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PREFACE

HIS work is sciolistic. The quotations

from the Bible and from classical

authors have often been caught up

unchecked by comparison with other
passages. There has been, and there could be,
no adequate foundation of study.

The book was, indeed, to have been written
(on different lines) by another. When he gave
it up, the task fell to the writer, who was
unprepared, middle-aged, preoccupied with
practical matters, and an ignoramus in philo-
sophy. He expects correction by the learned.

There is, he hopes, nothing new in the
matter: the combination of truths already
known may be found novel.

This combination, however, is in the
Second Part defective. The chapters are
loose blocks, not built into a single whole.
There is here no intelligible march of argu-
ment. The reader will wonder where he is,



and why he is led into bypaths, At most, it
may be hoped that these will give reality to
the ground traversed by the main contention
and will set it in the scenery of human life.

There is a difference of theory (as alsoa
great difference of date) between the First
Part and the Second Part.

The First Part ends with the Philosophical
Eros, who controls the personal Eros, The
Second Part suppressesneither but subordinates
both to the wider dominance of the Uranian
Eros, now full-grown.

The Third Part retains the hierarchy and
recants nothing; but it admits discoveries by
which Christians have enlarged the idea and
- the province of Love.

The Uranian Eros should include the
Heavenly Wisdom—so far as he may without
losing his character and forfeiting his suprem-~

acy.
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THE INTENTION OF THE
FIRST PART

F a theory of love is to satisfy man, its feet
must be planted on the earth and its head
raised toward the sky; in other words
it must include both his bodily and his

spiritual nature. If it is true only to the latter,
it is unsubstantial ; if true only to his fleshly
instincts, it is condemned by his self-respect.

The theory of love for women which is now
accepted satisfies these two conditions. It ap-
peals to his higher nature and admits the lower.
Hence marriage is held to be the proper and
only sanction and safeguard of love.

But what is not recognised is that the same
appeal to the higher and lower may be made
on behalf of the love of boys,—that it too
has its spiritual and corporal satisfaction and
justification.

Further, it is not understood that the current
theory in its excesses tends to the subversion
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of order by exalting woman beyond her due,
and, with woman, the qualities characteristic of
woman, so that the masculine ideal is subjected
or driven into revolt,

The following account of 2 boy-lover and
of his experiences is intended to state the case
for such love and to show how it may lead to
acceptance of orderly and masculine principles.
It extends to the genesis of a Philosophical
Eros, but docs not cover the whole ground of
Uranian doctrine and of the Heavenly, or
Christian, wisdom.

The method followed is the establishment of
one case from which inferences may be drawn
to like natures. A more general consideration
of Greek and Christian morals is necessary, if
we would assign to this love its proper standing
among human motives.
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II

THE RISE OF LOVE

OVE can arise in many ways. It springs
pcrhaps always from sexual desire. But,
as its manifestations, for instance, the
Divine Love, cannot always be traced

indisputably to that origin, so, even when
developments force us to recognise the con-
nection, the initial stages may be unaware of
sex. Its ideality may be established in advance,
its carnality later., Let us take a case of this sort,
and, as physicists conduct an experiment in
vacuo, let us isolate a case of love, as much
as may be, from the bodily conditions of its
existence.

To do so, we must consider a youth brought
up mostly at home, or otherwise separated
from the common knowledge which obtains in
schools and which speedily reduces the spirit-
ual to its correspondent physical terms. Quite
ignorant of sexual feeling our boy will not be,
and he may not be so healthy, or, as the phrase
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symbols of the divine beauty. He is inconsolable,
if told that the Venus of Milo will not be in
Heaven, and believes that he will be defrauded,
if he does not find her there. As he has not
distinguished the sensual from the spiritual love,
nor beauty from spirituality, the decoration of
a church or of a chasuble may be no less profane
than light music, and the cut of modern clothes
may savour of blasphemy against the work of
the creator. He is ever waiting for the divine
manifestation, and detects it by the emotion
which he feels, emotion which may at one time
be occasioned by a landscape, at another, by altar
lights. He is already prostituted to the ideal,
which he thinks he has no right to refuse. He
receives the angelic visitations with the words of
Mary: “ Be it unto me according to thy word.”
Like her, he will not dissociate his body from
his soul. But oh! to be sure that it is an angel
indeed, and not Satan transformed into an angel
of light ! for who in ignorance would have the
right to disobey Satan thus appearing ¢ To such
a boy the word “ pure” is not convincing. He
has known so many pure who are not warm
and loving, so many correct who are superficial.
Superficial is his word of damnation: may not
the right be wrong, and the wrong right ? as
1 Luke I. 38. 7
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he now fecls is only a part of what he will feel,
when grown, for a woman, he would accept
your statement, but would ask whether to quit
one love for another on the ground of sex is not
unfaithfulness to love. Are you going to base the
spiritual on sexual differences 7' He had rather
be sublimely unsatisfied, but constant. The love
you recommend does not seem to him base, but
base the assumption that it alone can be love.
Here would be a denial of the spiritual—of the
spiritual which only can justify the sensual. Later
perhaps he will discover that it is the sensual
which justifies him, that he by nature is Uranian,
and cannot love save as Uranian. But at the
motment all that he knows is that he has dis-
covered love—real love —to be of the body as well
as of the soul. In the sincerest, clearest-hearted
way, he has reached the doctrine that Yove is one,
and can beelicited by his own sex. He cannotdeny
it to be good, since it is love. Time goes by,
and the case is argued over and over again; but
the only new argument which he will ever need
is that no new miracle is ever wrought in him

! Plutarch, Eroticus. 752. B. “3 ‘Hpdheis”, &pn, “rie
wxepelas xal Opaciryros’ dfpewovs, Spoleyoivras
Grrep of xives ex Tav uoplay owmpricla, Tpds T
Oi\v pebiaravat xai perorxi{ay oy Bedy kTN’
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may be unable to think how you should love any
but the most perfect human creature, and, by an
intellectual bent, he may be turned to the male,
rather than to the female, or inversely, as we shall
see, a congenital love of the male may have
brought him into closer relation with the things
of the mind. For the present, whatever is lack-
ing in social sanction or in sexual satisfaction
makes allegiance more meritorious, He finds
a romantic reason in the fact that such love is
not the most narural. Adherence to it would be
a triumph. The theory of discipline that he has
learnt from Christianity preaches resistance to
nature and conquest of nature. Led by the higher,
he would resign the lower, had he not discovered
that the higher involves the lower. But higher
and lower have become false distinctions to him
whenever the higher is included; for then it not
only justifies but commands the lower; and love
welds the human being into one.

We are supposing him still young, and still
living among the relatively young. His ideal will
be the youth of twenty, already possessed of the
full virility which, to him, carries with it some
awe, but not yet disfigured by maturity. Heis
worshipping what he himself would become, and
his affection is still passive. At the age when
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edience. He has attained the dignity of which
he once stood 1n awe; and it 1s 2 condition of
his worthiness as a lover that he shall not be,
as formerly, the second, but the first. Somewhat
sadly does he take the higher charge, remember-
ing the Miltonic doctrine: He for God only,
she for God in him', and applying it to his
different love. Henceforth there is no centre of
gravity but in himself, and his aspiration must
search afar. To love, but not to yield; to control
and to guide the sweeter: this is his undertaking.

Revoe ﬂptouﬂq ﬂpaﬁc!ﬂ'as’ & ayoat rporq?&ax&{owz xat
xop:ryouc & Aiowalorns }\méopoum xai a-rpa-m-yow xai
‘yupvamapxmv xwa?'e;\ww otix t‘&r‘rﬂ‘ OUJG pavBavorres
&ri Tob TipasBae T6 Tindv woXAaxis erTiv w&ofmpov,

! Milton, Paradise Lost. Book IV, line 259,
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THE BELOVED

HATEVER we love attains for us
a value in itsclf, distinct from.its
use and profit. Qur leisure is con~
cerned with wider issues than our
business, the scholastic leisure with the widest of
all. The perfection of women in some countries
springs from the jealousy with which they and
their leisure are guarded, in order that they may
attain their utmost charm. To say that there is
no protection but weakens the stock is to advo-
cate insanitary conditions, and to reverse the
methods which we follow in the development
of animals. But we use these methods only if we
care for those who are brought up, and we bring
up 2 girl carefully because we do not judge a
daughter, or a wife, merely as housekeeper. The
character formed has to do with our ideal life.
Where there are no ideals but women— in new
and partly developed civilizations—they flourish
like marigolds in a marsh,
18













All love is 2s sensitive to its surroundings as
cream to a neighbouring cheese. The peculiar
character of love is but an overshot of the aim
of the times. Where the feminine ideal is all-
important, we shall have subtle refinement and
critical knowledge of feminine grace ; where the
masculine ideal is held aloft, the love of boys
( other things being equal ) acquires a better
character. You will have no great boy-love unless
the lines of acivilization converge toward it; but,
when all national ideals are tinctured with its
own philosophical nature, then it is greater than
itself, for it draws on a greater nature. As a vice
the practice depends less on the temperament of
ple than on its self-indulgence ; as virtuous it

is possible only when it draws on kindred virtue.
It is this virtue which our boy-lover has been
admiring in his boyhood, absorbing in his youth,
and must exemplify in manhood. It is this virtue
which he seeks among the lads of his own ac-
quaintance, and finding, labours to develop. The
attainment of a gentle manhood, whether for
himself or others, has become a schoolmaster’s
passion; and, as a married man, looking at the
girls who are ““ entering society,” admires them,
and wishes for them a love and a life worthy of
their sweetness, so the boy-lover, passing beyond
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better ? Is he congenerous with the lover, at
least so far as to return Eros with Anteros,
or will his participation be to him but ré»
wioyiorwy, an experience from which he will
and should revolt? The long tradition of
opprobrium, though half invalidated by the
ignorance which supports it, appears to show
that there are two natures in the world, one
to find a blessing, a second to find 2 curse in
such love; it scems to show that, for the
second nature, the Uranian affection is vio-
lation of love itself. And besides, what if
~ shifting circumstances prevent the lover from
guarding, by his personal supervision, the
growth of feelings which he has awakened ?
The difficulty is not always serious. A good
judge of boys reads in many complete absence
of anterotic feeling : in some he reads, clear
as daylight, its presence. There is the thin-
lipped, thoughtless boy, and the sullen and
passionate, or gentle and loving, boy. There
is the prematurely manly boy, who at four-
tecn is already meditating Venerem et proclia*
(to whom, consequently, direction is all im-
portant) and there is the boy whose mind
consumes the energy that would better be
1 Horace. Odes. I1I, 13
25
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reserved for his body. You cannot judge whol-
ly by race, but you know tendencies. Above
all, with that subtle sense which dwells in
lovers, and by that patient waiting which true
hearts alone are willing to endure, you can
gather whether feelings are sympathetic and
aims congenial. When this has been deter-
mined, then the lover may have to take the
law 1into his own hands, to force the counter-
sign, and risk an experiment, possibly not
merely for his own good, but also for that of
the boy. He has a potent safcguard, his
love. This prevents even a mistake from being
disastrous to self-respect: xaly 4 amdry.!

But he labours, of course, under difficulties
not shared by the Pandemian lover. The
delicacy of the situation in modern life limits
his chances. Danger to his reputation forbids
what his conscience does not forbid, and both
may preclude the easy amours which give
to lovers of women a certain patience in wait-
ing for love. It is a matter of honour for the
lover todefer totheboy’s untutored conscience,
and to accept demurs which are insulting.
Moreover women do not see their rejected
suitors ; but, if a boy rejects his address, a
1 Plato. Sympasium. 185 B, Chap. XI, a golden chapter.
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laughing sunlight. The restlessness, the self-
questionings, the uncertainties, which have
vexed the lover, may not disappear at once ;
but they are bound to blow off before the
breezy indifference of an unreflecting boyish
nature, combined with the reality of Anteros.
For it is in the indifference, the lightness, of
the lad that the lover finds his best assurance.
There is here no morbid prepossession of sense
or of spirit; each word rings true and un-
alloyed ; delight on field or river, words that
show how naturally the beloved passes from
affection to common sense, are no less precious .
to the lover than the sacred watches of the
night. After all subtleties and extenuations of
thought, and amid recollections of the labor-
ious search after truth by which he has
justified himself, the proof of fact, —of love
and health and 2 good conscience united,— is
uncqualled refreshment ; and, if love remains
a yearning, it is no longer a yearning unshared
and unsatisfied, it is no longer reproved, but
approved, approved by an argument stronger
than logic, the evidence of experience. What-
ever the moralists might have expected, there
is nothing here that would not disconcert
blame and beggar praise. Disidemoniac
28
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STRENGTH

UT, though the lover is conscientious,
will there not be something immoral
and unmanly in his nature tending to
demoralize or cffeminate the boy ?

This is, in the minds of many, the chief
question, if, indeed, they do not consider the
harm unquestionable.’

! In answering it the various phenomena of morbid path-
ology concern us no more than the history of harlotry
would concern a writer on the love of women. We have
supposed, at worst, a sound mind in love with a sound body.
You may say that the mind is not sound because it loves
a kindred body, but, in saying so, you beg the question.
Or you may say that the beloved is not sound because he
likes to be loved, but again you beg the question, The
evidence in each case is the person loving or loved, not the
assumption that, because he loves or is loved, he is not
sound,

True, we could find many instances of real perversion
of nature — the instances which pathologists bring mostly
into evidence, There is no door which we can open to
virtue, but vice will creep in by it. Yet the boy-lover is
not concerned to defend vice, unless the advocate of
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he gathers up a woman into himself, he may
be, not only a perfect husband, but perfect
within the particular lines laid down by the
boy-lover, as health may be found without 3
doctor. But it is the boy-lover —a doctor in
this art — who is interested to formulate the
principle which has been applied by the hus-
band — applied also by himself, for has he not
submitted tobecomean unwilling master of his
beloved, and, to that end, undergone the pain of
greater self-mastery? Before all others he cir-
cumscribes manhood as a senctum wherein
woman may serve as priestess, but which she
may not control, lest she burn down the temple
of the leposyauos. Inthisheis Jewish, Greek, In-
dian, Chinese, early Christian, if you will: he
is not modern. Beatrice has not cast her eyes on
him. Not the Madonna is his ideal, but man,
either bettered by woman, or untouched by
her, He reads, perhaps, with great pleasurc
Rossetti’'s sonnet on the Girlhood of the
Blessed Virgin, or the speeches of Deianira'

in the Trachinie, but it is the humility
1 Benecke. ¥ emen in Greek Portry. p. 43. “The man who
can listen to her without feeling a positive shock must be
more in sympathy with Athens than I ever wish to be.”
Jebb, who admits that there is a difficulty, yet speaks of
‘theunsurpassable beauty of Deianira.” The Trachiniae, 1892,
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frequently, lest he preach a personal preposses-
ion. More than all others does he love chastity
in a youth, chastity surrendered only to love.
He must be careful not to enforce his predi-
lection by untruthful moral instruction, exag-
gerating the evil which hedreads. Fortunately
the case is rare in which he will not be
justifiedinasking for the continence sonecessary
to his intimate affection.
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GENTLENESS

' O cultivated person likes a man to
N’ overdo his part: to be less gentle,

quiet, and, in manner, weak thanthe

conventions demand. Butaboy-lov-
er,if normal in otherrespects, is peculiarly averse
from immoderate self-assertion. In manners
his ideal is the Italian, whose softness is a mat- -
ter of pride. He does not see why a man
should be less delicate than a woman, though
be does not judge of delicacy like a woman.
The notion that men are, by nature, rough
appears to him to be the notion of rough
classes, or of the weakling who abdicates
his right, or of the feminist. Whether through
recollection of anterotic youth, or habit of
erastic ycars, boy-lovers treat each other, and
tend to treat all men and boys, with a per-
sonal attention often wanting in the more
magnificent ceremonies of those who have
never known such love. Their delicacy is

s2



more familiar, and their respect more intimate,
They touch more closely. It is, indeed, charac-
teristic of Uranians, whether metaphorically
or physically, that they are sensitive to touch
and prone to touch;.their touch has the
peculiar gentleness, warmth, and firmness of
sympathy. Love is love. It does not go without
tenderness and softness. Woman provides
softness more than man, more than it should
be provided by Uranian love, more than the
Uranian wishes. But, whatever natural scorn
of the luscious there may be in the lover of
the male, out of the strong comes forth
sweetness. A boy-lover is certainly less manly
than those whose manliness is ungentleness,
Vastly different is he from the reckless and
coarse males of smoking-room and railway-
carriage. Rough and careless he may be in the
things about which women are particular;
reckless of flummery and fuss; hater of cere-
monies and needless courtesies: his converse
with a youth, with his brother-lover, or with
his fellow-men, has its delicacies, even its
vanities; his home-life has a different colour
from that of most homes which women
control, but it is, none the less, a home-life,
and even, in one respect more intimate. Its
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a delicacy sometimes more thoroughly respect-
ful than that of women,—the real delicacy of
understanding and consideration. ‘This is,
indeed, limited by the cardinal agreement that
a man does not need, and should not want,
the cajoleries and indulgences appropriate to
weakness. The just boy-lover will be niggardly
of them even to the boy, and will measure
them more and more scantily as he grows. If
a fence is really too high for him, he will help
him over it; he will stop for him, if he really
is tired on a long walk; but, at any want of
spirit,he will very likely leave him in the lurch
to shift for himself. He will be extremely
impatient of those mothers, fortunately not
the ideal even to Pandemians, whose influence
over their sons tends to effeminate them, who
subordinate everything to love understood as
emotional sympathy, who care more for the
affection than for the deeds of their children,
and who perhaps, in the end, sacrifice the
son’s good on the altar of maternal devotion.
From such the boy-lover turns with relief let
us say to some Pausantian lovers, men who,
hurting each others feelings, as all human
beings do, prefer toleave the difference abrupt,
and to deal with it separately; men whose
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Here, then, he trenches on feminine ground;
he is more womanly than the Pandemian,
though he be not less manly.
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‘THE LOVER’S OPINION OF WOMEN

: HE lover of the male—the excellent
lover of the male —is a jealous
honourer’ of gentle manhood. His

jealousy will extend itself to correct
women. For whatever pleasure the boy is
diverted by them, his lover will be troubled
lest he lose time and concentration needed for
his own perfection. ‘His interests are no
longer mine” (the lover will think). “The
society of men and of boys no longer suffices
him.” And, thinking so, he will fear that the
more sober virtues are attacked, that the cir-
cumscription of the distinctively male idea is
broken through. When there is time for books,
there will be parties; when there might be
long tramps or rides over hillsides, there will
be visits.
This jealousy should not extend to such
commonalty with our fellows as widensthehor+

¥ Keats. Sonnet. To Spenser.
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ately. Against marriage he does not guard
him, if marriage is subsidiary to his own
perfection, but he holds him in tenderness to
a masculine idea, and to the fulfilment of that
idea in his character.

Of such character the lover is an example.
Neither for his own nor for his beloved’s
pleasure will he abate one jot of his duties.
The boy knows this, and learns to conceive
of the performance of those daties as that
which gives worth to the lover, and thus to
love. He learns by observation what is that
virtue which he lacks.

For he has it, and has it not. Strong in
body, he is weak in mind, knowledge,
purpose, and judgment. Himself the beauty
of the end, he is far from the end, and depends
on his lover to guide him to it.

Is this direction effeminate? TIs it immoral?















Lov'd I not Honour more”. '
To the boy-lover honour points the way. Duty
to himself implies “What Lamb calls ‘a gen-
crous self-seeking’, with the reservation that by
self he means a great deal-— his friends, his
principles, his country, the humanrace™, inshort
his life-work, a pagan idea of generosity, since
it involves the blood, not given, but active.
The boy-lover will seek and find himself both
in loneliness and love. Not without either could
he be fully developed, but not without love
can he be quite himself, The selfish or personal
motive thus lies at the bottom, as in all love;
for, to consider it simply, what woman would
care for the love of 2 man so disinterested that
he courted her only for her own good? Egoism,’
paradoxically, is one of the virtues of love,
though not the only virtue of the lover — whose
altruism is often pitted against hislove. Altruism
and egoism, however, unite in the watch and

1 According to my memory the quotation is from Birrell’s
Hazlitt, but I have not succeeded in finding it there.

1 Something of this may enter into the explanation of &
riddle: why a woman who is being tempted, and who has
everything to lose, is pleased by the urgency of a tempter
who has nothing to lose, and who would be more admirable,
if not urgent, She would say: “As a man, yes; butasa
lover no”; or, perhaps: “A man must be urgent in love,
otherwise he is not a man”,
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which made him assume an immoral volatility
to be the highest love, not ignorant in practice
of the spiritual experience which he describes.
Shakespeare was near it, perhaps:

Thy bosom is endearéd with all hearts
Which I by lacking have supposéd dead.!
The understanding of character which is rend-
ered possible only by love, and the reminiscence
of many characters combine te make a worthy
beloved a symbol of more than he is, and 2
tender philosophy of character enables the lover
to be more than lover: father, friend, remem-
brancer, guard, —if the best be reached, saint.
The love of the weak, which is notable even in
the lover of the stronger sex, is strengthened by
comparison of loves past, which show him other
weakness, the love of virtue by memory of its
absence in others. At eighteen or twenty the
lover may have been nearer to the roses. He is
now, as the Christians say, nearer to God.
Sweetness has come out of strength, as strength
has come out of sorrow, love, and labour. The
man no longer lives for the day. His prevision
of separation is recollection of other separations.
His thought is not of years, but of a life-time,
His love not of one, but of many, or of the one

ideal to be gathered from the many.
1 Shakespeare. Sonnet XX XI.
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the praised. And thus his love, dependent, no
doubt, in general, on the continuance of the
flower of youth, was associated far more gen-
erally with the severe effort after a perfect
manhood. In Plato we find it engaged by
beauty, whereasin Pindar no youth may conquer
in a boxing-match but the heroes, his prototypes
and models, march on to the scene.’ And this
is the golden age of boy-love,

Now it would hardly be worth while to
recall from the grave a form of love which
had only a luxurious beauty, but we begin to
see that, whatever colour love may give to our
ideal of human conduct, whatever philosophic-
al "Epws is to grow under the influence of
! Plato Lysis 205 B. «xal ydp éore rarayéracra, &
Saxpares. T0 yap épaaTiy dvTa xai Scagﬁepév-::ms‘ TQY
d\\wv Tov volr mpoaéyovra TH wardi lbov pev pndév
Exerv Méyery, bobixl kdvrais elwoi, wiwodyl xararyéhacTov;
& 8¢ v monus Snp d8er mepi Anpoxpdrovs xal Avaidos
7ol mdmwrov Tob wados xal wdvTwY Tepi T@Y mpOYGVWY,
wAOUTOUS Te xai i ToTpodias xatvicas [Tvboi xai '10'9,1.10:
xal Neuéa refpimmois 1€ xai kéknot Taira woiel 7€ Kad
Aéyet, mpas 3¢ TodTois &rt ToUTWY KpovixwrTEpd, TOV ‘y‘dp
“Hpachcous feviopdy mpany suiv &v motguari Tov diges,
ds Std Ty o "Hpaxhéovs Evypyévetar ¢ wpiyoves abrwy
vroblfarro Tov "Hparkéa yeyovas avros ée A Te xa
45 rob Siuov dpxmyéTou Buyarplds, dmep ai ypaiot
d8ovat, xai dAa TOMAG TowavTa, & Sdxpares, TabT

orly & olTos Aéywrv T xai §dwv dvayxdles xai Huas
axpoaoias.
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all Hellas &5 ayyeiov ¢porjoens xm Adyov.!

In this we may behold the symbol of that
right relation, or legitimacy, which, if the
boy-lover is to besatisfied, must obtain between
hisloveand the consummate aim of all ambition.
Zeus, who governs the world, is the Hellenic
type of the “Wisdom that cometh from above
and ordereth all things sweetly”, and he bears
the impress of the "Epws raidixds, and is man.
Under such rule this love must indeed remain
permissive, but only as all love must always be
permissive. It is part of a greater world, but
in this greater world the lover has a share and
rightful place. The agonistic and the erotic
are at one.

The greater world is not the geographical
stretch around him; it is no longer the modern
world. The legitimacy obtained is not a right
relation to current ideas, nor a franchise in 2ny
place. It matters little to him what is casually
thought by his neighbours, or rather it matters
as little to him as it can matter to any serious
human being craving fellowship. But he has

Deidlov aveirero 82 xal & wawrly o lavrdpans mdlns

vixny oAvumiad: &ry wpds Tals dySoykorra cf. also

Overbeck ut supra 8§36 of Agoracritus ending “xai Ao

éxronro wepl T Tardixd.”

! Dio Chrysostom. De Dei Cognitions. ending 404 R.
108
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becomes more than Beatrice, the wisdom of
the heavenly city, so the boy, grown stronger,
but still with the freshness of everlasting youth,
has become the fpms' xﬂ'a'rmp of the Uranian
city. This city is
built

To Music, therefore never built at all

And therefore built forever.!
By its rules the lover measures the approx-
imations to virtue of our fruil humanity, and
the aberrations of the modern world. He looks
upon our pulsing sensitive nature as a thing to
be not so much loved as formed. It will offer
resistance. At present it is not satisfied with the

In short a feminine version {agneaux caressants) of a
legitimate virtue, sclf<control, is recommended, and is to
be reached pohtically (le peuple, révolutions) by the love
of woman, and under the guidance of her beauty. The
statutory ideal results from the erotic and “corresponds to
it line for line,”

There is a caricature of this idea in Cherbuliez: «fmours
Fragiles. Le Roi Apépi. Chapter 111, Madame Cerneuil
writes: “Les rois s'en vont, laissons-les partir; mais ne
souffrons pas qu'ils emportent avee cux la royauté, dont les
bienfaits sont nécessaires aux républiques elles-mémes. Sur
le tréne qu’ils laissent vide, faisons asseoir la femme; avec
elle régneront la vertu, le génie, les aspirations sublimes,
les délicatesses du coeur, les sentiments désinterdssés, les
nobles dévouements et les nobles mépris”.

! Tennyson, Idylkof the King. Gareth and Lynette, 272-274.
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VIII

THE DOUBT OF THE
PERSONAL EROS

E now come to a turning-point, to
the contradiction or resumption —
in any case the ordering — of early
thoughts.

It may be remembered that the lover, when
young, was loth to reconcile himself with the
Christian conception of the God of Love, or
with the application of that conception to loves
on earth. The emotion which was inculcated,
and the respect due to that emotion, appeared
to him to control worshippers neither in their
worship nor in their morals. His estimate
of love by its intensity was not adopted by
them.

It is now long since he discarded the trad-
itional hierarchy of values, but it is also long
since he ceased to interpret common actions
by his own intensity. The vulgar — which he
took for a romantic exception —is now vulgar
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IX

THE DOUBT OF THE
PHILOSOPHICAL EROS

N the doubt of the sacredness of the

"Epws mwaidixds there follows the

doubt of his philesophic counter-

part. 'The boy-lover may give

himself airs and talk mysteries about him, and
may trumpet forth the praise of man, but what
is there more wonderful in man than in the
grass to which he is likened? It, too, has its
flowering time and seed-time. It, too, is fair
in its day, and loses freshness as it waxes in
strength. Yet the lover does not wender at it.
He acknowledges the mystery of life, but the
mystery does not interest him. Why should
man interest him? He finds nothing admirable
in the sphery motions of the planets, and is not
disposed to talk pdAa oeuvis of the maze of
myriad orbs unseen. The innumerable series
of years and the flights of seasons are one day to
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him.! Why should man, whether in his
1 For the opposite view, cf. Edward Fitzgerald, Letter to
R. B. Cowell (1847). “Yet, as I often think, it is not the
poetical imagination, but bare science that every day more
and more unrolls a greater Epic than the Iliad; the history
of the World, the infinitudes of Space and Time. I never
take up a book of Geology or Astronomy but this strikes
me. ..... one fancies that the Poet of today may as well
fold his hands, or turn them to dig and delve, considering
how soon the march of discovery will distance all his
imaginations, dissolve the language in which they are
uttered. Martial, as you say, lives now, after two thou-
sand years; a space that scems long to us whose lives are
s0 brief; but a2 moment, the twinkling of an eye, if com-
pared (not to Eternity alone) but to ages which it is now
known the world must have extsted, and {unless for some
external violence) must continue to exist.  Lyell in his book
about Americz, says that the falls of Niagara, if (as seems
certain) they have worked their way back southwards for
seven miles, must have taken 35,000 years to do so, at the
rate of something over a foot a year! Sometimes they fall
back on a stratum that crumbles away from behind them
more easily: but then again they have to roll over rock that
vields to them scarcely more perceptibly than the anvil to
the serpent. And these very soft strata which the Cata-
ract now erodes contain evidences of a race of animals, and
of the action of seas washing over them, long before
Niagara came to have a distinct current; and the rocks
were compounded ages and ages before those stratal So
that, as Lyell says, the geologist looking at Niagara forgets
even the roar of its waters in the contemplation of the
awful processes of time that it suggests. It is notonly that
this vision of Time must wither the Poct’s hope of immor-
tality; but it is in itself more wonderful than all the
conceptions of Dante and Milten.”
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NOTE

The reference, indicated in the footnote
on page 100, will be found overleaf.
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