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VHBAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

The first step in the estimate of an artist's
philosophy is to ascertain what the artist himself con-
ceived as his mission, and whether he considered that
he was impregnating his art with any philosophy of life
worivhy of acceptence. An admission by an artist of a
telic aim should give the inquirer a suggestion as to
how to prosecute his investigation. 3But the converse is
manifestly not true: that the denial of a telic aim
indicates the absence of & philosophy worth searching
for. Both George Eliot and Thomas Hardy have left us
in letivers and notes, and buried in their imaginative
writings, hints as to what each considered the aim of
his work beyond the giving of pleasvr e to readers. sBoth
felt that vital $-1ths could be presented to a large
sudience more affectively through the imagination than
directly throuvgh the faculty of reason. Yet each dis-
"cleimed the responsibility of organizing his ideas into
a complete system. Neither artist, in fact, seenms to
have thought thet the influence on socieiy of any subtly
ratiocinated system of philosopihy could ve very great.
S50, like some greater moral artists, they have presented
scattered truths for others to codify.

That George Eliot regarded art as a legitimate pulpit
she stated in & review published in 18056:

When Hornung paints a group 027 chimns,-sweepers, --

more is done towsards linking the higher classes with the
lower, towards obliterating the vulgarity of exclusivensss,



than by hundreds of sermons and philosophicel dissertations.
Art is the nearest thing to life; it is a mode of ampli-
fying experience and extending our contact with our fellow-
men beyond the bounds of our personal lot,

Uf her own office as & literary artist she wrote in &
letter July 18, 1878:

My funotion is that of the sesthetic, not the
doctrinal teacher-~-the rousing of the nobler emotions,
which make mankind desire the social right, not the
presoribing of special measures, concerning which the
arsvistic mind, however strongly moved by social sym-
pathy, is often not the best judge. It is one thing to
feel keenly for one's fellow-beings; another to say,
"This step, and this slone, will be the bast to tske
for the removal of par.iculia calamities.”

Yot in spite of this limiting of her "function",
George Eliot did, especially in her later novels and

in The Spanish Gyps8y and certain other poems, indulge

in e great deal of abstract philosophizing--so much as

to mar the artistry of, for exemple, Romola. This novel
ig, in faect, so didactic that it seems to depart from

the inductive method that George Eliot set for herself,
and to follow the deductive plan, with cheracters and
incidents cut to fit a previously determined moral. This
program indicates & vast change in practice from her idesl
of twenty years earlier, as expressed in a letter to her
friend Sara Hennell:

I feel every day a great disinclination for theoriss
and arguments about the origin of things in the presencs
of all this mystery and beauty and pain and ugliness theat
floods one with confliceting emotions.

1. "Natural hEistory of German Life,” Essays, 161.

2. To lirs. Peter Taylor. Cross I1I1I, 430.
3. Do iliss Sarea Hennell, June 8, 1857. vross 1, 461.



This letter may have expressed & mood of wesriness
rather than & habitual attitude, for in her journal she
wrote on January 28, 1859:

I owe him [Spencer! a debt of gretitude.....The
stimulus of his intellect, especially during our long
walks, roused my energy once more and revived my dor-
mant love of science. His intense theorising tendency
was contagious, and it was only the stimulus of &
theory which could then have induced me to work.4

Some have seen in this growing tendency to philosophiz:
& result of her growing interest in the scientific writ-
ings of her husband, George H. Lewes., But the most
probable explanation seems to be that George Eliot was
oppressed with the necessity of bringing some sort of
cosmic order out of the chaos of sufferings, wonderings,
doubts, despairs. oShe had the instinet to manage, to
arrange, to clarify, so insistently present that she be-
came a less accurate reporter in becoming & propegendist
editor. In this she is quite different-.one might say much
less convincing--than Thomas Herdy. To the end of showing
a satisfactory philosophy of life she bent every effort
and consecrated every talent. Yet, unlike Thomes Hardy,
8he mnever brought her philosophy to even the semblance
of & system. In a letter to Frederic Harrison she wrote:

But the fact is, I shrink from decided "deliverances"
on momentous subjects from the dread of coming to swear
by my own "deliverances", and sinking into an insistent

acho of myself. That is & horrible destiny--and one can-

not help seeing that meny of the most powerful men fall
into it.

4, Cross 1I, 76.

-

5. "Po Frederic Harrison," January 15, 1870. Jross III, 1C



The fact that George Bliot's philosophy is never brought %o
a well rounded close does not indicate a lack of mental
acumen or of moral courage. Rather it shows the agnos-
ticism inherent in any Positivist philosophy until the
"unknowable" shall have been greatly reduced. For in
spite of the deductive tendency mentioned in Romols,
George Eliot remained a positivist as regards the great
concepts of God, immortality, destiny, and the like.¥
She could have been voicing her own increasing inebility
to reach conclusions satisfying to her judgment when
she wrote in connection with the doubts assailing
Savonarola:

To the common run of mankind it has always seemed
& proof of mental vigor to find moral questions easy,
and judge conduct according to concise altermnatives.
And nothing wae likely to seem plaeiner than that a man
who at one time declared that God would not leave him
without the guerantee of a miracle, and yet drew back

when it was proposed to test his declaration, had ssaid
what he did not belisve. 6

She seemed oppressad by the multifudinous aspects of
truth demanding to be learned. Throughout her life she
was an indefatigable student of science and of phil-
osophy, but always she saw ahead new fields to be in-
vestigated before she could reach satisfaction. She
readily fell in with the investigative spirit of Nine-
teenth Century thought, which she pictured in Daniel
* Positiviem: A system of philosophy elaborated by
the Frenchman Auguste Comte (1798-1857), on the basis of
the doctrine that man's knowledge is counfined exclusively
to phenomene, and that even this knowledge is relastive and
not absolute. It, therefore, rejects all attempts at
metaphysics or speculative philosophy, whether as to

natural causes or First Cause, and as to substances,
physical or mentgl, human or divine. idew Standard victionsar

6. Romole +.1, 150,



Derondsa:

While ilordecai was waiting on the bridge for the
fulfilment of his visions, another man was convinced that
he had the mathematical kzey of the universe which would
supercede Newton, and regarded 2ll known physicists as
conspiring to stifle his discovery and keep the universe
locked; another, that he had the metephysicsl key, with
just that hairs-bredth of difference from the old wards
which would make it fit exactly.

Throughout her works George Eliot dropped so many bits
of advice and uttered so many oracles that lr. James
was right in stating George Eliot's

seoeZonerel attitude with regard to the novel,
which, for her, was not primerily a picture of life,
capable of deriving a high velue from its form, but
a moralized fable, the last word of a philosophy en-
deavoring to teach by example.

Like George Eliot, Thomas Hardy denied that he
had any consistent philosophy of life. Yet whereas
Eliot disclaimed in rather uncertain terms that hers was
a complete system of wisdom, Hardy asserted that what
was called his philosophy was

+ee Only a confused heap of impressions, like those
of a bewildered child at a conjuring show. 9

It is this "confused heap of impressions™ that will be
searched for its ideas of worth. Thet Hardy considered
the individual ideas in this "heap" as of value is
certain, and also that he considered his imaginative
mode of presentstion best. In his journal he wrote on
October 17, 1896, while smarting from ceriticism of
Daniel Deronda II, 1l6.

James, Henry: Lartial Portraits, 50

Letter written to someone about December, 1920,

obviously referring to correspondence with ur. Noyes.
Later Years, 219.
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Jude the Obscure:

Poetry. Perhaps I can express more fully in verse
ideas and emotions which run counter to the inert
orystalized opinions--hard as & rock--which the vast
body of men have vested interests in supporting.

?0 cry out in a passionate poem that (for instance)

the Supreme iuover or ilovers, the Prime Force or Forces,
must be either limited in power, unknowing, or cruele-
which is obvious enough, and has been for centuries--
will cause them merely a shake of the head; but to put
it in argumentetive prose will make them sneer, or
foam, and set all the literary contortionists Jumping
upon me, & harmless agnostic, as if I were a clamorous
atheist, which in their crass illiteracy they seem to
think is the same thing....If Galileo had said in

verse that the world moved, the Inquisition might have
let him alone. 10

Blsewhere in his journeal he recorded:

April 19 (1885). The business of the poet and
novelist is to show the sorriness underlying the

grandest things, and the grandeur underlying the
sorriest things.

In October, 1917, he wrote:

I hold that the mission of poetry is to record
impressions, not convietions. Wordsworth in his later
writings fell into the error of recordiang the latter.
So also did Tennyson, and so_do many other poets when
they grow old. Absit omen! 1%

oome readers fresh from The Dynasts would not hold that
Hardy has refrained from recording convictions. A few
years later, in 1922, when Hardy wes preparing to issue

Late Lyrics and Earlier, he wrote an Apology which

dafends himself as a "thinker," and sets forth in some

detail his later theory of his mission as artist. Yet
hers he pratended to no finished system:
10 Latar Years,o7.

11 Barly Life, 223
12 wuater years, 178




While I am quite aware that & thinker is not
expectsd, and, indeed is scarcely allowed, now more.
than heretofore, to state all that crosses his mind
concerning existence in this universe, in his atteqpt
to explain or excuse the presence of evil and the incon-
gruity of penalizing the irresponsible--it must be
obvious to open intelligence that, without denying the
beauty and faithful service of certain venerable culis,
such disallowance of "obstinate questionings" and
"blend misgiving" tends to & paralysed intellsctual
stalemate. Heine observed nearly a hundred years ago
that the soul has eternal rights; that she will not be
darkened by statutes, nor lullabied by the music of bells,
An what is today, in allusion to the present author's
pages, 8lleged to be "pessimism” is, in truth, only such
"questionings" in the exploration of reality, and is the

first step towards the soul’'s betterment, and the body's
also.

The responsibility of the prose novelist in the shaping
of the thouzhés of the public was heavy on Thomas Hardy
in the period of Tess and Jude. He was suffering under
the sting of sharp criticism that his philosophy

was useless if not positively dangerous. Yet he re-
fused to suppress or gloss his testimony. Instead he
suggested that the fault might lie with the readers
rather than with the philosophy:

It is unfortunately guite possible to read the
most elevating works of imagination in our owmn ow any
language, and, by fixing the regard on the wrong side of
the subject, to gather not a grain of wisdom from them,
nay, sometimes positive herm. What author has not had
his experience of such rsaders?--the mentally and morally
warped ones of bolh sexes, who will where practicable,
so twist plain and obvious meanings as to see in an
honest picture of human nature en attack on religion,
morals, or institutions. Truly has it been observed that

'the eye sezs that which it brings with it the means of
seeing."” 1

13 vcollected Poems, 526
14 TProfitable Xeading of Fietion'.! Forum, .arch, 1888.




An entry in his journal for the same year implies

genuineness of purpose:

Octobar 7. The besetting sin of modern literature
is its insincerity. Half its utterances are qualified,

even contradicted, by an aside, and this particularly
in morals and religion. When dogma has to be balanced

on its feet by such lair-splitfing as tf% late ilr. I
Arnold's it must be in & very bad way.

wo years latsr he published @ more specific defence
of his loaded writing:

+see The crash of broken commendments is as necessary
an accompaniment of a tragedy as t?e noise of drum
and cymbals to a triumphel march. 6
He defended his treatment of sex--a treatment that many
Vietorians and others havs considered indelicate-~by

insisting that

ees Nothing in such literature should for & momen?t
oxhibit lax views of that purity of life upon which the
wollwbeing of society depends; out the position of man
and woman in naeture, and the position of beliefs in the
minds of man and woman--~things which everybody is

thinking but noboiy is saying--might be taxen up and
treated frankly.

Though Hardy's defense of his right to publish his
philosophy through imaginative writings grew more vigor-
ous, the phllosophy itself did not change greatly, but
was throughout deliberate, well.thought, and consistent.
It was suggestaed in the "Crass Casualty" of "Hap," written
in 1866, end appeared without essential change in content,
though with somewhat expanded reaches thnroughout his
lo Harly Life, 281

16 "Candour in English Fiction," lew Review. Jan. 1890.
17 1Ibid. —




stories and poems to The Dynasts, completed in 1907,

and the later poems. Throughout his long career he was

a constant searcher for truth, and the bits of wisdom,

¢olored by mood and circumstence, togsather form a

more coherent whole than he foresaw when he wrote:
Unadjusted impressions have their value, and the

road to a true philosophy of 1life ssems to lie in

humbly recording diverse readings of its Rhenomena a8
are forced upon us by chance and change. 8

18 Zreface to Poems of the Past and Present, August, 1901.
vollected Poems, 705.
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CHAPTZER II
POSITIVISTIC BASIS FOR IHE PHILOSOPHIZES OF
GEORGE ELIOT AND THOLAS BARDY
3oth George Eliot and Thomas Hardy were reared in
orthodox Christian surroundings. As a child and young
woman George Eliot was unusually devout. When she was
eightean years 0ld she wrote:

eee Oh that we could live only for eternity. that
we could realize it s nearness.

eee It would not cost me any regrets if the onIX
music heard in our land were that of strict worship.

At about the same time (1839) she wrote a devotional

poem, later published in the Christian Observer. The

refrain of the poam, Farewell, reflects the mood of its
inspiration, "Xnowing that shortly I must put off this
my tabernacle." II Peter i.l4. 2
Bardy was at one time dastined for the church. When he
was sixteen and an apprentice in an architect's offics,
he became greatly exercised over the quastion of baptism.
He feared that his own baptism in infaney according to
English Church custom was not efficacious. 3Both Eliot
and Hardy saw life with a high idealism. Both were by
nature studious, invsstigative, crificel -«characteristics
not. inharmonious with religious devotion. And both were
endowed with more than usual perceptiveness and insight.

3ut the processes by which they arrived at their philo-

8ophies, very similar in many mejor points, differed

1 wetters to uiss Lewis (her teacher) Aug. 18 and Nov. 6,
1838. JCross 1, 4,44.

2 Cross I, 57
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wide ly .

The method by which George Kliot attained her
philosophy of 2ositivism is well kxnown. Here it is my
purpose merely to mention some of the significant points
as a basis for a further development of her theories of
God, religion, fate, immortality. In 1841, two years after
writing the letters mentioned abovs, George Eliot moved
with her father to Coventry. The exiensive reading that
she had previously done in philosophy--Jant, Locke, be-
sides the ancients--formed a ground for friendship with the
3ray cirele. This consisted df Charles Bray and his wife,
and the latter's brother and sister, Charles and Sara
Hennell. Charles Bray had previously published his
Philosophy of iecaessity, the essential feature of which
is aﬁ identification of God and necessity. In this he holds
that the supreme will or consciousness which has at some
previous time created the universe has now regularized
itself into automatically funcioning naturael law. God,
and therefore his objectification in the visible universe,
are mind, either conscious or unconscious. In this he
agrees with dardy, except that he does not show the total
mind in process of emerging into awareness. The necessity
of explaining evil (pain), which prompte Hardy's thesis
of the Emergent Will, also stimulats 3ray. Ue answers
the immemorial question of hence comes evil? by an appeal

to the supernatural creator. OSince God, or necessity,
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has created all things, He must be the author of pain.
But He has not created it through any pleasure of evil,
"pbut because it is requisite to the greater good pursued.”
Evil is the "invariable accompaniment of that error which
is consequent upon the necessary limitation of the powers
of knowing."3 It is slways present where there is ability
to enjoy. Bray devotes chapters to a justification of
the existence of evil. It is necessary, he says, as a
protection for the sysiem upon which happiness depends
and as a stimulus to action. George Eliot accepted Bray's
necessgitarian God as superior %o her old concept, but the
limiting of God absolutely to law--even the law of His
own regularity--did not suit her. It inhibited too much
the present power of the Great Initiator to initiate new
action or to alter existing forces. OSome years later,
after she had becomes acquainted with Spencer and had already
been joined with Lewes for three years, she wrotse to Charles
Brey thie criticism of his book:

eee In the fundamental doctrine of your book (The
Lhilosophy of Necessity) --that mind preserts itsclf under
the same conditions of inverisebleness of antecedent and
consegquent as all other phenomena (the only difference
being that the trus antecedent and comsequent are propor-
tionately difficult to discover as the phenomana are more
complex)--I think you know thut I agree. And evary one
who inows what sclence means, must also agree with you
that there can bae no social science without the admission
of thct doctrine. I dislike exiremsely a passage in which

Jou appear (o consider the disregard of individuals as
a lofty condition of the mind. iy own experience and

development deepen every day my conviction that our moral
progress may be measured by the depree in which we
sympathize with individual suffering and individusl joy.
eee I could more readily turn Christian, and worship Jesus

3 Bray, Charles: IThe Philosophy of HNecessity, vol 1.
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again, than embrace & Theism which professes to explain
the proceedings of God. But I don't feel at all wise in
these matters. I have a few strong impressions which serve
me for my owr support and guidance, but do not in the least

gqualify me to speak as a theorist. 4
Charles Hennell had also published three years previously

An Inguiry concerning the Origin of Christianity. This

book shows the falsity of the objective basis of the
Christian Faith. It rejects the superanatural, the mirac-
wlous, elements in the Christian Religion, and treats it
as a natural, or~inic outgrowth of Judaism in contact with
Western philosophy. The various events of the Gospels it
subjects to a rational criticism. The man Jesus it pre-
sonts in much the same light as does George ioore's

3rook Kerith. But it does seek to retain the moral and

agsthetic values commonly seen in Christisnity. Nor does
it reject theism. The central thesis ie that since
Christianity has becomse an integral part of Buropean
eivilization, incorporeted in its mores, it must be real:
And how canst be otherwise than real to us, this
belief that has nourished the souls of us all, and seems to

have moulded actually anew their internal constitution, 23

"€ll as storeu them up with its infinite variety of eternal
interests and associations?

To Hardy, Hennall's doctrine would have seemed a scholastic
compromise. He would have pointed out th t "real to us",
while sufficient as the basis of a system of morels, is

not setisfaciory as the basis for a theism. He would have
called the Inguiry an effort to endow a system postulated

4 Letter to Charles 3ray, Nov. 1H, 18b67. cvross I, 472.

5) dennell, Charles: Aan lInquiry concernineg the Origin of
Christianity. o




on reason with tre properties inherent in &n established
religion. 23ut George Eliot's devout nature demanded some
support in her doubts, and this system served her. OShe
read the Inquiry in 1841, evidently with grast interest,
for she often mentioned it in her letters, and in 1852 she

wrote an analysis of it for the Analytical Catalogue of

ilr. Chapman's publications. It seems to have marked an
epoch in her life-<the definite break with orthodoxy. In
commenting on Hennell's book she wrote to uiss Lewis:

eee 3ut my only desire is to now the truth, my only
fear to cling to error.

Her enthusiastic acceptance of Hennell's views may have
been more ready becausse, as she says in another letter:

I think bthe "Inquiry" furnishes the utmost that can bse
done toward obtailaning a real view of the life and character
of Jesue, by rejecting as little as possible from the Gospel

A year later Charles Hennell induced her v trenslate

Strauss' Leben Jesu. Sgra Hennell, the third member of

the circle, was also a free-thinking wrifer, who afterwards

published Thoughts in Aid to laith.

Thase three thinkzers believed in « Chr_ctienity as
an ethical and spiritual system, based largely on the
teachings of Jesus. All three held the fositivistic idea
that man can have no real knowledge whotcevaer except that
furnished him through his senses. Yet all three developed
theories not strictly Positivistic. George Eliot spent
much time with them, and their influence on the young
gsearcher cen hardly be exaxgerated. They aided in the

6 Letter to .iss Lewis, Nov. 13, 1841. <Cross I, 103.
7. Letter to wiss Sara Hennell,yewt. 16, 1847. Cross 1, 163



usually very painful operation of removing the ingrafted
supports of traditionsl religion. At the same time they
helped her to an endurable conception of life. Her devotion
to truth was sincere, but her reasoning can hardly have

been so purely inductive as it would have been if her loss
of faith hed not been so promptly compensated with & new
absorbing purpose--her new religion.

What would have been the effact on George Eliot if
she had not come under the influence of these friends is,
of course, impossible to say. IFor her happiness and
sanity it was well to replace rejected theses at once with
others relatively more tenable. 7Yet her devotion to
objective truth cannot fail to have been hurt by this
aarly subjection to 2 new system demending defense. It
was naturel for hsr, as it is for every one similerly
placed, to grasp sagerly for a supporting belief to bring
order into the chacs of her shattered orthodoxy. In vro=-

portion as she found a new belief she saddled herself with

a vested interest. If her theory was correct, she accom-
plished more constructively than if she had remained mors
disinterested--weighing all phenomene with impartiality.

If wrong, she became the less accurate scientific observer.
Hardy did not come %o any organized theory comparable to
-Eliot's until he reached that of the Emergent Will, when

he was in his fifties. Le undoubtedly remained & vetter



observer than he would have been if he had undertaken (o0 de-
fond a doctrine-~however in accord with Positivistic de-
monstration. That his books would have been different,
probably happier, is certain. That he would have done
more good for the world depends on what philosophy he
might have embraced and what its degr:e of truth. 1In
1842 Eliot wrote:

ves Ior my part I wish to be among the ranks of that
glorious crusade that is seeking to set Truth's Holy
Sepulchre free from usurped dominationi ... ieanwhile,
although I cannot rank among my principles of action s
fear of vengeance eternal, gratitude for predestined
salvation, or a revelation of fubture glories as a reward,
I fully partvicipate in the belief that the only heaven
here, or hereafter, is to be found in conformity with the
will of the Supreme; a continual aiming at the attainment
of the perfect ideal, the true logos that dwells in the
bosom of one Father.
Phis devotion to truth caused eventually a bresk with her
father, which was only partially mended by Eliot's agreew
ment to outward conformity, including attendance at church.
This compromise for the sake of her father is consistent
with her practice of toleration through life and the xindly
attitude of her writings toward all earnest religiom.
While she felt herself a crusader to "set Truth's Holy
Sepulchre free,'" and while she belisved herself emanci-
pated from supernaturalism, she yet had nalve faith that
somehow truth must triumph over error. This is a super-
naturalism thet is usually pardoneu because of its pleas-

8 Letter to urs. rears, iriday Evening, [ebruary, 1842.
Cross 1, 106.
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ing optimism and because of its laissez faire. It is in

line with her desire to hold spiritually to &ll that
seemed best in tradition. A letter of this period states
her position:

«ee 1 can rejoice in all the joys of humenity,--in
all that serves to elevate and purify feeling and action;
nor will I quarrel with the million who, I am persuaded,
ars with me in intention, though our dialects differ.
0f course I must desire the ultimate downfeall of error,
for no error is innocuous; but this assuredly will occur
without my proselytising aid, and th: baest proof of & real
love of the truth-~that freshest stemp of divinity--is
a calm confidence in its intrinsic power to secure its
own high destiny,--that of universal impirse.

During her life at Coventry George Eliot read
exhaustively from Comte, iiills, Darwin, Locke, Spencer,
and others. G&. E. Cooke points out that through this
reading she effected ths reconciliation between Kant and
Locks which she had so much desired in younger yearse. 10

Another writer of importance in framing George Eliot's

philosophy is Feuerbach, whose Essence of Christianity

she translated after leaving Coventry for London in 1851.
She had, however, through her reading of Hennell and Comte,
already reached much the same conclusion as Feuerbach-e
that the objective basis of Christianity is false, that
religion exists in the consciousness independent of any
basis in objective reality.

The last, end probably the greatest, influence on her

thinking was that of the great Positivist, George Henry

9 Letter to Jrs. Pears. <Jross I, 105.

10 Cooke, G. I., George Bliot, 219
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Lewas, her husband from 1854 till his death in 1878.

LaWes' monumental work, A Biogrephical History of  hil-

osophy, published in 1845, is built, as he says, by an
impartial sceptic who holds that all systems of phil-
osophy are equally futile, thet they never have had any
certainty nor ever will have. Yot he treats them respect=
fully as, altogether, the parent of positive sciencee.
for philosophy, he holds, was essentiel to give stimulus
to the investigator. He draws parallels to astrology
and alchemy, which respectively furnished incentive for
astronomy and chemistry. Lewes follows Comte in holding
to the three stages of thought through which all znowledge
successively pesses. First is the supernatural or fieti-
tious, in which the mind asks for casuses; it is marked
by animism and by gods that need to be propitiated; it
reaches its highest stage in monotheism. Second is the
metaphysical or abstrsct, a trensitional modification
of the first stage; here the mind is concerned with
abstract forces; it finds its nighest development in the
recognition of & general force termed Nature. Third is
the positive or scientific, in which

«os mind, convinced of the futility of all inquiry
into causes and essences, applies itself to the observa-
tion and classification of laws which regulate effects;
that is to say, the invariable relations of succeession and
similitude which 21l things bear to each other. The

highest condition of this stage would be, to be &ble to

represent all phenomena as the various particulars of one
genersl view. 11.

11 Lewes, G. H.: Biographical History of Philosoply, 656.
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Lewes holds with Comte that the third stage of thought,
the only stage in which knowledge is capable of Progress-
ive development, is now possible, and indeed imperative.
The human mind is now ready to give its attention solely
t0 the phenomena themselves, without interposing super-
natural or metaphysical considerations.

.+ The search after essencses ani causes was renourced.
The pretention t0 absolute znowledge was set aside. The
discovery of laws became the great object of mankind.
Man, then, cen know only the relative, not the absolute.
Man must trust the results of his own experience because
it is impossible for him to transcend them. It is vain
for him to strive toward creative reason except on the
basis of verified experisnce--laws. 3But Lewas does not
hold, any mors than does Comte, that the discovery of in-
violable laws is an ead in itself. These discovered laws
are to be used as bases for further deductive hypotheses.
The difference, then, according to Lewes, between philosophy
and positive scisnce is basically one of method. "Philo-
sophy is deductive & priori."™ That is, it builds upon
hypotheses whose truth may not be established. It pro-
ceeads from g priori axioms--axioms taken up without heving
undergone the "laborious but indaspensible process of
pravious verification.” Thus there may be a fallaey in

either premise. uJathematics he holds as the idesl

example of philosophy a priori, for it is readily

12 1ibid, 648
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demonstrable. Of course Lewes wrote before the time of
Einstein. "Positive science is deductive a posteriori.”
It bagins by first ascertaining whebthor the axiom from
which it is to deduce conclusions is indisputable; it
experimentalizes; it puts neture to the test of "inter-
rogation.”" After much observation it attains, by induct-
ive procass, to the certainty of law, and from this law
cortain deductions are drawn. It proceeds, then, not from
an assumption but from a fact.13

A further doctrine of lewes the scientist is that
man's ideas are the necessary concomitants of his organ-
ism and of his environment. IMan has no inherent ideas,
but the interpretation of the data furnished him through
the senses is conditioned by his heredity--a part of the
aistory of the race:

siodern philosophy staked its pretentions on the one

question: Have we any ideas indeoendent of experience?...
The ansWer always ends in a negative. 14

Lewes carries his biological theory further in considering
man as not simply an assemblage of orgens, but also as an
organ in a collective organism--the race. From his in-
dividual organs man derives his sensations, judgments, and
primary impulses. From the collsective organism he derives
his more complex concepts. This would givse basis, if
further basis were needed, for Eliot's treatment of here-

dity and tradition in her stories and poems. However,

13 Lewas, G. Ud.: 3iographical Ligtery, Introduction.
14 Ibid, 664.
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before meating Lewas, George Eliot had read Darwin and
knew Spencer as a friend. She already believed in the
survival of every fit and positive form of 1life in the
better forms that succeed it. She already saw & future in
which the morsl and spiritual offspring would rise higher
than its progenitors--a melioristic theory resched at &
much younger age than Hardy could have formed eny synthesis.

Such then are the men and books that had the greatest
influence on the developing mind of George Eliot. Scott
says that religion was to Spencer, Strauss, Comte, Lennell,
Feuerbach, uowes-.her studies and compenions--

but a plaything of ths race-~the sentimental out-

cropping of race infancy--built up of fears, ancestral
and sun worship. 1

This assertion may be somewhat justified if one restricts
religion to its frequent connotation as a system built on
objective phenomena. Yet it is difficult to group Strauss,
Corte, Hemnell, and Feuerbach in any gensralization on
religijon. All these men, vogether with 3ray, wocke, and
others, conditioned George Eliot's emergent religion.
They supplised the Positivistic base which she expressaed
in hersadity, evolution, and tradition. This base, plus
feeling, is her religion.

The process by which Thomas Hardy arrived et his
Positivism was considerably different from that of 3eorge
Eliot, a2nd his philosophy was much slower in emerging.
The several reasons for this difference in development
must be noted if one is to understand the different form

his philosophy was to take. Only one or two of thesse,

15 ocott, Williem T.: Chesterton end Other Zssays, 273.
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howsver, need more than passing commens.

First, for several reasons, though chiefly because
he was & boy and not a girl, his serious reading during
his late teens was principally Latin and ireek--Virgil,

New Testament, liomer, Sophocles. He thus hed relatively

less Christian philosophy, and a relatively greater
basis of Classic thought on which to build.

Second, at sixteen he was articled to an arcnitect.
For the next several years his reading could be pursued
only early in the morning or at night. Uis work kept
his mind from synthesizing the material he was gathering,
but it did not keep him from gathering data, especially
from the life around him. During the same period of life
Ja0rge Eliot was reading extensively in modern philosophy
and theology. The most purposive reading that he did
before he was twenty was probably his search of the Greek

New restament and whatever treatises he could lay hends

on to find arguments for infant baptism. That he found
very slender basis for this practice of the Church enw
couraged him to question other accepted dogmas. 16
Third, at the usual time of settling lifs thought,
Hardy was not thrown among friends who had already con-
sidered religion and life inductively, and who could
aid him in bulilding mejor premises. Instead, as his

orthodox theories crashad around him he was left without

16 Zerly Life, B7ff
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protection from the hard facts that life presented on
all sides. That he had no such friends &s the 3rays and
Hennells caused him to look more keeply into actuality,
to observe life more keenly in the effort to find the
key to phenomena. His study of the classies, while of
some &id, did not give the support that doctrines en-
forced by a friendly presence could afford. Advice from
the clergy he soon found of no servicaee.

Fourth, Hardy's mind, -while precocious, had an
elasticity that xept it unusually open to new opinions.
This was a concomitant of that immaturity which, at

twenty

oo wWas greater than is common for his years, and it
may be mentioned here that a cluse to much of his charsacter
end action through-outv his life, is afforded by his late-
ness of development in virility, while mentally precocious.
He himself said humorously in later times that he was a
child till he was sixteen, & youth till he was five-and-
twenty, and a young man 1ill he was mnearly fifty. Whether
this was intrinsic, or owed anything to his having lived
in a remote spot in sarly life, is an open question. 17
Hardy remained relatively agnostic all his life, and at
no time seemed settled in any belief except that suffering
demands pity and relief. This did not%, of course, prevent
his tentative proposal of a philosophy of merliorism.

Fifth, and inevitable, was the hereditary organization
of his mind. Wherees Eliot belonged to a family of intense
religious convictions,~--sevaral of them, especielly Jinah
dorris, were LIvangelical preachers and exhorters,--dardy's

family seems to have taken little active intersest in

17 Rarly Life, 42
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religion beyond regular attendence and worship and the
furnishing of music. They were an intelligent family, who
had for centuries furnished many leaders in local activi-
ties.

Sixth, and conditioned by the fifth, was his affection
by the fatalism of the West Country. This environment of
fatalism early accustomed his mind to see and note the

sinister in life. 18

Seventh, a corollary of the fifth and sixth, is very
important to an understanding of Hcrdy's philosophy. Yet
it seems to have been overlooked by his dbiographers as &
mgjor influence in the formation of his general philosophy.
It is a bent of his mind that made him unusually tender
towards suffering--that of birds and beasts no less fthan
that of men.

George Zliot, while admitting man's place in the
avolutionary process, seems to consider man as an entity
in the affairs of the universe so far removed from his
brut e connections as to live under & different dispen
sgtion., <20s8ibly Eliot's infrequent mention of suffering
in beasts is due to the influence of 3ray's doctrine of
Evil {pein) mentioned earlier in this chaptser. Certainly
tha fact that she treats human suffering as frequently

telic is reminiscent of 3ray's doctrins. Hardy's view

18 ZHEerly .ife




of creation is more inclusive. Evolution 1s & more vital
fact. Thus the number of data on which he wust build his
premises was greatly increased. He did not report this
hypersensitivensess in letters or notes until in late years,
long after it had worked its effect on his life and art.

In fact, Hdardy was little given to reporting his iuntro-
spections. This t(enderness, sometimes verging on animism,
sees all creation, even inanimate, the helpless sport of

an unkind fete--a very real force, almost anthropomorphic,
to tha Wessex dweller. Here will be treated only pity
towards dumb life, from which Hardy drew parallels of pity
towards the almost equally dumb (inarticulate) peasant.

It is this instinetive pity rather than any concept of pain
in generel that gave Hardy pause.

Hardy has denied that Jude the QObscure is intended to
be autobiographical. Yet the idea persists that at least
the boy Jude somewhat presents a picture of Hardy's feel-
ingse The first bit of advice Jude received was

Be a2 good b0y, remember; and be kind to aninmals axé
birls, and read all you can. 19

His first job, scaring the rooks from the farmer's corn,
he lost Dbecause through pity he let the birds ezat. Then
punishment care, the child Jude perceivad

+eo the flaw in the terrestrial scheme, by which whct

was good for God's birds was vad for God's gardenser.

19 Jude, .
20 Jude, 11.
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We may believe that the eaverags boy would recognize the
folly of letting conduct be governed by pity, thai he would
see that philosophizing on the unfairness of nalure brought
only pain to himself. 3ut

ee« Though Farmer Troutham had just hurt him, he was
a boy who could not himself bear to hurt anything. He
had never brought home & nest of young birds without lying
awake in misery half the night after, and often reinstat-
ing them end the nest in the original place the next morning.
He could scarcely bear to see trees cul down or lopped,
from a fancy that it hurt them; and late pruning, when
the sap was up and the tree bled profusely, had been a
positive zgrief to him in his infancy. This weakness of
character, as it may ve called, suggesteld thst he was the
sort of man who was born to ache a good deal before the
fall of the curtain upon his unnecessary life should signify
that all was well with him again. He carefully picked
his way on tiptge among the esrthworms without killing
a single ona. =

As Jude pondered the ordering of the world, he concluded that
growing up brought responsibilities. ... Events did

not rhyme gquite a2s he had thought. Nature's logic was too

horrid for him %o ~are for. That mercy towards one set

of creatures was cruelty towards another sickened his sense
of harmony. 2

The man Jude did not get over the humane "weakness" in his
character. Whether Jude is in any sense Hardy or not, the
horrible details of (‘he pig<killing could only havs Dbeen
told by one who had witnessed such a scens with eyes of
pity, and with & mind not a2t ease as to its justice.

At the same time that he weighed the undeserved
sufferings of dumb life, Hardy attacked inhumanity in
man. The two were inseparsble. When grieved over the
2l Judes, 12

22 Jude, 14
23 dJuda, 71
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inhumanly wounded pheasants, Tess recelled thet she had
been t0ld when a gi»". that hunters, rough and brutel sas
they seemed when pointing {their guns with

eee & Dloodthirsty 1light in their eyes ... were, in
fact, quite civil persons, save during certain weexks of
gutumn and winter, when, like the inhabitaents of the
Malay Peninsula, they ran amuck, asnd made it their purpose
to destroy 1life, ... conduct at once so unmannerly snd so
unchivalrous towgﬁds their weaker fellows in Nature's
teeming family.

As she put the yet living birds out of their torture
by breaking their necks with her trembling hends,

.o he was eshamed of herself for her zloom of the
night, based on nothing mors tangihle then & sense of
condemnation under an arbitrery law of society whiech had
no foundation in nature.

Hardy has not'left us any notable records of the cruelty
of animals to each other, probably because such cases are
too common, and because nothine can be done gbout it.

Man is the offendere. The wagtail let the bull, the
stallion, and the mongrel pass without fear, but

A perfect gentleman then nearsed;
The wagtaeil, in a winking,
With terror rose and dissppesared;
The baby fell a-thinking. 26

One of the most poignant of the humenitarian poems is of
the song bird

3linded ere yet a-wing

3y the red-hot needlse.
Resenting not such wrong,
Thy grievous pain forgot,
Bternal dark thy lot,
Groping thy whole life long,
Afser that stab of fire;
Enjsiled in pitiless wire;
Resenting not such wrong. op

24 1Tless, 318
25 Tess, 318

26"Wagtail and baby"’, Collected Poems, 278
27 "rhe 3linded 3ird" Tollected foems, 418
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Other examples might be sighted to show the z.1.8kip

Tardy felt with the dumb creation. One of his last poens,
"Compassion", is an ode in celebration of the Centennsary

of the Royal Society for the Provention of Cruelty to

Animals. It is dated January 22, 1924. 28

In his letters and notebooks Hardy left sevsral
testimonies of his sensitiveness to the sufferings of
animals. These latter references are mostly from reather
late in life. One of these, a letter to the LRev. S
Whittel Key, is reminiscent of "A Modest Proposeal:"

I am not sufficiently acquainted with the meny
varieties of sport to pronounce which is, quantitatively,
the most cruel. I can only say generally thet the pre-
valence of those sports which consist in the pleasure of
watching a felloww~creature, weaker or less favored than
ourselves, in its struggles, by Nature's poor resources
only, to esceape the degafth-agony we mean to inflict by
the treacherous contrivances of science, seems one of the
many @gonvincing vroofs that we have not yet emerged from
barbarism.

In the pvresent state of affairs there would appear
to be no logical reason why the smaller children, say,
of overcrowded families, should not be used for sporting
purposes. Darwin has revealed that there would be no
difference in principle; moreover, these children would

often escape lives intrinsically %gss happy than those
of wild birds and other animals.

The moct significant pronouncements are contained in two
lettere written in 1909 and 1910, 3oth show that the pity

of his early life had now become rationalized:

The discovery of the law of evolution, which re-
vealed that all organic creatures are of one family,
shifted the center of altruism from humanity to the whole
conscious world collectively. Therefore the practice
of vivisection, which might have been defenced while the
belief ruled that men and animals are essentially different,

28 '"Compsssion,” Collected rfoems, 791
29 Later years, 1J6.
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has been left by that discovery without sny logical
argument in its favor. And if the practice, to the extent
merely of inflicting slight discomfort now and then, be
defended (as I sometimes hold it may) on grounds of it
being good policy for animals as well as men, it is neverw
theless in strictness a wrong, and stands precisely in the

same cate%ory as would stand its practice on men fthem-
selves., 9

Po the Secretary of the Humenitarian League --

Fow people seem to perceive fully as yet that the
most far-reaching consequence of the establishment of
the common origin of all species, is ethical; that it
logically involves a readjustment of altruistic mora%s
by enlarging as a necessity of rightness the application
of what has been called "The Golden Rule"” beyond the
area of mere mankind to that of the whole animal kingdom.
Possibly Derwin himself did not wholly perceive it,
though he alluded to it. While man wus deemed to be &
creation apart from all other creatures, & secondary or
tertiary morality was considered good enough towards
the "inferior" races; but no person who reasons nowadeys
can escape the trying conclusion thet this is not mein-
taineble. And though I myself do not at present see how
the principle of equal justice 8l1ll around is to be carried

out in its entirety, I recognize that the League is
grappling with the question. 31

¥inally, in his will Hardy left money to two societies
whose object was to lessen the sufferings of animals on

the way from the {farms to the slaughter centors. 32

A man thet had so abiding a feeling of kinship to
the "inferior races" could never frame & philosophy not

based in considerable part on data respecting their

position in the world. It was in part dhe necessity for

ratiocinating this material that made Herdy slower than
was Eliot in reaching & major premise. This lengthened
time gave opportunity for more extended obsqrvation of
30 Lataer Years, 138.

31 Later Years, 141
32 Later Years, 250
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phenomena to be used in meking his induction. That the
phenomene recorded are mostly of the pessimistic sort
may oe due to the peculiar selectivity of Hardy's pere
ception. Or it may be due to the fact that phenomena are
not pleasant when viewed impartially end without an
artificial distortion to make them more pleesing. Hardy
himself seemed to change his mind somewhat on this metter
during his life.

Of the writings and thinkers that influenced Hardy's
early authorship, we know much less than in the case of

George Eliot. Before writing Far From the lladding Jrowd,

his fourth novel, he read Comte's Positive Philosophy.

That he was influenced by it is certain from the following

comment by urs. Hardy:

The Spectator ... hazarded a guess that it might
be from the pen of George Eliot ... However, he cone
Jectured, as a possible reason for the flattering guess,
thet he had latterly been reading Comte's Positive Phil.
osophy, and writings of that school, some of whose
expressions had thus passed into his vocabulary, ex-
pressions which were also common to George Eliot. 92

Some years later the death of George Eliot again set him

thinking gbout Positivism. At this tine he writes:

If Comte had introduced Christ among the worthies
of his ceglendar it would have made Positivism tolerable
to thousands who, from position, family connection, or
garly education, now decry what in their heart of hearts
they hold to contain the germs of a true sjstem. It
would have enabled them to modulate gently into the new
religion by deceiving themselves with the sophistry thut
they still continued one«guarter Christiens, or one-

@ighth, or one-twentieth, z2s the case might be: This is

32 Barly nife, 129
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& matter of policy, without which no religion succeeds in
making way.

An entry made in his journal on July 19, 1883,
gives Hardy's justification for his particular kind
of outspoken Positivism:

In future I am not going to praise things because the
acecurmulated remarks of ages sey they are great and good,
if those accumulated remarks are not based on observation.
And I am not going to condemn things bacause a pile of
accepted views ranked together from §radition, and acquired
by instillation, say antecedently that they were bad.d4

This is the principle upon which Hardy had long been
writing, and this entry does not, of course, merk an
gpoch in his thought. It simply shows that his Positivism
was to be outspoken, whereas Eliot's was softened by a
kindly tolerance and outward conformity. In spite of
her basic fositivism Bliot seemed to believe fthat somew
how truth would triumph without her feeble aid. Her
devotion to truth became conditioned by feelings of duty
and expediency and religion. Hardy remained untrammeled
for a longer period, and nevar got far from the agnosti-
cism requisite for the keen observer. This agnosticism
is reflected in & latter writien when he was sixty:

iy own interest lies largely in non-rationalistic
subjects, since non.rationality saeems, so far as onse can

perceive, t0 be the principle of the Universe. By which
I do not mwean foolishness, but rather a principle for

which there is no exact name, lying at the ing%fference
point between rationality and irrationelity.

34 ZHarly Life, 210
35 Labter yeurs, 90
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Excellent testimony that he had not yet ceased to gather
data and that he had not yet begun to bend the data
furnished by hie senses to the support of any intellectual
vested interest. In spite of charges of its eruelty,
Hardy's method of representing life is the kindlier is
spirit, for it is the method of complete, fearless diagnosis.
Real kindness demands that the man of vision tell the whole
truth as he sees it. That he finds life to be without
valua, or worse, can not excuse the artist for deceiving
its vietims. Hardy's method is also much more in accord
with whatever dignity and worth man may heve, for it treats
man as able to hear the truth and to form his own con-
clusions--a prerogative granted by few literary artists
and by no religious propagandists.

Resuma: George Eliot's Positivism was reached at
a relatively early age. OShe was assisted in the formstion
of her major premises by learned friends and by wide
reading in philosophy. The objectivity of her rezadings
and recordings of »henomsna may very conceivably have been
distorted by her early adoption of a satisfying philosophy
and by her outward acquiescence in what to her was error.
Thomas Hardy was rathar late in coming t0 any philosophy
of life. The principal reason for this retardation was
his humanitarian feeling, which greatly multiplied the

data for him to weigh before reaching any satisfactory
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solution to the incongruities of the world. This very
lateness made his testimony more trustworthy than it
otherwise would have been. {is Positivism was outspoken,
unhampared by any misteken kindness that would soften,
conceal, or gloss8 his testimony. 3Both Eliot and Hardy
held that @& priori philosophies are limited by the

faculties of the humen mind; that only through Positive

Science can progress be mada.
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CHAPTER III

THE IMMANENT WILL

In an early scens of Goaethe's Faust the learned men
sits in his study, attempting to rendsr into German the
Greek logos of John l.i. After successively discarding

1
Wort, Sinn, and Xraft, he fixes on That as best translating

the idea implied in logos. In the English Bible logos is
transleted word. To the layman not concerned with the
theological second person of the Trinity, it means the
prime cause, the first reason, the unconditioned. Thisg
idea Thomas Hardy attempts to translate from his con-
sciousness into defining terms in many of his stories and
poems, The most commonly chosen name is Immanent Will,
borrowad from Arthur Schopenhauers. Hardy also employs
many other names, especially in the Dynasts, to define
more narrowly the concept. He further attempts to make
his idea understandable through describing the consciousness
and activities of the Will,

Definition: A survey of the various terms epplied
to the Immanent Will in the Dynasts gives a fairly accurate

under standing of Hardy's conception of the present status of

she Will. This description by nomencleture contains no
fewer than foriy-four sugg-stive names, JAmong these are
the Immanent Will, used often: Viiceless Turner of the

Wheel; Prime .over; the uode (Being &s its attribute); the

1 The primary English meanings of these words are word,

sense, s8trength, and desd.
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Cause; the Prime; High Influence; All-inhering rFower; the
Unconscious Cause; ureat Unshaken; areat .lecessitator;
World Soul; Bternal Urger; Unweeting wind; lLate; lFoxce;
Purposive, Unmotived, Dominant Think; Rapt Determinator;
the Back of Things; the Immanent Unrecking; the Unknowable;
the Great Foresightless; the Loveless, L teless; the
absolute; It; the Along; the Immanent Shaper. Some of
these names are also employed in various poems and storiec.

The many terms employed to identify the Will are not
in themselves a satisfactory definition, however suggestive
of attributes they may be to the imazination. They are
partially successful in establishing the connotations of
the term Will. They are the only definition Hardy attempted.
Phat Will is not in itself a perfect term, although pos-
8ibly the best to be found, Hardy admits in a letter to
wr. Edward Wright:

I quite agree with you in holding that the word
'"Will' does not perfectily fit the idea to be conveyed--
a vague thrusting or urging internal force in no pre-
det rwined direction. 3ut it has becoms accepted in
philosophy for want of a bett:r, and is hardly likely
to bs supplanted by another, unless & highly gppropriate
ona could be found, which I doubt. The word that you
suggest--Impulsa-=-seems to me to imply & driving powser
behind it; also a spasmodic movement unlike that of,
say, the tendencg of an ape to become a man and other
such procecses.
In another letter he admits thaet the term is not alto-

gether satisfactory, but adds that

, in the lack of znother word to express precicely
what is meant, & secondary sense hes gradually arisen,

2 Lator Years, 124.
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that of effort exaercised in a reflex or unconscious
manner. Another word would have been better if oane
could have had it, though 'power' would not do, as

power can be sugpended or withheld, and the forces of
Nature canmnot.

¥ailing to give us a satisfactory definition of the
Will, Hardy has furnished us with abundant data of

the character and activities of tha Immanent Will.

Character of the Immenent Will: In developing &
concept from the narrative and descriptive paraphrases
that Hardy has left, the reader must remember that the
poet has used imaginative terms not accurately trans-
latable into prose ideas. Hde must also remember that
this material covers a long period of years and in-
evitably a wide rangs of moods in the author as well as
soma changes of belief. Lince Hardy is an artist as well
a8 a philosopher, one may expect him in the enthusiasm of
creation to hazard some opinions that at other times he
would repudiate. Yet a careful coavassing shows not only
his fanciful imaginings dbut also quite plainly his more
sober judgment.

Po the artist the Vill does not always appesar as
of the same grade of coysciousness. Or one might say
that in some passages the Will is described in more
anthropomorphic tarms than in others. Three such degrees

of consciousness are fairly distinguishable, besides &

3 To Dr. Bdward Clodd, idarch 22, 1904. Later Years, 105
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fourth, which is postulated &s a future "meloir" possi-
pility.

l. Sometimes the Will is merely a "sublime fermenting-
vat." This is the evolutionary Will, ever oecoming, in
a state of endless flux. This is the Nature that drives
her vietims, not purposively, but bvecause It must ever
work. It is the Crass Casualty of "Hap," although in this
short poem the evolutionary character is not evident. In
gny case Will so conceived is nowmsentieant of good or evil,
and therefore is not to be blamed, for "guilt does not
lie in willing, but in willing with knowledge." 4 This
amorphous conception of the Will is hinted as the Will
to Enjoy in an entry in Hardy's notebook dated July 16,
1888:

Thought of the determination to enjoy. We see it
in all nature, from the leaf on the tree to the titled
lady at the ball. ... It is achieved, of a sort, under
superhaman difficulties. Like pent-up wator it will
find a chink of possibility somevhere. Iven the most
oppressed of men and animals find it, so that ousv of a
thousand there is hardly one who has not a sun of some
sort for his soul.
Again he calls it the

eee "appatite for joy", which stimulates all
cregtion; that tremendous force which sways humanitg to
its purposs, as the tide sways the helpless weed.
Occagionally, not often, the seeming malevolencse of a
certain spot, as Egdon Heath, seems thus amorphous.
4 Schopenhauer, Arthur: The Vorld as Will and Idea, 204

o. darly Life, 279
6 less, <l6.
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Usually the spirit of a place is more personal.

2. dost often the Will is & stupid, blind urger, who

works unconsciously, as heretoforse,

Ztearnal artistries in Jircumstance,

Whose patterns, wrought by rapi aesthetic rote,

veam in themselves Its single listless aim,

And not their circumstancs.

This "Immanent Doer that doth not know" is sometimes
conceived as having grown tired of his partly finished
toy, and as having dozed in his reasoning and perceptive
faculties while yet willing in & mechanistic fashing.
Usually It has not yet completely emerged into consciousw
ness, but works in a state of calm nescience, giving no
warnings and answering no questions. It has no sense
of good or ill, of pain or pleasurse. It is supremely
indifferent to Its creatures, mutely mwusing over their
fates. It is without any sustained aim. Yet It is
ceaselessly striving toward It knows not what. That
gountless midges are tortured ¢ dest: ;yed is immetsrial
to 2 non-sentient being. Tha faet that their feelings
end desires are intense cannot concern Ite It can not
pay heed to man's motives any more than to Its own.
The evils that man commits because driven by this Will
are not morally chargeable {c It, for it is nescient and
irrespoansible. That the sins so committed ere not wholly

chargeable to man is another matter, one on which Hardy

7 Jynasts, 1.
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differs considerably frow George Eliot, as will appear
later. An unexpleined reference in Hardy's journal
gives very doubtful help on this point, because of the
confused use of the verb to sih. FElsewhere Jardy usas
sin to mean conscious evil doing. Here the term seems
to mean to err. Hardy's doctrine of Free Will, as ex-
plained later in this chapter, would not allow the usual
meaning of sin to be used here. The Italics are mine,
December 10 (1888) . . . He, she, had blundered;
but not as the Prime Cause had blundered. Ha, she, had
sinned; but not as the Prire Cause hgd sinned. He, she,
was ashamed and sorry; but not as the Prime Cause would
be ashamed and sorry if it knew.
When the Spirit of the Years shows to the Spirit of the
£ities the mad massacre at Waterloo, the Pities asks
why the Will prompts "so senselsss-shaped a doing." The

Years ezonerates the unrecking misdoer with

I have t0ld thee thet It works uawittingly,
AS One pos:zessed, not judging.

Again through the Spirit of the Years we learn %%at
Winmes,
eee the Will heaves through Space, and moulds the
Tith mortals for Its fineers! e shall sae
Again men's passions, virtues, visions, crimes,
Obey resistlessly

The purposivs, unawot ived, dominant Thing
which sways in brooding dark their wayferingd

Such & doetrine of an irresponsible manipulator is ex-
ceedingly repugnant to the mind that wishes to bring order

out of chaos-- to exteblish responsibility. Yet

8 Darly Life, 282.

9 Dynasts, 517
1o oI T —T91.
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Hardy shows it as the usual ccncomitant of disillusion-
" ment.

The concept of the devalopment of the Will from the
first o the second degree of consciousness, from "sublime
fermenting~vat™ to"blind urges," is shown in & paragraph

from Jude the Qbscure:

Vaegue and quaint imaginings had hasunted Sue, in
the days when her invellect scintillaced like a star,
that the world resembled a stanzs or melody composed
in a dream; it was wonderfully excellent to the half
aroused intelligence, but hopelessly absurd at the full
waking; that the First Cause worked automatically like
& somasrdulist, and not reflectively like a3 sage; that
at the framing of the terrestrial conditions there
seemad naver to have been contemplated such a develop-
ment of emotional perceptiveness among the crestures
subject to those conditions as that reached by thinking
and educated humanity. 3But affliction makes opposing
forces loom anthropomorphous; and those ideas were now
exchanged for a sensi of Jude and herself fleeing
from a pers->cutor. 1

3ut whither to flee?

Sometimes the Will, while yet mainly nescient,
seems to approach the third grade, that of sentience.
In the following passage the Will is a great Denier,
possibly sentient:

Then ancother silence, till she was seized with
another uuncouvrollable fit of grief. "There is some.
thing external to us which says, "You shan't!' First
it said, "You sha'n't learn!' Then it s=zid, 'You
sha'n't labor!' Now it says, 'You sha'n't lovei!'"

He tried to sodthe her by saying, "That's bitter
of you, darling.'

"3ut it's trmel" 12

11. Jude, 407,
12 Ibid, 401,
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This theory of a Will either wholly or partially
nescient is utterly iconoclastic--as far as the poles
from the comfortable dualism of the Victorian Age, and
of our own. For such & Will is neither good nor evil, but
pcwerful, arvitrary, unpredictable. - Criticse, especially
those theologically incelined, have bitterly condemned
this view as robbing man of all dignity and making him
& mere puppet in the hands of e blind power. 13 In answer
I would meke two observations. First, the inherent
dignity of man as conceived by anyone who pratendé to
more than the most material philoscphy is not conditioned
by the treatment he is accorded from without. In other
words, a man driven by fate i8 not less worthy then he
would bDe if fate were not present. Second, it has never
beean satisfactorily proved that truth is in any way de-
pendent upon gdvantage to man, or that the universe is
constituted for men's benefit. This will be trested
further in the section of Religion.

S« Often, especially in the later poems, Hardy
postulates a Will sufficiently sentient to be at least
partially capable of pleasure, pain, malice, but not
quite omnipotent. To the degree in which the Will is
both sentient and potent, It may be held morally
rasponsible. A very high degree of sentience is indi-
cated in a fragment in Hardy's notebook, dated ilay 29,

1922. No poem or story victures the Will so far emerged

13 Whitfield, T. H.: Thomas Hardy.
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from the unconscious:

. Poem <~ I -- Pirst Cause, omniscient, not omni.
potent -~ limitations, difficulties, etc., from being
only able to wor§4by Law (His only failing is lack

of foresight)a.
Hardy's intent was obviously to write a poem from the

point of view of I, the Will, which would somewhat

axonerate the Will from moral guilt for Its evident
blunders in ordering the universe. But is not this
merely placing the responsibility one step further
back? Hardy does not postulate what may be the naturse
of this government behind the Will. Possibly the conw-
ditioning is meant to be inherent in the nature of the
Will itself, although that does not quite tally with
the earlier conception of the Will @s conditioned not
by any external, but only by Its own nescience and aime.
lessness.- A conditioning outside the Vill would not
agree with Hardy's doctrine of .ionism, on which he bases
his theory of Free Will. A somewhat similar idea is
recorded by William Archer in reporting a conversation
with lir. Hardy:

dr. Hardy: ... Do you know Harftmann's philosophy of
the Unconscious? It suggested to me what seems almost
like & workable theory of the great problem of the origin
of evil -.~ though thig, of course, is not Hartmenn's own
theory -~ namely, that there may be a consciousness,
infinitely far off, at the other end of the chain of
phenomena, always striving to express itself, and

always baffled and blundering, just as the spirits seem
to be. 15

14 Later Years, 226
15 Archer, Wm.: Real Conversations, 40.
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But these. two references seem t0 present fanciful
hypotheses rather thaen typical indictments of a sentient
Will., They a&scribe to the Will a more anthropomorphic
mind than appears in Hardy's most convincing writing.
Phere, in so far as the Great Causer has at all emerged
into awareness, It is somewhat imbecilic. It is different
from the Immanent Unrecking, but for prractical purposes
it is not much better. To the intellect this view of
an imbecilic Cause is certainly less satisfying than
that of the nescient Urger or that of the ommiscient,
limited Cause. In his apostrophe to the portrait of the
woman about to be hanged, it is certainly not a sane Cause
that Hardy refreins from chiding:
Would that your Causer, ere knoll your knell
For this riot of passion, might deign to tell
Why, since It made you -
Sound in the germ,
i1t sent a worm
To madden Its handiwork, when It might well
Not have assayed you,
Not have implanted, to your desep rue,
The Clytaemnestrs spirit in you,
And with purblind vision
Sowaed a tare
In a fi31ld so fair,
An a thing of symmetry, seemly to view,
3rought to derision! 16
Hare the spirit is not one of rebuke to the mad Cause,
but rether of compassion toward the soul made to suffer
for the arbitrary sport of a Setebos. Instead of ordering
Its universe as a sane governor would, the Cause pro-

ceads with its

16 "On the Portrait of a Women About to be Hangeu,"”
Collected Poems, 747.
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.+ unconscious planning,

Lize a potter raptly panning:
Chorus

And then, Love and Light Its gim --

Good Its glory, Bad Its blame?

Nay; to alter evermore

Things from what they were before.

17
lilany of Hardy's poems and stories are recitals
of the inane pranks of this partly sentient Will,
occasionally for poetic purposes objectified as plursel,
as the "Purblind Doomsters™ of "Hap.!" The only merit
of this Will is a sense of irony. The classis example
of their hideous sport is found in the ending of Tess:
"Justice" was done, and the President of the
Immortals (in Aeschylean phrase) had ended his sport
with Tess. And the D'Urberville knights and dames
slept on in their tombs unknowing. 18
Cases of monstrous irony mey be found in almost any

story in A Group of Noble Dames and Life's Little Ironies.

Small wonder that the moon says of life
O, I think of it, often think of it
As a show
aod ought surely to shut up soon, 19
As I go.
But the show does not shut.

«0re intolerable to Hardy than thet man should be
made sport of is the idea that his affliction serves
no e8nd, not even the amusement of moronic Immortals.
There is bitterness in hearing It report to the in-
guiring poet:

17 Dynasts, 517.
18 Tess, 457

13 770 the iioon," Collected Poems, 41l.
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Well, my forethoughtless mades to you
llay seem & shameles® thing,

But -- I'd no meaning, that I knew
In crowning Desth as Ring! 20

Instead of smiling "at this collapse of Austrie's
men-at-arms, so0 drolly done", the Great Unshaksn remzins
"impassible as glacial snow,"
Again the poet complains:
If but some vengeful god would cgll to me
From up the sky, and laugh: "Thou suffering thing,
Xnow that thy sorrow is my ecstacy,
That thy love's loss is my hate's profiting:

Then could I bear it, clench myself, and die,
Steslad by the sense of ire unmerifed;
Halfwsased in that a Powerfuller than I
Had willed and metaed me the tears I shed.

22

But not so.

Since, then, man's ills are the result of the
purposelassness, of at best listlessness, of the Prime
Wover, what, if any, is the remedy? Hardy's favorite one
is that tha Unconecious shall at last wake infto com-
Plete sentience. This idea, the basis of his distinctive
doctrine of ueliorism Hardy claimaed as his own. On
Februsry 2, 1908, He adds this postsecript to a letfter to
Jr, Clodd:

The idea of the Unconscious Will becoming conscious
with flux of time, is @lso new, I think, wh.tever it
may be worth. At anggrate I have never m:t with it

anywhere. . H.

Seven years later he repeated the claim in a letter to

20 "An Inquiry ,!' Collected loems, 720.

21 Dynests, 76. ‘

22 ™Hap™. Collected Poecums, 7.

2& Later .sars, 276. wee also letter to wr. Bdw. Vright,
later in this chapter.
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Dr. Salaedy:

+he assumption of unconsciousness in the driving
force is, of course, not new. 3ut I think the view
0f the unconscious force as gradually becoming conscious:
i.e., that consciousness is creeping furthar and further
back towards the origin of force, had nevar (so far
as I xnow) been advanced before The Dynasts appeared.
3ut being only a mere impressionist I must not pretend
to be a philosopher in a lettsr and ask you to believe me.24

Among Poems of the Past and Present, published in 1911,

two definitely postulate this fubure coming into conscious-
ness of the Prime Causer. "The Sleep-Worker" is a query

as to the result of such an awakening:

When wilt thou wake, O wother, wake and see -=
As one who, held in trance, has laboured long
By vacant rote and prepossession strong --

The coils that thou hast wrought unwittingly,
Wilt thou destroy, in one wild shock of shame,
Thy whole high heaving firmamental frame, 25

Or patiently adjust, amend, and heal?
"God-Forgotten" in the same collection is an ironic

fantasy, imagining & truly moral god who says,

fhou shouldst have learnt that Not to .end
For lMe could mean but Not to Know. 26

That msn's condition may be ameliorated by the coming
awakening into awareness of the Will is suggssted in the
Dynasts:

Chorus of the rities
Yot It may wake and understand
Are aarth unshape, know all things, and
Tith xnowledge use a painless hand,
A painless hand. a7

24 Later Years, 70.
25 ™he oSleep~orker”, Collected Poems, 110.
26 "God-Forgotten", Jollaclted <oams, ll3.

27 Jynasts, 322.
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One of Hardy's late poems, "Xenophanes, the Monist of
Colophon," suggestslthat this Great Dumb, vainly queried
by Zenophanas twenty-five hundred years ago, still snores
in Its sleep:

oome day I may tell,
When 1've broken iy spell.

But that will be long hence,

«.e. When you're forgotten,

And 01ld cults are rotten,

And bulky codes shotten. 28
Hardy suggests that through an inadvertence man
has preceded the Will into consciousness. That is,
a part of the Cosmos has attained consciousness and
is become sentient man. Just why this perticular part
of the Cosmos is become conscious, is not answered.
Nor is reason given for bvelieving that no ofther part
of the Cosmos is emerged from unconsciousness. This
does not at all deny Hardy's general doctrine of ilonism.
The Cosmoe is becoming conscious -~ emerging from
nescience ~- with undeserved pain to the peri already
sentient. ian, .8 the part of the Cosmos already emergad
into sentience, is imagined as leading the Will to
clearer conscicusness, and theraefore to a finer sense of
morality. God, when rebuked by ma&n for flagrant oruelty,

answers.

28 '"Xenophanes, ' Collected roems, 692
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The thought (of cruelty) is new t0 ma.
Forsooth, though I men's master be,
Theirs is the teaching mind! 29
We see man's intelligence as

.o+ but an unrackoned incident 30
0f the all-urging Will, raptly magnipotent.

This "Unreckoned incident™ is fancifully described as
the coming of a germ of Consciousness

ces On an a@aerolite

Alons ago
From some far globe, whare no distress
Had means to mar supreme delight. 31

The conclusion suggested in this poem, however, is
not that greater awareness of the Will shall relieve
dissress, but that

ess ilaybe now
Normal unawarsness awaits rebvdirth.

32
Whichever form Jeliorism may take is not imporéant in
this connection. A more essential thesis is that the Till,
whidh now knows neither good nor evil, but whose maniw
festations work mischief for mankind because they are
unordered, will become good if once consciousnese is
established. DNo other thesis could be consistent with
Hardy's belief in the essential goodness of man as &
phenomenon of the Cosmos, enlightened by sentisnce. In
preceding the Will inbto coasciousness, man has also
attained a higher morglity than that of the semi-conscious
Will. Then man may hope that if the rest of the Cosmos --~
the Will that anow thwarts man -~ becomes aware, it also

29 "God's RBducation," ‘ollacied roems, 261.

30 Dynasts, 137.
%1 "The AHrolite." Zollectead Poems, 736.

32 Ibid
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will becoma good. We should be
esethankful yes

Iime's finger should have stretched to show
No aimful author's was the blow

That swept us prone, .
But the Immanent Doer's That doth not know,

Which in some age unguessed of us
ey 1lift Its blinding incubus,
And see, and own: 33
"It grieves me I did thus and thusi"
One of Herdy's very late poems, "A Philosophical Fantasy,”

published in the Fortnightly Review, January, 1927, con-

tains this stanza of hope of meliorism:
Aye, to human tribes nor kindlessness
Nor love I've given, but mindlessness,

Which state, though far from ending,

iay nevertheless be mending. 34

There yel remains the_problem of reconciling fthe
Immenent Will with the individual free will that is
essential to morality as conceived by ilr. Hardy.

Hardy has been accused of pronouncing false "the

inner world revealed by consciousness -- the world of
fesling, yalue, and purpose;" and delusive "our disw
tinctive tresits, such as conscience or remorse, implying
as they do responsibility on our part.” 35 If this

is the message that Herdy gives the world, we can surely
not rejoice in it as one 1ikely (o0 elevate mankind.

And we can somewhat understand why protagonists of

33 "Phe 3low," Collected 20ems, 449.

34 Latar Years, 253.
35 Shafer, Robert: Christisnity and Jaturalism, 265, 248.
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various sorts of orthodoxy should attacke Hardy as

& subverter of youth. Yet it is not the part of scholar-
ship to denounce a doctrine on the ground of its being
opposed to one's preconceived notion of teleology. The
progress of the world has been t00 much retarded by the
woll meant suppression of disturbing doctrines -- a
suppression that does not appear to have made happier the
menkind for whose benefit it was practiced. =Rather the
seeker after truth should demounstrate the falsity of

the doctrine before denouncing it. And he should make
cartain that the artist has promulgated the objection-
able doctrine before censuring him.

In his own mind Hardy was clear as to the recon-
ciliation of the driving, external Will and individual
free will. He believed that man has a modicum of in-
herent will by virtue of his being a minute part of the
total Great Will, which is for the most part unconscious.
dan, as a relatively emerged bit of the Cosmos, can
distinguish between good and evil. And, as a pertly
free agent, he can often choose the good. In proportion
as he can both see the right and do his wish, he is
morally rqsponsible -~ not to anything outside himself,
but to his own enlightened soul. 3ut tc the degree in
which he is unenlightened or is bound or manipulated

as one of Barth's jackaclocks?e he is to be pitied.

36 Dynasts, 6.



He is sometimes made to perform evils that he hates
gaven while he does them. 1In such & case the sin «- if
sin there be -- cannot be charged to him, for he is
only the hand of an unweeting compulsion. This gloomy
futility of the man either unenlightened or impotent

or both is the most novel feature of Hardy's art, and
so has been allowad to obscure the element of free will
that is just as evident. There is, then, a seeming
dualism in the soul. ilen can make free choices between
good and evil up to a certain point. Beyond this point
he can sometimes see the good and desire it, but cannot
execute his wish. Thut is, he is conditioned by a
mightier than he in the form of destiny, fate, en-
vironment, h:redity, or some element external to his
individual will. Almost any novel vI1ll ser—3 to
illustrate this seeming duglism in a theoretic monism.
ifor instance, Jude has an unusual degree of enlighten-
ment. He can see idsel goods and he is able to make
many ideal choices. That is, his enlightened will is
largely free. 3utl the point that Haerdy impresses on
the reader is thut Jude is not free in all things, that
his choice is sometimes forced by the ouier Till--

here his passion for women and for liguor. This does
not mean that he is otherwise free. His body and his
activities -= the objective Jude -~ are often the sport

of an externel compulsion. Sut his volition is wmeinly



free, and good, except for these two passions. Another
writer might have pictured a Jude whose every impulse
was governed by arbitrary destiny. The fate of Jude
might then have besn deplorable or beatifie; it could not
have been ivragic. OJome writers -- for example, Feorge
Zliot -~ might have shown us a Jude with a much greater
degres of autonomy. Instances of wills not entirely
free are to be found in all the greater novels.

Another type of reconciliction %o be made is
this: The individual will, ordinerily capable of
making right choices, is forced to choose between two
apparent goods. J3ut accurate choice is difficult to
make because the enlightenment is not perfect. This
problem is common enough in reul life. Hardy gives it
a sympathetic treatment in "A Tragedy of Iwo Ambitioms.” 37
A reprovate father has fellen into a weilr and is calling
for help. His two clerical sons stend &t 1 little
distance. Two goods appear: +to rescue the father, or
to insure their sister's happiness and their own success
by allowing his worthless life to expire. The guestion
of whct they should do is too difficult, too subtle to
ba at once decided. And the time allowed b, fate for
the choice is very snorbte As we re;ﬁ the story at
leisure we 3s8ure ourselves thet we should have rescued
the Tautrer. The two sons recognize laeter their error

in allowing the father to perish. 3ut what Herdy would

37 wLife's Little Ironies, 44.
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tell us here is that man is not always sufficiently out
of the dark to see what choice he should make, even

when he wishiz to choose the best. 1In this case our
condemnation must give way before pity. Such &
situation is even more intolerabls than the one in which
moral choice is denied through inborn pessions or limite
ing environment. The spirit of tragedy, which must in-
volvae freedom of will, is for. the moment displaced by
one of paralysis, which in turn becomes thoe bitterest
irony when the good, chosen only passively, turns fto
dust and ashes.

Hardy has been accused of writing stories in which
the individual free will is entirely displaced by the
outside Will. This accusaction mey meen either of two
things. PFirset, that the individual, fthough able to
form choices, is impotent to execute his wishes, that
he is the unwilling sport of Circumstence. Second, that
the Immanent Will so dominates the individual free will
that it cean meke no conscious choices, that it is utterly
pacsive and without desire except &as that desire is
dietated ffom without. Hardy undoubtedly does present
some catesirophes of the first sort in the shorter poenms.
As mentioned earlier in this chapter, such outside com-
pulsion is wrongly teken by some as a denial of human

worthe It is rightly only & denial of man's sbility



to objectify his worth. Of the second sort, the utter
dominance of the individual will from without, I can

find no examples in Hardy. OSuch a dominance is what
zealots seek in religious ecstacy -- a subordinatior to the
will of some deity. That Hardy has creztaeld any character
whose will is completely under outside control, either good
or evil, seems an exaggeration. The nearest approach is

probably in the case of young Dare in A Laodicean. Herdy's

own testimony in « letter to Dr. Saleeby is apropos:

The nature of determination embraced in the
theory is that of a collective will; so that there is
a proportion of the total will in each part of the
whole, and each part has therefore, in strictness,
some freedom, which would, in fact, be operative as
such whenever the remaining great mass of will in
the univarss should happen to be in equilibrium.

Howaver, as the work is intended to be a poetic
drama and not a philosophic treatise I did not feel
bound to develop this., 98

His reconciliation of the Unconscious Will with the
free will is also conftained in a letter to wr. HEdward
Wright, partly quoted previously:

In & drematic epic -- which I may perhaps assume
lhe Dynasts t0 be -- some philosophy of life was
necessary, and I went on using that wiich I had de-
noted in my previous volumes of verse (and to some
extent prose) as belng a generalized form of whai the
thinking world had geradually come to adopt, myself in-
cluded. That the Unconscious Will of the Jniverse is
growing aware of Itself I believe I may claim as my
own idea so0laly ~- at which I arrived by reflecting
that what has already taken place in a fraction of the
whole {i.e. so much of the world as has become conscious)
is likely to take place in the mass; and there being no
Will outside the mass -~ that is, the Universe --
the whole Will becomes comscious fther:by: and uliimately,

38 Later Years, 269
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it is to be hoped, sympathetic.

I believe, too, that the Prime Cause, this Will,
has never vefore been called 'It' in any poetical
literature, English or foreign.

This theory, too, seems to me to settlse the
question of Free-will v. lecessity. The will of a
man is, according to itv, neither wholly free nor wholly
unfree. When swayed by the Universal Will (which he
mostly must be as a subservient part of it) he is not
individually free; but whenever it happens that all the
rest of the ureat Will is in equilibrium the minute
portion called ons person's will is free, just as a
performer's fingers are free to go on playing the
pianoforte of themselves when he talks or thinks of
soething else and the head does not rule them. 39

Resume: The Will as conceivad by Hardy is
immenent, autonomous, indestructible. So far he
agrees with Schopenhauer. ITypicelly the Will is
unconscious and aimless. In so far as the Will is
or may become conscious, it ceases to be aimless. In
this Hardy differs from Schopenhauer, whose Will is
always unconscious and eimless. It is on this latter
proposition thot Hardy bases one of his two theories
of seliorism -- the one principally held in his later
years and evidently the dearer to him. It is that re-
lief will come when and if the unconscious part of the
Cosmos follows men into consciousness. Hardy's Will is
not, as in Schopenhauer, malignant, but is supremely in-
different to man. In essence It is rather good than evil,
Thus, as the Will may become enlightensd there need be
no conversion of Its nature. S0 far as the oresent

result to man is concerned, thers is little difference

39 Ivbid, 124,



whether the Will is malignant or indifferent. Men,
as well as the rest of creation, is crushed by the
operation of a potent Will without governance. Lo,
&8 in Schopenhauer and von dartmemn, as well as in
the pessimistic philosophies of the Orient, pain is the
normal, positive state; pleasure is the negation of
pain -- an interlude in the prevailing order. The
doctrine is one of a monism &t present flawed through
the inadvertent enlightening of a part. The unen-
light ened mess works through "iMindless minions" that

In mechanized enchantment sway and show

A Will that wills above the will of each,

Yot but the will of all conjuctively;

A fabricec of excitement, web of rage,

Toat permeates as one stuff the weltering whole. 40

Ti1l the welior shall come men head best

38 mute, and let spin on
Phis whirlwind of the will!: 41

40 Jynasts, 344.
41 IEia, 496.
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CHAPTER IV
FATE CHARACTER  NEMESIS

Fate - Character in Eliot

"Character is destiny ," said Novalis. This rather
cryptic pronouncement Eliot quotes in the .iill on the
Floss and uses as a thesis for many of her developments.
She modifies its sense, however, in two directioms.
First, she uses is in a causative sense, meaning that
character determines, conditions, becomes destiny. She
would hardly reverse the phrase and say, "Destiny is
character,”" as Hardy sometimes does. Second, in common
with Hardy, although not to the same extent, she treats
character as only the partitive condition of destiny.
Like Hardy she shows a converse: %that destiny veyond
the individuel's control partitively determines the
character. The extent and direction of the interaction
of character and destiny give a clue to the comparative
hopefulness of the philosophies of Eliot and Bardy. It
is as we might suspect. DBoth show that our destinies
are, unfortunately, only partly subject to our volitions--
Hardy less than Eliot. Both show that our characters sre
in part shaped, directly or indirectly, by forces wholly
beyond our control -- Hardy much more than Eliot.

In a short moral essay on llaggie Tulliver's fate,
George Eliot indicataes how circumstance may occasion

action that will in turn affect character:



For the tragedy of our lives is notv createl entirely
from within. "Character", says Novalis, in ona of the
questionable aphorisms -- "character is destiny." But
not the whole of our destiny. Hamlet, Prince of Denmark,
was speculative and irresolute, and we have a great
tragedy in consequence. Jdut if his fether had lived to
a good o0ld age, and his uncle had died an early death,
we cen conceive Hamlet's having married Ophelia, and got
through life with a reputation of sanity, notwithstanding
many soliloquies, and some moody sarcasms towards the fair
daughter of Polonius, to say nothing of the frankest in-
civility to his father-in-law.

This circumstance outside the self, which forces
man's acts, Eliot never shows, as Hardy occasionally doss,
as dsceiving the individuel will. For instance, in a few
cases Hardy indicates that the Immanent Will aot only
forces man against his inner promptings to do acts which
would constitute sins if prompted by the individual free
will, but also deceives the free will itsalf so that it
wills to do what it'ordinarily would not. It is as if
the free will were non-existent. (Soe chapter on Immanent
Will.) George Eliot do2s not go to this length. Always
there is 2 modicum of free will that may make choice, sven
though sometimes faeeble. Again, in Hardy Destiny is
sometimes blamed for giving wan a will not uuite free
or not enlightened enough to maks right choices. Eliot
is not guite so clear es is Hardy in her theory of the
influence of this external Will on the individual free
will, but she seems to hold, as does the Church, thet

every man is endowaed with a free will strong enough to

1 1ill on the Floss, 427

———— i ——— ———
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make right choices in any situation. 7Yet she is much
influenced by B3ray's Necessitarianism -- that the end
product of the life is the absolute result of the
heredity as affected by the environmant. She must have
seen that this doctrine if carried to its ultimate cone
clusion would destroy all moral responsibility. As
specific a statemant as she makes of this placing of
rgsponsibility on one's nature, for which one can hardly
be to blame, is the Rev, lir. Irwin's defense of Arthur
Donithornae.:

Ah, but the mood lies in his nature, my boy, just
as much as his reflection did, and more. A man ¢can nevar
do anything &t variance with his own nature. He carries
within him the germ of his most exceptional action; and
if we wise people make emineant fools of ourselves on any
particular occesion, we must endure the legitimate con- -
clusion thst we carry a few grains of folly to our ounce
of wisdom.
That Eliot does not develop this irrefutable doctrinse
further, as does Hardy in his poems and storiss of futil-
ity, may mean that Eliot does not consider this thesis of

N

benefit to mankind. As appears elsewhere, she does temper
har scientific doetrine to the "shorn lamb.'" JShe does
not deny her faith; neither does she always exploit it.
In a modified form this admission is found in her de--
geription of the charactser of Tito ifalema. Yet in this

cage there seams not to be the purpose to extenuate the

wroag doing. Tito is the cne fully developed character

2 Adam J3ede, 177.
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that George Eliot eppears to have created with inw
sufficient morel viability. True, she did give him
many advantages of instruction and of companionship,
and she laid on him an obligation of gratitude that
would have restrained most men, even seaklings. If she
created him deductively, if she endowed him with in.
sufficient safeguards to meet his crises, if she made
him 8 man of straw t0 be burned for the edification of
her readers, she did him a wrong, and she was not true
to her inductivs art. In an egrly passage we read that

ese dis mind was destitute of thet dread which
has been erroneously decried as if it were nothing
higher than & man's animal care for his own skin: that
awe of the Divine Nemesis which was felt by religious
pagens, and, though it toox a more positive form under
Christianity, is still felt by the mass of mankind
simply as a vague fear of anything which is called wrong-
doing. Such terror of the unseen is so far above merse
sensual cowardice that it will annihilate that cowardicse;
it is the initial recognition of a2 moral law restrain-
ing desire, and checks the hard bold scorutiny of im-
perfect thought into obligations which can never be
proved to have any sanctity in the absence of feeling.
"It is good", sing the old Eumenldes, in AEschylus,
"that fsar should sit as the guardian of the soul,
foreing it into wisdom -~ good that men should carry &
threatening shadow in their hearts under the full sun-
shine; else, how should they learn to revere the right?"
That guardianship may becoms neadless; bul only when all
outward law has become needless -~ 0only when duty and
love have united in one streem and mads a common force., o

In the case of Arthur Doannithornse, salvation was to come
through his "nature" es modified by circumstaunce. 1In the
case of Tito, as appears leter in this chapter, destruction

was t0 come from the same sources.

3 Romola I, 120
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Again, without being very clear as to the responsi-
bility for our deseds, Eliot statss that these deeds, which
become a part of our immediate environment &as soon as they
are objectified into action, in turn affect their source.
lhus Arthur Donnithorne's ingenuous character is made de-
ceitful through the fancied necessity for concealment:

Arthur was in the wretched position of an open,
generous man, who had committed an error which makes
deception seem a necessiiy. The native impulse to give
truth in return for truth, to meet truth with freank con-
fession, must be suppressed, and duty was become a questim
of tactics. Iiis deed was reacting upon him -- was already

governing him tyrannously, and foreing him into & course
that jarred with his habituel feelings.

Eliot gives further moralizing comment on the effect on
Arthur's soul of his deception:

OQur deeds determine us, as much as we datormine our
deeds; and until we know what has been or will be the
particular combination of outward with inward facts,
which constitutes a man's critical actions, it will be
batter not to think ourselves wise abouf his character.
There is a terrible coercion in our deeds which may
first turn the honest man into a dsceiver, and then
reconcile him to the change; for this reason -~ that
the second wrong oresents itself to him in the guise
of the only practicabls right. The action which before
commission has bean seen with that blended common-sSense
and fresh untarnished feeling which is the healthy eye
of the soul, is looked at afterwards with the lens of
apologetic ingenuity, through which all things thot men
call beautiful and ugly are seen to be made up of
textures very much alike. DBurope adjusts itself to a
fait accompli, and so does an individual character, -=
until the placéd adjustment is disturbed by a conclusive
rotribution.

The moral that George Eliot would point in this essay
is plain enough. No one would dispute that it is sal-
utory to mankind. 3ut she does not make clear the

4 Adam J3ede, 317.
5 loid, 324 .
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original responsibility for those deeds thut debtermine

us.

The literary artist who takes pains to show character--
not merely the objective outcome of life ~- as affected
by externals usually allows his creature t0o be corrupted
or at least reduced to conformity, very seldom to be
exalted. In great art the reader is not ordinsrily mede
aware that fthere is a force outside the character that
is moulding more than his "fortune" unless that force is
sinister., This is practically always true in Hardy. 1In
BEliot there is usually, not always, a conflict betwaen
inherent nobility and parverting circumstance. OSometimes,

as in Daniel Deronda, Silas warner, and Spanish Gypsy,

Fate intervenes as a constructive force. Daniel is made
more sensitive, more indly, by his suspicion of the
bar sinister:

Tha sense of an entailed disadvantage -~ the de-
formed foot doubtfully hidden by the shoe, mekes a restw
lessly active spiritual yeast, and easily turns a self.
centered, unloving nature into an Ishmaelite. But in
the rarer sort, who presently ses their own frustrated
claim as one among the myriad, the inexorable sorrow

tazes the form of fellowship and makas the imagination
tonder.

Such cases are provably guite as common in life as are
the more sinister. 3ut in life, &s in literature, thera
mast be the "rarer sort" upon wrnich circumstance may work.

In the case of 3ilas liarner we are led to believe that

his salvation could never have besn effected except through

6 Daniel Deronda, 180,
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the intervention of chance in the person of Bppie. Tliot
does not subivilize as to whether his sin would have been
on his own head if that chance had not come, A more strik-
ing example of the interaction of inborn tendency end of
circumstance to form charactser, which in turn becomss
fate, is in the case of Fedelma. At a time when Destiny
seems to have been zind to the Zincala maiden in having
raised her to become the bride of Domn Silva, Destiny, in
the parson of her father, comes to call her to salvation.
The c¢211 from luxury, love, the consolation of reliéion,
to a life of hardship and disgppointment, far from her
lover and outside 3od's sight, is partly contained in
these two speeches of Zarca's:

No, not a slave; but you were vdorn to reign.
'"Tis a compulsion of a higher sort, .

Whose fettars are the nst invisible

Tha% holds all life together. Royal deeds

ey make long d:stinies for multitudss,

And you are called to do them. 7You belong

Not to the petty round of circumstance

That maxkes a woman's lot, but to your tribe,
Who trust in me and in my blood with trust

Trhzot men call blind; but it is only blind

As unyeaned reason is, that growing stirs
Within the womb of superstition.

Well, then, unmake yoursself from a 7incele , --
Unmake yourself from being child of minsl

Take holy water, cross your dark skin white,
Round your proud eyes to foolish kitten looks;
Walz minecingly, and smirk, and twitceh your robes
Unmaxe yourself,-- doff cll the eagle plumrnas
And be a parrot, chained to a ring that slips "
Upon a Spaniard's thumb.

7 Spanish Gypsy, 132.
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The inborn nobility, which but for this one ecall
would probably have etrophied, answers:

Father, I choose! I will not take a heaven
Haunted by shrieks of far-off misery.

This deed and I have ripened with the hours:
It is & part of me,-- a wakened thought
That, rising like a giant, masters me,

And grows into a doom. 8

At a later time the father indicates the degres of
FPedelmea's salvation by showing the emptiness and un-
worthiness of the 1life she escaped:

ess Lhe worst of misery

Is when a nature framed for noblest things
vondemns itself in youth to petty joys,

And, sore athirst for air, breathes scanty life
Gasping from out the shallows. You are saved
From such poor doubleness. The life we choose
3reathes high, and sees a full-arched firmement.
Our deeds shall speak like rock~hewn message&,
Teaching great purpose to the distant time,

In 2l1ll this ZEliot shows Fedelma's free will making the
right choice. J3ut low much of ¥Fedelma's salvation can
be accountaed to her? Ths destiny that redeamed Fedelma
was the undoing of the weaker Don 3ilva. A strength of
character sufficient for an ordinary don's life could
hot withstand the unusual strain imposed upon it. The
responsibility for his contemplatea breach of faith he
rather unharoically shifts from his own shoulders:
see I will sin,

If sin I wust, to win my life again.

The fault 1lie with those powers who have embroiled

The world in hopeless confliet, where all truth

Fights manacled with falsehood, and all good

liakes but one palpitating life with evil. 10
Ibid, 130.

Tbid, 209.
o Toid, 168.
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That he ultimately reguins some degree of esteem in our

ayes 1s less attributable to himself than fto the constency

of Fedelma. In Theophrastus Such Eliot suggests that among

men not of the "rarer sort" outeide circumstance in the
form of heredity, tradition, environment, must be de-
pended upon to produce whataver changas sre effected in
the character. Such siuggish souls rarely experience
self-prompted iwpulses toward any high ideal:

The truth is that, the primitive wants of nature
once tolerably satisfied, the majority of mankind, even
in & civilized life full of solicitations, are with
difficulty aroussd to the distincet conception of an
object toward which they will direct their actions with
careful adaptation; and it is yet rarer to find one who
can paersist in the systematic pursuit of such an end.

Few lives arae shaped, faw cheracters formed, by the con-
templation of definife consequences seen from o distance,
and made the goal of continuous effort or the beacon of e
constantly avoided danger. Such control by foresight,
such vivid pieturing and practical logic, are the dis-
tinetion of exceptionally sirong natures; dbubt society

is chiefly made up of human beings whose daily acts are
all performed either in unreflacting obedience to custom
gnd routins, or from immediate promptings of ihought

or fseling to execute au immediate purposse. 1

In a headnote to & chapter of Daniel Dsronda, George

Eliot again shows the creation of character in part
independantly of volition:

Wo please our fancies with ideal webs

0f immovetion, but our life meanwhile

Is in the loom, where busy passion pliss

The shuttle to and fro, ind gives our deeds

The accustomad pattern. 2

The other side of the shiald appears in the assurance
that Deronda gives Gwendolyn that our salvation is in owr

11 "A Doo Deferential usan", Theophrastus Such, Zssays, 200.
12 Daniel Deronda I, 243.
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own hands:

No evil dooms us hopelessly excepl the evil we lovs,
and desirs to continue in, and make no effort to escape
from. igu have made efforts -~ you will go oan making
them.

This is comfortineg, parhavs, but it does not solve the
problem of responsibility for the desire. The converse
of this same thought is exoresssd by Hardy:

But much as he wished to be an exemplar in thesse
things, he could not get on. It was guite impossible,
he found, to ask tc be delivered from tempftation when
your heaiz's desire was to be temptel unto seventy times
seven.

Ths divergent tones of these two passagaes are illustrative
of Eliot's and Hardy's contrasting approaches to the
problam of rasponsibility for charsctsr. Hardy does not
predicate so assuredly an unhampered volition. One can
less suspect the reliability of his reportings of phen-‘
omena when one notes how frae they ere from any attempt
50 inculeate "right thinking."

Nemesis in Eliot

A specialized application of "Character is Destiny"
is found in George 2Eliot's doctrine of llemesis.

"'Pig Lew as steadfast as the throne of Leus --

Our days are heritors of days gone by." 15
Her idealism shows itself in bhe emphasis which she
constantly lays on the Bumenides ae spiritual forces
effecting their punichm:nt not alune in objectives, but
13 1Ivid, II, 314.

14 Jude, 112.
15 Aeschylus, .gamemnon. lelix dolt, 471.
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more especislly in character degeneration. Inevitebly
sin brings its reward. Never in Eliot is there the
suggestion, rather common in Hardy, that evil either may
or may not entail a physical punishment, and that a
spiritual punishment is not inevitable, but is conditioned
on the soul's innate sensitivity. In Eliot the soul is
always sensitive until it has become numb through wrong
doing. The process by which the soul dies to virtue is
subtle, end the teﬁptation is often insidious. But Eliot
always puts the initiative to error in the individual.

The form that Nemesis ususlly takes in Eliot is a
benumbing of tha faculty for distinguishiang good and
evil, which gradually develops into a paralysis of the
conscience. IRliot then shows the vietim of his own evil
acts sinking deeper and deeper into sin, with a pro-
gressively less acute conscience to sting him to a saving
gffort. With Eliot it is not an objective punishment for
sin, although that comes too, that is most to be fesred.
It is the subtle anaesthetization, hardly noticed at
first, that in time either destroys the fine sense of
values or inhibits any impulse to choose the better,.
Eliot shows both. If the mind is not wise enough to
svruggle against this deadening result of initial wrong
doing, or if some powsrful outside influence does not
save 1%, the end is destruction. The most striking,

though possibly not most convincing,illustration of
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the process by which deeds so affect the soul that
they lead to its complete degeneration is Tito liclema.
The beginning of the downfall of this unfortunate man
came in his willing to believe that his benefactor was
beyond his aid. I believe he is dead expressed his
wish rather than his conviction. On the basis of that
wish he determined to put his money to interest rather
than risk it on a probably vain search for his father:

When, the next mornling, Tito put this determination
into act he had chosen his color in the game, and had
given an inevitable bent to his wishes. He Lad mede it
impossible thut he should not from henceforth desire it to
be the truth that his father was dead; impossible thet he
should not be tempted to begeness rather than that the pre-
cise faets of his conduct should not remein forever con-
cealed.

Under every guilty secret there is hidden a brood
of guilty wishes, whose unwholesome infecting life is
cherished by the darikmness. The contaminating effect of
deeds often lies less in the commission than in the con-
sequent ad justment of our desires -- the enlistment of our
self~interast on the side of falsity; as, on the other
hand, the purifying influence of public confession springs
from the fact, thet by it the hope in lies is forever swept
away, and the soul recovers the noble attitude of sim-
plicity. :

3esides, in this first distinet colloquy with him-
self the ideas which hsd previously been scattered and
interrupted had now concentrated themsslves; the little
rills of selfishness had united and mede 8 chamnel, so
that they could never again meet with the same resistance .8

It is true thet Tito did not ha%e the protection of
"that awe 0f the Divine Nemesis", an unrsasoned fear of
the results of evil doing. Yet Eliot does not excuse
Tito for his sin, as Hardy might have done on the ground

that Tito did not have this moral defense. She chooses

16 Romola I, 108.
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rather to let him assume full moral responsibility for
the progressive denials of his father:
He had sold himself to avil, but at present life

seemad sO neaily the same to him that he was not conscious
of the bond. 17

Each successive downward step made the next more in-
evitable, HEach evil volition when objectified into an
act became an entity in the host of evils that beset
him. Or, to change the figure, eech deed became a
child to be sponsored, supported, defended:

But our deeds are like children that are born to us;
they live and act apert from our own will., Nay, children
may be strangled, but deeds never: +they have an ine
destructible life both in and out of our consciousness; and
that dreadful vitaliig of deeds was pressing hard on Tito
for the firest time.

The climax in the downfall of Tito is the point at which
his perception of evil became dimmed:

It was that change that comes from the final depart-
ure of moral youthfulness -~ from the distinet self-con-
scious adoption of a part in life. The lines of the face
woere as soft as ever, the ayes as pellucid; but something
was gone -- something as indefinable as the changes in
the morning twilight. 19

Nemesis was now laying hold of the soul of Tito ualema,
When his father, a prisoner and in rags, confronfed him
on the street, he denied him before he had time to collect
his thoughts:

He hardly knw how fthe words had come to his lips:
there are moments when our passions speak and decide for
us, and we seem to stand by amd wonder. .hey carry in
them an inspiration of crime, thet in one instant does the
worx of long premeditation, <0

17 1Ioid, 126,
18 Ibid, 174.
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When fear had brought him to his senses he axperienced

«.+ thet inexorable law of human souls, thet we
prepare ourselves for sudden deeds by the reiterated
choice of good or evil which gradually determines character.

. 21,

The possibility of a return to rectitude was not
yot past. But nothing short of a2 miracle could now chenge
the direction of Tito's volitions. George Eliot does not
show any moral struggle such as we commonly find as a
prelude to the final renunciation of the good. Instead,
there is only a selfish dread of disgrace:

There was still one resource open t0 Tito. He might
have turned back, sought 3aldassarre again, confeassed
averything to him -~ to Romocla —« to all the world. But
he naver thought of that. The repentance which cuts off
all moorings to evil, demands something more than selfish
fear, 22
Yot one so sndowed and eiroumsténced as Tito could not
return. Tho web that he had begun to spin abvoul himeself

+oes had gone on spinning itself in spitgsof him,
like & growth over which he had ne power.

The final Nemesis leaves us not much grisved. We
faal that Tito's soul is dead, that there is now no
longer any salvation for him that the incideﬁt of physical
death alone is required to give g sense of completeness.
It may oe doubted whethar George'Eliot is quite fair to
Tito in subjecting him to such tests without endowing
him with greater moral stamina. If the odds weras too
great for him if his free will was too much subjected
21 Ibid, 23b.

22, Ibid, 236.
23, 1bid, 316.
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to destiny in the form of heredity end circumstance, then
the Nemesis becomes, in the last analysis, an almost in-
avitable working out of destiny, and Tito is only the
maltreated vietim, given merely the show of self-determination,
In this case the responsibility must be borne by Destiny.
Ihis is an altogether possible resding of the matter pre-
seanted by Eliot, and the case is not untrue to life.
Hardy's Dare in A Laodicean is a man with 2 very slight
chance, if any, of living a good 1life. That George Iliot
does not intend Tito to be a moral puppet is evidenced

by the care with whidh she prepares his moral downfalle
An evil foil for Romola and Savomarola could have been
created much more easily. The final Jjudgment must rest
with each reader.

While George Bliot creates no other characster in whom
Nemesis wreaks so complet2 an immolation, she does pre~
sent data from other livses in which the moral struggle is
mere evident, and the tragic value correspondingly enhanced.
The Nemesgis thet overtakes Savonerola is particularly
tragic, for it is not the result of singleness of evil
pursose. Savonarola's bacame, rather,

+ee & consciousness in which irrevccable =2rrors
and lapses from veracity were so entwined with noble
purposes and sincerse beliefs, in which self-justifying
axpediency was so inwoven with the tissue of & great
work which the whole being seemed as unable to abandon

as the body wes unable to abandon glowing and tremdling
before the objects of hope cnd fear, that it was perhaps
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impossible, whatavsr course might be adopted, for the
conscience to find perfect repose. 94

Eliot holds that whatever the final outcome of life mey
be, no struggle against evil ev:r fails utterly, for just
&s each sin poisons the soul, so each struggle agasinst sin
develops an inward resistence. It was only through years
of resistence to evil ideas that liaggis developed suffi-

cient strengtnh to save her from the finel ea?summation
Step LN
of sin. As she woks on the river with thf%p’she reviewad

the events of the previous day -- events ﬁhat might well
hava become tha objective ancestry of a progressively more

calloused sensitivity:

She had said she would rather die than fall into
that temptation. She felt it now -- now that the conquest
of such a fall had come bafore the outward act was com-
pleted. There was at least this fruit from all her ysars
of striving after the highest and best -. that her soul,
though betrayed, beguiled, ensnared, could never de-
liberatsaly consant to & choice of the lower. An a choice
0f wWhot? Oh, 30d -~ not & choice of joy, but of conscious
cruelty and hardness; for could she ever caease to see
before her Lucy and rhilip, with their murdered trusts
and hopes? 29

The anguish at the thought of lsaving 2hilip was bitter;
That at the thought of the pain she must give him was
8van more poignant:

... 3ut surmounting everything was the horror of
her own possible failure, the dread lest her consclence
ghould be benumbed again, and not rise to energy $i1l it
was too lote. <6

24 nomola IF, 148.

25 w11l on the Floss, 804. *

26 Ibid, 505. _

* Note: In the case of Tess the long struggles against
wrong did not oring sitrength for vicuory.

... b0 snatch ripe pleasure before the iron teath of
pain could have time to shut upon her,; that wes what love
counselied; and in almost & tervor of ecsiucy lass con-
fusedly divined that, despite her uzahy months of lonely
gelf-chastisement, wrestlings, communings, schemes to lead

a futura of austere isolation, love's counsel would preveil.
TPess of thg . D'Urervilles, 201.
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For a soul so delicately constituted as iaggie's
or Savonarola's, effective Nemesis, or threat of lemesis,
lies in the loss of

«ee the capacity for ruth, compu.ction, or any un-
selfish regret -- which we may come to long for as one in
slow death longs to feel lacerations, rather than be
conscious of a widening margin where consciousness once
wWase, 27 ’

But for more gross natures some pointing hand seems
requisite to make the soul fully conscious of the Nemesis
that is upon it. This mey be accomplished in various
ways, probably most effectively through the opinion of
others. This is true in the cese of Arthur Donnithorme:

Ho (Adam) stood like an immovable obstacle agsainst
which no pressure could avail; an embodiment of what
Arthur most shrank from believing in -- the irrevocable-
ness of his own wrong~doing. The words of scorn, the
refusal to shake hands, the mastery asserted over him
in their last conversation in the Hermitage -~ asbove all,
the seanse of having odeen nocked down, to which a man
does not very well reconcile himself, even under the
most heroic¢ circumstences -- pressed on him with a galling
pain which was stronger than compunction. Arhtur would
so gladly have persuaded himself that he had done no
harmi! And if no one had told him the contrary, he coulad
have parsuaded himself so much bebtter. 1amesis can seldom
forge a sword for herself out of our consciences -- out
of the suffering we feel in the suffering we may have
caused: there is rarely metal enough thera to make an
oaffective weapoa. Our moral sense learns the msanners
of good societly, and smiles when others smile; but when
some rude person gives rough names 0 our actions, she
ig apt to taxe part against us., 23.

27 Daniel Deronde II, 357.
28 Adam 3ede, 322.
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Fate -« Charsacter in Hardy

"Character is Fate.' said I\Tovalis.29 Hardy, as does
Bliot, uses this aphorism as the thesis of msny of his
stories and poems. 4And, like Tliot, he modifies consider-
ably the sense of the verb is. In Hardy character con-
ditions fate to & somewhat less degree than in Eliot.

Fate exists asa more independent entity which exzecsutes

& blind will on the individual without being so0 much
affected by the character as expressed in volitions. Cone
varsely, the character is even more affected by fate in
Hardy than in Eliot. This may be because of Eliot's de-
ductive purpose o show the independence of the soul to
circumstance. Or it may ve the rasult of a greater
accuracy of reporting, because of I ss puroosive synthesis,
in Hardy. When stripped of sditorial comment the phenomena
presented by Eliot and Hardy are in many phases parallel.
That is, they show a mutual interaction of charscter and
fate. 3ubt the synthesis that the reader maxaes of Hardy's
data is gquite different from that which Eliot helps him

to construct. In Eliot there is always a modicum of free
will left to the individual. At least he belisves himself
free to make his own choices. He realizes, it is true,
that he is conditioned by tradition, heredity, circum-
stance. J3ut thesa seem to affect the end-product of his

will -- not nis will itself. He retains the precious

29 Jayor of Casterbridge, 137.
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illusion of autonomy. Neither do~s Hardy deny all eutonomy
to the soul, but in his greatest works he often shows this
autonomy as partial -« conditioned not alone in the exe-
cution but to a great exient in the volition itself.
Usually the mind does not feel itself to be hampered in
its wishings, vui sometimes it pleinly perceives that the
ego is being manipulated from without. It is then as if
the victim were given the eyes of the author and saw for
himself thet his freedom was restricted, or perhaps only
a figment. Ihis id=a of consciously being »layed does
not appear in REliot.

among the characters that have this sense of a
constricted fresdom is Wildeve, who said:

However, the curse of inflammability is upon me,
and I must live under it, and take any snub from a
womacz. It has brought me down from engineering to
inkeearine: Whet lower stage it has in store for me
I have yoet to learn. 30
Jude sew and measured the bars that held hiii. He
recognizeu that his struggle was not 1lone vith out-
side circumstance, but more especially with an indwell
ing fate, a sort of persomification of his passions.
The feeling h~ hed was whal must have inspired ancient
writers to their coneeption of possession by demons.
He felt himself urged by an objective force, a not eggo,

for whose compulsions he ought not in strictness be hald

responsible, glthough he could not expect & third

30 Raturn of the NHative, 73.
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person to make such distinction between his self and a
force thut expressed its will through that self. His
life was a constant internal warfare between the noble
self and its ignoble genie. In proportion as Jude
recognized in himself such foreign dictation, his own
powaer of resistence was weaxenad. Yet most modern
writers, including George Eliot, would not have seen Jude's
struggle as s0 very different from that which might go
on in any soul. The point to be noted is Hardy's
atavistic endowment of the passions with personality,
cnd Juda's recognition of that psrsonality.

A more clesarly developed axample, bul nov so great
art, is th.t of Jocelyn rierston. The mind of this
artist wzs subject to rebirths within it, or rather to
successive emergsnces into activity, of an Id:a of the
Unattainable Vell.3eloved. ~2ierston recognized that this
Id-a was really wholly in his own mind, although it
objectifisd itself in succaessive women, especially the
three Aviees, grandmother, mother, and daughter. So
imp@rious was this dietator of hig gonsciousness that
it drove him guite against his judgment and even against
anything that could be calleu desire. a4l forty he was
peing impelled toward the socond Avic::

3ehind the merae pretty island girl (6o ine worl)
is, in my eye, the Idz2a, in Platonle phrassiiocgy --

the essence and epitcme of &ll that is desiruble in
thie existence .... I am under a doom, comers., Yes, 1
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em under & doom. To have been always following a
phantom whom I saw in woman after woman while she was
at a distance, but vanishing always on close aporoach,
ves bad enough; but now the terrible thing is that the
phantom does not vanish, but stays to tantalize me
-aven when I am near enough to see what it isl! That
girl holds me, though my,eyjes are open, and though I
see that I am a Too%l o1 -

Twenty years laboer it was the same, except that by
then he saw himself more objectively and raecognized
more e¢learly the nature of his malady:

oo do now felt that his 0ld trouble, his doom --
hig curse, indeed, he had somatimes culled it -~ was come
back again. His divinity was not yebt propitiated for
that original sia cgainst her image in the parson of
Avice the Firgt; and now, at the agse of one-and~sixty,
he was urged on and on like the Jew Ahasuerus -~ or,
in tgg ohrase of the islenders themselves, like & blind
ram.

The curse ic finally exorcised by & fever which &lso

destroys his artistic sense. 50 long as thas possession

persisted, Plerstoa was helpless against its decrees. &3

The Dyrasts shows various cheracters, notubly
Napoleon, driven by some force within. 3ut in the
Jynasts Hardy shows even less of individual responsi-
©ility then in the novels. Jude, Jierston, Wildave

assumed & major liability for the deeds prompted by

31 Well-3eloved, 171.
32 Ibid, 240
33 dJota: The idea to which Hardy gave arivistic ex-
pression by enimating it in the fashion of Wessex was
later developed by Zroust: Peu de personnes comprennent
le caractere purement subjectif du phenomene qu'est
1'amour, et la sorte de creatinr que c'est d'uue personne
supplementaire, distincte de celle qui porte le meme
nom dans le monda, et dont lua plupart des elements sont
tires de nous-memes. umbre, i. 40.

Le desire s'eleve, cse satisfait, disparait -- et
ctact tout. 4Ainsi, le jeaue fill~ gu'om epouse n'est
pag cells dont on est Gtombe amour~ux. Jnore, 1i. 1lo8,109.
Later Ysars, 248.
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Their passions objectified. Napoleon much more than
they disclaimed personal responsibility and laid any
blame upon the indwelling genie. He recognized him-
self as a tool of an Imranent Will:

Nepoleon (gravely, to Josephine)

.o Lnow you, my lFair
That I -~ ay, I -« in this daeserve your pity.--
Some force witihin me, baffling mine intent,
Harries me onward, whether I will or no.
Wy star, my star is what's to blame -- not I.
It is unswaervable.

LI

opirit of the Years

He spoke thus at the 3Bridge of Lodi. bStrange,
He's of the few in Burope who discern
The working of the Will.

Spirit of the 2lities
If that be so, 34
Batter for Burops lacked he such discerning.
And again, after the retreat from iioscow:
Napoleon

LN ]

I had no wish to fight, nor Alexander,

3ut circumstence impaled us each on each,

Tha Genius who outshapes my destinies

Did all the rest! ‘ 35

In no novel of Eliot's is there & hint of this person-

ification of the forces within. Nor do these examples

mean thet Hardy in any sense velieves in demon-poscession.

He is recording the feelings of distracted souls that in

the search for the cause of their distresses pro ject an

34 DJynasts, 179.
35 Ibid, 363.
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anthropomorphic control within themselves. It is
significant that to the degree in which the soul feels it-
self manipulated and acquiesces in the manipulation, it
ceasas to be affected in character except by the volition
to acquiesce. In other words, the spiritual constitution
of the tool is not affected by what it is made to do; it
is affected only as it ceases to struggle against fate.
Napoleon is not shown tq us as & developing charecter,

but as a driven one. Napoleon recognized that:

esee Y8t, 'tis true, I have ever known
That such & Will I passively obeyed! 36

This submission he did not find inconsistent with his
early vaunting ambition:

To shoulder Christ from out the topmost niche
In human fame. a7

For even that ambition was inspired. Could Napoleon
have meant to deny this control in his final epigram?

Great men are meteors that consume themselvses
To light the earth. This is my burnt-out hour.

A closer parallel to Eliot's philosophy of the

mutual interaction of character and fete is found in
those characters thet are warped by circumstance with-
out realizing that they are changed in morel fiber.
In case of change in character coincident with grest
externgl stress, BEliot usually makes plain the major
part olayed by the soul itself. Her mind revolts at
36 Ibid, 519.

27 1Ibid, 520.
38 1Ibid, 5R0.

|
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the thought that man may have but an infinitesimal part
in his own salvation or damnation. The case of Father
Time would be hardly less repellent to her than that of
& conscious possession by a genis.

The boy's face expressed the whole tale of their
situation. On that little shape had converged all the
inauspiciousness and shedow which had darkemed the first
union of Jude, and all the accidents, mistakes, fears,
arrors of the last. He was their nodal point, their
focus, their expression in a single tsrm. For the rash-
ness of those parents he had groened, for their ill-

assortment he had quaggd, and for the misfortunes of
these he had diasd.

The most zealous apologist for & divine plan could
hardly hold that the child had a2 fighting chance. As
his father seaid in trying to explain to Sus:

It was his nature %o do it. [he doctor says thare
are such boys springing up amongst us -- boys of a sort
unknown in the last generation -~ the outcome of new
views of life. They seem to see gll its terrors before
they are 0ld enough to have staying power to resist them.
He says it is t&a beginning of the coming universal wish
not to live.

This is the most extreme example that Hardy presents of
the terrible unfairness of life. Because of its very

monstrousness it loses in tragic effectiveness. Never-
theless it must be considered among the data he offers.

The most common, and at the same time the most cone
vineing instances of fate projectad into character are

those in which Nature in her more sinister aspects mis-

shapes the developing personality. Eustacia Vye under

39 Jude Gthe Obscure, 400,
40 lbid, 400.
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less adverse circumstances would never have become the

rebel against life. 3he

ee. Was8 the row material of a divinity. On Olympus
she would heve done well with a little preparstion. She
hap the passions and instinets which make a model goddess,
that is, those which make not guite a model women.
i’ate had not endowed her with an adaptable character.
Yot if it had placed her in almost any surroundings but
Egdon death, she would have cast herself into some pert
that she could play acceptadly. On the Hsath she strug-
gled against her destiny, unable to see herself objectively
as the sport of circumstance, unable to resign herself to
the ordesined. So hers is not a melodrzme of & soul de-
ceived into making evil choice or of a soul forced to
misdoing against its will. It is a tragedy of a soul
s0 acted upon by fate that its very fiber is corrupted
until it brings about its own destruction. This is not
so very far from Eliot's thesis, although £liot would
have preserved more the figment of free will, and she
would have shown more plainly a culpability in Eustacia.
Hardy does not moralize. He does not place on Eustacia
the sin for an imperfectly constituted character further
warped by an uancommonly pervarse environment. His method

is induction. The reader may deduct moral responsibility

if he dare. ©uch zslso ig the case in the Woodlanders,

and A Pair of 3lue Zyes, and somewhat in Jude the Obscure,

41, Return of the Native, 77.
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Nemesis in Hardy

The ideal example in Hardy of "Charocter is Fata"

is to be found in The uayor of Casterbridge, which also

typifies Hardy's concept of Nemegis. lichael Henchard
was born with the seeds of his final immolation already
in his soul -- seeds that required no particular set of
circumstances for their development. His own stubboran
pride aad ungovarnable temper were a force that could
prove victorious over his many admirables quelities in
almost any environment. ﬁis long and valiant siruggle
against the evil within him -- a struggle th:-t begen the
morning aftsr he sold his wife -~ did not develop, &s in
the case of uwaggie Tulliver, a moral resilence. Rather
the evil itself seemed to gain in its resilence by being
iong suppresssd. After nearly twenly years of upright,
respected living, he was crossed vy difficulties with
Farfae. Then his

«se tonss showed that, though under a long reign
of self~control he had become iiayor and churchwarden and
what not, there was still the same unruly volcanic stuff
bgneath the rind of M@chae&zﬂenchard as when he had sold
his wife at Weydon Fair.
The Puries pursued him without respite, megking sport of
any feeble efforft his will might make t0 save him.
Finally, diseredited and browen he went forth &s &
laborer:

And thus Hdenchard found himself again on the
precise stending which he had occupied five-an-twenly

42 dayor of Casterbridze, 134.
say N



vears before. ZExternally thera was nothing to hinder his
making another start on the upward slope, and by his

new lights achieving higher things than his sould in

its half-formed state had been able to accomplish. But
the ingenious machinery contrived by the Gods for re-
ducing human possibilities of ameliorstion to a minimum -
which arranges that wisdom to do shall come pari passu
with the departure of zest for doing -- stood in the way
of all that. He had no wish to make an arena a second

time zg a world that had become a2 mere painted scens to
him,

The tragic close of the story is not heartwbreaking so
much for the suffering, p-ysical end mental, that was
inflicted on Henchard, as for the feeling thet all this
suffering was uselessor worse; that he was most bitfer in
death, It is as if the soul of Henchard had been saddled
with a genius which did not drive him to destruction as
the demons drove the swine into the sea, but, which is
more tragic, warped and dulled the soul till it became
its own Nemesis. That liichael Henchard's destiny would
probably have evolved in much the same fashion in other
surroundings does not affect it as an illustration of
the interaction of character and fate to produce a final
Nemesis. Henchard's character is so much affected by
fate that Hardy does not pronounce condemnatioh.

Hardy often shows Nemesis as dependent on what
seems & minor decision. <The whole course of the

Woodlandars was changed by the petulant refusal of .irse

Charmond generously to grant an extention on Giles
Wintervorne's leasehold. Nemesis was brought upon
her and suffering upon many others. It 1s not quite

accurate to say in this case that character is fate.

43 Ivbid, 388.
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For the fate resulting was out of all proportion to its
inception in character. It is rather that an incidental
mood in character conspired with Fate to bring catastrophe.
The part that character as such played was only sufficient
to give & vitter 1rony to the outcome. George Eliot lets
Nemesis depend on Arthur Doanithorne's blameworthy failure
to Tell of his relation with Hetty. But Eliot is careful
t0 give both Arthur and Helty opportunities to tell -- at
least enough to establish moral culpability. The tragedy
does not, then, seom thae ironical consaquence of an error
but the rigorous retribution for a sin. In Tito Malema,
Bulstrode, srandoourt, the moral guilt is even more fully
established. Hardy is less careful to counstitute guilt.

Life's Little Ironiss is a series of condensed stories,

each of which illustrates a Nemesis occasioned by Fate set
in motion by, an incommensurate error. Since Hardy's pur-
pose is not to edify, he is free to present the most dis-
illusioning data. An interesting comment on this dis-
parity betwesn cause and effeet he left in his notebook:

History is rather & stream than a tree. There is
nothing orgenic in its shape, nothing systematic in its
development. It flows on like a thunderstorm-rill by a
road side; now a straw turns it this way, now a tiny
barrier of sand that. Ihe offhand decision of some
comrmonplace mind high in office at a critical moment
influencas the course of events for a hundred years.
Sonsider the evenings at Lord Carnarvon's, and the in-
tensely aversge conversation on politics held there by
average men who two or three weeks later were members of
the Cabinet. A row of shopkeaepers in Oxford Street
taken just as they came would conduct the affairs of
the nation as ably as these.

Thus, Jjudging by bulk of effect, it ovecomes impossible
to estimate the intrinsic value of ideas, ucts, material
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things: we are forced to appraise them by the curves
of their career. There ware more bscutiful women in
Greace than Helen; but what of tham?

Aftor reading Hardy one has no comforting sense of
fairness in the govermment of the world: that one is
responsible for one's own character, that destiny is

what one makes it, and that Nemesis is a just and lawe
abiding paymaster. 3ut one does feel that there has been

no purposive amelioration of unpleasant phenomena.
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CHAPTER V
PAIN 2ITY PESSIMISM  u#RLIORISU

Pain < Pity

In the chapter on the rositivism of Thomas Hserdy,
his sensitivity to suffering, especially that of animuls,
is suggested as a factor in delaying the formation of his
philosophy. Ulore importent still, his sensitivity to all
suffering is a wmajor factor in the development of that
attitude toward life which has caused him to be caellsd a
pessimist. The problem of pain is one of the first to
which Hardy gives his attention. His approach is radically
different from that of an apologist for any divine schems.
Through observation of phenomena he has come to see pain
not as a beneficent provision for men's welfare, but as
the result of imperfaction in the ordering of the universe.
None of the commonly accepted theodories by which man has
through the ages sought to meéke inescepable pain less
intolerable is acceptable to Hardy's intellectual honesty.
Hardy does not find that suffering has resulted in man's
ennoblement. Ha does not find consolation in pain the
punishment for sins that in the future may be avoided,
Nor does he thinz that pain will be abundantly com-
prensated for in a future life. He sometimes advises a
sort of stoieism, not as an organized philos.ophy, but as
8 mute submission to the inevitable bad. He satirises

the Goubtful integrity of those who simply deny the
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existence of pain or who employ a priest to deny it for

them:

"3etteri" said the parson, in the strenuously sanguine
tones of a mam who got his living by discovering a bright
side in things where it wes unot very perceptible to other
people.
None of these morse or less dsductive theories of the
amelioration of suffering accord with Hardy's agnostic
spirit. He approaches the matter from the scientifie
viewpoint, and sees that pain is & real phenomenon and
inescapable esxcapt through the numbing of the senses.

dardy, like Schopenhauer, observes that the more
highly developed forms of life suffer more acutely than
those less developed, and that the person of greatest
endowment s eadures the most exquisite pain. As the in-
dividual consciousness approaches distincetness of per-
caption, as it emerges further from the Unconscious, its
suscaptibilibty to pain is proportionataly inereased. The
soul whose awareness approaches genius sufiers most of
all., obuch is the case with Jude, Clym Yeobrignt, and
Pass, An entry in Hardy's nobtebook gives such an ob-
servation:

April 7 (1889). A woeful fact -- that the human

race is t00 extremely developed for 1its corporeal con-
ditions, the narves being evolvad to an uctivity abnormal
in such an environment. &ven the higher animals &re in
axces8 in this respect. t may bae questioned if Jdature,

or what we call Nature, so far back as when she crossed (e
line from invertebrates to vertebrates, did not exceed

her mission. This planet does not supply the materials

for heppiness to higher existencgs. Other planets may,
though one can hardly see how.

1 Two on a Tower, 22.
2 IBarly Life, 280.
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The seme idea is incorporated in Hardy's comment on the
axcruciating agony suffered by Bathsheba when she un-
screwed the lid of the unfortunate Panny's coffin and

discovered her husband's perfidy:

Capacity for intense feeling is proportionate to the
genaeral intensity of the nature, and perhaps in all
Fanny's sufferings, much greater relatively to har strength,
there never was a time when she sufferaed in an absolute
sense what Bathsheba suffered now., o
A highly organized person, likse uMariy South or Grsace
iWelbury,

ess Who combined modern nerves with primitive
amotions ... was doomed by such coexistence to be
numbered among the distressed, and Eo take her scourg-
ings to their exguisite extremity.

Hardy believes that duller sorts suffer only propor-
tionataly to their less acute sensibilities. Since,
then, pain is conditioned in intensity by the degres

of conscious..ess of the sufferer, no objective sitandards
can t» set vy for its measurement.

eee It is not the thing, bubt the sensitiveness to
the thing, which is the true measure of its pain. Per-
haps whet ssems so0 bad to you falls lignhtly on her mingd.
rifteen years later he wrote in his journal:

Februcry 26 (1889). In timo ona might get to
regard every object, and every action, as composed, not
of this or that material, this or that movement, but
of the qualities pleasure and pain in varying pro-
porsions.

The most complete statement Hardy mekes on the subject

of pain is a letter published in The Jlcadamy and Literature,

Far rrom the dadding Jrowd, 351.
Woodlandars, 294.

Hand of Lthelberta, 380.

karly uife, 285.
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May 17, 1902. This is an answer t0 & review of
dasterlinck's apology for Nature (The Buried Templie).

Sir, In your review of .i. liseterlinck's book you
guote with seeming saspproval his vindication of Nature's
ways, which is (us I wunders.and it ) to the affect that,
though she does not appear to be just from our point of
view, she may praciice a scheme of morality unknown to
us, in which she is just. Now, admit but the bare possi-
bility of such a hidden morality, and she would go out of
court without the slightest stein on her character, so
certain should we feel that indifference to morelity wes
beneath her greatnaess.

Far be it from my wish to distrust emy comforting
fartasy, if it can be barely tenable. But alas, no pro-
found reflection can be needed to detect the sophistry in
li. daeterlinck's argument, and %o see that the original
difficulty recognized by thinkers liks Schopenhauer,
Hartmann, Haackel, etc., and by most of the persons
called paessimists, remains unsurwounted,

Pain has veen, and pain is: ne new sort of morels
in Nature can remove pain from the past and make it »
pleasure for those who are its infallible estirators,
the bearers thereof. ind no injustice, however ample,

8o long as we consider Nature to be, or to stend for,
unlimited power. The exoneration of an omnipotent .Liother
by her retrospective justice becomes an absurdity when

we aBk, what 1 de the foregone injustice necessary to

ker Omnipotence?

.50 you cannot, I fear, save har good asme except
by assuming one of two things: Thet she is blind and
not a judge of her actions, or that she is an autometon,
and unable %o control them: in either of which assump-
tions, though you have the chivalrous satisfaction of
scereening one of har sex, you only throw responsibility
a stage further bacxk.

3ut the story is not new. It is true, nevartheless,
that, as dr. lizeferlinex contends, to dwell too long
amid such reflections doas no good, and thas to molel
our conduct on Halture's appurent conduct, as Nietzsche
would have taught, csn only bring disaster to humanity.7

Is,then, pein of no value? Cannot this plentiful
and inescapable suffering ve turned to some account?
Yee, @ little. 3ut in no sense commensurate to its

cost. Tor the sufferer Hdardy cees very little virtue in

7 Later Yzars, 97.
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pain., This is evidenced by the futile sort of suffering
conceived as of rafining or exzlting potency, the srtist
would have shown triugph over suffering rather than dumb
§ubmission or useless revolt. On: looks in vain for the
ecstatic suffering of the martyr, so common in George Zliot.
The repeated chastisemants of fortune nay reduca the
viciim to a conformity where conformity seems the remedy
for the torture. Or, more often, it way induce & dumb
resignation where the suffering seems to be inflicted with-
out apparent reason. The sufferer himeself sesoms no more
novle or magnaaimous. His only galin is in the abiiity to
gndure more pain. This Hardy holds to be not of intrinsie
worth, as does ®liot, but rather only an accomplishment
rendered nezecsary by the mismanagement of the universe.
Hardy would consider a case of smallpox too high a price
to pay for future immunity -« especially if the immunity
did not protect.

Trere is another and much more worthy gain to be
got from suffering. Unfortunctely, however, it dces
not acerue to the suffsrer buti to the observer. IDerly
in 1890 Hardy wrote in his journal:

Altruiem, or the Golden Rule, or whatever 'Love
your Neighbor as Yourself' may be called, will ulti-
mately ba brought about 4+ think by the puain we see in
others rascting on ourselves, as ii we and they were a
part of one body. wsgnxind, in fact, may be and posSsibly
will be viewed as members of one corporeal iremwe.

It is notable that Hardy never writes of the refining,

exalting effect of pity om the pitier. To him the only

8 Berly Life, 294.
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good of pity is utilitarian,--that is, it may serve to
lessen the total bulk of péin to be endured. Given a
race with no pain end so no need for pity, Hardy would
never wish pain to enter in order that pity might enoble
the heart of the beholder. Unawarseness rather than
seansitivity is the ideel hs ezpresses. In & passage
from the Dynasts he suggests that a better scheme than the
present one of sufferers pitied would ve & universs of
rhobots:
Spirit of the Pities

But out of tune the iiode and meritless

Thet quickens sense in shapes whom, thou hast said,

Necessitation sways: A life there was

Among these self.scme frail ones -- Sophocles--

Who visioned it too clearly, even the while

He dubbed the Will "the gods". Truly said he,

"Such gross injustice to their own creetion

3urdens the time with mournfulness for us,

And for themselves with shame."-- Things mechanized

3y coils and pivots set to foreframed codes

Would, in & thorough-sphered melodic rule,

And governance of sweet consistency,

38 cessed no pain, whose burnings would abide

With That Which ho de responsibility,

Or inexist.

Yot onae doubts whether Iorl)"s ze%inenca on the cudject
of pity 29 an asset is to be taken as meaning that he
does not at <ll value it for its own sake -~ that is,

for its velue to the one exercising pity. OSympathy was

a major factor inlhis own life, and the principal emotion
'he arouses in his readers. Yet he has given no direct

testimony on this subject. Iity ¢s a means of alleviating

© Dynacts, 900.
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suffering must, of course, be considered as & very poor
substitute for the absence of pain itself. So, if com-
passion does not bensfit the one feeling it, it is at
best only a fractional compensation for the suffering
oceasioning it.

While pity itself may not be a distinet gain to
the one experiencing it, the failure to feel pity in the
presence of distress is an evil., In 1887 he wrote in
his journsl:

lay 29. Instance of a wrong (i.e. selfish)
prilosophy in poetry:

Thrice happy he who on the sunless side

0f a romentic mountein . . . .

oits co0lly calm; while 21l the world without,

Unsatisfied and sick, tosses at noon. 1O

Without streining meanings one can sece that Hardy
is revolted at the blind inductive optimism that seems
to find even more than compensating good in pain -- &
divine plen for enriching the life of the sufferer or
of nis associates. Three significant doctrines are im-
plicit in Hardy's reportings of spiritual and physical
suffering: first, the mors man has read divine purpose
into pain, the less concerned he has basen in its allevieticn;
sacond, the total pain in the world would heve been lessened
had men not looxked to & future life to right the outragses

of this; third, the lixliest way to bring relief is %o

exposSe pain, noi as conceived by theological apologists

1/ Thomson, Jemes: "Summer" The Seasons, nine 458-464.
RBarly Life, 262.
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but as it presents itself in all its grimness.

see 1f way to the Better there be, it exacts a full
look at the Worst. 11

Possimism

The almost universal indictmant ageinst Hardy is
that he is a pessimist. uost often the critic making the
charge woulid appe&r to mean that Hardy's philosophy is
unplaesant, that it does not harmonize with the critic's
own notions of the govermment of the universe, that
whether true or false such findings as Hardy presents
are not salutery, and that it is expedient to discredit
the bringer of offensive news rather than to hear and
waigh his message. A critic voicing such views should
not be teken seriously, for he is not sincere in his
position, and is probebly ill informed. A sacond critic
is sincere in his chargs. He holds that Hardy, whether
unconsciously through a distortion of his mental optiecs,
or purposely in order to defend preconceived theses,
selects phenomena of a sinister sort rather than re-
porting life disinterestedly as it presents itself to
him, -- in other words, thet he is not inductive in his
art, but deductive. This charge connot De absolutely
reafuted, of course, for the most unbiased obsarver will
see most clearly what corresponds to his own ideas. Yab

that Hardy's readings of life are more relisvle than most,

11 "In Tanebris' Collected Poame, 1o4.




94

that they are not purposely distorted, the date in the
chapter on Hardy's Positivism will show. A third eritiec
does not deny the author's sincerity or his accuracy in
the revorting of phenomena. On the basis of these find-
ings he reads pessimism into the author's philosophy. It
is 10 show that Hdardy is not a consistent pessimist that
the following data are presanted, together with Hardy's
own comments on the ch.rge.

Passimism in its accurate metaphysical sense ic a

eses Aoctrine that everything in naturs is ordered
for, or tends to, the worst, or that the world is
essentially avil.
Tho term is loosely applied to any philosophy thet does
not express the glowing optimism of

0d's in his heaven -«
All's right with the world! 13

One must note, V00, that pessimism is much more & metter
of mood than is, for example, the belief in personal
immortality. It is so very subjective that without
shifting his opinions on many phases of life, an author
may change from pessimist to optimist and back again.
And in his zeal for objective truth he may record im-
pressions that breand him a pessimist -- that are indeed
pessgimistic -« even though in the large his outlook is
hopeful. Such is the case with Thomas Hardy, whose
pDesgimism is due, not %o any personal ill foritune but
to a heightened sensitivity to the sufferings of others

12 Wevster's New Internstioncl Jdictionuary.
13 Bdrowning, stobert: Pippd Lassaes.




(including animals) and an enthusiasm for the good and

the beautiful. So endowed, he cannot help being oppressed
by the dispariliy between the almost limitless capacity for
enjoyment and the much restrictsd means for satisfying the
logitimate demands on life. To a letter written to &

friend who had reviewad Jude the Jbscure, Hardy adds this

postseript:

P.5. One thing I did not answer. The 'grimy'
features of the story go to show the contrast between
the ideal life a man wished to lead, and the squalid
real life he was fatad to lead. ... It is, in fact, to
be discovered in evarybody's 1life, though it lies less
on the sumface perhaps than it does in my poor ouppet's. 14

wight one say that Hordy is owtimistic as to humanity's
capacity for aspiring and enduring, but pessimistic as
t0o the objective results of his efforts?

Injustice, espscially the gratuitous insult of being
born, 1ies at the base of much of Herdy's pessimism. Unlike
Wordsworth, he does not find Taturs's plan holy, but an
irrationel travesty on justice, sending children into
lives of inescapabla misery, such as await the ourbey-
field household:

A1l these young souls were passangsers in the wyrbey-
field ship -~ entirely dependsnt on the judzement of the
two Jurbeyfield adults for their pleasures, thair necessities,
their health, even their existencee If the heads of the
Durbeyfisld household chose t0 sail into difficulty, disuster,
starvation, disease, dezradation, death, thither were these
half-dozen little captives under hatches compellad to sail
with them -- six helplass creatures, who had nevar vaen

gsked if they wished for 1life on any terms, much less if
they wished for it on such hard conditions as were involvaed

14 Later Years, 41.
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in being of the shiftless house of Durbeyfield. Some
People would liks o znow whence the soet whose philosophy
is in these days deemed as vwrofound and trustworthy as

his song is swoeet and pure, gets his authority for speak-
ing of "Nature's holy plan". 16

The tragedy in Iess' life was in great measure due to
her vain effort to correct the injury inflicted by an
uakind fate:

.o t0 ba their Provideance; for to Tess, &s to some
few miliions of others, there was phastly satire in the
poat's lines:

Wot in utter nakedness

But trsiling clouds of glory do we come.

10 her and her like, birth itself was an ordeal of de-
grading personal compulsion, whose gratuitousness
nothing in the result seamed to Justify, and at best
could only palliate.

In some respects parallsl to the plight of the Durbey-
field children is that of the young Chickerels, who were
«eeo bright little minds ready for a training,
which without money and influence she coulid never
give them,
3ut it is not alone the children whom Fate has placsd
among the lowly that Hardy pities. All 1life holds enough
of disgppointment and hardship so that dardy feels com-
passion for the child to be born. 18
derdy sees the element of chanca as unfriendly to
man, not because it is inherently malignant, bubt decause
it moves powerfully and in unoreuictable dirsctions. Ihe

failare of Clym t0 admit his mother and her comnsequent

pitiful dsath are attriduted to chence. A more patent

15 Tess of the LTUrharvilles, 21.

16 Ibid, 410.

17 Haend of Ethelberta, 207.

18 '"The waskad Facoe,” '"Ihe Unborn). etc., Uollacted Joems,

490,268.
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instance of the unhappy inteference of chance in the
affairs of mea is the failure of Angel Jlaire %o got Tess'
letter. iuch has been said and written to prove Bustacia
Bye's undoing was the result of errors within her con-
t0l -- errors for which she might reasonably be held
responsible. Critics have felt that to prove Eustacias's
8gd, as ideally distincet from her heredity, and en-
vironment, culpable, would somehow exonerate the world
order of blame and prove Hardy ot least not a pessimist.
Hardy's position here, as elsewhere, is that the bene-
volence or malevolence of the non-ego -- environment,
heredity, distiny -- must be determined for the individual
by his own outlook. Subtilizings do not help the soul
that feeals itself overwhelmed by ar unkind providencs.
Hardy undoubtedly expresses a pegfimistic outlook on life
whein he lets Zustacia lament her lot:

¥,.. How I have tried and tried to be a splendid
woman, and how destiny has been against me: ... I do
00t deserve my lot:' she cried in a frenzy of bitter
revolt. 'O, the cruelty of putting me into this ill-
conceived world: I was capable of much; obut I have been
injured and blighted and crushed oy things beyond my
control! O, how hard it is of heaven to devise such
tortures for me, who have done no harm to heaven at
all!"’ 2
No matter how righteous theoretically the governance of
the universe may ove proved to pbe, it is bad in so far es

it allows such despair. Hardy himself in his earlier

years does not philosophize much about metaphysicel

19 Jlebturn of the Native, 442,
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causes, remedies, and such He is »nlainly pessimistic
regording the tyranny of the non-ego. The mén who tries

%o discover a workable way of life is no more successful

than Gabriel Oakes' sheep dog:

George's son had dona his work so thorouenly thut
he was considered too good & worzman to live, end was,
in faet, taken and tragically shot at twelve o'clock
thet same day -~ cnother instance of the untoward fate
which so often attends dogs and other philosophers who
follow out a train of reasoning to its logieal con-
clusion, and attempt poerfaectly consisteng conduct in a
world made up so largely of compromisa. <9

In the fall of 1882 he writes in his journal:

Since I discovared, several years ago, thut I was
living ia a world where nothing bears ov* in pr.ctice
what 1t promises incipiently, I have troubled myself
vary little about theories. ... Whare development accord-
ing to perfect reason is limited to the narrow regioan of
purs methematics, I am content with tsntativeness from
day to day.

And three years later:

Decembar 21 (1885). The Hypoerisy of things.
Neture is an 2rch-dissembler. A child is deceivsed com-
pletaly; the older memboers of society more or less
according to their penetration; though even theg seldom
get to realize that nothing is as it appaars. 2

Not all the pessimism evident in Herdy's earlier
years is a reflection of an unkind destiny, except es
that destiny manifests itself in the frailty of man
himself. While Hardy has a high appreciation of the
inherent capacity of wany men t0 aspire and to endur-,
he has not the Victorian faith in huwmen perfectibility.
He s~2e3 man as not much improved after years or gener-
ations of experience and indoctrination. The sirivings
20 IPFar From The w~-dding Crowd, 42.

21 DBoriy L.fe, 201.
22 Iobid, 231l.
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and sufferings of man, the lubors of his prophets and
seers have largely been in vain. The fires of 5ri-
bulation have blistered his soul, but not refined it.
A tregic instance of the vanity of endeavor is that
of wichael Henchard, who after twenty years of effort
gave up the étruggle against drink:

'Because in twelve days I shall be released from
my oath.”

'What oath?'

'The ocath t~ drink no spirituous ligquid. 1In
twelve days it will be twenty years since I swore it,
and then I mean to enjoy myself, please God!'

The pathos lies not so much in Hencherd's poverty and
its attenuvant suffering as in his lack of self-mastary.
That his twenly yjears of resistence anave failaed o
rafine him, that his stubborn hereliity has provald Hco
mach for his will 30 §hat at last he must go dowm in
defeat, are thoughts that 1lie close to pessimism.
Herdy early loses faith in the potenc:r «f creads to
elevate man, but since he sees all crseds &s man-made,
the faulf{ lies, of courss, with man. Jude's efforts
toward the better life were nullified by the emptiness
of the doctrines offered him as well as by his own
limitations. In the midst of his troubles, Jude said:
eeo I am in a chaos of principles -- groping in the
dark -- acting by iastincet and not after sxzample. Eight
0r nine years ago, when I dame here first, I hud « neat
gtockx cf fixed opinions, but they dropped away one by ons;
and the further I get the less sure I am. I douot if I
have aayshine more for my proesent rule of life thon

following inclinetions which do me and nobody alse any
harm, and «ctually give pleassure to those I 10vVe basts

23 wayor of Casteroridge, 276.




«e. 1 porceive there is something wrong somewhsre in
our social formulas: whet it is can only be discovered
by mean or women with grester insight then mine -- if,
irdeed, they aver discover it -- at least, in our tiune.
'Por who knoweth what is good for man in this life? -~
and who can tell a man what shall ve safter him under

5he sun?' 24

While the crowds in the street shouted Hurrehs, Jude
died bewildsred, embittered, whispering slowly, his
lips scarcely moving:

"Let the day poerish wherin I was Dorn, and the night
in which it was s&id, 'Thers is a msn child conceivaed.'"
ees "Lot thaot day be darkacse:; let not 3od...”" "Why died
I not from the womb? ... I should have slept: +then had

I baen at resti™ ... "... Thorefore is light ziven to
him that is in wisery, ¢ad 1life unto the bitter in soul?"

25
In the stupidity with which man c¢lings to the outworn
supernaturalism of Christianity, with its anthropomcrghie -
god, Hardy reads tha licepacity of mankind for advancement.
In "A Plaint to ien,”™ Hardy admits a possible need in the
infancy of the race for
ees & moarcy seat
Somewhare above the bloomy zisles
0f this wilful world.
3ut men should no longar outroage his intelligence by
eclinging to this god that must
... dwindle day by day
33neath the deicide eyes of scers .
In 2 light thet will not let me stay.Z27
In rojecting the supermatural Hardy does not, howsvar,

discount man's need for something to taze its place.

The following is from a latter of June 10, 1901:

24 Jude the Obscurae, 388.

25 1lbid, 482. | )
o Taillaint to wan," Collecied Loars, 306.
on  Later Years, 90.
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I 30 not think that there will by any permsnent re-
vival of the o0ld transcendentsl ideels; bdbut I think thers
may gradually be developed an Idealism of lancy; that is,
an idealism in which faney is ao longer tricked out and
made to masquerads as belief, but is frankly snd honestly
accepted as an imaginative solace in the lack of any
substantial solace to be found in life. 27

Sometimes Hardy's pessimism takes the form of a
querulous pointing of man's follies and inconsistencises.
He i1s the cynic in this reverie in church:

«es When the congregation rises there is a rustling
of silks like that of the Devils' wings in Paradise Lost.
dvery woman then, aven if she hed forgotten it before,
has & single thought to the folds of her clothes. They
pray in the litany as if under enchantment. Their resl
life is spinning on beneath this apparent one of calm,
like the VJistrict Railway-~treins underground just vy --
throbbing, rushing, hot, concerned with next week, last
WoaKe ... Could these true scenes in which this congre-
gation is living be brought into church bodily with the
personages, there would be a churchful of jostling
phantasmagories crowded like a heap of soap bubbles, o8
infinitely interseciing, but each seeing only his own.

diora cynical is the spaeech he puts into the mouth of
dapoleon:
Ay) Not content to stand on their own strength,
They try to hire the anginry of Heaven.
I am no theologian, dbut I laugh
That men can be so grossly logicless,
WThen war, defensive or azgressive either,
Is in its essence Pagan, and opposed
To the whole gist of Christianity! 22
The foregoing exa@glas have all been taken from
the earlier part of Hurdy's life. Until about 1890 he pre-
sented data that showed a far from hopeful outlcok for
man as an inherently good creature the sport of an irrational
destiny. Yat he seldom wrote of pessimisw as such. Then
followed the period of the Dynasts, when he seemed on the
whola more sanguine, as will wppear lataer. 3ut when the
27 Later Yasars, 20

28 Harly wife, 276.
29 The Jynasts, 342.
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sreat War brought & general disillusionment, Hardy
seemed to lose much of this faith in the amelioration
of man's condition -~ a faith that he seems never fully
vo have recovered. Of course these divisions are only
proximate, for, as stated above, Pcssimism is largely

a metter of immediate mood. Doubts intrude into the
brightest periods, if such there are, and Hardy nev:r
wholly loses feith in man's worth. In the truest sensse,
it is only in so far as Hardy doubts the nobility of
human nature, its cevacity for enliightenment, that he
can be called a pessimist. So long as man is the vietim
of an irrational Will, or even of his own errors csaused
by his development, there is hope. Iven though man is
much persecuted from without, the integrify of his soul
remains a matter of satisfaction. Trus despair wmust
center on the incureble depravity of men himself. This
sort of pessimism Hardy does not exhibit in his earlier
writings, and only infrequently in his later.

The shock of the War completely shattered the hope
which he had expressed in the "Sick Battle God," published
in 1901:

In days when men found joy in war,

A Gocd of Battles sped each mortal jar;

The peoples pledged him heart and hand,
drom Israel's i1and Lo isles afar.
e v s
3ut new light spreud. That god's gold nimb
Ané blszon have wened dimmer and more dim,
Bven his flushed form begins to fade,
Ti11 but a shade is left of him.
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.That modern meditation broke

His spell, that penmen's pleadings dealt a stroke,
53, some; and some that crimes too dire
Did much to mire his ecrimson cloak.

Yos, seeds of crescent sympathy

Were sown by those more excellent than he,
Long znown, though long contemnsd till then -«
The gods of men in amity.

Ha rarely gladdens champions now;
They do and dare, but tensely -~ pale of brow;
And would thay fain uplift the arm
Of that weak form they ¥now not how.
Yot wars arise, though zest grows cold;
Wherefore, at times, us if in ancient mould
He looms, bepatched with paint and lath;
But never hath he seemed the ocldl
Let men rejoice, let men deplore,
The lurid Deity of heretofore
Succumbs to one of saner nod; ,
The Battle-god is god no more. &Y
But even hafore the outbreak of the wer, Hardy must have
felt, as did very meny leaders in FEurope, that war wes
imminent. The prophetic "Channel Firing,"™ pubiished in
April, 1214, four months before the outbreak of the War,
shows thot he was even then apprsehensiva for the safaty
of EBuropse. The pessimism of this posm is not so much
directed ageinst an outward fate as against man's Iailure
to ameliorate his own condition. God Tells the startled
ghosts theat:

Just as before you went below;
The world is as it used to be, 9°

In commenting on the eff-ct of the war on her husbend,

Mrs. Hardy says that:

29 "Tha uick 3attle-god," <Collected Poems, 88.
30 "Channel kiring," Jollected rfoews, 287.
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«es the war destroyed all Hardy's beliaf in the
gradual ennoblement of men, a belief he had held for many
Jyears, &as is shown by posms like "The Sick 3attle~iGod,"
and others. He said he would probably not heve ended
The Dynuests as he did end it if he could have foreseen what
was going to huppen within a few years.

woreover, the war gave the coup de grace to any con-
ception he may have nourished of a fundamental ultimate
Wisdom at the back of things. 7ith his views on necessita-
tion, or at most a very limited free will, events seemed
to show him thot & fency he had often held and expressed,
that the never-ending push of the Universse was an unpur-
posive and irresponsible groping in the direction of the
least resistence, might possibly be the real trath. 31

In September, 1318, Hardy answered 2 letter painting
the monstrosities to be sxpected in any future wer. He
said:

f it be 211 true that the letter prophesiss, I do
not think & world in which such fiendishness is possible
to be worth the saving. Better let Woctaern "civilization”
perish, and the black and yellow races have & chance.

Howsver, as a meliorist (not & pessimist as they say)
I think better of the world.

Distrust of the perfectability of men is evident in the

prafacea to Lava Lyrics and Barlier, published in February,

1922;

es. When beliaf in witches of Bndor is displccing
tha Darwianian theory and "the truth that skall make ou
free," nen's minds appear, ac sbove noted, to be moving
backwards rather than on.

veo Suv If it be true, us Comte argued, thst advance
is nevar in a straight line, but in a looped orbit, wa
may, in tho aforesaid ominous moving beckward, be doing
it pour misux sautar, drawing bacx for a spriang. 1 re-
pa2at thet I forlorunly hope so, notwithstanding the super-
cilious regard of hope by Schoparnhauer, von Lartwann, and
othar philosophars down o Einstein who hcve my respect. 33

It is only durinz the latter years of his life thut

%1 Later Yaears, 160,
32 Later years, 130.
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Hardy says much of Pessimism as such -- years when he

admits that:

«eo. The Schems of Things is, indeed, incoupre-
hensiblse; and there I suppose we must leave it -- perhaps
for the best. Knowledge might be terrible. 34
One does not need to go deeply‘into his thought to see
why Hardy always repudiats the charge of pessimism commonly
directed against him. Yet it is rather the popular con-
notation of the term that he resents: a false, morbid,
misanthropic dasire t0 see wrong triumph. Hardy's own
attitude has none of this ill ﬁill towards man. His is
rather the pessimism 0f the »drophet of truth in contem-
plation of inavitable woe. dis philosuphy he sees as the
only impartial, unafraid estimute of man's unbhappy state.
e seas the same injusiice towards himself in the term
pessimist (as popularly applied) as the surgoeon might
fesel in announcing a malignant disease. 50 in the ex«
carpts following it will be seen that he sometimes denies
end sometimes accapts the titlas of pessimist. He is con-
vinced that the only possible hope of saving the human
race lies in a clearer racognitioan of the evils of
existence and an ecceptance by man himself of recponsi-
bility for their corrsction. I{ is (o shaks man from
his mental and spiritual lethargy, to ehow him that a

considerable part of his ills lie with himself and can

be cured only by himself, that dardy mercifvlly exposes

34 Latter to Alfred Loyas, December, 1920, Later Ysars, 218.
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the worst in life. His purpose is to enforce a feeling
that much injustice is needless. An entry in his notew
book on January 16, 1918, gives the creed of a sensitive

humanitatian, not of a gloomy cynic:

As to pessimism. .y motto is, first correctly
diagnosa the complaint -~ in this case human ills -
and ascertain the cause: then set aboutv finding a
remedy if one exists. The motto or practice of the
optimist is: 31lind the eyes to the real maledy, gpd
use empirical panaceas to suppress the symptonms.

50, since he considers his position the one of ine
tellesctual honesty, he resents what seems an unfair attack
on his motives.

One of the first refsrences he makes to pescsimism,
so-callad, oceurs in his journal of 1902:

Januaryl. A Pessimist's apology. ZPessimism (or
rathar what is call such) is, in brief, playing the
sure game. You cannot lose at it; you may gain. It is
the only view of life in which you can never be dis-
appointed, Having reczoned what to do in the worst
possible circumstances, when vetter arise, as they may,
life becomes child's play. ‘

In Real Conversations William Archer reports a discussion

with Thomas Hardy on the subject of pessimism. Uir. Archer
vouches that he has faithfuvlly reproduced the thought of
jir. Hardy, although possibly not the exuct words. The
convarcation is undateu, bubt toox place at wax Gate about
T. A. And the pessimist holds, I take it, that the
principle of evil is the stronger.
wr. dardy. No, I should not pul it precisely in

that way. For instancy, people call me 2 pessimist; and
if it is pessimism to think, with Lophocles, that "not tc

35 Loter Years, 183.
3 Leter Ysars, 91.
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