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FRIEDRICH SCHLEGEL AND GOETHE,
1790-1802 :

A Broopy I8 Earny GERMAX ROMANTICISM.

INTRODUCTION,
. STATEMENT OF PROBLEMS.

Friedrich Sehlegel, youngest son of Johann Adolf Schlegel,
was born at Hannover on Merch 10, 1772, just three months
after Goethe had finished the fitst version of his first great
work, Qitz von Berfishingen, His literary career begins in
1764 with the publication of Von den Sehiulen der Glriechiachen
Poesie. At this time he is a8 0ld s Goethe was when writ-
ing the (fiz.

In the mesntime Goethe has written many great works,
passed through several euliural stages, been enriched by
varied experiences, and in the grent genernl aspects of his
character as also in the essentinls of his Wellanschauung
become a deweloped man. Life will deepen, knowledge widen
with the coming years, but the Ttalian jowrney (September 3,
1786—June 18, 1788), with its revolutionary inflnences, is
past, and twenty years(since November, 1776) of responsible
public service in grest little Weimar by the side of his
devoted friend, the Iluke, whom he loved and praised,’
have had their sedative influence nupon the stormy genius of
the pertod of Gtz and Werther, The unique literary friend-
ship with Schiller, who haa been at Weimar and Jena since
1787, is just beginning with the establishment of the Horen.

On the other hand Bchlegel is bat little beyond the first

! @ Whe. w Venetlan Epigrams, Fo. 85,
40



FRIEDRICH SCHLEGEL AND GOETHE. 41

» gladia of his intellectunl progress. He has scarcely begun
8 development which is to be conditioned to a remarkshle
degree by the great minds of the period and by certain great
thinkers and writers of the past, and will resalt in an almost
complete reversal of his attitude toward all problems of
literature, philosophy, and life. These great influences are
Plato, the Greek dramatists, the Platonizing Hemsterhuis,
Winckelmann, Herder, Kant, Fichte, Bchiller, and Goethe.
Personal relations will exist with the last three. The rela-
tive force of these influences will vary widely at different
stages of his progress. The Hellenizing inftuence is based
in a peneral way upon Winckelmann, but stands in the
closest relations to the dootrines and practice of the Weimar
classiciste, Kant'e eritical philosophy, supplemented by
Fichte and modified by Schiller, is 2 seoond powerful moment
and becomes more and more important toward the elose.
Guoethe’s works (this ean hardly be overemphasized) are infiu-
entinl from firet to lagt, They are the stmosphere in which
Behlegel a4 a Literary student breathes, They ave the conerete
examples of all possible literary excellence since the Greeks,
Their author is the acknowledged leader of Weimar culiure
when Weimar is the center of Glerman letters.  Bchlegel as
a literary aspirant knows no higher goal than the approval of
this genins whom he is soon to glorify with extravagant
daring as * Gott, Vater.”” !

Friedrich's attitnde townrd Goethe had, however, materially
changed before 1804, about which time many evidences of
the alteration exist, The lomst arbitrary date near this
period is naturally the dete of Schlegel’s departure for Paris,
the date of the final dispersion of the older Romantic school.
Since the earliest known sources of information comeerning
Friedrich? begin in 1791, we may select the year of student

\RDBr., Bd. 1, p. 3. * WSBr.
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£3 JOHN WILLIAM BOHOLL,

lifs at Gottingen in company with August Wilhelm as the
beginning of his development, The most important vears
of his activity are thus inelunded between 1790 and 1802,
These limits are further favored by the second great souree
of our knowledge of Friedrvich’s early carecr, Friedrich
Schlegels prosaische Jugendachriften, 1794-1502, edited by
Minor.

No complete statement of Friedrich Schlegel’s personal
and literary relations to (Goethe exists, Much work has
been done upon certain phases of the dependence, but even
here contribntions may be made. Statements have been made
recently that Guoethe learned mueh from the earlier romanti-
oists, but few definite evidences are produced in their support,
It hag eeemed advisable therefore lo collet infn one complele
gatement, 30 far @a possible, whal iz cerfainly Enoen of the
velufionsghip of Friedrich Schlegel o Goethe during the period
above fiwed,

b, RELATIONE 48 BEEN IN LATER LIFE.

Goethe published his correspondence with Sehiller in
1828-0, just as Friedrich’s unfortunate career was drawing
to its close. The severe judgments of Schiller upon the
character, sccomplishments, and pretensions of both Schle-
gels, with the contemporary assent of Goethe in all essential
points, were given to the public unaccompanied by the lenst
hint of Goethe’s own disapproval of their sharpness and
with no disavowal of hie own present belief in Schiller’s
correciness. August Wilhelm, mindful of hie outwardly
pleasant relationa with Goethe during those fruitful years
in Jena, was surprised and pained at such revelations. To
defend himself acd his brother against these criticisms an
edition of the Goethe-Behlegel correspondence was planned.
But it did not sppear, The surviving hrother vented his
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feelings, however, in print. = His attack appeared in Wendt's
Musenalmanach for 1832, issued in the fall of 1831. To
the shame of August Wilhelm, his harshest thrusts were
aimed at the dead friend Sohiller and not at Goethe.! Zelter
calls Goethe's attention to thesa « palligwiseripe” attacks
in a letter of Qetober 15, 1831, To this sircumstance we
owe the latest, completest, and most positive expression of
Goethe’s views of the charncter of the Schlegels and espe-
cially of his relations with them,?

This letter ia tao well known to need quotation, though

almost every line of it is important for our problem, The
relations of Goethe to the Schlegels, according to this direct
testimony, were (a) universal tolerance, not hearty favor, (¥)
the furtheting of that which he himself did not approve,
(¢) an effort to keep up a sort of social relation with them,
though (d) he etood outside of the romantic cirele and wonld
have been extinguished by them, but for his own solid
worth, aod (¢} he did not trouble himself about others while
following out his own designa  Schiller's hatred in justified
as right, and their accomplishment in all fields except the
oriental is diseredited,
- Buch statementa voundly deny any real sympathy with the
romantic doctrines and practises of the Schlegels and imply
& degree of artisiio and literury Isolation incompatible with
matual influence,

Thia letter cannot be credited to momentary bitterness at
August Wilhelm's attack on Sohiller in Wendt's Aimanach,
If bitternesa dictated it, it wns a seitled bitterness of &
quarter of & century, Many utierances of (oethe from
1804 until his death scem to show that the bitterness was &
part of the settled consistent judgment of all his riper yeara,

! BXen., Bd. i1, p. 28511
' QZBr., Bd. vi, pp. 815L and B18M. | Goethe ng Zelter, October 26,
183L



44 JOHN WILLIAM SCHOLL.

In a conversation with Bulpiz Boieserée, May 25, 1826,
he charges the Schlegels with dishonesty and sn evil influ-
ence upon free investipation.' In 1819, in conversation with
an anonymous person (F. A, Wolf?) he charges them with
sttempting to throttle him with friendly words, rob him of
himself, and make him other then himself; they were thue
his worst enemies,” Another conversation with Boisserée
shows that Goethe called Friedrich a ©Behelm ™ in spite of
all the artist’s defense of his fijend. Boisserée explained
this anguage as due to envy and pride of faint-hearted old
age, etc.® Beveral very important facts are omitted from
Boisserée's report, which would have given a key to Goethe’s
fall meaning. We do not learn what arguments were pre-
sented by Sulpiz in favor of Friedrich’s honesty, the truth
of which might be granted without ixivolving & denial of the
appearsnce of dishonesty, Ferhapa irony was urged, thst
unconacious accompaniment of a life withont inward funda-
mental coovictions, Wemust admit that Friedrich’s condwuct
toward Cloethe and his works had every appearsnce of
insincerity, if one asmmes in his character that fixity of
opinion which marks the ripened man. It was no forced
inference when Goethe concluded that the Schlegels had a
dishonest purpose in their praise of him. We should forther
like to know what statements of Goethe were considered
well-grounded and what were concordant with things which
muet be admitted. Thus we should be in condition to judge
whether the  chief point* rested merely upon personalities,
and plso to estimate the degres of justice in Sulpiz's refer-
enco of Goethe's words to motives of envy and pride. 'With-
out these further fasts we bave here simply & confirmation
of Qoethe’s usual attitude accompenied by an interpretation

*BGF., Bd. v, p. 280, No. 1038.
® [b4d., Bd. voo, p. 357, No. 1881
113, Bd. m, p. 14, May ¢, 1811



FRTEDRICH BCHLEGEL AND GOETHB, 45

equally liable to personal coloring, for the Boisserées were
loyal disciples of Friedrich, and Goethe had every oppor-
tanity to know the charaster and capacity of Schlegel at
first hand and as sccnrately as they.

Several years earlier we have 2 number of uiterances
which are in point. On May 17, 1808, Goethe is angry at
Bohlegel's imputation to him of Voltaire’s principles. This
is interpreted as an attempt to disoredit him while using his
name for financial advantage! To this perivd belongs aleo
the report of a convermtion by Falk in which the claims
of the Schlegels to literary dictatorship are satirically dis-
posed of Goethe 8 resigned to the prospective loss of his
imperial mantle, gince it does not Involve the loss of hia head
too, end expects to die in peace in his bed beside his beloved
Ilm.® Several days Intcr Goethe again attacked the literary
anarchy of Germany, this time *mit dreimal Lavetischer
Lauge™ and direcied a volley at Friedrich Schlegel ae the
self-styled Hercules of (terman literature.?

Goethe brought out an edition of his colleated works in -
1808. Friedrich reviewed them for the romantie organ, the
Heidelberger Johrbiicher. The former sworn eulogist of
Goethe could not break entirely with his past and appear in
his true attitude before the world while his former niterances
were so readily accessible, He could now no longer praise
with & full throat, so we have a carefully toned-down repeti-
tion of much that he had already ssid. Whoever compares
this performance with previcous reviews becomes ab once
aware of the whole wvasi change in personal relations.*
Goethe . could say complacently that he was content, he
understood how the review had been produced, but as an

1Ibid, Bd. 1, o 144 ; Bericht von Fil. Schopenhauer,
* Ihid., Bd. 11, p. 202 8., Mo, 357, April 18, 1808,

$ Fbid., Bd. 11, p. 208, No, 257b.
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