CHAPTER IV

TORSTER'S

FERSONAL PRONOQOUNCEMENT
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In addition to his novels and shori stories, Sorster writes
a mumber of essays in which he cxpresses nis idens on several

topies. From a collection of essays called "Two Checrs for

Domoeracy  we lcarn more about Forster's beliefs and thoushts,

That I Believe

It i true when Forster says that tamperamentally he is an in-
dividuali=t, and also that he belongs to the type that is intelleetually
curious. He stands apart from the majority, locks at them, erilicizes
and suggests what they can do to improve their situation. He opens

nis essay:

"I do not believe in Belief ..., Paith to my =ind, is a
stiffening, a sort of mental starch, which cught to be appli=d
as sparitngly as possible seee... I do not believe in i,
for its cwr sake, at all «..... Hy motte is:  "Lord, I

disbelieve — nelp thou oy unbelief', ™

-1

(Two Cheers for Donocracy: pe 77)

Forster dees not mean that he rejects all beliefs. fe only means
that he wants {0 study and underziand a belicf before he acoopts if,
"I do not beolieve in it for its own sake, at all..." e alsc sce
that he doubis that a rule can apply anywhers, with anything, or
with anybody—olkl the tine, Delief-—he says— hardens the mind
against new knowiedge, new understanding, new impressions: it sets

the mind in a rigld pattern, and thus may eazily lead to inteolerance,
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Intelerance cf ctheor beliefl's, or of no bellef. Belicf, in drawing
peaple into groups under scme or othar autherity, may tond to

produce a "mass mind"' in ~hich individuality will die or at least

be dragsed., He rospects an dndividual, jle, a2s well as the Victorian
liberal intellectuals, believes that individuals are and should be
different, Everything necds careful consideration not presumptucus
generalization. Hecfuse we cannct always go down to the depth of
each ather’'s motive, therefore "honcst doubt" is nccessary to us

lest we misjudge what we cannot judpe and put an inngcent or ourselves
inte trouble, When we have doubt in judging then we accopt our in-
ability toc judge which in surn stops us {rem misjudging anything

oy anybody. Tha next steop is

"Oneg muzt be fond of people and trust them if one iz not
to make 2 mess of life, and it is therelfcore importesnt that

they should not 1ot one down., They often do.”

( Two Cheers for Democracy : p» 78 )

This idea is very close to a doctrire of Christianity, One
oust love one's neiphbourss This love of people will make man more
tolerant, It will cncourape man's ¢ptimism. At last it will bring
all of tnem together then they can nelp each ¢ther, and work
together for tne pood of mankind,

As Foreter belicves in individuals so their actions are also

admired-— the want to create somsthing, to discover something
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or at lcast to live fully, responding scnsitively to the outer world,
whether cf peoplec or things. This belief alse brings him to admire

Demoeracy. He said that the sorts of peopls he admires

"get more of a chance undar a democracy than elsewheres,

(Luo choers for Democracy: p. 79)

Demoeracy respects individuals, 1t "admits variety" and "permits
griticism"s
Wc might note at this peint that Fielding, the English teacher

in A Passage to India, can be considered a rough sketch of active

democracy in these aspects, He "admits veriety" in accepting the
Indians and their culture as things in themsclves and not corrupt
cr weak forms of English cultures, and secks "wariety" in his
friendship with Indians, Moreover he "permits critieism":  that
is, he allows himgelf to criticise both the Anplo-Indians and even
his friend Aziz, and he is ready to sllow Aziz to criticize him in

return, Affection and criticiszm, he would say, are not irrecconcilable.

Tolerance
He believes that only in this “sound state of mind" which is
hcow he describes tolerance, can we lay the Foundation for a true
civilization, For him tolerance iz not weakness but the ability
to put up with people without ncecssarily giving in to them. He does

not beliove in any militant means to get rid of evil and to reconstruct
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a giviligation—for cxample, the principle of fighting a war to

end war, Alsoc tolersnce ig

"the only force which will enable different races and
classes and intcrestsito settle down topether to the work
of reconstruction,”

{Two Cheers for Demoerscy: p. 56)

How thot the agc of colonization is over, countrics and races
can only be persuaded to co- goerate, they cannet be compelled tog
tolerance is obviously part and parcell of that persuasion. But
it muzt be penvine tolerance and not some "conny substitute,

Love works in inner 1ife alone but in public affairs only $o-
lerancc is the hops. Alter pecplec have srronged to live togother
within a civiliration built upon tolerance, love will complete their

work, In fact the inner life will reinforce the outer life,

Indi= Apain

In this essay he tells us of his .~y third visit to Indis in
OctoBer in 1945, He has obzerved that the country has changed in
s0me aspecis and remains the same in other, One thing that Indie
3till kkeps with her is the dotermination to find the correct
politicel soluticon first of all. The Indians believe that after
the political sclution all other matters will be automatically solved.

Politics ecoupy them persistently, and consiatently. That is to
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sy, the vexed guesticn of India's spvorcignty, the absorption of
the Indian status and the division between Hindu and Moslem,

Forster does not believe that the politieal solution will also
solve other preoblems.  #olitics ig only onc of many problens the
enuntry has to facc, Put the vilal problom concern the people, on
whon doepend the propress and security of the couniry, If the people
are well cquipped physically and spiritually, the country will be
gironz, 50 help the country therefore wie must aim at the peooples
The work is vest and slow but it gives o lasting effect taht will
enable the ecountry to solve other provlens that may arise,

On the guesticn of freendship betuecn the young people of

India and Britain, #Forster has thas to say:

"1 do pray that youny, bnglish people who like Indians and
vant tc ba with then will be encouraged to go to their country.
ood will is not enougzh. OFf that T am too sadly convinced.
In fact, at the prescnt momont good will out therc is no
use at all, ‘The roretions to it are instently . cynical,
he only thineg that cuts a little icc is affection or the
possibllity of affection., Whatcver the political selution,
that can sursly do no hana.  But it swet be genuine alfecticn
and liking. It sust not bo cxoreised with any ulterior
motive, It must be an expression of the common humarmity
which in India and England and all the world over has been
so thwarted of latc, and so despised.™

(Two Cheers for Democracy: p. 335)
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From the above gquoted speocch we arce made to understand thet
Forster thinks that only with trust and genuine affeetion, two
natisns can live happily togpether. The stress cn the word "genuineg"
~the "liking" sust not be nercly "cupbtoard love" or dictated by
raliticg~=romindas ue of ilrs, “ooroe's roflections on her son in

A Passage te Indias

"One touch of rugret - not the canny substitute byt the
true regrot from the heart— would howe mode him (Rannyj A
d@if'ferent mzn, and the British Fmpirc a differcnt institutiod.”

{4 Passage to India: p. 34)

Loes Culture Matter 7

Foratcr describes cultfurs o=

" ..+ various beauntiful and intercsiing objeects which

rcn have made in the past and handed down to usy and

which sone of us arc hoping to hand on,”

{Two Checrs for Democracy: p. 110)

Thiz quoted pasasge may give us the atastake impression that
Forster's concoption of culture consigde mersly of objets 4'art,
"Ohjects which men have made in the past ond handed down to us" alsc
moans art, literature, musie, knowledpe, crafts, customs, beliefs,

and morality, The culture of the past continues through gencrations
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to the prosot, It brings into association mon of different races,
lands, and pericds. At least the whole humnn race can commundcate
with one another throush ideas and culturs, In this nanner Forster's
darcom of fricndship betvocon nations scums to roalize itself, Mo ia

glad that:

"Culturc, thunk goodness, is no longer a social | as5et.
it can no longer be employed a3 a social barrier
against the meb or az o laddor dinto aristocracy.”

(Two Chears for Democrnoy: p. 113)

Kations arc only bicger societies, though probloms may increase
as the sovgicties arc biggur, Vorster belicsves that culture will

work by itself fo uniie the hwsan race,

"Our chief job iz Lo enjoy oursclves and neot to lose hoart,
and to sprond culturc not becemuse we love our fellow men,
but because certmin things scom to us unigue and priccless,
and, as it werc, push us into thoe sorld on thelr scrvice, !

{Two Cheers for Democracy: p, 115}

He -rants culture to work hy itsclf with no human interference
becouae he thinkes that culture must wmcan sonething to other people

and it Mieds po iatroduction or interpretation from um; nnd aleo

Mopiatism s of coursc o oistake, and oven tolurance and

tact have too auch of the wdssicnary spirit to work
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(3wo Cheors for Democracy: pr 115)

Purhops fiziz =nd Ficlding: {& Passage to India) ould not fcel

=0 Cissppointed and frustrated o3 fo thoelr mrfuesl rfriendsidp, if

they let their friendship proceed without any intcrference frop
"eonzcience! or Ygood will" or "the effort to bridge the gap between
two nations", Frustration only discoursges them from rencwing their
Friendship., Their relationship has boen too deliberate, scelf-consclous
and thus to some degrec artificial, Aziz, for Ficlding, bhecanc a
“cpusc”; [Melding, for hziz, bocame a "supporter of Indians™, In-
evitably, aiter the crisis had passcd, much of the personal element,
shoor ordinary spontansous alfeoction, disappeared from their relation-

ship, fApailn we must say

‘Dognatism is of course a mistaks, and even tolerance and
tact have too much of tho missicnary spirit to work
gatisfactorily."

(Two Chwers for Denocracy: D 115}

At Tor frt's Sake

Forster bolicves in "Art for Lrt's sake."  He cxplains:

v owork of art——uhaotever it may boe—is 2 scf-containcd
entity, with a 1ife of its ouwn imposed on it by ifs creator.

It hzs intornal order. It may have external form. That is
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how we recognise it."

(Two Cheers for Domocracy: pe 98)

Forster aspeaks of art while he is thinking of man, Like
= work of art, ovory individual is uniques Everyman has his own
life, He is not to be pressed into shape from cutside, collapsing
vhen the nould is removed, A man must be himseld at any price.

T'orster says:

"I would sovoner be a swimiring raot thon a sinking ghip,

(Two Cheers for Dpmccracy: p. 103)

For the rat 1= itsclf, oll rat, emheodying in however low a
formy the principle of life, while a sinking ship is only a piecc
of machinery which, morcover, has broken doun. Forster reflects
this idea while he is talldng of art. Fo says;

"4 work of art is unigque not because it is clever or noble
or besutiful or cnXfightened or original or sincere or
idcalistic or uselful of cducational — it may embody any of
those gqualities — but becauss it is the only material
phject in the wiiverse wvhich may possess int.rnal harmony,
211 the others have been pressed inte shape from outside,
and when thoir mold is removed they collapse®.

(Two Cheers for Democracy: pe 101)
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This faith is Iinked s2th Ferstor's trust in nature-—the ezrth,
and the natural instinets in man, Sy systom of rulcs aet up by
mar,” if 1t docs not conform with nature, is only the jreas that
shapes man from outside but will not save him from ccllapsing when
the mould is remcved. The idoa is synbolized by the fate of the

baby in therc ingzcls Fear to Tread: tekon away by force from dts

father, so that it -ay be meore carclully brought uwp, it merely dies.
Variety in man must be valwed as is originality in art. Forster

believes that nature is in man and 1t will take cerc of him. o

human Gestruction is more deppersus than that vhich derives frem

the hatred or contempt whicn a inan may fecl tovmrds nature in

hinself ar in otlers.

The Thallonge of Cur Time

Forster speaks of the "reconstruction” of eivilization because
ne fecls that it i3 menaced hy hesr progress Wnich he puts in nis own
words as "The Challenge of Cur Time',

Forster sdnires somoe virtues of the Victorians., Indeod he
regords himself as belenging to the fog end of VWiectorian liberalism

which practised

" es. honevolence and philanthrepy, was hunane and
intellectually curious, upheld frec speech, had little
colour prejudice, believed that individuals arc and should

L different, and cntertained a2 sincere faith in the progress
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of socicty, !

(o Choers for Domocracy: p. 69)

Forster regrets that the boliol in the principles and gqualitics
vhich L mdmires is gying out. Yo fools that this loss is a
challoenge to oar human racc, In fact a now ceconomy has changeg
to stne extont our way of livinp and thinkding. slthough essentially
man is g8 Aanrd and philanthropic as before he ssoms to feel less
inelined to let this srde of his nature pet, Cutsids his immediato
responsivilities he tends to be apatnetic and selfish, For those
whe arc pressed by the hardship of lif'e, it is pardonables, Tor scoe
une only drift inte the depencrated habit of their ovm will, Iorster
feele that their astion is menzoeing non's bettor side, He decidcs

that

1If ve arc to answer thoe Challonge of Cur Time successfully,
=i must manage to eombine the now cecnomy and the old morality,™

(Two Cheers for Democracy: p. 68)

4lso he puts his hope in individusls and not the mass, This
is becausc when men realizes that he is only onc tiny part of the
majority, he slackens in his efforts, If he fecls his own importance,
then the best in him:will be shovm,

Suicntists have done a great desl for the sodern world, They
furnish us with accommodations thot reosult in comfort and alsc

longer 1ife, a preator isundty to diseasc and danger. But little
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by little they have 124 us io be "practicl™ in the way that makes
ug fecl that such Yictorian virtuss are a merc waste of time, They
may havc saved our life buil they hpve harmed our soul, Therciore

Forster deoclares that

"le want him (a scicntist} to plan for our bodics, We do
not want him to plan for our wminds, and we cannct =zoocpt,
so far, his azsurance that he will not.®

(10 Cheurs Cor Denocracy: pa71)

gnzlish Frese between 1918 and 1939

In this essay forst.r guotes =& passage from Rose Hacanlay who
contrasts the two periods,  The ftwontics were a good, hopeful, peaco-
Fud and intellzctunlliy aurious decade,  They also had Froust and
James Joyce, two psychological newvelists., The next decade was more
eerious, less cultured, less zesthotie and more political. Commurists
and Fascists were nenacing the whola world,

Dut thore has newdy rison the psycholopical movesont which,
though it 1z 91d, had renadined hoeneath the surface for a long tine,
Shakespcear: himsclf was avare of the sub-conscicous, snd so were Znily
Brenté, Herman elville, and others.  This movencnt sisnifies that
man is boginning to urderstand himsclf better and to explore his
ovn contradictions, This is one of the greatest movements man has
made, The notion, derived from psycholosicel study, that a character

becones pood or evil in rolation to scoe other characters or to a
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altnation vwhlch nmey itsclf chanpc, makes uz more sympathctie to

our fellowebaings, It shows thot a "villain" is only a “sick person”
or a vickim of his own surroundings; and also it encourages the
hepe that din a different——a better — situation,the "villain' vdll
ba as good aE any of us,

Herz we are reminded of the idea of a "lost sheep" in Bhristianity,
and the word "pal" in Thai lenfuage which ariginally moans “young,
igmoront", Later "pal! is used io call a person who causes troutle
to others, The original meaning of the word dmplies that “a *bad’
men i§ imasture, or undcveloped,'

Tt necds o disillusiencd kindness teo rcacue a part of the
human race., The whele mankind wlll not be complotely happy i it
lets epe part rapained uncured, The sick one will later infcct the
good parts and the whole racce will collspse,

Forster foels that o writer's duty is most important to the
aociety and that a writcr cupht not to lead a forlern retreat.
Perhaps that is why we Coel that thoush he ioves only =cme characters
in hls novcls, Forster is kind te all of them. A man like Ronny

Heaslop (A Passapc to Indis) is not to be condemned but led to the

right spirit by the right understonding er at least by tolerance,
Henry ‘filcox {Howards Znd) 1s prescnted with a2 cheice, vi%h the
pnssibility af redaeming himgelf, If he doca net want the
redemption then nobedy can help hinm.  He is thereafter to live In
his unheppy, Qhmtic world, HMarparet and Helen anre protected by
their own disillugiomment againgt the selfsscking habits of the

Vilcoxes,
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Virgiria Shoolf,

Forster admires Vipginia Woolf for the intensity and the frecedon

in her vriting, for tho consideratien for scnsations which

"remindg us of the imvertance of sensation in an age which
practiges brutality and rocommends ideals,

{Two Cheers for Democracy: p. 2607

and alsc for her respect for mankdad

"twe are not so varicus or so ncan'; we have added to
the human heritage and reaffimed ~dsdom,

+ (wo Checrs for Doaocracy: pe 262}

is for intensgity in writing, Teorster himselF is ameng the best,
bore, I we rend him casually we are apt to miss much that he has

glaborately presented to ua, In & Passane to India,  Ronny cannct

understand that his mother has been talking about a native, because
she does not indicnte in her tone that it ia only a native she is
tallkding about,

Forster hapoens to adsire Virginia Woolf of the same virtues
he has, because Forster too rrites with intensity and ne less
frocdor,  Think of his attack on the Sacstaniong, Think of the

famous work— 4 Passare to Indis

Forstor says that Virginia Woolf is intuerested in scndations -—

she onjoys them.
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PS5he liked receiveing sensations - aight, sounds, tates,
-=-paasing them through the mind, whers they encountered
theories and memeries, and then bringing them out again,
through a pen, on to a bit of paper. Fow begen the higher
delights of authorship.”

{Two Cheers for Democracy: p» 252)

As she is deeply interested in sensgiions, Forster thinks
she is more a poet tham a movelist. Wer novels are different
from ordinary rnovels. Some people may feel that her novels are
more experiments than entertairments. That is perbaps one reason
her works are not very popular but classified as "high-brow"

writings. In Forster's opinion the problem with Virginia is

"She is a poet, who wants to write something as near to
a3 novel as poszible,"

(Two_Cheers for Dezocracy: Pe 259)

Forster thinks Virginia oolf has a high regard for intellect

despite her respect for sensstions, though she is rather bifter.

Hafter the sense, the intellect. 3She respected knowledge,
ghe believed in wisdom, Though she cowld not be called
an optimist, she had, very profoundly, the conviction that

mind is in action against matter, and is winning new foofholds
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in the void."

{Two Creers for Democracy: p. 260)

Virginia Woolf is aware of Raterialism as Di:bpnnent to her
creed, But Forster somehow doss not think that Virginia Woolf
has grasped the heart of things in spite of her wholé interest in the

ré€aiity beneath the surface.

"The idea that all store is like prass, and like all
flesh, may vonish in a twinkle, did not enter into her
comciousness, end indeed it will be some time befars it
" can be assimilated by literature.

{ Two Chegers for Democracy: p. 261 )

There are two points that Forster does not like in Virginia
Woolf's works-e—her lack of genmine sympathy and her fermrinism.

He says that

"yeeus and I do not thirk she was sympathetic., 3She could
be eharming to individuals, working class and ojherwise,
but it was her curicsity and her honesty that motivated
har™

(Two Cheers for Uemocracy: pDe 254)

Virginmia i‘oolf in Forster's idea can be seen from a character

in Howards End, Helen Schlegel. Helen is kind, friendly, honeat,
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and brave. Rut the sympathy she has for Leconard and his wife is
motivated by curiosity and honesty mors then the love for one's
fellow-beinga.

As for Virgiria Voelf's feminism, Forster thinks she is
misunderstanding women's natural cheraeterdsties for weekhness or
for social underprivilege, TForster says that Virginia %aolf 1s
not satisfied with the way of 1life. She wants to enter actively
irto other pales. She dces not realize that women have enough
to do in their present reles, and that if' they go on without

stopping

"before long women will be quite ms powerful for good

or for evil as men"

(Two Cheers for Democracy: P 263 )

Vie will realize what Forster means when we think of, again,
Helen Schlepel, The destruction she encourters erises from her
ovirn feiinism. Margaret Schlegel, to charm her man, has to act
more womenly™ than usual.

Forster nevertheleas praises Virginia "feolf for her contribution

t0 ®nglish litersture.

"Yirginia YWeolf got through an immense amount of werk,
she gave acutc pleasure in row ways, she pushed the light
of the English languape a little further apaingt darkmess.”

(T Cheers [or Democemcy: ©D. 265)
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