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RERSONAZ: ZGUATIL IN HISTORY.

Sl

Y HEN: the gentlemen, who thought out; the’
: ) plan and worked out the details in connee-

.tion with the organisation of the South
Indian Aasocintion, pressed upon me the

'hI) our of being its first President, it way  not

F wikhout much h'esitation thnt I agreed to accept
Ebh proffered honoyr, hlthough T felt at the time
ghe)full foree of the flattery contained in the very
fact of such an offer inving Leen made unto me.
’Alft;er thus becoming the President of the Associ-
‘ntion, T have hnd no other sane alternative than
ie-i)u'neatly to endeavour to deserve the honour
. ,;[ clh is genernlly nssocinted with such an office.
tolieve that, as President of the South Indian
‘asfeintion, T am expected to tuke some
xm in that work of historical study and
Yostigation and eriticism, for the doing of
hich the Associntion hins been brought into
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humble beginning in respect of the performang

of thnt duty that I now request yon to allow fpe
to place before you some of my idess on wlj;(t,
muy be called the Personal Equation in History:
The subject is one of considerable importnnceta
all students of history all over the world ; amd
eertain peculiar eonditions of Indian history majke
it specinlly important that, in all the studs
and investigations bemving wpon it, the correctign
of personn] errors must be amply provided for aghd
well emrried out, if we ave to make sure that §we
avoid all pitfalls nm-l\safely get nt the truth regard-
ing the succession and the meaning and manier

existence ; and it isin the way of making.
\life

of ocewrrence of all important Indinn events in
the course of historic time,

The expression personal equation is generally
used in connection with the science of Astronomy,
and menns * the correction of personal differences
between particular individunls as to exactness in
observations with nstronomieal instruments.” E;
personal differences  between tho astronon B .
observutions of particular individuals are kr i‘
s their personal errors.  Jevons in his Prine: 5
of Science says that * in artronomienl o'bservat'{
every instrumental error may be avoided
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in'cmnsing the number of observations and distyi.
“byting them in such a manner as to produce, in
‘thie final menn, a2 much error in one Way ns in'
the other,”” but that the personal error of the
observer due to Lis natursl tendency © to record
.the passage of & star across the wires of the
telescope a little too s0on or s little too lnte”
ennmot be s0 avoided, for the ienson that it
affects all his observations *“in the snme
direction and to the smme avernge amount.”
DeMorgnn is snid te have been of  opinion
thnt the personnl error in astronomical observ-
ations can neither be eliminnted nor corrected
satifactorily. However, modern science has not
altogether failed to find out and to adopt the
means whereby even this error in nstronomienl
observations may be fairly made up for after due
mensurement and ealenlation. It will be conceded
protty generally that it is no mere figure of
speech to suy that in the study of history men
-pply their mental telescopes and microscopex
.to the exnmination of all such phenomena
“nd Are caleulated to throw light ‘upon the
xmovement. of the -universe in time'—particular-
-ly upon the procession in time of those phe-
nomenn which are intimately related to the
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progress of hinunn communities in - culture and fin
civiliation. If, in this nmnner, history consiyts
'in a systemntic exnmination of the succession [of
the material and moml phenomena velating fto
the development of the life of man aul of human
communities  on emrth, the question mny well be
asked whether in the stady and  systemntisation
of such historiecnl phenomenn there ix voom for
the operation of the personal ervor, so ns to vitinte
our apprehbension of the truth underlying the
plan nnd  purpose of history, In an examioation
of the question of peronul error in history, we
have first to axcertain the sources of such error
and then determine how it may be satisfactorily
corrected and eliminated.

Here, nt the very outset, an objection may be
misell to the effect that the disenssion of this
question of personal ervor in listory cannot, in the
nature of things, be anything more than a mere
waste of thought-labour, inwanuch as the pheno-
menn forming the subject-matter of history are
inenpable of being scientificnlly co-ordinnted and
studied. A rensoned foith in the uniformity of aa-
tural Inws, which leads us to conclude that similay
phenomena will always ocenr under similar cireum

stances, forms. as it is well known, the foundation
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of the scientific study of all the various pheno-
menn of nature. Fo observe, to experiment, to
genernlise, and to construct hypotheses in nccord-
ance with the resnlts of the generalisationx
alrendy mrived at, nnd finally to verify these
hypotheses by means of wlhat is called their power
of prediction, are the wnrious processes which
together constitute the scientific method of study
and investigmtion. But it iz held by some that his-
tory is in itself unintelligible, owing to its having
neither a plan nor a purpose, since its phenomenn
are all human, and are in consequence so free ax
not to bein accordnnce with any general Inws.
It is o pretty widely nccepted doctrine that history
never netunlly repeats itself; nnd no student of
hisfor_\', however learned and wise he may be, enn
predict nccurntely a coming historienl event in the
way in which an astronomer, for initance, can
predict & coming solar or lunar eclipse. Where an
ermatic and utterly unregulated occurrence of
“gvents is the order, there it is hopeless to find
out Inws and to eonstruet n seience ; and where it
ix 50 hopeless to constrnet nnything like a science,
why should there be any endeavour at all to
correct any errvors, nnd especially the inevitable
personal error  * The line of humanity,” as Herder
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lhas aid, “is neither stinight, nor uniform; it
levintes in every direction, and presents all the
curves and all the angles imnginable.,” This wny
of lonking nt history, however, does not and ennnot
menn  that ehaos and unreason reign supreme in
the historic march of human thought nnd human
life. The very continuity of historic events_in
time stubbornly contradicts this chaos-theory
regarding the nature of history ; and this conti-
nuity of historic events in time cnnnot be said to
he wholly undetermined by the relntion of enuse
and effect as existing between certain preceding
and succeeding phenomena in nature. The truth
of the mntter is thus stated by o famons French
historian and eritic of the last century :—* There
is not n thinker who pondering the history of
humanity does not suceeed in constructing a
formula ; those formulus do not coincide with, but
_they arve not contradictory of, one another. The
fact is that there are no two absolutely ilentical
slevelopments in humanity. There are Jaws, and”
very deeply rooted Iaws, the simple action of
which is never perceived, the result being always
complicated by nccidental circumstances.”
Accondingly, it is one thing to say that human
freedom mukes history chnotic, while it is quite
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another thing to say that that same freedom
munkes the laws of history complicated nnd difficult
to discover and to understand. Even in a purely
physieal fiell of study and researeh like meteoro-
logy, wherein the mowl phenomenon of human
freedom plays no noticeable part, we find that
there is very little display of sueh n  power of
prediction as i3 never baffled in the course of
verification, The failure of wenther-prophets is
as notorious to-day ns it has ever been ; and yet
it is no proof to show that meteorelogy is not a
science. Nobody enn say thnt, because meteoro-
logival phenomena are not nccurntely predictable,
they nre altogether erratic nnd wholly unregulated,
in their ocenrrence, nml that there is no relation
of cauxe and effeet noticeable in connection with
those phennmenn. It ix, no doubt, true that this
nmtlogy of the science of meteorology eannot take
us far in the direction of demonstmting that
history is n  science; but it certninly does ennble
us to see that a science which is still slowly
growing aml ripening, so to sy, cannot be
deprived of its charneter ax a svience, solely for the
veason that it has not as yet acquired nan ua-
failing power of prediction. It ix now a fairly well
known fact mmong modern men of learning that
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Herbert Spencer was of opinion that history could
well become n seience, provided historinns paid less
attention to the mere nurration of the events in the
lives of men and of societies, nnd more to the evo-
lution of the various social, political, religions and
other organisationsnnd institutions, so as to dis-
cover the correlations that undeniably exist nmong
historical phenomena of all kinds. Aeccording to
him, it is our excessive love for the personalities of
history thatstands in the way of its becoming
a science; and to his philosophic judgment there
appeared to be no intrinsic impossibility in
history being so studied and written a8 to
make it grow into u true science in our
hands.  Strict necuracy in regard to both observ-
ntion and inference is essentinl even in the
unripe seience of meteorology ; why, the very
unripeness of the science mnkes the obligntoriness
of such accurney all the more imperntive. And if we
agree with Spencer nnd hold that history is eapable
of being organised into a science, the question of
personal equation in history cannet at all be
safely ignored. But there mre those who, while
granting that history cannot be a mere chaotic
flow of unrelated and unregulated events, are not
prepared to say that, in history, the free will of man



is in reality so eontrolled by necessity as to have
always a determinable charcter about it and to he
free only in nnme or in semblance. These latter
see readily enough that the events of history nre
causally as well as  chronologically ecorreluted, so
that the phenomena of the past beget the
phenomena of the present, even ns the phe-
nomenn of the present nve enleulated to bLeget
the plenomenn of the future. But they
maintain further that in the mnanner in which,
for instance, the facts und the lnws of astronomy
and their controlling conditions go on almost
“nltogether unchanged for long periods of time,
the phenomena of history and their controlling
conditions do not for any great length of time
continue to he the snme. Historical plhenomena
are seen to  be always characterised by nn  ever-
varying onwavd movement, wherein the develop-
ment of fresh conditions nud even of fresh forces iz
involved ; and it ix the genernl numifestation
from time to time, of these fiesh conditions
and fresh forces that makes historienl prediction
togically impossible.  The succeeding configurutions
of historien] enuses ave always different  from  all

the preceding configurtions ; and in no two

different places or at no two different periods of )
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time are they seen to be the same. Nevertheless,
if the eauxal connection existing hetween the
various chronologically continuous phenomena of
history ix to be at all understood by us; we
canuot afford to be indifferent in regard to any of
the ways wnd means whereby the nscertainment of
the true nature of those phenomenn themselves
becomes more and more possible.

The fact that there is a  continuous varintion
going on in velation to the caual configurations
of historieal phenomena, nx  they manifest them-
selves from time to time, hias led some students of
history to postulate the theory that history can at
best be only what is known by  the name of o
deseriptive seience. To mmat that history deserves
to be n descriptive seience is to owh that it has n
plan; and  to own that it has o plan is the least:
that we have to do  to  get out of the mire of the
chnos-theory of history,  Thatall the deseriptions
which nre given in a descriptive science must be
free from all possible errovs, goes without saying ;
and he who grants that history  liss a plan
cannot say that the disenssion of the qguestion
of personal equation in  history ix apt to plb\‘e
futile and useless.  But the prevailing conditions

of modern culture compel us to go even bevond
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aceepting that history is a”descriptive science. The
ndoption of the ancient philosophic idea of evolu-
tion by Darwin to explainjthe biologienl pheno-
menon of the origin of species led to that iden of
evolution becoming very prominent in the world
_ of scientific and philosophic thought during the
lnst century of the Christinn ern. No scientific
or philosophic synthesis of any kind is now consi-
dered to be good and trustworthy, which does not
- fit in with the genern! outlines of the doctrine of
evolution. The iden of Tevolution has long been
known to Indinn philosophy under the name of
parindme (qfgm); and the eence of this pro-
cexs of parindma is said fo consist in what ®
huppens to be the material canse becoming itself
modifiedl into the effect, even ng the clay
‘i, for instance, modified into the pot. Accord-
ingly, if we study the processes of hixtorical evoln-
tion as a continwous series of such modifications
produced in relation to the life of humnn communi-
tiex and their civilisations, we examine the pheno-
mena of history mainly from an outside stand-
point, and look upon some of them to constitute,
ax it were, the materinl cnuse of some others, which
are to be understpod 23 their modified effects.
Even such an external examination of history in
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accordance with the conception of naturnl evo-
lution is of value, first of all in the way of ennbling
us to see that human conditions and  institutions
have on the whole progresseil in the direction of
betterment, and then in giving ux an insight into
what that progress hias been in reality, But the
efticient cause, which ix  truly responsible for all
these progrexsive modifientions of historieal phe-
nomenn, can be even imperfectly understood only
when they are exnmined and studied nand  corve-,
lated from within. No truly cosmoramic view of
hixtory ean ever be complete without the present-
ation of n fairly nceurnte picture of this inner
“efficient enuse. Indeed the difference between
what ix called the science of history and what is
called the philosophy of history counsists in  thet
the former studies the phenomenn of hiztory from
outside, while the Intter studies them from within,
50 as to investignte and understand  what  forms
the effective soul-life of history and all its
workings in the world of time and space. The
most notable exposition of the philosophy of
history which Europe las given us is nndoubtedly
that of Hegel ; and, in the langunge of another
profound Gernman thinker, the centinl iden in

Hegel's philosophy of history is that Renson, * as



13

the all-ruling Power, infullibly cnies out its
plans in the world of renlity, und has venlised
itself in the pnst, and will continue to do so in

the future.” He says:—

“Hegel colled his contemporaries back to the firm
wrouml of the historics! life of man, and showed them how
a loving eye might there discover undreaned of stores of
rutionnl idess and waiking ideals, i which at all times
and in every nation the sovereign reason had beeu able
to attain it lofty ends, ball unconsciously to man
himgelf ; though ench end, as scon as reached, must be
seen to be but an imgperfect atuge in the deveiopment,
and must serve 3 means to a yet higher end.”

It cannot but be interesting to usto compare
this view of history with what Indinn philosophy
holds to be the meaning of nntural evolution
ns it ix observed in the phenomenal world of.
human perception—the menning of what is in
Sanskrit ealled prakritiparinéma (qEpfagfam).
The Sédnkhya philosophy maintaing that the
parindmas or the evolutional modifications of
primordinl matter, forming the fully potentinl
and self-sufficient cause of the evolved external
universe, are all intended to help the lberation of
the soul from the bondage of matter. The
Veddnta, in its turn, attributes such n direction
of the workings of Prakriti, or Nature, in favour
of the enfranchisement nnd freedom of the soul to
the guiding hand of God conceived as the Supreme
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Soul of the universe, I with these idens we com-
hine the theory of Aarma nnd the theory of the
re-incarnation of souls, we mrive nt n philosophy
of history which is strikingly similar to what lns
been prapounded by Hegel, and seems to be at the
sume time fuller and more compreliensive in its
power of explaining many puzzling pheno-
mena of history. It may be thus seen that
hixtory has hoth o plan and s purpose ; amd the
endeavour to correct those personnl errors whicl
inevitnbly crop up in connection with the pheno-
menn of history onght certainly to be helpful to
us in making us know well and truly that plan
and that purpose.

After what has been stated already in regurd to
the nnture of Thistory, it may appenr stiange to
ask the question whether there is any room forr
personal error in  history. The fuct that such »
thing as what I have called the chnas-theory of
history i capable of being propouuded at all,
abundantly benrs out that history is only too fnll
of personal ervors, This chnos-theory even goes
to the extent of mnintaining that these personal
errorx nlone constitute the contents of history.
Anyhow it has to be granted by all that pemnu:il
error has a very wide scope for operation through-
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out the extensive field of plienomenn which form
the province of history. Indeed the normality of
historic phenomena is never presented to the
vision of any man without the twist that ix
caused by personal error ; and this twist in history
is of o twofold character. In astronomy personal
" error obviously arises from the constitutional
idiogyncrnsies of the scientific observer of the
celestinl phenomenn concerned ; these phenomena,
being wholly impersonal, nve in themselves free
from all vitiation due to any intrinkic enuse of
error, In history it is invariably otherwise. If at
all, it is only a small fraction of the phenomena of
history that may be said to be impersonal, Surely.
it ir not impossible cogently to maintnin that an
intrinsically personal colorntion is more or less
distinctly visible in connection with all the phe-
nomenn that are comprehended in history. If we
imngine a solar system in which the sun, the
planets and all their satellites are endowed, like
men, with conscionsness nnd o free will ; if the
mutual relations and the movements of the
henvenly bodies forming the members of such a
system are all determined a8 much by their own
indeterminnble free will as by certain ascertain-
able natural laws ; and if human observers ohserve
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nnd record the relations and movements of these
peculinr henvenly bodies with a view to work
ont the astronomy of this imagined solnr system ;
wo nlight upon a condition of affairs in relation to
the science of astronomy which, in rvespect of the
problem of personnl error, i in a small way
similar to what is everywhere and at all times ~
previlent in history. The double twist of personni

error that ix noticeable in connection with history

iz thus cnused, firstly, by the personality of the

humnn agents whose lives nnd thoughts and acti-

vitiex ro Inrgely make up the phenomena of

history, and, secondly, by the personality of the
-student of history, who not only tries to examine-
those historical phenomena and those human’
agents, but also endeavours to explnin them and

to judge them in the light of his own idenls of

faith and reason. The two sources of personal .
error in history, as now explained, may, for the
snke of convenience be enlled the intringic and the
eritioal sources of error, Mere it may well be
argued thot the former of these two kinds of
personal error iz really a part of the content-of
history, and that it has therefore to be studied,
understood and explained mther than be corrected
and eliminnted, Just a little thought is enough



17

to ennble one to realise that to study and to know
and to explain the personnl error whioh is the
rasult of the freedem and the individunlity of the
contributive humnn agents of history can be
nothing other than to correct and to eliminate it.
In the drmma of history no human nctor knows
the nature and the details of the denouement to
which his nction is eontributing. Every such actor
iz, however, impelled to act in response only to
thoxe motive forces which nre in operation in his
own immediate environment. What his own part
iz in the evolution of the larger forces and tenden-
cies and institutions of history and civilisation,
he rarely knows if at all; and the objects for~
which helives and Irbours are always seen to be
different from the use to which the whole value of
. his life is turned by the far-seeing guiding power
of the Universal Renson which is ever being real-
ised in history more and more. Even the
mennext actor in the diama of bhistory is un-
knowingly helping on in some manner the accom-
plishment of this historic realisation of Universal
Renson: and at the bar of history judgment is
generally expected to be pronounced not only on
the worthiness or otherwisze of the action of the
nctors, but also on the excellence of the denoue-
2
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ment and on the value of ench actor’s: conseious
or unconscious contribution to its development.
Accordingly, if we are to find out and explain
well the full meaning of the plan and purpose of
history, we cannot but take into account both the
nbove mentioned somrces of personal error in
history, so ns to nscertain distinctly how that
error arises and how it may be corrected and
eliminnted as far ns possible.

The perronal error in relation to astronomical
observations hns been mentioned to be due to the
constitutionn! idiosyncrasies of particular observ-
ers, Of the causes, which give rise to personal

® error in history, some ave inlerited, while others
are nequired and therefore dependent upon con-
trollable conditions. These inherited and acquired
causes of personal error in history ave generlly
seen to Dbe in opemtion in relntion to both the
tintrinsic’ and  the ¢ eritien)’ sources of all such
errors. It mny be rightly said that men inherit
not only their mental, moral and physieal eapn-
cities angl tendencies, but alse the characteristic
conditions of the environment into which they
are born. 'What men inlierit is thus partly con-
stitutionnl and partly accidental ; and the consti-
tutional inheritance of men is neither more nor
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less effective in giving rise to personal error in
history than their nccidental inheritance. The
constitutionnl eauses of personal ervor are seen to
be, in their turn, either those which appertain to
the mce or nation or-those which appertain to
the individual. That there are mcinl nad
nationial idiosynerasies which nre inherited by
men in all parts of the world and in all conditions
and stages of civilisntion is a fuct of nnture, which,
like the inheritance of individaal idiosyncrasies,
is too patent to be gninsaid. In the Iangunge of
Renan :— “There are two ways of influencing the
world, either by one’s individual foree, or by the
body of which one forms & part, by the ensembls
in which one occupies a place. In the latter cnse
tlie netion of the individunl seems veiled ; but on
the other hand it is more powerful, nnd the pro-
portional part acerning to ench iz much stronger
than if he remained isolated.” In fact, all those,
who have, at any time or in any plnce, constituted
a8 well as contributed to the phenomenn of history,
have been members of a more or lers satisfactorily
co-ordinated corporate body at the sumé time that
they have been individunls with a more or lea
clenr-cut penonality of their own. In this connee.
tion I remember. the remark of another Frenchman
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who is saiil to have declared-—*'I know Frenchmen,
Euglishmen, Germins ; but I do not know men.”
This remurk undoubtedly ignores too much the
undertying comnion hwinanity of man, which hns
uniformly chameterised him in all ages and under
o]} the varying conditions of the various civili-
mtions known to history. But it pointedly brings
to notice the great truth that all men wre even
hereditarily aftected in o mmrked manner by the
impress of the common corporate life into which
they are thrown by the matural civeumstances of -
their own past history and that of their more or
less immedinte ancestors. When the contributions
aunde to the progress of civilisation by the various
peoples of the various ages known to history are
all impartially exiunined and judged, it comes out
listinctly that evory one of those communities -
hasz hnd o definite configuration of chameter
giving it a specinl fitness to pluy‘its part in
helping on the historic realisation of Universal
Renson aud of the Freedom of the Soul. Hegel

has said:— 2

“It is the conorel»e apirit o! n people which we
Linve distinotiy to recognire ; ard since it is spirir,
it can conly be comprehunded spiritually, that fie,
by thought. It is this alone which takea the lead in all
the deeds and-tendencies of that people, and which is
occapied in realising itsell—in nusiylug its ideal and
becuming self-conscious—for, its great business is seif-
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produntion. ¥qr wpirit, however, the highest attainment
is gell-knowledge ; an sdvance not only 1o the intwifion,
but also to the thought—the clesr annception of itsell.
Thia it must, and is alro destined to, accomplish ; buk
the accomplinhment is w¢ the same time its dissolntion,
and the rise of another rpizit, another world-historical
people, annther 2poch of universal history, This transi-
tinn-and conrection leadr 1a to the cornection of the
whole—the idea of the World’s History as such.........
History in geneinl ia therefora the developmant of Spirit
in Time, as natore is the develupment of the ldea in
Space.”

It is thus seen that race, nntionality and the
various other factors of eorporate human life have
a marked tendency to give tonll organised human
communities a apecific chareter and to inspire
them with particular forms of faith and hope, so
that each of them hax its own distinguishable
nature as well as spirit. This nature and thi=
spirit arve both capable of being trnnsmitted from
generation to generation in the respective com-
munities; and in the process of this transmission
they nre also capable of being slowly modified, so
ns to cause the cooling down of old enthusinsms
and the warming up of new ones in their stend.

A British nobleman has remnrked :—

*“It §s a true nationalism which recogrises and scte
npon those racial instincts and chamaoteristics which are
erariicabic only with the races themseiver, The develop-
ments of these inatinctsa and characteristics may be
modified ; but to ignore their existence and endeavour to
thwart their manifestation is merely a nreless nnd barm-
ful fighting against natore. This extends into the
modes of religious thonght and practice as well aa to
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other things, It would be ro doubt an exsggeration to
sny that the converaion of an Aryan country to Christ.
ianity is no more than the infusion of Bhemitism irto
its religicn ; hut 1 have seen a certain amount of people
of different races and of different religions; and the
result ¢f my observation in that those who are of the
rsame race, and of different religione, reremble one
enother more even in thelr religions practices than do
those who are of the same religion but of differens
races, 1 might take divers exampler, which I abstsin
from citing for fear of harting the Ffeelings of any
gocd people.”’

In this quotation two points are especinlly worth

noting, The first is that racial instinets and
charncteristics are inherited and ineradieable;
and the second iz that supeiposed influences, how-
soever strong they muy be, are unnble- to wenken
them so as to enuse their submergence, if not their
total disappemanee. Within the sphere of these
inherited corporate propensities of human nature
and haman life, there nre the intrinsic tendencies of
individunl chameter and eapacity which nilso play
their part as nccountable forces in history. It is
now granted genernlly that, why a man is what he
i, is very largely determined by the eflective
potency of hisheredity ; andmen are accordingly
conceived to owe much of their physical, mental and
worn] charncteristics to the constitution and eapa-
vity of their parents. Eduention, it is said, only
trains the heand and the heart to work along
approprinte lines, but ix in ne way responsible for
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the creation of the living energy which is within
us. In this manner it becomes possible for us
to see how no two men cnn contribute to history
the sume elements to the snme'degres. The ad-
vancing realisation of Universal Renson in history
ix uniformly observed to go on side by side with
the development of the power of the individual man
to win and o enjoy more and more the freedom
of his own soul-life. The ncquisition of this
power is never an easy affair. The seething and
tumultuous life of natural tendency, of appetite
and passion, nffection and desire, must be reduced
to some common human mensure. Man may not
continue to live the animal life of unchecked
impulse, borne ever on the full tide of natural
sensibility, That life of nature, which he too
feels surging up within him, hns to be directed nnd
controlled ; it must be subjected to the moulding
influence of reflective purpose.” Such is the state-
ment given by an ethical philosopher in regard to
how men and human communities have to fit
themselves for the ncquisition and the enjoyment
of what I have termed the freedom of man's soul-
life. Our own philosophic literature in Sanskrit
classifies the physieal, mental and moral charneter-
istics of men under three heads as sdttvika (HTﬁ_"-ﬁT)’
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rdjaca (THE) and tdmasa (ATWE). The lost of these
three divisionr ia representative of thnt nntural
animnl life which is characterised by slothfulness,
by want of reflection and foresight, nnd by uncheck-
el and tumultuous impulses, appetites and passions.
This kind of undisciplined nand unrefiective nnimal
life is by some declared to be non-moral; and the
manifestation of morality in the life of men and
of humnan communities is conceived by them to
commence simultaneously with the commencement
of the acquisition of their fitness to be free. One's
fitness to bhe free iz so closely dcpandent in all
matters npon one’s own power of self-control, that
where this Intter quality is imperfect nud defect-
ive the former cannot easily come into existence
and flourish; and it is invariably through what
may be called . enlightened egoism that man
first nocquires and then strengthens his power
of self-control. Accordingly a regulated and
reflective life of aggresdve egoism is monlly
higher than the unregulated animal life of
unture; and this higher life in its physieal,
mental and moral aspects is in Sanskrit chameter-
ised ns rdjase, That life which has risen above
the fettering force of even such enlightened
egoism, £0 as to be completely free from all kinds
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of selfish attnchment,—the life which ix thus
absolutely altruistic—is the freest life and ix
sdttvika in chareter, Men are in this manner
seen to be fit to live the undisciplined animnl
life of nature, or the life of regulated and
reflective egoism, or the life of absolute altruism;
and both as an actor and a cvitic in history the
{dmasa mou is apt to be quite different in wvalue
from the rdjase man, even as these are in their turn
apt to be different in value from the sdttzike man.

Inherited tendencies and dispositions belonging
to the corpornte life of communities, as well nx to
the specinl personalities of individuals, are thus
capable of giving rise to personnl error in history
in both the waysin which such error is commonly
seen to arise. Not ouly domen and communities
live and act necording to what they themselves are,
but they exercise their judgment in judging all
things nlso according to what they are in them-
selves, That the eye sees what it brings with it
the power of seeing is nowhere truer than it is in
history ; and the seeing eye may see either to judge
or merely to perceive and to act. Anthropologists
tell us that, in the way in which the white racex
paint the devil to be black, the black races depict
that being as white ; and here we have an instance
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of inherited colowr-predilection among particulunr
Lodies of people characterised by particular racinl
instinets and associntions. The types of physiesl
benuty which are apprecinted by any one race of
people are seen to be generally different from
those which are apprecinted by another mark-
wdly different race. There is agnin, for instance
un inherent incapacity nmong various communities
of people to appreciate the style of music which
is not hereditarily their own, These predilections
nre more or less physical in their nature; never-
theless, they are mentioned here as being impor-
tant for the reason that stupendous moral fubries
are often made to rest upon them, when different-
ly endowed and diffevently situated human com-
mnnities have to denl with one another and
jurige one nnother in respeet of all those relations
and activities of life which mnke up the contents
of history. There are also inherited moral predi-
lections of great import which often chnracterise
Inrge communities of people and the civilisations
which they have worked out in history. For
instance, the life of men and of human communities
may, when momlly judged, be said to be mnde u.p
of certain rights and certain obligntions which are
inseparably interrelated to one another; and to
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many of us in Indin it appears that European
civilisation, ns started by Greece, nnd as organised
aud propagated by Rome, and finally ns culminat-
ing in the comparatively modern history of the
chief countries of Western Europe, hns hnd a
marked tendency in favour of strengthening the
naturnl instinct of max to assert his rights, while
in Asin—and in India in particular—the trend of
historic force hnx been invariably to strengthen
the feeling in favour of man's ready recogmition
of his obligations. Christianity, however, intro-
duced an Asintic mornl force into Europe, and by
insisting on renunciation, self-surrender and non-
resistunce, endeavonred to give greater prominence
to the nspect of obligntion in the moral life of
meir and of human societies. But the old European
instinct in favour of the assertion of rights showed
itself to be too strong even for Christianity, so
that Christianity itself was in time turned by it
into an instrument of protest and of individual
and national self-assertion, It is perfectly
natural that, where the fountain of inspiration
and the centre of power are made to rest on
the nssertion of rights, the course and contents
of history have inevitably to be different from
what they are calculated to be among those
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who are swayed more by -the feeling of moral
obligntion than by the instinct of relf-nssertion.
The historic picture painted with the domi-
pant colour of rights has its own beanties
and deformities, very much like the other historic
picture in which the dominunt colour is that
of obligations. But neither the benuty nor the
deformity of either of these two pictures ix
exactly like that of the other. If the achieve-
ment of freedom in connection with all the reln-
tions of life and rociety constitutes, for example, =
noticenble feature of beaunty in the former picture,
the ncquisition and the displny of humility and
putience and love of order constitute the corres-
ponding feature of beauty in the Intter picture.
Similarly, if aggressive militarian and an insatinble
mercantilism, for exnmple, contribute to the moml
ugliness of the first picture, the contentment that
<ools all enthusinsms and thus kills effort forms
the corresponding ugly element in relation to the
second picture. Accordingly, the historic life
which is embodied in either of these two pictures
is inenpable of setting off rightly the features of
beauty which are in associntion with the other
picture; each of these kinds of historic life hns,
moreover, the tendency to exnggerate the elements
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of ugliness which ave noticeable in relation to
the other kind. Like individuals, societies ‘also
have a nataral tendency to judge themselves
lemeutly and fo judge others harshly. Hence they
not only - exnggernte their own merits and decry
the merits of others, but also mnke light of their
pwn defects nt the snme time that they magnify
the defects of otheix. A society which is marked-
Iy imbued with the tdmasa life of unchecked and
unreflective animalism works in history, as well
us judges in history, differently from another
society which is markedly imbued with the rdjasa
life of ordered egoismn; and this society, inm its
turn, works and judges in history differently from
. third gociety in which the siitvika life of selfless
altruism js at al) noticenble. -
" The sfttvika, the rdjasa nnd the tdmasa tem-
pernments charcterise societies quite as much as
they charncterise individunls; and it is everywhere
seen that the general condition and chrracter
of society determine lurgely through heredity
‘the capacity as well as the' worthiness of the
majority of the men and women who make
up that society. Nevertheless, it is clae.rly

observable. that this determining power of society
does not always tend to produce a dead level of
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uniform medioerity in relation to all its compo-
nent members, In every society there ave gene-
rally seen to exist some more highly endowed and
some less highly endowed individuals. Apart from
such variation in endowment, there is also the
variation in rvespect of the scope nnd opportu-
nity which the men and women of a society have
for playing n more or less leading part in connection
with the life and history of that society. Although
it is true that higher endowment does not always
beatow on the more highly endowed individual
a pro[x)rtionntaely-' more prominent and eftective
lendership, still in history the endowed person ir-
seen to be on the whole n more potent factor than
the person who is favoured only with opportunity.
Indeed in the workshop of history the large mass
of men nand women, who make up the variouws
organised communities of mankind, constitute, as
it were, the live mnterinl on which the forces of
corpornte life and of individual lendership are
made to opernte. All the commoner persons
among the endowed members of n society owe
their endowment to that society itself, so that
they are mostly what it has made them to be.
The uncommonly endowed man of genius, however,
seems to transcend the limitations of heredity as
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well - as of environment. How he comes into
existence need not bo discussed heve; but the fact
that he hns a place and performs his funetion in
hirtory cannot be ignored. -Whether it is the
uncommonly endowed mnn of genius or the
ordinarily endowed man of nvernge lendership:thnt
operates on society, the success of the operator ix
inevitably ddependent npon the grenter or lew
responsiveness /of this live mnterinl on which he
operntes. It is in thiz way that the yield of the
work of heroes is so- often determined in history
. by & factor which is other than the force of their
own heroism. Although the sympathetic and
strengthening work of herces and of the comparat-
ively less endowed lenders of men i secen to be
generally capable of improving the quality and the
intensity of the responsiveness of societies, still the
varintion in time of this socinl responsiveness to
henlthy influences often seems to be ns mysterious
as the numerousness or otherwise of the birth of
heroes of genius as well as of the less enpable
lenders of men in any society. For instance, why so
mnny grent heroes and leaders of thought and
of men are not now born in Greece n8 they were
in the ancient days of Grecian glory, is n perplex-
ing phenomenon of history. 'Why the people of
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modern Greeca nie not so responsive to the heroic
influences of human civilisation and progress,
ax their famous sncestors were In ancient days,
nuy well set in vibmtion the tender chowdls in the
heart of a poet like Byron; but the very sadness
of the poet and hix pitiful sympathy rest on the
stingeness of the decay of an nneient people
of power and glory. Heredity and evolution,
as looked at from outside, nre both ineapuble of
offering a renlly satisfactory explanation of this
strange and striking phenomenon of history. The
Hindu doctrine of the re-inearnntion of sonlx offers,
however, an explanntion which cannot be lightly
dizcarded, either in undertanding the unaccount-
ably sudden prominence which somé nations have
neqaired sometimes in theé march of the world's
history, or in understanding the equally unaceount-
able decay which iz knovwn to have come upon
some other nations even when they were in the full
swing of an unparallelled prosperity, Whatever
happens to be the cnuse at the voot of the historic
vigour of societies and of their fitness and tendency
%0 give birth to heroes of genius and other men of
light and lending, it is wndeninble that ne two
endowed men in any society ave ever similar
20 anch other in vespect of their contributions to
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history. Even where the active forces of the
environment prominently ncting on them are seen
to be very nearly the same, the difference in their
endowments nnturnlly makes them operte as
decidedly dissimilar factors in history. Two well-
known chameters in English History may here be
referred to in illustintion of this contention—I
mean Cromwell and Milton. Both of them were
specinlly endowed men of genius, and both of them
were equally subject to the inspiring influences of
their Paritanic surroundings. And yet, who does
not know that Cromwell’s contribution fo English
History is different from Milton's contribution ?
Aguin, as historinns and critics of historieal pheno-
mena. alsy, men have their fitness determined by
their abilities and inberited natural disposition
and moral tendency. Ljyall’s estimate of Warren
Hastings and Rannde’s estimate of Sivaji may be
cited to prove this. Each of these authors has so
endeavoured to see and to pnint the component
parts of his historic picture, as to make it neither
too unduly bright nor'too unduly dark, slthough
the subjects of both these pictures give ample scope
for wrong apprehension and erroneous represent-
ation, Nevertheless, it is quite pomsible to say,
not without some justice, that meither Lyall nor
3
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Rannde has been able, as a historical eritie, to rise
altogether nbove all personal predilections, Indeed,
n& long ns man is man, no man can nchieve such
n feat.

. Inaddition to these constitutionnl idiosynerasies
of communities and individuals, as factors in the
production of personal error in history, there are
nlco the inherited naccidental factors which aguin
give rise to such personal error in 2 marked degree.
It hns been mentioned nlready that these accidental
cnures of perronal ervor are dependent upon the
conditions of the environment into which the more
or less markedly effective men in history are born

*from time to time. The social, political and reli-
gious conditions of the varioux communities where-
in such men are born are necessarily to be consi-
dered as constituting n notable part of their
inhevited nssets and linbilities. Where a man is
born and to what parents are both together
almost wholly responsible for his socinl surround-
ings ns well ns for the peculinr orgnnisation of the
society and nll its institutions, under the regula-
tions of which he has ordinarily to live and to
think., Similarly most men inherit their religion
from their parents and from the society into which
they are born. Agnin the politienl authority to
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which men are subjected, nnd tle state and ijts
politieal institutions to which they owe nlleginnce,
are also genernlly determined for them by where
1.nd when and to whom they are born. Socity
and religion and politics, when somewhat widely
understood, may well be conceived to comprehend
all the aspects of the inherited environment of
men in all ages; and it is needless to point out
that this inheritance of the environment is, in the
case of all men, different from their constitutional
inheritance of mental, morul and physical enpacity
and fitness for advancement. It must be evident
that the distinetion of inherited enpneities, tend-
encies nnd dispositions into what ave constitu-s
tional and whnt are naccidental ix not applienble
to those which belong to human eommunities, in the
manner in which it is applicable to those which
belong to individuals. The conditions of the
environment, which an individual inheritx
by being born as he is born, ave ull the result of
the inner life of the organised community to which
he belongs by birth as well az by political and
religions alleginnce. Accordingly, what, in the
case of the individual, happens to be the nccident-
ally inherited cnuse of personal error in history,
is the constitutionnlly inherited enuse of such error
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in the cnse of the organised human community
to which he belongs. It hns here to be borne
in mind that the inheritance of certain genernl
tendencies by humnn communities as a whole
ju quite distinet in character from the
unique personnl imprexs which the various
institutions of civilisation belonging to those
communities leave upon the physical and mental
constitution of "the vartous individunls of those
communities. Even the general trend of tenden-
cies, which is noticeabie in relation to the life of u
rociety, is invariably seen not to nffect all its 'mem-
bers in the sume mauner or to the snume degree.
‘For instance, among the subjects of a well govern-
el state, which hns succeeded in comunanding
their love and confidencein general, it always so
happens that some are more patriotic than other,
nad that the patriotism of some is directed townrds
the nchievement of change and reform, while that
of ofhers is directed towarls the maintenance of
complete internnl peace and slow and orderly
progress. Just ns the intensity as well ns the
manner of the responsiveness of individuals to the
gemeral political influence of n well governed state
in rousing patviotisin is reen to be different in the
ense of different individunls, even 50 does their
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rexponsiveness viwy in relation to the operative effect
of their inherited social and religious institutions
nlso. In the way in which Cromwell and Milton
were referred to in nnother connection, Luther and
Ernsmus are often pointed out as exnmples of how
similar religions and socinl forces may give scope
for the development of two very diffevent types of
equally endowed men under their operation. It
does not require much knowledge either about
Luther or about Ernsmus to feel assured that
neither ns contributors to history nor as crities of
hirtorieal phenomenn they could play the mme
part; and yet we eannot fnil to =ee the peculinr
revelation of the chameteristic life of their age in®
each of them in a marked though different manner,
‘When the tendency of the individunl to give rise
to the historieal personal error i undoubtedly
due to the renction between hiz endowment
and the forces of hizx environment, it requirex
no elaborate proof to eatablish that each
of these mutunlly rencting factors actsns n cause
of the error in question; and the porsbility
of the forces of the environment nacting differ-
ently, for some renson or other,on two indivi-
dunls of the same endowment can neither be
contradicted in theory nor ignored in prnctice,
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although the supposed similarity of endowment in
a ense Jike this is much harder to demonstrate than
to conceive. That the forces of the individunl’s
inherited environment mnke him prone to produce
the historical personnl error, in the way of an actor
ng well as of a critic in relation to the dramn of
history, may, therefore, he accepted as n widely
prevalent fact of human nature at all times and
in all places. :

Having briefly explained in this manner the
scope and cliarncter of the inherited cnuses of
personal ervor, let me proceed next to the con-
siderntion of the acquired canses of such error,
"The acquired cnnses of personal errov in history
are mainly those which are due to interest
and those which are due to edueation. It is true
that men inherit interests even ns they inherit
their religion and politieal nllegiance and social sur-
ronndings. Since the inherited interests of men
sre not generally so inaliennble as their inherited
political or religious alleginnce, and since also they
may be conceived to be comprehended within the
inherited socinl, religious und politicn] enuses of
personal error, those inherited interests need not
be separately noticed here. However, men acquire
interests also, A labourer may, through energy
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nud enterprise, acquire wenlth and then become n
capitalist; then his interests cease to be identical
with those of the other labourers in the field of
industry. In commerce the interests of the seller
nre different from those of the buyer. Indeed,
like the labourer who has his own interests, men
in nll professions have their special interests nlso.
Generally, all men nequire interests in nssociation
with the property they acquire and own, as well
as in associntion with the calling or profession
they adopt. That these interests affect their
activities in life and give a direction to their
judgments is a matter of common every duy observ-
ation everywhere. Like men, human communi,
ties ndso have theiv interests; they ave seen to nc-
quire new interests frequently as well as to modify
their hold on old interests. "The whole of inter-
national politics is concerned with the interests of
the various politicnlly organised human communi-
ties in the world—with how they ncquire new inter-
ests from time to - time and how they always safe-
guard the interests they are alrendy in possession
of; and international politics constitute a Inrge part
of history in relation to all centres of civilisation-
It is not at all unnatural that interest plays such
a prominent part in the making of history. The
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capncity of men and of organised human commu-
nities to succeed in the nntural struggle for exist-
ence ia directly mensured by the value of the new
interests they ncquire nnd by the efliciency with
which they safeguard their old interests. In
connection with the rivalry between man nnd man
within the stme community, self-sierifice, renun-
ciation and absolute nltruism are undoubtedly
indicative of high moral virtue. But in regard to
the rivalry between states and nntions, it is inva-
rinbly seen thnt to cense from the struggle, to
acquire and to snfeguard interests iz nothing other
thau to cense to be healthy nnd strong and worthy.
to live and to prosper. Neither the clash of inter-
ests botween individunls nor the clash of intervests
between communities is avoidnble in history ; and
it cnunot be rightly denied that the self-asssertion
of the endowed individual within the vmious
organised heman communities,ind the self-nssertion
and expansion in influence of the really more
efficient ones nmong such communities, have both
contributed largely to the spread and advancement
of civilisation. Might ix vight more often in
history than it ever can be in the current life
of the individual man; for in historic might
historic right is genernlly implied. Nevertheless,
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in the dealings of related communities with
one another, as also in the judgments which
communities pronounce upon communities, there
is ample scope for the operation of the personal
error ; and the greater the value of tho-interests
that are involved in the relation between the
communities, the greater are the chances for the
occurrence of the personal emor.

Education is another acquired cnuse of personal
error in history. The power of eduention to give
to the mind any required kind of bend seems to
have been long recognised in history. Every well
~organised human society in the past periods of
-history hns had its own system of education, the
object of which has been to so mould the minds
of those who came under its influence ax to
strengthen their faith in the worthiness of their
own socinl, politienl and religiour orgnnisations
and institutions, and thus make them lend their
support to the type of civilimtion represented by
those organisations and institutions. This way of
stating the object of eduention shows us the trme
value of whnt may be rpoken of as the corporate
offect of edueation; and we know that in the
various parts of the world there have been nt
various times systems of eduention, the corporate
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affect of which hns tended to be specially socinl or
religious or political, fs the cise may be. Even the
specinlly politically orgnnised human communities
of the modern dny are fully aware of the value of
educition as n menns which is well snited either to
maintain intact the existing mental tempernment
of n peaple, or to modify it and bring it into closer
aceord with their new aspirations which new.
circumstances have brought into existence. It is
granted genernlly that it is education that has mnde
modern Japan what she is; and in modern Japan we-
see the power and the spirit of & newly introduced -
civilisation flourishing virgorously nmong an nncient :
people, whose pust history was not obviously ealen-
lated in itself to lead to the evolution of this new
civilimtion as an indigenous product. Even in our )
own country the power of education to divert the
strenm of men's aspirations from its old channel is
markedly enough observable. ‘Whatever else may
be said to the eredit or discredit of the University
education in English which has been introduced
into Indin, there can be no doubt that this
education has markedly succeeded in implanting
in the minds of those, who have received it, thnt
partinlity in favour of the assertion of the rights
of mnn, which, has clharacterised the history of
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Western -Ewrope during the last two or three
‘centuries, The obligntion-aspect of the morml and
rocinl life is, however, being slowly and uncon-
seiously forced into the background by this new
education nmong us.  Evidently in Japan the par-
tinlity in favour of rights is more than duly
balainced by the corresponding pnrtinlity in favour
of obligntions; and moreover the self-nssertive
spirit of the newly introuced European civili-
sation seems to have taken hold of the people there
as a whole. In Indin we have neither of these
conditionis fulfilled ; and the consequence iz that
n want of moml halance is genernlly noticeable as
the vesult of our new European eduention. It is
nopart of the subject of this paper to deal with the
wholesomeness or otherwise of this state of
nffairs in relation to English education in mo-
dern Indin ; and T do not wish it to be understood
that T take no note of the remarkable wny in which
thix new eduention has opened the eyes of young
Indin to perceive much previously unknown truth
regurding man and the universe in which he
lives. Still it may not be wholly out of
place to point out that the time for the
adoption of the democratic freedom of West-
ern Europe in social, religions and political mat-
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ters does not a8 yet seem to huve srrived in India,
and that it is honestly doubted by some, whether,
owing to the mdical unsuitability of the de-
mocratic ideal to the historieally evolved condi-
tions of Indian popular life, such a time will ever
come at all in this country. The new education luw
made Japan self-nssertive in the field of interna-
tionnl politics and commerce ; to thisx end she has
had necessarily to learn the varioux lessons of her
ooligntion to maintain through love and
loyalty and sacrifice the unity of her national
and political life, She is, therefore, the best mo-
dern example to illustrate how eduention is eapn-
ble of effectively modifying the prejudices and
prediloctions belonging to the corpornte life of
people as a whole. Modern Japan's part in the
dramn of history is distinetly seen to be different
from what it wns before she beeame medern in
her civilisation ; and her judgment on the pheno-
menn of hirtory, in the way of apprecintion or
depreciation, is also apt to be different from what
it would hnve been if she hnd not thus become
modern. To us who have received English edu-
cation in India, no proof nt all is needed to show
that ednecation is an effective instroment in modi-
fying the prejudices and predilections of indivi-
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duals, It is, nfter all, through modifying existing
prejudices and predilections, or through crenting
new prejudices and predilections to take the place
of old ones, thnt eduention acts ax n cause of
personal error in history.
Even this imperfect survey of the sources und
cnuses: of personal error in history is naturally
helpful to us in conridering how that error is to
he corrected and eliminated. In regard to the in-
trinsic personal ervors of thosewho, in a marked
why, contribute directly or indirectly to the pheno-
memi of history, what is generally spoken of
nx the perspective of time is of great value
Th eliminnting those errors and presenting
"t our vikion a symmetriecnl and undis-
tortedd view of the men and movements of history.
There is a twofold renson n8 to why time is
capable of neting as the eliminator of this parti-
cular kind of etror in history. All historic move-
ments have to be judged by ascertaining how they
have told upon the advancing stream of civilisation
in the history of mankind ; and the effect of such
movements on this strenm takes time to manifest
itself in all its fulness. What appears to have
been intended to produce an immediate effect of
some kind that is desired at the time, is often
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seen to have produced later on results which were
not oven dreamt of before, Itis not, for instance,
2 historically untrue sassertion to make that
the crusndes of Europe directed nagninst the
dominancy of Islam in Asin Minor led step
by step to the establishment of British
rule in Indin. To those who know how
the crusndes tended to stimulate the Eastern
tradeof Europe, how this tinde rapidly enriched and
gnve prominence to some of the Italian city-states
on the Mediterranean, how this sudden prosperity
of those states roused a feeling of rivalry among
the lending nntions of Western Europe to compete
for the prizes nnd profits of the Enstern tinde,
and how Indin ns one of the chief prizes of that
trade went into the possession of the British people
—to those who know these things, the connection
between the erusudes on the one band and the es-
tablishment of British role in Indix on the other
is sure toseem quite natural and obvious. But had
the ardent Christian crusaders, who fought and
bled for the politieal possession of the sepulchre of
Jesus in Jerusalem, any iden of the future historic
harvest for which they were even then most
assuredly labouring ¥ The answer to this question
cannot be uncertain at all; those erusaders were
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not only unnwnre of what wns to be reaped in the
harvest for which they were, ax it were, enthusi-
astieatly ploughing the fields, but were also
imbued with the frenzy of religious fervour to tle
extent of making them decry altogether what they
would, in nll probability, have called the filthy Inere
of commerce. Therefore we have here a very good
example of how man proposes in onme way and
history disposes in another way, And history is a
notorious slow conch ; it never moves faster than
it is absolutely necexsry ; and very often it seems
to move much more slowly. Hence adequate time
alone can bring to light the full potentiality of the
events of history ; and it is only after this is brought
to light that the true bearing of ench of these
events is ¢apable of being nccurately nscertained:
This is one wny in which time acts ns an eliminator
of the intrinsie personal error in history, and thus
enables us to judge the events of history without
reference to the peculinrities in the mental and
moral tendencies of those whose life nnd action
have given rice to those events, This smme
freedom from personnl colormtion, which the
events of history acquire through the evolving
power of time, enables us, moreover, to judge
accurately the special contributions of wvarious
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persons to the formmtion of the various events and
movements of history. Contemporary julgment
ix never quite nccurnte in its estimate of such
personnl contributions to history. Think of thé
meek Jesus being judged by Pilate in Pulestine!
Contemporary observation and opinion could not
surely mnke out the diftference between these two
persons which history has so clearly brought out
and g0 emphaticnlly expressed. Indeed, but for
thix accidental nssocintion of the ‘great’ Roman
with the ‘hiumble’ Jew, the Roman, in spite of
hix contemporary greatness, would not have been,
in il prohability, taken note of by history nt ail.
In xo far as history ix comeermed, the active anl
officienit men who contribute to its phenomenn
may very well ho compared to the wheels in a
wnteh,  Each wheel more or less  vigorously turns
about its own eentre to the vight or to the left,
and yet nll the wheels are compelled t6 serve the
common purpose of making the watch & measurer
of time, Even so o men in history consciously
turn nbout their own personal centres rightly or
wrongly in all that they think and do and say;
nevertheless, the directing power of history causes
all their activities t» serve the great histore
purpaxie of the gadual unfolding and realisation
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of Universal Reason in the terrestrinl life of man.

That the later evolntions of historic avents tend
to correct the personal colortion of all the connect-
e earlier events becomes clear in thix munmer;
and the historinn has therefore to take enre thnt
he does not pronounce hix judgment too soon upon
the plenomena of history. Judgments o pro-
nounced have invarishly been fulsified by history
itself. However, the hixtorian’s care not to pro-
nounce hix judgment too seon nny sometimes lend
him to wait too long; snd in this there iu the
dangrer of faets becoming forgotten or distorted
and wvaliable evidence being lost. When this
langer actunlly ocewrs to any apprecinble extent,a
history, instend of being deduced from pnst
facts nnd the evidence on which they rest,
hax to become constructive, ns they say, and
thus depend largely on the more or less scientific
imagination of the historian. It ix, of course,
evident that all such constructive history is npt
to hecome more deeply tinged with the personal
coloration of the historinn than history which
is deduced from an ample basix of verifinble
facts, When, in this manner, we endeavour
to judge historic events by their fruits, =0 that
we may thereby avoid the misleading mischief of

q
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their intrinsic personal error, have we necessarily
to wnit till the harvest which those events yield
is actunlly renped? The hnrvest of history ix,
hawever, always being reaped, and every important
event in history mny go on yielding its harvest
till the end of time. Therefore, what iz meant is,
that every such important event in history is
seen, nfter an adequate amount of evolution in
time, to be cnpable of exhibiting to the discerning
eye of the historiam, what kind of fruit it is
calculated to yield and in what quantity, It ix
with the help of this indication of the nnture and
quantity of the fruit that the historian has to
‘guide his judgment in regard to the great events
and movements of history. Seeing that he bas to
pronounce his judgment on the men of history as
much as on the events and movements thereof, is
he to judge these men also by whatever happens
to be the subsequent historic fruit of their deeds?
If, like Herbert Spencer, we are prepared .to
mnintnin that the historinn ought to concern him-
self wholly with the movements of history and not
with the men thereof, we need not take the
tronble of answering this question at all. Such
ahsolutely impersonal history ik apt to be partial,
misleading and incomplete, inasmuch as it totally



51

ignores the alrendy mentioned self-correcting
power of history in relation te the warions men
who have had their pmt in its making, It ix
known thnt the honournble enthusinsn of eertain
historic personnges has sometimes yielded bitter
fruit in history, while less worthy inipulses of the
hend and heart on the part of some other such per-
sonages has tended to yield sweet and wholesome
fruit. Most religions persecutions, for instance,
are jllustrative of the former statement, and the
unavoidnble tortucsities of all such political
diplomacy ns aims at peace and progress arve
similarly illustrative of the lntter statement. We
all know well what part Clive and Wnren
Hustings have played in the history of Indin ax the
founders of the British political power therein;
and we know at lenst equally well that the British
Government of Indin has really done much good to
the country, although it iz granted by the Britizh
rulers themselves that even that Government ix
capable of farther improvement in mnny respects,
That India is not now s house divided agninst
* jtself, that she has nequired a newer and a stronger
feeling of unity, that many fresh and worthy
thoughts and aspirations roused by a new civiliza-
tion and n new education are welling up in the
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henrts of many of her sons nnd daughters, and
that the instruments and institutions of this
new civilisation have mnde her fit to be an
organic part of & great and powerful Empire which
ix in close touch with all the advancing movements
of modern history, are indeed no small advantages
which Indin owes to British rule. Now the ques-
tion practically is this—has the historian to judge
Clive nnd Wirren Hnastings in the light of these
undoubted advantages which Indin hns derived
from their historic work, and the similarly
undoubted advantages which the British people
have lhence derived through their dominant reln-
tion with Indin? Or ix the historinn to take
note of their personal character with all its merits
and demerits and base his estimate of them more
on that choracter than on the fruit of their life-
work, as found in the history of India and of
England? In the way in which the benuty of
the rose more than mnkes up for the thorn on the
plant, the historic value and importance of a great
man’s life-work ought to lend us to sympathise
with him in his failings and induce us to
forgive them, even as we are natumlly inclined to
ndmire his power and his greatness, Nevertheless,
no description of the rose-plant in which the
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thorns are not mentioned can be nccurate or
instructive or scientifie,

The correction of the personal error which
comes from the other source which has been enlled
eritical i3 indeed move difficult; and unfortu-
nately the power of this error to vitinte history ix
also much more than that of the infrineis personal
error. It is.the personal error due to the idio-
synernsies of the historian that really resemblex
the personal error in nstronomy, Here it has to
be taken for granted that the historian ix
honestly prepared to place himself entirely at the
disposnl of the evidence from which he hns to de-
duce his historical conclusions, and that he is in®
ne way actunted to falsify history wilfully.
Tt cannot be - denied that conscious, interested
and wilful falsification of history is pretty
frequently indulged in by inferior historinns, who
have no worthy conception of the high dignity
and responsibility of the work in which they
are engaged. This wanton fulsifiention of history
does not a2t all come under what has been
designated as personal error in history, but is
absolute .untruth and wilfully vicdous history,
The error .that unconsciously creeps inte history
through the peculiar personality of the historian,
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in «pite of hisx being thoroughly honest and fully
competent for the task that he hns undertaken—
that ix the critical personal error in history. The
enuses of this error hnve now been examined,
and its unavoidability hns also Leen ascertained.
Although it ix the duty of every historian
strenuously to endeavour to minimise the vitin-
tion of history through the excessive obtrusion
of his own personulity, still it is impossible
for him to cause the total disnppearance of that
personality from his own work as » listorian.
To wse the Innguage of Herbert Spencer—
“To cut himself off in thought from all ‘his
.relut'.ionships of race and country and eitizenship;
to get rid of all those interests, prejudices, lik-
ings, superstitions, generated in him by the life of
hix own society and his own time; to look on all
the changes which societies have undergone
and are undergoing, without reference to natio-
nlity or creed or persomal welfare; is what
the avernge man cannot do at all, and what
the exceptional man can do very imperfectly.”
This eritical personnl error of the historinn is,
like the nstronomical personnl error, not only
unavoidnble but also occurs genernlly in the
same direction and to the same extent in relation
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to the same person. Therefore the only way
in which this error can be corrected and eliminated
iz by endeavouring to counteract the error due to
one person by the error which is due to another.
If the estimnte of a given set of historical pheno-
mena by a certain historian is seen to err, through
the personality of the historian, on what may be
called the positive side in the language of
mathematics, and if another estimate of the same
set of phenomena by another historian is seen to
ert, through the influence -of his personnlity, to
the snme extent on the negative side, then it i
obvious that we cnn ensily got at the truth by
putting these two estimates together, so as to
counteract the excessive appreciation to be found
in the one estimnte by the excessive depreciation
which is to be found in the other. When it is seen
that these two supposed estimntes err in directions
which are contrary to each other, it does not at all
matter which of the two errors we take to be appre-
cinitive and which to be depreciative. Accord-
ingly, the direction and the quantity of the error
have both to be mnde out in the case of each histo-
vinn before we can mnnage to correet it Fuccess-
fully by this method of outer counternction,

The causes of the nnconscious personal error on
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the part of the historian being what they are, the
direction of this personal error may be fairly ac-
curataly made out in every case.  That men appre-
cinte what they like and do not appreciate what
they dislike is 50 true of human nnture as to mnke
this very statement appear like n" mere truism.
Very few of us possess to any noticenble degree
the gift of knowing ourselves as others know us:
but all of us possess in abundance that other gift
of knowing others as it is most congenial to us to
know them. Our own relationships of 1ace,
country and citizenship, our interests, prejudices,
likings and snperstitions, our religion, our edu-
‘eation and faith in ideals and love of personal
welfare—all these determine for us the nature of
what is congeninl and what is uncongenial to us.
In this manner, the judgment of the historian is,
like the judgment of nll other men, bound to be
automorphic, Hence the knowledge of the forces
which have determined the shape and tendencies
of the mind of any historinn is of value to usin
ennbling us to find out another historian dealing
with the same historical phenomenn, the auto-
morphism of whose judgment is not only different
but also opposed in charncter to the automorphism
of the judgment of him whose personal error as
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historian is under examinntion for corvection. To
discover sach mutually error-counterncting pairu
of historinns ix not always ensy or possible
and even when we do come upon historians of
contradictory mental nutomorphism, it is hard to
mensure exnctly the magnitude of the personal
error in the ense of each such historinn, Thus the
colour of the criticn] personal ervor of the histo-
rinn may be qualitatively mnde out in a manner;
but the quantitative measurement of the intensity
of all such erroneons colomtion seems to be next to
impossible. The result is that this method of count-
eraction in correcting the critical personal error
in history is-theoretically more intelligible than®
it is practically enpable of being well adopted for
obtaining the required correction. It must be eaxy
to see how this practical insufficiency of the only
possible method of correction materinlly increnses
the responsibility of the voeation of the historinn.
Before doing and publishing his work as n hixtorian
and eritic in the field of truth, every lover of truth
must, therefore, have subjected himself to the
always invalunble discipline of endeavouring to
lock at all sides of the various questions that may,
in the course of his preparation, have come up
before him for examination and judgment. The
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function of the historinn assuredly has much
ienter vesemblance to the function of the judge
thun to that of the advoeate. To learn to lock
at the problems of history not only from one's
own standpoint, but also from the standpoint
of others whose matuwinl situation is in almest
every way different, is of great value to the
historinn in wenving out the angularities connect-
wl with the automorphixm of his mind.  Another
means, by which the unnvoiduble tendency of
the historinn to vitinte historie truth by the
exeessive obtrusion  of his personality may be
minimised, eonsists in the hrond cultivation of
“hix sympathies. The power of sympathy to
apen out gur vision for the proper appreciation
of merit is indeed undeninble. We know
those whom we love, as they are in themselves,
much better than those whom we dislike or hate.
1t may, however, be urged that love and sympmthy
are apt to make the historian too favowable as a
critic, so ns to lead him to forget the thorns on the
rose-plant in his admiration of the benuty of the
rose, 1t eannot be said that there is no foree in
this objection.  But it has to be borne in mind that
antipnthy blinds the eye ngniust the perception
of truth much more than sympathy makes the
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vision over-attentive to merit and goodness.
When antipathy exnmines the rose-plant it
overwhelmingly exaggerates the thorns and con-
verts the beauty of the rose into hideous ugliness,
It cunnot be hard to suy which of these two repre-
sentutions is further from the truth. Why sympathy
helps us to perceive the truth, while antipathy tends
to hide it away from usin deep darkness, is an
interesting psychological question to discuss,
But to know that such is the fact is enough
for us now, Therefore, if a few historinns specially
endowed with the needed intellectusl and mornl
qualificntions study any specific problem or move-
went in history and present their conclusions to
us, we may, by putting their various conclusions
together, well arrive at a conception of the truth
which is, as far as poxsible, in agreement with the

truth itself,
To us in Indis the work of the historinn and

critic is porticularly beset with difliculties.
In n land which hns been subject to foreign
domination for nesrly n thousand yenrs, » land
wherein different mces and religions and civilisa-
tions have had to come together and to live to-
gether, the scope for the operntion of the inherit-
ed and acquired eauses of personal error ennnot but
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bo extraordinarily great. T lwve henrd it snid that
continued foreign domination is well ealeulated
to make the major pait of a people look upon' life
ns n mere intrigue to get on; and those, who are
in n position to compare in u spirit of fnirness the
mornl tone of our public life with that of more
homogeneous peoples elsewhere, declare sometimes
that we are generally too ready to attribute mo-
tives and are too suxpicions and uncharitable in our
judgment of men and things. These imputations
of moinl weakness are not, I believe, altogether
undeserved by us; and both of them nre unfortu-
nately such as make men particularly unfit to be
“fair critics and impamtinl historinns. Thevefore,
the modern citizen of Indin, who undertakes to
serve his country and the cause of truth by doing
honest and enrnest work in the field of historieal-
criticism and investigation ennnot certainly be too
eareful in guarding himself against all such tend-
encies nslend to the vitiation of his work by the
introduction of too much of personal emor. Toler-
ation, love, charity, and o manly attachment to
truth, which neither fears nor favours can wenken,
are some of the chief elements in the moral equip-
ment of the historinn and eritic who is really
worthy of his calling; nnd if, with the required
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fulness of knowledge nnd intellectual capacity, we
also succeed in obtaining this desirable mornl
equipment of the worthy historinn, we need not at
all be seriously afiaid of the value of the work
which we turn out, on the score that it is impossible
for that work to be wholly free from personal error,
and that snch personal error as there is in it even
" then s ineapable of being #o corrected as to be
entirely eliminated. That it is not in our power
to eu;complish anything which is better than the
best we enn, ought not to deter us at all from
honestly striving to accomplish that best, All
thnt we are responsible for, ik to see that ne
avoidable error is allowed to pollute our judgment,*
:_mr.ing to nny kind of mental or moral negligence
on our part. If we take care to safeguard
our judgment thus, we may then freely and
fearlessly say with Schlegel in his Philosophy
of Life:—

“ Who jndges rightly T There is none that judges
rightly, but one, toat is, God. He is Himsell the truth,
and, therefore, He alone has the standard of troth in
Himself, and all truth hes jta groond and prineiple in
Him alone. Every individeal judgmest and decision,
in all important matters, has its gronnd, either mediate:
1y or immediately, in this divice basis; and ita rectitode
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most be estimated according to this stundard. But this
Iatter condition ne=d not make as foolishly anxious ; for
nothing impossible is required of us by God. And this
Tequisition, like every other which He lays upon man,
fa modified by, and adjusted to, the meusnre cf human
finiteness, The conscientions judge, who, alter a patient
investigntion of thie cause as it is lald befere him, and
after a carefol weighing of all the possible reasors and mo-
tives, bevertheless errs or js deceived by a rare coincid-
ence of circumstances, atacds, nevertheless, exonarated,
even though he should bave passed an nnjust sentence,
aud have had the misfortune to condemn the innecent.
Although, when he becomes aware of it, the though
must be painfol enough to hia own feelinge, yet who,
in jostice, can reproach him, merely becunse hio was

. not omniacient 1 He who in thought, in sclence, and in
faith, adheres to this divice foundation, the best and
most certain that he can find or that is anywhere
offered to him, may rest calm and composed; he har
done tho utmost that lies in his power. He slone, who
makes a bad use of what he has,und what baa been
giventohim, likesn unjust steward, need fear to give
an account of his stewardship”

Accordingly, to such of the members of the
South Indinn Associntion who feel ineclined to
toke part in that work of historieal study, resenrch
and criticism, for which the Associntion has been
founded, my request, which is also my ndvice,
is that they should .never make themselves in



63

any manner open to the charge of being unjust
stewards ; for, to be free from such a charge is to
serve the enuse of humanity and of truth quite ax
well 24 it is ever possible for any man to do.

. A

PRIKTED BY G. A. NATESAN & €O., ESPLANADE, MADRAR.
)



dismmhonﬁ. The. AMM 0y
foilowving five séctions :— (1) H
(3) Badnstrinl, (4) Political, 5
3 nw:d however. that the Assosiatio
v political agitation or make
_Hﬁm on mliﬂca! matter

Gompuati\a J {
Arsociation bas usits ﬁnﬂ’rqa
uarily wide attainments, forh
Sanskrit scholar and. nmdl'
miuntinalm, having

Is{es and gh;ﬁm&u

SRR in outhern
lonal‘,  Histor

start ]_fhﬁi’f n tho Asfqtfnﬁbn't
COnveys A anmber of "squnfl lessnns
attempt to car® oot the Associati
k researoh and esposition.—Tha A




