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Cosmic Dance of Nataraja. Brahmanical bronze. South Indian. 12th Century,
Madras Museum.
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WHAT HAS INDIA CONTRIBUTED
TO HUMAN WELFARE?'

Each race contributes something essential to the world’s
civilization in the course of its own self-expression and self-
realization. The character built up in solving its own problems,
in the experience of its own misfortunes, is itself a gift which
each offers to the world. The essential contribution of India,
then, is simply her Indianness; her great humiliation would be to
substitute or to have substituted for this own character (sva-
bhava) a cosmopolitan veneer, for then indeed she must come
before the world empty-handed.

If now we ask what is most distinctive in this essential contri-
bution, we must first make it clear that there cannot be anything
absolutely unique in the experience of any race. Its peculiarities
will be chiefly a matter of selection and emphasis, certainly not
a difference in specific humanity. If we regard the world as a
family of nations, then we shall best understand the position of
India by recognizing in her the elder, who no longer, it is true,
possesses the virility and enterprise of youth, but has passed
through many experiences and solved many problems which
younger races have hardly yet recognized. The heart and essence
of the Indian experience is to be found in a constant intuition of
the unity of all life, and the instinctive and ineradicable conviction
that the recognition of this unity is the highest good and the
uttermost freedom. All that India can offer to the world pro-
ceeds from her philosophy. This philosophy is not, indeed,
unknown to others—it is equally the gospel of Jesus and of Blake,
Lao Tze, and Riimi—but nowhere else has it been made the essen-
tial basis of sociology and education.

Every race must solve its own problems, and those of its own
day. I do not suggest that the ancient Indian solution of the
special Indian problems, though its lessons may be many and
valuable, can be directly applied to modern conditions. What I
do suggest is that the Hindus grasped more firmly than others
the fundamental meaning and purpose of life, and more deliber-

1 First published in the ‘ Athenzum,” London, 1915,



2 WHAT HAS INDIA CONTRIBUTED?

ately than others organized society with a view to the attainment
of the fruit of life; and this organization was designed, not for
the advantage of a single class, but, to use a modern formula, to
take from each according to his capacity, and to give to each
according to his needs. How far the rishis succeeded in this
aim may be a matter of opinion. We must not judge of Indian
society, especially Indian society in its present moment of decay,
as if it actually realized the Brahmanical social ideas; yet even
with all its imperfections Hindu society as it survives will appear
to many to be superior to any form of social organization attained
on a large scale anywhere else, and infinitely superior to the social
order which we know as “modern civilization.” But even if it
were impossible to maintain this view—and a majority of Euro-
peans and of English-educated Indians certainly believe to the
contrary—what nevertheless remains as the most conspicuous
special character of the Indian culture, and its greatest signifiance
for the modern world, is the evidence of a constant effort to
understand the meaning and the ultimate purpose of life, and a
purposive organization of society in harmony with that order,
and with a view to the attainment of the purpose! The Brah-
manical idea is an Indian “City of the gods”—as devandgari, the
name of the Sanskrit script, suggests. The building of that
city anew is the constant task of civilization; and though the
details of our plans may change, and the contours of our building,
we may learn from India to build on the foundations of the
religion of Eternity.

Where the Indian mind differs most from the average mind of
modern Europe is in its view of the value of philosophy. In
Europe and America the study of philosophy is regarded as an

1 Lest I should seem to exaggerate the importance which Hindus attach
to Adhydtmd-vidyd, the Science of the Self, I quote from the ¢ Bhagavad
Git3,’ ix. 2: “ It is the kingly science, the royal secret, sacred surpassingly.
1t supplies the only sanction and support to righteousness, and its benefits
may be seen even with the eyes of the flesh as bringing peace and perma-
nence of happiness to men’”; and from Manu, xii. 100: “Only he who
knows the Veda$istra, only he deserves to be the Leader of Armies, the
Wielder of the Rod of Law, the King of Men, the Suzerain and Overlord
of Kings.”

The reader who desires to follow up the subject of this essay is strongly
recommended to the work of Bhagavan Das, ‘The Science of Social
Organization,” London and Benares, 1910.

)



WHAT HAS INDIA CONTRIBUTED? e

end in itself, and as such it seems of but little importance to the
ordinary man. In India, on the contrary, philosophy is not
regarded primarily as a mental gymnastic, but rather, and with
deep religious conviction, as our salvation (moksha) from the
ignorance (evidya) which for ever hides from our eyes the vision
of reality. Philosophy is the key to the map of life, by which are
set forth the meaning of life and the means of attaining its goal.
It is no wonder, then, that the Indians have pursued the study
of philosophy with enthusiasm, for these are matters that con-
cern all.

There is a fundamental difference between the Brahman and
the modern view of politics. The modern politician considers
that idealism in politics is unpractical; time enough, he thinks,
to deal with social misfortunes when they arise. The same out-
look may be recognized in the fact that modern medicine lays
greater stress on cure than on prevention, i. e., endeavours to
protect against unnatural conditions rather than to change the
social environment. The Western sociologist is apt to say: “The
teachings of religion and philosophy may or may not be true, but
in any case they have no significance for the practical reformer.”
The Brahmans, on the contrary, considered all activity not
directed in accordance with a consistent theory of the meaning
and purpose of life as supremely unpractical.

Only one condition permits us to excuse the indifference of the
European individual to philosophy; it is that the struggle to
exist leaves him no time for reflection. Philosophy can only be
known to those who are alike disinterested and free from care;
and Europeans are not thus free, whatever their political status.
Where modern Industrialism prevails, the Brahman, Kshattriya,
and Siidra alike are exploited by the Vaishya,* and where in this
way commerce settles on every tree there must be felt continual
anxiety about a bare subsistence; the victim of Industry must
confine his thoughts to the subject of to-morrow’s food for him-
self and his family; the mere Will to Life takes precedence of
the Will to Power. If at the same time it is decided that every
man’s voice is to count equally in the councils of the nation, it
follows naturally that the voice of those who think must be

1 Brahman, Kshattriya, Vaishya, Siidra—the four primary types of
Brahmanical sociology, viz., philosopher and educator, administrator and
soldier, tradesman and herdsman, craftsman and labourer.
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drowned by that of those who do not think and have no leisure.
This position leaves all classes alike at the mercy of unscrupulous
individual exploitation, for all political effort lacking a philo-
sophical basis becomes merely opportunist. The problem of
modern Europe is to discover her own aristocracy and to learn
to obey its will.

It is just this problem which India long since solved for her-
self in her own way. Indian philosophy is essentially the cre-
ation of the two upper classes of society, the Brahmans and the
Kshattriyas. To the latter are due most of its forward move-
ments; to the former its elaboration, systematization, mythical
representation, and application. The Brahmans possessed not
merely the genius for organization, but also the power to enforce
their will; for, whatever may be the failings of individuals, the
Brahmans as a class are men whom other Hindus have always
agreed to reverence, and still regard with the highest respect
and affection. The secret of their power is manifold; but it is
above all in the nature of their appointed dharma, of study, teach-
ing, and renunciation.

Of Buddhism I shall not speak at great length, but rather in
parenthesis; for the Buddhists never directly attempted to organ-
ize human society, thinking that, rather than concern himself
with polity, the wise man should leave the dark state of life in
the world to follow the bright state of the mendicant.? Buddhist
doctrine is a medicine solely directed to save the individual from
burning, not in a future hell, but in the present fire of his own
thirst. It assumes that to escape from the eternal recurrence is
not merely the summum bonum, but the whole purpose of life;
he is the wisest who devotes himself immediately to this end;
he the most loving who devotes himself to the enlightenment of
others.

Buddhism has nevertheless deep and lasting effects on Indian
state-craft. For just as the Brahman philosopher advised and
guided his royal patrons, so did the Buddhist ascetics. The senti-
ment of friendliness (#etteya), through its effect upon individual
character, reacted upon social theory.

It is difficult to separate what is Buddhist from what is Indian
generally; but we may fairly take the statemanship of the great

1 Dhammapada, 87; also the Jatakamala of Arya Siira, xix, 27.
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Buddhist Emperor ASoka as an example of the effect of Buddhist
teaching upon character and policy. His famous edicts very well
illustrate the little accepted truth that “in the Orient, from
ancient times, national government has been based on benevolence,
and directed to securing the welfare and happiness of the peo-
ple.””* One of the most significant of the edicts deals with “True
Conquest.” Previous to his acceptance of the Buddhist dharma
Aéoka had conquered the neighbouring kingdom of the Kalingas,
and added their territory to his own; but now, says the edict,
His Majesty feels “remorse for having conquered the Kalingas,
because the conquest of a country previously unconquered in-
volves the slaughter, death, and carrying away captive of the
people. That is a matter of profound sorrow and regret to His
Sacred Majesty . . . His Sacred Majesty desires that all animate
beings should have security, self-control, peace of mind, and
joyousness. ...My sons and grandsons, who may be, should not
regard it as their duty to conquer a new conquest. If perchance
they become engaged in a conquest by arms, they should take
pleasure in patience and gentleness, and regard as (the only true)
conquest, the conquest won by piety. That avails both for this
world and the next.”

In another edict “His Sacred and Gracious Majesty the King
does reverence to men of all sects, whether ascetics or house-
holders.” Elsewhere he announces the establishment of hos-
pitals, and the appointment of officials “to consider the case
where a man has a large family, has been smitten by calamity,
or is advanced in years”; he orders that animals should not be
killed for his table; he commands that shade and fruit trees
should be planted by the high roads; and he exhorts all men to
“strive hard.” He quotes the Buddhist saying, “All men are my
children.” The annals of India, and especially of Ceylon, can
show us other Buddhist kings of the same temper. But it will
be seen that such effects of Buddhist teaching have their further
consequences mainly through benevolent despotism, and the moral
order established by one wise king may be destroyed by his suc-
cessors. Buddhism, so far as I know, never attempted to

1 Viscount Torio in The Japan Daily Mail, November 19th-20th, 1890.
The whole essay, of which a good part is quoted in Lafcadio Hearn’s
¢ Glimpses of Unfamiliar Japan, is a searching criticism of Western polity,
regarded from the standpoint of 2 modern Buddhist.



6 WHAT HAS INDIA CONTRIBUTED?

formulate a constitution or to determine the social order. Just
this, however, the Brahmans attempted in many ways, and to a
great extent achieved, and it is mainly their application of religi-
ous philosophy to the problems of sociology which forms the
subject of the present discussion.

The Kshattriya-Brahman solution of the ultimate problems of
life is given in the early Upanishads.! It is a form of absolute
(according to Sankarichirya) or modified (according to
Riminuja) Monism. Filled with enthusiasm for this doctrine of
the Unity or Interdependence of all life, the Brahman-Utopists set
themselves to found a social order upon the basis provided. In
the great epics? they represented the desired social order as
having actually existed in a golden past, and they put into the
mouths of the epic heroes not only their actual philosophy, but
the theory of its practical application—this, above all, in the long
discourses of the dying Bhishma. The heroes themselves they
made ideal types of character for the guidance of all subsequent
generations; for the education of India has been accomplished
deliberately through hero-worship. In the ‘Dharma$istra’ of
Manu® and the ‘ Arthasastra™ of Chanakya—perhaps the most
remarkable sociological documents the world possesses—they set
forth the picture of the ideal society, defined from the standpoint
of law. By these and other means they accomplished what has
not yet been effected in any other country in making religious
philosophy the essential and intelligible basis of popular culture
and national polity.

1 Deussen, The Philosophy of the Upanishads, translated by A. S. Geden,
London, 1906.

2 The * Mahdbhirata’ and * The Ramiyana.’ These can be studied in the
prose translations by P. C. Ray and M. N. Dutt, published in Calcutta.

3 This most important document is best expounded by Bhagavan Das,
The Science of Social Organization, London and Benares, 1910; also
translated in full in the “Sacred Books of the East,” vol. xxv. “Herein,”
says Manu (i. 107, 118), “are declared the good and evil results of
various deeds, and herein are expounded the eternal principles of all the
four types of human beings, of many lands, nations, tribes, and families,
and also the ways of evil men.”

¢N. N. Law, Studies in Ancient Hindu Polity, London, 1914. The
following precept may serve as an example of the text: that the king
who has acquired new territory “should follow the people in their faith,
with which they celebrate their national, religious, and congregational
festivals and amusements.”

f,
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What, then, is the Brahman view of life? To answer this at
length, to expound the Science of the Self (Adhyatma-vidya),
which is the religion and philosophy of India, would require con-
siderable space. We have already indicated that this science -
recognizes the unity of all life—one source, one essence, and one
goal—and regards the realization of this unity as the highest good,
bliss, salvation, freedom, the final purpose of life. This is for
Hindu thinkers eternal life; not an eternity in time, but the
recognition here and now of All Things in the Self and the Self
in All. ‘“More than all else,” says Kabir, who may be said to
speak for India, “do I cherish at heart that love which makes me
to live a limitless life #n this world.” This inseparable unity of
the material and spiritual world is made the foundation of the
Indian culture, and determines the whole character of her social
ideals.

How, then, could the Brahmans tolerate the practical diversity
of life, how provide for the fact that a majority of individuals
are guided by selfish aims, how could they deal with the problem
of evil? They had found the Religion of Eternity (Nirguna
Vidya) ; what of the Religion of Time (Seguna Vidya)?

This is the critical point of religious sociology, when it remains
to be seen whether the older idealist (it is old souls that are
idealistic, the young are short-sighted) can remember his youth,
and can make provision for the interest and activities of spiritual
immaturity. To fail here is to divide the church from the every-
day life, and to create the misleading distinction of sacred and
profane; to succeed is to illuminate daily life with the light of
heaven.

The life or lives of man may be regarded as constituting a curve
—an arc of time-experience subtended by the duration of the
individual Will to Life. The outward movement on this curve—
Evolution, the Path of Pursuit—the Pravritti Marga—is char-
acterized by self-assertion. The inward movement—Involution,
the Path of Return—the Nivritti Marga—is characterized by
increasing Self-realization.? The religion of men on the outward

171t is a common convention of Indianists to print the world “self” in
lower case when the ego (jivdtman) is intended, and with a capital when
the higher self, the divine nature (paramatman), is referred to. Spiritual
freedom—the true goal—is the release of the self from the ego concept.
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path is the Religion of Time; the religion of those who return
is the Religion of Eternity. If we consider life as one whole,
certainly Self-realization must be regarded as its essential pur-
pose from the beginning; all our forgetting is but that we may
remember the more vividly. But though it is true that in most
men the two phases of experience interpenetrate, we shall best
understand the soul of man—drawn as it is in the two opposite,
or seeming opposite, directions of Affirmation and Denial, Will
and Will-surrender—by separate consideration of the outward
and the inward tendencies. Brahmans avoid the theological use
of the terms “good” and “evil,” and prefer to speak of “knowl-
edge” and “ignorance” (vidyd and aevidya), and of the three
qualities of sattva, rajas, and temas. As knowledge increases, so
much the more will 2 man of his own motion, and not from any
sense of duty, tend to return, and his character and actions will
be more purely sdttvic. But we need not on that account condemn
the self-assertion of the ignorant as sin; for could Self-realiza-
tion be where self-assertion had never been? It is not sin, but
youth, and to forbid the satisfaction of the thirst of youth is not
a cure; rather, as we realize more clearly every day desires sup-
pressed breed pestilence. The Brahmans therefore, notwithstand-
ing the austere rule appointed for themselves, held that an ideal
human society must provide for the enjoyment of all pleasures
by those who wish for them; they would say, perhaps, that
those who have risen above the mere gratification of the senses,
and beyond a life of mere pleasure, however refined, are just
those who have already tasted pleasure to the full.

For reasons of this kind it was held that the acquisition of
wealth (artha) and the enjoyment of sense-pleasure (kdma),
subject to such law (dharma') as may protect the weak against
the strong, are the legitimate preoccupations of those on the
outward path. This is the stage attained by modern Western
society, of which the norm is competition regulated by ethical
restraint. Beyond this stage no society can progress unless it is
subjected to the creative will of those who have passed beyond
the stage of most extreme egoism, whether we call them heroes,

1 Dharma is that morality by which a given social order is protected.
"1t is by Dharma that civilization is maintained” (Matsya Purana, cxlv.
27). Dharma may also be translated as social norm, moral law, order,
duty, righteousness, or as religion, mainly in its exoteric aspects.

5



WHAT HAS INDIA CONTRIBUTED? 9

guardians, Brahmans, Samurai, or simply men of genius.

Puritanism consists in a desire to impose the natural asceticism
of age upon the young, and this position is largely founded on the
untenable theories of an absolute ethic and an only true theology. .
The opposite extreme is illustrated in industrial society, which
accepts the principles of competition and self-assertion as a mat-
ter of course, while it denies the value of philosophy and dis-
cipline. Brahman sociology, just because of its philosophical
basis, avoided both errors in adopting the theory of sva-dharma,
the “own-morality” appropriate to the individual according to his
social and spiritual status, and the doctrine of the many forms
of I§vara, which is so clumsily interpreted by the missionaries as
polytheistic. However much the Brahmans held Self-realization
to be the end of life, the summum bonum, they saw very clearly
that it would be illogical to impose this aim immediately upon
those members of the community who are not yet weary of self-
assertion. It is most conspicuously in this understanding toler-
ance that Brahman sociology surpasses other systems.

At this point we must digress to speak briefly of the doctrine
of reincarnation, which is involved in the theory of eternal recur-
rence. This doctrine is assumed and built upon by Brahman
sociologists, and on this account we must clearly understand its
practical applications. We must not assume that reincarnation is
a superstition which, if it could be definitely refuted (and that
is a considerable “if”’), would have as a theory no practical value.
Even atoms and electrons are but symbols, and do not repre-
sent tangible objects like marbles, which we could see if we
had large enough microscopes; the practical value of a theory
does not depend on its representative character, but on its efficacy
in resuming past observation and forecasting future events. The
doctrine of reincarnation corresponds to a fact which everyone
must have remarked; the varying age of the souls of men, irre-
spective of the age of the body counted in years. “A man is
not an elder because his head is grey” (Dhammapada, 260).
Sometimes we see an old head on young shoulders. Some men
remain irresponsible, self-assertive, uncontrolled, unapt to their
last day; others from their youth are serious, self-controlled,
talented, and friendly. We must understand the doctrine of
reincarnation at any rate as an artistic or mythical representation
of these facts. To these facts the Brahmans rightly attached
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great importance, for it is this variation of temperament or inheri-
tance which constitutes the natural inequality of men, an inequality
that is too often ignored in the theories of Western democracy.

We can now examine the Brahmanical theory a little more
closely. An essential factor is to be recognized in the dogma
of the rhythmic character of the world-process. This rhythm is
determined by the great antithesis of Subject and Object, Self
and not-Self, Will and Matter, Unity and Diversity, Love and
Hate, and all other “Pairs.” The interplay of these opposites
constitues the whole of sensational and registrateable existence,
the Eternal Becoming (samsdra), which is characterized by birth
and death, evolution and involution, descent and ascent, srisht:
and samhare. Every individual life—mineral, vegetable, animal,
human, or personal god—has a beginning and an end, and this
creation and destruction, appearance and disappearance, are of
the essence of the world-process and equally originate in the
past, the present, and the future. According to this view, then,
every individual ego (jivdtman), or separate expression of the
general Will to Life (ichchha, trishna), must be regarded as hav-
ing reached a certain stage of its own cycle (gati). The same
is true of the collective life of a nation, a planet, or a cosmic
system. It is further considered that the turning point of this
curve is reached in man, and hence the immeasurable value which
Hindus (and Buddhists) attach to birth in human form. Before
the turning point is reached—to use the language of Christian
theology—the natural man prevails; after it is passed, regenerate
man. The turning point is not to be regarded as sudden, for the
two conditions interpenetrate, and the change of psychological
centre of gravity may occupy a succession of lives; or if the turn-
ing seems to be a sudden event, it is only in the sense that the
fall of a ripe fruit appears sudden.

According to their position on the great curve, that is to say,
according to their spiritual age, we can recognize three prominent
types of men. There is first the mob, of those who are pre-
occupied with the thought of I and Mine, whose objective is self-
assertion, but are restrained on the one hand by fear of retaliation
and of legal or after-death punishment, and on the other by the
beginnings of love of family and love of country. These, in the
main, are the “Devourers” of Blake, the “Slaves” of Nietzsche.
Next there is a smaller, but still large number of thoughtful and
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good men whose behaviour is largely determined by a sense of
duty, but whose inner life is still the field of conflict between the
old Adam and the new man. Men of this type are actuated on
the one hand by the love of power and fame, and ambition more
or less noble, and on the other by the disinterested love of man-
kind. But this type is rarely pan-human, and its outlook is often
simultaneously unselfish and narrow. In times of great stress,
the men of this type reveal their true nature, showing to what
extent they have advanced more or less than has appeared. But
all these, who have but begun to taste of freedom, must still be
guided by rules. Finally, there is the much smaller number of
great men—heroes, saviours, saints, and avatars—who have defi-
nitely passed the period of greatest stress and have attained peace,
or at least have attained to occasional and unmistakeable vision
of life as a whole. These are the “Prolific” of Blake, the
“Masters” of Nietzsche, the true Brahmans in their own right,
and partake of the nature of the Superman and the Bodhisattva.
Their activity is determined by their love and wisdom, and not
by rules. In the world, but not of it, they are the flower of
humanity, our leaders and teachers.

These classes constitute the natural hierarchy of human society.
The Brahman sociologists were firmly convinced that in an ideal
society, i. e., a society designed deliberately by man for the fulfil-
ment of his own purpose (purushartha),! not only must oppcr-
tunity be allowed to every one for such experience as his spiritual
status requires, but also that the best and wisest must rule. It
seemed to them impossible that an ideal society should have any
other than an aristocratic basis, the aristocracy being at once
intellectual and spiritual. Being firm believers in heredity, both
of blood and culture, they conceived that it might be possible to
constitute an ideal society upon the already existing basis of
occupational caste. “If,” thought they, “we can determine natural

1 Purushdartha. This is the Brahmanical formula of utility, forming
the standard of social ethics. A given activity is useful, and therefore
right, if it conduces to the attainment of dharma, artha, kama and moksha
(function, prosperity, pleasure, and spiritual freedom), or any
one or more of these without detriment to any other. Brahmanical utility
takes into account the whole man. Industrial sociologists entertain a
much narrower view of utility: “It is with utilities that have a price that

political economy is mainly concerned” (Nicholson, Principles of Politi-
cal Economy, cd. 2, p. 28).
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classes, then let us assign to each its appropriate duties (sva-
dharma, own norm) and appropriate honour; this will at once
facilitate a convenient division of necessary labour, ensure the
handing down of hereditary skill in pupillary succession, avoid
all possibility of social ambition, and will allow to every individual
the experience and activity which he needs and owes.” They
assumed that by a natural law, the individual ego is always, or
nearly always, born into its own befitting environment. If they
were wrong on this point, then its remains for others to discover
some better way of achieving the same ends. I do not say that
this is impossible; but it can hardly be denied that the Brah-
manical caste system is the nearest approach that has yet been
made towards a society where there shall be no attempt to realise
a competitive equality, but where all interests are regarded as
identical. To those who admit the variety of age in human souls,
this must appear to be the only true communism.

To describe the caste system as an idea or in actual practice
would require a whole volume. But we may notice a few of its
characteristics. The nature of the difference between a Brahman
and a Siidra is indicated in the view that a Siidra can do no
wrong,* a view that must make an immense demand upon the
patience of the higher castes, and is the absolute converse of the
Western doctrine that the King can do no wrong. These facts are
well illustrated in the doctrine of legal punishment, that that of
the Vaishya should be twice as heavy as that of the Stdra, that
that of the Kshattriya twice as heavy again, that of the Brahman
twice or even four times as heavy again in respect of the same
offence ; for responsibility rises with intelligence and status. The
Stidra is also free of innumerable forms of self-denial imposed
upon the Brahman; he may, for example, indulge in coarse food,
the widow may re-marry. It may be observed that it was
strongly held that the Sadra should not by any means outnumber
the other castes; if the Stidras are too many, as befell in ancient
Greece, where the slaves outnumbered freemen, the voice of the
least wise may prevail by mere weight of numbers.

Modern craftsmen interested in the regulation of machinery will
be struck by the fact that the establishment and working of large
machines and factories by individuals was reckoned a grievous

1 Many, x. 126. ]
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sin; large organizations are only to be carried on in the public
interest.”

Given the natural classes, one of the good elements of what is
now regarded as democracy was provided by making the castes
self-governing; thus is was secured that a man should be tried
by his peers (whereas, under Industrial Democracy, an artist may
be tried by a jury of tradesmen, or a poacher by a bench of
squires). Within the caste there existed equality of opportunity
for all, and the caste as a body had collective privileges and
responsibilities. Society thus organized has much the appearance
of what would now be called Guild Socialism.

In a just and healthy society, function should depend upon
capacity; and in the normal individual, capacity and inclination
are inseparable (this is the ‘instinct of workmanship’). We are
able accordingly to recognize, in the theory of the Syndicalists, as
well as in the caste organization of India, a very nearly ideal com-
bination of duty and pleasure, compulsion and freedom; and the
words vocation or dharma imply this very identity. Individual-
ism and socialism are united in the concept of function.

The Brahmanical theory has also a far-reaching bearing on the
problems of education. “Reading,” says the Garuda Purana, “to
a man devoid of wisdom, is like a mirror to the blind.” The
Brahmans attached no value to uncodrdinated knowledge or to
unearned opinions, but rather regarded these as dangerous tools
in the hands of unskilled craftsmen. The greatest stress is laid
on the development of character. Proficiency in hereditary apti-
tudes is assured by pupillary succession within the caste. But

1 Manuy, xi. 63, 64, 66.

A truly progressive society is only possible where there is unity of pur-
pose. How rapidly the social habit can then be changed is well illustrated
by the action of many of the Allied Governments in taking con-
trol of several departments of industrial production. It is only sad to
reflect that it needed a great disaster to compel so simple an act as the
limitation of profits. In the same way vast sums are now spent on
caring for the welfare of an army of soldiers who would be, and will
again be, left to the tender mercies of the labour market in times of
peace. If the nation were as united in peace by a determination to make
the best of life how much could not be accomplished at a fraction of the
cost of war? If a nation can co-operate for self-defence, why not also
for self-development?
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it is in respect of what we generally understand by higher educa-
tion that the Brahman method differs most from modern ideals;
for it is not even contemplated as desirable that all knowledge
should be made accessible to all. The key to education is to be
found in personality. There should be no teacher for whom
teaching is less than a vocation (none may “sell the Vedas”), and
no teacher should impart his knowledge to a pupil until he finds
the pupil ready to receive it, and the proof of this is to be
found in the asking of the right questions. “As the man who
digs with a spade obtains water, even so an obedient pupil obtains
the knowledge which is in his teacher.””

The relative position of man and woman is also very note-
worthy. Perhaps the woman is in general a younger soul, as
Paracelsus puts it, “nearer to the world than man.” But there is
no war of words as to which is the superior, which inferior; for
the question of competitive equality is not considered. The Hindu
marriage contemplates identity, and not equality.? The pri-
mary motif of marriage is not merely individual satisfaction, but
the achievement of Purushartha, the purposes of life, and the
wife is spoken of as sehadharmacharini, “‘she who codperates in
the fulfillment of social and religious duties.” In the same way
for the community at large, the system of caste is designed rather
to unite than to divide. Men of different castes have more in
common than men of different classes. It is in an Industrial
Democracy, and where a system of secular education prevails,
that groups of men are effectually separated ; a Western professor
and a navvy do not understand each other half so well as a
Brahman and a Siidra. It has been justly remarked that “the
lowest pariah hanging to the skirts of Hindu society is in a
sense as much the disciple of the Brahman ideal as any priest
himself.” {

It remains to apply what has been said to immediate problems.
I have suggested that India has nothing of more value to offer to
the world than her religious philosophy, and her faith in the
application of philosophy to social problems. A few words may

1 Manu, ii. 218.

2 Many, ix. 45. “The man is not the man alone; he is the man, the
woman, and the progeny. The Sages have declared that the husband is
the same as the wife.” -
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be added on the present crisis! and the relationship of East and
West. Let us understand first that what we see in India is a co-
operative society in a state of decay. Western society has never
been so highly organized, but in so far as it was organized, its
disintegration has proceeded much further than is yet the case in
India. And we may expect that Europe, having sunk into in-
dustrial competition first, will be the first to emerge. The seeds
of a future co-operation have long been sown, and we can clearly
recognize a conscious, and perhaps also an unconscious, effort
towards reconstruction.

In the meantime the decay of Asia jroceeds, partly of internal
necessity, because at the present moment the social change from
co-operation to competition is spoken of as progress, and because
it seems to promise the ultimate recovery of political power, and
partly as the result of destructive exploitation by the Industrial-
ists. Even those European thinkers who may be called the
prophets of the new age are content to think of a development
taking place in Europe alone. But let it be clearly realized that
the modern world is not the ancient world of slow communi-
cations; what is done in India or Japan to-day has immediate
spiritual and economic results in Europe and America. To say
that East is East and West is West is simply to hide one’s
head in the sand.? It will be quite impossible to establish any

11 do not mean the present war, as such, but civilization at the parting
of the ways.

21 should like to point out here that Mr. Lowes Dickinson’s return to
this position (‘An Essay on India, China, and Japan,’ and © Appearances,
both 1914), is very unfortunate. He says the religion of India is the
Religion of Eternity, the religion of Europe the Religion of Time, and
chooses the latter. These phrases, by the way, are excellent renderings
of Pravritti dharma and Nivritti dharma. So far as Mr. Dickinson’s dis-
tinction is true, in so far that is as India suffers from premature vairdgya,
and Europe from excessive activity, so far each exhibits an excess which
each should best be able to correct. But an antithesis of this sort is only
conceptually possible, and no race or nation has ever followed either of
the religions exclusively. All true civilization is the due adjustment of
the two points of view. And just because this balance has been so con-
spicuously attained in India, one who knows far more of India than
Mr. Dickinson remarks that she “may yet be destined to prepare the way
for the reconciliation of Christianity with the world, and through the
practical identification of the spiritual with the temporal life, to hasten
the period of that third step forward in the moral development of human-
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higher social order in the West so long as the East remains in-
fatuated with the, to her, entirely novel and fascinating theory of
laissez-faire.

The rapid degradation of Asia is thus an evil portent for the
future of humanity and for the future of that Western social
idealism of which the beginnings are already recognizable. If,
either in ignorance or in contempt of Asia, constructive European
thought omits to seek the co-operation of Eastern philosophers,
there will come a time when Europe will not be able to fight
Industrialism, because this enemy will be entrenched in Asia. It
is not sufficient for the English colonies and America to protect
themselves by immigration laws against cheap Asiatic labour;
that is a merely temporary device, and likely to do more harm
than good, even apart from its injustice. Nor will it be possible
for the European nationalist ideal that every nation should choose
its own form of government, and lead its own life,! to be realized,
so long as the European nations have, or desire to have,
possessions in Asia. What has to be secured is the conscious
co-operation of East and West for common ends, not the sub-
jection of either to the other, nor their lasting estrangement. For
if Asia be not with Europe, she will be against her, and there
may arise a terrible conflict, economic, or even armed, between
an idealistic Europe and a materialized Asia.

To put the matter in another way, we do not fully realize the
debt that Europe already owes to Asiatic thought, for the dis-
covery of Asia has hardly begun. And, on the other hand, Europe
has inflicted terrible injuries upon Asia in modern times.? I do
not mean to say that the virus of “civilization” would not have
spread through Asia quite apart from any direct European at-
tempts to effect such a result—quite on the contrary; but it can-

ity, when there will be no divisions of race, creed, or class, or nationality
between men, by whatsoever name they may be called, for they will all
be one in the acknowledgment of their common Brotherhood ” (Sir George
Birdwood, Swva, p. 355).

1 The ideal of self-determination (sva-rdj) for whxch the Allies claim
to be fighting.

2For example—and without the least ill-will—the English in India
who unconsciously created social confusion simply because they could not
understand what they saw, and endeavoured to fit a co-operative structure
into the categories of modern political theory.
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not be denied that those who have been the unconscious instru-
ments of the degradation of Asiatic society from the basis of
dharma to the basis of contract have incurred a debt.

The “clear air” of Asia is not merely a dream of the past.
There is idealism, and there are idealists in modern India, even
amongst those who have been corrupted by half a century of
squalid education. We are not all deceived by the illusion of
progress, but, like some of our European colleagues, desire “the
coming of better conditions of life, when the whole world will
again learn that the object of human life is not to waste it in a
feverish anxiety and race after physical objects and comforts,
but to use it in developing the mental, moral, and spiritual
powers, latent in man.””* The debt, then, of Europe, can best
be paid—and with infinite advantage to herself—by seeking the
co-operation of modern Asia in ‘every adventure of the spirit
which Europe would essay. It is true that this involves the hard
surrender of the old idea that it is the mission of the West to
civilize the East; but that somewhat Teutonic and Imperial view
of kultur is already discredited. What is needed for the com-
mon civilization of the world is the recognition of common prob-
lems, and to co-operate in their solution. If it be asked what
inner riches India brings to aid in the realization of a civilization
of the world, then, from the Indian standpoint, the answer must
be found in her religions and her philosophy, and her constant
application of abstract theory to practical life.

1S. C. Basu, The Daily Practice of the Hindus, 2nd ed,, p. 4.
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HINDU VIEW OF ART:

1. HISTORY OF ZESTHETIC

The earliest Indian art of which we have any information or
concerning which we are able to draw reasonably certain infer-
ences, we may designate as Vedic, since we can hardly undertake
here the discussion of the perhaps contemporary culture of the
early Dravidians. Vedic art was essentially practical. About
painting and sculpture we have no knowledge, but the carpenter,
metal-worker and potter and weaver efficiently provided for man’s
material requirements. If their work was decorated, we may be
sure that its ‘ornament’ had often, and perhaps always, a magical
and protective significance. The ends of poetry were also prac-
tical. The Vedic hymns were designed to persuade the gods to
deal generously with men:

“As birds extend their sheltering wings,
Spread your protection over us.”
(Rigveda.)

Much of this poetry is descriptive; it is nature-poetry in the
sense that it deals with natural phenomena. Its most poetical
quality is its sense of wonder and admiration, but it is not lyrical
in any other sense. It has no tragic or reflective elements, except
in some of the later hymns, and there is no question of ‘esthetic
contemplation,” for the conception of the sympathetic con-
stantly prevails. The poet sometimes comments on his own
work, which he compares to a car well-built by a deft craftsman,
or to fair and well-woven garments, or to a bride adorned for her
lover; and this art it was that made the hymns acceptable to
the gods to whom they were addressed. Vedic Zsthetic consisted
essentially in the appreciation of skill.

The keynote of the age of the Upanishads (800 B. ¢.) and
Pali Buddhism (500 B. c.) is the search for truth. The ancient
hymns had become a long-established institution, taken for
granted; ritual was followed solely for the sake of advantage
in this world or the next. Meanwhile the deeper foundations
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of Indian culture were in process of determination in the mental
struggle of the ‘dwellers in the forest’ The language of the
Upanishads combines austerity with passion, but this passion is
the exaltation of mental effort, remote from the common life of
men in the world. Only here and there we find glimpses of the
later fusion of lyric and religious experience, when, for example,
in the Brihadaranyaka Upanishad, the bliss of itman-intuition,
or the intuition of the Self, is compared with the happiness of
earthly lovers in self-forgetting dalliance. In general, the Upani-
shads are too much preoccupied with deeper speculations to ex-
hibit a conscious art, or to discuss the art of their times; in this
age there is no explicit Aisthetic.

When, however, we consider the Indian way of regarding the
Vedas as a whole, we shall find implicit in the word ‘Sruti’ a very
important doctrine ; that the Veda is eternal, the sacred books are
its temporal expression, they have been ‘heard.”” This is not a
theory of ‘revelation’ in the ordinary sense, since the audition
depends on the qualification of the hearer, not on the will
and active manifestation of a god. But it is on all fours with
the later Hindu view which treats the practice of art as a form
of yoga, and identifies zsthetic emotion with that felt when the
self perceives the Self.

In Pali Buddhism generally, an enthusiasm for the truth,
unsurpassed even in the Upanishads, is combined with monastic
institutionalism and a rather violent polemic against the joys
of the world. Beauty and personal love are not merely evanes-
cent, but are snares to be avoided at all costs; and it is clearly
indicated that the Early Buddhist Asthetic is strictly hedonistic.
The indications of this point of view are summed up in the fol-
lowing pages of the Visuddhi Magga: ‘“Living beings on account
of their love and devotion to the sensations excited by forms and
the other objects of sense, give high honour to painters, musicians,
perfumers, cooks, elixir-prescribing physicians, and other like
persons who furnish us with objects of sense.”

In the Upanishads on the one hand, and in the teachings of
Buddha on the other, the deepest problems of life were pene-
trated; the mists of the Vedic dawn had melted in the fire of
austerity (Zfapas), and life lay open to man’s inspection as a
thing of which the secret mechanism was no more mysterious.
We can scarcely exaggerate the sense of triumph with which the
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doctrines of the Atman or Self and the gospel of Buddha per-
meated Indian society. The immediate result of the acceptance
of these views appeared in an organized and deliberate endeavour
to create a form of society adapted for the fulfilment of the
purposes of life as seen in the light of the new philosophies. To
the ideal of the saint in retirement was very soon added that of
the man who remains in the world and yet acquires or possesses
the highest wisdom—*It was with works that Janaka and others
came unto adeptship” (G7tg, iii. 20). There was now also evolved
the doctrine of union by action (karma-yoga) set forth in the
Bhagavad Gita, as leading even the citizen on the path of sal-
vation. The emergence of a definitely Brahmanical rather than a
Buddhist scheme of life is to be attributed to the fact that the
practical energies of Buddhists were largely absorbed within the
limits of its monasticism; the Buddhists in the main regard Nir-
vina not merely as the ultimate, but as the sole object of life.
But the Brahmans never forgot that this life is the field alike of
Pursuit and Return. Their scheme of life is set forth at great
length in the Siitra literature, the Dharma Sastras and the Epics
(in general, 4th—1st centuries B. C.).

This literature yields sufficient material for an elucidation of
the orthodox view of art. But notwithstanding the breadth of
the fourfold plan, we find in this literature the same hedonistic
ZAisthetic and puritanical applications as are characteristic of Pali
Buddhism. Thus, Manu forbids the householder to dance or sing
or play on musical instruments, and reckons architects, actors and
singers amongst the unworthy men who should not be invited to
the ceremony of offerings to the dead. Even Chanakya, though
he tolerates musicians and actors, classes them with courtesans.
The hedonistic theory still prevailed. In later times the ‘defence’
of any art, such as poetry or drama, was characteristically based
on the fact that it could contribute to the achievement of all or
any of the Four Aims of Life. «

Meanwhile the stimulus of discovered truth led not only to
this austere formulation of a scheme of life (typically in Manu),
but also to the development of yoga as a practice for the attain-
ment of the desired end; and in this development an almost equal
part was taken by Brahmans and Buddhists (typically in Patafi-
jali and Nagarjuna).

We shall digress here, and partially anticipate, to discuss briefly
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the important part once played in Indian thought by the
concept of Art as Yoga, a subject sufficient in itself for a
whole volume. It will be remembered that the purpose of
Yoga is mental concentration, carried so far as the overlooking of
all distinction between the subject and the object of contempla-
tion ; a means of achieving harmony or unity of consciousness.

It was soon recognized that the concentration of the artist was
of this very nature; and we find such texts as Sukrichirya’s:

“Let the imager establish images in temples by meditation on
the deities who are the objects of his devotion. For the successful
achievement of this yoga the lineaments of the image are
described in books to be dwelt upon in detail. In no other way,
not even by direct and immediate vision of an actual object, is it
possible to be so absorbed in contemplation, as thus in the making
of images.”

The manner in which even the lesser crafts constitute a practice
(@charya) analogous to that of (semprajidta) yoga is indicated
incidentally by Sankarichidrya in the commentary on the Brahma
Sitra, 3, 2, 10. The subject of discussion is the distinction of
swoon from waking; in swoon the senses no longer perceive their
objects. Sankarachirya remarks, “True, the arrow-maker per-
ceives nothing beyond his work when he is buried in it; but he
has nevertheless consciousness and control over his body, both
of which are absent in the fainting person.” The arrow-maker
seems to have afforded, indeed, a proverbial instance of single-
minded attention, as we read in the Bhdgavata Purana.

“I have learned concentration from the maker of arrows.”

A connection between dream and art is recognized in a passage
of the Agni Purana,* where the imager is instructed, on the night
before beginning his work, and after ceremonial purification, to
pray, “O thou Lord of all the gods, teach me in dreams how to
carry out all the work I have in my mind.” Here again we see
an anticipation of modern views, which associate myth and dream
and art as essentially similar and representing the dramatisation
of man’s innermost hopes and fears.

The practise of visualisation, referred to by Sukrichirya, is
identical in worship and in art. The worshipper recites the

1 Agni Purana, ch. xliii. Cf. Patafijali, Yoga Siitra, 1, 38. For the theory

of dreams see also Katha Upanishad, v. 8, and Brihadaranyaka Upanishad,
iv. 3, 9-14 and 16-18.
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dhyana mantram describing the deity, and forms a corresponding
mental picture, and it is then to this imagined form that his
prayers are addressed and the offerings are made. The artist
follows identical prescriptions, but proceeds to represent the
mental picture in a visible and objective form, by drawing or
modelling. Thus, to take an example from Buddhist sources:?

The artist (sadhaka, mantrin, or yogin, as he is variously—and
significantly—called), after ceremonial purification, is to proceed
to a solitary place. There he is to perform the “Sevenfold
Office,” beginning with the invocation of the hosts of Buddhas
and Bodhisattvas, and the offering to them of real or imaginary
flowers. Then he must realize in thought the four infinite moods
of friendliness, compassion, sympathy, and impartiality. Then
he must meditate upon the emptiness (§@nyatd) or non-existence
of all things, for “by the fire of the idea of the abyss, it is said,
there are destroyed beyond recovery the five factors” of ego-
consciousness.? Then only should he invoke the desired divinity
by the utterance of the appropriate seed-word (bije) and should
identify himself completely with the divinity to be represented.
Then finally on pronouncing the dhyana mantram, in which the
attributes are defined, the divinity appears visibly, “like a reflec-
tion,” or “as in a dream” and this brilliant image is the artist’s
model.

This ritual is perhaps unduly elaborated, but in essentials it
shows a clear understanding of the psychology of the imagina-
tion. These essentials are the setting aside the transformations
of the thinking principle®; self-identification with the object of

1 Condensed from Foucher, Iconographie Bouddhigue, 11, 8-11.

2 Similar views are met with again and again in modern aesthetic.
Goethe perceived that he who attains to the vision of beauty is from
himself set free: Riciotto Canudo remarks that the secret of all art is self-
forgetfulness: and Laurence Binyon that “we too should make ourselves
empty, that the great soul of the universe may fill us with its breath
(Ideas of Design in East and West, Atlantic Monthly, 1913).

3 Wagner speaks of “an internal sense which becomes clear and active
when all the others, directed outward, sleep or dream” (Combarieu, Music,
tts Laws and Evolution, p. 63). That God is the actual theme of all art
is suggested by Sankarichirya in the commentary on the Brahmd Sttra,
i, i, 20-21, where he indicates the Brahman as the real theme of secular
as well as spiritual songs: and according to Behmen, “It is nought indeed
but thine own hearing and willing that do hinder thee, so that thou dost not
see and hear God (Dialogues on the Supersensual Life.)
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the work;* and vividness of the final image.?

There are abundant literary parallels for this conception of art
as yoga. Thus Valmiki, although he was already familiar with
the story of Rama, before composing his own Ramdyana sought
to realize it more profoundly, and “seating himself with his face
towards the East, and sipping water according to rule (i. e. cere-
monial purification), he set himself to yoga-contemplation of his
theme. By virtue of his yoga-power he clearly saw before him
Rama, Lakshmana and Sitd, and DaSaratha, together with his
wives, in his kingdom laughing, talking, acting and moving as if
in real life . . . by yoga-power that righteous one beheld all that
had come to pass, and all that was to come to pass in the future,
like a nelli fruit® on the palm of his hand. And having truly seen
all by virtue of his concentration, the generous sage began the
setting forth of the history of Rama.” ¢

Notice here particularly that the work of art is completed
before the work of transcription or representation is begun.®
“The mind of the sage,” says Chuang Tzu, “being in repose, be-
comes the mirror of the universe, the speculum of all creation.”
Croce is entirely correct when he speaks of “the artist, who
never makes a stroke with his brush without having previously
seen it with his imagination” and remarks that the externalisation
of a work of art “implies a vigilant will, which persists in not
allowing certain visions, intuitions, or representations to be lost.”®

1 Cf. the phrase “Dewvam bhutvd, devam yajet”: to worship the god
become the god. That which remains for us object, remains unknown.

2He who does not imagine in stronger and better lineaments,” said
Blake, “and in stronger and better light than his perishing mortal eye can
see, does not imagine at all.”

3 Phyllanthus emblica, the round fruit of which is about the size of
an ordinary marble. The simile is a common Indian formula for clear
insight.

¢ Ramayana, Balakindam.

5 Cf. Coomaraswamy and Duggirala, The Mirror of Gesture, Introduc-
tion, p. 3. So Vasubandhu speaks of the poet as seeing the world, like
a jujube fruit, lying within the hollow of his hands (Vasavadatta, invo-
cation.) “It seems to me,” William Morris wrote, “that no hour of the
day passes that the whole world does not show itself to me”: and Mag-
nusson records of him, referring to Sigurd the Volsung and other poems,
that “in each case the subject matter had taken such a clearly definite
shape in his mind, as he told me, that it only remained to write it down.”

¢ Croce, Aesthetic, pp. 162, 168.
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It should be understood that yoga (‘union’) is not merely a
mental exercise or a religious discipline, but the most practical
preparation for any undertaking whatever. Hanuman, for ex-
ample, before searching the Asoka grove for Sit3, “prayed to the
gods and ranged the forest in imagination till be found her”;
then only did he spring from the walls of Lanka, like an arrow
from a bow, and enter the grove in the flesh. Throughout the
East, wherever Hindu or Buddhist thought have deeply pene-
trated, it is firmly believed that all knowledge is directly accessible
to the concentred and ‘one-pointed’ mind, without the direct
intervention of the senses. Probably all inventors, artists and
mathematicians are more or less aware of this as a matter of
personal experience. In the language of psycho-analysis, this
concentration preparatory to undertaking a specific task is “the
willed introversion of a creative mind, which, retreating before
its own problem and inwardly collecting its forces, dips at least
for a moment into the source of life, in order there to wrest
a little more strength from the mother for the completion of its
work,” and the result of this reunion is “a fountain of youth and
new fertility.”?

We have spoken so far of yoga, but for the artist this was
rather a means than an end. Just as in Mediaeval Europe, so too,
and perhaps even more conspicuously in India, the impulse to
iconolatry derived from the spirit of adoration—the loving and
passionate devotion to a personal divinity, which we know as
bhakti. Patafijali, in the Yoga S#tra, mentions the Lord only as
one amongst other suitable objects of contemplation, and without
the use of any image being implied ; but the purpose of the lover
is precisely to establish a personal relation with the Beloved,
and the plastic symbol is created for this end. A purely ab-
stract philosophy or a psychology like that of Early Bud-
dhism does not demand esthetic expression; it was the spirit
of worship which built upon the foundations of Buddhist and
Vedantic thought the mansions of Indian religion, which shelter
all those whom purely intellectual formulae could not satisfy—
the children of this world who will not hurry along the path of
Release, and the mystics who find a foretaste of freedom in the
love of every cloud in the sky and flower at their feet.

1 Jung, Psychology of the Unconscious, pp. 330, 336.



PLATE 1

INDIAN SCULPTURE.

Figure a. AvalokiteSvara Bodhisattva. Buddhist bronze. Ceylon, 8th Century.
Museum of Fine Arts, Boston.

Figure b. Siva and Parvati on Mt. Kailasa. Brahmanical stone sculpture, Eliira,
- 8th _Century.,
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This was indeed a return to superstition, or at any rate to
duality ; but what in this world is not a dream and a superstition?
—certainly not the atoms of science. And for all those who are
not yet idealists there are, as there must be, idols provided. The
superstitions of Hinduism, like those of Christianity, accom-
lished more for the hearts of men than those of modern material-
ism. It may well be doubted if art and idolatry, idolatry and art,
are not inseparable.*

Let us observe here that the purpose of the imager was neither
self-expression nor the realisation of beauty. He did not choose
his own problems, but like the Gothic sculptor, obeved a hieratic
canon.? He did not regard his own or his fellows’ work from the
standpoint of connoisseurship or @stheticism—not, that is to say,
from the standpoint of the philosopher, or @sthete, but from that
of a pious artisan. To him the theme was all in all, and if there is
beauty in his work, this did not arise from @sthetic intention,?
but from a state of mind which found unconscious expression. In
every epoch of great and creative art we observe an identical phe-
nomenon—the artist is preoccupied with his theme. It is only in
looking backward, and as philosophers rather than artists—or if
we are also artists, a rare combination, then with the philosophic
and not the asthetic side of our minds—that we perceive that
the quality of beauty in a work of art is really quite independent
of its theme. Then we are apt to forget that beauty has never
been reached except through the necessity that was felt to deal
with the particular subject. We sit down to paint a beautiful
picture, or stand up to dance, and having nothing in us that we
feel must be said and said clearly at all costs, we are surprised
that the result is insipid and lacks conviction ; the subject may be

1“The lineaments of images,” says Sukrichirya, “are determined by
the relation which subsists between the adorer and the Adored.” Cf. the
Saiva invocation “Thou that dost take the forms imagined by thy wor-
shippers.” 3

2 We cannot assert this too strongly of orthodox or classic (Sdstriya)
Hindu art. Rajput painting is more romantic, but even there the theme
is pre-determined in literature, and the pictures, though they are not
illustrations in the representative sense of the word, are pictures for
verses just as much as the Ajantd paintings or the reliefs of Borobodiir.

3“ Even the misshapen image of a god,” says Sukrachirya, “is to be
preferred to the image of a man, however charming”: in full accord
with our modern view, that prefers conviction to prettiness.
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lovely, the dancer may be ravishing, but the picture and the dance
are not rasavant. The theory of beauty is a matter for philosoph-
ers, and artists strive to demonstrate it at their own risk.

The Indian imager was concerned with his own problem. It is in-
teresting to see the kind of man he was expected to be. According
to one of the Silpa Sastras “The Silpan (artificer) should under-
stand the Atharva Veda, the thirty-two Silpa Sastras, and the
Vedic mantras by which the deities are invoked. He should be
one who wears a sacred thread, a necklace of holy beads, and a
ring of kufa grass on his finger ; delighting in the worship of God,
faithful to his wife, avoiding strange women, piously acquiring a
knowledge of various sciences, such a one is indeed a crafts-

.man.”* Elsewhere it is said “the painter must be a good man, no

sluggard, not given to anger; holy, learned, self-controlled, devout
and charitable, such should be his character.”? It is added that
he should work in solitude, or when another artist is present,
never before a layman.

In this connection it is very important to realize that the artisan
or artist possessed an assured status in the form of a life contract,
or rather an hereditary office. He was trained from childhood as
his father’s disciple, and followed his father’s calling as a matter
of course. He was member of a guild, and the guilds were
recognized, and protected by the king. The artificer was also
protected from competition and undercutting; it is said: ‘“That
any other than a Silpan should build temples, towns, seaports,
tanks or wells, is comparable to the sin of murder.”® This was
guild socialism in a non-competitive society.*

The earliest impulses of Indian art appears to have been more
or less practical and secular, and it is perhaps to this fact that we
may partly trace the distrust of art exhibited by the early hedo-

1From a Tamil version of a Silpa Sistra, quoted by Kearns, Indian
Antiquary, vol. v., 1876.

2 Griinwedel, Mythologie des Buddhismus, p. 192. Cf. Cezanne, “I
have never permitted anyone to watch me while I work. I refuse to
do anything before anyone” (quoted W. H. Wright, Modern Painting,
p. 152).

8 Kearns, loc. cit.

4+ The Sociology is discussed more fully in Sir George Birdwood’s
Industrial Arts of India, and Sva, and my Mediaeval Sinhalese Art and
The Indian Craftsman.
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Miamallapuram, 8th Century.
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Figure b. Elephants, Mamallapuram, 8th Century.
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nists. On the other hand, the dominant motifs governing its
evolution from the third century B.c. onwards, and up to the
close of the eighteenth century, are devotion (bhakti) and
reunion (yoga). Neither of these is peculiar to India, but they
exhibit there a peculiar character which leaves its mark on every-
thing Hindu or Buddhist. Let us now follow these traces in a
very summary reference to actual documents.

I have discussed in another chapter the beginnings of Buddhist
art.? It is in the southern primitives at Amaridvati and Anura-
dhapura rather than in the semi-Roman figures of the North-west
that we can best observe the development of an art that is
distinctively Indian. This is the main stream; and it is these
types from which the suave and gracious forms of Gupta sculp-
ture derive, and these in turn became the models of all Buddhist
art in China. In India proper, they grow more and more
mouvementé, more dramatic and vigorous, in the classic art of
Eldra and Elephanta, Mamallapuram and Ceylon, and form the
basis of the immense developments of colonial Buddhist and
Hindu art in Java and Cambodia. Gupta ‘and classic painting
are preserved at Ajanta.

The tender humanism and the profound nature sympathies
which are so conspicuous in the painting of Ajanti and the
sculpture of Mamallapuram are recognizable equally in the work
of poets like ASvaghosha and Arya Sira and dramatists like
K3liddsa. As$vaghosha says of Prince Siddhirtha that one day as
he was riding in the country “he saw a piece of land being
ploughed, with the path of the plough broken like waves of the
water. ...And regarding the men as they ploughed, their faces
soiled by the dust, scorched by the sun, and chafed by the wind,
and their cattle bewildered by the burden of drawing, the All-noble
One felt the uttermost compassion; and alighting from the back
of his horse, he passed slowly over the earth, overcome with
sorrow—pondering the birth and destructioh proceeding in the
world, he grieved.” Nor can anything be more poignant than
Santi Deva’s expression of his sense of the eternal movement
and unsubstantiality of life—“Who is a kinsman, and who a

1 The beginnings of Hindu art also go back to the second or third
century B. C, but apart from a few coins, little or nothing has been pre-
served of earlier date than the third or fourth century A. D.
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friend, and unto whom?’ The literature of love is no less
remarkable. We recognize here, just as in the painting and
sculpture, what is eternal in all art, and universal—impassioned
vision based on understanding, correlated with cloudless thought
and devoid of sentimentality. There is every reason to believe too
that this was the time of highest attainment in music. Lastly,
this was a time of progress in the field of pure science, especially
mathematics and astronomy. From the fourth to the end of
the eighth century we must regard as the golden age of Indian
civilization. This was the period of Wei and T’ang in China;
Eastern Asia represented then to all intents and purposes the
civilization of the world.

After the ninth or tenth century there is a general, though cer-
tainly not universal, decline in orthodox art, of which the
formulae were rapidly stereotyped in their main outlines, and
rendered florid in their detail. Classical Sanskrit literature also
came to an end in a forest of elaborate embroidery. But great
forces (sometimes grouped under the designation of the Pau-
rinic Renaissance) had long been at work preparing the way
for the emergence of the old cults of Siva and Vishnu in forms
which gave renewed inspiration to art—sculpture and poetry in
the South, and poetry and painting in the North. In these
devotional faiths was completed the cycle of Indian spiritual
evolution from pure philosophy to pure mysticism, from knowl-
edge to love. The inner and outer life were finally unified—a
development entirely analogous to that of Zen Buddhism in the
Far East. The transparency of life so clearly expressed in the
paintings of Ajanta is indicated with a renewed emphasis—above
all in the Radh3-Krishna cults—and in all the Northern Vaish-
nava poetry and painting—the tradition in which Rabindranath
Tagore is the latest singer, and of which the theory is plainly set
forth in his song:

Not my way of salvation, to surrender the world!

Rather for me the taste of Infinite Freedom

While yet I am bound by a thousand bonds to the wheel . . .
In each glory of sound and sight and scent

I shall find Thy infinite joy abiding:

My passion shall burn as the flame of salvation,

The flower of my love shall become the ripe fruit of devotior,



PLATE II1

INDIAN PAINTING.

3

Krishna disguised as a milkmaid. Rajput Painting, 17th Century. Museum of
Fine Arts, Boston.
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But such a theory is now rather a survival of all that was uni-
versal in Indian religion, rather than a new point of departure.
The current Asthetic of ‘educated’ India—a product of a wide
miscomprehension of Western culture and a general surrender
to Noncomformist ethics—is again realistic and hedonistic, and
perhaps for the first time illustrative, personal, and sentimental.



HINDU VIEW OF ART:

II. THEORY OF BEAUTY

We have so far discussed the Hindu view of art mainly from
the internal evidence of the art itself. There remains, what is
more exactly pertinent to the title of these chapters, to discuss
the Hindu Asthetic as it is expressly formulated and elaborated
in the abundant Sanskrit and Hindi literature on Poetics and the
Drama. We shall find that general conclusions are reached which
are applicable, not only to literature, but to all arts alike.

The discussion begins with the Defence of Poesy. This is
summed up in the statement that it may contribute to the achieve-
ment of all or any of the Four Ends of Life. A single word
rightly employed and understood is compared to the ‘cow of
plenty,” yielding every treasure; and the same poem that is of
material advantage to one, may be of spiritual advantage to an-
other or upon another occasion.

The question follows: What is the essential element in poetry?
According to some authors this consists in style or figures, or in
suggestion (vyafijand, to which we shall recur in discussing the
varieties of poetry). But the greater writers refute these views
and are agreed that the one esSential element in poetry?® is what
they term Rasa, or Flavour. With this term, which is the equiva-
lent of Beauty or Zsthetic Emotion® in the strict sense of the
philosopher, must be considered the derivative adjective rasavant

1 Especially Vi$vanitha in the Sahitya Darpana, ca. 1450 A. D. (trans.
Bibliotheca Indica, Ballantyne). Also in the Agni Purdna, and the
Vyakti Viveka.

2 As remarked by W. Rothenstein, “ What is written upon a single
work should enable people to apply clear principles to all works they may
meet with” (Two Drawings by Hok’sai, 1910). Also Benedetto Croce,
“laws relating to special branches are not conceivable” (Aésthetic,
p. 350). :

3 Such words as saundarya and riipa should be translated as loveliness
or charn.

No one suggests that metre makes poetry. This error was hardly to
be expected in a country where even the dryest treatises on law and
logic are composed in metre. Metrical poetry is padya kdvya, prose
poetry is gadya kdvya, but it is rasa that makes them poetry.
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‘having rasa,” applied to a work of art, and the derivative sub-
stantive rasika, one who enjoys rasa, a connoisseur or lover, and
finally rasdsvddana, the tasting of rasa, i. e., ®sthetic contempla-
tion.

A whole literature is devoted to the discussion of rasa and the
conditions of its experience. The theory, as we have remarked,
is worked out in relation to poetry and drama, especially the
classic drama of Kalidasa and others. When we consider that
these plays are essentially secular in subject and sensuous in ex-
pression, the position arrived at regarding its significance will
seem all the more remarkable.

Aesthetic emotion—rasa—is said to result in the spectator—
rasika—though it is not effectively caused, through the operation
of determinants (vibhdva), consequents (anubhdva), moods
(bhava) and involuntary emotions (sattvabhava).® Thus:
DETERMINANTS: the @sthetic problem, plot, theme, etc., viz: the

hero and other characters and the circumstances of time and
place. In the terminology of Croce these are the “physical
stimulants to asthetic reproduction.”

ConseQuUENTS: deliberate manifestations of feeling, as gestures,
etet

Moops: transient moods (thirty-three in number) induced in
the characters by pleasure and pain, e. g., joy, agitation, im-
patience, etc. Also the permanent (nine), viz: the Erotic,
Heroic, Odious, Furious, Terrible, Pathetic, Wondrous and
Peaceful.

INVOLUNTARY EMOTIONS: emotional states originating in the
inner nature; involuntary expressions of emotion such as
horripilation, trembling, etc. (eight in all).

In order that a work may be able to evoke rasa one? of the
permanent moods must form a master-motif to which all other
expressions of emotion are subordinate.? That is to say, the
first essential of a rasavant work is unity—

As a king to his subjects, as a guru to his disciples,
Even so the master-motif is lord of all other motifs.*

1 Dhanamjaya, Dasaripa, iv. 1.
2 Or any two rasas combined.

38 Dasariipa, iv, 46.

4 Bharata, Natya Sastra, 7, 8.
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If, on the contrary, a transient emotion is made the motif of
the whole work, this “extended development of a transient emo-
tion tends to the absence of rasa,” or as we should now say, the
work becomes sentimental. Pretty art which emphasizes passing
feelings and personal emotion is neither beautiful nor true: it
tells us of meeting again in heaven, it confuses time and eternity,
loveliness and beauty, partiality and love.

Let us remark in passing that while the nine permanent moods
correspond to an identical classification of rasas or flavours as
nine in number, the rasa of which we speak here is an absolute,
and distinct from any one of these. The ‘nine rasas ’are no more
than the various colourings of one experience, and are arbitrary
terms of rhetoric used only for convenience in classification: just
as we speak of poetry categorically as lyric, epic, dramatic, etc.,
without implying that poetry is anything but poetry. Rasa is
tasted—beauty is felt—only by empathy, ‘einfithlung’ (sadhar-
ana) ; that is to say by entering into, feeling, the permanent motif ;
but it is not the same as the permanent motif itself, for, from this
point of view, it matters not with which of the permanent motifs
we have to do.

It is just here that we see how far Hindu Aesthetic had now
departed from its once practical and hedonistic character: the
Dasaripa declares plainly that Beauty is absolutely independent
of the sympathetic—"Delightful or disgusting, exalted or lowly,
cruel or kindly, obscure or refined, (actual) or imaginary, there
is no subject that cannot evoke rasa in man.”

Of course, a work of art may and often does afford us at the
same time pleasure in a sensuous or moral way, but this sort of
pleasure is derived directly from its material qualities, such as
tone or texture, assonance, etc., or the ethical peculiarity of its
theme, and not from its @sthetic qualities: the asthetic experience
is independent of this, and may even, as Dhanamjaya says, be
derived in spite of sensuous or moral displeasure.

Incidentally we may observe that the fear of art which prevails

1 Dasaripa, iv. 45.

Blake, too, says that “Knowledge of Ideal Beauty is not to be acquired.
It is born with us.” And as P'u Sung-ling remarks: “Each interprets in
his own way the music of heaven; and whether it be discord or not,
depends upon antecedent causes” (Giles, Strange Stories from a Chinese
Studio, p. xvii).
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amongst Puritans arises partly from the failure to recognize that
aesthetic experience does not depend on pleasure or pain at all:
and when this is not the immediate difficulty, then from the dis-
trust of any experience which is “beyond good and evil” and so
devoid of a definitely moral purpose.

The tasting of rasa—the vision of beauty—is enjoyed, says
Viévanitha, “only by those who are competent thereto”: and he
quotes Dharmadatta to the effect that “those devoid of imagina-
tion, in the theatre, are but as the wood-work, the walls, and the
stones.” It is a matter of common experience that it is possible
for a man to devote a whole life time to the study of art, without
having once experienced @sthetic emotion: “historical research”
as Croce expresses it, “directed to illumine a work of art by plac-
ing us in a position to judge it, does not alone suffice to bring it
to birth in our spirit,” for “pictures, poetry, and every work of art
produce no effect save on souls prepared to receive them.” Vis-
vandtha comments very pertinently on this fact when he says that
“even some of the most eager students of poetry are seen not to
have a right perception of rasa.” The capacity and genius nec-
essary for appreciation are partly native (‘ancient’) and partly
cultivated (‘contemporary’) : but cultivation alone is useless, and
if the poet is born, so too is the rasika, and criticism is akin to
genius.

Indian theory is very clear that instruction is not the purpose
of art. On this point Dhanamjaya is sufficiently sarcastic:

“As for any simple man of little intelligence,” he writes, “who
says that from dramas, which distil joy, the gain is knowledge
only, as in the case of history and the like (mere statement, nar-
rative, or illustration)—homage to him, for he has averted his
face from what is delightful.’*

The spectator’s appreciation of beauty depends on the effort
of his own imagination, “just as in the case of children playing
with clay elephants.”? Thus, technical elaboration (realism) in
art is not by itself the cause of rasa: as remarked by Rabindra-

1 Dasariipa, 1, 6.

2 Dasarupa, 1V. 50. Cf. Goethe, “He who would work for the
stage . . . should leave Nature in her proper place and take careful
heed not to have recourse to anything but what may be performed by
children with puppets upon boards and laths, together with sheets of
cardboard and linen”—quoted in ‘The Mask,’ Vol. v. p. 3.
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nath Tagore “in our country, those of the audience who are
appreciative, are content to perfect the song in their own mind
by the force of their own feeling.”* This is not very different
from what is said by Sukracharya with reference to images: “the
defects of images are constantly destroyed by the power of the
virtue of the worshipper who has his heart always set on God.”
If this attitude seems to us dangerously uncritical, that is to say
dangerous to art, or rather to accomplishment, let us remember
that it prevailed everywhere in all periods of great creative activ-
ity : and that the decline of art has always followed the decline of
love and faith.

Tolerance of an imperfect work of art may arise in two ways:
the one uncritical, powerfully swayed by the sympathetic, and too
easily satisfied with a very inadequate correspondence between
content and form, the other creative, very little swayed by con-
siderations of charm, and able by force of true imagination to
complete the correspondence of content and form which is not
achieved or not preserved in the original. Uncritical tolerance is
content with prettiness or edification, and recoils from beauty
that is ‘difficult’: creative tolerance is indifferent to prettiness
or edification, and is able from a mere suggestion, such as an
awkward ‘primitive’ or a broken fragment, to create or recreate
a perfect experience.

“Also, “the permanent motif becomes rasa through the rasika’s
own capacity for being delighted—not from the character of the
hero to be imitated, nor because the work aims at the production
of asthetic emotion.”? How many works which have “aimed at
the production of zsthetic emotion,” that is to say, which were
intended to be beautiful, have failed of their purpose!

The degrees of excellence in poetry are discusesd in the Kavya
Prakdsa and the Sahitya Darpapa. The best is where there is
a deeper significance than that of the literal sense. In minor
poetry the sense overpowers the suggestion. In inferior poetry,
significantly described as ‘variegated’ or ‘romantic’ (chitra), the
only artistic quality consists in the ornamentation of the literal
sense, which conveys no suggestion beyond its face meaning.
Thus narrative and descriptive verse take a low place, just as
portraiture does in plastic art: and, indeed, the Sahitya Darpana

1 Jiban-smyiti, pp. 134-5.

2 Dasariipa, iv., 47.



HINDU VIEW OF ART: THEORY OF BEAUTY 35

excludes the last kind of poetry altogether. It is to be observed
that the kind of suggestion meant is something more than implica-
tion or double entendre: in the first case we have to do with mere
abbreviation, comparable with the use of the words et cetera, in
the second we have a mere play on words. What is understood
to be suggested is one of the nine rasas.

It is worth noting that we have here a departure from, and I
think, an improvement on Croce’s definition ‘expression is art’
A mere statement, however, completely expressive, such as:
“The man walks,” or (a-+b)2?= a?+2ab+b? is not art. Poetry
is indeed a kind of sentence?: but what kind of sentence?” A
sentence ensouled by rasa,? i. e., in which one of the nine rasas
is implied or suggested: and the savouring of this flavour, ras-
asvddana, through empathy, by those possessing the necessary sen-
sibility is the condition of beauty.

What then are rasa and rasasvadana, beauty and asthetic emo-
tion? The nature of this experience is discussed by Vi§vanitha in
the Sahitya Darpana®: “It is pure, indivisible, self-manifested,
compounded equally of joy and consciousness, free of admixture
with any other perception, the very twin brother of mystic experi-
ence (Brahmadsvadana sahodaralh), and the very life of it is
supersensuous (lokottara) wonder.””* Further, “It is enjoyed
by those who are competent thereto, in identity,® just as the form
of God is itself the joy with which it is recognized.”

For that very reason it cannot be an object of knowledge, its
perception being indivisible from its very existence. Apart from
perception it does not exist. It is not on that account to be
regarded as eternal in time or as interrupted: it is timeless. It
is again, supersensuous, hyperphysical (alaukika), and the only
proof of its reality is to be found in experience®

Religion and art are thus names for one and the same experi-

1 The likeness of aesthetic to linguistic is indicated in Dasarfipa, iv. 46.

2 Vakyam rasatmakam vacakam—Sahitya Darpana, 3.

3vv. 33, 51, 53, 54. A

4 Wonder is defined as a kind of expanding of the mind in ‘admiration.’

5 The expression rasdsvddana is fictitious, because rasiasviadana is rasa,
and vice versa. In aesthetic contemplation, as in perfect worship, there
is identity of subject and object, cause and effect.

8 The rasika is therefore unable to convince the Philistine by argu-
ment: he can but say, Taste and see that it is good—for I know in what
I have believed.
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ence—an intuition of reality and of identity. This is not, of
course, exclusively a Hindu view: it has been expounded by
many others, such as the Neo-platonists, Hsieh Ho, Goethe, Blake,
Schopenhauer and Schiller. Nor is it refuted by Croce. It has
been recently restated as follows:

“In those moments of exaltation that art can give, it is easy to
believe that we have been possessed by an emotion that comes
from the world of reality. Those who take this view will have
to say that there is in all things the stuff out of which art is made
—reality. The peculiarity of the artist would seem to be that he
possesses the power of surely and frequently seizing reality
(generally behind pure form), and the power of expressing his
sense of it, in pure form always!”?

Here pure form means form not clogged with unzsthetic mat-
ter such as associations.

It will be seen that this view is monistic: the doctrine of the
universal presence of reality is that of the immanence of the Abso-
lute. It is inconsistent with a view of the world as absolute maya,
or utterly unreal, but it implies that through the false world of
everyday experience may be seen by those of penetrating vision
(artists, lovers and philosophers) glimpses of the real substrate.
This world is the formless as we perceive it, the unknowable as
we know it.

Precisely as love is reality experienced by the lover, and truth
is reality as experienced by the philosopher, so beauty is reality
as experienced by the artist: and these are three phases of the
Absolute. But it is only through the objective work of art that
the artist is able to communicate his experience, and for this
purpose any theme proper to himself will serve, since the Abso-
lute is manifested equally in the little and the great, animate and
inanimate, good and evil.

We have seen that the world of Beauty, like the Absolute,
cannot be known objectively. Can we then reach this world by
rejecting objects, by a deliberate purification of art from all asso-
ciations? We have already seen, however, that the mere intention
to create beauty is not sufficient: there must exist an object of
devotion. Without a point of departure there can be no flight
and no attainment: here also “one does not attain to perfection

1 Clive Bell, 4rt, p. 54.
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by mere renunciation.””? We can no more achieve Beauty than
we can find Release by turning our backs on the world: we
cannot find our way by a mere denial of things, but only in
learning to see those things as they really are, infinite or beau-
tiful. The artist reveals this beauty wherever the mind attaches
itself: and the mind attaches itself, not directly to the Absolute,
but to objects of choice.

Thus we return to the earth. If we supposed we should find
the object of search elsewhere, we were mistaken. The two
worlds, of spirit and matter, Purusha and Prakriti, are one: and
this is as clear to the artist as it is to the lover or the philosopher.
Those Philistines to whom it is not so apparent, we should speak
of as materialists or as nihilists—exclusive monists, to whom the
report of the senses is either all in all, or nothing at all. The
theory of rasa set forth according to Visvanitha and other asthe-
ticians, belongs to totalistic monism ; it marches with the Vedinta.
In a country like India, where thought is typically consistent with
itself, this is no more than we had a right to expect.

2 Bhagavad Gita, 111, 14.



THAT BEAUTY IS A STATE

It is very generally held that natural objects such as human
beings, animals or landscapes, and artificial objects such as fac-
tories, textiles or works of intentional art, can be classified as
beautiful or ugly. And yet no general principle of classification
has ever been found: and that which seems to be beautiful to
one is described as ugly by another. In the words of Plato
“Everyone chooses his love out of the objects of beauty accord-
ing to his own taste."”

To take, for example, the human type: every race, and to
some extent every individual, has an unique ideal. Nor can we
hope for a final agreement: we cannot expect the European to pre-
fer the Mongolian features, nor the Mongolian the European. Of
course, it is very easy for each to maintain the absolute value of
his own taste and to speak of other types as ugly; just as the
hero of chivalry maintains by force of arms that his own beloved
is far more beautiful than any other. In like manner the various
sects maintain the absolute value of their own ethics. But it is
clear that such claims are nothing more than statements of preju-
dice, for who is to decide which racial ideal or which morality is
“best”? 1Tt is a little too easy to decide that our own is best; we
are at the most entitled to believe it the best for us. This rela-
tivity is nowhere better suggested than in the classic saying attrib-
uted to Majfitin, when it was pointed out to him that the world
at large regarded his Laild as far from beautiful. “To see the
beauty of Laila,” he said, “requires the eyes of Majfitn.”

It is the same with works of art. Different artists are inspired
by different objects; what is attractive and stimulating to one is
depressing and unattractive to another, and the choice also varies
from race to race and epoch to epoch. As to the appreciation of
such works, it is the same; for men in general admire only such
works as by education or temperament they are predisposed to
admire, To enter into the spirit of an unfamiliar art demands a
greater effort than most are willing to make. The classic scholar
starts convinced that the art of Greece has never been equalled
or surpassed, and never will be; there are many who think, like
Michelangelo, that because Italian painting is good, therefore
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good painting is Italian. There are many who never yet felt the
beauty of Egyptian sculpture or Chinese or Indian painting or
music: that they have also the hardihood to deny their beauty,
however, proves nothing.

It is also possible to forget that certain works are beautiful:
the eighteenth century had thus forgotten the beauty of Gothic
sculpture and primitive Italian painting, and the memory of their
beauty was only restored by a great effort in the course of the
nineteenth, There may also exist natural objects or works of
art which humanity only very slowly learns to regard as in any
way beautiful; the western aesthetic appreciation of desert and
mountain scenery, for example, is no older than the nineteenth
century; and it is notorious that artists of the highest rank are
often not understood till long after their death. So that the more
we consider the variety of human election, the more we must
admit the relativity of taste.

And yet there remain philosophers firmly convinced that an
absolute Beauty (rasa)?! exists, just as others maintain the con-
ceptions of absolute Goodness and absolute Truth. The lovers
of God identify these absolutes with Him (or It) and maintain
that He can only be known as perfect Beauty, Love and
Truth. It is also widely held that the true critic (rasika) is able
to decide which works of art are beautiful (rasavant) and which
are not; or in simpler words, to distinguish works of genuine art
from those that have no claim to be so described. At the same
time we must admit the relativity of taste, and the fact that all
gods (devas and Isvaras) are modelled after the likeness of men.

It remains, then, to resolve the seeming contradictions. This
is only to be accomplished by the use of more exact terminology.
So far have I spoken of ‘beauty’ without defining my meaning,
and have used one word to express a multiplicity of ideas. But
we do not mean the same thing when we speak of a beautiful girl
and a beautiful poem; it will be still more obvious that we mean
two different things, if we speak of beautiful weather and a beauti-
ful picture. In point of fact, the conception of beauty and the ad-
jective “beautiful” belong exclusively to zsthetic and should only
be used in sthetic judgment. We seldom make any such judg-
ments when we speak of natural objects as beautiful; we gen-

1 Rasa, rasavant and rasika are the principal terms of Indian wsthetics,
explained in the preceding chapter.
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erally mean that such objects as we call beautiful are congenial
to us, practically or ethically. Too often we pretend to judge a
work of art in the same way, calling it beautiful if it represents
some form or activity of which we heartily approve, or if it
attracts us by the tenderness or gaiety of its colour, the sweet-
ness of its sounds or the charm of its movement. But when we
thus pass judgment on the dance in accordance with our sympa-
thetic attitude towards the dancer’s charm or skill, or the mean-
ing of the dance, we ought not to use the language of pure
@sthetic. Only when we judge a work of art @sthetically may
we speak of the presence or absence of beauty, we may call the
work rasavant or otherwise; but when we judge it from the
standpoint of activity, practical or ethical, we ought to use a
corresponding terminology, calling the picture, song or actor
“lovely,” that is to say lovable, or otherwise, the action ‘“noble,”
the colour “brilliant,” the gesture “graceful,” or otherwise, and
so forth. And it will be seen that in doing this we are not really
judging the work of art as such, but only the material and the
separate parts of which it is made, the activities they represent,
or the feelings they express.

Of course, when we come to choose such works of art to live
with, there is no reason why we should not allow the sympathetic
and ethical considerations to influence our judgment. Why should
the ascetic invite annoyance by hanging in his cell some repre-
sentation of the nude, or the general select a lullaby to be per-
formed upon the eve of battle? When every ascetic and every
soldier has become an artist there will be no more need for works
of art: in the meanwhile ethical selection of some kind is allow-
able and necessary. But in this selection we must clearly under-
stand what we are doing, if we would avoid an infinity of error,
culminating in that type of sentimentality which regards the
useful, the stimulating and the moral elements in works of art as
the essential. We ought not to forget that he who plays the
villain of the piece may be a greater artist than he who plays the
hero. For beauty—in the profound words of Millet—does not
arise from the subject of a work of art, but from the necessity
that has been felt of representing that subject.

We should only speak of a work of art as good or bad with
reference to its @sthetic quality; only the subject and the material
of the work are entangled in relativity. In other words, to say
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or 7th Century.
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that a work of art is more or less beautiful, or rasavant, is to
define the extent to which it is a work of art, rather than a mere
illustration. However important the element of sympathetic
magic in such a work may be, however important its practical
applications, it is not in these that its beauty consists.

What, then, is Beauty, what is rasa, what is it that entitles us
to speak of divers works as beautiful or rasavant? What is this
sole quality which the most dissimilar works of art possess in
common? Let us recall the history of a work of art. There is
(1) an asthetic intuition on the part of the original artist,—the
poet or creator; then (2) the internal expression of this intuition,
—the true creation or vision of beauty, (3) the indication of this
by external signs (language) for the purpose of communication,
—the technical activity; and finally, (4) the resulting stimulation
of the critic or rasika to reproduction of the original intuition, or
of some approximation to it.

The source of the original intuition may, as we have seen, be
any aspect of life whatsoever. To one creator the scales of a fish
suggest a rhythmical design, another is moved by certain land-
scapes, a third elects to speak of hovels, a fourth to sing of
palaces, a fifth may express the idea that all things are enlinked,
enlaced and enamoured in terms of the General Dance, or he may
express the same idea equally vividly by saying that “not a spar-
row falls to the ground without our Father’s knowledge.” Every
artist discovers beauty, and every critic finds it again when he
tastes of the same experience through the medium of the external
signs. But where is this beauty? We have seen that it cannot
be said to exist in certain things and not in others. It may then
be claimed that beauty exists everywhere; and this I do not deny,
though I prefer the clearer statement that it may be discovered
anywhere. If it could be said to exist everywhere in a material
and intrinsic sense, we could pursue it with our cameras and
scales, after the fashion of the experimental psychologists: but
if we did so, we should only achieve a certain acquaintance with
average taste—we should not discover a means of distinguishing
forms that are beautiful from forms that are ugly. Beauty can
never thus be measured, for it does not exist apart from the artist
himself, and the rasike who enters into his experience.?

1 Cf. “The secret of art lies in the artist himself”—Kuo Jo Hsii, (12th
century), quoted in The Kokka, No. 244.
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All architecture is what you do to it when you look upon it.

Did you think it was in the white or grey stone? or the lines of the
arches and cornices?

All music is what awakes in you when you are reminded of it by the
instruments,

It is not the violins and the cornets . . . nor the score of the baritone
singer

It is nearer and further than they.?

When every sympathetic consideration has been excluded, how-
ever, there still remains a pragmatic value in the classification
of works of art as beautiful or ugly. But what precisely do we
mean by these designations as applied to objects? In the works
called beautiful we recognize a correspondence of theme and ex-
pression, content and form: while in those called ugly we find
the content and form at variance. In time and space, however,
the correspondence never amounts to an identity: it is our own
activity, in the presence of the work of art, which completes the
ideal relation, and it is in this sense that beauty is what we “do
to” a work of art rather than a quality present in the object.
With reference to the object, then “more” or “less” beautiful
will imply a greater or less correspondence between content and
form, and this is all that we can say of the object as such: or
in other words, art is good that is good of its kind. In the
stricter sense of completed internal cesthetic activity, however,
beauty is absolute and cannot have degrees.

The vision of beauty is spontaneous, in just the same sense
as the inward light of the lover (bhdkta). It is a state of grace
that cannot be achieved by deliberate effort; though perhaps we
can remove hindrances to its manifestation, for there are many
witnesses that the secret of all art is to be found in self-forget-
fulness.2 And we know that this state of grace is not achieved
in the pursuit of pleasure; the hedonists have their reward, but
they are in bondage to loveliness, while the artist is free in
beauty.

1t is further to be observed that when we speak seriously of
works of art as beautiful, meaning that they are truly works of
art, valued as such apart from subject, association, or technical
charm, we still speak elliptically. We mean that the external

1 Walt Whitman.
2E. G. Riciotto Canudo: “It is certain that the secret of all art
lies in the faculty of self-oblivion”—(Music as @ Religion of the Future).
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signs—poems, pictures, dances, and so forth—are effective re-
minders. We may say that they possess significant form. But
this can only mean that they possess that kind of form which
reminds us of beauty, and awakens in us wsthetic emotion. The
nearest explanation of significant form should be such form as
exhibits the inner relations of things; or, after Hsieh Ho, “which
reveals the rhythm of the spirit in the gestures of living things.”
All such works as possess significant form are linguistic; and, if
we remember this, we shall not fall into the error of those who
advocate the use of language for language’s sake, nor shall we
confuse the significant forms, or their logical meaning or moral
value, with the beauty of which they remind us.

Let us insist, however, that the concept of beauty has originated
with the philosopher, not with the artist: %e has been ever con-
cerned with saying clearly what had to be said. In all ages of
creation the artist has been in love with his particular subject—
when it is not so, we see that his work is not ‘felt’—he has never
set out to achieve the Beautiful, in the strict wsthetic sense, and
to have this aim is to invite disaster, as one who should seek to
fly without wings.

It is not to the artist that one should say the subject is imma-
terial: that is for the philosopher to say to the philistine who dis-
likes a work of art for no other reason than that he dislikes it.

The true critic (rasika) perceives the beauty of which the
artist has exhibited the signs. It is not necessary that the critic
should appreciate the artist’s meaning—every work of art is a
kamadhenu, yielding many meanings—for he knows without
reasoning whether or not the work is beautiful, before the mind
begins to question what it is “about.” Hindu writers say that the
capacity to feel beauty (to taste rase) cannot be acquired by
study, but is the reward of merit gained in a past life; for many
good men and would-be historians of art have never perceived
it. The poet is born, not made; but so also is the rasika, whose
genius differs in degree, not in kind, from that of the original
artist. In western phraseology we should express this by saying
that experience can only be bought by experience; opinions must
be earned. We gain and feel nothing merely when we take it on
authority that any particular works are beautiful. It is far better
to be honest, and to admit that perhaps we cannot see their
beauty. A day may come when we shall be better prepared.
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The critic, as soon as he becomes an exponent, has to prove
his case; and he cannot do this by any process of argument, but
only by creating a new work of art, the criticism. His audience,
catching the gleam at second-hand—but still the same gleam, for
there is only one—has then the opportunity to approach the
original work a second time, more reverently.

When I say that works of art are reminders, and the activity
of the critic is one of reproduction, I suggest that the vision of
even the original artist may be rather a discovery than a creation.
If beauty awaits discovery everywhere, that is to say that it waits
upon our recollection (in the siifi sense and in Wordsworth’s) :
in zsthetic contemplation as in love and knowledge, we momen-
tarily recover the unity of our being released from individuality.

There are no degrees of beauty; the most complex and the
simplest expression remind us of one and the same state. The
sonata cannot be more beautiful than the simplest lyric, nor the
painting than the drawing, merely because of their greater elabo-
ration. Civilized art is not more beautiful than savage art, merely
because of its possibly more attractive ethos. A mathematical
analogy is found if we consider large and small circles; these
differ only in their content, not in their circularity. In the same
way, there cannot be any continuous progress in art. Immediately
a given intuition has attained to perfectly clear expression, it
remains only to multiply and repeat this expression. This repe-
tition may be desirable for many reasons, but it almost invariably
involves a gradual decadence, because we soon begin to take the
experience for granted. The vitality of a tradition persists only
so long as it is fed by intensity of imagination. What we mean
by creative art, however, has no necessary connection with
novelty of subject, though that is not excluded. Creative art is
art that reveals beauty where we should have otherwise over-
looked it, or more clearly than we have yet received. Beauty is
sometimes overlooked just because certain expressions have be-
come what we call “hackneyed” ; then the creative artist dealing
with the same subject restores our memory. The artist is
challenged to reveal the beauty of all experiences, new and old.

Many have rightly insisted that the beauty of a work of art is
independent of its subject, and truly, the humility of art, which
finds its inspiration everywhere, is identical with the humility
of Love, which regards alike a dog and a Brahman—and of
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Science, to which the lowest form is as significant as the highest.
And this is possible, because it is one and the same undivided
all. “If a beauteous form we view, 'Tis His reflection shining
through.”

1t will now be seen in what sense we are justified in speaking
of Absolute Beauty, and in identifying this beauty with God.
We do not imply by this that God (who is without parts) has a
lovely form which can be the object of knowledge; but that in
so far as we see and feel beauty, we see and are one with Him.
That God is the first artist does not mean that He created forms,
which might not have been lovely had the hand of the potter
slipped : but that every natural object is an immediate realization
of His being. This creative activity is comparable with asthetic
expression in its non-volitional character; no element of choice
enters into that world of imagination and eternity, but there is
always perfect identity of intuition-expression, soul and body.
The human artist who discovers beauty here or there is the
ideal guru of Kabir, who “reveals the Supreme Spirit wherever
the mind at‘aches itself.”
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The Early Buddhist view of art is strictly hedonistic. Just as
little as Early Buddhism dreamed of an expression of its char-
acteristic ideas through poetry, drama, or music, so little was it
imagined that the arts of sculpture and painting could be anything
but worldly in their purpose and effect. The arts were looked
upon as physical luxuries, and loveliness as a snare. ‘“Beauty is
nothing to me,” says the Dasa Dhamma Sutta, “neither the
beauty of the body nor that that comes of dress.” The Brethren
were forbidden to allow the figures of men and women to be
painted on monastery walls, and were permitted only representa-
tions of wreaths and creepers.® The psychological foundation of
this attitude is nowhere more clearly revealed than in a passage
of the Visuddhi Magga, where we find that painters, musicians,
perfumers, cooks, and elixir-prescribing physicians are all classed
together as purveyors of sensuous luxuries, whom others honour
“on account of love and devotion to the sensations excited by
forms and other objects of sense.” This is the characteristic
Hinayana position throughout, and it is, of course, conspicuous
also in the Jaina system, and in certain phases of Brahmanical
thought, particularly in the period contemporary with early
Buddhism.

It is only in the third and second centuries B. c. that we find the
Buddhists patronizing craftsmen and employing art for edifying
ends. From what has just been said, however, it will be well
understood that there had not at this time come into being any
truly Buddhist or Brahmanical idealistic art; and thus “Early
Buddist” art was necessarily the popular Brahmanical art and
animistic art of the day, adapted to Buddhist requirements. The
only exception to this rule is that special phase of Early Buddhist
art which is represented by the capital of the ASoka columns, of
which the forms are not merely non-Buddhist, but of extra-Indian
origin.?

The Indian non-Buddhist art that we have evidence of in the age

t Cullavagga, vi, 3, 2.
2 Visvakarma, 80, Sl.
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Figure a. Seated Buddha, Gandhira, Figure b. Dryad, Sinchi, 2nd century,
1st century, A.D. B.C.

Figure c. Lay worshippers at a Buddha Shrine. Amarivati, 2nd century, A.D.
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of ASoka and in the period immediately following Adoka, is
chiefly concerned with the cult of nature-spirits—the Earth God-
dess, the Nagas or Serpent kings of the waters, and the Yaksha
kings who rule the Four Quarters. The Maurya types are rep-
resented by the well-known free-standing female figure at Besna-
gar,® and the Parkham figure® now in the Mathurdi Museum.
The early Buddhist art of Sanchi and Bharhut, probably slightly
later, reflects the prevalence of the animistic cults in placing low-
relief figures of the Yaksha, guardians of the Four Quarters, as
protectors of the entrance gateways.* That the nature-spirits
should thus act as guardians of Buddhist shrines reflects the
essential victory of Buddhism, precisely as the story of the Niga
Muchalinda, who, in the literary tradition, shelters the Buddha
during the week of storms.

Besides the Guardians of the Quarters we find at Sinchi figures
of beautiful Yakshinis or dryads, whose function may be partly
protective, but is also in large degree honorary and decorative.
The Yakshini figure here reproduced [PrATE VI, B] is typical of
all that is best in the art of Sianchi; but in what different world
this happy dryad moves from that of the Pali Suttas, where
orthodox Buddhism tries to prove that “as the body when dead
is repulsive, so also is it when alive”! Buddhist monasticism—
to use the language of Blake—sought consistently to bolt and bar
the “Western Gates”: but our Sinchi dryad rather seems to say
“the soul of sweet delight can never be defiled.”

The art of Sinchi is essentially pagan, and this appears not
only in its fearless happiness, untinged by puritan misgiving or
by mystic intuition, but also in the purely representative and real-
istic technique. It was in the main a later Mahaydna and Vaish-
nava achievement of the Indian lyric spirit to discover that the
two worlds of spiritual purity and sensuous delight need not, and
perhaps ultimately cannot, be divided.

In any case the Sanchi art is plainly not an expression of Early
Buddhist feeling: and so also it is not primitive, but, on the con-
trary, it is the classic achievement of an old popular art already
long practised in less permanent materials. If there is at this

1 Visvekarmd, 64.

2 Visvakarma, 26.

3 A much later example of the same arrangement is illustrated in
Visvakarma, 75.
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time any Buddhist art that can be fairly called primitive, it is
only to be recognized in architecture, where the simple
forms of the early S§tiipas, and their undecorated railings, and the
severe design of the early excavated chaitya-halls truly reflect
the intellectual and austere enthusiasm of Early Buddhism.

Another part of the art of the Bhiarhut railing and the Sinchi
gateways is devoted to the illustration of edifying legends, partic-
ularly stories of the former lives of the Buddha, and of the last
incarnation, The work is delicately executed in low relief—we
know from a contemporary inscription that amongst the crafts-
men who contributed to the decoration of the Sinchi ‘oranas
were the “ivory-workers of Bhilsi”—and affords us a remarkable
record of Indian life, with its characteristic environment, manners
and cults set out with evident realism and a wealth of circum-
stantial detail. But for all their interest these reliefs, too, are
essentially illustrations of edifying anecdotes, and only to a
limited extent—Iless, for example, than the similar, but, of course,
very much later, illustrations at Borobodiir—directly express the
Early Buddhist view of life and death.

There is, however, one respect in which that view is perfectly
reflected; in the fact that the figure of the Master himself is
nowhere represented. Even in the group of episodes which
illustrate the Great Renunciation—Prince Siddhattha’s departure
from home, riding upon the back of the horse Kanthaka, and
attended by the groom Channa—XKanthaka’s back is bare, and
we see only the figures of the Devas who lift up the feet of the
horse lest men should be roused by the sound of his hoofs, while
the presence of the Prince is only indicated by the parasol of
dominion borne beside the horse. In other compositions the
Buddha is represented by symbols such as the Wisdom Tree or
the conventionally represented footprints, the “Feet of the Lord”
[PraTe VI, c]. It will be realized at once that the absence of the
Buddha figure from the world of living men—where, however,
there yet remain the traces of his ministry, literally footprints
on the sands of time—is a true artistic rendering of the Master’s
guarded silence respecting the after-death state of those who have
attained Nirvana: “the Perfect One is released from this, that
his being should be gauged by the measure of the corporeal
world,” he is released from “name and form.” In the omission
of the figure of the Buddha, the Early Buddhist art is truly Budd-
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Buddha in Samadhi.
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dhist: for the rest, it is an art about Buddhism, rather than Bud-
dhist art.

Changes were meanwhile proceeding in the material of Bud-
dhist belief. This belief is no longer merely intellectual, but has
undergone an emotional development akin to that which finds
expression in the bhakti doctrine of the Bhagavad Gita:

Even they that be born of sin, even women, traffickers, and serfs,
if they turn to Me, come to the Supreme Path: be assured, O son
of Kuntj, that none who is devoted to Me is lost.

Similarly we find, even in so early a text as the Majjhima
Nikaya that those who have not yet even entered the Paths, “are
sure of heaven if they have love and faith towards Me.” Gradu-
ally the idea of Buddhahood replaces that of Arahatta: the orig-
inal agnosticism is ignored, and the Buddha is endowed with all
the qualities of transcendental godhead as well as with the physical
peculiarities or perfections of the Superman (mahd-purusha).
The Buddha thus conceived, together with the Bodhisattvas or
Buddhas-to-be, presently engaged in the active work of salvation,
became the object of a cult and was regarded as approachable
by worship. In all this we see not merely an internal develop-
ment of metaphysics and theology, but also the influence of the
lay community : for a majority of men, and still more the majority
of women, have always been more ready to worship than to know.

At Amaravati we still find that the Buddha is represented by
symbols, but it may be clearly seen from the passionate devotion
of those who worship at the symbol-shrines—and many of these
are women, as in the case of the fragment here reproduced in
PrLATE VI, c—that the One adored must have been conceived in
others terms than those of a purely intellectual psychological
analysis. Even before the Buddha figure is represented in official
Buddhist art, the Buddha had become an object of adoration, a
very personal god: and it cannot surprise us that the Master’s
figure should soon appear wherever Buddhist piety erected shrines
and monuments. We know that images of Hindu gods were
already in use in the second century, B. c., and it is highly probable
that Buddha figures were in similar private use long before they
took their place in a public cult.

Before, however, we speak of the Buddha images, we must
refer to a second phase of religious experience, which plays a
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great part alike in the development of Buddhism and Hinduism.
This is the practice of Yoga, whereby enlightenment and emanci-
pation are sought to be attained by meditation calculated to
release the individual from empirical consciousness. Even in the
earliest Buddhist praxis it would be difficult to exaggerate the part
which these contemplative exercises play in the spiritual history
of the Brethren, and to a lesser extent of laymen, for while the
most abstract meditations lead to the attainment of Nirvdna and
the station of “No-return,” the lesser no less certainly led to
rebirth in the higher heavens. It is just for purposes of medita-
tion that lonely places and roots of trees are so highly praised in
the Buddhist literature, and of this the classic example is that of
the Buddha himself, who reached the final enlightenment while
seated in yogi-fashion at the foot of the Wisdom-tree. The
essence of the method lies in the concentration of thought upon
a single point, carried so far that the duality of subject and
object is resolved into a perfect unity—*“when,” in the words of
Schelling, “the perceiving self merges in the self-perceived. At
that moment we annihilate time and the duration of time; we are
no longer in time, but time, or rather eternity itself, is in us.” A
very beautiful description of the yogi is given as follows in the
Bhagavaed Gita,* and as quoted here in a condensed form applies
almost equally to Buddhist and Brahmanical practice, for the
yoga is a praxis rather than a form of sectarian belief :—

Abiding alone in a secret place, without craving and without pos-
sessions, he shall take his seat upon a firm seat, neither over-high
nor over-low, and with the working of the mind and of the senses
held in check, with body, head and neck maintained in perfect equi-
poise, looking not round about him, so let him meditate, and thereby
reach the peace of the Abyss: and the likeness of one such, who
knows the boundless joy that lies beyond the senses and is grasped
by intuition, and who swerves not from the truth, is that of a lamp
in a windless place that does not flicker.

Long before the Buddha image became a cult object, the
familiar form of the seated yogi must have presented itself to
the Indian mind in inseparable association with the idea of a
mental discipline and of the attainment of the highest station of

1 Bhagavad Gitd, vi, 10-21—omitting the theistic elements.
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