R e n a n , in  h is assessm en t o f  u neq u al and  u n 

d evelop ed  civ ilizatio n s, rem in d s u s th a t th e  g o a l o f  m an  ca n n o t 

b e  exclusively  to  learn , o r  feel, o r  im ag in e , b u t, ra th er, t o  be 

tru ly  and w holly  human. T h is  is th e  id eal o f  p erfe ctio n  tow ard  

w h ich  each  o f  us m u st ch an n el h is  en erg ies , w ith  th e  h o p e th a t 

as o n e  individual h e  m ay rep resen t th e  sp ecies in  m in iatu re .

A sp ire , th e n , to  develop  to  th e  fu llest p o ssib le  m easu re th e  

to ta lity  o f  y o u r b e in g — n o t m erely  o n e  asp ect o f  it . D o  n o t  

sh ru g  y o u r should ers b e fo re  any n o b le  o r  creative m an ifesta 

tio n  o f  h u m an  n atu re  u n d er th e  p re te x t th a t y o u r in d iv id u ality  

and p referen ces b in d  you  to  a d iffere n t o n e . W h e n  y o u  ca n n o t 

b e  a p a rtic ip a n t, y o u  can  b e  an a tten tiv e  sp ectato r. T h e re  is a 

ce rta in  false and v u lgarized  co n c e p t th a t co n ceiv es o f  ed u ca tio n  

as to ta lly  su b o rd in ate  to  a u tilitarian  en d . S u ch  u tilita r ia n ism , 

w ith  its a tten d a n t p rem atu re sp e cia liza tio n , m u tila tes sp iritu a l 

in teg rity  and  ten d s to  suppress fro m  le a rn in g  all th a t is selfless 

and  ideal. T h is  p ro cess d o es n o t  su ffic iend y  tak e  in to  a cco u n t



th e  d an ger o f  p rep arin g  fo r  th e  fu tu re  n arro w  m ind s th a t b e 

cause th ey  can  see n o  reality  o th e r  th a n  th e  m o st im m ed iate  

w ill live in  icy  iso la tio n , separated  fro m  o th e rs  in  th e  sam e so 

ciety  w h o  have ch o se n  d ifferent w ays o f  life.

T h e  fa ct th a t each  o f  us m u st d ed icate  h im s e lf  to  a specific 

activ ity , to  a sing le m o d e  in  o u r  cu ltu re , d o es n o t  in  any w ay 

p revent o u r  h ea rin g  th e  sym p hony  o f  th e  sp ir it and realiz ing  

th e  co m m o n  d estin y  o f  all ra tio n al b e in g s. T h a t  sing le activ ity , 

th a t specific cu ltu ral m o d e , w ill b e  b u t o n e  b asic n o te  in  th e  

h arm o n y  o f  th e  w h o le . T h e  fam ou s a sse rtio n  b y  th e  slave o f  

an tiqu ity , “ I  am  a m an , n o th in g  h u m an  is a lien  to  m e,” is an 

etern al tru th  th a t w ill reson ate  forev er in  o u r  co n scio u sness. 

O u r cap acity  to  u nd erstan d  m u st b e  lim ited  o n ly  by  o u r  in 

ab ility  to  co m p reh en d  n arro w  mindjs. T o  b e  incap able o f  see in g  

th a t N a tu re  has m o re  th a n  o n e  fa ce , th a t  h u m ans have a v ariety  

o f  ideas and in tere sts , is to  live in  a  sh ad ow y  d ream w orld  p e n e

trated  by  a s in g le  ray o f  lig h t. W h e n  in to leran ce  and  exclu siv ity  

are b o rn  o f  th e  ty ran n y  th a t can  b e  im p o sed  b y  in sp ira tio n , o r  

o f  th e  o b sessiveness th a t  can  resu lt fro m  even th e  m o st ideal 

and selfless p ro je c t, th ey  m ay b e  ju s t if ie d — even d eserv in g  o f  

sym pathy. W h e n , how ever, in to le ra n ce  arises fro m  v u lg arity , 

w h en  i t  a ttests  th e  lim ita tio n s o f  a  m in d  in cap ab le  o f  re flec tin g  

m o re  th a n  a p artia l ap pearance o f  th in g s , th e n  in to le ra n ce  b e 

co m es th e  m o st ab o m in a b le  o f  in fer io ritie s .

U n h ap p ily , i t  is in  c iv ilizatio n s th a t have achieved  a  w h o le  

and refined  cu ltu re  th a t th e  d a n g er o f  sp iritu al lim ita tio n  is 

m o st real and  lead s to  th e  m o st d read ed  co n seq u en ces. I n  fa ct, 

to  th e  d egree th a t cu ltu re  advances, th e  law  o f  ev o lu tio n , m a n i

festin g  its e lf  in  so cie ty  as in  n atu re  to  b e  a g ro w in g  ten d en cy  

tow ard  h etero g en e ity , seem s to  req u ire  a co rresp o n d in g  lim ita 

tio n  in  ind ivid u al ap titu d es and  th e  in c lin a tio n  to  re stric t m o re  

severely each  in d iv id u al’s field  o f  a ctio n . W h ile  it  is a necessary  

co n d itio n  to  p ro g ress , th e  d ev e lo p m en t o f  sp ecia lizatio n  b rin g s  

w ith  it  v isib le  d isad vantages, w h ich  are n o t  lim ited  to  n a rro w 



in g  th e  h o r iz o n  o f  individual in te llig e n ce s  and w h ich  in ev itab ly  

falsify  o u r  c o n c e p t o f  th e  w orld . S p e cia liz a tio n , b ecau se o f  th e  

g rea t d iversity  o f  lifd m d iT a] p referen ces and  h a b its , is a lso  

d am agin g  to  a sen se o f  so lid arity . A u g u ste  C o m te  h as te llin g ly  

n o te d  th is  d a n g er in  advanced c iv iliza tio n s. In  h is view , th e  

m o st serio u s flaw  in  a  sta te  o f  h ig h  so cia l p erfe ctio n  lies in  th e  

freq u en cy  w ith  w h ich  i t  p ro d u ces d efo rm ed  sp irits , sp irits  ex 

trem ely  a d ep t in  o n e  asp ect o f  life  b u t m o n stro u sly  in e p t in  all 

o th ers . T h e  m a n n er in  w h ich  th e  m in d  is d im in ish ed  b y  c o n 

tin u al co m m e rce  w ith in  a  s in g le  ca teg o ry  o f  ideas o r  b y  th e  

exercise o f  a s in g le  m o d e o f  activ ity  is , fo r  C o m te , co m p a ra b le  

to  th e  m iserab le  fa te  o f  th e  w o rk e r w h o  is o b lig e d  b y  th e  d iv i

s ion  o f  la b o r in  h is  w o rkp lace  t o  co n su m e h is  life’s en e rg ies  in  

th e  u nv ary in g  ro u tin e  o f  o n e  m e ch a n ica l ch o re . In  b o th  cases, 

th e  resu lt is a  d isastrou s in d ifferen ce  to  th e  g eneral in tere sts  o f  

h u m ankind . A n d  a lth o u g h — hap p ily , th e  F ren ch  P o s itiv is t 

adds— th is  k in d  o f  h u m an  a u to m a tio n  rep resents th e  ex trem e 

o f  th e  d is ju n ctiv e  in flu en ce o f  sp e cia liz a tio n , th e  rea lity — al

ready freq u en tly  o b serv a b le— d em an d s th a t w e w eig h  h is c o m 

m ents very  seriously.

T h is  d is ju n ctio n  o f  w h ich  I  have sp o k en  is as d a m a g in g  to  

th e  aesthetic o f  th e  social s tru ctu re  as it  is to  its  so lid arity . T h e  

in co m p arab le  b eau ty  o f  A th e n s, th e  lo n g ev ity  o f  th e  m o d el th is  

god d ess o f  a c ity  b eq u ea th ed  to  u s, w ere  o w in g  to  a c o n c e p t o f  

life based  o n  th e  to ta l h arm o n y  o f  all hum an facu lties an d  th e  

m u tu al a g ree m en t th a t a ll en erg ies  sh o u ld  b e  d irected  to w ard  

th e g lo ry  an d  p o w er o f  m an k in d . A th en s knew  h o w  to  ex a lt 

b o th  th e  id eal an d  th e  real, reason  an d  in stin c t, th e  fo rces  o f  th e  

sp irit an d  th o se  o f  th e  b od y. I t  scu lp ted  all fo u r  faces o f  th e  

soul. E v ery  free  A th en ia n  d rew  a ro u n d  h im s e lf  a p e rfe ct c irc le  

to  co n ta in  h is a c tio n s , an d  n o  d is tu rb in g  im pulse w as allow ed  

to  im p in g e  u p o n  th e  gracefu l p ro p o rtio n s  w ith in  th a t  sp h ere . 

T h e  G re e k  w as an  a th lete  and an  an im ated  scu lp tu re  in  th e  

G y m n asiu m ; a c itiz en  o n  th e  P n y x ; a d eb a ter  and  in te llectu a l in



th e  F o ru m . H e  exercised  his w ill in  a b ro a d  range o f  activ ities, 

and h is in te lle ct in  m any creative end eavors. T h is  is w hy  M a c 

aulay argued  th a t o n e  day o f  p u b lic  life  in  A ttica  o ffered  a m o re  

b rillian t p ro g ra m  o f  in stru ctio n  th a n  any w e draw  u p  in  o u r 

m o d e m  in stitu tio n s . A n d  fro m  th a t free  and  u niqu e flo w erin g  

o f  fu lly  d ev elop ed  h u m an  n atu re  w as b o m  th e  Greek miracle—  

an  in im ita b le  b len d  o f  a ctiv ity  an d  seren ity : th e  sp rin g  o f  th e  

h u m an  spirit^ a  sp ark lin g  m o m e n t in  h isto ry .

In  o u r  tim e s, th e  in creasin g  co m p lex ity  o f  o u r  civ iliza tio n  

w o u ld  seem  to  p reclu d e any serio u s th o u g h t o f  re ca p tu rin g  th e  

h a rm o n y  p o ssib le  o n ly  in  an  age o f  g race  an d  sim p licity . B u t 

w ith in  th e  co m p lex ity  o f  o u r  cu ltu re , w ith in  th e  p rogressive 

d iversity  o f  ch aracters , skills, and  values th a t  is th e  in escap ab le  

co n seq u en ce  o f  p ro g ress , i t  is still rea so n a b le  to  h o p e  th a t all 

h u m an  b e in g s  m ay  b e  aw are o f  th e  fu n d am en ta l ideas and  sen 

tim en ts  th a t en su re th e  h a rm o n y  o f  life— th e  spiritual concerns 
to  w h ich  n o  ratip n al.h u m an  b e in g  m ay  rem a in  ind ifferen t.

W h en  a sen se o f  m ateria lism  an d  c o m fo r t  d o m in ates a  s o 

ciety  as en erg etica lly  as it  d o es tod ay , th e  e ffects  o f  th e  n arro w  

m in d  and  th e  sin g le -faceted  cu ltu re  are p articu larly  ca lam ito u s 

fo r  th e  d iffu sio n  o f  ideals. A lth o u g h  venerated  b y  th o se  w h o  

d en o te  th e ir  n o b le s t en erg y  to  it , fo r  th e  vast m a jo rity  o f  o th e rs  

th e  ideal rem ains a re m o te  and  p erhap s n o t-ev en -su sp ected  area 

o f  life. A ll m a n n er o f  selfless m e d ita tio n , ideal co n tem p la tio n , 

and ind ivid u al tran q u illity  in  w h ich  th e  daily stru g gle  o f  th e  

u tilitarian  y ield s briefly  to  th e  seren ity  th a t com es fro m  th e  

m o re  elevated  gaze o f  reason  are in  co n tem p o ra ry  so cie ty  

u nk n ow n  to  m illio n s o f  o th erw ise  civ ilized  and cu ltivated  in d i

viduals w h o se  ed u ca tio n  o r  h ab its  red u ce th e m  to  th e  a u to 

m atism  o f  s tric tly  m a teria listic  activ ities , Yes, th is k in d  o f  ser

v itude m u st b e  th e  m o st d ism al and  o p p ro b rio u s  o f  all m oral 

d am n atio n s. I  e x h o rt y o u  to  d efen d  yourselves, to  b e  m ilita n t 

in  preventin g  yn iir  sp ir it fro m  b e in g  m u tila ted  by  th e  tyranny  

o f  a s in g le , o r  a se lf-in terested , o b je c tiv e . N ev er d ev ote m o re



th an  a  p a rt o f  yourselves to  u tility , o r  to  passion. E v en  w ith in  

m ateria l serv itu d e, the in n e r  self, th e  s e lf  o f  reason  and se n ti

m e n t, m ay rem ain  free. D o  n o t , th e n , use th e  excuse o f  c o m 

m itm e n t to  w o rk  o r  resp o n sib ilities to  ju s tify  th e  en slav em en t o f  

y ou r sp irit.

W h a t n o w  co m es to  m y  m in d  fro m  a dusty  co rn e r  o f  m e m 

o ry  is a s to ry  th a t illustrates w h a t o u r  souls sh ou ld  be. T h e re  

w as o n ce  a p atriarch al K in g  w h o  lived  in  th e  fab led  and  u n 

co m p lica ted  O rie n ta l lands th a t served as th e  hap p y so u rce  o f  

so  m any tales. T h is  K in g  re ig n ed  d u rin g  th e  in n o c e n t years o f  

th e  ten ts  o f  Ish m ael and th e  palaces o f  P y lo s. In  m an ’s m em o ry  

he cam e to  b e  called  th e  H o sp ita b le  K in g . T h e  ch a r ity  o f  th is 

K in g  w as in exh au stib le. A n y  m isfo rtu n e  seem ed  to  d isap p ear 

in  th e  bou n d lessn ess o f  h is m ercy  as i f  s ink in g  o f  its o w n  

w eight. T h e  h u n g ry  seek in g  b read  w ere draw n to  h is g en ero u s 

w elcom e, as w ere th e s ick  a t h e a r t lo n g in g  fo r  th e  b a lm  o f  a 

so o th in g  w ord . L ik e  th e  m o st sensitive so u n d in g  b o a rd , th is 

K in g ’s h ea rt reson ated  to  th e  rh y th m s o f  th o se  a b o u t h im . H is  

palace w as th e  h o m e  o f  all h is p eo p le . F reed o m  and  liveliness 

re igned  w ith in  th is  m a jestic  ed ifice , an d  n o  guards s to o d  a t th e  

gates to  d eny entry . A m o n g  th e  o p en  co lo n n ad es, sh ep h erd s at 

th e ir le isu re played th e ir  ru stic seren ad es; o ld  m en  g a th ered  to  

gossip  as ev en in g  fe ll; and  seren e g ro u p s o f  y ou n g  w o m en  ar

ranged  b losso m s and  b o u g h s in  w illo w  baskets— th e o n ly  taxes 

exacted  in  th e  k in g d o m . M erch a n ts  fro m  O p h ir , traders fro m  

D am ascu s, cam e and w en t th ro u g h  th e  w ide gates a t all h o u rs , 

and a w ealth  o f  silks, jew els , and  perfu m es co m p ete d  fo r  th e  

K in g ’s a tte n tio n . T h e  w eary  p ilg rim  fo u n d  h is rest b esid e th e 

K in g ’s very  th ro n e . B ird s flo ck ed  a t m idd ay  to  p eck  cru m bs 

fro m  h is  ta b le , and  at daw n ro llick in g  band s o f  ch ild ren  ran  to  

th e  fo o t  o f  th e  b ed  w here th e  silver-beard ed  K in g  slep t, to  an

n o u n ce th e  n ew  day. T h e  K in g ’s in fin ite  g en ero sity  ex ten d ed  to  

b o th  th e  hapless and  th e in an im ate . N atu re , to o , fe lt th e  a ttra c

tio n  o f  th e  K in g ’s g en erosity . A s in  th e  m yth  o f  O rp h eu s and



th e  legend  o f  S t . F ran cis o f  A ssisi, w in d s, b ird s , p lants seem ed  

to  b efrien d  h u m an  creatu res in  th a t  o asis o f  h o sp ita lity . F ro m  

th e  seed  th a t fell in to  th e  cracks o f  p av in g  sto n es an d  w alls 

sp rang  lilies t o  b ea u tify  th e  ru in s, w ith  n o  cru e l hands to  p luck  

th em  o r  evil fo o t  to  cru sh  th e m . B o ld  an d  c u rio u s vines tw in ed  

th ro u g h  th e  w id e-flu n g  w in d o w s o f  th e  K in g ’s ow n  ch am b ers. 

E xh au sted  w in d s w a fted  th e ir  ca rg o  o f  arom as and h a rm o n ies 

in to  th e  royal castle . W aves fro m  th e  n earb y  sea sprayed its  w alls 

w ith  th e ir  fo a m , as i f  w ish in g  to  en fo ld  th e  castle  in  th e ir  e m 

brace. A n d  an  ed en ic  freed o m , a vast aura o f  m u tu al tru st, c re 

ated  an  a m b ien ce  o f  etern a l ce leb ra tio n  . . .

B u t  d eep  w ith in , very  deep  w ith in , iso la ted  fro m  th e  h u b b u b  

o f  th e  castle  b y  covered  passagew ays h id d en  fro m  th e  view  o f  

th e  u nrefin ed — like L u d w ig  U h la n d ’s “ lo st ch ap el” in  th e  far 

reaches o f  th e  fo re s t— at th e  en d  o f  secre t paths lay a m y ste

riou s ro o m  th a t n o  o n e  excep t th e  K in g  h im s e lf  w as p e rm itte d  

to  en ter. A s h e  crossed  th a t th resh o ld , h is h o sp ita lity  ch an g ed  

to  ascetic eg o ism . T h ic k  bu lw arks en clo sed  th e  ro o m . N o t  an  

ech o  fro m  th e  b o istero u s w o rld  o u ts id e , n o t  a  n o te  fro m  n a 

tu re’s sym p hony, n o t  a  w o rd  fro m  h u m a n  lip s, p en etrated  th e  

carved  p o rp h y ry  th a t lin ed  th e  w alls o r  stirred  th e  a ir  in  th e  

fo rb id d en  re trea t. A  w o rsh ip fu l silen ce  re ig n ed  in  th e  still, u n 

sullied  air. T h e  lig h t, filtered  th ro u g h  sta in ed  glass, d escen d ed  

qu ietly , m ajestica lly , in to  th e  h a ll, th e n  am id  celestia l ca lm , 

m elted  like a  sn o w flake fa llen  in  a  w a rm  n est. N ever w as th e re  

such  p eace— n o t in  th e  o ce a n  g r o tto , n o t  in  th e  sylvan so litu d e . 

S o m e tim es, w h en  th e  n ig h t w as d iap h an o u s and  tran q u il, th e  

o rn a te ly  m ed allio n ed  ce ilin g  p a rted  like  th e  tw o  halves o f  a 

shell, a llo w in g  m ag n ificen t shad ow s to  seep  in to  th e  m o th e r-o f-  

pearl. C h a ste  w aves o f  n en u p h ar w a fted  th ro u g h  th e  ro o m , th e  

p erfu m e th a t su gg ests d row sy  co n te m p la tio n  an d  p ro fo u n d  

so u l-search in g . S o m b e r  caryatids gu ard ed  th e  m arb le  en tr ie s , 

a d m o n ish in g  all to  silence. T h e  carv ed  im ages o f  th e  ca n o p y  

above th e  b ed  w h isp ered  o f  id ealism , co n tem p la tio n , rep o se .



. . . A n d  even th o u g h  n o  h u m an  acco m p an ied  th e  aged  K in g  

to  h is m y sterio u s refu ge , h is h o sp ita lity  w as as g en ero u s as 

ever— b u t n o w  th e  g u ests g a th ered  w ith in  h is  w alls w ere im 

p alp able an d  in su b stan tia l. I n  th is  ro o m , th e  legen d ary  K in g  

d ream ed ; in  it  h e  escap ed  re a lity ; in  i t  h is m ed ita tio n s tu rn ed  

inw ard  an d  h is th o u g h ts  w ere p o lish ed  like p ebbles b y  th e  tid e. 

In  th is  sa n ctu m  sa n cto ru m  P sy ch e  u n fo ld ed  her snow y w in g s 

u p o n  h is brow . . . . A n d  th e n , w h en  d ea th  cam e to  re m in d  th e 

K in g  th a t h e  w as b u t a  g u est in  h is  o w n  palace, th e  im p reg 

n ab le  ch a m b e r san k  in to  e tern a l q u ie t, e tern a l rep ose. M o o n e  

ever p ro fan ed  it  b y  en terin g  irrev eren d y  w h ere th e  aged K in g  

h ad  w ish ed  to  b e  alone in  th e  U lt im a  T h u le  o f  h is sou l.

Y o u r in n e r  life  is like th is  p arable. L ik e  th e  palace o f  th e  tru st

in g  K in g , i t  o p e n s , w ith  sa lu tary  g en ero sity , to  all th e  w o rld . A t 

th e  sam e tim e , i t  co n ta in s  a  h id d en  a n d  m y sterio u s cell w h ere  

n o  p ro fa n e  g u est, o n ly  seren e re a so n , m ay  en ter. N o t  u n til you  

e n te r  th a t in v io lab le  s tro n g h o ld  m ay  y o u  tru ly  call yourselves 

free m e n . T h o s e  m en  are n o t  fre e  w h o  lo se  d o m in io n  o f  s e l f  by 

y ie ld in g  to  u n ru ly  p assion  o r  u tilita r ia n  in terests. T h e y  fo rg e t 

th a t, acco rd in g  to  M o n ta ig n e ’s w ise p recep t, w e m ay len d  o u r 

sp irit, b u t n o t  fo r fe it it . T h o u g h t, d ream , ap p recia tio n : these 

are th e  su b tle  v isito rs to  m y cell. T h e  an cien ts , in  th e ir  w isd o m , 

inclu d ed  m y  v isito rs w ith in  th e  fam ily  o f  otium, th e  w ise u se o f  

leisure, w h ich  th ey  h eld  as th e  h ig h est exam ple o f  ratio n al 

life— th o u g h t freed  fro m  any ig n o b le  yoke. N o b le  le isu re w as 

th e  in v estm en t o f  tim e th a t th ey  expressed  as a su p erio r m o d e 

o f  life  o p p o sed  to  co m m ercia l en terp rise . H a v in g  lin k ed  th e 

co n c e p t o f  d ig n ity  o f  life  exc lusively w ith  th e aris to cra tic  idea 

o f  re p o se , th e  sp ir it o f  classicism  finds its  co rre c tio n  an d  its 

co m p lem e n t in  o u r  m o d e m  b e lie f  in  th e  d ig n ity  o f  la b o r. T h e  

rh y th m  fo rm ed  fro m  rep o se  an d  a ctio n  is so  d esirable th a t  n o  

m an  sh o u ld  n eed  u rg in g  to  m a in ta in  it . T h e  S to ics , w h o se  p h i

lo so p h y  illu m in ated  th e  d eclin e  o f  a n tiq u ity  like a sh in in g  p re

cu rso r o f  C h ristian ity , b eq u eath ed  to  us in  th e  b eau tifu l figure



o f  C lean th es a sim p le and  m o v in g  im a g e  o f  th e  salvation  o f  th e  

in n er free d o m  th a t m ay  survive even  in  serv itud e. T h is  slave, 

fo rced  to  exp en d  h is g rea t s tren g th  in  d raw in g  w ater to  fill th e  

pails th a t tu rn e d  a  m ills to n e , gave h im s e lf  over t o  m e d ita tio n  in  

th e  b r ie f  in terlu d es fro m  his stren u ou s la b o rs , and w ith  h is ca l

lou sed  h an d  traced  o n  th e  co b b le s to n e s  th e  m axim s h e  had 

heard  fro m  th e  lips o f  Z e n o . A ll ra tio n a l ed u ca tio n , all p erfec

tio n  o f  o u r  n atu res , sh o u ld  b eg in  b y  s im u la tin g  th e  tw o  m o d es 

sym bolized  in  C lean th es.

A g ain  I  say to  y ou : you r basic p rin cip le , y o u r m o tto  in  life , 

m u st b e  to  m a in ta in  th e  in teg rity  o f  th e  h u m an co n d itio n . 

N o th in g  sh o u ld  ever tak e p reced en ce  o v er th is  su p rem e g oa l. 

N o  sing le en terp rise  can  satisfy  th e  ra tio n a l g o a ls  o f  individual 

ex istence o r  p ro d u ce  h arm o n y  in  co llectiv e  ex isten ce. T h u s , in  

th e  sam e w ay th a t exclu siv ity  o f  a c tio n  o r  cu ltu re  d efo rm s in d i

viduals, ̂ lp r jM S jjp f^ m e ra l in  so cie tie s  th a t have stifled  th e  free 

d ev elo p m en t o f  sen sib ility  and  th o u g h t, e ith e r  w ith  m erca n 

tilism , as in  P h o e n ic ia ; o r  w ar, as in  S p a r ta ; o r  m y sticism , as 

d u rin g  th e  te rro r  o f  tn illen arian ism ; o r  th e  sa lon , as in  e ig h 

te en th -cen tu ry  F r a n c e j A n d  so  as y o u  g u ard  ag a in st th e  m u tila 

tio n  o f  y o u r m o rality , and w h ile  a sp irin g  t o  th e  h arm o n io u s 

g ro w th  and  n o b ility  o f  you r b e in g , re m em b e r also th a t th e  

m o st freq u en t o f  co n tem p o ra ry  m u tila tio n s is o n e  th a t fo rces 

th e  sou l to  d ep rive itse lf  o f  th e  inner life th a t is th e  natu ral 

am b ien ce o f  ev ery th in g  d elicate and  n o b le , th e  in n er life  th a t 

w h en  exp o sed  to  harsh  reality  w ill b e  sco rch ed  by  th e  b re a th  o f  

im pure p assion  and  stu n ted  b y  th e  se lf-in terest o f  u tilita r ia n 

ism . Selfless m e d ita tio n , ideal co n te m p la tio n , th e  otium o f  an 

c ie n t tim es, and  th e  im p reg n ab le  ch a m b er o f  m y tale are n eces

sary co m p o n e n ts  o f  th is  in n er life.



ecau se th e  first a c t o f  p ro fa n a tio n  

w ill be d irected  ag a in st th e  m o st 

sacred area o f  th e  sanctuary, th e  kind o f  d eb asin g  re g re ss io n  I 

n ow  ca u tio n  you  again st w ill b eg in  w ith  re je c tio n  o f  all th a t  is 

d elicate . O f  all th e  d esirable elem en ts o f  a ration al ex is te n ce , th e  

sense o f  th e  b eau tifu l, th e  clear v isio n  o f  th e  b eau ty  o f  th in g s , is 

th e  sen se m o st qu ickly  w ith ered  by  th e  sterile  and rep etitio u s 

daily  ro u n d , m ak in g  o f  i t  an  a ttr ib u te  to  b e  preserved  b y  a 

m in o rity  in  th a t so cie ty  as an a b a n d o n ed  treasure. A  fee lin g  fo r 

b eau ty  is to  th e  sense o f  th e  id eal as en am el to  th e  rin g . W ith  

ro u g h  trea tm en t i t  b eg in s to  w ear aw ay an d  is in e v ita b ly  e f

faced . In  th is w ay, ab so lu te  in d ifferen ce  co m es to  tak e th e  p lace 

o f  universal love. T h e  s tu p e fa c tio n  o f  th e  savage, w h en  c o n 

fro n ted  w ith  th e  to o ls  an d  p ro d u cts  o f  civ iliza tio n , is n o  g rea ter 

th an  th e  am azem en t o f  a  relatively  larg er nu m ber o f  cu ltivated  

m en  w h en  th ey  w itness b eh a v io r th a t g ives serio u s w e ig h t to  

w h at is b eau tifu l in  life.

Ju d as’ a rg u m en t th at M a ry  uselessly  an n o in ted  Jesu s’ feet 

w ith  a p o u n d  o f  o in tm e n t o f  sp ikenard  still stands as a form u la  

o f  frugality . A  su p erflu ity  o f  a rt is n o t w o rth  th e  th ree  h u n d red  

p en ce to  th e  an on ym ou s m asses. I f  th ey  do resp ect a rt, it  is o n ly  

as an eso te ric  cu lt. N o n eth eless , o f  all th e  e lem ents o f  ed u catio n  

th a t e n n o b le  life , n o n e  is m o re  w o rth y  o f  universal in tere st th an  

a rt, b ecau se as Sch iller has ab ly  illu strated , n o th in g  is m o re  

co n d u civ e to  a cu ltu re th a t is broad and  co m p lete , in  th e  sense 

o f  s tim u la tin g  all th e  so u l’s facu lties.

E v en  i f  love and  ap p recia tio n  o f  b eau ty  d id  n o t  re sp o n d  to  

so m e essen tia l n eed  in  ra tio n a l m an , o r  i f  they  w ere n o t  in  

them selves d eserv in g  o f  cu ltiv a tio n , a h ig h er m o rality  w o u ld  

d icta te  a cu ltu re  o f  aesthetics sim p ly  in th e  b est in terests  o f  

society . N o  o n e  is averse to  ed u catin g  th e  m o ral sen sib ility , and



p rep arin g  th e  ind ivid u al to  ap p reciate  b eau ty  should  b e  im 

p lic it in  th a t ed u ca tio n . N ever fo rg e t th a t an  ed u cated  sense o f  

th e  b eau tifu l is th e  m o st effective co lla b o ra to r  in  th e  fo rm a tio n  

o f  a d elicate  sen sitiv ity  fo r  ju stice . D ig n ity  and  in n er n o b ility  

w ill find  n o  g rea ter artisan . N ev er w ill an  ind ivid u al b e  m o re 

fa ith fu l to  d u ty  th a n  w h en  he m oves fro m  b eliev in g  th a t b eau ty  

is so m eth in g  th a t o rig in ates  o u tsid e  h im s e lf  to  fee lin g  it  in te r 

nally  as aesth etic harm ony. A n d  never w ill th a t ind ivid u al know  

g ood n ess m o re  fully  th a n  w h en  h e learns to  resp ect th e  sen se o f  

b eau ty  in  o th ers .

I t  is tru e th a t th e  san ctity  o f  g o o d  w o rks can  p u rify  and 

elevate grossn ess. G o o d  m ay b e  d o n e  w ith o u t th e  extern al ap 

pearance o f  beauty . C h a rity  m ay achieve su b lim e effects th ro u g h  

vulgar, d istastefu l, and  co arse  m eans. B u t  ch a r ity  g iven  w ith  

delicacy  and  g o o d  taste is n o t o n ly  m o re  b eau tifu l, it  is finer, 

because it  adds a fu rth er b en efit to  th e  g if t :  a g en tle  and u n iq u e 

caress th a t w ith  its  w arm  g lo w  en h an ces th e  b en efice  b esto w ed .

T o  co m m u n ica te  b eau ty  is a  w o rk  o f  m ercy. I  have alw ays 

believed  th a t h e  w h o  d em and s th a t  g o o d  and  tru th  b e  ex 

pressed w ith  stern n ess and  sev erity  is a  treach ero u s frie n d  to  

g o o d  an d  tru th . V ir tu e  is a lso  a  fo rm  o f  a r t— a d ivine a r t : she 

sm iles u p o n  h er d au g h ters , th e  G races. T e a ch in g  th a t a ttem p ts  

to  instill in  o u r  sp irits  th e  id ea  o f  d uty , as w ell as th e  id ea  o f  

gravity, m u st co n ceiv e  o f  th o se  id eas as th e  h ig h e st p oetry . 

G uyau , k in g  o f  e leg a n t an a lo g ies , su g g ested  a co rresp o n d en ce  

th a t is p erfect fo r  illu stra tin g  th e  d ual o b je ctive o f  m o ra l cu l

tu re . JH e  evokes th e  finely  scu lp ted  c h o ir  o f  a G o th ic  ca th ed ra l, 

w h ere  carv in g  insp ired  b y  d eep  fa ith  reveals o n  o n e  su rface  th e  

scen es o f  a  sa in t’s life  an d , o n  th e  o th e r , o rn a m en ta l garland s. 

T h u s  fo r  every  scen e  d ep ictin g  th e  sa in t’s p iety  o r  h is m a rty r

d o m , fo r  every  fea tu re  and  every  a ttitu d e , th ere  w as o n  th e  

reverse side a co ro lla  o r  petal. F o r  exam p le, as th e  sy m b o lic 

rep resen ta tio n  o f  g o o d , a lily  b lo o m e d , o r  a rose. G uyau  b e 

lieves th a t o u r  so u l is u n d o u b ted ly  scu lp ted  in  th e  sam e m a n 



ner. A n d  is n o t  h e  h im self, an ap o stle  o f  evangelical b eau ty , an 

exam ple o f  su ch  harm ony?

T h e re  is n o  d o u b t in  m y  m in d  th a t o n e  w h o  has learn ed  to  

d istin gu ish  th e  d elicate fro m  th e  vu lgar, th e  u gly  fro m  th e 

beau tifu l, has m ad e h a lf  th e  jo u rn e y  tow ard  d istin g u ish in g  

g o o d  fro m  evil. T h is  is n o t  to  say  th a t g o o d  taste, as a ce rta in  

m oral d ile tta n tism  w ou ld  have i t ,  is th e  o n ly  c r ite r io n  fo r  ap

p reciatin g  th e  leg itim acy  o f  h u m a n  actio n s. B u t  n eith er, u sin g  

th e c r ite r io n  o f  s tr ic t  asceticism , sh o u ld  g o o d  taste  b e  co n s id 

ered a snare and a d elu sion . I  d o  n o t su g g est th a t ta ste  is th e  

m o st d ire ct p ath  to  g o o d . I  d o  su g g est th a t i t  is a parallel w ay 

and w ill keep  th e  traveler’s eyes o n  th e  d esired  path . A s h u m a n 

ity  advances, m o ra l law  w ill in creasin g ly  b e  co n sid ered  as an 

^ esth e tic o f  con d u ct.^ T h en  m an  w ill flee fro m  evil and  e r ro r  as 

i f  fro m  d isso n an ce  and w ill seek th e  g o o d  as h e  w o u ld  th e  p lea 

sure o f  harm ony. jW h en  sy m b o liz in g  h is  e th ic , K a n t, in  S to ic  se

verity, co u ld  say, “ I  d ream t and th o u g h t th a t life  w as b eau ty , / 1 

w oke and  saw  th a t life w as d uty .” H e  o v erlo o ked , h o w ev er, th e  

fact th a t i f  d u ty  is th e  su p rem e reality , th e  o b je c t  o f  h is  d rea m  is 

co n ta in ed  w ith in  it , b ecau se w ith  th e  clea r v ision  o f  g o o d n ess , 

aw areness o f  d u ty  w ill g iv e  h im  th e  satisfac t io n  o f  b ea uty.

In  th e  so u l o f  th e  savior, th e  m issio n ary , th e  p h ila n th ro p ist, 

comprehension o f beauty is a lso  essen tia l; th ese  p erso n s m u st be 

b lessed  w ith  ce rta in  o f  th e  e lem en ts fu n d am en tal to  th e  g en iu s 

o f  th e  artist. T h e  ro le  th a t th e  g if t  o f  reco g n iz in g  and  revealin g  

in n ate  b ea u ty  played in  th e  tr iu m p h  o f  g rea t m o ral rev o lu tio n s 

ca n n o t b e  overem p hasized . R e fe rr in g  to  th e  su p rem e m o ra l 

rev o lu tio n , R e n a n  said , “T h e  p o e try  o f  th e  p recep t, w h a t cau ses 

us to  ch e rish  it , is g rea ter th a n  th e  p re ce p t its e lf  tak en  as an 

ab stract tru th .”  T h e  o rig in a lity  o f  Jesu s’ te a ch in g  d o es n o t  a c tu 

ally lie in  a  literal accep tan ce o f  H is  d o c tr in e , since th a t can  b e  

recap itu lated  w ith o u t ever step p in g  o u tsid e  th e  sy n ag o g u e— in 

referen ces fro m  Deuteronomy to  th e  Talmud— b u t, rath er, in 

H is  te a ch in g , in  H is  h av in g  co m m u n ica te d  th e  p o etry  o f  th e



precep t, th a t is, its in n er beauty.

Pale w ill b e  th e  g lo ry  o f  ages and p o litica l m ovem en ts th a t 

undervalue th e  aesth etic  w o rth  o f  life , o r  th e  d issem in atio n  o f  

th a t aesth etic . C h ristia n  asceticism , w h ich  perceived o n ly  o n e  

face o f  th e  ideal, exclu ded  fro m  its co n c e p t o f  p erfe ctio n  every

th in g  th a t m akes life  p leasant, refined , and beau tifu l. T h a t  n a r

row ness o f  m in d , sp u rred  by m an ’s in d o m ita b le  in stin ct fo r  lib 

erty , en g en d ered  in  R en aissan ce  Ita ly , in  o n e  o f  th o se  tu rb u le n t 

reversals o f  th e  h u m an  sp irit, a c iv iliza tio n  th a t co n sid ered  

m o ral g o o d  to  b e  an illu sio n  and  th a t p laced  its fa ith  in  ex ter

nally  p erce p tib le  stren g th  and grace . P u ritan ism  p ersecu ted  

b eau ty  and  in te llectu a l se lec tio n ; w ith  in d ig n a tio n  it  veiled  th e  

chaste n u d ity  o f  statues and a ffected  th e  u g ly — in  m an n ers, in  

c lo th in g , and  in  rh e to ric . T h is  d o le fu l sec t, im p o sin g  its  w ill 

th ro u g h  th e  E n g lish  P arliam en t, d eclared  an en d  to  all fes

tiv ities th a t m ig h t provoke jo y  and  fo rb a d e  p lan tin g  trees th a t 

b o re  b lo sso m s. A lo n g  w ith  v irtu e , w h ich  it  d iv o rced  fro m  

beauty , it  sp read  a funereal shad ow  th a t still casts its  p all ov er 

E n g la n d , a sh ad o w  th a t en d u res in  th e  least a ttractive asp ects o f  

its re lig io n  an d  cu sto m s. M acau lay  p ro cla im ed  th a t h e  p re 

ferred  th e  h eavy  lead  b o x  in  w h ich  th e  P u rita n s  guard ed  th e  

treasu re o f  lib e r ty  to  th e  exq u isite ly  carved  co ffe r  in  w h ich  th e  

co u rt o f  C h arles  I I  s to re d  its  re fin em ents. B u t  as n e ith e r  lib erty  

n o r  v irtu e n eed s th e  p ro te c tio n  o f  a  lead  b o x , w e shall never 

value th e  sev erity  o f  ascetics an d  P u rita n s  as h igh ly  in  ed u ca

tio n  as w e d o  th e  g race  o f  th e  a n cien t id eal: P la to ’s m o ra j h a r

m ony, th e  e leg an ce  and  exp ertise  w ith  w h ich  A th en ian s lifted  

th e  cu p  o f  life  to  th e ir  lips.

I f  w e co u ld  ca st th e  sp irit o f  c h a r ity  in  th e  m o ld  o f  G ree k  

eleg an ce , w e w o u ld  k n o w  p e rfe ctio n . S u c h  id eal h a rm o n y  d id  

live its b r ie f  m o m e n t in  th e  w o rld . W h e n  in  its  in fa n cy  th e  

w ord  o f  C h ris tia n ity  w as ca rrie d  b y  S a in t P au l to  th e  G ree k  

co lo n ies  o f  M a ce d o n ia , Thessaly , and  P h ilip p i, and  th e  G o sp e l, 

still pu re, sp read  th ro u g h o u t th o se  fine and  sp iritu al co lo n ies  in



w hich  H e llen ism  assured sp o n ta n e ity  o f  a c tio n , it  seem ed  th a t 

th e  tw o  h ig h e st ideals in  h isto ry  m ig h t b e  b e  etern ally  jo in e d . 

S a in t P e te r ’s ep isto lary  sty le  b ears  th e  m ark  o f  th a t m o m en t 

w hen ch a r ity  w as H ellen ized . T h is  co n so n a n ce  lasted  all to o  

briefly. T h e  h arm o n y  and seren ity  o f  th e  p agan  co n ce p t o f  life 

grew  fa rth e r  and farth er ap art fro m  th e  n ew  ideas d estin ed  to  

co n q u er th e  w o rld . B u t to  co n ceiv e  o f  an  advance in  h u m an 

m oral p e rfe c tio n , w e w o u ld  have to  d ream  o f  th e  C h ristia n  

ideal reco n ciled  w ith  th e lu m in o u s jo y  o f  an tiq u ity  a n d  im agin e 

th e G o sp e l ag ain  b e in g  ta u g h t in  T h essa ly  an d  P h ilip p i, j 

C u ltiv a tin g  g o o d  taste d o es n o t  o n ly  m ean  p e rfe ctin g  an  ex

tern al fo rm  fo r  cu ltu re , d ev e lo p in g  a rtis tic  ab ility , an d  n u rtu r

in g  w ith  su p rem e d elicacy  an  e leg a n ce  in  civ iliza tio n . G o o d  

taste is also  “ju d g m en t’s firm  re ig n .”  B e n ja m in -C o n sta n t M a r 

tha has d efined  g o o d  ta ste  as a seco n d  co n scio u sn ess th a t o r i

ents us and  retu rn s us to  th e  p a th  w h en  th e  first fades o r  v acil

lates. F o r  W alter B a g e h o t, a  d elica te  sen se o f  b eau ty  is a llied  to  

tact and  d ig n ified  behavior. “A n d , th e re fo re ,”  adds th is  w ise 

co m m e n ta to r , “th e  cu ltiv atio n  o f  a fine taste tend s t o  p ro m o te  

th e fu n c tio n  o f  a  fine ju d g m e n t, w h ich  is a m ain  h elp  in  th e  

co m p lex  w o rld  o f  civ ilized  ex isten ce .”  I f  in  individuals and  so 

cieties th is  q u a lity  is o ccasio n ally  jo in e d  to  an absence o f  sen ti

m ent o r  m o rality , it  is because it  w as cu ltivated  in iso la tio n  and 

exclu siv ity , th u s an n u llin g  th e  e ffec t o f  m o ra l p e rfe ctib ility  

exerted  in  a cu ltural o rd er th a t allow s n o  facu lty  o f  m in d  to  

develop ind ep en d ently  o f  o th ers) I f ,  how ever, th e  so u l has b een  

h arm o n io u sly  stim u lated , p erso n al grace and a  d elicate  sen se o f  

b eau ty  w ill b e  inseparable fro m  s tren g th  and so u n d  in tellectu a l 

ju d g m en t. T h is  is p recisely  w h at H ip p o ly te  T a in e o b serv ed  in 

g reat w o rks o f  classic arch ite ctu re ; b eau ty  as a p alp able m a n i

festa tio n  o f  so lid ity , and eleg an ce allied  w ith  s tren g th . “T h e  

sam e lin es o f  th e  P a rth e n o n  th a t g ra tify  th e  eye w ith  th e ir  h a r

m o n io u s p ro p o rtio n s , c o n te n t th e  in te lle ct w ith  p ro m ises o f  

etern ity .”



T h e re  is an o rg a n ic  re la tio n sh ip , a natu ral and  clo se  sym p a

thy, th a t links co rru p tio n  o f  e m o tio n  an d  w ill to  th e  m isrep re

sen ta tio n  and d is to rtio n  o f  b a d  taste . I f  w e h ad  th e  g if t  o f  e n 

te rin g  th e  m y sterio u s la b o ra to ry  w h ere souls are fo rm ed , and 

o f  re co n stitu tin g  sou ls fro m  th e  p ast to  reveal th e  fo rm u la  o f  

th e ir  m o ra lity , it  w o u ld  be fascin atin g  to  iso la te  w ith in  th e  re 

fined p erv ersity  o f  a b lo o d th irsty  and  th ea trica l N ero  th a t p ar

tic le  o f  m o n stro u s  h istrio n ics  im p lan ted  by  S en eca ’s a ffected  

rh e to ric . W h e n  w e recall th e  o ra to ry  o f  th e  F ren ch  C o n v e n tio n , 

and  th e  cu sto m  o f  ab o m in a b le  rh e to rica l p erversion  th a t ro se  

up everyw here like Ja co b in  h a ir o n  a ca t’s b ack , w e ca n n o t fail 

to  re late th a t rh e to r ic— in  th e  w ay radii issue fro m  a s in g le  c e n 

ter, o r  m ishap s fro m  a sing le m ad n ess— w ith  absence o f  taste , 

m o ral v ertig o , and a fan atic lim ita tio n  o f  reason.

F ew  w o u ld  arg u e th a t th e  su rest e ffec t o f  an aesth etic is th a t 

it teaches u s, in  th e  sp here o f  th e  re lative, to  d istin g u ish  th e  

g o o d  and tru e  fro m  th e  b eau tifu l and  to  accep t th e  p o ssib ility  

o £  b eau ty  in  evil and  erro r. B u t  w e ca n  b e  ig n o ra n t o f  th a t 

undeniable tru th  and  still believe in  th e  sy m p ath etic  lin kage o f  

all h ig h  sp iritu a l g o a ls  an d  see each  o f  th e m  n o t  as th e  o n ly , b u t 

as th e  m o st re lia b le , p o in t o f  d ep artu re  fro m  w h ich  to  arriv e  a t 

th e  o th ers.

T h e  c o n c e p t o f  a su p e rio r  a cco rd  b etw een  g o o d  ta ste  and  

m o ra lity  is , th e n , ex a ct: b o th  in  ind ivid u als and in  so cie ties . In  

th e  la tte r th a t  re la tio n sh ip  co u ld  b e  sy m b o lized  in  th e  c o n n e c 

tio n  K a rl R o se n k ra n tz  cla im ed  to  have fo u n d  b etw een  lib e r ty  

and  m o ra lity , o n  th e  o n e  h an d , a n d , o n  th e  o th e r , th e  b ea u ty  

o f  th e  h u m an  fo rm  th a t develops o v er tim e  in so m e races and  

peop les. F o r  th is  H e g e lia n , su ch  b ea u ty  reflects th e  e n n o b lin g  

effect o f  freed o m . A cco rd in g  to  h is  th e s is , slavery d isfigu res as 

it  degrades. C on versely , g en era tio n s o f  aw areness o f  h a rm o 

n io u s lives im p rin t u p o n  free  p eo p les th e  stam p  o f  ex tern a l 

beauty.

In  th e  ch aracter o f  a n a tio n , th e  g ifts  derived  fro m  refin ed



taste, th e  m a stery  o f  g raciou s m o d es, th e  delicacy o f  a ltru ism , 

th e  v irtu e  o f  m ak in g  ideas a ttractiv e , are also id en tified  w ith  th e 

“gen iu s o f  p ro p ag an d a” ; th a t is , w ith  th e  a ll-p ow erfu l g if t  o f  

universality. I t  is a  co m m o n p la ce  th a t , to  a large d eg ree , to  

possess th ese  se lec t q u alities is to  p ossess th e  humanity th e  

F ren ch  im p a rt to  th e  th in g s  th e y  c h o o se  to  co n secra te . Id eas 

acquire s tro n g , sw ift w in g s n o t  in  th e  icy  b o so m  o f  th e  a b stract, 

bu t in  th e  w arm  an d  sh in in g  a tm o sp h ere  o f  form . W h e th e r  

they  are  w id ely  d issem in ated  an d  lo n g  la s tin g  d ep en d s o n  

w h eth er th e  G races have b a th e d  th e m  in  th e ir  lig h t. T h u s  i t  is 

th at in  th e  p ro cess  o f  e v o lu tio n  so m e o f  th e  excessive e n tic e 

m ents o f  n a tu re  th a t  m ay seem  t o  resu lt so le ly  fro m  ca p rice —  

th e  so n g  an d  b r ig h t p lu m ag e o f  th e  b ird s, an d , to  a ttra c t th e  

p o llin atin g  in sect, th e  c o lo r  an d  p erfu m e o f  th e  flow ers— have 

actually played a  p ractica l ro le : th e ir  g rea ter allure has assured  

th at th e  m o s t beau tifu l w ith in  a  sp ecies survive ov er th o se  less 

fortu n ately  en d ow ed .

A  p erso n  g ifte d  w ith  an  in stin ctiv e  love o f  b eau ty  u n d o u b t

edly suffers a ce rta in  m o rtifica tio n  in  h a v in g  to  d efen d  h is  in 

stin ct th ro u g h  a series o f  a rg u m en ts g ro u n d ed  in  a p rin cip le  

o th er th a n  th e  in d ep en d en t and  selfless love fo r  b eau ty  th a t  is 

one o f  th e  bases o f  ration al ex isten ce . U n fo rtu n a te ly , h ig h er  

p rincip les d o  n o t  always tr iu m p h  in  th e  case o f  large n u m bers 

o f  individuals w h o  m u st b e  ta u g h t th e  resp ect due th e  love in 

w h ich  th ey  d o  n o t  share, and  w h o  m u st b e s h ó w n  its  re la tio n 

ship w ith  o th e r  h u m an in terests . T o  e ffect th is  illu m in a tio n , it 

is o fte n  necessary  to  co m b a t v u lg ar co n cep ts  a b o u t th a t re la

tio n sh ip . In  fact, ev ery th in g  th a t tend s to  so fte n  th e o u tlin es  o f  

a so cie ty ’s ch aracter and cu sto m s, to  ex c ite  its sense o f  beau ty , 

to  m ake o f  taste  a refined  sp iritu a l sen sitiv ity  and o f  g race  a 

universal fo rm  o f  b eh av io r is , fo llo w in g  th e cr ite r io n  o f  m any  

ad herents o f  sev erity  and u tilita ria n ism , eq u ivalent to  d im in ish 

in g  w h at is v irile  and  h ero ic  in  th a t so ciety , as w eH aTirs p o sItiv ist 

and u tilitarian  cap acities. I  have read in  V ic to r  H u g o ’s Les tra-



vailleurs de la mer th a t w h en  fo r  th e  first tim e  a  steam sh ip  

p low ed  th e  w aves o f  th e  E n g lish  C h a n n e l, th e  p eop le  o f  th e  Isle  

o f  Jersey  ca lled  i t  an ath em a, fo llo w in g  a p o p u lar tra d itio n  th a t 

co n sid ered  w a te r  an d  fire  to  b e  irreco n c ila b le  elem en ts fa ted  to  

en d  in  d isco rd . B e lie fs  in  sim ilar en m ities  a b o u n d  in  p o p u lar 

th in k in g . I f  th e re  are am o n g  you  th is  a fte rn o o n  so m e w h o se 

g oa l w o u ld  b e  to  p o p u larize  resp ect fo r  th e  b eau tifu l, b eg in  by 

illu strating  th e  p o ssib ility  o f  h a rm o n io u s acco rd  a m o n g  all le 

g itim a te  h u m a n  activ ities, fo r  you  w ill find  th a t an easier task  

th a n  to  co n v e rt th e  m u ltitu d e d irectly  to  a  love o f  b eau ty  fo r  

beau ty ’s sake. I f ,  fo llo w in g  P y th a g o ra s’ advice, a m an  is to  be 

co n v in ced  not to drive the swallows from his house, th en  y o u  m u st 

n o t  argue th e  b ird ’s m o n a stic  g race , n o r  its legen d ary  v irtu e, 

b u t co n v in ce  th e  h o u seh o ld er th a t th e  n ests can  rem ain  in  p lace 

w ith o u t d am ag in g  th e  ro o fs  o n  w h ich  th ey  are bu ilt.

1  / h e  co n c e p t th a t  ra tio n a l life  is based  o n  th e

free  and h a rm o n io u s ev o lu tio n  o f  o u r  n a

tu re— and th e re fo re  inclu d es a m o n g  its p rim ary  asp irations th e  

satisfactio n  th a t derives fro m  co n te m p la tio n  o f  th e  b ea u tifu l—  

is o p p o sed  as a co d e  o f  co n d u ct b y  utilitarianism, in  w h ich  o u r 

every actio n  is d eterm in ed  by  th e  im m ed iate  end s o f  self- 

in terest.

T h e  cr itic ism  o f  s tr ic t  u tilitarian ism  generally  d irected  to  th e  

sp irit o f  o u r  cen tu ry , in  th e  n am e o f  th e  ideal and  w ith  all th e  

r ig o r  o f  an ath em a, is based  in  p a rt u p o n  a lack  o f  aw areness 

th a t its t ita n ic  e ffo rts  to  su b ord in ate  th e  forces o f  n atu re  to  

h u m an  w ill an d  to  th e  g ro w th  o f  m a teria l w ell-b e in g  are a n e c 

essary la b o r  th a t like fe rtiliz in g  an  exh au sted  so il w ill p rep are



sfor a fu tu re  flo w erin g  o f  id ealism s. T h e  tran sito ry  d o m in a n ce  

o f  th e  asp ect o f  th e  u tilitarian  th a t  has a b so rb e d  th e  v ital e n e r

gies o f  th e  last feverish  hu n d red  years e xp la in s, th o u g h  i t  d o es 

n o t ju stify , m any  painfu l n o sta lg ias an d  m an y  o ffenses t o  in 

te lligence th a t a t tim es translate in to  n o sta lg ia  fo r  an  exalted  

id ealization  o f  th e  past and , a t o th e r  tim es, in to  in ev itab le  

hopelessness in  regard  to  th e  fu tu re . T h e re  is , fo r  th is  re a so n , a 

p rocreativ ity , a m u ch -w elco m ed  v isio n , in  th e  aim s o f  a  ce rta in  

group  o f  th in k ers  o f  re cen t g en era tio n s— am o n g  w h o m  I  w ish  

to  m e n tio n  o n ce  again  th e  n o b le  figu re o f  G uyau — th a t a t

tem pts t o  re co n cile  th is  ce n tu ry ’s tr iu m p h s w ith  th e  ren ew al o f  

m any o f  o u r  a n cien t a lleg iances. T h e s e  m e n  have invested  tre a 

sures o f  b o th  love and g en iu s in  th is  sacred  aim .

M o re  th a n  o n ce , you  w ill have h eard  th a t th e  p revalence o f  

u tilitarian ism  in  th e  p resen t ce n tu ry — t o  th e  d etr im e n t o f  aes
theticism and  selflessness— is d u e t o  tw o  p rim ary  cau ses. O n e : 

the revelations o f  natural sc ien ce  th a t, a cco rd in g  to  in te rp re t

ers— so m e ad verse,"som e fav orab le— d estro y  all id ealism  a t its 

base. T h e  o th e r  is th e  universal d iffu sio n  and tr iu m p h  o f  d e m o 

cratic ideas. I  in ten d  to  co m m e n t o n ly  o n  th e  la tter, b ecau se I  

am  co n fid e n t th a t y ou r in itia tio n  in to  th e  revelations o f  sc ien ce 

was su ch  th a t i t  p ro tects  you  fro m  any d an ger o f  u n in fo rm ed  

in terp reta tio n . D e m o cracy  has b ee n  cen su red  fo r  lead in g  h u 

m ankind  tow ard  a S acred  E m p ire o f  u tilitarian ism  and , in  th e  

p rocess, o f  estab lish in g  a n o rm  o f  m ed io crity . T h is  v ibran tly  

in tense cr it ic ism  appears in  th e  w ritin g  o f  o n e  o f  th e  m o st 

agreeable m asters o f  th e  m o d ern  m in d , in  th e  seductive pages 

o f  R e n a n , to  w h o m  you  have o fte n  h eard  m e refer, an d  w h o m  I  

shall freq u en tly  m e n tio n  again . R e a d  R e n a n , th o se  o f  y ou  w h o  

still are u n fam iliar w ith  h is  w o rk , and y o u  w ill revere h im  as I  

do. N o  o n e  a m o n g  th e  m o d ern s, in  m y o p in io n , is so  b lessed  

w ith  th a t a rt o f  “gracefu l in stru ctio n ” th a t A n ato le  F ran ce  c o n 

sidered  to  b e  d ivine. E v en  w h en  m o st r ig o ro u s , R e n a n ’s analy

sis is like  th e  p riest’s u n ctio n . E v en  w h en  h e  in stru cts us to



d o u b t, d o u b t is so o th e d  b y  h ea lin g  g en tlen ess. H is  th o u g h ts  

ten d  to  exp an d  w ith in  o u r  sou l w ith  su ch  in e ffa b le  ech o es th at 

they  are re m in iscen t o f  a  litu rg ica l m u sic -o f-id ea s . B eca u se  h e  is 

so  ideally co m p reh en sib le , cr itics  have seen  in  h is w rit in g  the 

jo y fu l sk ep tic ism  o f  th e  dilettanti w h o  co n v e rt th e  p h ilo so 

p h e r ’s cap e in to  a  carnival co s tu m e ; b u t o n c e  y o u  have pene

tra ted  h is m in d , y o u  w ill see th a t th e  vu lgar to lera n ce  o f  th e  

skep tics is as d iffere n t fro m  h is  as p o lite  h o sp ita lity  is fro m  true 

charity .

T h o se  q u estio n s  aside, th is  F re n c h  m aster believes th a t g en u 

in e co n cern  fo r  th e  ideals o f  th e  sp ecies lies in  to ta l o p p o sitio n  

to  a sp ir it o f  d em ocracy . H e  believes th a t  th e  co n c e p t o f  life  in  a 

so cie ty  in  w h ich  d em o cra cy  prevails is p rogressively  shap ed  to 

w ard th e  exclusive p u rsu it o f  m ateria l w e ll-b e in g  in  th e  g u ise  o f  

th e  g reatest g o o d  fo r  th e  g rea test n u m b er. In  h is  view , as d e

m o c r a t  is th e  en th ro n e m e n t o f  C a lib a n , A rie l is n ecessarily  

vanqu ished  in  th e  tr iu m p h  o f  th e  fo rm er. M a n y  o f  R e n a n ’s 

o p in io n s are su b stan tia ted  in  th e  w ritin g s  o f  th e  lead in g  c o n 

tem p orary  p h ilo so p h ers, w h o  also  d efen d  th e  aesth etic  a n d  th e  

sp iritual. F o r  exam p le, B o u rg e t is in c lin ed  to  believe th a t w ith  

th e  universal tr iu m p h  o f  d em o cra tic  in stitu tio n s , c iv ilizatio n  

w ill lose in  d ep th  w h a t it  ga in s in  b re a d th . H e  sees as th e  u n 

avoid able co n se q u e n ce  o f  d em o cra tic  in stitu tio n s  th e  d o m i

n an ce  o f  a m e d io cre  ind ivid u alism . “W h e n  o n e  speaks o f  d e 

m ocracy ,”  says th e  w ise a u th o r o f  André Comélis, “o n e  speaks 

o f  th e  p ro g ressiv e g ro w th  o fin d iv id u a lism  and  th e  c o n c o m i

ta n t d eclin e  o f  cu ltu re .”  T h e  q u e stio n  p lanted  by  these h arsh  

ju d g m en ts  is o f  lively  in te re s t to  th o se  o f  us w h o  by co n v ic tio n  

revere th e  resu lts o f  th e  rev o lu tio n — in  o u r  A m erica  also  a  k ind  

o f  g lo rio u s  G en e sis— an d  b y  in s tin c t revere th e  p o te n tia l fo r  

th e  n o b le  an d  se lec t sp iritu a lity  th a t sh o u ld  never sacrifice  its  

seren ity  to  th e  cap rices  o f  th e  m asses. T o  deal w ith  th is  p ro b 

lem , w e m u st b e g in  b y  re co g n iz in g  th at[w h en  d em o cracy  is n o t 

en n o b led  b y  an  id ealism  eq u ally  as e n e rg etic  as th e  so cie ty ’s



p p aterial co n ce rn s , i t  w ill inev itab ly  lead  to  a favored  statu s fo r  

fjtoediocrity. /M ore th a n  any o th e r  fo rm  o f  g o v ern m en t, a de- 

jpDOcracy lacks p ro te c tio n s  th a t ca n  effic ien tly  ensu re th e  in v io - 

jpjability o f  h ig h  cu ltu re . L e f t  to  it s e lf— w ith o u t th e  co n sta n t 

|jcorrection o f  a  s tro n g  m o ra l a u th o rity  to  refine and  ch an n el its  

.in clin atio n s in  th e  d ire c tio n  o f  ex a lta tio n  o f  life— d em o cracy  

¡ will gradually  ex tin g u ish  any su p e rio rity  th a t d o es n o t tran slate 

in to  sh arp er an d  m o re  ru th less skills in  th e  stru g gles o f  self- 

in terest, th e  se lf-in terest th a t th e n  b e c o m e s  th e  m o st ig n o b le  

and b ru ta l fo rm  o f  stren g th . S p ir itu a l se le c tio n — th e  exaltatio n  

of life fo stere d  b y  th e  a ltru istic  s tim u li o f  taste , a rt, g en tility , 

adm iration fo r  e tern a l ideals, and  re sp ec t fo r  th e  su p rem acy  

of n o b ility — w ill b e  co n sid ered  an  in d efen sib le  w eakness in  

societies w h ere eq u a lity  h as d estroy ed  th e  ru lin g  h ierarch ies , 

w hose o n ly  m eans o f  d o m in io n  is m o ra l in flu en ce and w h o se  

strength  lies in  ra tio n a lity : h ierarch ies , n ev erth eless, th a t have 

not b een  rep laced  b y  o th ers.

T ru e eq u ality  w ith in  so cie ties , like  tru e  h o m o g e n e ity  in  N a 

ture, exists in  d elicate  balance. T h e  n eg ativ e  aspects o f  d e m o c

racy b eg in  to  ap p ear as so o n  as in e q u ita b le  su p erio rities  have 

been b ro u g h t to  a co m m o n  level; th e  u n ifo rm ity  th u s w o n , 

how ever, is m erely  a b eg in n in g . Affirm ative values rem ain  to  b e  

proven. A n d  w h a t is affirm ative in  d em o cracy , ind eed  its g lo ry , 

will co n sist o f  its  ab ility  to  find  effectiv e w ays to  en co u rag e  th e  

em ergence and  sov ere ig n ty  o f  true h u m an  su p erio rities.

In  te rm s o f  co n d itio n s  h ere in  o u r  A m e rica , th e  n eed  to  d e

fine th e  tru e  co n c e p t o f  o u r so cia l reg im es b eco m es d o u b ly  im 

perative. O u r  d em o cra tic  co u n tries  have g ro w n  very sw iftly , 

sw ollen b y  th e  u n in te rru p te d  g ro w th  o f  o u r  cities. L a rg e  n u m 

bers o f  im m ig ran ts  have b een  added to  a nucleus still to o  w eak 

to  assim ilate and  ch an n el p ro p erly  th is  flo o d  o f  h u m an ity  in 

ways th a t can  b e  p rovid ed  b y  a so lid  secu lar so cia l stru ctu re , a 

secure p o litica l system , and d eep ly  ro o te d  p erso n al values. T h is  

situation  co n ju res  u p th e  fu tu re  d an gers o f  a  d em o cratic  d e terio -



ra tio n  th a t  w ill b u ry  any n o tio n  o f  q u ality  b en eath  th e  b lin d  

fo rce  o f  n u m b ers, th a t w ill erase all sense o f  o rd er in  so cieta l 

co n sc io u sn ess, an d  th a t in y ie ld in g  h ierarch ica l o rd er t o  th e  va

g aries o f  ch a n ce  w ill necessarily  lead  to  th e  tr iu m p h  o f  u n 

ju stifiab le  an d  ig n o b le  su p rem acies.

I t  ca n n o t b e  d en ied  th a t o u r  selfish  in terests— in  th e  absence 

o f  v irtu e— lead  us to  b e  h o sp ita b le . S o m e  tim e  a g o  th e  co m 

p ellin g  n eed  t o  fill th e  m o ral vacu u m  o f  vast u n in h ab ited  re

g io n s  cau sed  th e  fam ou s essayist Ju a n  B a u tis ta  A lb erd i to  w rite  

th a t in  A m e rica , gobernar es poblar [ to  g ov ern  is to  p o p u la te]. 

B u t  th is  w ell-k n o w n  m axim  co n ta in s  a  tru th  th a t is d an gero u s 

i f  to o  n arro w ly  in terp reted , becau se it  co u ld  lead to  a ttr ib u tin g  

to  sh eer n u m b ers an  u n co n d itio n a l civ iliz in g  effect. Gobernar es 
poblar is first o f  all g o v ern in g  b y  a ss im ila tio n ; later, b y  ed u ca

tio n  an d  se lec tio n . I f  th e  flo w erin g  o f  th e  m o st d esirable h u m an  

activ ities, th o se  ex istin g  in  a h ig h  cu ltu re , requ ires as an  in d is

p en sable co n d itio n  th e  ex isten ce o f  a large and d ense p o p u 

la tio n , it  is p recisely  becau se su ch  n u m b ers, g iv in g  rise to  

extrem ely  co m p lex  d iv isions in  la b o r, en co u rag e  th e  stro n g  

leadership  th a t p ro m o te s  quality o v er number: T h e  an o n ym o u s 

m asses th a t fo rm  th e  m u ltitu d e  are n o th in g  in  them selves. T h e  

m u ltitu d e  w ill b e  a to o l o f  b a rb a rism  o r  civ iliza tio n  to  th e  d e

gree  th a t i t  possesses o r  lacks th e  co e ffic ie n t o f  h ig h  m oral 

d irectio n . T h e re  is a p ro fo u n d  tru th  in  E m e rso n ’s p arad ox th a t 

d em and s th a t n a tio n s  b e  ju d g ed  b y  th e  m in o rity , n o t  th e  m a

jo r ity , o f  th e ir  c itizen s. A  civ iliza tio n  acq u ires its  ch a ra cte r n o t  

fro m  a d isp lay  o f  p ro sp erity  o r  m a teria l suprem acy, b u t fro m  

th e gran d eu r o f  th o u g h t and  fee lin g  p o ssib le  w ith in  it . C o m te  

has d em o n stra ted  ho w , in  q u estio n s  o f  in tellectu ality , m o rality , 

and sen tim e n t, th e  accu m u latio n  o f  c o m m o n  m ind s ca n  never 

eq u al th e  in te lle ct o f  o n e  g en iu s, n o r  ca n  th e  accu m u latio n  o f  

m ed io cre  v irtu es b e  eq u iv alen t to  o n e  sh red  o f  a b n eg a tio n  o r  

h ero ism . B y  in stitu tin g  universal eq u a l r ig h ts , o u r  d em o cracy  

w o u ld  b e  sa n ctio n in g  th e  ig n o b le  su p rem acy  o f  n u m b ers— u n-



pess ex trem e care w ere taken  to  k eep  firm ly  in  m in d  th e  n o tio n  

¡¡of le g itim ate  h u m an  d ifferences and  to  ensure th a t th e  au- 

^thority th a t accom p anies th e  p o p u lar v o te  is expressed n o t  

|in th e  so p h istry  o f  ab so lu te  eq u a lity  b u t— as articu lated  in  

C o m te ’s Cour de philosophic positive— in “th e  co n se cra tio n  o f  a 

hierarchy b o rn  o f  freed o m .”

T h e  co n flic t b etw een  th e  ru le o f  d em o cracy  and  th e  elevated  

Bife o f  th e  m in d  b eco m es v itally  rea l w h en  th at fo rm  o f  g o v e rn 

m en t fails to  re co g n iz e  leg itim ate  d ifferences am o n g  us and re 

places fa ith  in  heroism— in  C arly le ’s sense o f  th e  w o rd — fo r  a 

m echanistic co n ce p t o f  g o v ern m en t. A n y  o f  th e  q u alities o f  a 

civ ilization  th a t lie beyon d  m a teria l su ccess and e c o n o m ic  p ro s 

perity  c o n stitu te  an em in en ce  th a t w ill b e  razed q u ick ly  w h en  

the prevailing  m o ra lity  is o n e  o f  m ed io crity . N o w  th a t b a rb a 

rism  n o  lo n g e r  unleashes its  o f te n  h e ro ic  and  regen erative 

hordes to  a tta ck  th e  b ea co n s o f  c iv iliz a tio n , h ig h  cu ltu re  m u st 

be o n  its g u ard  ag a in st th e  m ild  b u t eq u ally  d estru ctive e ffec t o f  

d ifferent p eacefu l, even ed u ca ted , h o rd es: th e  in escap ab le  

hordes o f  vu lgarity . T h e ir  A ttila  m ig h t b e s t b e  p erson ified  in  

the ch aracter o f  F la u b e rt’s M . H o m a is , w h o se  h ero ism  is m ere  

cleverness p laced  a t th e  serv ice  o f  an  in stin ctiv e  rep u g n an ce fo r  

greatness, and  w h o se p rim e ta le n t is fo r  leveling  ev ery th in g  

that lies b e fo re  h im . A lth o u g h  im m u tab le  in d ifferen ce and  

qu antitative su p erio rity  are th e  n o rm al m an ifesta tio n s o f  h is 

stren g th , h e  is, n ev erth eless, cap ab le  o f  re a ch in g  ep ic levels o f  

anger and  o f  y ie ld in g  to  th e  im p ulses o f  aggression . C harles 

M o rice  calls su ch  m en  a “fierce le g io n  o f  P ru d h o m m es w h o  

have b u t a s in g le  w o rd  fo r  th e ir  m o tto — Mediocrity— and  w h o  

are in sp ired  b y  h a tred  o f  th e  ex trao rd in ary .”

G iven  p o w er, th ese  P ru d h o m m es so  scald ingly  satirized  b y  

H e n ri M o n n ie r  ex e rt th e ir  tr iu m p h a n t w ill in  th e  o rg an ized  

p ersecu tion  o f  ev ery th in g  th a t show s th e  ap titud e and  d a rin g  

fo r flig h t. P ru d h o m m eian  so cie ty  w ill b e  a d em ocracy  th a t c o n 

secrates a  P o p e N o b o d y  an d  cro w n s a K in g  A n y b o d y . Its  c iti-



zens w ill desp ise th e  reb ellio u sn ess o f  m e rit. In  th e ir  d om ain , 

n o b ility  w ill b e  trea ted  like a m arb le  statu e ab an d o n ed  besid e a 

ru tted  ro ad , sp attered  by  m u d  w ith  th e  p assing  o f  every  cart. 

S u ch  m e d io critie s  w ill call th e  d o g m a o f  v u lgarity  w isd o m ; 

m eanness o f  h ea rt, g rav ity ; p e rfe ct ad ap tatio n  to  th e  m ed io cre , 

g o o d  ju d g m e n t; and bad  ta s te , in so u cian ce . F o llo w in g  th eir 

co n c e p t o f  ju s tic e , th ey  w ill rew rite  h istory , su b stitu tin g  fo r  th e  

im m o rta l e ith e r  an o n y m ity  in  shared  o b liv io n , o r  th e  eg a lita r

ian  m e m o ry  o f  a M ith rid a tes , w h o  was said  to  re m em b e r the 

n am e o f  each  o f  h is so ld iers. T h e ir  rep u blican ism  w o u ld  be 

satisfied  b y  g ra n tin g  decisive a u th o rity  to  th e  p ro ced u res o f  a 

C harles Jam es F o x , w h o  alw ays tested  h is prop osals ag a in st th e  

o p in io n  o f  a d ep u ty  w h o se lim ited  facu lties and crude b eh av io r 

seem ed  m o st p erfectly  to  p erso n ify  th e  “co u n try  g en tlem a n .” 

W ith  th e  P ru d h o m m es, w e w o u ld  find  ourselves o n  th e  b rin k  

o f  B au d ela ire ’s “zoocracy .” Sh ak esp eare’s T ita n ia , in  th e  a c t o f  

k issing  th e  ass’s head , w o u ld  serve excellen tly  as th e  em b lem  

o f  a L ib e r ty  w h o  b estow s h e r  love u p o n  th e  m ed io cre . N ev er, 

n o  m a tte r  h o w  regenerative th e  co n q u e s t, co u ld  w e su ffer a 

w o rse  fa te !

F u rth e r , i f  y ou  in flam e th e  u b iq u ito u s b earer o f  th e  irrev 

eren ce  o f  m e d io crity , ch a llen ge h im  to  b eco m e a  h e ro , an d  

m ake o f  th is  am iab le  b u reau cra t a red eem er, you  w ill have 

p ro d u ced  a ra n co ro u s and  im p lacab le  h o stility  tow ard  every

th in g  th a t is b ea u tifu l an d  d ig n ified  and  refined  in  th e  h u m an  

sp irit, ev ery th in g  th a t is re p u g n a n t— m o re  rep u g n an t even  

th a n  th e  b ru ta l sp illin g  o f  b lo o d — in  Ja co b in  tyranny. T h e irs  

w as th e  tr ib u n a l th a t ju d g ed  th e  w isd o m  o f  A n to in e  L a v o is ier, 

th e  g en iu s o f  A n d ré  C h é n ie r, th e  d ig n ity  o f  C h ré tie n  M a le s- 

h erb es to  b e  g u ilt. I t  is th ey  w h o , a m o n g  th e  h ab itu a l cr ie s  in 

th e  C o n v e n tio n , w ere  heard  to  sh o u t, “ D o  n o t  tru st th a t  m a n , 

h e  has w r itte n  a  b o o k !”  A n d  th ey  w h o , a ttr ib u tin g  th e  id eal o f  

d em o cra tic  s im p lic ity  to  R o u ssea u ’s p rim itiv e  state o f nature, 
co u ld  fin d  th e  sy m b o l o f  th e  d isco rd  th a t exists b etw een  d em o c-



racy and cu ltu re in  th e  v ig n ette  th a t gen ia l so p h ist in clu d ed  in 

th e fam ou s d ia tr ib e  he d ire c te d — in  th e  n am e o f  m o ra lity —  

against th e  arts and  scien ces: an  im p ru d en t satyr w h o  as he 

attem p ts to  seize th e  b lazin g  to rc h  h e ld  by P ro m eth eu s is to ld  

by th e  titan-philanthropist th a t w h o ev er to u ch es fire shall d ie.

E g a lita r ia n  b arb a rity  has n o t  revealed  its fu ro r  in  th e  u n fo ld 

ing  o f  d em o cracy  d u rin g  o u r cen tu ry , n o r  has it in  any b ru ta l 

w ay d istu rb ed  th e  seren ity  and in d ep en d en ce  o f  o u r in tellectu al 

cu lture. B u t ,  in  th e  w ay th a t th e  d o m estica ted  p ro g en y  o f  w ild 

beasts m ay have exch an g ed  a g g ressio n  fo r  a crafty  an d  ig n o b le  

d ocility , so  eg a litarian ism , in  th e  d o c ility  o f  a tendency toward 
the utilitarian and the vulgar; m ay b e  a ju stifiab le  so u rce  fo r 

critic ism  o f  n in e te en th -cen tu ry  d em ocracy . E v ery  fine o r  sa

gaciou s m in d  th a t has analyzed  d em o cracy  has also angu ished  

over its p o te n tia l effects in  th e  p o litica l and so cia l sp h eres. In 

d ignantly  an d  en erg etica lly  re je c tin g  th e  false co n c e p t o f  eq u al- 

a t eru p ted  fro m jth e  d eliriu m  o f  th e  F ren ch  R e v o lu tio n , 

co n tem p o rary  in tellectu als have co n d u cte d  a  rig o ro u s exam in a

tio n  o f  th e  reality  and th e o ry  o f  d em o cracy  th a t w ill p e rm it 

you— fo r it  is you  w h o  w ill co lla b o ra te  in  sh ap in g  th e  fu tu re—  

to  set y o u r p o in t o f  d ep artu re ; n o t  to  d estroy, certain ly , b u t  to  

en lig h ten  th e  reg im e a t p re sen t in  place.

E v er since  o u r  cen tu ry  b e g a n  to  acq u ire  an in d ep en d en t 

id en tity  in  th e  ev o lu tio n  o f  id eas, w h ile  G erm an  id ealism  was 

co rre c tin g  th e  eg a litarian  U to p ia  o f  e ig h tee n th -ce n tu ry  P h ilo s 

op hy  and  ag gran d izin g , even i f  w ith  a rather v iciou s C aesarean- 

ism , th e  h isto rica l ro le reserved  fo r  individual su p erio rity , 

C o m te ’s p o sitiv ism — w h ich  co n ce d e d  to  d em o cratic  eq u ality  

n o th in g  m o re  th a n  a “tem p o rary  d isso lu tio n  o f  th e  o ld  in 

eq u alities” and d en ied  w ith  eq u al co n v ic tio n  th e final efficacy 

o f  p o p u lar ru le— so u g h t in  th e  p rin cip les o f  n atu ral classifica

tio n  th e  basis fo r  a so cia l c lassificatio n  th a t w ou ld  rep lace th e 

recen tly  d estroyed  h ierarch ies. In  th e  g en eratio n  o f  T a in e  and 

R en a n  cr itic ism  o f  d em o cratic  ideas b ecam e severe. T h is  la tter



m o d e m  A th e n ia n , as y o u  k n o w , w o u ld  n o t  b e  satisfied  b y  any 

eq u ality  less th a n  th a t o f  A th en s itse lf: “ th e  eq u ality  o f  d em i

g o d s.”  A s fo r  T a in e , i t  w as h e  w h o  w ro te  Les origines de la 

France contemporaine; and  if , o n  th e  o n e  h an d , h is co n c e p t o f  

so cie ty  as an  o rg a n ism  lo g ica lly  led  h im  t o  re je c t any  u n ifo r

m ity  th a t w as in  o p p o sitio n  to  th e  p rin cip le  o f  o rg a n ic  d ep en 

d en cies an d  in fe r io ritie s , h is ex trem ely  fine in stin c t fo r  in tellec

tu al se lec tio n  a lso  led  h im  to  d esp ise th e  in v asio n  o f  th e  h eigh ts 

b y  th e  m asses. In  d ecry in g  irrev eren t eq u a liz a tio n , th e  g reat 

v o ice  o f  C arly le  h ad  already sp o k en  o u t o n  b e h a lf  o f  v en eratio n  

o f  heroism— u n d erstan d in g , b y  th a t w o rd , th e  cu lt o f  n o b le  su

p erio rity . E m e rso n  reflects th a t v o ice  in  th e  b o so m  o f  th e  m o st 

p o sitiv ist o f  d em o cracies. T h e  n ew  sc ien ce  speaks o f  ch o ice  as 

th e  basis o f  all p ro g ress. In  a r t , w h ere  a  sen se o f  th e  exq u isite  

finds its  m o st n atu ra l a p p lica tio n , reso u n d  th e  p ro fo u n d  rever

b era tio n s o f  w h a t w e m ig h t lab el th e  estrangement o f  th e  sp irit 

fro m  m o d e m  fife. T o  h ear th ese  n o te s , w e d o  n o t  have to  re tu rn  

to  th e  d elica te , en erv ated  P am assian ism  in  w h ich  an a risto cra tic  

d isdain  fo r  th e  p resen t led to  sec lu sio n  in  th e  past. A m o n g  th e 

co n sta n t in sp ira tio n s o f  F la u b e rt— fro m  w h o m  th e  m o st d e

m o cratized  o f  o u r  literary  sch o o ls  d irectly  descends— n o  in 

sp iratio n  w as m o re  in ten se th a n  h atred  fo r  th e  m e d io crity  

en sh rin ed  by  th e  lev elin g  p ro cess , and  fo r  th e  irresp o n sib le  ty r

anny o f  nu m b ers. W ith in  co n tem p o ra ry  N o rth e rn  lite ra tu re , in  

w h ich  w e see su ch  a lively co n cern  fo r  serio u s so cia l q u estio n s , 

w e o fte n  see th e  sam e idea, th e  sam e sen tim e n t. Ib se n  bu ilds 

th e  im p assio n ed  haran gu e o f  S to ck m a n  aro u n d  th e  s ta tem e n t 

th a t “th e  m o st insid iou s enem y o f  tru th  and  freed o m  a m o n g  us 

is th e  so lid  m a jo rity .” A n d  th e  fo rm id a b le  N ietz sch e  co u n te r

p oses to  th e  id ea o f  an average h u m a n ity  th e  ap o th eo sis  o f  

souls th a t su rge above th e  level o f  h u m a n ity  like a sw elling  tid e. 

E very w h ere , w e see an ard ent d esire fo r  so cia l ad ju stm en t th a t 

w ill assure an am b ien ce o f  d ig n ity  and  ju s tice  fo r  heroic actio n  

and th o u g h t. W e m ig h t even say th a t th is  asp iration  provides



¡¡one o f  th e  basic ch o rd s o u r  fad in g  cen tu ry  has sound ed  fo r  th e  

sym p hony  th e  n ew  cen tu ry  w ill co m p o se .

A nd , n ev erth eless, th e  sp ir it o f  d em ocracy  in  o u r civ iliza tio n  

is a p rin cip le  o f  life  it  w o u ld  be fu tile  to  resist. T h e  o b je c t io n s  

to  im p erfectio n s in  its historical fo rm  have o fte n  led  to  u n ju st 

appraisals o f  w h at is definitive an d  fru itfu l in  it . T h u s  fro m  his 

aristocratic w isd o m  R en a n  stru ctu res th e  m o st ex p lic it c o n 

d em n atio n  o f  th e  basic p rin cip le  o f  d em o cracy : eq u al r ig h ts . 

H e  sees th is  p rin cip le  as b e in g  ho p elessly  co u n te r to  any p o ssi

b ility  o f  a re ig n  o f  in tellectu al su p erio rity  and goes so  far as to  

characterize th e  p rin cip le  w ith  th is  p o w erfu l im age: “ the anti
podes of the ways i f  God— because p o d  never in ten d ed  fo r  a ll to  

live th e  life  o f  th e  m ind  to  th e  sam e d eg ree .” T h e se  u n fa ir  p ara

doxes o f  th e  m aster, co m p lem en ted  by  h is fam ou s id eal o f  an 

o m n ip o ten t o ligarch y  co m p o sed  o f  w ise m en , are co m p a ra b le  

to  th e  d efo rm ed  re -crea tio n  in  d ream s o f  real an d  fru itfu l 

th o u gh ts th a t have co n su m ed  o u r  w ak in g  hours. T o  re je c t th e  

basic co n ce p t o f  d em o cracy  becau se , still in  th e  p ro cess o f  d efi

n ite fo rm a tio n , it  has n o t y et reco n ciled  its p rin cip le  o f  eq u ality  

w ith  a s tro n g  g u arantee o f  social se lec tio n , w ou ld  b e  to  re je c t 

the parallel and  sy m p ath etic la b o r  o f  scien ce becau se in  th e  

stric t in terp re ta tio n  o f  a certa in  id e o lo g y  it  m ay o cca sio n a lly  

have d o n e harm  to  re lig io n  and p o etry . D em o cra cy  an d  sc ien ce  

are, in  fact, th e  tw o  essential p illars u p o n  w h ich  o u r  c iv iliza tio n  

rests. O r , as B o u rg e t expressed  it , “th e  tw o  g reat ‘cra fters’ o f  

o u r fu tu re  d estin ies.” In  th e m , in  th e  w ord s o f  S a in t P au l, we 

are, we live, we move [in  e o  m ovem u r, vivim us e t su m u s]. I t  is, 

th en , illo g ica l to  believe, as R e n a n  d o es, th a t w e w ill ach ieve a 

stro n g er d ed ica tio n  to  m o ra l su p erio rity  and  lo g ica l h iera r

chies, and to  effectiv e u tiliz a tio n  o f  th e  su p rem e g ifts  o f  in te lli

gen ce and w ill, th ro u g h  th e  destruction o f  d em o cratic  eq u ality , 

w hen w h a t w e m u st d o  is plan  fo r  th e  better application and 

refo rm  o f  d em ocracy . W e m u st w o rk  tow ard  th e en d  th a t th e  

idea o f  n ecessary  in ferio ritie s , th e  n o tio n  o f  tru e  su p erio ritie s ,



and  th e  co n sc io u s b u t sp o n ta n eo u s cu ltiv a tio n  o f  ev ery th in g  

th a t in  th e  eyes o f  reason  in creases h u m a n  w o rth  w ill gradually 

take fo rm  in  th e  feelin g s an d  p ractices o f  th e  p eop le.

C o n sid ere d  in re la tio n  to  th is  u n d erta k in g , p o p u la r educa

tio n  assu m es, as has alw ays b ee n  th e  case w h en  p la n n in g  fo r  th e  

fu tu re , a  su p rem e im p o rtan ce. I t  is in  o u r  sch o o ls  th a t  w e first 

a ttem p t to  m o ld  th e  in tractab le  clay  o f  th e  m asses; i t  is in  the 

sch o o ls  w h ere  w e see  th e  first and  m o st g en ero u s m an ifesta tio n  

o f  so cia l eq u a lity ; and it  is th e  sch o o ls  th a t m ake le a rn in g , th e  

m o st efficaciou s m eans o f  se lf-b e tte rm e n t, available t o  all. T h e  

sch o o l m u st b e  w o rth y  o f  su ch  a n o b le  ch arg e . I t  m u st set 

th e  g oals fo r  a w o rth w h ile  ed u ca tio n : a sense o f  o rd er, a c o n 

cep t o f  and  d esire fo r  ju s tice , an d  a sen se o f  le g itim a te  m oral 

au th ority .

N o  co n c e p t is so  easily  co n fu sed  and  nullified  in  th e  m in d  o f  

th e  p eop le  as th e  o n e  th a t teach es th a t d em o cratic  eq u ality  m ay 

m ean  an eq u al potential for b u t never an eq u al realization of 
in flu en ce and  p restig e  am o n g  th e  citiz en s o f  an o rg an ized  so - 

x ie ty . A m o n g  all citizen s th ere  is an  id en tica l r ig h t to  asp ire to  

th e  m o ra l su p erio ritie s  th a t m u st p ro v id e a  ration ale an d  a  basis 

fo r  actu al su p erio rities . B u t  o n ly  th o se  w h o  tru ly  p ossess th e  

fo rm e r w ill ever b e  g ran ted  th e  rew ard  o f  th e  la tter. T h e  tru e  

and  n o b le  co n c e p t o f  eq u ality  rests o n  th e  b e lie f  th a t all ra tio n a l 

b e in g s are g ifte d  b y  n atu re  w ith  facu lties th a t m ake th e m  ca 

pable o f  g ro w in g  in  n o b ility . I t  is th e  d u ty  o f  th e  S ta te  t o  p ro 

vide all m em b ers o f  th e  so cie ty  w ith  th e  unspecified  c o n d itio n s  

th a t w ill lead  to  th e ir  p e rfe ctio n . I t  is th e  duty  o f  th e  S ta te  to  

p rovide th e  n ecessary  co n d itio n s  th a t w ill lead to  th e  d ev elo p 

m e n t o f  h u m a n  su p erio rities  w h erev er th ey  exist. In  th is  w ay, i f  

all are g ra n te d  in itia l eq u ality , su b seq u en t inequ ality .-w ilL fte 

' ju s t i f i^ ,  j i jn c e  i t  w ill b ea r th e  sa n ctio n  e ith e r  o f  th e  m y sterio u s 

se lec tio n  o f  N a tu re  o r  o f  m e rito r io u s  e ffo r t  o f  w ill. C o n sid ere d  

in  th is  w ay, d em o cra tic  equality , far fro m  co n flic tin g  w ith  selec

tio n  in  cu sto m s and  ideas, b eco m es th e  m o st e ffic ien t— in  fact,



Eprovidential— in stru m en t in  sp iritu a l se lectio n . I t  w ill be 

red  b y  ev ery th in g  th a t favors th e  d o m in a n ce  o f  in te llig e n t 

g y . T h is  is w h a t de T o cq u e v ille  m e a n t w h en  h e  said  th a t 

jjpoetry, e lo q u e n ce , th e  sp iritu al g races, flashes o f  im a g in a tio n , 

¡profundity o f  th o u g h t, “a ll th o se  g ifts  o f  th e  sou l in d iscrim i- 

jftately a p p o rtio n ed  by  heaven ,” w ere  co lla b o ra to rs  in  th e  w o rk  

u f  d em o cracy  and  served i t ,  even w h en  th ey  w ere o n  th e  s id e  o f  

its adversaries, becau se th ey  u n d e rsco re d  th e  natu ral, n o t  th e  

inherited , g ran d eu r o f  w h ich  o u r  sp ir it is cap able . E m u la tio n , 

th at m o st p o w erfu l o f  all spurs t o  a c tio n — in  v ig o r o f  th o u g h t 

as w ell as o th e r  h u m an  a ctiv ities— d em and s tw o  co n d itio n s : in  

the b eg in n in g , eq u a lity ; a n d , as a  final o b je c tiv e , th e  in eq u a lity  

that w orks to  th e  ad vantage o f  th e  b e s t and m o st ap t. O n ly  

a d em o cratic reg im e can  re co n cile  th ese  tw o  co n d itio n s  w ith 

o u t a llo w in g  th e m  to  d eg en erate  in to  a  leveling  eg a litarian ism , 

and, a t th e  sam e tim e, to  strive f o r  a b eau tifu l ideal o f  p e rfe c 

tib ility : a fu tu re  eq u ality  g a in ed  b y  ascen t to  a co m m o n  s ta n 

dard o f  cu ltu re .

R a tio n a lly  co n ceiv ed , d em o cracy  alw ays in clu d es an  in d is

pensable e lem e n t o f  aristocracy , a m eans o f  esta b lish in g  th e  su 

p erio rity  o f  th e  fin est, achieved  th ro u g h  free  co n se n t. A  d e 

m ocracy, like an aristocracy , w ill re co g n iz e  th e  d is tin c tio n  o f  

qu ality ; b u t it  w ill favor tru ly  su p erio r q u a lities— th o se  o f  v ir

tue, ch aracter, and  m in d — and  w ill n o t  a tte m p t to  im m o b iliz e  

them  in  a class sy stem  th a t m ain ta in s th e  execrab le p riv ileg e o f  

caste. D e m o cra cy  ceaselessly  rev italizes th e  ru lin g  a risto cra cy  in 

the liv in g  sp rin gs o f  th e  p e o p le  a n d  m akes ju s t ic e  and  love th e  

co n d itio n  fo r  its  accep tan ce . T h u s , b y  re co g n iz in g  th a t th e  

basis fo r  a ll p ro g ress  lies in  se lec tio n  a n d  in  th e  d o m in a n ce  o f  

th e  m o st h ig h ly  g ifte d , d em o cracy  exclu des fro m  th e  universal 

law o f  life  th e  h u m ilia tio n  and  p a in  th a t  in  th e  rivalries o f  n a 

tu re  an d  th o se  o f  o th e r  so cia l o rg a n iz a tio n s  are th e  h ard  lo t  o f  

th e  loser. A s F o u illé e  has b rillia n tly  o b serv ed , “T h e  g re a t law  o f  

"n atu ral se lec tio n 1 w ill co n tin u e  t o  fu n c tio n  in  o u r  so cie tie s , al-



th o u g h  m o re  an d  m o re  it  w ill b e  freely  e ffected .” T h e  o d io u s 

n atu re o f  trad itio n a l aristocracies d erives fro m  th e  fa c t th a t they  

w ere in h eren tly  u n ju st; they  w ere, fu rth er, op p ressive, because 

th e ir  a u th o rity  w as im p osed . T o d a y  w e know  th a t th e re  is n o  

lim ita tio n  to  h u m an  eq u ality  ex cep t fo r  th e  a u th o rity  o f  in te lli

g en ce an d  v irtu e  freely  and universally  ag reed  u p o n . ¡B u t w e 

also  k n o w  th a t  lim its  d o , in  reality , ex ist. In  ad d itio n , o u r 

C h ristia n  co n c e p t o f  life teach es us th a t m o ral su p erio rities , 

w h ich  are a  ju stif ica tio n  fo r  rig h ts , are actually  a so u rce  o f  re

sp o n sib ilities  an d  th a t every su p erio r m in d  is resp o n sib le  to  all 

o th e rs  in  d ire c t p ro p o rtio n  to  th e  d eg ree i t  exceeds th e m  in  its 

cap acity  to  e ffe c t g o o d . T h e  an tieg a litarian ism  o f  N ie tz sch e—  

w h ich  h as c u t s o  deeply  th ro u g h  w h at w e co u ld  call o u r  modern 

literature of ideas— has im bued  h is  stau n ch  d efen se o f  th e  rig h ts  

h e  believes to  b e  im p lic it in  su p erio r h u m an b ein gs w ith  a b o m 

in ab le  rea ctio n ism . D en y in g  all fra tern ity , all p ity, he places in  

th e  h e a r t o f  h is  deified  superman a Satanic sco rn  fo r  th e  help less 

and th e  w eak. F o r  th o se  fav ored  w ith  w ill and  s tren g th , h e  le

g itim izes th e  m easures o f  th e  ex e cu tio n e r. A n d  as th e  lo g ica l 

co n su m m a tio n  h e  observ es th a t “so c ie ty  d o es n o t  ex is t fo r  i t 

self, b u t fo r  its e lec t.”  T h is  m o n stro u s co n c e p t is, certa in ly , n o  

m o d el to  o p p o se  to  th e  false eg a litar ian ism  th a t aspires to  

b rin g  everyone d o w n  to  a c o m m o n  level o f  vu lgarity . F o r 

tu nately , as lo n g  as th ere  exists in  th e  w o rld  th e  p o ssib ility  o f  

p lacin g  to g e th e r  tw o  pieces o f  w o o d  in  th e  fo rm  o f  a  cro ss—  

th a t is, alw ays— h u m an ity  w ill co n tin u e  to  believe th a t  love is 

th e  basis o f  every stab le o rd er an d  th a t  h ierarch ica l su p erio rity  

in  th a t o rd er can  derive o n ly  fro m  a su p erio r cap acity  t o  love.

A s a so u rce  o f  in exh au stib le  m o ra l in sp iratio n s th e  n ew  sc i

ence d em o n strates to  us, in  c la r ify in g  th e  o ld  p hysical law s, 

h o w  th e  d em o cratic  p rin cip le ca n  b e  reco n ciled  in  th e  social 

stru ctu re  w ith  an “aristarchy” o f  m o ra lity  an d  cu ltu re . O n  th e  

o n e  h an d — as H e n ri B é re n g e r  has sh o w n  in  h is  ad m irable 

b o o k — th e  law s o f  scien ce ten d  to  sa n ctio n  an d  s tren g th en  th e



«pirit o f  d em o cracy  b y  rev ealin g  th e  g reatn ess o f  th e  co llectiv e  

e ffo rt, th e  value o f  th e  la b o r o f  th e  m o st in sign ifican t c o n tr ib u 

to r , and  th e  en o rm ity  o f  th e  ro le  reserved  fo r  th e  an o n ym o u s 

and o b scu re  in  any stage o f  universal ev o lu tio n . N o  less th a n  

C h ristian  rev elatio n , th is new  rev ela tio n  enhances th e  d ig n ity  

o f  th e  h u m b le , in  n atu re cred itin g  th e infin itesim al n u m m u lite  

and b ry o z o a n  in  th e  d ep ths o f  th e  o ce a n ic  abyss w ith  th e c o n 

stru ctio n  o f  g e o lo g ica l stra ta ; see in g  in  th e  o scilla tio n s o f  th e  

form less, p rim itiv e  cell all th e  im p u lses o f  ascen d an t o rg a n ic  

life; in  o u r  p sych ic lives, illu stratin g  th e  p ow erfu l ro le  w e m u st 

grant to  vague an d  undefined  p h e n o m e n a — even fle e tin g  p e r

cep tions o f  w h ich  w e are n o t fu lly  aw are. In  so c io lo g y  and 

h istory , th ese  new  revelations m ak e re stitu tio n  to  th e  o fte n  self- 

sacrificing h ero ism  o f  th e  m asses by g ra n tin g  th em  th e ir  p re

viously u nv oiced  share o f  th e  g lo ry  accord ed  to  individual 

heroes.. S c ie n ce  clearly  d em o n stra tes  h o w  co u n tless w o rk sh o p  

and la b o ra to ry  in vestigation s co n d u cte d  b y  u nherald ed  and 

lo n g -fo rg o tte n  w orkers paved th e  w ay fo r  m a jo r  d iscoveries 

""made by  g en iu ses,]

B u t  a t th e  sam e tim e th a t it  co n firm s th e  etern al efficacy  o f  

the co llectiv e  e ffo rt and d ig n ifies th e  p a rtic ip a tio n  o f  ig n o red  

co llab o rato rs , sc ien ce proves th a t h ierarch ica l o rd er is a  n eces

s a r y  c o n d itio n  fo r  all p ro g ress. R e la tio n sh ip s  o f  d ep en d en ce  

and su b o rd in a tio n  a m o n g  individual- co m p o n e n ts  o f  so ciety , 

and w ith in  th e  individual h im self, are a p rin cip le  o f  life . F in a lly , 

th at h ierarch y  is essential to  th e  universal law  o f  imitation. A n d  

w hen th a t law  is applied  to  p erfectin g  so cie ty , liv in g  and  in flu 

ential m o d els m u st be p resen t to  elevate so cia l n o rm s b y  th e 

increasing  prevalence o f  su p erio r exam ple.

T o  d em o n stra te  th a t b o th  th ese  universal teach in gs o f  sc ien ce  

m ay b e  tran slated  in to  fa ct, and m ay b e  recon ciled  w ith in  th e 

structu re and  sp ir it o f  a so cie ty , w e n eed  o n ly  in sist o n  th e 

co n cep t o f  a n o b le  and ju s t  d em o cracy : a d em o cracy  d irected  

by th e  idea th a t tru e  h u m an  su p erio ritie s  ex ist, a d em o cracy  in



w h ich  th e  su p rem acy  o f  in te llig en ce  and  v irtu e— th e o n ly  ju s ti

fiable re stric tio n s  fo r  a m e rito r io u s  eq u a lity — receives its  au

th o rity  and p restig e  fro m  free m en  and  filters d ow n  to  the 

m asses as th e  b en eficia l effu sio n  o f  love.

A s B é re n g e r  o b serv es in  th e  b o o k  I  have already m en tio n ed , 

a t th e  sam e tim e  th a t th e  tw o  m a jo r  resu lts o f  o b serv in g  natural 

o rd er are b e in g  re co n cile d , a h a rm o n y  w ill b e  effected  in  su ch  a 

so cie ty  b etw ee n  th e  tw o  h isto rica l im p ulses th a t have shaped 

th e  essential ch aracteristics  and reg u la tin g  p rin cip les o f  o u r  civ i

lizatio n . O u r  eg a litar ian  sense, in  fact, w as b o rn  o f  C h ris tia n 

ity — v itia ted  by  a ce rta in  ascetic sco rn  fo r  sp iritu al se lec tio n  

and cu ltu re . F ro m  classic civ ilization s w ere b o rn  a sen se fo r  

o rd er and  h ierarch y  and  an  a lm ost re lig iou s resp ect f o r  g e 

n iu s— v itia ted  b y  a ce rta in  aristo cra tic  d isd ain  fo r  th e  h u m b le  

and th e  w eak. T h e  fu tu re  w ill syn th esize th ese  tw o  arch etyp al 

p attern s in to  an im m o rta l p lan . T h e n  d em o cracy  shall d efi

n ite ly  have tr iu m p h ed . A n d  th o u g h  th e  th re a t o f  its  ig n o b le  

leveling e ffec t m ay  ju s tify  th e  an gry  p ro tests  an d  b itte r  m ela n 

ch o ly  o f  th o se  w h o  believ e its  tr iu m p h  w ill m ean  th e  sacrifice 

o f  all in te llectu a l d istin c tio n s , all h o p e  fo r  a rt, all re fin em en t in  

life , d em o cracy , even  m o re  th a n  th e  o ld  aristo cracies, w ill o ffer  

in v io lab le  safeguard s fo r  cu ltiv a tin g  th e  flow ers o f  th e  so u l th a t 

w ith e r  and  d ie  in  an  atm o sp h ere  o f  vu lgarity .

< /
K  / h e  in ex tricab ly  lin k ed  co n cep ts  o f  u tili-

tar ian ism  as a c o n c e p t o f  h u m a n  d estin y  and  

eg a litarian  m e d io cr ity  as a  n o rm  fo r  so cia l re la tio n sh ip s c o m 

p o se  th e  fo rm u la  fo r  w h a t E u ro p e  has te n d ed  to  ca ll th e  sp ir it 

o f  Americanism. I t  is im p o ssib le  to  p o n d er e ith e r  in sp ira tio n



J b r  social co n d u ct, o r  to  co m p are th e m  w ith  th e ir  o p p o sites , 

w ith ou t th e ir  in ev itab le  a sso cia tio n  w ith  th a t fo rm id a b le  and  

productive d em o cracy  to  o u r N o rth . Its  d isp lay o f  p ro sp erity  

and p ow er is d azzling  testim o n y  to  th e  efficacy o f  its in s titu 

tions and to  th e  g u id an ce  o f  its  co n cep ts . I f  i t  has b ee n  sa id  th a t 

“u tilitarian ism ” is th e  w ord  fo r  th e  sp irit o f  th e  E n g lish , th e n  

the U n ite d  S ta te s  can  be co n sid ered  th e e m b o d im en t o f  th e  

w ord. A n d  th e  G o sp e l o f  th a t w o rd  is spread everyw here 

throu gh  th e  g o o d  graces o f  its  m a teria l m iracles. Sp an ish  A m e r

ica is n o t, in  th is  regard , en tire ly  a lan d  o f  h eath en s. T h a t  p o w er

ful fed eratio n  is e ffec tin g  a k in d  o f  m o ra l co n q u e st am o n g  us. 

A d m iration  fo r  its greatness and p o w er is m ak in g  im pressive 

inroads in  th e  m ind s o f  o u r leaders an d , perhaps even  m o re , in 

the im p ressio n ab le  m ind s o f  th e  m asses, w h o  are aw ed by  its 

in co n tro v ertib le  v icto ries . A n d  fro m  ad m irin g  t o  im ita tin g  is 

an easy step . A  p sy ch o lo g ist w ill say th a t a d m ira tio n  an d  c o n 

v iction  are passive m o d es o f  im ita tio n . “T h e  m a in  seat o f  th e  

im itative p a rt o f  o u r  n atu re  is o u r b e lie f,”  said  B a g e h o t. C o m 

m on sense and  exp erien ce  sh o u ld  in  them selves b e  en o u g h  to  

establish th is  s im p le  re la tio n sh ip . W e im ita te  w h at w e believe to  

be su p erio r o r  p restig io u s. A n d  th is  is w h y  th e  v isio n  o f  an  

A m erica  d e-L a tin iz ed  o f  its o w n  w ill, w ith o u t th re a t o f  c o n 

qu est, an d  re co n stitu te d  in  th e  im ag e an d  likeness o f  th e  

N o rth , n o w  lo o m s in  th e  n ig h m a rcs  o f  m any  w h o  are g en u 

inely co n cern e d  a b o u t o u r  fu tu re . T h is v isio n  is th e  im p etu s 

beh in d  an  ab u n d an ce o f  sim ilar carefu lly  th o u g h t-o u t d esigns 

and exp lains th e  co n tin u o u s flo w  o f  p ro p o sals fo r  in n o v atio n  

and re fo rm . W e have o u r  USA-mania. I t  m u st b e  lim ited  b y  th e  

bou n d aries o u r  reason  and  sen tim e n t jo in tly  d ictate .

W h e n  I  sp eak  o f  b o u n d a ries , I  d o  n o t  su g g est ab so lu te  n eg a 

tio n . I  am  w ell aw are th a t w e find  o u r  in sp iratio n s, o u r  e n 

lig h ten m en t, o u r  tea ch in g s, in  th e  exam p le o f  th e  s tro n g ; n o r  

am  I  unaw are th a t in te llig e n t a tte n tio n  to  ex tern al events is s in 

gularly  fru itfu l in  th e  case o f  a  p e o p le  still in  th e  p ro cess  o f



fo rm in g  its n a tio n a l en tity . I  am  sim ilarly  aw are th a t b y  per

sev erin g  in  th e  ed u catio n a l p ro cess w e h o p e to  m o d u la te  the 

elem en ts o f  so c ie ty  th a t m u st b e  ad ap ted  to  n e w  exigencies o f  

civ ilization  and  n ew  o p p o rtu n itie s  in  life , th u s b a la n c in g  the 

forces o f  h er ita g e  and  cu sto m  w ith  th a t o f  in n o v atio n . I  d o  n o t, 

how ever, see w h at is to  b e  g a in ed  fro m  d en atu raliz in g  th e  ch ar

acter— th e  personality— o f  a n a tio n , fro m  im p o sin g  an  id en

tifica tio n  w ith  a fo re ig n  m o d el, w h ile  sacrific in g  irrep laceable 

u n iq u en ess. N o r  d o  I  see  an y th in g  to  b e  g a in ed  fro m  th e  in 

g en u ou s b e l ie f  th a t id en tity  can  so m eh o w  b e  achieved  th ro u g h  

artificial and  im p rovised  im ita tio n . M ic h e le t believed  th a t  th e  

m ind less tran sferra l o f  w h a t is n atu ral an d  sp o n tan eo u s in  o n e  

so cie ty  to  a n o th e r  w h ere it  has n e ith e r  n atu ral n o r  h isto rica l 

ro o ts  w as like a tte m p tin g  to  in tro d u ce  a  d ead  o rg an ism  in to  a 

liv ing  o n e  by  sim p le im p la n ta tio n . In  a  so cia l s tru ctu re , as in 

literatu re  and  a rt , fo rce d  im ita tio n  w ill m erely  d is to rt th e  co n 

fig u ratio n  o f  th e  m o d el. T h e  m isap p reh en sio n  o f  th o se  w h o 

believe th ey  have rep ro d u ced  th e  ch a ra cte r o f  a  h u m an  co lle c 

tiv ity  in  its  essen ce , th e  liv ing  stren g th  o f  its sp irit, as w ell as 

th e  secret o f  its  tr iu m p h s and p ro sp erity , and have exactly  re 

p rod u ced  th e  m ech an ism  o f  its in stitu tio n s  and  th e  external 

fo rm  o f  its cu sto m s, is rem in iscen t o f  th e  d elu sio n  o f  naive stu 

dents w h o  believe th ey  have achieved  th e  g en iu s o f  th e ir  m aster 

w h en  th ey  have m erely  co p ied  h is sty le an d  characteristics.

In  su ch  a fu tile  e ffo r t th ere  is, fu rth erm o re , an inexp ressib le 

ig n o b ility . E a g e r  m im icry  o f  th e  p ro m in e n t and  th e p o w erfu l, 

th e  successful and  th e  fo rtu n a te , m u st b e  seen  as a k in d  o f  p o 

litica l snobbery; and  a servile a b d ica tio n — like th a t o f  som e 

sn o b s co n d em n e d  by  T h ack eray  in  The Book of Snobs to  b e  sa ti

rized  fo r  all e te rn ity — lam en tab ly  co n su m es th e  en erg ies o f  

th o se  w h o  are n o t  b lessed  by  n atu re  o r  fo r tu n e  b u t w h o  im p o - 

ten tly  ape th e  cap rices and  fo ib les  o f  th o se  a t th e  p eak  o f  so 

ciety. P ro te c tin g  o u r  internal in d ep en d en ce— in d ep en d en ce o f  

p erson ality  and  in d ep en d ence o f  ju d g m e n t— is a  b asic fo rm  o f



[«elf-respect. T reatises  o n  e th ics o fte n  co m m e n t o n  o n e o f  

C icero ’s m o ra l p recep ts, a cco rd in g  to  w h ich  o n e  o f  o u r re sp o n 

sibilities as h u m an b ein gs is zealously  to  p ro te c t th e  u n iqu en ess 

o f  o u r p erso n al ch aracter— w h atev er in  i t  th a t is d ifferent and 

form ative— w h ile  alw ays re sp ectin g  N a tu re ’s p rim ary  im p u lse: 

that th e  o rd er and  h arm o n y  o f  th e  w o rld  are based  o n  th e  

broad  d is tr ib u tio n  o f  h er g ifts . T h e  tru th  o f  th is p recep t w o u ld  

seem  even g rea ter w h en  applied  to  th e  ch aracter o f  h u m an s o 

cieties. P erhap s you  w ill h ear it said  th a t th ere  is n o  d istin ctiv e  

m ark o r  ch a ra cte ris tic  o f  th e  p resen t o rd erin g  o f  o u r  p eop les 

th at is w o rth  stru g g lin g  to  m ain ta in . W h a t m ay p erhap s b e  

lacking in o u r  co llectiv e  ch aracter is  a sharp ly  defined “p e rso n 

ality.” B u t  in  lieu  o f  an a b so lu te ly  d istin c t and au to n o m o u s 

p articu larity , w e L a tin  A m erican s have a h eritag e  o f  race, a 

great e th n ic  tra d itio n , to  m a in ta in , a sacred  p lace in  th e  pages 

o f  h isto ry  th a t d ep end s u p o n  us fo r  its co n tin u a tio n . C o s m o 

p olitan ism , w h ich  w e m u st resp ect as a co m p ellin g  req u isite  in 

ou r fo rm a tio n , includes fid elity  b o th  t o  th e  p a st an d  to  th e  

form ative ro le  th a t th e  g en iu s o f  o u r  race m u st play in  re ca stin g  

the A m erica n  o f  to m o rro w .

M o re  th a n  o n ce  it  has b ee n  o b serv ed  th a t th e  g rea t e p o ch s o f  

history, th e  m o st lu m ino u s and  fe rtile  p erio d s in  th e  ev o lu tio n  

o f  h u m an k in d , are a lm o st alw ays th e  resu lt o f  co n te m p o ra 

neous b u t co n flic tin g  forces th a t th ro u g h  th e  stim u lu s o f  c o n 

certed  o p p o sitio n  preserve o u r  in te re s t in  life , a fa sc in a tio n  th a t 

w ould  pale in  th e  p lacid ity  o f  a b so lu te  co n fo rm ity . S o  i t  w as 

th at th e  m o st g en ia l and c iv iliz in g  o f  cu ltu res tu rn ed  u p o n  an  

axis su p p o rte d  by  th e  p o les o f  A th en s and  S p arta . A m e rica  

m ust co n tin u e  to  m ain ta in  th e  d u alism  o f  its  o rig in a l co m p o s i

tio n , w h ich  re-creates in  h is to ry  th e  classic m y th  o f  th e  tw o  

eagles re leased  sim u ltaneou sly  fro m  th e  tw o  p o les in o rd e r  th a t 

each sh o u ld  reach  th e  lim its o f  its d o m a in  at th e  sam e m o m e n t. 

G en ia l and co m p etitiv e  d iversity  d o es n o t  exclu de b u t, ra th er, 

to lerates, and  even in  m any aspects favors, solidarity. A n d  i f  w e



co u ld  lo o k  in to  th e  fu tu re  and  see th e  fo rm u la  fo r  an  eventual 

harm ony, it  w o u ld  n o t  b e  based  u p o n  th e  unilateral imitation—  

as G a b rie l T ard e w o u ld  say— o f  o n e  p eop le  by  a n o th er, b u t 

u p o n  a m u tu al exch an ge o f  in flu en ces, and th e  fo rtu ito u s  fu

sion  o f  th e  a ttr ib u tes  th a t gave each  its sp ecia l g lory.

In  a d d itio n , a d isp assionate ex a m in a tio n  o f  th e  civ ilization  

th a t so m e co n sid er to  b e  th e o n ly  p e rfe c t m o d el w ill reveal n o  

less p o w erfu l reason s to  tem p er th e  en th u siasm s o f  th o se  w h o  

d em and  id o la tro u s d ev o tio n , reason s o th e r  th a n  th o se  based  o n  

th e  thesis th a t to  re je c t ev ery th in g  o r ig in a l is b o th  u nw o rth y  

and u n ju stifiab le . A n d  n o w  I  co m e  to  th e  d ire c t re la tio n  b e 

tw een th e  th e m e o f  m y ta lk  and  th e  sp ir it o f  im ita tio n .

A n y  cr itic ism  o f  th e  A m erican s to  o u r  n o rth  sh ou ld  always 

b e  a cco m p an ied , as in  th e  case o f  any  w o rth y  o p p o n e n t, w ith  

th e  ch ivalrou s salu te th a t p reced es civ ilized  co m b at. A n d  I  

m ake th a t b o w  sincerely . B u t  to  ig n o re  a N o rth  A m erican ’s d e

fects w o u ld  seem  to  m e as senseless as t o  d en y  his g o o d  q u ali

ties. B o rn — ca llin g  u p o n  th e  p arad ox th a t  B au d ela ire em p loyed  

in  a d iffere n t c o n te x t— w ith  th e  innate experience o f  freed o m , 

th ey  have rem ain ed  fa ith fu l t o  th e  law s o f  th e ir  o rig in s  and 

w ith  th e  p re c is io n  an d  su reness o f  a m a th e m a tica l p ro g ressio n  

have d evelop ed  th e  b asic  p rin cip les o f  th e ir  fo rm a tio n . S u b se 

qu ently , th e ir  h is to ry  is ch aracterized  by  a u n ifo rm ity  th a t , a l

th o u g h  it  m ay  lack  d iversity  in  skills and  values, d o es p ossess 

th e  in te llectu a l b ea u ty  o f  lo g ic . T h e  traces o f  th e ir  p resen ce w ill 

never b e  erased  fro m  th e  annals o f  h u m an  rig h ts . F ro m  te n ta 

tive essays an d  u to p ia n  v ision s, th ey  w ere  th e  first to  ev o k e  o u r  

m o d ern  id eal o f  lib erty , fo rg in g  im p erish ab le  b ro n z e  an d  liv in g  

rea lity  fro m  co n cep ts . W ith  th e ir  exam p le th ey  have d e m o n 

stra ted  th e  p o ssib ility  o f  im p o sin g  th e  u nyield in g  a u th o rity  o f  a 

rep u b lic  u p o n  an  en o rm o u s n a tio n a l o rg an ism . W ith  th e ir  fed 

era tio n  th e y  have d em o n stra ted — reca llin g  d e T o cq u e v ille ’s fe 

lic ito u s ex p ressio n — h o w  th e  b rillia n ce  and p ow er o f  large 

states can  b e  re co n cile d  w ith  th e  hap p in ess and  p eace o f  th e



sm all. S o m e  o f  th e  b o ld est strok es in  th e  panoram a o f  th is c e n 

tury, deeds th a t w ill be reco rd ed  th ro u g h  all tim e, are  th eirs . 

T h e irs , to o , th e  g lo ry  o f  h av in g  fu lly  estab lish ed — by am p lify 

in g  th e  s tro n g est n o te  o f  m o ra l b ea u ty  in  o u r civ iliza tio n — th e  

grandeur and  p o w er o f  w o rk , th a t sacred  p o w er th a t a n tiq u ity  

degraded to  th e  ab jectn ess o f  slave la b o r, and th at to d ay  w e 

id entify  w ith  th e  h ig h est exp ression  o f  h u m an  d ig n ity , fo u n d ed  

o n  th e aw areness o f  its in trin sic  w o rth . S tro n g , ten acio u s, b e 

lieving  th a t in a ctiv ity  is ig n o m in io u s , th ey  have p laced  in  th e  

hands o f  th e  m ech a n ic  in  h is  sh o p  and th e  farm er in  his fie ld  

the m y th ic  c lu b  o f  H ercu les  and have g iven  h u m an  n atu re  a 

new  and  u n exp ected  b eau ty  by g ird in g  o n to  i t  th e  b la ck sm ith ’s 

leather ap ro n . E a ch  o f  th e m  m arch es forw ard  to  co n q u e r  life  in  

the sam e w ay  th e  first P u ritan s se t o u t to  tam e th e  w ild ern ess. 

Persevering  d evotees o f  th a t cu lt o f  ind ivid u al en erg y  th a t 

m akes each  m an  th e  a u th o r o f  h is  o w n  destiny, th e y  have 

m od eled  th e ir  so cie ty  o n  an  im agin ary  assem blage o f  C ru so es  

w ho, a fter g a in in g  th e ir  cru d e s tren g th  b y  lo o k in g  o u t fo r  th e ir  

se lf-in terests, se t t o  w eav in g  th e  s to u t c lo th  o f  th e ir  society . 

W ith o u t sa crific in g  th e  so v ere ig n  co n c e p t o f  ind iv id u alism , 

they  have a t th e  sam e tim e crea ted  fro m  th e  sp irit o f  a sso cia 

tio n  th e  m o s t  ad m irable in stru m en t o f  th e ir  g ran d eu r and  e m 

pire. S im ilarly , fro m  th e  su m  o f  in d iv id u al stren g th s su b o rd i

nated  to  a  p lan  o f  research , p h ilan th ro p y , and  ind u stry , th ey  

have ach iev ed  m arvelous resu lts th a t  are all th e  m o re  rem ark 

able, co n sid e rin g  th a t th ey  w ere o b ta in e d  w hile m a in ta in in g  

the a b so lu te  in te g rity  o f  p erso n al au to n o m y. T h e re  is in  th ese  

N o rth  A m erican s a lively and  in sa tiab le  cu rio sity  and  an avid 

th irst fo r  en lig h te n m en t. P ro fe ss in g  th e ir  reverence fo r  p u b lic  

ed u catio n  w ith  an  obsessiveness th a t  resem bles m o n o m a n ia —  

g lo rio u s  and  p ro d u ctiv e  as it  m ay  b e — th ey  have m ad e th e  

sch o o l th e  h u b  o f  th e ir  p ro sp erity , and  a ch ild ’s so u l th e  m o st 

valued o f  all p recio u s co m m o d itie s . A lth o u g h  th e ir  cu ltu re  is 

far fro m  b e in g  refined  o r  sp iritu a l, it  is adm irably  e ffic ien t as



lo n g  as i t  is d irected  to  th e  p ractica l g o a l o f  realiz ing  an  im m e

d iate en d . T h e y  have n o t added a  s in g le  g en eta l law , a single 

p rin cip le , to  th e  sto re h o u se  o f  sc ien tific  know led ge. T h e y  have, 

how ever, w o rked  m ag ic  th ro u g h  th e  m arvels o f  th e ir  applica

tio n  o f  g en eral k n ow led ge. T h e y  have g ro w n  tall as g ian ts  in 

th e  d o m ain s o f  u tility ; and  in  th e  stea m  en g in e  an d  electric  

g en era to r th ey  have g iven  th e  w o rld  b illio n s  o f  inv isib le slaves 

to  serve th e  h u m an  A lad d in , in crea s in g  a  h u n d red fo ld  th e 

p o w er o f  th e  m ag ic  lam p. T h e  e x ten t o f  th e ir  g rea tn ess and 

stren g th  w ill am aze g en eratio n s to  c o m e . W ith  th e ir  p ro d ig io u s 

skill fo r  im p ro v isa tio n , th ey  h ave in v en ted  a  w ay to  sp eed  u p  

tim e ; and  by  th e  p o w er o f  w ill in  o n e  d ay  th ey  have co n ju red  

up fro m  th e  b o so m  o f  a b so lu te  so litu d e  a  cu ltu re  eq u a l to  th e  

w o rk  o f  ce n tu rie s . T h e  lib erty  o f  P u rita n ism , still sh ed d in g  its 

lig h t fro m  th e  p ast, jo in e d  to  th a t lig h t th e  h e a t o f  a  p ie ty  th a t 

lives today. A lo n g  w ith  fa cto ries  an d  sch o o ls , th e ir  s tro n g  

hand s have also  raised  th e  ch u rch es fro m  w h ich  rise  th e  prayers 

o f  m any  m illio n s o f  free co n sc ien ces. T h e y  have b e e n  ab le  to  

save fro m  th e  sh ip w reck  o f  all id ealism s th e  h ig h est id ealism , 

keep in g  alive th e  tra d itio n  o f  a  re lig io n  th a t a lth o u g h  it m ay n o t  

fly o n  w in g s o f  a d elicate  and  p ro fo u n d  sp iritu alism  d o es, a t 

least, am id  th e  harshness o f  th e  u tilitarian  tu m u lt, keep  a  firm  

g rip  o n  th e  re ins o f  m orality . S u rro u n d e d  b y  th e  refinem ents o f  

civilized  life , th ey  have also b ee n  ab le  to  m ain ta in  a ce rta in  

ro b u st p rim itiv ism . T h e y  have a p ag an  cu lt  o f  h ea lth , o f  sk ill, o f  

s tren g th ; th ey  tem p er and refine th e  p reciou s in stru m en t o f  w ill 

in  m u scle ; and  o b lig e d , by  th e ir  in satiab le  ap p etite  fo r  d o m i

n an ce , to  cu ltiv ate all h u m an  a ctiv ities w ith  obsessive energy , 

th ey  b u ild  an a th le te ’s to rso  in  w h ich  to  sh e lte r th e  h e a rt o f  free  

m an. A n d  fro m  th e  co n co rd  o f  th e ir  c iv iliz a tio n , fro m  th e  h ar

m o n io u s m o b ility  o f  th e ir  cu ltu re , so u n d s a  d o m in a n t n o te  o f  

o p tim ism  an d  co n fid en ce  and fa ith  th a t exp and s th e ir  h e a rts ; 

th ey  advance to w ard  th e  fu tu re  u n d er th e  p o w er o f  a  s tu b b o rn  

and  a rro g a n t ex p e cta tio n . T h is  is th e  n o te  o f  L o n g fe llo w ’s “E x -



Neelsior”  and  “A  P salm  o f  L ife ,”  w h ich  th e ir  p o ets, in  th e  p h ilo s

o p h y  o f  s tren g th  and a ctio n , have ad vocated  as an  in fa llib le  

balm  ag ain st all b itte rn ess.

T h u s  th e ir  tita n ic  greatn ess im p resses even  th o se  w h o  have 

b een  fo rew arn ed  by  th e  en o rm o u s excesses o f  th e ir  ch aracter o r 

th e  re cen t v io len ce  o f  th e ir  h isto ry . A s fo r  m e , you  have already 

seen th a t , a lth o u g h  I  d o  n o t love th e m , I  ad m ire th em . I  ad m ire 

th em , first o f  all, fo r  th e ir  fo rm id ab le  s tren g th  o f  volition a n d , as 

P h ilaréte  C hasles said o f  th e ir  E n g lish  foreb ears, I  b o w  b efo re  

the “sch o o l o f  w ill and w o rk ” th ey  have institu ted .

In the beginning was Action. A  fu tu re  h isto rian  o f  th a t p o w er

fu l re p u b lic  co u ld  b eg in  th e  s till-to -b e -co n clu d ed  G en esis  o f  

th e ir  n a tio n a l ex isten ce w ith  th ese  fam ou s w ord s fro m  Faust. 
T h e ir  g en iu s , like  th e  u niverse o f  th e  D yn am ists, co u ld  b e  d e

fined as force in motion. A b o v e all e lse , th ey  have th e  cap acity , 

th e  en th u siasm , and th e  b lessed  v o ca tio n  fo r  a ctio n . W ill is th e  

ch isel th a t  has scu lp tu red  th e se  p eop les in  hard s to n e . T h e ir  

o u ts ta n d in g  ch aracteristics  are  th e  tw o  m an ifesta tio n s o f  th e  

p o w er o f  w ill: o rig in a lity  and  bo ld ness. T h e ir  h is to ry , in  its 

en tire ty , has b ee n  m arked  b y  p aroxysm s o f  v igo ro u s activity . 

T h e ir  ty p ica l figu re , like N ietz sch e’s superman, is n am ed  I  Will 
It. I f  so m e th in g  saves h im , co llectively , fro m  vulgarity , it  is th at 

ex traord in ary  sh ow  o f  en erg y  th a t leads to  ach iev em en t and 

th a t allow s h im  to  invest even th e  stru g gles o f  se lf-in terest and 

m ateria lism  w ith  a ce rta in  aura o f  ep ic  grandeur. T h u s  Paul 

B o u rg e t co u ld  say th a t th e  sp ecu lators o f  C h ica g o  and  M in 

neap olis are like h ero ic  w a rrio rs  w h o se  skills o f  a ttack  and  d e

fense a rc  co m p arab le  to  th o se  o f  N a p o leo n ’s veteran grognards. 
A n d  th is  su p rem e en erg y  th a t seem s to  p erm it N o rth  A m erica n  

g en iu s— au daciou s and  h y p n o tic  as it is— to  cast spells and  th e 

p o w er o f  su g g estio n  o v er th e  F ates is to  b e  fou n d  even in  th o se  

p ecu liarities o f  th e ir  c iv iliza tio n  th a t w e co n sid er ex cep tio n a l o r  

d ivergen t. F o r  exam p le, n o  o n e  w ill d eny th a t E d g a r A llan  P oe 

is o n e  su ch  an om alou s and reb ellio u s individual. H e  is o f  th e



elect w h o  resist assim ilation  in to  th e  n a tio n a l sou l, a p erson  

w h o  successfully, i f  in  in fin ite  so litu d e , stru g gled  a m o n g  his 

fellow s fo r  self-exp ression . A n d  y et— as B au d ela ire  has so  te ll

ingly  p o in te d  o u t— th e  basic ch aracteristic  o f  P o e ’s h ero e s  is 

still th e  su p erh u m an  p ersisten ce, th e  in d o m itab le  stam in a , o f  

th e ir  w ill. W h e n  P o e  co n ceiv ed  L ig e ia , th e  m o st m y sterio u s 

and ad o ra b le  o f  h is  crea tu res, h e  sy m b o lized  in th e  in e x tin 

g u ish ab le  lig h t o f  h e r  eyes th e  h y m n  o f  th e  tr iu m p h  o f  W ill 

ov er D e a th .

W ith  m y  sin cere  re co g n itio n  o f  all th a t  is lu m ino u s an d  g rea t 

in  its  g en iu s, I  have w o n  th e  r ig h t  to  co m p le te  a  fa ir appraisal o f  

th is  p o w erfu l n a tio n ; o n e  v ita l q u e stio n , how ever, rem ain s to  

b e  answ ered . Is  th a t so cie ty  ach iev in g , o r  a t least p artia lly  

ach iev in g , th e  co n c e p t o f  ra tio n a l co n d u ct th a t satisfies th e  le 

g itim a te  d em an d s o f  in te llectu a l an d  m o ra l d ign ity? W ill th is  b e  

th e  so c ie ty  d estin ed  t o  create  th e  c lo se s t ap p ro x im atio n  o f  th e  

“p erfect s ta te” ? D o e s  th e  feverish  resdessness th a t seem s to  

m ag n ify  th e  activ ity  and  in ten sity  o f  th e ir  lives have a  tru ly  

w o rth w h ile  o b je c tiv e , and d o es th a t  stim u lu s ju s tify  th e ir  

im p atience?

H e rb e r t S p en cer, v o ic in g  h is  sincere  and  n o b le  tr ib u te  to  

A m erican  d em o cracy  a t a b a n q u et in  N ew  Y o rk  C ity , id en tified  

th is sam e u n restra in ab le  restiveness as th e  fu n d am en tal ch arac

teristic  o f  th e  lives o f  N o rth  A m e rica n s , an  ag ita tio n  m a n ifest 

in  th e ir  in fin ite  p assio n  fo r  w o rk  an d  th e ir  d rive tow ard  m ate

ria l exp an sio n  in  all its form s. A n d  th e n  h e  o b serv ed  th a t su ch  

an  atm o sp h ere  o f  activ ity  exclusively  su b ord in ated  to  th e  im 

m ed iate  p ro p o sa ls o f  u tility  d e n o te d  a  co n c e p t o f  life  th a t 

m ig h t w ell b e  accep tab le  as a  p ro v isio n a l q u ality  o f  a c iv iliza

t io n , o r  as th e  p re lim in ary  stage o f  a  cu ltu re . S u ch  a  co n c e p t, 

how ever, d em an d s su b seq u en t rev isio n , fo r  unless th a t  te n 

d en cy  is cu rb e d , th e  resu lt w ill b e  to  co n v e rt u tilitarian  w o rk  

in to  an  en d , in to  th e  su p rem e g o a l o f  life , w h en  rationally  it  can  

b e  o n ly  o n e  a m o n g  n u m b ers o f  e lem en ts  th a t facilita te  th e  h ar-



F. . -
jjn o m o u s  d ev elo p m en t o f  o u r b e in g . T h e n  Sp e n ce r added th a t 

i t  w as tim e  to  p reach  to  N o rth  A m e rica n s  th e  “gosp el o f  relaxa- 

rAt k m A n d  as w e id en tify  th e  u ltim a te  m ea n in g  o f  th o se  w ord s 

w ith  th e  classic co n cep t o f  otium, as i t  was d ign ified  b y  th e  

m oralists o f  an tiq u ity , w e w o u ld  in clu d e am o n g  th e ch ap ters  o f  

gosp el th o se  tire less w orkers sh o u ld  h eed , ev ery th in g  c o n 

cerned  w ith  th e  id eal, th e  use o f  tim e  fo r o th e r  th a n  selfish  

purposes, and  any m e d ita tio n  n o t  d irected  tow ard  th e  im m ed i

ate ends o f  u tility .

N o rth  A m erica n  life, in  fact, p erfectly  d escribes th e  v iciou s 

circle id en tified  by  Pascal: th e  ferv en t p u rsu it o f  w ell-b e in g  th a t 

has n o  o b je c t  b ey o n d  itself. N o r th  A m e rica n  p ro sp erity  is as 

great as its  in a b ility  to  satisfy  even  an  average co n ce p t o f  h u m a n  

destiny. In  sp ite  o f  its tita n ic  acco m p lish m en ts and th e  g rea t 

force o f  w ill th a t th o se  acco m p lish m en ts rep resen t, and  in  sp ite  

o f  its in co m p arab le  triu m p h s in  all sp heres o f  m ateria l su ccess, 

it is nevertheless tru e  th a t as an en tity  th is  c iv ilizatio n  crea tes  a 

singular im p ressio n  o f  in su fficien cy  an d  em p tin ess. A n d  w h en  

fo llo w in g  th e  p rero gativ e  g ran ted  b y  cen tu ries  o f  ev o lu tio n  

d o m in ated  b y  th e  d ig n ity  o f  classicism  an d  C h ris tia n ity  w e ask, 

w hat is its  d ire c tin g  p rin cip le , w h a t its  ideal substratum, w h a t 

th e  u ltim a te  g o a l o f  th e  p resen t P ositiv ist in terests su rg in g  

th ro u g h  th a t  fo rm id a b le  m ass, w e fin d  n o th in g  in  th e  w ay o f  a 

form ula fo r  a  defin itive id eal b u t  th e  sam e eternal p re o ccu p a 

tio n  w ith  m a teria l tr iu m p h s. H a v in g  d rifted  fro m  th e  tra d i

tio n s th a t se t th e ir  co u rse , th e  p eop les o f  th is  n a tio n  have n o t  

b een  ab le  to  rep lace th e  in sp ir in g  id ealism  o f  th e  p ast w ith  a 

h ig h  an d  selfless co n c e p t o f  th e  fu tu re . T h e y  live fo r  th e  im m e

d iate reality , fo r  th e  p resen t, an d  th e reb y  su b o rd in ate  all th e ir  

activ ity  to  th e  eg o ism  o f  p erso n al an d  co llectiv e  w ell-b ein g . O f  

th e  su m  o f  th e ir  rich es an d  p o w er co u ld  b e  said  w h a t B o u rg e t  

said o f  th e  in te llig en ce  o f  th e  M a rq u is  d e N o rb e rt, a fig u re  in 

o n e  o f  h is  b o o k s : th a t i t  is like a  w ell-la id  fire to  w h ich  n o  o n e  

has se t a  m a tch . W h a t is lack in g  is th e  k in d lin g  spark  th a t cau ses



th e  flam e o f  a v iv ify in g  and ex c itin g  id eal to  blaze fro m  m e 

ab u n d an t b u t u n lig h te d  w o o d . N o t  even  n atio n a l eg o ism , lack

in g  a h ig h er m o tiv a tio n , n o t  even  exclusiveness and p rid e o f  

n a tio n h o o d , w h ich  is w h at in  a n tiq u ity  transfigu red  and  ex

alted  th e  p ro saic sev erity  o f  R o m a n  life , can  en g en d er g lim m ers 

o f  id ealism  and  b eau ty  in  a p eop le  in  w h o m  co sm o p o lita n  co n 

fu sion  and th e  atomism o f  a p o o rly  u n d e rsto o d  d em o cracy  im 

pede th e  fo rm a tio n  o f  a tru e n a tio n a l co n scio u sness.

I t  co u ld  b e  said  th a t w h en  th e  P o sitiv ism  o f  th e  m o th e r 

co u n try  w as tra n sm itted  to  h er em an cip ated  ch ild ren  in  A m er

ica, it  su ffered  a d istillin g  p rocess th a t filtered  o u t th e  em o llien t 

idealism , red u cin g  it  to  th e  h arshness th a t previou s exces

sive p assio n  and  satire had a ttr ib u te d  to  E n g lish  P ositiv ism . 

B u t  b en e a th  th e  hard  u tilitarian  shell, b en e a th  th e  m ercan tile  

cyn icism , b en e a th  th e  P u rita n ica l severity , th e  E n g lish  sp irit 

m asks— y o u  m u st never d o u b t it— a p o e tic  gen iu s an d  a p ro 

fo u n d  v en eratio n  fo r  sensitiv ity . A ll th is , in  T a in e ’s o p in io n , re 

veals th a t th e  p rim itiv e , th e  G e rm a n ic , essen ce o f  th a t p eo p le , 

la ter d ilu ted  b y  th e  pressures o f  co n q u e st and  co m m ercia l activ

ities, w as o n e  o f  an  extrao rd in ary  ex a lta tio n  o f  sen tim en t. T h e  

A m erican  sp ir it d id  n o t  in h e rit th e  an cestral p o etic  in stin ct th a t 

bu rsts like a crysta llin e  stream  fro m  th e  h e a r t o f  B rita n n ic  ro ck  

w h en  sm itten  b y  an  a rtistic  M o ses . In  th e  in stitu tio n  o f  th e ir  

aristo cracy — as a n a ch ro n istic  and  u n ju st as it  m ay b e  in  th e  

realm  o f  p o litics— th e  E n g lish  p eo p le  possess a  h ig h  an d  im 

p regn ab le  b u lw ark  ag ain st th e  attack s o f  m ercan tilism  and  th e  

en cro a ch m e n t o f  th e  p rosaic. T h is  bu lw ark  is so  h ig h  an d  so  

im p reg n ab le  th a t  T a in e  h im se lf  sta tes th a t, s in ce  th e  age o f  th e  

G reek  c ity -sta te s , h is to ry  has n o t  seen  an exam p le o f  a  w ay  o f  

life m o re  p ro p itio u s  to  h e ig h ten in g  a sen se o f  hum an n o b ility . 

In  th e  am b ien ce  o f  A m erica n  d em o cracy , th e  sp irit o f  v u lg arity  

en co u n ters  n o  b arriers  to  slow  its  r is in g  w aters, and it  spreads 

and sw ells as i f  f lo o d in g  across an endless plain .

Sen sib ility , in te llig en ce , cu sto m s— ev ery th in g  in  th a t en o r-



vinous land is characterized  b y  a radical in ep titu d e fo r  selectiv ity  

.w hich, a lo n g  w ith  th e  m ech an istic  n atu re  o f  its m aterialism  and  

its p o litics , n u rtu res a  p ro fo u n d  d iso rd er in an yth in g  h av in g  to  

d o  w ith  id ealism . I t  is all to o  easy to  fo llo w  th e  m an ifesta tio n s 

o f  th a t in e p titu d e , b e g in n in g  w ith  th e  m o st external an d  ap p ar

ent, th e n  a rriv in g  a t th o se th a t are m o re  essential and in tern al. 

P ro d igal w ith  h is rich es— because in h is ap p etites, as B o u rg e t  

has astu tely  co m m e n te d , th e re  is n o  tra ce  o f  M o lie re ’s m iserly  

H a rp a g o n — th e  N o rth  A m erican  has w ith  his w ealth  achieved  

all th e  sa tisfa ctio n  and  van ity  th a t co m e  w ith  su m p tu o u s m a g 

n ificence— b u t g o o d  taste  has elud ed  h im . In  su ch  an  a t

m o sp h ere , tru e  a r t can  e x is t o n ly  in  th e  fo rm  o f  individual 

rebellion . E m e rso n  and P o e , in  th a t s itu a tio n , are like p lants 

cruelly u p ro o te d  fro m  th e ir  n atu ral so il b y  th e  spasm s o f  a g e o 

log ic ca ta stro p h e . B o u rg e t , in  Outre mer, speaks o f  th e  so le m 

nity  w ith  w h ich  th e  w ord  art trem b les o n  th e  lips o f  th e  N o r th  

A m erican s w h o  have co u rte d  fo rtu n e . In  such  sycop hancy , th e  

hearty  and  r ig h teo u s h ero es o f  self-help h o p e to  cro w n , b y  as

sim ilatin g  refin em en t, th e  la b o r o f  th e ir  ten aciou sly  w o n  e m i

nence. B u t  never have they  co n ceiv ed  o f  th e  d iv ine activ ity  th ey  

so em p h atica lly  p rofess as an y th in g  o th e r  th a n  a  n e w  w ay to  

satisfy th e ir  p erv ad in g  restiveness, and  as a  tro p h y  fo r  th e ir  v an 

ity. T h e y  ig n o re  in  art all th a t is selfless and  selective. T h e y  

ig n o re it , in  sp ite  o f  th e  m u n ificen ce  w ith  w h ich  p riv ate  fo r 

tu nes are em p loyed  to  stim u la te  an  a p p recia tio n  o f  b e a u ty ; in  

sp ite o f  th e  sp len d id  m useu m s and  e x h ib itio n s  th e ir  c ities  

b o a st; in  sp ite  o f  th e  m o u n ta in s o f  m a rb le  and  b ro n z e  th e y  

have scu lp tu red  in to  statues fo r  th e ir  p u b lic  squ ares. A n d  i f  a 

w ord  m ay  so m e d ay ch aracterize  th e ir  ta s te  in  art, i t  w ill b e  a 

w ord  th a t n eg ates a r t itse lf: th e  g ro ssn ess o f  a ffe cta tio n , th e  

ig n o ran ce o f  all th a t is su b d e an d  exq u isite , th e  cu lt o f  false 

grandeur, th e  sensationalism th a t exclu d es th e  seren ity  th a t is 

irreco n cila b le  w ith  th e  pace o f  a feverish  life.

T h e  id ealism  o f  b eau ty  d o es n o t  fire th e  so u l o f  a  d escen d an t

[ ]



o f  au stere  P u rita n s . N o r  d o es th e  id ealism  o f  tru th . H e  scorns 

as vain  and u np ro d u ctiv e  any exercise  o f  th o u g h t th a t d oes n o t 

yield an  im m ed ia te  result. H e  d o es n o t  b r in g  to  sc ien ce a self

less th irs t f o r  tru th , n o r  has h e  ever sh o w n  any sign  o f  revering 

sc ien ce fo r  itse lf. F o r  h im , research  is m erely  p rep aratio n  fo r  a 

u tilita ria n  a p p lica tio n . H is  g ran d io se  p lans to  d issem inate the 

b en efits  o f  p o p u la r ed u catio n  w ere  in sp ired  in  th e  n o b le  g o a l o f  

co m m u n ica tin g  ru d im en tary  k n o w led ge to  th e  m asses; b u t al

th o u g h  th o se  p lans p ro m o te  th e  g ro w th  o f  ed u ca tio n , w e have 

seen n o  sig n  th a t th ey  co n ta in  an y  im p erative to  en h an ce selec

tive ed u ca tio n , o r  any in c lin a tio n  to  a id  in  a llo w in g  excellence 

to  rise above g eneral m ed io crity . T h u s  th e  p ersisten t N o rth  

A m erican  w ar ag ain st ig n o ra n ce  has resu lted  in  a universal 

semi-cu ltu re , acco m p an ied  by  th e  d im in u tio n  o f  h ig h  cu ltu re. 

T o  th e  sam e d eg ree th a t b asic ig n o ra n ce  has d im in ish ed  in  th a t 

g ig a n tic  d em o cracy , w isd o m  and  g en iu s have co rresp o n d in g ly  

d isap peared . T h is , th e n , is th e  reason  th a t th e  tra jecto ry  o f  th e ir  

in tellectu a l a ctiv ity  is o n e  o f  d ecreasin g  brillian ce an d  o r ig i

nality. W h ile  in  th e  p erio d  o f  in d ep en d en ce  and  th e  fo rm a tio n  

o f  th e ir  n a tio n  m an y  illu strio u s n am es em erged  to  exp o u n d  

b o th  th e  th o u g h t and  th e  w ill o f  th a t p eo p le , o n ly  a  h a lf  c e n 

tu ry  la ter d e T o cq u e v ille  co u ld  w rite  o f  th e m , the gods have de
parted. I t  is tru e , how ever, th a t ev en  as d e  T o cq u ev ille  w as w rit

in g  h is  m asterp iece , th e  rays o f  a  g lo r io u s  p leiad  o f  universal 

m ag n itu d e in  th e  in tellectu al h is to ry  o f  th is  cen tu ry  w ere  still 

b ea m in g  fo r th  fro m  B o s to n , th e  Puntan citadel, th e  c ity  o f  

learn ed  tra d itio n s . B u t w h o  has co m e  a lo n g  to  p erp etu ate  th e  

b e q u e st o f  a  W illia m  E llery  C h a n n in g , an  E m e rso n , a P oe? T h e  

b o u rg e o is  lev elin g  p ro cess, ev er-sw ifter in  its  d ev asta tio n , is 

te n d in g  to  erase w h at litt le  ch aracter rem ain s o f  th e ir  p re

ca rio u s in te llectu a lism . F o r  so m e tim e n o w  N o r th  A m erica n  

literatu re has n o t  b ee n  b o rn e  to  h eig h ts  w h ere  it  can  b e  p e r

ceived by  th e  rest o f  th e  w o rld . A n d  to d ay  th e  m o st gen u in e 

rep resen ta tio n  o f  A m erica n  taste  in  belle  le ttres  is to  b e  fo u n d



pa th e  gray  pages o f  a jo u rn a lism  th a t bears litt le  resem b lan ce to  

ghat o f  th e  days o f  th e  Federalist.
In  th e  area o f  m o rality , th e  m e ch a n istic  th ru st o f  u tilita ria n 

ism  has b e e n  so m ew h at regu lated  b y  th e  balance w h eel o f  a 

Strong re lig io u s tra d itio n . W e sh o u ld  n o t , n evertheless, c o n 

clude th a t th is  trad itio n  h as led  t o  tru e  p rin cip les  o f  selflessness. 

N o rth  A m erica n  re lig io n , a d eriv a tio n  fro m  and ex ag g eratio n  

o f  E n g lish  re lig io n , actually  serves to  a id  and  e n fo rce  p enal law  

that w ill re lin q u ish  its h o ld  o n ly  o n  th e  day i t  b eco m es p o ssib le  

to  g ra n t t o  m o ra l a u th o rity  th e  re lig io u s a u th o rity  en v isio n ed  

by Jo h n  S tu a r t M ill. B e n ja m in  F ra n k lin  rep resents th e  h ig h e st 

p o in t in  N o rth  A m erican  m o ra lity : a  p h ilo so p h y  o f  co n d u ct 

w hose ideals are g ro u n d ed  in  th e  n o rm a lity  o f  h o n esty  an d  th e 

u tility  o f  p ru d en ce . H is  is a p h ilo so p h y  th a t w o u ld  never give 

rise to  e ith e r  san ctity  o r  h e ro ism , o n e  th a t a lth o u g h  it  m ay —  

like th e  ca n e  th a t h ab itu ally  su p p o rts  its  o r ig in a to r— len d  c o n 

science su p p o rt a lo n g  th e  everyday p ath s o f  life  is a  fra il s ta ff  

indeed w h en  it  co m es t o  sca lin g  th e  peaks. A n d  th ese  are  th e  

h eigh ts; co n sid er th e  reality  to  be fo u n d  in  th e  valleys. E v en  

w ere th e  m o ra l cr ite r io n  to  sink  n o  lo w er th a n  F ran k lin ’s h o n e st 

and m o d erate  u tilitarian ism , th e  in ev itab le  co n se q u e n ce— al

ready revealed in  d e T o cq u e v ille ’s sag aciou s o b serv a tio n — o f  a 

society  ed u cated  in  su ch  lim ita tio n s o f  d u ty  w o u ld  n o t in ev i

tably  be th a t sta te  o f  p ro u d  an d  m ag n ificen t d ecad en ce th at 

reveals th e  p ro p o rtio n s  o f  th e  sa tan ic  b eau ty  o f  evil d u rin g  th e 

d isso lu tio n  o f  em p ires; it  w o u ld , instead , resu lt in  a k in d  o f  

pallid and  m ed io cre  m ateria lism  and, u ltim ately , th e  lassitude 

o f  a lu sterless en erv atio n  resu ltin g  fro m  th e  q u ie t w in d in g - 

d ow n o f  all th e  m ain sp rin g s o f  m o ra l life . I n  a so c ie ty  w h o se 

p recep ts ten d  t o  p lace th e  d em o n stra tio n  o f  self-sacrifice  and 

virtu e o u ts id e  th e  realm  o f  o b lig a tio n , th e  b o u n d s o f  th a t o b li

g a tio n  w ill co n sta n d y  b e  p u sh ed  b ack . A n d  th e  sc h o o l o f  m a te 

rial p ro sp e rity — alw ays an  o rd ea l fo r  rep u blican  au sterity —  

th a t cap tu res m in d s to d ay  has ca rr ie d  th e  sim p listic  c o n c e p t o f



ra tio n a l co n d u ct even  farth er. I n  th e ir  frankness o th e r  codes 

have su rp assed  even F ranklin  as an  exp ression  o f  th e  national 

w isd o m . A n d  it  is n o t  m o re  th a n  five years a g o  th a t  in  all ol 

N o rth  A m e rica ’s c ities  p u b lic  o p in io n  co n secrated , w ith  the 

m o st u n eq u iv o cal d e m o n stra tio n  o f  p o p u lar and cr itica l ac

cla im , th e  n ew  m o ra l law : fro m  th e  B o s to n  o f  th e  Puritans, 

O r is o n  S w e tt M a rd in  w ro te  a learned  b o o k  en titled  Pushing to 

the Front, so lem n ly  a n n o u n cin g  th a t success sh ou ld  b e  co n sid 

ered  th e  su p rem e g o a l o f  life. H is  “rev ela tio n ” ech o ed  even in 

th e  b o so m  o f  C h ristia n  fe llo w sh ip , and o n ce  w as cited  as b ein g  

co m p arab le  to  T h o m a s  á K em p is’ The Imitation of Christ.
P u b lic  life, o f  co u rse , d o es n o t  escap e th e  co n seq u en ces o f  

th e  spread  o f  th e  g erm  o f  d iso rg a n iz a tio n  h arb o red  in  th e  en 

trails o f  th a t society . A ny casual o b serv er  o f  its p o litica l cu sto m s 

can  re late  h o w  th e  o b sessio n  o f  u tilita ria n  in terests ten d s p ro 

gressively  to  en erv ate  and im p overish  th e  sense o f  r ig h teo u s

ness in  th e  h earts  o f  its c itiz en s. C iv ic  v alor, th a t venerable 

H a m ilto n ia n  v irtu e , is a fo rg o tte n  sw ord  th a t lies ru stin g  a m o n g  

th e  co b w e b s o f  trad itio n . V en ality , w h ich  b eg in s in  th e  p o llin g  

places, spreads th ro u g h  th e  w o rk in g s o f  th e  in s titu tio n . A  g o v 

ern m en t o f  m e d io crity  d isco u rag es th e  em u latio n  th a t  exalts 

ch a ra cte r an d  in te llig en ce  and relates th o se  q u alities to  th e  

efficacy o f  p ow er. D em o cracy , w h ich  co n sisten tly  has resisted  

th e  re g u la to r o f  a  n o b le  and in stru ctiv e  n o tio n  o f  h u m an  excel

len ce , h as alw ays ten d ed  tow ard  an  a b o m in a b le  slavishness to  

n u m b ers th a t undervalues th e  g re a te s t m o ra l ben efits  o f  lib e rty  

and  nullifies resp ect fo r  th e  d ig n ity  o f  o th e rs . T o d ay , fu rth e r

m o re , a fo rm id a b le  fo rce  is r is in g  u p  to  em p hasize th e  a b so lu t

ism  o f  nu m b ers. T h e  p o litica l in flu en ce  o f  a p lu tocracy  rep re

sen ted  b y  th e  a ll-p ow erfu l allies o f  th e  tru st, th e  m o n o p o liz ers  

o f  p ro d u ctio n  and m asters o f  th e  eco n o m y , is u nd o u b ted ly  o n e  

o f  th e  m o st s ig n ifican t features in  th e  p resen t p h y sio g n o m y  o f  

th a t g rea t n a tio n . T h e  fo rm a tio n  o f  th is  p lu tocracy  has caused  

so m e to  recall, w ith  g o o d  reaso n , th e  rise  o f  th e  a rro g a n t and



Pealthy class th a t in  th e  w a n in g  days o f  th e  R o m a n  rep u b lic  

as o n e  o f  th e  v isib le sign s o f  th e  d eclin e  o f  lib erty  and  th e 

ggyranny o f  th e  C aesars. A n d  th e  exclusive co n cern  fo r  m ateria l 

¡ j lp in — th e  n u m en  o f  th a t c iv iliz a tio n — im p oses its lo g ic  o n  p o 

lit ic a l life , as w ell as o n  all o th e r  areas o f  activity , g ra n tin g  th e  

g re a te s t p ro m in en ce  to  A lp h o n se  D a u d ct’s b o ld  and astu te 

Struggle-for-lifer, b e co m e , by  d in t o f  b ru ta l efficiency, th e  su 

prem e p erso n ifica tio n  o f  n a tio n a l en erg y : a p o stu lan t fo r  E m e r 

son’s representative man, o r  fo r  T a in e ’s persmnage regnant 

[leading  p erso n a g e].

T h e re  is a seco n d  im p u lse co rre sp o n d in g  to  th e  o n e  th a t  in  

the life  o f  th e  sp ir it  is sp eed in g  tow ard  u tilitarian  e g o ism  and 

the d is in te g ra tio n  o f  id ealism , and  th a t is th e  physical im p ulse 

the m u ltitu d es an d  th e  in itia tiv es o f  an  a stou n d in g  p o p u la tio n  

exp losion  are p u sh in g  W estw ard  to w ard  th e  bo u n d less te rr ito ry  

th at th ro u g h o u t th e  p e rio d  o f  th e  In d ep en d en ce  w as still a 

m ystery h id d en  b y  th e  fo rests  o f  th e  M ississip p i. In  fa c t, i t  is in 

this ex tem p o ran eo u s W est— b e g in n in g  to  b e  so  fo rm id a b le  to  

the in terests o f  th e  o rig in a l A tla n tic  s ta tes , an d  th re a te n in g  in 

th e n ear fu tu re  to  d em and  its  h eg em o n y — th a t w e fin d  th e  

m o st fa ith fu l rep resen ta tio n  o f  co n tem p o ra ry  N o rth  A m erican  

life. I t  is in  th e  W est th a t th e  d efin itive results, th e  lo g ica l and 

natural fru its , o f  th e  sp irit th a t h as led  th is p ow erfu l d em o cracy  

away fro m  its o rig in s  stand  o u t s o  clearly, allow ing  th e  o b serv er 

to  p ictu re  th e  face o f  th e  im m ed iate  fu tu re  o f  th is  g re a t n a tio n . 

As a rep resen tativ e  ty p e , th e  Yankee an d  V irg in ia n  have b een  

replaced by  th e  tam er o f  th e  on ly -y esterd ay -d eserted  P la in s, 

th ose settlers  o f  w h o m  M ich e l C h ev alier sa id , p rop h etica lly , a 

h alf-cen tu ry  a g o , “th e last shall b e  first.”  In  th a t m an  o f  th e  

W est, a u tilita ria n ism  v o id  o f  any  id ealism , a k ind  o f  universal 

¿«d efin ition  and  th e  leveling  p ro cess o f  an ill-conceived  d e m o c

racy w ill reach  th e ir  u ltim ate  tr iu m p h . E v ery th in g  n o b le  in  th a t 

c iv ilizatio n , ev ery th in g  th a t b in d s i t  to  m ag n an im o u s m e m o 

ries and  su p p o rts  its  h is to ric  d ig n ity — th e h eritag e  o f  th e  May-



flower, th e  m em o ry  o f  p atric ian  V irg in ia n s  an d  N ew  E n g lan d  

g en try , th e  sp ir it o f  th e  citiz en s a n d  th e  leg islatd rs o f  th e  em an 

c ip a tio n — w ill live o n  in  th e  o r ig in a l S ta te s , th e re  w h ere  in 

B o s to n  and  P h ilad e lp h ia  “th e  p allad iu m  o f  W ash in g to n ian  tra

d itio n ” is still u p held . I t  is C h ica g o  th a t n o w  rears its  h ead  to  

ru le. A n d  its  co n fid e n ce  in  its  su p erio rity  ov er th e  o r ig in a l A t

lan tic  sta tes  is based  o n  th e  co n v ic tio n  th a t  th ey  are to o  reac

tio n ary , to o  E u ro p e a n , to o  trad itio n a l. H is to ry  co n fers  n o  tid es 

w h en  th e  e le c tio n  p ro cess en ta ils  a u ctio n in g  o f f  th e  p u rp le.

T o  th e  d eg ree  th a t th e  g e n e r ic  u tilita ria n ism  o f  th a t civ iliza

t io n  assum es m o re  d efined , m o re  o p e n , and  m o re  lim itin g  

ch ara cteristics , th e  in to x ica tio n  o f  m a teria l p ro sp erity  increases 

th e  im p a tien ce  o f  its ch ild ren  to  p ro p a g a te  th a t d o c tr in e  and 

en sh rin e  i t  w ith  th e  h is to rica l im p o rta n ce  o f  a  R o m e . T od ay, 

N o rth  A m erican s o p en ly  asp ire to  p reem in en ce  in  universal 

cu ltu re , to  lead ersh ip  in  id eas; th ey  co n sid er  them selves th e  

forgers o f  a ty p e  o f  c iv ilizatio n  th a t  w ill en d u re forever. T h e  

sem i-iro n ic  sp eech  th a t R e n é  L efeb v re  L ab o u lay e  p laces in  th e  

m o u th  o f  a stu d en t in  his A m erica n iz ed  P aris to  s ig n ify  th e  

su p erio rity  th a t exp erien ce h as co n ced ed  to  w h atev er favors th e  

p rid e o f  n atio n a lism  w o u ld  to d ay  b e  accep ted  b y  any p a tr io tic  

N o rth  A m e rica n  as ab so lu te  tru th . A t th e  b ase  o f  th e  A m e ri

cans’ o p en  rivalry  w ith  E u ro p e  th e re  is an in gen u ou s d isd ain , 

and th e  p ro fo u n d  co n v ic tio n  th a t A m e rica n s  w ill in  a  very  b r ie f  

tim e o b scu re  th e  in tellectu a l su p e rio rity  an d  g lo ry  o f  E u ro p e , 

o n ce  ag ain  fu lfillin g  in  th e  e v o lu tio n  o f  h u m an  civ iliza tio n  th e  

harsh  law  o f  th e  a n c ie n t m y steries in  w h ich  th e  in itia te  alw ays 

k illed  h is  in itia to r . I t  w o u ld  b e  fu tile  t o  a ttem p t to  co n v in ce  a 

N o rth  A m erica n  th a t , a lth o u g h  th e  co n tr ib u tio n  h is n a tio n  has 

m ad e to  th e  e v o lu tio n  o f  lib e r ty  an d  u tility  has u n d o u b te d ly  

b e e n  su b stan tia l, and sh o u ld  r ig h tly  q u alify  as a  u niversal c o n 

tr ib u tio n , in d eed , as a co n tr ib u tio n  to  humanity, i t  is n o t  so  

g rea t as to  cau se th e  axis o f  th e  w o rld  to  sh ift  in  th e  d ire c tio n  o f  

a n ew  C a p ito l. I t  w o u ld  b e  sim ilarly  fu tile  t o  a tte m p t to  co n -



vince h im  th a t th e  en d u rin g  ach iev em en ts o f  th e  E u ro p e a n  

A ryans, w h o  d w elt a lo n g  th e  civ iliz in g  sh o res o f  th e  M e d ite rra 

nean th a t  m o re  th a n  th ree  th o u sa n d  years a g o  ju b ila n tly  d is

played th e  g arlan d  o f  its  H e lle n ic  c itie s— ach ievem en ts th a t 

survived u n til tod ay , and w h o se  trad itio n s and te a ch in g s  w e 

still ad h ere t o — fo rm  a su m  th a t ca n n o t b e  eq ualed  b y  th e  fo r 

m ula Washington plus Edison. G iv e n  th e  o p p o rtu n ity , th ey  

w ould  g lad ly  revise Genesis, h o p in g  to  g ain  a place “ in  th e  b e 

g in n in g .”  B u t ,  in  a d d itio n  to  th e  re lative m o d esty  o f  th e ir  ro le  

in  th e  e n lig h te n m e n t o f  h u m an ity , th e ir  very ch aracter d en ies 

them  th e  p o ssib ility  o f  h eg em o n y . N a tu re  has n o t g ifte d  th e m  

either w ith  a  g en iu s fo r  p ersu a sio n  o r  w ith  th e  v o ca tio n  o f  th e  

apostle. T h e y  lack  th e  su p rem e g i f t  o f  amiability, g iven  th e  h ig h 

est m e a n in g  o f  th e  w o rd , th a t is , th e  extraord in ary  p o w er o f  

sym pathy th a t  en ab les  n a tio n s  en d o w ed  by  P ro v id en ce  w ith  th e  

g ift and  resp o n sib ility  fo r  ed u ca tin g  t o  instill in  th e ir  cu ltu re  

so m eth in g  o f  th e  b eau ty  o f  classic G ree ce , b eau ty  o f  w h ich  

all cu ltu res h o p e  to  find  so m e trace . T h a t  c iv iliza tio n  m ay 

a b o u n d — u n d o u b ted ly  it  d o es a b o u n d — in  p ro p o sa ls an d  p ro 

ductive exam p les. I t  m ay in sp ire  a d m ira tio n , am azem en t, and  

respect. B u t  it  is d ifficu lt to  believe th a t w h en  a s tran g er 

glim pses th e ir  en o rm o u s sy m b o l fro m  th e  h ig h  seas— B a r 

th o ld i’s S ta tu e  o f  L ib e rty , tr iu m p h a n tly  liftin g  h er to rc h  h ig h  

above th e  p o r t o f  N ew  Y o rk  C ity — it aw akens in  h is  so u l th e  

deep and  re lig io u s feelin g  th a t m u st have b ee n  evoked  in  th e  

d iap hanou s n ig h ts  o f  A ttica  b y  th e  s ig h t o f  A th en a  h ig h  u p o n  

th e A cro p o lis , h er b ro n z e  sw ord , g lim p sed  fro m  afar, g lea m in g  

in th e  p u re and  serene a tm osp h ere .

I  w a n t each  o f  y o u  to  b e  aw are th a t w h en  in  th e  n am e o f  th e  

rights o f  th e  sp irit I  resist th e  m o d e  o f  N o rth  A m erican  u tili

tarian ism , w h ich  th ey  w a n t to  im p o se  o n  us as th e  su m m a and 

m od el o f  c iv iliza tio n , I  d o  n o t im p ly  th a t ev ery th in g  th ey  have 

achieved in  th e  sp h ere o f  w h at w e m ig h t call the interests o f the 
soul has b ee n  en tire ly  negative. W ith o u t th e  arm  th a t levels and



co n stru cts , th e  arm  th a t serves th e  n o b le  w o rk  o f  th e  m in d  

w ou ld  n o t  b e  fre e  to  fu n c tio n . W ith o u t a  ce rta in  m ateria l w ell

b e in g , th e  realm  o f  th e  sp ir it and  th e  in te lle ct co u ld  n o t  exist. 

T h e  aris to cra tic  id ealism  o f  R e n a n  accep ts th is fa c t w hen  it  ex 

a lts— in  re la tio n  to  th e  m o ra l co n cern s  o f  th e  species and  its 

fu tu re  sp iritu a l se lec tio n — th e  im p o rta n c e  o f  th e  u tilitarian  

w o rk  o f  th is cen tu ry . ‘T o  r ise  above n ecessity ,” th e  m aster adds, 

“ is to  b e  red eem ed .”  In  th e  re m o te  p ast, th e  effects o f  th e  p ro s

a ic  and se lf-in terested  a c tio n s  o f  th e  m e rch a n t w h o  first p u t o n e  

p eop le  in  c o n ta c t w ith  o th e rs  w ere  o f  in ca lcu lab le  value in  d is

sem in atin g  id eas, s in ce  su ch  co n ta cts  w ere  an  effectiv e w ay to  

en large th e  sco p e  o f  in tellig en ce , t o  p o lish  and  refine cu sto m s, 

even , p erhap s, to  advance m orality . T h e  sam e p ositive fo rce  re

appears later, p ro p itia tin g  th e  h ig h e st id ealism  o f  civ ilizatio n . 

A cco rd in g  to  P au l d c  S a in t-V ic to r , th e  g o ld  accum ulated  b y  th e  

m ercan tilism  o f  th e  Ita lian  rep u blics fin an ced  th e  R enaissance. 

Sh ip s re tu rn in g  fro m  th e  lands o f  th e  T h o u sa n d  and  O n e  

N ig h ts  laden w ith  sp ices and  iv ory  t o  fill th e  sto reh o u ses o f  th e  

F lo re n tin e  m erch a n ts  m ade it p o ssib le  fo r  L o re n z o  de M ed ici 

to  renew  th e  P la to n ic  feast. H is to ry  clearly  d em o n strates a re 

cip ro ca l re la tio n sh ip  b etw een  th e  p ro g ress  o f  u tilitarian ism  and 

idealism . A n d  in  th e  sam e w ay th a t u tility  o fte n  serves as a 

s tro n g  sh ield  fo r  th e  ideal, freq u en tly  (as lo n g  as it is n o t sp e

cifically  in ten d ed ) th e  ideal evokes th e  useful. B a g e h o t, fo r  ex

am ple, o b serv ed  th a t m an kin d  m ig h t never have en jo yed  th e 

p o sitiv e  ben efits  o f  n av ig atio n  h ad  th e re  n o t in  p rim itive ages 

b een  id le d ream ers— su rely  m isu n d ersto o d  b y  th e ir  c o n te m p o 

raries— w h o  w ere in trig u ed  b y  co n te m p la tin g  th e  m o v em en t 

o f  th e  p lan ets . T h is  law  o f  h arm o n y  teach es u s to  resp ect th e  

arm  th a t tills  th e  in h o sp ita b le  so il o f  th e  p ro sa ic  and  th e  o rd i

nary. U ltim a te ly , th e  w o rk  o f  N o r th  A m e rica n  P o sitiv ism  w ill 

serve th e  cause o f  A riel. W h a t th a t C y clo p ea n  n a tio n , w ith  its 

sense o f  th e  u sefu l and its  ad m irable ap titu d e fo r  m echanical 

in v en tio n , has achieved  d irectly  in  th e  w ay o f  m ateria l w ell-



b ein g , o th e r  p eop les, o r  th ey  them selves in  th e  fu tu re , w ill 

effectively  in co rp o ra te  in to  th e  p ro cess  o f  se lectio n . T h is  is h o w  

th e  m o st p reciou s and  fu n d am en ta l o f  th e  a cq u isitio n s o f  th e  

sp irit— th e  a lp h ab et, w h ich  lend s im m o rta l w in g s to  th e  

w ord — w as b o rn  in  th e  very  h e a r t o f  C a n a a n ite  trad in g  p o sts , 

th e  d iscov ery  o f  a m erca n tile  c iv iliz a tio n  th a t used it  fo r  e x c lu 

sively fin an cia l p u rp oses, never d rea m in g  th a t th e  g en iu s o f  su 

p e rio r races w o u ld  transfigu re it , co n v e rtin g  it  in to  a m eans o f  

co m m u n ica tin g  m an kin d ’s p u rest and m o st lu m ino u s essence. 

T h e  re la tio n sh ip  b etw een  m ateria l g o o d  and m o ral and  in te l

lectual g o o d  is, th e n , a cco rd in g  to  an  analogy  o ffered  by  

F o u illé e , n o th in g  m o re  th a n  a n ew  asp ect o f  th e  o ld  eq u iv a

lence o f  fo rce s ; and , in th e  sam e w ay th a t m o tio n  is tra n s

fo rm ed  in to  h eat, elem en ts o f  sp iritu a l excellence m ay  also  be 

o b ta in e d  fro m  m ateria l benefits.

A s y et, how ever, N o rth  A m erican  life  has n o t o ffered  u s a 

n ew  exam p le o f  th a t in co n te sta b le  re la tio n sh ip , n o r  even  af

fo rd ed  a g lim p se o f  a g lo rio u s fu tu re . O u r  co n fid en ce and o u r  

o p in io n  m u st in c lin e  us to  believ e, how ever, th a t in  an  in ferred  

fu tu re  th e ir  c iv iliza tio n  is d estin ed  fo r  excellen ce. C o n sid e rin g  

th a t u n d er th e  sco u rg e  o f  in ten se activ ity  th e  very b r ie f  t im e  

sep aratin g  th e m  fro m  th e ir  d aw n has w itn essed  a su ffic ien t e x 

p en d itu re  o f  life  fo rces to  e ffec t a  g rea t e v o lu tio n , th e ir  p a st a n d  

p resen t ca n  o n ly  b e  th e  p ro lo g u e  t o  a  p ro m isin g  fu tu re . E v e ry 

th in g  in d ica tes  th a t th e ir  e v o lu tio n  is still very  far fro m  d efin i

tive. T h e  assim ilative energy  th a t has allo w ed  th e m  t o  p reserve 

a certa in  u n ifo rm ity  and a ce rta in  g e n e r ic  ch aracter in  sp ite  o f  

waves o f  e th n ic  g ro u p s v ery  d iffere n t fro m  th o se  th a t h ave u n til 

now  se t th e  to n e  fo r  th e ir  n a tio n a l id e n tity  w ill b e  v itia ted  in  

increasingly  d ifficu lt b a ttles . A n d  in  th e  u tilitarian ism  th a t  so  

effectively  in h ib its  id ealism , th e y  w ill n o t  find  an in sp ira tio n  

p ow erfu l e n o u g h  t o  m ain ta in  co h e s io n . A n  illu str io u s th in k e r  

w ho co m p ared  th e  slave o f  a n c ie n t so cie tie s  to  a p artic le  u n 

d igested  b y  th e  so cia l system  m ig h t u se a  sim ilar c o m p a riso n  to



ch aracterize  th e  s itu a tio n  o f  th e  s tro n g  G erm a n ic  strain  now  

id en tifiab le in  th e  M id - and  F a r W est. T h e re , p reserved  in ta c t - *  

in  tem p eram en t, so cia l o rg a n iz a tio n , an d  cu sto m s— are all the 

traits o f  a  G e rm a n  n atu re th a t in  m any  o f  its  m o st p rofound  

and m o s t v ig o ro u s sp ecificities m u st b e  co n sid ered  to  be an

tith e tica l to  th e  A m erican  character. In  ad d itio n , a civilization  

d estin ed  to  en d u re and exp and  in  th e  w o rld , a c iv ilizatio n  that 

has n o t ,  in  th e  m an n er o f  an  O rie n ta l em p ire , b eco m e m um 

m ified , o r  lo s t  its  ap titu d e fo r  variety , ca n n o t ind efin itely  ch an 

n el its en e rg ies  and ideas in  o n e , an d  o n ly  o n e , d ire ctio n . L e t  us 

h o p e  th a t  th e  sp ir it o f  th a t t ita n ic  so cie ty , w h ich  has u ntil today 

b een  ch aracterized  so lely  b y  W ill and  Utility, m ay o n e  day be 

k n o w n  fo r  its  in te llig en ce , se n tim e n t, an d  idealism . L e t  us 

h o p e  th a t  fro m  th a t en o rm o u s c ru c ib le  w ill u ltim ate ly  em erge 

th e  exem p lary  h u m an  b e in g , g e n e ro u s , balanced , an d  select, 

w h o m  S p e n ce r , in  a  w o rk  I  h ave p rev iou sly  cited , p red icted  

w o u ld  b e  th e  p ro d u ct o f  th e  co sd y  w o rk  o f  th e  m eltin g  p o t. 

B u t  le t u s n o t  e x p e ct to  fin d  su ch  a  p erso n  e ith e r in  th e  p resen t 

reality  o f  th a t n a tio n  o r  in  its  im m ed ia te  ev o lu tio n . A n d  le t  us 

refuse to  see an exem p lary  c iv iliz a tio n  w h ere  there ex ists o n ly  

a clum sy, th o u g h  h u g e, w o rk in g  m o d e l th a t m u st still pass 

th ro u g h  m an y  co rrectiv e  rev ision s b e fo re  i t  acq uires th e  se

ren ity  and  co n fid en ce  w ith  w h ich  a n a tio n  th a t has ach ieved  its 

p e rfe c tio n  crow n s its  w o rk — th e  p o w erfu l ascen t th a t L e c o n te  

d e L is le  d escrib es in  “L e  so m m eil d u  c o n d o r” [T h e  D re a m  o f  

th e  C o n d o r]  as an ascen t th a t en d s in  O ly m p ian  tran q u illity .



very g re a t n a tio n  sh o u ld  b e  seen  by 

p o sterity , by  h isto ry , as a tree  w h o se 

lo n io u s  g ro w th  has p ro d u ced  a fru it w h o se  p u rified  n ectar 

ers to  th e  fu tu re  th e id ealism  o f  its fragrance and  th e  fecu n - 

p ity  o f  its seed . W ith o u t th is  la s tin g  human resu lt u p h eld  above 

p i e  tran sito ry  end s o f  th e  useful, th e  p o w er and g ran d eu r o f  

jp n p ires are b u t a n ig h t’s d ream  in  th e ex isten ce o f  h u m an k in d , 

|fbr, like th e  v isio n s in o u r  d ream s, th ey  d o  n o t  deserve t o  be 

;woven in to  th e  c lo th  o f  events th a t issues fro m  th e g rea t lo o m  

¿of life.

, G reat c iv iliza tio n s, g rea t n a tio n s , in  th e  h isto rica l sen se, are 

those th at, o n c e  th e ir  tim e has passed , leave v ib ra tin g  th ro u g h 

ou t e te rn ity  th e  h a rm o n y  o f  th e ir  sp ir it and im p rin t th e ir  h e r i

tage u p o n  p o ste rity — as C arly le said  o f  h is h ero e s— like a new  

and d ivine p ro p o rtio n  in  th e  su m  o f  th in g s. I n  G o e th e ’s Faust, 

w hen H e le n a , called  fro m  th e  realm  o f  n ig h t, again  d escend s 

into th e  shades o f  H a d e s , she leaves F a u st h er tu n ic  a n d  h er 

veil. T h e s e  vestm en ts are n o t  th e  g o d d ess h e rse lf  b u t, as sh e  has 

w orn th e m , th ey  are im b u ed  w ith  h e r  su p rem e d iv in ity  and  

have th e  v irtu e  o f  e levating  w h o ev er possesses th e m  ab ov e all 

vulgarity.

A  fu lly  d efined  so cie ty  th a t lim its  its  id ea o f  c iv iliz a tio n  to  

accu m u latin g  w ealth , and  its id ea o f  ju s tic e  to  d is tr ib u tin g  th a t 

w ealth eq u ita b ly  am o n g  its m em b ers, w ill find  th a t its  cities  are, 

essentially, n o  d ifferen t fro m  anth ills o r  beehives. P o p u lo u s, 

m ag n ificen t, o p u len t c ities  are n o t  su ffic ien t p r o o f  o f  th e  c o n 

stancy an d  in ten sity  o f  a c iv ilizatio n . T h e  large city  is , n o  o n e  

w ould  d en y  it , a necessary  o rg a n ism  o f  h ig h  cu ltu re . I t  is th e  

natural am b ien ce  o f  th e  h ig h est m a n ife sta tio n  o f  th e  sp ir it . I t  

was w ith  g o o d  reason  th a t  E d g a rd  Q u in e t  said , ‘T h e  so u l th a t 

com es t o  draw  its  stren g th  an d  en erg y  fro m  an in tim a te  co m -



m u n icatio n  w ith  h u m ank ind , th a t so u l, w h ich  is m an in  his 

greatness, ca n n o t b e  form ed , o r  g ro w , am id  th e  p e tty  in terests 

o f  a sm all c ity .” T h e  qu an tita tiv e  greatn ess o f  a n a tio n , how ever, 

as w ell as th e  m ateria l g ran d eu r o f  its in stru m en ts , its  w eap ons, 

its d w ellin gs, are o n ly  th e  milieus o f  a  c iv iliza tio n ’s id en tity , and 

never th e  e ffects  in  w h ich  th a t c iv iliza tio n  end ures. O f  the 

sto n es th a t co m p o se d  C a rth a g e , n o t  o n e  p artic le  survives that 

is transfigu red  in to  sp ir it and lig h t. T h e  e n o rm ity  o f  B ab y lo n  

and N in ev eh  d o  n o t  in  h u m an  m ercy  fill ev en  th e  h o llow  o f  a 

hand w hen  co m p a red  to  th e  h allo w ed  space th a t s tretch es from  

A th en s to  P iraeu s. I n  an ideal p ersp ectiv e , a  c ity  ca n n o t b e  co n 

sidered  large so le ly  becau se it  o ccu p ies  a  sp ace as vast as the 

area su rro u n d in g  N im ro d ’s T o w e r o f  B a b e l. N o r  is it  s tro n g  

solely  b ecau se i t  is cap ab le  o f  ra isin g  a b o u t its e lf  B ab y lo n ian  

w alls w id e e n o u g h  fo r  six  ch a r io ts  ab reast. N o r  is it  b eau tifu l 

so le ly  b ecau se , as in  B a b y lo n , a lab aster sh in es fro m  th e  para

pets o f  its  p alaces, and it is g arlan d ed  w ith  th e  g ard ens o f  

Q u e en  Scm iram is.

In  th is id eal p ersp ectiv e , a c ity  is g re a t w h en  its  sp iritu al en 

v iron s surpass th e  so a rin g  peaks and  d ep th s o f  th e  seas, and 

w hen  th e  so u n d  o f  its n am e illu m in ates fo r  p o ste rity  an en tire  

day o f  h u m an  h isto ry  an d  an en tire  h o r iz o n  o f  tim e. A  c ity  is 

s tro n g  and b ea u tifu l w h en  its days are m o re  th a n  th e  unvarying  

re p etitio n  o f  a s in g le  e c h o  c irc lin g  an d  c irc lin g  in  an eternal 

sp iral; w h en  th ere  is so m eth in g  in  it  th a t rises above th e cro w d ; 

w hen  am o n g  th e  lam ps it  ligh ts by  n ig h t is th e  vessel th a t ac

com p anies th e  so lita ry  w akefu lness in c ited  by  th o u g h t, the 

v igil th a t in cu b a tes th e  id ea th a t at th e  daw n is b o rn  as th e  cry  

th a t su m m o ns and  th e  stren g th  th a t leads h u m an  souls.

O n ly  th e n  can  th e  p hysical g ro w th  a n d  gran d eu r o f  th e  city  

m easure th e  in ten sity  o f  its civ iliza tio n . S ta te ly  cities , p ro u d  

clusters o f  h o u ses, are less co n d u civ e t o  th o u g h t th a n  th e  a b so 

lute silen ce o f  th e  d esert— unless th o u g h t re igns over th em . 

R ea d in g  T e n n y so n ’s “M a u d ,” I  ca m e across a  p age th a t co u ld



well serve as a sy m b o l fo r  th e  to rm e n t o f  th e  sp irit th a t is fo rced  

by so cie ty  in to  so litu d e. C ap tive to  an gu ish in g  d eliriu m , th e 

hero  o f  th e  p o em  dream s th a t he is d ead , b u ried  a few  feet 

beneath  th e  p avem ent o f  a L o n d o n  stree t. D ea d  th o u g h  h e  m ay 

b e, co n sc io u sn e ss  still lingers in  h is  lifeless body. T h e  c la m o r 

and c la tte r  o f  th e  s tree t, ru m b lin g  an d  v ib ra tin g  in  his sh allo w  

grave, p ro h ib it  any d ream  o f  p eace. T h e  in d ifferen t m u ltitu d e  

w eighs u p o n  th e  m o u rn fu l p riso n , an d  th e  hooves o f  th e  h orses 

overhead b ea t in to  h is brain  w ith  th e  seal o f  o p p ro b riu m . T h e  

days pass w ith  in exorab le  slow ness. T h e  asp iration  o f  th e  hero  

is to  b e  b u ried  d eep er, “ever so  litt le  d eep er,” in  th e  g ro u n d . 

T h e  u n in te llig ib le  h u b b u b  serves m erely  to  m ain ta in  in  h is 

sleepless co n scio u sn ess th e  aw areness o f  h is  im p riso n m en t.

O u r  L a tin  A m e rica  can  already b o a s t o f  cities  w h o se  p hysical 

g rand eu r and  o b v io u s cu ltiv atio n  w ill s o o n  qu alify  th e m  fo r  

in clu sio n  a m o n g  th e  first cities  o f  th e  w o rld . W e d o  w ell to  fear, 

how ever, th a t w h en  serene th o u g h t draw s n ear to  rap  u p o n  

th e ir  lavish ex terio rs— as u p o n  a  sealed  b ro n z e  vase— n o  so u n d  

w ill b e  heard  b u t th e  d isco n so la te  r in g  o f  em p tiness. W e m u st 

sim ilarly  fear th a t c ities  w h o se  n am es w ere o n ce  a sy m b o l o f  

g lo ry  in  A m e rica — cities  th a t knew  a M a ria n o  M o re n o , a B e r 

nard ino  R ivad avia , a D o m in g o  S a rm ien to , cities th at to o k  th e  

lead in  an im m o rta l R e v o lu tio n , cities  th at spread  th e nam es o f  

th e ir  h ero es and  th e  w ord s o f  th e ir  o ra to rs  across a c o n tin e n t, 

like c o n c e n tr ic  ripples raised by a p e b b le  cast u p o n  tran q u il 

w aters— m ig h t en d  like S id o n , o r  T y re , o r  C arth ag e .

I t  is y o u r g en era tio n  th a t m u st p rev en t th is  fro m  h a p p en in g ; 

it is y o u , o u r  y o u th , w h o  m u st rise u p , b lo o d  and  m u scle and 

nerve o f  th e  fu tu re . I  w an t to  see th a t g en era tio n  p erson ified  in  

you. I  sp eak  to  y o u  n o w  w ith  th e  co n v ic tio n  th a t you  are d es

tined  to  lead  o th e rs  to  b a ttle  o n  b e h a lf  o f  th e  sp irit. T h e  p er

severance o f  y o u r e ffo rts  m u st b e  jo in e d  d eep  w ith in  you  to  th e  

ce rta in ty  o f  tr iu m p h . D o  n o t b e  fa in t-h ea rted  in  p rea ch in g  th e  

gosp el o f  d elicacy  to  th e  S cy th ian s, th e  g o sp e l o f  in te llig en ce  to



th e  B o e o tia n s , and th e  gosp el o f  selflessness to  th e  P h o en ic ian s.

I t  is en o u g h  th a t th o u g h t in sist o n  being— in  d em o n stra tin g  

th a t it  ex ists, as D io g e n e s  proved  o f  m o tio n — fo r  its d issem in a

tio n  to  b e  in ev itab le  and  its tr iu m p h  ab so lu te .

T h o u g h t, th ro u g h  its  ow n  sp o n ta n e ity , w ill gradually  co n 

q u er all th e  sp ace necessary  to  secu re  and  co n so lid ate  its  k in g 

d o m  a m o n g  th e  o th e r  m an ifesta tio n s o f  life. In  th e  ind ivid u al, 

th ro u g h  co n tin u o u s  activ ity , it  w ill en h an ce and  en larg e th e 

size o f  th e  b ra in  th a t houses it. T h in k in g  races reveal in  th e  

in creasin g  cap acity  o f  th e ir  cran ia  th e  th ru st o f  th a t in tern a l 

activity . In  so ciety , th o u g h t w ill s im ilarly  en large th e cap acity  

o f  its  sp h ere , w ith o u t n eed  fo r  th e  in terv e n tio n  o f  any ex tern a l 

fo rce . B u t  th is  p ersu asion , w h ich  sh o u ld  p ro te c t you  fro m  a 

d isco u rag em en t w h o se  o n ly  v irtu e  is to  e lim in ate  th e  m ed io cre  

fro m  th e  s tru g g le , sh o u ld  also save y o u  fro m  im p atien tly  and 

vainly e x h o rtin g  tim e  to  alter its im p erio u s pace.

E v ery th in g  in  o u r  co n tem p o ra ry  A m e rica  th a t is d ev o ted  to  

th e  d issem in atio n  and  defense o f  selfless sp iritu al id ealism —  

art, sc ien ce, m o rality , re lig iou s sin cerity , a  p o litics  o f  id eas—  

m u st em p h asize its u nsw erv in g  fa ith  in  th e  fu tu re . T h e  p ast 

b e lo n g ed  en tire ly  to  th e  arm  th a t w ages b a tt le ; th e  p resen t, 

a lm ost co m p lete ly  to  th e  ru g g ed  a rm  th a t  levels an d  c o n stru c ts ; 

th e  fu tu re— a fu tu re  w h o se  p ro x im ity  is d irectly  re la ted  to  th e  

d egree o f  w ill an d  th o u g h t o f  th o se  w h o  d esire it— o ffers  b o th  

sta b ility  an d  a m b ien ce  fo r  th e  d ev e lo p m en t o f  th e  b es t q u alities  

o f  th e  sou l.

C a n  y o u  en v isio n  it , th is A m e rica  w e d ream  o f?  H o sp ita b le  

to  th e  w o rld  o f  th e  sp ir it, w h ich  is n o t  lim ited  to  th e  th ro n g s 

th a t flo ck  t o  seek  sh e lte r in  her. P ensive, w ith o u t lessen in g  h er 

ap titu d e fo r  a c tio n . Se ren e  an d  firm , in  sp ite  o f  h e r  g en ero u s 

en thusiasm s. R esp len d en t, w ith  th e  ch a rm  o f  an  in c ip ien t, calm  

p u rp ose th a t recalls th e  exp ression  o n  a  ch ild ’s face  w h en  th e  

g erm  o f  a tro u b le d  th o u g h t b eg in s  to  d istu rb  its  cap tiv atin g  

grace . H o ld  th is  A m e rica  in  y o u r th o u g h ts . T h e  h o n o r  o f  y ou r



fu ture h is to ry  depends o n  you r h av in g  co n stan tly  b e fo re  th e  

eyes o f  y ou r so u l th e  v isio n  o f  th is  regen erated  A m erica , filtered  

d ow n fro m  above u p o n  th e  realities o f  th e  p resen t, like th e  su n ’s 

rays th a t p en etra te  th e  vast rose w in d o w  o f  a G o th ic  nave to  

cast th e ir  w arm  g lo w  u p o n  so m b e r w alls. I f  y o u  are n o t  t o  be 

th e fo u n d ers, you  w ill b e  th e  im m ed iate  p recu rsors. F u tu re  

rolls o f  g lo ry  w ill laud th e  m e m o ry  o f  p recu rsors. E d g a rd  

Q u in e t, a p ro fo u n d  stu d en t o f  h is to ry  and n atu re , o b serv ed  

th a t a n ew  h u m an  ty p e , a n ew  so cia l u n ity , a new  p erso n ifica 

tio n  o f  c iv iliza tio n , is o fte n  p reced ed  b y  a d isp ersed  and still 

und evelop ed  g ro u p  w h o se ro le  is an alog ou s in  th e  life  o f  s o 

cieties to  th a t o f  th e  prophetic species O sw ald  H e e r  p ro p o se d  fo r  

b io lo g ica l ev o lu tio n . T h e  n ew  ty p e  b eg in s by  rep resen tin g  

sm all d eg rees o f  ind ivid u al and iso la ted  d eviations. W ith  tim e  

these in d iv id u alities are o rg a n iz ed  in to  a “variety” ; th e n  th a t 

“variety”  finds a m ed iu m  fav orable to  its  p ro p ag atio n  and  p e r 

haps ascends to  th e  rank o f  a  sp ecific  sp ecies. F inally , le t u s say 

it  in  th e  w o rd s o f  Q u in e t, “thegroup becomes a crowd, and rules.”  

T h is  is w h y  in  w o rk  and b a ttle  y o u r m o ra l p h ilo so p h y  m u st b e  

th e reverse o f  th e  H o ra d a n  carpe diem, a  p h ilo so p h y  th a t d o es  

n o t p erta in  to  th e  p resen t ex cep t as a  s tep  to  o ffe r  a firm  f o o t 

in g , o r  as a  b re a ch  th ro u g h  w h ich  en em y  w alls m ay b e  p e n e

trated . Y o u  sh o u ld  n o t  h o p e  fo r  a  defin itive v icto ry  in  th e  im 

m ed iate  fu tu re , o n ly  th a t y o u  o b ta in  th e  o p tim u m  co n d itio n s  

fo r  th e  b a ttle . Y o u r v ig o r an d  en erg y  w ill fin d  a p o w erfu l s tim u 

lus in  th is  a ctiv ity ; th ere  is th e  p o te n tia l fo r  g rea t d ram a in  

playing  th e  essen tially  active ro le  o f  ren o v atio n  and  c o n q u e s t 

and in  re fin in g  th e  stren g th s o f  a  h ero ica lly  g ifte d  g en era 

t io n , s tren g th s w h ich  in  O ly m p ia n  seren ity  th e  g o ld en  ages o f  

th e  sp ir it o f te n  b esto w  u p o n  th e  aco ly tes o f  th e ir  g lory . “I t  is 

n o t  p o ssessin g  g o o d  th in g s ,”  T a in e  w isely  said, sp eaking  o f  th e  

g lo ries o f  th e  R en a issa n ce ; “ . . . it  is n o t  p ossessing  g o o d  

th in g s, b u t a tta in in g  th em , th a t g ives m e n  pleasure and  a sense 

o f  p ow er.”



P erhap s i t  is a  rash  an d  in g en u o u s h o p e  to  believe th a t w ith  a 

co n tin u o u s a n d  fe lic ito u s  acceleratio n  o f  ev o lu tio n ,1 w ith  effica

c io u s e ffo r t o n  y o u r p a rt, th e  p e rio d  o f  o n e  g en era tio n  m ig h t 

suffice to  tra n sfo rm  th e  co n d itio n s  o f  in te llectu a l life  in  A m e r

ica  fro m  th e  early  stages a t w h ich  w e n o w  find  ourselves to  a 

level th a t w o u ld  tru ly  b en e fit so cie ty , t o  a  tru ly  d o m in a n t peak 

o f  ach iev em en t. B u t  even  w h en  a to ta l tra n sfo rm a tio n  is n o t 

w ith in  th e  realm  o f  p o ssib ility , th e re  can  b e  p rogress. E v en  i f  

y o u  k n o w  th a t  th e  first fru its  o f  th e  so il y o u  so  la b orio u sly  

w o rked  w ere n ev er to  b e  served  o n  y o u r ta b le , th e  w o rk  itse lf, i f  

y o u  are g en ero u s an d  s tro n g , w o u ld  b e  its  o w n  sa tisfactio n . 

T h e  m o st in v ig o ra tin g  w o rk  is th a t w h ich  is realized  w ith o u t 

a n tic ip a tio n  o f  im m ed iate  success. T h e  m o st g lo rio u s  e f fo r t  is 

th a t w h ich  p laces h o p e  ju s t  b ey o n d  th e  v isib le  h o riz o n . A nd  

th e  p u rest a b n e g a tio n  is th a t w h ich  d en ies in  th e  p resen t, n o t 

m erely  re so u n d in g  applause an d  th e  rew ard  o f  th e  lau rel, b u t 

even  th e  m o ra l v o lu p tu o u sn ess o f  sa tis fa ctio n  in  a  jo b  w ell d o n e.

T h e re  w ere  in  a n tiq u ity  altars fo r  th e  “u nk n o w n  g o d s .”  I  

u rge y o u  to  d ed ica te  a p a rt o f  y o u r so u l t o  th e  u nk n o w n  fu tu re . 

A s a so cie ty  advances, co n cern  a b o u t th e  fu tu re  b eco m es a 

m a jo r  fa c to r  in  its  ev o lu tio n , an in sp ira tio n  in  its  lab ors. F ro m  

th e  co n fu sio n  an d  lack  o f  fo resig h t o f  th e  savage, w h o  ca n  see 

in to  th e  fu tu re  o n ly  as far as th e  h o u rs rem a in in g  u n til su n set, 

and w h o  has n o  co n c e p t th a t i t  is p o ssib le  to  have p artia l c o n 

tro l over th e  days ahead , to  o u r o w n  th o u g h tfu l and p ru d en t 

p reo ccu p a tio n  w ith  p o sterity , th e re  is an  en o rm o u s d istan ce 

th a t so m e day m ay  seem  b r ie f  and  in sign ifican t. W e are cap able 

o f  p rog ress o n ly  to  th e  d egree th a t w e b e co m e  cap able o f  ad ap t

in g  o u r acts to  co n d itio n s  th a t are in creasin g ly  d istan t fro m  us 

in  space and  tim e. T h e  certa in ty  th a t w e are co n tr ib u tin g  to  

w o rk  th a t w ill survive u s, w o rk  th a t w ill b en efit th e  fu tu re , en 

hances o u r  sense o f  h u m an  d ig n ity , h e lp in g  us to  tr iu m p h  over 

th e  lim ita tio n s o f  o u r  n atu re . I f ,  th ro u g h  so m e calam ity , h u 

m an ity  w ere to  d esp air o f  th e  im m o rta lity  o f  th e  individual



co n scio u sn ess, th e  m o st re lig iou s sen tim en t th a t co u ld  replace 

it  w o u ld  b e  th e  o n e  b o rn  fro m  th e  b e lie f  th at even  a fter  

th e  d isso lu tio n  o f  th e  so u l, th e  b es t o f  w hat it  has fe lt and  

d ream ed — its m o st p erso n al, its p u rest, essen ce— w ill p ersist in  

th e  h erita g e  tran sm itted  b y  g en era tio n s o f  h u m an b e in g s , in  

th e  sam e w ay  th a t th e  sh in in g  ray o f  a dead star lives o n  in 

in fin ity  to  to u c h  us w ith  its  ten d er and m elan ch o ly  lig h t.

In  th e  life  o f  h u m an  so cie ties , th e  fu tu re  is a p erfect eq u iv a

len ce  o f  v isio n ary  th o u g h t. F ro m  th e  p iou s ven eratio n  o f  th e  

p ast and  th e  cu lt o f  trad itio n , o n  th e  o n e  h and , and , o n  th e  

o th e r , fro m  b o ld  m o v em en t to w ard  w h at is to  co m e , is c o m 

p o sed  th e  n o b le  stren g th  th a t in  raising  th e co llectiv e  sp ir it 

above th e  lim ita tio n s  o f  th e  p resen t co m m u n icates  th e  se n ti

m en ts and  a g ita tio n s o f  a society . M e n  and  n atio n s, in  th e  o p in 

io n  o f  F o u illé e , w o rk  u nd er th e  in sp ira tio n  o f  ideas, w h ile  irra 

tio n a l b e in g s react to  th e  stim u lu s o f  th e  in stin cts . A cco rd in g  to  

th a t sam e th in k er, th e  so cie ty  th a t stru g gles an d  la b o rs , o fte n  

u nk n o w in gly , to  m ake an id ea rea lity  is im ita tin g  th e  in stin ctiv e  

w o rk  o f  a b ird  th a t, as i t  co n stru cts  its  n est, obsessed  b y  an  

im p erio u s in tern a l im age, is o b e y in g  b o th  an u n co n scio u s m e m 

o ry  o f  th e  p ast and a m ysterio u s p re sen tim e n t o f  th e  fu tu re .

In  e lim in a tin g  se lf-in terest, th o u g h t in sp ired  in  a co n ce rn  fo r  

d estin ies b ey o n d  o u r  ow n  p u rifies, so o th e s , and  en n o b les . O u r  

cen tu ry  is to  be h o n o red  fo r  th e  fa ct th a t th e  co m p e llin g  

stren g th  o f  th is  co n cern  fo r  th e  fu tu re , and fo r  th e  d ig n ity  o f  

th e  ra tio n a l b e in g , w as m an ifest so  clearly  in  it . F o r  even  in  th e  

m id st o f  th e  m o st ab so lu te  p essim ism , even  in  th e  m id st o f  th e  

b itte r  p h ilo so p h y  o f  d isso lu tio n  and  n o th in g n ess b o rn e  to  

W estern  civ iliza tio n  fro m  th e  E a s t o n  th e  petals o f  th e  lo tu s 

flow er, K a r l v o n  H a rtm a n n  has p red ica ted , w ith  o b v io u s lo g ic , 

m an ’s au stere o b lig a tio n  to  co n tin u e  th e  w o rk  o f  p e rfe c tio n , o f  

w o rk in g  fo r  th e  fu tu re , so  th a t as th e  p ro cess o f  e v o lu tio n  is 

h asten ed , th e  final en d  w ill b e  m o re  q u ick ly  atta in ed — th e en d  

o f  all so rro w , and  all life.



I t  is n o t  in  th e  nam e o f  d eath , as H a rtm a n n  w ou ld  have it, 

b u t in  th e  n am e o f  life  itself, and  h o p e , th a t I  ca ll u p o n  y o u  to  

d ed icate a p o rtio n  o f  y ou r sou l to  th e  w o rk  o f  th e  fu tu re . In  

m ak in g  th is  p lea , I  have taken  m y in sp ira tio n  fro m  th e  gend e 

and seren e im ag e o f  m y A riel. T h e  b en e fice n t sp ir it th a t Sh ak e

speare— p erhap s w ith  th e  d ivine u naw areness freq u en t in  in 

spired  in tu itio n s— im b u ed  w ith  su ch  h ig h  sy m b o lism  is clearly 

rep resented  in  th e  statu e , h is ideals m ag n ificen d y  tran slated  by 

a rt in to  lin e  an d  co n to u r. A riel is reason  and n o b le  sen tim en t. 

A rie l is th e  su b lim e in stin ct fo r  p erfectib ility , by  v irtu e  o f  

w h ich  h u m an  clay— th e  miserable day o f  w h ich  A rim a n es’ sp ir

its sp oke to  M a n fre d — is exalted  and  co n v e rte d  in to  a  crea tu re  

th a t lives in  th e  g lo w  o f  A rie l’s lig h t: th e  ce n te r  o f  th e  universe. 

A rie l is fo r  N a tu re  th e  cro w n in g  ach iev em en t o f  h er la b o rs , th e  

last figu re in  th e  ascen d in g  ch a in , th e  sp iritu a l flam e. A  tr i

u m p h an t A rie l sign ifies id ealism  and  o rd e r  in  life ; n o b le  in 

sp iratio n  in  th o u g h t; selflessness in  m o ra lity ; g o o d  ta ste  in  a r t ; 

h ero ism  in  a c t io n ; d elicacy  in  cu sto m s. H e  is th e  ep o n y m o u s 

h ero  in  th e  ep ic  o f  th e  species. H e  is th e  im m o rta l p ro ta g o n ist: 

h is p resen ce in sp ired  th e  earliest feeb le  e ffo rts  o f  ra tio n a lism  in 

th e  first p re h isto r ic  m an  w h en  fo r  th e  first tim e  h e  b o w ed  his 

dark b ro w  to  ch ip  a t ro ck  o r  trace a cru d e im a g e  o n  th e  b o n es 

o f  th e  re in d ee r; h is w ings fan n ed  th e  sacred  b o n fire  th a t th e  

p rim itiv e  A ry an , p ro g en ito r  o f  civ ilized  p eop les, fr ien d  o f  

lig h t, ig n ited  in  th e  m ysteriou s ju n g le s  o f  th e  G an g es in  o rd er 

to  fo rg e  w ith  h is d iv ine fire th e  scep ter o f  h u m a n  m ajesty . In  

th e  la ter e v o lu tio n  o f  su p erio r races, A rie l’s dazzling  lig h t 

sh ines above sou ls th a t have surpassed th e  natu ral lim its o f  h u 

m an k in d , ab ov e h ero es o f  th o u g h t and  fantasy, as w ell as th o se  

o f  a c tio n  an d  sacrifice, above P la to  o n  th e  p ro m o n to ry  o f  Su - 

n iu m , as w ell as above S t. F ran cis o f  A ssisi in  th e  so litu d e o f  

M o n te  d ella  V ern a . A rie l’s irresistib le  s tren g th  is fueled  b y  th e  

ascen d an t m o v em e n t o f  life. C o n q u e re d  a  th o u sa n d  tim es over 

by  th e  in d o m ita b le  reb e llio n  o f  C a lib a n , in h ib ited  b y  v ic to ri-



ous b arb arism , asphyxiated  in  th e sm o k e  o f  battles, h is tran s

parent w in g s sta in ed  b y  c o n ta c t w ith  th e  “ etern al d u n g h ill o f  

Jo b ,” A rie l re b o u n d s, im m o rta l; A rie l recovers h is y o u th  and  

beauty and  resp on d s w ith  ag ility  t o  P ro sp e ro ’s ca ll, to  th e  call 

o f  all th o se  w h o  love h im  an d  in voke h im  in  reality . A t tim es h is 

beneficent e m p ire  reaches even  th o se  w h o  d eny h im  and  ig n o re  

him . H e  o fte n  d irects  th e  b lin d  fo rce s  o f  ev il and b arb arism  so  

that, like o th e rs , th ey  w ill c o n tr ib u te  to  th e  w o rk  o f  g o o d . A riel 

will pass th ro u g h  h u m a n  h isto ry , h u m m in g , as in  Sh ak esp eare’s 

dram a, h is  m e lo d io u s so n g  to  a n im a te  th o se  w h o  la b o r  and  

those w h o  stru g g le , u n til th e  fu lfillm en t o f  th e  u n k n o w n  p lan  

p erm its h im — in  th e  sam e w ay  th a t in  th e  dram a h e  is lib era ted  

from  P ro sp e ro ’s serv ice— to  b reak  h is  m ateria l b o n d s an d  re 

tu rn  fo rev er t o  th e  ce n te r  o f  h is d iv in e fire.

I  w an t y o u  to  rem em b er m y  w o rd s, b u t  even m o re , I  b eseech  

you to  ch e rish  th e  in d elib le  m e m o ry  o f  m y  statu e o f  A rie l. I  

w ant th e  airy  and  g racefu l im age o f  th is  b ro n z e  t o  b e  im p rin ted  

forever in  th e  in n e rm o st recesses o f  y o u r  m in d . I  re m em b e r th a t 

o n ce w h ile  e n jo y in g  a  co in  co lle c t io n  in  a  m u seu m  m y  a tte n 

tio n  w as cap tu red  b y  th e  leg en d  o n  an a n c ie n t c o in : th e  w o rd  

Hope, n early  e ffaced  fro m  th e  fad ed  g o ld . A s I  gazed  a t th a t 

w orn  in scrip tio n , I  p o n d ered  w h a t its  in flu en ce  m ig h t have 

been . W h o  know s w h a t n o b le  and  active ro le  in  fo rm in g  th e  

ch aracter and  a ffe ctin g  th e  fives o f  h u m a n  g en eratio n s w e co u ld  

a ttr ib u te  to  th a t  sim p le  th e m e’s w o rk in g  its  in sisten t su g g es

tio n  u p o n  th o se  w h o  h eld  it  in  th e ir  hands? W h o  k n o w s, as it 

c ircu la ted  fro m  h an d  to  h a n d , h o w  m u ch  fad in g  jo y  w as re 

new ed , h o w  m any  g en ero u s p lans b ro u g h t to  fru itio n , h o w  

m any  ev il p ro p o sa ls  th w a rted , w h en  m e n ’s gaze fell u p o n  th e  

in sp irin g  w o rd  in cised , like a  g rap h ic  cry , o n  th e  m eta llic  d isc . 

M a y  th is im a g e  o f  A rie l— im p rin te d  u p o n  y o u r h earts— p lay  

th e  sam e im p ercep tib le  b u t d ecisive ro le  in  y o u r o w n  lives. In  

d arkest h o u rs  o f  d isco u rag em en t, m ay  i t  revive in  y o u r c o n 

sciou sn ess an  en th u siasm  fo r  th e  w a v erin g  ideal and  re sto re  to



y ou r h ea rt th e  ard o r o f  lo st h o p e. O n c e  affirm ed in  th e  b astio n  

o f  you r in n e r  b e in g , A rie l w ill g o  fo r th  in  th e  co n q u est o f  souls. 

I  see h im , far in  th e  fu tu re , sm ilin g  u p o n  you  w ith  g ratitu d e 

fro m  above as y o u r sp ir it fades in to  th e  shadow s. I  have fa ith  in  

y ou r w ill, in  y o u r stren g th , even as I  have fa ith  in  th e  w ill and 

stren g th  o f  th o se  to  w h o m  y o u  w ill g ive life , to  w h o m  y o u  w ill 

tran sm it y ou r w o rk . O fte n  I  am  tra n sp o rte d  by  th e  d ream  th a t 

o n e  day m ay b e  a reality : th a t th e  A n d es, so arin g  h ig h  above 

o u r  A m erica , m ay  b e  carved to  fo rm  th e  pedestal fo r  th is 

sta tu e, th e  im m u tab le  altar fo r  its v en eration .

< /
B  /  h ese  w ere th e  w o rd s o f  P ro sp ero . A fte r

p ressing  th e  m aster’s h an d  w ith  filial a ffect

io n , th e  y o u th fu l d iscip les d r ifte d  aw ay. H is  g en d y  sp ok en  

w ord s, like th e  lam en t o f  r in g in g  crysta l, lin gered  in  th e  air. I t  

w as th e  last h o u r  o f  th e  day. A  ray fro m  th e  d ying  su n  p en e

trated  th e  ro o m , p ierced  th e  sh ad ow s, an d  fell u p o n  th e  b ro n z e  

b ro w  o f  th e  statu e , seem in g  to  strik e  a restless spark  o f  life  in  

A rie l’s exalted  eyes. L in g e r in g  in  th e  g lo o m , th e  b eam  o f  lig h t 

su gg ested  th e  gaze th e  sp irit, cap tive in  th e  b ro n z e , ca s t u p o n  

th e  d ep artin g  y ou th s. T h e y  le ft in  s ilen t u nanim ity , each  a b 

so rb ed  in  serio u s th o u g h t— th e d elica te  d istilla tio n  o f  m e d ita 

tio n  th a t a sa in t exqu isite ly  co m p a red  to  th e  slow  and  g en d e 

fall o f  d ew d ro p s u p o n  th e  fleece o f  a lam b . W h e n  th e ir  harsh  

en co u n ter  w ith  th e  th ro n g  b ro u g h t th e m  b ack  to  th e  su r

ro u n d in g  reality , it  w as n ig h t. A  w arm , seren e su m m er n ig h t. 

T h e  grace and q u ie tu d e th e  n ig h t sp illed  u p o n  th e  ea rth  fro m  

its eb o n y  u rn  tr iu m p h ed  over th e  rudeness o f  m an ’s a cco m 

p lish m en ts. O n ly  th e  p resen ce o f  th e  m u ltitu d e  fo rb ad e ecstasy.

[ io o  ]



J i  w arm  b reeze rip p led  th e  ev en in g  air w ith  lan gu id  and d e li

cious a b a n d o n , like w ine tre m b lin g  in th e  g o b le t o f  a b a cch an t. 

T h e  shad ow s ca st n o  darkness o n  th e  p ure n ig h t sky, b u t 

painted its  b lu e  w ith  a shad e th a t  seem ed  to  re flect a  pensive 

serenity. In  th a t c o b a lt  sky, g rea t stars sp ark led  am id an  in fin ite  

retinue: A ld eb aran , g ird ed  w ith  p u rp le ; S y riu s, like th e  cu p  o f  

a n ie llo ed  silver calyx  u p tu rned  ab ov e th e  w o rld ; th e  S o u th e rn  

C ross, w h o se  o p en  arm s exten d  across o u r A m erica  as i f  in  

defense o f  o n e  last h o p e . . .

I t  w as th e n , fo llo w in g  th e  p ro lo n g ed  silence, th a t th e  y o u n 

gest o f  th e  g ro u p , th e  o n e th ey  called  “E n jo lra s” o n  a cco u n t o f  

his resem blan ce to  H u g o ’s pensive ch aracter, p o in ted  to  th e  

m eand erin g  h u m an  flo ck , and  th e n  to  th e  radiant b eau ty  o f  th e  

n ig h t:

“A s I  w atch  th e  passing th ro n g , I  n o tice  th a t a lth o u g h  p eop le  

are n o t g a z in g  at th e  sky, th e  sky is g a z in g  at th em . S o m e th in g  

is d escen d in g  fro m  above u p o n  th ese  in d ifferen t m asses, d ark  

as new ly tu rn ed  earth . T h e  sc in tilla tio n  o f  th e  stars is like th e  

m ovem ent o f  th e  so w er’s h an d s.”

[ i o i  ]
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o f  n ineteenth-century thou ght.
Mithradates VI (ca. 131-63 B.c.). Conqueror in 88 B.c. o f  the 

whole o f Asia Minor, with the exception of a few cities, but was 
defeated in 85 b .c . by the Roman general Fimbria. He was even
tually driven from power by Pompey.

M oliere (p seu d on y m o f Jean -B ap tisteP o q u elin , 1622-1673). French  

com ic genius w hose plays are am ong the greatest o f  w orld  
literature. H e  is particularly know n fo r  his caricatures o f  type, 
such as Tartuffe (1664), Le misanthrope (1666), and L e bourgeois 

gentilhom m e (1670).
M o n n ier, H en ri (1805-1877). Fren ch  lithographer and caricaturist. 

H is Mémoires de Monsieur Joseph Prudhomme (1857) created  the 

legendary Prudhom m e, an in ternational sym bol o f  m ediocrity.
M o n ta ig n e, M ich el (1533—1592). French  w riter, one o f  the great 

m asters o f  th e  essay form . H is  three collections o f  Essais w ere 
tests o f  his op in ions o n  a diversity o f  subjects.

M ó n tez , M aria (1920-1951). A  native o f  th e  D om inican  R epublic. 
M ó n tez  starred in coundess H ollyw ood  adventure films o f  the 
forties. Sh e w as know n as the “Q u een  o f  T echnico lor.”

M o re , S ir  T hom as (1477-1535). A n  E nglish  hum anist and states
m an know n fo r his re jection  o f  H enry  V I I I ’s righ t to  lead the 
C hu rch  o f  E ngland, a stand fo r  w hich he was beheaded. Par
ticularly relevant to  the N ew  W orld  as author o f  Utopia (1515).

Moreno, Mariano (1778—1811). Argentine patriot and statesman, 
Moreno was the intellectual force behind Argentina’s movement



of independence. He was before his time in advocating com
plete separation from Spain.

Morice, Charles (1861-1918). French poet and critic, idealist and 
mystic. He collaborated in various literary reviews. His major 
work is L ittém tun de tout a I’heure (1889).

Napoleon (Bonaparte, 1769-1821). A legendary figure; French em
peror o f a large portion of Europe. A general in the French 
Revolution, Napoleon crowned himself emperor in 1804. In 
1814 he was defeated and exiled to the island o f Elba.

Nero (Lucius Domitius Ahenobarbus, or Nero Claudius Caesar, 
37-68). The last o f the Caesars, Nero was the fifth emperor of 
Rome and was noted for his cruelty.

Neruda, Pablo (pseudonym of Neftali Ricardo Reyes, 1904-1973). 
Chilean Nobel laureate. One of the most prolific and inventive 
of Spanish-language poets. Neruda was extremely influential in 
liberal politics and social causes.

Nietzsche, Friedrich (1844-1900). German philosopher, scholar, 
and social critic whose philosophical-sociological writings were 
a major influence on continental philosophy and literature. He 
hoped to create the “superman” who would rise above the 
“herd” o f humanity.

Olmedo, José Joaquín (1780—1817). Ecuadorian poet and states
man. Best remembered for his “La victoria de Junin,” which 
commemorates the victory o f Simón Bolívar over Spanish 
forces.

Ortega y Gasset, José (1883-1955). Spanish philosopher, humanist, 
and critic. A member of the influential Generation o f ’98, he 
shared their preoccupation with the “problems” of Spain’s po
litical, economic, and cultural decline.

Pascal, Blaise (1623-1662). Religious philosopher, mathematician, 
physicist, founder o f modem theory of probabilities. His ideas 
greatly influenced Rousseau, Bergson, and the Existentialists.

Plato (428-348 b .c .). One of the Greek philosophers who laid the 
foundations o f Western culture. His philosophy is marked by a 
high regard for mathematics and its method by a spiritualistic 
view of life.

Poe, Edgar Allan (1809-1849). One o f the most famous of North 
American poets and short story writers. Poe cultivated the ma-
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cabré and excelled in the mystery story. Acknowledged today as 
one of the most original of American writers, his poetry was 
more highly valued in Europe than in his own country.

Positivism. A philosophical and ideological movement of the mid
nineteenth century, which argues that data are based on experi
ence and that transcendent beliefs must be rejected. The writ
ings o f John Stuart M ill (qv .)  and Auguste Comte (q.v.) were 
central to this development.

Prudhomme. See Monnier.
Pythagoras (ca. 582—ca. 507 b .c .). Greek mathematician and phi

losopher who influenced the thinking of Plato and Aristotle. 
Although none o f his writings have survived, he is usually cred
ited with the theory o f the function o f numbers in mathematics 
and music.

Quinet, Edgar (1805-1875). French poet, historian, and political 
philosopher whose influence is most obvious in the reforms of 
the Third Republic. He advocated complete separation of 
church from political influence.

Renan, Joseph Ernest (1823—1892). French philosopher, scholar of 
religion. With Fouillée, the greatest influence on Rodó’s think
ing. He attributed the development o f  Christianity to popular 
imagination and was suspended from his educational post for 
referring to Jesus as an “incomparable man.”

Rivadavia, Bernardino (1780—18+5). First president o f the Argen
tine Republic. He resisted British invasion o f 1806 and sup
ported independence from Spain. His administration was bat
tered externally by war with Brazil, and internally in struggles 
with regional caudillos.

Rod, Edouard (1857-1910). Swiss critic and writer. A disciple of 
Zola, Rod later developed a personal style, the psychological 
novel. As a critic, he was a forerunner o f comparative literature 
studies.

Rosas, Juan Manuel de (1793—1877)- Symbol o f Argentine political 
repression, Rosas was for seventeen years the dictator o f Argen
tina. He was overthrown in 1852 and fled to exile in England.

Rosenkrantz, Karl (1805—1879). German philosopher, literary his
torian, critic. Although a disciple o f Hegel, Rosenkrantz devel
oped his own points o f view, positing absolute idealism as the
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most perfect form o f idealism.
Rousseau, Jean-Jacques (1712—1778). Swiss-French philosopher, 

political theorist, author, and composer. Rousseau had great 
faith in the existence o f the common good and rightness o f the 
general will. He greatly influenced the French Revolution and 
leaders o f literary Romanticism.

Saint-Victor, Paul de (1825-1881). French literary critic noted for 
articles on theater. Author o f Hommes et dieux (1867).

Santa Anna, Antonio López de (1794—1876). Mexican general, 
four times president o f Mexico, three times exiled. Famous for 
his victory at the Alamo, but also for the major loss o f Mexican 
territory to the United States.

Sarmiento, Domingo Faustino (1811—1888). Argentine editor, 
statesman, writer; Argentina’s first civilian president. Sarmiento 
was a strong proponent o f public education. His Facundo, 0 la 
civilización y la barbaric (1845) is one o f the landmark socio
logical works o f Latin American literature.

Schiller, Friedrich von (1759-1805). German poet, dramatist, and 
literary theorist. His friendship with Goethe was one o f  the 
richest in literary history, and his importance in modem German 
literature is second only to Goethe’s.

Scholasticism. Philosophy originated among Medieval scholars, 
called doctores scholastici. A comprehensive system o f interpreting 
all the materials of Greek and Roman classicism through a 
Christian point o f view.

Seneca, Lucius Annaeus (The Younger, 4 b .c .—a .d . 65). Philoso
pher, statesman, orator, Rome’s leading intellectual o f first cen
tury a .d .— the first phase of Nero’s reign.

Shakespeare, William (1564-1616). Arguably, the greatest writer o f 
all time. The Tempest (1611) provided Rodó with the figures of 
the magus Prospero, the airy sprite Ariel, and the monster 
Caliban.

Solon (ca. 638—ca. 559 b .c .). Athenian poet, statesman, reformer, 
and legislator who ended exclusive aristocratic control o f gov
ernment, thus eliminating serfdom.

Spencer, Herbert (1820-1903). English philosopher and early evo
lutionist who believed in a progression from the simple to the 
complex. He proposed a system based on a synthesis o f scien-



tifie investigation and bio- and sociological phenomena.
Stoicism. Greco-Roman school o f philosophy founded by Zeno 

and based on premise that virtue is the only good. The system 
stresses duty and holds that the universe is fundamentally 
rational.

Taine, Hippolyte (1828-1893). French critic and historian, one of 
the prime exponents of French Positivism (q.v.). He hoped to 
explain literature and history through the triple influence of 
race, environment, and epoch.

Tarde, Gabriel (1813-1904). Sociologist, criminologist, and ver
satile social scientist. He originated a social formula based on a 
distinction between inventive and imitative persons.

Thackeray, William Makepeace (1811-1863). Victorian English 
novelist and satirist whose reputation rests largely on Vanity Fair 
(published serially in 1847-1848), a satirical novel of nineteenth- 
century manners.

Thomism. Philosophy and theological system devised by Thomas 
Aquinas. He distinguished between essence and existence and 
argued that the soul is unique. His writing is generally recog
nized as among the greatest works on human thought.

Tocqueville, Alexis de (1805-1859). French political scientist and 
historian; a liberal whose greatest commitment was to human 
freedom. His D e la démocracie en Am crique (1835) is one o f the 
earliest and most perceptive studies o f the American political 
system.

Uhland, Johann Ludwig (1787-1862). German poet, lawyer, and 
professor prominent in Medieval studies. Active in politics. Ger
man nationalism inspired much o f Uhland’s poetry.

Vallejo, César (1895—1938). Peruvian poet identified with suffering 
o f the underclasses. Much of his writing was done in Paris in 
self-imposed exile. He became a Marxist and defended the Re
publican cause in the Spanish Civil War.
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