A COMPARISON OF
FRIEDRICH HOLDERLIN AND JOHN KEATS
IN THEIR RESPECTIVE BACKGROUNDS
WITH EMPHASIS ON THE DIFFERENCES
BETWEEN THEIR TWO COUNTRIES.

Presented by GOTTHARD GUDER
for the Degree of Ph.D.

in the German Devartment.

May 1942.




INTRODUCTION .

There are, as my Bibliogravhy shows,
many works on H8lderlin and Keats considered individually,
so that any new work that claims, 1ike the present
thesis, to be indevendent, needs some. justification.

The questions arise: Is there any
sense in comparing these two poets? What is the
essence of HDlderlin and the essence of Keats?

It may be simply stated that both
John Keats and Friedrich H8lderlin were great noets.
The first glimpse we take of them shows us two men
living and writing at about the same time, often on
similar themes; both with an actual poetic 1life of
a very few years, both with versonal histories of a
sad and tragilic nature., Sharing in some of the
.characteristics of the Romantic age, they were not
necessarily wholly Romantic themselves. Both claimed
for themselves the right to challenge authority, and
as original genﬁﬂses to strike out on a path for
themselyes. -

In the great volume of work which has
been published in the last two decades, it has inevitably

been discussed whether HYlderlin was a Romantic poet
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or a Classic. If a Classic, was it from the Greek point
of view, or the Goethean or German? Was he a Romantic
in the same sense as Schlegel and Novalils were - or

was 1t not rather in the 'deeper' Nietzschean sense?

Or is ﬁe not a Romantic Classicist? Was Keats a pure
Romantic? Was he a real Hellenist? Whatever answers

to these or similar questions emerge in the discussion
which follows, there can be no gainsayling the fact
that both were poets first and preeminently.

It is not literary backgrounds and relationships
which are my main theme, My task is rather to explain
and compare the characteristic individualities of these
poetsg, by considering their respective backgrounds.

The literature of the past, I think, we can only truly
understand, 1f we can relate it to the history, not

only of the political movements, but also of the religious,
philosophical and scientific movements of the time,

The particular purpose of this investigation
1s to ascertaln and bring out the differences between
Germany and England at that period, and to consider how
these two poets, with certain basic similarities in
temperament and gifts, developed differently in their
different environments. The individualistic point of

view lays emphasis on the imbortance of self-realisation;
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on the other hand, the environmental point of view makes
primary and fundamental qguestions such as the value of
ﬁnowledge or social dutlies and responsibilities.
By 'environment' I imply more than "surroundings which
compass an individuszl", namely, the "specific continuity
of the surroundings with his own active tendenciea."‘)
Though men of genius, leaders of thought and
feeling, yet both poets were recognisably grounded in thelr
time, unthinkable outside it. "Panta rhei" séid the old
Greek philosopher Heracleitus of Ephesus, that is, everything
that 1lives moves. There is no cessation of movement.
If it stops, 1ife ceases. Whether we will or not, the
perpetual change of our bodies goes on from birth to death.
Movement breaks down and destroys the tissues, which are
never rebuilt. And in the process the dead discard must
be eliminated. We are in constant danger of allowing it
to accumulate in our bodies. No less must we beware of
letting dead stuff clog up our minds so that we fall in
with a routine of accepted 1deas, and come into slavery
to words and customs. Now H81derlin and Keats are
distinguished by their pure, persistent and successful
effort to attain precision and power of expressing to an

eXtense degree that which was in them and which‘they knew

') f.The Individual and Environment,
J.E.Adamson, 1921, and
John Dewy, Democracy and Education.
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through their experience of life. Thus we can see them
ever striving to free themselves from everything dead or
only half-alive, all that would fetter their expression
or render it weaker' through the matter or the form being
second~hand and not peculiarly their own; or it may be
something handed down by tradition, or some expression
faulty because it is the result of théir own sloth of '
mind or their own haste. With both the activating spirit
1s the same; a deep deslire to be true both to their inner
nature and to the outef reality of the material world
about them, to express with ever deepening truth the
relationchip, as they perceived it, of the human spirit
to the Universe. Both were intensely idealistic, both
belonging to the same mental climate so to speak.

The 1ink of one generation to another is forged
by tradition. But it is a tradition of 1ife, and therefore
of change. Each of the poets by inheritance and reaction
was 1n some ways directly in the line of tradition of his
predecessors. But each contributed his own vivid freshness.
Thus thdr poetry has its glory in this that it reoresents
an everchanging yet continuous growth.

Both poets were seers. Of H8lderlin we may say
that he 1s a seer -vates sacer-; he enunciates a command-

ment, and because his expression of this rule of 1life is
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linked up with the spiritual circumstances of its revelation,
he is a poet. From the allegorical interpretation of
Hyperion II we may glean the general meaning that though
Keats thought of the true poet as a provhet and seer he
had come to see that this position cannot be acquired
merely by meditation. So he puts the 1ife of action and
conduct first and condemns his own selfishness in 1eading
up till then a pureiy artistic 1ife. Only by coming into
actual contact with human sorrow and misery can the poet
acquire real insight and so create matter of value,and
himself become immortal. This is the rule of life which
Keats progﬁnds.

It is most interesting to find that this was one
of the functions of the poet which Holderlin most admired
among the Greeks - the 'vates' - bard and prophet, hero and
lawéiver. And as 1t appears in Hyperion, vague.and rather
indefinite though the outline may be, we can see how in this
first great work he strove;after unity in the individual
and in an ordered society. Both poets accepted the Greek
tradition as an ideal which they love, and to which, how-
ever they may adapot and develop 1it, they endeavour to be
faithful.

Both poets have seen most deeply into the meaning
of Nature; both brought to their study and the individual

interpretation peculiar to each, the supreme qualities of
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close and loving observation and sympathy. And both
poets tresemble each other 1in the determination which
their genius gave to these qualities.

Both poets were deeply conscious that poetry
was their mission; it is revealed in their writings,
and we have their own words for it too. Poetry as
H81derlin saw it was entrusted with the mission of
revealing to a community the gods it should serve.
Poetry sums up the circumstances in which a people comes
into communion with its gods and in such poetry finds its
higher 1ife expressed and realised at one and the same
time. Keats's conviction of the poet's office is to
be the volce of one proclaiming a message, making clear
a vislion, transmuting into the words of a less esoteric
language the conception and enunciation of a high truth,
so that it may be "understanded of the vpeople'.
The functlon of the poet is to draw away the veils
that obscure the snlendoﬁrs of Nature, and reveal their
true and intrinsic beauty to man, so that in poetry he
may find comfort to soothe him when laden with cares,
and ralse hls thoughts above everyday life.

In H8lderlin the quality which strikes us

most vividly and which persists most strongly throughout
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all his work is undoubtedly his purity. His writings

and his 1ife alike are pervaded by an unusual innocenge.
The same may, perhaps in a lesser degree, be said of
Keats. Evil, wickedness, degradation 4id not exist for
them, excepnt, and especially for HBlderlin, to be
denounced. In Keats's writings as well as H8lderlin's
nothing strikes us more than his high soul and lofty
aspiration. The ideal is the same for them both. -

It is the passionate 1dealism of goodness and beauty.

In both there is an enthusiasm for perfection in every
form. Their highest urge was towards ennobling and
beautifying 1ife and reaching the highest possible

poetic pltch; two aims which are linked together,

They did not use poetry as a method of escane from

their dlsillusion with the world, or resignation to its
conditiong. Poetry was for them the higher ideal of 1life
towards which the strivings of mankind must be directed.
Of the two aims of 1ife poetry is one and the higher 1life
is the other, Nor is it without significance that in both
poets this spirit of enthusiasm was found accomvanied

by a strong strain of melancholyland'a note of despondency.
Such might be expected from natures so keenly sensitive -
natures which were a necessary component of their poetic

being.
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In Part I it is the differences between the two
backgrounds, especially in so far as they arise from
deep-seated differences between the two countries and
veovles, on which particular stiress is laid. It may be
a fact, as Dr. Johnson says, that "Nobody can write
the 1ife of a man but those who have eat and.drunk
and lived in social intercourse with Him." Unfortun-
ately such a requirement cannot now be fulfilled in
the case of H8lderlin and Keats, but we can at least
get to know much that was said and done by those who
did come into close personal contact with them. So, too,
we can contemplate their external circumstances of every
kind and so fo}m some idea of the effects theée may have
had on what they wrote.

During my preparations it became clear to me
that such an attempt requires more to carry it through
than the sharp clearness of critical reasoning. That is
necessary..But it is more necessary to have a psycho-
logical and emotional sympathy.

In Part II, therefore, I have endeavoured in this
way to trace the growth and development of the soul from
its iﬁitial stages, with the influences which have been

brought to bear on it.



IX

The main sources of information had to be their
Works and Letters. These give to each reader that most
individual picture of the poet and his background
which is eventually always based on the reader's own
attitude to 1life and literature. Fates are hidden in
these Letters. They mirror the struggles of the human
beings Holderlin and Keats; they are witnesses of the
poets H8lderlin and Kéats, revealing poetic minds
different from those of their contemporaries; they
accomnany them both o their much-too-early end -,
the one to the years of insanity, the other-to his
premature death.

I attempt to show to what degree H81derlin
and Keats resemble each other, and how far what was most
gimilar in them came to be differently expnressed,
rartly because of their backgrounds and partly because
of thelr different psychologies.
"Wer den Dichter will verstehen,

muss in Dichters Lande gehen."
(Goethe)



In the large amount of reading which I have
had necessarily to do I have not failed to notice
the fact that most authorities on one or the other
voet are, as 1t were, counterbalanced by other
authorities who take a different view of the same
facts. In this regard much depends uvon one's own
attitude towards the matters and therefore it cannot
be helped that sometimes one is inclined to accepnt
one authority, at another time another, and at a third

time to offer a suggestion which differs from them all.



The indulgence of the examiner 1is asked
for any mistakes in expression or style in this Thesis.
I have endeavoured to write English as well as I can;
as it is not my mothertongue awkward turns of expreséion
have probably ocecurred. I hope they will not be

allowed to influence the decision unduly.
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Part I

The period covered by the 'active' lives of
our two poets John Keats and Friedrich H8lderlin was
for both their countries one of becoming, of transition,
rather than of being. Germany =t the end|f0) the eighteenth
century was only beginning to bestir herself and emerge.
from the static condition of the Middle Ages. In Eng-
land the process was almost comnlete, and the éctual
end of the century and the first two decades of the new
saw the final shaking off of the last lingering traces
of Mediaevalism, a process that, in some respects is
not yet complete in Germany even to-daye.

Of all the differences which we are going to
consider between the two countries, perhans the most
striking is their dlfference geogranhically and volltic-
ally. England was a homogeneous whole, not broken into
Darts by the existence of natural barriers as Germany
was. And she had the best of natural borders'"... set
in a silver sea." Germany's break into numbers of small
states was almost inevitable. For her,separation was
more natural than unity. England too was inhabited by
a race which,though of very mixed blood,had become
unified by the slow process of centuries. It had a

strong central government. Germany on the other hand



having no natural frontiers, was a difficult task

)
for strong central administration. She was a collection
of widely differing states. This "Kleinstaaterei"
exerts its influence over every facet of German 1life.
The states which comprised Germany were not large
enough for an effective protectionist polley, and

the effect of thelr customs barriers was to cripple
interstate trade and commerce. There wag no general
culture among them. Each state seemed rather to pride
itself on its difference from the others, even on 1its
oddnesses, which it recognised as such, and these local
differences were, of coursgse, most marked in the case

of those states which by geographical situation or

by circumstance came least into contact with the
outside world.

The political unity of England had been
achieved by slow successive steps, each movement con-
solidated before another step forward was made.
Parliamentary government was really a sort of aristo-
cracy influenced on one hand by the King,and on the
other by a great resvect for the rights of the public
and of the individual. In spirit it had 1ittle in
common with the Continental despotisms of the time,

and perhaps even less with the democratic ideas of to-day.



it

Social differences and politicali%qualities were as a
matter of course accepted by all classes. Conservatism,
the maintenance of the status quo, flourished. But the
process of change was working slowly.

Thus slowly had England built - up her system of
Common Law - "slowly broadening down from precedent to
precedent." So,t00, she had a common authority which
expressed itself in effective taxation, whereas in
Germany the principle of taxation in the eighteenth
century seems to have been "to tax those who were
powerless to resist". Above all, England had a sort of
representative assembly, which, however much it stood
in need of the reform towards which it was slowly but
surely moving, was an improvement on the general rule
of absolutlism of Princes prevalent in Germany. "An
essential part of the Imperial system was the little
Principality whose fortunes denended on the virtues or
vices, the smiles or frowns of its autacrat."1)An
exception, more by repute than in fact, was the Land-
tag of Wlrttemberg which was considered comparable to
the English Parliament. The German Empire, indeed,
had the Reichstag; but it was not the feudal council

of the realm; it was not an executive body, it was not

1)Go?c2,stud1e5 in Modern History,
pP.15



even consui;tive and it was politically impotent.

England was a united whole. Germany had over three
hundred sovereign states, and many more which were almost
independent, varying in size from the eight Electoral
states to the tiny Hessen-Homburg with seven thousand
inhabitants. And these states varied as much in kind as
in size. There were the flefs of Princes, the Free Towns,
the Reichsritterschaften. 4s a result there was an excessive
develoovment of bureaucracy, due to the multiplicity of
independent units, which was out of all provortion to
e hiubey ofiMnbabitaite Manalitar TGS aer g ot T
requirements of England. The princely families held their
lands and pover originally from the Emperor ( of the
Holy Roman Empire), who supported them in their differ-
ences with the minor nobility, the Towns, and the Church.
The Free Towns got their power when the natural economy
of the self-supporting feudal system broke down owing to
the rise of the new money syctem - i.e. when payment was
made for services in money and not in kind. All these
differences gave rise to an extraordinary variety of
clashing interests, and to interstate jealousies, which
produced ineffective coordination in an Empire which
should have been federal in nature, but in practice could
not work effectively. Gooch in Studies in Modern History

page 154 quotes : "In my childhood", wrote Wieland'.



I was told a great deal about duties : but there was
so little about the duty of a German patriot that I
cannot remember hearing the word German used with
honour. There are Saxon, Bavarian, Frankfurt patriots,
but German patriots who love the Empire as their father-
land, where are they ?"

The beginning of the Industriai Revolution in
England has been ascribed to the period between 1750
and 1770, when a perceptible improvement was made on
the roads, which since the Romans left the island had
degenerated into mere tracks, dusty in summer, impassable
in winter. In some places the Turnplike system began to
be effective by 1770, as the number of Local Trusts
to manage the roads grew, and the roads really improved.
This system with all its faults was the beginning of a
nationwide system of control. John Macadam's discovery
that good and lasting roadsurfaces could be made with
small hard stones bound together with a facing of earth
on a bottoming of larger stones, gave England the roads
she needed for progress. He gave the woldd his name for
a new word "Macadamised", and his new method of roadmaking
literally opened up new markets, wider possibilities

of intercommunication and the prosvect of boundless wealth .
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For trade had up till then been mostly local. Posts
were slow and exnensive. Wheeled traffic was in many
places an impossibility, and goods and travellers
alike had to go on horseback. With so much inducenent
to stay at home it is 1little wonder that only the few,
and these the adventurous, travelled about. Such a
state of things led to parochial narrowness of outlook.
In fact, we might almost say that Macadam with his new
roads, and Watt with his steam engine, which Stevhenson
later converted into the locomotive engine, started the
opening~-up of the knowledge of other varts of England
which led inevitably to the Reform Act.

In Germany, too, intercommunication was difficult.
There was a lack of roads. Those that did exist were,
on the whole, bad, and their revair and the provision
of new ones were problems complicated by the large numbers
of authorities and the difficult task of coordinating
effort, It is true that the roads of Wirttemberg were an
exception. But in general, travel in Germany was difficult
and slow,especially for those who used wheeled vehicles.
HSlderlinT)after his arrival in Waltershausen writes

2)
about the "dumpfe Postwagenreise", and in another letter

1)An die Freunde,30.Dez.1793
2)An die Mutter ,26.Dez.1793
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he says he was delayed because of the bad roads. In

1795 after travelling to Frankfurt he complains of

"3ie Beschwerlichkelt und Langsamkeit der Reise".1)

The roads in the south were said to be better than

those in the north, and Reichard says that a traveller
could go "from Frankfurt or Nlmberg to Vienna ....
without finding an unmetalled main roadlor a bad service
of posts."Q)Reichard mentions especizlly the roads of
Bavaria, Fulda and the Palatinate, and next those of
Wirttemberg. Travelling was therefore quickest on horge -
back, but thie was not within everyone's means. The
poorer travellers, students and wandering 'Gesellen'

had to walk, and all alike had to put up with the
indifferent #&gings which could be obtained at the inns.
These seem, from all accounts, to have been much inferior,
with a very few exceptions, to the general run of inns

in England. There was, of course, transport by water,

8o very sultable, and often the only sort avallable, for
the movement of heavy goods. In Germany, all the navigable
rivers were used thus, and some canals had already been

made. In England in the early years of George III canals

Were only beginning. Brindley's Manchester-Worsley canal

1)An Pfarrer Majer,31.Dez., 1795
2)Reichard,Guide des Voyageurs en Europe,Weimar 1793,

quoted by W.H.Bruford:Germany in the XVIII Century,
Cambridge 1935.



12

was opened in 1761,but although Brindley died in 1772, some
of his greatest canals were not opened till 1790. In
fact, in the matter of transvort, as 1ln practically
everything else, a movement was going on which it is
impossible to pin down to any one decade. The age of
pack-horse and riding-horse was giving vlace to that of
barge, waggon and stage coach, so soon to yield in their
turn to the locomotive on its iron rails. For dirt-road
and bridle-path gave way to turnpike and macadamised
road, as they in turn were superseded by the railroad,
and now we have, in our turn, gone back to-the great
high way, and its modern superlative the 'Autobahn'.

As Germany and England differed so widely
geographlcally, they differed no less in their social
structure. The English gentry of the day were not a caste.
They intermarried freely with the bourgeoisie, and their
younger sons, at least, went into trade and the professions.
They lived on their estates a 1life closely 1linked with
the fammlng of the land. They occupied themselves with
schemes for its improvement, and were on familiar terms
with the farmers . The idea that the spirit of aristocrag
should be closely linked with that of popular rights had
grown up from the very soil of England. There were no
noticeable oppressions of one class by another, and many

small properties made a healthy human soclety easier.
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The spirit between the vafious clasgses was not one of
equality but of harmony. "Poor and rich together took a
patriotic pride in our 'free constitution' which they
continually contrasted with the slavery of continental
countries."1)They were, in fact, content to be "in that
state of 1life unto which it had pleased God to call them.' .
Contrast with this the great cleavage between
the different ranks of soclety in Germany. The nobility,
burghers, and peasants constituted almost a caste system
which only at the ovening of the 19th. century was beginning
very slightly to break down as a result of the effects of
the French Revolution. "The nobility were a class apart.
They had a different legal status, a different standard o
living, different social customs, a different moral code.
Their education was different, their taste in art was
different; 1ln some cases even their language was different.ﬁ
Their relation to their people resembled greatly that of
the Norman Lords in England to their English feudal
dependants not long after the Norman conquest. In all
these ways they differed from the burgher class, which in

turn differed almost as much and in as many ways from the

Peasants. In fact, "the unity of the Volk was mostly a dream

1)Trevelyan,British History in the 19th.Century,p.19
2)Bruford, Ibid, p.49
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of the Romantics." The ruling conceptions of the 18th.
century were "Benevolent autocracy and cultured indiv-
idualism".......the new century's "deals of democracy 0
and nationality were to change the face of the world".
Again, in England, the Church of England was the
established church of the whole state. In Germany,each
state had its own religion, and they differed widely in
the varlious states - some Roman C%@olic, some Lutheran.
In England, many of the clergy were magistrates and took
an actlve part in the administration of justice from the
magisterial bench. They were closely connected with the
squlrearchy by birth, mode of l1life and inclination.
The novels of Jane Austen give a useful picture of the
whole period under review, especially of the life of the
clergy, who spent their time between the amenities of
the manor house, towhich many were related, and the
rectory, which their education, inclination, and means
had made resemble it as nearly as possible. For thenm
there was 1ittle religious fervour. Enthusiasm was left
to the Methodists; it was not shown by well-bred

clergymen. The Nonconformists were to be found mostly in

the towns. They were tolerated, but did not have equality

1)Gooch, Ibid, p. 181
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with the members of the Established Church : e.g.
dissenters had to pay taxes to the Churbh, while the
Church alone could celebrate legal marriages, or bury
the dead with a religious ceremony. The Universitlies
were closed to Dissenters, Jews and Roman Catholics.
But if the Church was religiously 'lukewarm' the
Methodlsts were enthusiastically active under the
inspiration of John Wesley; into its ranks came the
neglected poor, to such an extent that we are told
"Dissent rose from one-twentieth to one-half of the
churchgoers".1)

Tn Germany, there was a distinction between
the clergy of Roman Cathollc and Protestant Churches, in
their origin and natural affiliations. In the Roman
Catiolic church also the simpler priests too, differed
silmilarly from those of the higher orders. The latter
Were always of high rank socially. Many were the younger
song of princely houses, and there ﬁas a whole multitude
of the lesser aristochacy. But the middle-class and the
Peasants supplied the lower ranks of the Roman Catholic
clergy; and all the ranks of the Protestant clergy were
recruited from these two classes. "The Protestant

theologlans were the poorest and most despised students

1)Trevelyan, Ibid, ».25
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in the Universities, for it was almost lmpossible for
a needy student to maintain himself 1in any other faculty.
When after years of private tutoring they obtained a
living, they had usually more book-knowledge than their
Catholic colleagues, but less breeding, having enjoyed
fewer social contacta.“i)

This raises the question of Education in general.
The period from about 1789 is a very convenient one at
which to begin an examination of the educational system
of England,at least, for it saw the re-animation of the
ancient Universities and the foundation of the monitorial
schools. These two sources of education had a tremendous
influence in thelr own spheres, disconnected, 1t is true,

though eventually a 'ladder' of connection was suggested.

In England this renascence of education antsswssesssed

is of a national character, with slight foreign influences.

Perhaps the greatest difference in the develooment of

education in England and in Germany is this: the educational

systems of Germany were created by the state; in England
they grew up independently and with the minimum of
state-intervention. So the German systems tend to be
clearly marked off in 'strata'. This tendency English

education seems to have tried to avoid, even though the

1)Bruford, Ibid, p.50
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origin of the different types might lead to isolation.
"England and Wales at this period were
unquestionably the least and worst educated countries in
Protestant Europe."1)Wh11e nearly all old-established
institutions in England were only Jjust beginning to stir
in their slumbers, 1t need occasion 1little surdrise
that edication had long been much in abeyance. The
Universities had almost given up even the pretence of
fulfilling the functions for which they were founded.
Oxford seems to have sunk to a deeper degree of in-
efficiency than Cambridge, and it is little wonder that
the number of students at both,and the standard of scholar-
shlp were both shockingly low. This state of affairs, of
course, stretched downwards to the schools which should
have fed the Universities. We are told "The condition of
our'public'or higher schools was worse between 1750 and
1840 than at any time since King Alfred. The grammar schools
were largely derelict, often acandalous."g)The curriculum
of the 'public' schools did not vary much from pure
classical teaching. "At Eton, for instance the lowest Form

did noting but Latin grammar; the second the Latin

Testament, Catechism and Phaedrus. The next Form began

1)Mathieson, England in Transition, 1789-1832, D.157
2)Marvin, Century of Hope, p.204
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Greek, and read Latigh selections; the fourth took Ovid,
Caesar, Aesop, Terence, Latin selections and Greek
Testament; the Remove took Virgil, Horace's Odes,
Pomponius Mela, Nepos and the Retae Graecl. The younger
boys did some writing and arithmetic and the fifth took
geography and algebra as extraa".1)We have no reason to
suppose that the curriculum at Harrow, to which Keats's
father wanted to send him, was very different. The
Public schools were merely those of the old grammar schools
which had managed to increase their numbers of oupils
and thelr prestige while the others had declined. For
the first three decades of the century the Public schools
were in a bad way. Apart from the narrowness of their
classical curriculum, which led to bad intellectual
results, theyv suffered also from a low moral tone,
bullving,and bad feeding and housing, If they had not
vielded to the demand for reform thev would probably have
disappeared.

Space 1s Insufficient and it is unnecessary to
trace the rise .of the new schools. They were many and
some were good. There were about ten thousand private

schools which varied as individuals; their curricula

1)Secondary Education in the XIX Century,R.L.Archer, 1928



19

varied as widely. Their extremes may be exemplified by
the famous example of Mr. Squeers's school at Dothebovs
Hall, and the enlightened experimental school of the two
brothers H1ll, near Birmingham, in the early years of
the 19th. century,which was transcendentally modern.
The curricula of the private séhools comprised subjects
to suit the parents, and they were particularly well
adapted to educational exveriments. Some, like that of
Mr.John Clarke's school at Enfield, where John Keats
went, grafted modern studies on to a modification of the
Public schools' curriculum. Classics, Maths, French and
English were taught, but history, geography and science
received little or no attention. Many of the schools
were conducted by clergymen, and there was no 'training'
for the profession of schoolmaster. Private education
at hone was never, since the Renalssance,a feature of
much importance in England amongst the only class that
could afford it - the wealthy. Rousseau's ideas on home-
education had started a real movement, but it applied
chiefly to the pre-school age, i,e, up to eight or nine.
 There was much on the debit side of the account
of Education; on the credit side stand two important
movements,both owing their origin to the Dissenters -

the Academies and the Charity schools. The Established
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Church of England was aristocratic and conservatlve;

it clung tenaciously to classicse as onposed to the new
'science'. Therefore the Digsenters were impelled towards
democracy, innovations of every sort,and science.
Protestant Dissenters, excluded from Oxford and Cambridge,
founded numnerous Academles of higher and secondary
education for themselves. These were so'good and on such
modern lines that they were attended by many who were not
Dissenters. At this time, too, began the Charity Schools
movement to provide primary education and discipline for
the children of the poorer classes. Both Dissenters and
the Established Church shared in this movement, with which
are assoclated the names of the Quaker Joseph Lancaster,
and the Indian chaplain Andrew Bell. The sort of religiows
teaching which was one of the main subjects of these
schools,was, in the Lancastrian schools,purely Biblical
and unsectarian. These schools were pronagated under the
auspices of the Royal Lancastrian Society, and later of
the British and Foreign Schools Soclety. Bell and most of
the 0ld originally existing charity schools came under

the aeglis of a body sponsored by the Christian Knowledge
Soclety, called the 'National Society for the Education
of the Poor according to the Principles of the Established

1)
Church, and there are 'National' schools in England still.

1)For a full account,see Mathieson, Ibid, p.105
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An atten pt was made in 1807 to secure national recognition
of the need for elementary education, and a Blll was
passed by the Commors . It was, however, thrown out by
the Lords, on the ground that the clergy had not sole
control, but a certain amount was vested 1in the varish
authorities.

Lower still in grade than the charity schools
were the 'Dame' schools, which acceunted for about
fifty thousand of the child population. They were probtably
better than nothing; but the education given was of
moral value rather than practically useful, for the
children were sent to the care of the 0ld ladies usually
too young to profit by any instructlion they got,
and they were removed, and set to earn their own llving,
Just when they became old enough to learn., As a result
large numbers of the adult nopulation whére wholly
1lliterate and could not read nor write, even their own
name. For it was generally held as an opinion tha work-
men should not be educated 'above their class' in case
it would make them unwilling to practiée the drudgery
of manual labour. However it did not put a ban on
tralning them how to perform that labour. The aceidental
founding of the "Mechanics Institutes" in Scotland and
their rapid 8pread,gave these classes an opportunity

to share in the enlightening and stimulation of the
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new movement towards scientific study.

So at this time in England only a small
proportion of the people could be sald to be properly
educated; som%had a certain smattering, and the majority
were not educated at all. The literary and intellectual
standards of those who were educated, however, were
vay high; we may believe that they were higher than
those of to-day, when literary taste is debased by the
flood of indifferent cheap popular material produced
for the 'half-educated'. Perhaps for the production
of genius such a state of affairs was not wholly bad.

It may even have been pPropitious, for genius flourilshes
best when allowed to go its own way. So too, for the boys
of the people,the absence of schools may not have been

80 deleterious as might be imagined. Apprenticeship
provided the dlscipline and training so essential to
youth. For the girls of all classes a home training in
the household arts was deemed sufficient.

In Germany in general, the ovportunities for
Education and the use made of them varied widely with
the differences in social class. The country gentleman
was not very different from the squire. His was a healthy
contented parochial existence in a world of its own.

The bookish sort of education was little esteemed for a
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young country gentleman unless he aimed at court life
or foreign service. He attended the village school, or
he was educated privately at home, at the hands of the
local pastor or by a young theological student. Discipline
was lax; interest more on practical things and country
pursuits than on book-learning. Some, of course, went
to court and pursued a career there; but the majority
contended themselves with the management of their estates
The nobility of the court circles, however,
demanded for theilr sons a very different education from
that provided by the town grammar schools, with their
adherence to Latin and religion as the main sibjects
of the curriculum. Accomplishments which would fit them
for good society were mainly sought after. The official
instructions given in French1)for the education of Karl
Eugen of Wlrttemberg and his brothery,repeat the usual
expressions about 'godly and virtuous' ways; but stress
1s to be laid on "Modern Languages, dancing, fencing
and riding." Special boarding schools for the nobility
- Ritterakademien - followed much the same idea, a little
Latin, not pedantically laboured, Italian, English and

Spanish. German had a place in the curriculum. History

1)Cf.Biedermann II,i,75,quoted by Bruford, Ibid.
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and Law were considered appropriate for those who
would develop into future rulers, and so was polltics.
Mathematics was included as a "useful® subject and so
was Rhetoric. On the nhysical side were various 'Ex-
ercitien', and deportment was also essertial. The
final polish was acquired by the 'Grand Tour' to
foreign courts, just as the contemporary young English
nobleman might or might not proceed to a University
after his Eton or Harrow days, but would end up with

a 'Grand Tour' in Europe with a retinue and a 'bear-
leader'.This expensive education of the young German
noblestended to deepen the gulf between them and the
burghers, as 1t was not modified, as was the case in
many of the great English public schools by friendships
between young sprigs of nobility and the sons of the
wealthier bourgeoisie.iﬂor was any special deference
to rank or wealth paid either by boys or masters in
the English schools.

The edutatioﬁ of other classes in Gemany was
carried on in the village schools and in the town
grammar schools. In the villages, of course, effectiveness
varied with the personality of the village schoolmaster.
But although,in some states,education was theoretically

compulsory between the ages of six and thirteen, and
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free for the poor, in practice it was hardly so.
Schools were nonexlstent or in bad repair; teachers
incompetent; the curriculum at the best combdrised
reading, writing and a 1ittle arithmetic. The Bible
and the catechism were the main reading matter. Attendance
was irregular and in summer nonexistent. If such was
the condition of affairs in the enlightened state of
Prussia we can imagine what popular education must have
been like in the awrage small state. Yet by the end of
the century there must have been some progress, for a vely
large number of the peasants must have been able at least
to read,or they would not have bought in such numbers
the calendars and almanacs published for them.

In the towns, education was on a different
footing. The son of an artisan received a home training
in domestic industry until he was old enough to be
apprenticed to hls trade,usually at the age of fourteen.
Conditions of apprenticeship were determined by the gilds,
and the master, besides giving technical indruction in
the craft was obliged also to impart training in morals
and manners. When the youth became a journey-man he was
received into the Union of Gesellen, which laid down

rules for his general behaviour. He now went on his
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wanderings over Germany, for a period of years, and
even into nelghbouring countries. This was & valuable
continuation of his education, comparable in many ways
with the 'Grand Tour'. Wandering handicraftsmen were

a feature of German life as late as 1840, Thus the
ordinary working-class man saw more of his own country
than the man of the same class in any other vart of the
world., This was 1n notable contrast to the English
workman who often llved and died in the same vlace as
he was born in. It must have had a tremendous effect

on the formation of national character. In the same
way we can see that the Wanderlieder grew up not only as
a result of the Romantic movement, but as a genuine
expression of popular feeling and habit.

Those, however, who were intended for the
learned professions had a very different 'cursus' at
the Latin schools and"Kloster- und Flirstenschulen’

Of these some of the most worthy of note were the state
schools of Saxony, which produced Lessing and Klopstock,
and the Klosterschulen of Wlirttemberg - where Schelling
and H8lderlin were pupils - which kent up a steady
supply of future theologians to the "Tbinger Stift".
Instead of generalising, let us look at the curriculum
of one of these schools, such as H8lderlin must have

followed. They were boarding-schools, and the pupils

1)Cf.Goethe's Wilhelm Meister.
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received board and lodging free along with clothes and
free instruction. I am afrsid the food was neither
plentiful nor good, and the clothing must have been of
a dreary sameness, each having to wear, always, a sleeveless
black gown. Schools like these were indeed concerned
largely with keeping up a sunply of able Civil servants
and ministers of the Church, and the whole education
could be had free by boys of good ability on condition
of promising to enter the service of the Church. The
main subject of instruction was Latin, with some Greek.
Latin was still a 'living' language, it must be
remembered, and an essential for every educated man
who desired to keep up with the thought of his time.
For as many books were still published in Latin as in
German.T)So Latin was studied as a means of self -
expression and a medium of rhetoric, in speech and
writing, rather than as an academic study. Content of
the texts studied, or their consideration as a cultural
medium took a very second place. Greek, where it was
taught,was of secondary importance. Xenophen usually
supplied the beginpers' textbook,and from that he

went on to the Iliad. Marshall Montgomery suggests

1)Cf.Bruford,Ibid,p.239 seq.



28

that study of Greek was perfunctory gnd unfruitful. Yet
Lessing's struggle against the theoricians and the
theatre frangais should be regarded1?s a strg?gle of
Hellenism against the Latin spirit. Erasmus had
recommended schoolmasters to teach their pupils to
read plenty of authors. His 1ist of Greek authors
includes Lucian and Aristophanes as weli as Euripides,
Homer, Demosthenes and Herodotus, and besldes the
usual Vergil, Horace, Cicero and Caesar,his Latin
authors also include Plautus, Terence and Sallust.
The reforms of Melanchpgh and Sturm had welghted the
balance more in favour of Latin than Greek, as being
more useful to "Theologensprache"; but as a result of
the Thirty Years War real Humanism died out of the
schools and a merely pedantic Latinism was left. The
next reformers were Francke and his followers, who
founded rather the "Realschule" than reorganised the
Latin and Greek studies. The age of Goethe, warmed

by the ideas of Rousseau, looked back again to the

1)Cf.Marshall Montgomery,Friedrich H8lderlin and the
German Neo-Hellenic Movement,Part I, 1923,p.5 seq.

2)Erasmus,De Ratione Studii 1512,0pera Leyden 1703,
quoted by M.Montgomery, Ibid,p.©o
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clagsical world, as the "golden age" of humanity, and
began again to apply 1ts studies as 'humanism', the
essentially "natural civilising and educating agency".
Their ideas are well summed up in the single word
"Neuhumanismus". "Educate your young till they become
Greeks, inwardly at least, i1f outwardly the thing proves
impossible, fill them with the Greek spirit, with .
courage and strength to discover truth, with the free
energy of will to take their stand bravely over
against external powers and internal hindrance, with
the Joyous love of all that is beautiful."i)

It is a fact that wherever Greek literature
has gone it has imparted new intellectual 1ife. This
may be due to the fact that the Greeks were the first
peoble to strike out on new lines of thought for
themselves. But the fact remains that it was the influence
of Greek literature which produced the Renaissance, and
brought civilisation after the Middle Ages. Its new
zeal, backed by the ideas and aspirations of the French

Revolution again exerted a vivifying influence.

1)Fr.Paulsen,Das dutsche Bildungswesen in seiner
geschichtlichen Entwicklung,Seite 101,quotation
translated by M.Montgomery, Ibid,
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When Schiller wrote his famous letter describling Goethe
to himself, that was what he meant when he sz2id "Wdren
Sie als ein Grieche, ja nur als ein (wliener geboren
worden."

Another great reformer was Gesner, the pioneer
and father of the Neo-humanism, His aim was to make
vossible the delightful and easy converse of the reader
of Greek literature with the great minds of o0ld, so
that the reader himself would by this means adopt their
beautiful thoughts, and be influenced by their impressive
language. All this is interesting in so far as it
throws much light on the actual learning and teaching
of the classics at the time, particularly the Greek
classics. For the result of this we have twv turn,
however, from scholarship to literature. The fact that
German literature during its own most classical period
1s so essentially classical 1s a remarkable feature of
modern European literature. "German literature when it
reaches 1ts highwatermark at the turn of the eighteenth
and nineteenth centuries, presents an appearance which

differs in a quite unlgque fashion from that of other

1)August 23/1794.
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contemnorary literatures. Everywhere else we see the
apostasy from the traditional classicism which through
artificiality and conventionality has degenerated into
a pseudo-classicism, being carried out in revolutionary
fashion, whereby the individual gave full rein to his
own sentiments and feelings, and war was declared

and attacks delivered on every kind of form. Then
gradually new forms began to take shape in the early years
of the 19th. century, and these make possible the rise
of new literary schools, which in general are styled
'romantic'.”1) I shall deal at greater Wength‘with
this idea when discussing the literary background of
the time of Friedrich Holderlin. To return to the
school curriculum which as a boy and youth he followed.
Besides classical studies, there was much time given

to theology; some mathematics, poetics, rhetoric,
geography and physics were taught in the mediaeval
style without any very great importance being attached
to them. Discipline was rigid and severe, and the
relations between teachers and taught formal and

cold.

1)Harnack,Der deutsche Klassizismus im Zeitalter
Goethes, Berlin 1906, Seite 1.
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In comparing Education generally in England
and Germany however we find each contributed certain
points. Prussia's contribution to the 1ife of Germany
- organisation - led to the efficient state control
of the schools, which resulted in Germany having a
good school inevery town a hundred years before England
had managed to get even a moderate one. But Germany's
system was more rigid, England's had elasticity =nd
freedom. This was so because the aim of Prussian
Education was to maintain a particular political system.

In estimating the possibilities of Education
in Germany we must always recollect the fact that much
denended upon the ‘caste' from which the pupil came.
Equality of opportunity is a purely modern conception.
Advanceuent in a profession denended not on ability
but on the social class from which the boy ecame.
Teachers and ministers, for example, came mostly from
the lower middle~clase and from peasant families.

The offices of state drew their recruits from the better
classes of aooiety.‘)Ability came into its own only in

the competitions for scholarships for free education

1)Cf.Paulsen,quoted by Bruford p.247
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for the ministry in state shwols and the special
theological colleges. These turned out so many
theologians that the supply axeeeded the demand.

Those who, on leaving the University, had not the

good luck to find a poet as an'assistant Pfarrer'

had to ekxe out their existence as private tutors

or schoolmasters. Both these oocupationa-Wfra looked
on a8 temporary expedients, to be quitted as soon as
possible, for they were very badly paid, had often to
be supplemented by other work, and soclally ranked
very low. This modesty of emolument was of course

not peculiar to Germany. Goldsmith's "Deserted Village"
containg the plcture of the village schoolmaster
"passing rich on forty pounds a year", in spite of

the wonder "that one small head could carry all he
knew", and the social stigma on teachers, except those
of the very highest grade, has hardly been removed in
England to this day.

With regard to the education for other
professions, we may pay particular note to that
needed for the medieal profession, seeing that this
was the actual work that John Keats was trained for.
Conditions in Germany and England anpear to have been
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somewhat similar. There was 2 sharp distinction in
Germany, as generally elsewhere, between the exponents
of pure medicine, and surgeons. The latter were rather
sk1lled artisans than professional men. Their general
education was not of an advanced sort and thelr
professional education was more an acquiring of
empirical rules and of skill through anprenticeship.
They often combined their surgeonship with the craft
of barber, and were held in no high repute. On the
other hand, the physician, especially with University
qualification, ranked high socially. After a good
grammar school educatlon in classical studies, the
future doctor had to preface his medical course with
a short 'arts' course at the University. Then came his
professional course, of three years in the Mediecal
faculty, before he was allowed to practice. Naturally
the quality of training varied widely from place to
Place. But by the end of the 18th. century there were
medical Chairs in most of the leading German Universities,
with provision for the study of anatomy, laboratory
methods and clinics. Germany was by then beginning to
lay the foundations of that medigal study on which

she was to bulld her eminence in the 19th. century.
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The supply of well-qualified doctors was by no means
equal to the demand, so that the practice of the
profession assured a decent living, and patients were
nearly all of the upper classes and the aristocracy.
The poorer patients had to content themselves with the
services of the surgeon-barber. _

The beginning of the 18th. century saw
surgery in England entering a new phase. Previously
Proper surgeons generally received their practical
training on the field of battle, spent most of their
active life with the army, and only settled down to
practi%e on the civil population when too 0ld for the
more strenuous military life. They concentrated mostly
on the treatment of wounds and on amputotions. Other
&fflictions requiring surgical intervention were left
to the ministrations of barber-surgeons or gquacks.

But in the early 18th. century St.Bartholemew's and
St.Thomas's Hospitals suddenly began to expand, and

they arpointed to their staffe young surgeons instead
of the war veterans. The hospitals, of course, contained
other patients than those who required treatment for
wounds, (obtained e.g. in brawls );some patients there

were who had escaped the attcentions of the quacks.
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So they were treated by the young surgrons, who did

not hesitate to experizent on them, with such success
that young men desirous of entering the rrofession

began to go straight to the surgeons of Bartho%ﬁhow's
and St.Thomas's instead of apprenticing themselves

to the members of the Surgeon -barbers Company. So

the United Company of Barbers and Surgeons had to
surrender 1ts gulld charter, though a struggle for its
privileges continued forsome time. But by 1702 the
Governors of St.Thomas's officlally recognised the
teaching which had grown up in the hospital and regulated
it. This was the beginning of the great mediecal schools.
Dissatisfaction with the Barber-Surgeon Company grew,
The College of Physicians had always treated the
surgeons as mere barbers and in every way had emphasised
the difference between physicians and surgeons. So

by 1744 the surgeons felt that they must remove their
disability by breaking away again from the barbers.

This they did,and in due course their governing body

was formed - "The Masters, Govermors and Commonalty of
the Art and Becience of Surgery! The new Company
represented a gain in prestige and in certain finaneial
ways. Surgeons had taken the first step towards becoming
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gentlemen, and the end of the century was to see almost
realised their ambition of being on an equal footing
with physicians. In 1799 mistakes in procedure rendered
the Company nonexistent, and in 1800 a charter granted
by George III established the Royal College of

Surgeons in London.‘) Thus legitimate surgery became
established, but quacks and charlatans of every sort
flourished and profited by the at{ments and credulity
of the people,

The greatest name in Surgery of this time
was undoubtedly that of Astley Cooper. He early showed
signs of where his talents lay, and at the age of
sixteen was apprenticed to his uncle, Wm,.Cooper,a senlor
surgeon at Guy's. Here he imbibed, besides ldeas on
revolutionary surgery, those on revolutionary politiecs -
he believed In democracy and thought some good might
come out of the French Revolution, Such beliefs were
considered heinous and threatened to blast his
success in his profession. However he became a most
distinguished practitioner making up to £ 12,000 a year

in fees. In 1820 after an operation on George IV he was

1) Cf."Surgeons All",Harvey Graham, 1939, Dp.259,
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made baronet, and was elected President of the Royal
College of Surgeons in 1827. This was the man under
whom John Keats studied in his final year.

John Keats, we are told was apprenticed to a
Mr. Thomas Hammond, Edmondon, at the end of the school
gession in 1811. The indentures were for five years
and a premium was paid by Abbey from John's capital.
The conditions of apprenticeship depended entirely on
the sort of master one had. Keats became a good doctor;
his notebooks have been published in Surgery and
anatomy1), and his spare time, of which he may have had
a good deal, it suited him well to spend in reading.
His aﬁility to concentrate on a task he had to study
must have helped him when the time came to memorise his
'materia medica'. But we know very little of his
apprenticeshlp years, which seem to have been nlacid
and happy. The final year of his apprenticeship he
spent not with Mr. Hammond, but 'walking the hospitals'
in London. At this time he seems to have intended

making surgery his avocatlion, and proceeded to study

1)John Keats's Anatomical and Physiologlcal
Notebook, ed.by M.B.Forman 1934,
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at Guy's and S5t.Thomas's hosnital. His studies comprised
courses in =znatomy, nhysiolog&k;thqpry ancds practice of
medlicine, chemistry and materia medica, and he seems

to have worked hard enough at them, perh=ns with no

great 'professional' interest, for he cualified in July
2

~—

1816 and reeeiwved the following dinloma:

July 25th.1816
182. Mr John Keats of full age CANDIDATE for a CERTIFICATE
to practice as a APOTHECARY in the country.
An APPRENTICE to Mr, Thos.Hammond of Edmonton

APOTHECARY FOR five years

TESTIMONIAL, from Mr.Thos. Hamhond -----
LECTURES

2 COURSES on ANATOMY and PEYSIQIOGY

2 if THEORY and PRACTICE OF MEDICIKNE

1 = CHEHISTRY

1 " MATERIA MEDICA

HOSPITAL, ATTENDANCE
Six MONTHS at Guy's and St.THomas's -
as
llonths at
168.Examined by Mr.Brande and anvroved.

1)Cf.Guy's Hospital renorts,New series,Vol.75
2)Literary Bypaths in 01d England,H.C.Shelley.




40

This was his licence to practice; but he did not avail
himself of it, perhaps not that he liked surgery less
but that he liked poetry more.

Now we come to consider the Industrial Revolution,
the changeover from old to new, from mediaeval times
to modern. English 1ife up till then had been based
largely on the village system, in which each village
was largely a more-or-less self-supporting unit. By the
labour of the hands of the villagers of England the
great staple industries, such as the Yorkshire cloth
trade,were supported. Trade and commerce might require
towns as centres; but the actual manufacture was
'farmed out' amongst the cottagers. Yarn for instance,
was supplied to them by the merchants, woven in the
village homes, and the finished product collected by
trains of packhorses and brought to a central warehouse
for sale and export. Much of the work was certainly
done by the women and children, working the cottage
looms. The men did their share too, after they had
worked their 'strips' in the common field. Each villager
had one or more of these strips, which he cultivated
for himself and his family, but only in accordance
with a fixed traditiénal rotation of crops. There was

no scope or posslibllity for experiment. When therefore
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the spirit of progress gave rise to the 'improving
landlords' and enclosures began, so that scientific
farming on a large scale could be tried, what was to
hapvpen to the villager who had depended mostly on his
crops for his livelihood? He became a wageearner

on the land which he formerly worked for himself.

The effect of the encloslires was further increased
by the other industrial changes of the age, - notably
the invention of various machines which caused the
removal of the weaving industry from the cottage to
the urban factory; the opening of roads and canals
fostered new markets, and the subseguent inflocking
to towns of those who could no longer subsist in the
country, created a demand for more corn. The new
regime in agriculture increased the national food-
supply and the national wealth. But most of this increase
went into a few pockets - to the landlord f£r rent,

to the parson for tithe, and into the bank-account

of the large farmer. There was now a great change in
the distribution of wealth. Instead of a large class
of tolerably comfortable working-people, there was a
sharp division., The poor had become paurers, the lower
middle-class poor. The disappearance of the village

Industries and a series of bad harvests put the




42 -

finishing touches. The shift of vopulation to the towns
began, and the onetime independent agricultural worker
hired himself out to industry at starvation wages and
for cruelly long hours. .

Side by side with the rural revolution
developed 1ts urban counterpart. The regulation of varlous
trades which had been in the hands of a privileged few -
notably the guilds ~ and under a rigid code of
management, gradually gave way before a principle of
open competition, where every man acted for himself and
as he thought best, buying in the cheapest market and
selling in the dearest, hiring his labour at the rates
and under the conditions that suited himself. If he
could get iti- and he could, for the rural changes
and the rapld increase of population provided an abundant
sunply of cheap labour, too necessitous to question
about conditions, but glad to take what it could get.

The result of this was the beginning of 'class-distinctions!)
The rich became richer, the poor, poorer; a new type of
'aristocracy' arose - one which depended for 1ts power

not on breeding and landowning, but on wealth acquired

by the dubious ways of the new industrialisation.

Risen from the artisan class by reason of superior

ability and enterprise,the new industrialist cared
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neither for the 'hands' he employed - men, women and
1ittle children, but to him only 'hands' - nor the
political movements and military activities of his time
unless they interfered with his 'business'. His one
concern was his own fortune, He had none of the old
"noblesse oblige" which had tempered the relations
of the o0ld landowning aristocracy with its villagers,
and no background of culture to provide mitlgating
Influences. He was in a curiously anomalous position,
Risen from the working class, he felt himself a cut
above them, but he was not of, or accepted by,
elther the old arlistocracy or the o0ld capitalist -
merchant class.

In all the industries the effect was the same.
The growth of invention 2nd scientific knowledge
Produced an. ever rising spiral of industrialisation.
For machinery more iron was needed : more iron needed
more coal. To get more, steam engines were invented
to pump the mines dry. More iron, the result of more
coal made more machinery possible. More machinery
needed fewer 'hands', especially of the skilled-
artisan type, and the subsequent imvoverisation and
depbression led to a further fall in the standard of

living. From a social point of view perhaps one of
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the most notable, and to be regretted, results of this
rapid change from village to town 1ife was the growth
of the slums. Ugly houses in mean streets Were run up
by manufacturers to house their 'hands'. The slum-
dwellers had little to cheer or interest them after their
day's drudgery was done. Few could read, enter-
tainments even.of the 'penny reading' type were few,
sport for the masses was unknown. Boxing certainly had
a certain interest but its effect was not elevating.
The only consolation obtainable was in the public-
houses, or from the comforts of religion. Of the
former, we may remark that its effects Droduce the same
degradation at any time. Those who wished to find
refuge in religious exercises found that the Church
of England was not then particularly concerned about
the slumdwellers. It was left to the Chapel to develop
the souls and spiritual l1life of the working class.
All sorts of activities were organised - Bible study,
extempore speaking, various co-operatlive activities:=-
the embryo of the Labour movement first quickened here.
In Germany1) the same process had not yet
started. The gild system in the towns still held
undisputed sway. Between masters there was co-operation,
1)Der Anbruch des Maschinenzeitalters, in Teubners
Geschichte des deutschen Volkes,Dr.Hermann Pinnow, 1928.

See Bruford ibid p.137 seq., 170 seq. for a long
general description.

o~
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not competition. Everything was regulated - wages,
number of employees, apprenticeship conditlons,

price of raw materials, standards of quality, prices

of finished work. There was no 'middle-man'. The
craftsmen had their stalls side-by-side in the market
and traded direct with the consumer. Each gild had

a monopoly of the production of its varticular sort

of wares. Gilds were insplred by high standards of
workmanship and "a strong ethical feeling" which made
the oproduction of goods of good quality for a Jjust

price their aim. The manufactures of the gilds were
'home industries'. At the end of the 18th. century
Germany had hardly beggﬁ Yo see the growth of
capitalism. This began with the "Verleger| generally

a merchant of means who used his money in various Ways
to provide a craftsman with the possibility of exercising
his craft. He therefore claimed the say in the disvosal
of the subsequent product, eithe® by buying it for
resale, or by vaying him a fixed rate and supplying

him with tools and raw material and claiming the product
for himself. This latter procedure was the most profitablk,
and the more usual where the tools or raw material were
expensive or hard to procure. This method of workihg

resembles very much that of the pre-industrial woollen




46

trade of England, referred to before. Such a business
was sometimes carried on by a Trust, and there was such
a combination of manufacturers founded in 1626 in
Wirttemberg, which in its palmy days employed as many
as six thousand workers, but it was very exceptional.

The late beginning of industrialisation in
Germany seems to have owed its development to the
influx of refugees from Revolutionary France, Italy
and Holland. Many had been able to bring considerable
amounts of money with them, and they had their skills,
They were especially prominent in the North East and
Prussia - a circumstance which is said to account for
the rapid commercial advance of Berlin. As they were
not, being incomers, subject to the regulation of the
gilds,they had much greater freedom. Various states,
as a rule, encouraged by legislation the particular
manufactures that seemed to suit them.
We now pass to a consideration of the

philosophic and literary movements of the time,

The world of the latter half of the 18th. century had
got intellectually and spiritually out of joint.
Philosophy, pursuing remorselessly a purely analytic
method, gulded by no sense of the essential inter-

.relatedness of all things spiritual and material, was
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fast reducing all things to disconnectedness dull and
spiritless. Hobbes, and indeed Locke, had explained
gociety as organised selfishness, mitlgated by natural
sympathy and the force of habit. Political sovereignty
was rested too excluslvely on ultimate force, art was
but a play of fancy released from the control of fact,
nature was a chaotic multiplicity, religion was regarded
very largely as a system of superstition, which the
gceptlcal either wished to abolish, or were, at the most,
willing to retain in the supposed interests of soclety.
Sclence was, as 1t still 1s, based on the idea that the
processes of nature are controlled to their last detail
by absolute unbroken nafural law, The scientific
conception of mechanism was applied everywhere. The actions
of man were similarly supposed to be controlled to their
innost depths by undeviating natural law. 'Natural' had
formerly been supposed to be a limit which it was the
business of man to transcend, now it was assumed to

be literally all-inclusive. Science and philosmhy had
completely naturalised spirit, and given up the idea
that nature could be spiritualised or in any way
transcended. But men were not any longer vassively

acquiescent in these conclusions: they were impatient
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at last against their selferected barriers. Many new
influences, including sﬁme of the more subtle results

of French Revolutionary thought were now coming into
effect. The Middle Ages were being rediscovered,
Rouaseau.was vlacing political thought on a philosophicd
basis by his theory of a Volonté Generale, which showed
that any given political socilety was in redl ity a
corporate will, unconsciously feeling after and
institutionalising the conditions of its own moral growth;
that the ideal of the State was that it was a partnership
in all art, in every virtue and in all perfection.

The discliples of Rousseau and of Edmund Burke were
multiplying in number, A great new Republic had arisen
in America; a mighty Empire was being claimed by France.
Great preachers were going far beyond the conclusions

of 18th.centurg Deism. The God of Deism has been called
an "absentee" God. Man had now got hold of the idea

that God was a spirit progressively but continuously
revealing Himself in nature, in history, in the common
1l1fe of man and in the individual soul. Physiology and
anatomy seemed to require other than mechasniecal
categories to interpret the facts. Poetry and art were

assuming new forms, and seemed born to some strange




49

new consciousness of their mission. Romanticism had
arisen with renewed faith in man as having been born
with some inherent greatness in his soul, and having
some destiny beyond the horizon of any vossible
knowledge of ours. Glimpses of the vast meaning, the
supreme value of things,were all men could have,

But a glimpse sufficed.

"I did but see her passing by,
And yet I love her til1 I die".

The Revolution in France had its reaction in the Romantic
movement in philosoprhy and literature in Germany. The
Roman tic movement is not identical with "Sturm und Drang"
which immedlately preceded it and which is mainly
connected with the way in which new ideas swept youthful
genius into an attitude of attack on the obstructive

forces of tradition. Itélieadera were Herder, Goethe and

~_/

Schiller, and a philoéophic force behind it was the work
of Jean Jacques Rousseau. But it tended to culminate

in a humane Classicism. The Romantic movement, though
largely founded on Goethe, occacsionally superseded him

by an outbreak of individualism hostile to the Classic
humanistic ideal. The work of Goethe that most influenced

this Romantic movement was "Wilhelm Meisters Lehrjahre."
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The principles of the group of Romantlcists that
gathered at Jena were, at first, very vague and indefinite.
They were drawn together by a common dbermination to have
done with utilitarlian Rational ism, They were inspired
at once with a new idealism and a new realism. They
felt that poetry and art have as much claim to interpret.
reality as had the abstract reason, Thus Friedrich
Schlegel said that it was necessary to unite poetry with
philosophy and rhetoric. Romanticism aimed at blending
poetry and prose, genliusg and criticism, the poetry
of art and the poetry of nature; indeed, to fuse all
these things together, to give a soul of art and wit
to the body of thought. Roma ticism thus stood for an
attempted synthesis of all the .things of the spirit -
religion, philosophy, science and art, and it disregarded
the old barriers of form and content. Fichte's Idealism
was made the philosophic basis_of the movement,

Fichte's 1ife and philosophy indeed, had much of the
romantic about them. It was a 1ife of extreme hardship.
He was a friend of Kant, and a professor in the University
of Jena. This post he lost on a charge of atheism, but
got another at Berlin and later at Erlangen only to lose

that throuch the defeat of Prussia in 1806. He returned
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to Berlin whence he iscued his magnificent "Reden an

die deutsche Nation" which contributed in no small degree
to the success with which the Germans resisted Napoleon,
In 1814 he was carried off by hospital fever contracted
while nursing the wounded. The ethical implications

of his very difficult philosovhical system, which is

a development of Kant's, contributed to-the Romantic
Movement, because the basis of his philosophy is the
individual, the ego: and the moral world, even reason
itself, 1s the consclous creation of the ego. Faust's
motto " Im Anfang war die Tat" 1s the essential doctrine
of all hls work, His 1dealism wasg practical and
productlive, and he was rather a moral than an intellectual
force. He preached principles of self-denial and
resignation,and that every man must l1iterally carve out
his own destiny. From Fichte the Romantic school drew
the best of its ethical ideas. At no period were Poetry
and Philosophy so intimately associated as in the German
Romantic movement. Its poetry came out of deep reflection
and a genuine spiritual revival, the leaders of which Were
Fichte, Schelling and Schleiermacher. Fichte's
individualism underlay the transition from Classicism

to Romanticism. But the real romantic philosopher was
S EDT;
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Friedrich Wilhelm Schelling, fellow student of H81derlin
and Hegel at Tlbingen. He became professor of phllosophy
at Jena, Wlhrzburg, Munich and Berlin, where he died in
1854. Schelling regarded Nature and the spirit as but
two aspects of the Weltseele. The fundamental conception
of his philosophy is to be found in the words "Die
Natur soll der sichtbare Geist, der Geist die unsicht-
bare Natur sein." And he talks of " Die absolute
Identitdt des Geistes in uns und der Ntur ausser uns."
Followed to its logical conclusion this doctrine leads
direct to mysticism, which was the ultimate essence of
Romanticism. Art for Schelling was the highest of all
appearances of the spirit, because there the spirit
within and without man were fused into one, and the
contradictions of l1ife overcame. Schelling did for the
philosobhy and aesthetics of Romanticism what the
theologlan Schleiermacher did for 1its religious thought.
He tried to overéome the conflict of religion with 1life
and sclence, by teaching that religion was not a dry
system of dogmas, but an essentially personal concern

of the individusl man : indeed, only another name for

all hlgherjifeeling and aspiration. Religion was the
poetry of the soul.
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In England the richest and most stimulating
outpouring of the Romantic movément coincided roughly
with Keats's receptive years. Coleridge and Wordsworth
had published the "Lyric Ballads" not long after his
birth. His days at Enfield saw the appearance of
Wordsworth's still richer volumes of 1807. Scott's
romantic lays, "The Lay of the Last Minstrel",

"Marmion" and the "Lady of the Lake" brightened his
apprentice years at Edmonton, and there is no doubt thsat
"Childe Harold" and Byron's other deeply romantic

Eastern poems imdressed him intensely, as did Wordsworth's
"Excursion". In the Romantic movement more than in most
the revolution in fifdm and style against the immutable
'classicism' of the previous age 1s of great importance.
In fact the movement, like that of =very age of dis®overy
has a two fold aspect - an age of literary experiment,
but experiments which are carried out under the impetus
and excltement of new subject-matter, This new subject-
matter might be said almost to be 'in the air'; it is

the common pPossession of all|Gk a "ktema tois pasin")

80 elusive as to defy analysis, a 'Zeltgeist' which
controls all the writers. In the Romantic revival we see
the poets returning to Nature as a refuge from a

soclety which had got complicated and artificial,
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Its leaders were not merely Byron and Wordsworth.

We can include no less Napoleon and Wellington, Pitt

and Wilberforce. For the Romantic revival implies

a certain change in man's outlook; poets strove to

recanture and express the interpenetrating of mind

and nature, nature and mind. "Outward objects and

philosophical ideas seem to increase in their content

and their meaning and acqulre a new power to enrich

the intensest 1ife of the human spirit. Mountains

and lakes, the dignity of the peasant,'the terror of

the supernatural, mediaeval architecture, armour, thought

and poetry, the arts and mythology of Greece all

became springs of poetic inspiration and poetic Joy?1)
Of all the currents of this period ( 1748

- 1832 ) of German literature, however, the most notable

is the return to Hellenism, "The Orient and Hellas,

the Bible and classical antiquity are the two original

sources from which since the days of the Renaissance

the streams of culture flow down to the whole of modern

humanity - and even more than to the rest of Europe

do they flow thence to our German people", writes

- 2)
Franz Mduncker. Those streams became separated in the

1)G.H.Mair, Modern English Literature, 1014, p.206

2)Franz Muncker ,Klopstocks Verhﬂltnia zum klassischen
Altertun, quoted by M.Montgomery,Ibid.




seventeenth century, but in the eighteenth'they are
again united. In Klopstock "the classics and the Bible
are again united". There was no vain effort by him

to do more than mould German spirit and content to

the forms of classical antiquity, to " 'wed' the Greek
love of beauty to Germanic strength and depth." He

was a true pioneer‘in this literary adfenture. From
his time onwards the ancient classics retained their
hold on the imagination of German writers, till in the
age of Schiller and Goethe, their influence had become
unique, groving gradually less objective and formal
and more subjective and intimate, The great names

of the classical period in Germany are Kiopstock

and Lessing, Wieland and Herder, Goethe and Schiller.
Winckelmann, great in both literature and art ,
contributed a great share to the movement, and
inspired resesrch in "antiquities", the results of
which were published as Essays or dissertations.

A certain Johann Nicolai, the 'ephorus' of the
"Rlibinger Stift" was one of the most copious writers
of these 'artlcles'. He died in 1708, after being

"Professor der Alterthlmer" there. This was the college
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H81lderlin was later to attend at the end of the century.
Headmasters of schools were then, as in later times,

busy bringing out books which would be of use to their
scholars. Rector Damm, who is mentioned in Karl Justi's
biography of Winckelmann made a valuable contribution

to the furtherance of the knowledge of Greék literature,
He revised the "Griechische Elementarbuch" of Zacharias

Schneidge, for the use of beginners, and in 1765 brought

out a Homerico-Pindaricum Lexicon for the senior classes.-

He also did translations,- literal and falthful, though
not poetical, of Homer and Pindar, into German. Between
traditional classicism and Romanticism came the stage
in German literature which we may call "pure classicism”
which comes to its full blooming in the united efforts

of Goethe and Schiller. Lessing's_early works on Greek

subjects include "Laokoon" and "Hamburgische Dramaturgie".

In both‘these works he boldly champions the classics and
criticises the mod?pn,f"dass keine Nation die Regeln des
alten Dramas mehfjverkannt habe, als die Franzosen",

so that we must agree with Harnack1)when he says "Flr
das Aufkommen des Klassizismus gilt es dagegen vor

allem den Einfluss Lessings zu erkennen."

1)Harnack, Ibid, p.19
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The culmination of Neo-hellenism undoubtedly belongs
to the brillant period of German literature which
coincides with the lifetime of Schiller. From Winckel-
mann's" Gedanken Uber die Nachahmung der grieéhischen
Werke in der Malerei und Bildhauerkunst" 1754 to
Goethe's essay on "Winckelmann und sein Jahrhundert"-
1805, the greatness and beauty of classical antiguity
is the inspiring theme of German literature,

Herder, finally named "the gatekeeper of the nine-
teenth centuryf‘éonnects Winckelmann and Lessing to
Goethe, Schiller and H8lderlin, and it is Herder,

in turn Influenced by Rousseau and Hamann, Leibniz
and Shafﬁ;bury, Spinoza and Kant, the avostle of the
"Humanititsidee", who first gives us some conception
of 'the spiritual harmony of the Greek which the
Germans of that age did so much to foster. Even Wilhelm
von Humbold who was a critic as well as a broadminded
statesman, combined a love of Greece with the revolt
of Rousseau and the Romantics against the shams of
overcivlilisation. As 1t was said of H8lderlin "Er

2)
war Romantiker als Hellenist.,"

1) J.G.Robertson,History of German Literature,
p.293

2) Cholevius,Geschizhte der deutschen Poesie,
p.423
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To turn again to our comparison of England
and Germany. In taking account of the advances made in
the late seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries
by the profession of letters in England, it is not easy
to discriminate exactly what each of the parties
contributed to it. It appears sometimes as if the publiec
were putting pressure on the publishers to vroduce books,
sometimes as if the publishers were trying their utmost
to entice the public to reading. Sometimes the authors
are busy stirring up both public and publishers. In some
cases the affalr assumes an almost personal significance,
Scott and Byron for example, and Constable and Murray
draving the public and the other others along their way
by almost magnetie personality. It is certain that the
genius of Scott and of Byron had a remarkable and powerful
effect upon the reading public, and they may, in fact be
sald to have created a new public for themselves. The
appeal of thelr Dpoetry was wider then ever poetry had
appealed before. Even the working classes found alleviation
for their mental depression of the post-war period in
the vivid imsginings of Lord Byron. Reading his noble
aspirations they forgot the harsh circumctances of their

daily drudgery and the misery of slummp surroundings.
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To the middleclase the Romanticism of Scott was a
revelation. They rushed in thousands to buy hla poens,
The date of publication of a new posm or novel was

a "Red-letter day' eagerly awaltad with slmnost breathless
anticipation. Byron they could not help reading with
avldlty, even if, as occasionally he did, he shocked
their moral sense. The numbers of readers grew by leaps
and bounds. There had always been a nucleus of those

who, even during a poriod of literary medlocrity, were
deairous of reading. 5o far they had had to be contented
with very moderate works. Now that the Waver#? novels,
for example, Were coming hot from the press, it is little
wonder that they throanged the bookshops, boughit up all
the coples, sat up =1l night rsading them, and could

find no other tople of exclted conversntion. Not to have
read th: latest was to be 'out of things'. All classes were
&8 charmed with the Romantic literature as a child was with
& boock of falry tales after a ecourse of "Magnail's
Questions"! The marvel is not that the public grew. It
vould have been a marvel if it had not! An opening
appeared for good criticsl journalism and publishers were
not clow to perceive its existence. Various periodicals,

monthly magazinee, reviews and the like appeared,
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The field was ovening u» bafore the suthor. There was more
for him to write ~nd more veonle to write for. In spite

of the long, tedious struggle of the Navoleonle wars
auvthorehip became a rrofession cavable of maintalning

and even rewarding handsomely those who could practise 1t.
The publiec had become llterature-conacious. The

leaven was at work which resulted in the gradusl refornm

of eduscation from below upwards as well as from the
Universities down. As hess been said in the raragraphs
about education iIn ®ngland at the tire, thers was &
graedual process poing on which is still slowly producing
an effect sven to~dny. The dectruction of 1llitsracy
involved = vast productlion of new books. Publishers

sesemed in a frir way towards fortunes. All this tended

to ~ake the prnfessgion of letters & rromising one -

ne longer a mere sideline. "It became 2n age of rrofessional
authorship, and in the ranks of the professionals were

men of the first clacs.There were Southey, Leigh Hunt,
Hezlitt, Coleridge, Gifford, Galt, and Washington Irving.
Nor 1g 1t straining to include Scott after his first years,
for the money which he esrned he was compelled to earn

by the neceselity of ambition and later of debt, and he had

in truth, desplite the competency of his clerkship, no mor
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freedom than the man whose combelling necesslty was for
noney to 1llve onb“’} These of course are outstanding
nsmes and thelr monstary rewards are notable. For the
Minstrelsy Scott got £ 500 and for the copyright of

the "lLady of the Like" no less than £ 4000. Scott

could nmzke & 10,000 a year on his novels aloae.

Adam Smith had had £ 500 for the first editlon of his
nuch heavier and epochmaking '"Wealtih of Nations".

Byron recelved very littlie lese from Murray, though for
a long time he would not take tne money for himself.
"For the flrst two Cuntos of "Childe Harold"” he had

£ 600; he averaged 500 guineas for such tales as the
/Corsair'undgmazeppa; had & 2000 for the third Canto of
Childe Huirold, £ i575 for the first two of Don Juan,
wvith the Cde to Venice, and in 1821 received £ 2710

fer the rights of(Sardanapalua: the Two Foscarl and Cain'.eJ
Thesesof course, sre the great ones of the Drofession.
But even for the moderately tzalented there were falr
renuneration and good prosnects - for such as, for
instance, Gillies, iLaman, Blanchard, Croly and Maginn,

Even for artleles in the Edinburgh Review, Constable naid

1)A.8.Collins, The Profession of Letters, 1928,0.133/34
2)A.5.Collins, Ibid, p.136
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from ten to twenty guineas. In 1850, Gillies admitting
that," in 1882 we never dreamed of such goings-on" adds
reflectively that "strange to a?g, even minor authors
were pald and encouraged then." Demand always produces
supply. Numerically perhaps the amount of popular
literature was less than that at the high tide of the
middle of the century; but the writers were proportionately
fewer and the remuneration then was perhaps a little
better. With such a prospect before him we can see

that in chosing to make letters and not surgery his
profession Keats was not grasping at a shadow and
throwing away the substance. Success in the profession
of letters was sure to bring in its train a very
satisfying reward in the monetary sphere too.

In turning to contemporary Germany we find
that 1llterary earnings were not nearly on the same scale.
Thie was partly due to difficulties of copyrights,
caused, like so much else, by "Kleinstaaterei", partly
to the fact that there was not such a great publie
demand for reading matter. There were literary magazines
and reviews such as "Teutscher Merkur", Schiller's

"Horen" and Schubart's "Deutsche Chronik" and nay

1)Quoted by Colline, Ibid,p.145,
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others, few of which had a circulation of more than a
few hundred copies. Besides these literary and rather
learned magazines there were others modelled on the
Tatler and Spectator which began to be popular during
the last two decades of the century. But their
eirculation never reached the large figures,- running
into thousands, of similar magazines (cf. the

Edinburgh Review, which by about 1808 was running to
11000 copies ) nor did the writings of Schiller and
Goethe ever have more than 2000 or 3000 coples printed,
and these sold very slowly; whereas the sales of
Scott's novels reached the figure of 35000 a month,

by 1829 when the collected novels appeared. This
difference in the numbers published and bought in
Germany 18 also noticelblwhen we look at what authors
got for their work. There had not been, as there was in
England, a system of literary patronage which had tended
to foster poetry through the interest of the aristooracy.
Poets had had to struggle along as best they might,
and if they were poor had had a hard time of it. The
wealthy and those of standing who were talented in this
direction had a sort of 'amateur status' and did not

omei 100k for or even desire remuneration. Indeed Klop-
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stock may be said to have been the ploneer of the
professional men of letters. Yet he had to denend on
patronage (King of Denmark). "For his Messias (1749)
Klopstock received 3 Thalers a sheet“13 which 18

roughly 10/- , and by 1773 he had managed to raise

it to 36/« or 40/- a sheet. Wieland managed to get

6700 Thalers from Reich the publisher or about £1000

and this was enough to maintain his family for ten
years, Schiller, however, complained that his total gain
from the book edition of Fiesco was £ 10.10/- ! For

his collected works in eight volumes Goethe got £ 300,
but new work received higher fees. Goethe had about

£ 6 a sheet for his contributions to Shiller's Horen,
but Schlegel got only £ 3. Yet the ten slim volumes of
Thlimmel's"Reiseroman" made 5000 Thalers for him, (£ 750),
more than Goethe and Klopstock together got from the
same publlisher for their collected works. This is all

in narked contrast to numbers published and fees paid

in England, and the causes are probably the fact that
lack of uniformity in copyrights led to pirating.

The reading public, smaller to begin with, was diminished
to the author through the production of unau@ﬁprlaad

1)and seq.cf.Bruford,Ibid,p.277 seq.
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pirated editions. The demand for books, too, was not
so great.

Thus though H81derlin wanted to devote himself
entirely to his writings he was compelled by economic
necessity to take posts as tutor. As man of letters
pure and simple there was 11ttle or no possibllity of
maintaining himself. Indeed, in his later years (1804),
when the cloud over his mind 1lifted for a little, and
improvement in his condition showed iteelf, he found
refuge in a vost as librarian at the court of the
Landgraf Friedrich V von Hessen-Homburg. The influence
of the courts, in fact,was always very considerable,
in literary matters 2s in everything else. But again
Germany suffered through its mul tiplicity of small
states, no one of which was capable of taking the lead
to the same extent as London or even Edinburgh. An
exception may be made of Weilmar which was the spiritual
centre of Germany, long refore it had a political capital.

A very brief account of events
now follows. Thy can be read in full in any textbook such
as the Cambridge Modern History, but a brief synopsis must
appear here. The philosophy of the eighteenth century
produced the French Revolution and conceived in thought
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the idea of democracy which started the movement to
Raform in England.This zgsﬁs%'d/an intensely national
epirit in Prance which was unchzined in Europe and
enlisted as the enemy of England. Briefly the course

of events was this. The first stage of the Revolution
swept away the despotic monarchy of France ( 1789 ).

and transferred legiglative activities to the elective
assemblies.Where the executive power rested it is hard
to say. The bourgeoisie held power first, through the
National guard, against the dispossessed arlstocrats

on the one side and the unsatisfied town workmen on

the other. It was clear that the balance of power lay
with the peasants. The new nationalism of France was

in direct antagoniem to the feudsl regime of the rest
of Europe. War broke out with Austria and Prussia in
1792 and led to a situation of such danger that the
Jacobins appealed to the peasants and workmen to save
the country, The mob of Paris stormed the Tuileries,
massacred the King's Swiss Guard 2nd abolished the
monarchy in August 1792. War with England soon followed,
partly becmuse of the mutual hatred of Tory and Jacobin,
partly because England could not allow undisputed
possession of the Channel ports of the Netherlands, which
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Fra ce had occupled. The struggle went on from 1793 to
the peace of Amiens in 1801, during which time Britain
alone of the various coalitions was continuously
maintaining war with France. It resulted in France
being supreme in Western Europe, and Britain on the seas
of the world.

In the meantime, Napoleon Buonoparte had
become Firct Consul (1799), really perpetual Dictator.
France asked only to be ensured the quiet enjoyment of
what the Revolution had won for her,- order, security
and sound administration.

A brief interval of peace followed the
Peace of Amiens, but there followed 1803 -~ 15 the war
against Napoleon, a struggle in selfdefence against
& regime of millitary despotism directed to the destructim
of the rest of Europe. Into its vicissitudes we need not
go. By 1810 Napoleon had the most of Europe directly and
indirectly under his sway. On June 18th. 1815 Napoleon
met his fate at Waterloo. Prussia shared with England
the prestige of Waterloo, but she spolled her ocportunities
by her behaviour; but Wellington and Caslereagh stood
out for "security,not revenge" and prevented France being

dismembered. While these events were going on in Eurone
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it is remarkable to notice how little effect the
Napoleonic wars actually seem to have had upon the
civilisation of the time. Literature and art flourished
and produced many great names in prose and poeilry.
Materially England suffered very little in the era
which saw Europe overrun by great armies with the
consequent devastation. "Joy was it in that dawn to

be alive, but to be young was very heaven" said Wm.
Wordsworth. The influence of the French Revolution

in Fngland did not, of itself, lead to the growth of

a democratic spirit. This was in reality an indigenous
growth, of long duration and well established. But

it 4id cause men to question eritically all established
institutions and to modify their permanence. FPolitieal
life became reconstituted as the masses of victims
closely huidled together in the industrial areas began
to look to the ideals of democracy as an instrument for
bettering their lot through political action. Irades
Unionism began to bestir itself. Se much for the masses,
But in the 'classes', the newcomer, the middleclass
ranging from the captains of industry to the humble
clerk in their employ, had no place in the political
and municipal system. The population had cha ged and
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shifted since the days of the Tudors, but the

municipal areas remsined the sane. Parliament-lnertia
added to the municinal standstill combined to clog

the vigorous 1ife of the country. The Toryism whiéh

set in as a reaction against the Jacobine of the

French Revolution gave the new middleclass no share -

in either local municlpal government or Parlliamentary
government. For a time they too tolerated this state

of affairs, through their nat ural antagonism to
Jacobinlem, but eventually they embraced Radicalism

and gave the first impetus to Parliamentary Reform.

Thug the Industrial Revolution had in England politically
the greater effect, and the eventual result was one
produced by the complicated interplay of external and
internal forces, "first one and then another coming
forward and forcing its importance #®n Whig and Tory
statesman alike." The influence of the French Revelution
was a deevly pervasive one, penetrating deenly but
inescapably into every devartuent of 1life and thought.
Such widely differing matters as the Reform of Parliament
and the Sunday Schools Movement owed something to 1it.

It was a factor in the movement for the Abolition of

8lavery and for various social reforms,such as the laws
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affecting child labour, and the "climbing boys".

Trades Unionism derived from it and the Pactory Acts)
popular education and the reform of the English penal
code can be linked up with it.

In Germany the various classes,as we have

seen,were marked off with sharp rigidity at the end

of the eighteenth century. On a system of such long
duration the lmpetus of the French Revolution worked
only very slowly. It took t111l 1848 to free the
peasante from serfdem in Austria1, but Prussia had
freed hers in 1798 and most of the other states between
1808 and 1816, The penetrating power of the influence
of the Freich Revolution owes its effect to the fact
that the doctrine of "Liberté, Egalitd, Fraternité"
proclaimed the rights, not of Frenchmen as such, but
_or Man. It was a formidable piece of propaganda, whid,
unbounded and universal in its application,slipped

as subtly as a snake, over all the national boundaries
of Euwrope. ¥a France became La Patrie, and a great burg
of nationallistic energy was released. She felt herself
inspired to apply this disintegrating force to the feudal
states of Europe, especially those that had constituted

the Holy Roman Empire. The notion of a unity,~- "Christendonm"
1)Bruford, Ibid p.112
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had to give way before the nationallstic ideal. Only

the sea checked her, In the nationalistic spirit of the
English mariner the Revolutionist national spirit met

1ts match. Only when her outrages had inepired Germany,
ltaly and Spain with a nationalistic spirit too, did

she come to her Waterloo on land. This was the chief
contribution of the French Revolution to the "anciens
regimes” of the Continent: - the inspiration of the
spirit of nationality. "The aristoecratic emigréé regarded
& Church aﬁd an Order as units commanding allegiance

'nation' was

more strongly than a nation. Indeed their
the noblesse of Europe, not the French peasants and
bourgeoisie. France in becoming demoantic had doubled
her sense of nationhood. So Feudal Europe wag opposed
to Revolutionary France. But,by 1818 Germany had undergone
changes and ekperiences so profound that nationalism
and democracy had taken root as idesls in European
consciousnesa.”i}

The change-over was begun, the Holy

Roman Empire was no more.

1)Trevelyan, Ibid, p.77,p.82.
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Keening in mind the social and nolitical as
well as the litero-philosophic atmosphere of the two
countries,  as compared here, it will not be too difficult
to obtain from the subsequent discussion of the developument
of the poets, and of their characteristics (on the
limited scale such as the title of the theeis suggests )
a general ldea in which ways thely were "gelstes- and
wesensverwandt", and, where they-differ, how much of
the difference between them can be explained by their
temperaments, the influences, social as well as personal,
broucht to bear upon the young men gro ing up, and by
the fact that Keats was an Fnglishman of his time and
H8lderlin a German with German political and social
background, and an education in the German tradition

of thought and art.
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PART 1II

The conditions described form the setting for
the whole 1lives of Friedrich H8lderlin and John Keats.
HYlderlin'e letters contain many references to the events
of his time. This and the style of his letters makes the
period always present to us as we.read; it shows thé
influence of his time on his thoughts, feelings and
expressions. In Keats's letters we are not often conscious
of the fact that they were written over a hundred years
ago. The few references to his world do not maxze these
letters historical, and his style, anart from an
occasional phrase, is quite modern. H8lderlin's life is
best understood by keeving in view the world in which
he 1ived, whereas Keats stands out almost as a modern
type against the background of his contemporaries,

Friedrich H81derlin was born in Lauffen
on the Neckar in 1770, twenty=five years before John
Keats. John Keats was born in London on either the 29th.
or 31s8t. of October 1795.

"Vom Vater hab' ich die Statur,

Des Lebens ernctes Flihren;

Vom Mlitterchen die Frohnatur
Und Lust zu fabulirn."
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In those words Goethe defines the part each of
his parenﬁs contributed to the development of his
personality. The sons of poets are seldem born poets;
Poetlc genlus, intellectual and artistic gifts,as well as
other talents, hardly ever pass straight from one
generation to the next. Goethe himself, the unloue genius
of German literature, was descended, as we know, on his
father's side from artisans. His father, Doctor of Law and
'Kaiserlicher Rat', was the first of his family to be
widely educated. Yet his son was a genius. Shakespeare's
case, too, proves that we cannot draw any conclusion as
to the influence of heredity or environment en the birth
and growth of genius. But in o