T0 GIVE BACK THE MARBLES

THOSE WHICH LORD ELGIN BSE-
CURED FOR ENGLAND.

ENGLAND'S TITLE ‘‘BASED ON WHAT
WAS YRACTICALLY AN AT OF
TREFI-—FREDERIC HARRIS.pi}’B CON-
TENTIOXN—BYRON’S ATTACK.

We are always glad to be able to agree with
r. Frederic Harrison, observes g writer in the
London Daily Telegraph, * and we heartlly in-
dorse his vigorous appeal, in the cnrrent num-
ber of the Nineteenth Century, to the British
publio to give back the Elginr marbles. They be-
long to Greece, for oar title is based on what
was practicslly an acté of theft; they are belng
injured by the I.ondon climate; and they lose
half thelr aignificanco and beauty when torn
from thelr architectural and soulptural context,
These are the chief grounds on which Mr. Har-
Tison bases his plea, and in our opinion they are
amply suflicient to justify the conclusion that
Wwe should restore to Athens the decorations ofa
building whnich, even when shorn of its noblest
ornaments, is still one of the wonders of the
world. Itis, howover, quite possibie w acquit
Lord Elgin of anything like vandalism and yet
to consider that the marbles which are connected
witk his name should now be sentbackto Acrop-
olis.

‘*\When he took them thess pricaeless examples
of the art of Greece were In possession of & race
whose creed encourages, if it does not actually
enjoin, thedestruction of every sculptured image
ot the human form. To thisday the first impulse
of a Mohammedan who has not been influenced
by Western ideas is, when he sees a marble stat-
ue, to break or deface it. Any likeness of a man
in stone is an idol which merits instant demoli-
tion. At the beginning of the century such fa-
naticism had full possession of the ordinary
Turk. and it was only by a sort of accident thsat
the frieze, the pediment, and the metopes of the
Parthenon were allowed to remain more or less
1niacl. At any moment an outburst of icono-
clastic zeal might have doomed the work of

Phidias to compiete destruction.
“ Byron, in summing up the history of the in-
juries done to the Temple of Athens, couples

Alarac aad Eigin a8 its chief enemies; but in
this bie was grossly unfair., The Scottish Am-
baszador canpot ba rightly blamed for not hav-
jui been able to foresee the regeneration of
Greece. For putting the Thesus and the
Pan:athenaie procession out of harm's way he
deserves the gratitnde of the whole civilized
world: and but for hin 1t i3 by no means im-

rohable that the marbles now in the British
Museuwmn would be mere masses o0f shapeless
gtone. And not only can the original despoiling
of the Parthenon be justified. A3 long as it was
uncertain whether the Greeks would be able
1o free themselves permanently from Turkish
rule. or prove themselves capable of founding
,» sgtiled pational governmeut, England was
dght in refusing to give back possessions so
procious as the Elgin marbles. We had become
frustees for the world of the noblast extant ex-
pmples of apcient sculpture, and we Were
bound not to resign our trustif there was any
feal that wpjury might resalt from such action.
It was necessary to obtain clear proof that the
G recks wore capable of safeguarding so great a
treasure before we abandoned our rights of
guardianship.

“ That proof has, however, been vounchsafed
for some years, and it is impossible any !onger
to doubt that the Hellenic people are as capable
of lvokineg atter the sculpture of the Parthenon
as any palon in the world. In one sense, in-
deed, they must be propouncod to he more ef-
ficieut protectors ithanourselves. Whereas only
a llmited pnumber of people in England—only
those, that I8, who are endowed with the artistic
or the antiguarian sense—appreciate the value
and importance of the works of Phidias, the
whole Greek Nation, learned and unlearned, rich
and poor, would regard them, were the custody
theirs, as the most precious of national posses-
sions. To put a test case. If London were in
itames, the people of England would give their
first thoughts to the raving of the Abbey and

ay only a secondary attention to the British

itseum.

** On tbhe other hand, the Greeks, under like
circumsiances, would concentrate every eflort
upon eaving theParthenonanditsstatoes. If the

Eigin mnrbles are brought back to the Acropo-

lis and vlaced in a museum close to the building
from which tbey were taken, they will gain,
rather than lose, as regards their safety. They
wiil become, as it were, a first, instead of a third
or tourth, charge upon a nation's attention.
Whatever else may perirh by aocident at Ath-
ens, it will not be the statuary of Phidias. And
as far as the safe custody of the marbles is con-
cerned, Athens is preferable to London. The
arcuments based on the risk of destruction,
which operated in the past to prevent the res-
toration to Greece of these marbles, oan no
longer beregarded as valid.

*1t remalns to be seen whether any other
reasons can be adduced against taking a step
which, @ priori, must be declared to be the onll-f'
one consistent with the rational honor. In pri-
vate life, if we were to carry off a beautiful
picture out of a neighhor’'s house beecansa the
owner was for the time unsgble to prevent its
destruction, we should restore it the moment
that altered circumstances made him once more
able 10 jook after his treasure. Is there any
ground for not acting on the same principle in
public life? It is urged by aome people that
london is & far more accessible place
than Athens, that many more artists can
eun,0y the marbles in Bloomsbury, and
that, therefore. in the interesta of the
w. rld at large, they ought not to be transferred
to the Acropolis. This line of argument 18 di-
rectly chalienged by DMr. Frederie Harrison,
who, with his usnal energy of phrase, denounces
as sopbistical the notion that ‘in London the
Bri stiudent of the world can study these price-
less works, while at Athens they would be
buried.” Athens, he argues, is now a far more
ceuntral arch®ological school than IL.ondon, and
the students would gain immensely °‘if the
orunaments of the Parthenon could be seen to-
gether, and beneath the shadow of the Parthe-
pon.” The latter part of this contention is, we
th:uk, of special force.

*“ At present the marbles lose greatly by their
comjlete dissociation from the spot where ‘a
glorious genlus and a wonderful people placed
thewn 2,000 years ago.” Bir Robert 8mirke’s
cold and gloomy galleries are terribly potent
non-conductors of sympathy, while the attic
sunlight and *the most pellucid air’ of Greece
would give to tte pomp and malesty of the
Panathenaic procession the very background,
moral and material, that belongs to 1t

** Yet enother ground for restoring what
Brron, in hia well-meant if intemperate out-
burst desecribed as the plunder of * the Pictish
Pceer must be noticed. 1t appears that in spite
of all the precautions exercizred by the learned
and vigilant statl of the British Museum, the
pinna=te or London, so fatal to all stoneworlk, is
becinning to take effect upon the marbles. 1t is
lmpossible, in any part of the metropolis, and
least of all in Bioomsbury. to keep an insidious
deposit of *blacks’ from forming upon and
eating into every surface which has not received
8 high polish. The Pentelic marble, which in
Grecce will stand for twenty centuries in the
open air, and yet show little or no w=ce of dis-
integration, quickly succumbs 10 the ravages of
our smoke-laden atmosphara.

**Atfter vnly eighty yoars or so 0of London the
statues and bas-reliefs from the Parthenonhave,
accordinzio Mr. Harrison, begun 1o show serious
signs of injury, and, uuless the process is ar-
rested, stili greater harm will bedone. Instead,
then, uf the marbles being specially safe in Lon-
don, they are expused to at least one capital
danger which would not be present at Athens.

Aud the restoration of the marbles wounld ve
England yet another title to the gratitude of the

Greck people. 1t was largely through English
Bid that Greece was enabled to throw off the
yoKke of the Turk, and throughout her history as
R mmodern European nation we have endeavored
to iact toward her in a friendly and helpful
gpirit. If wa were to restore the works of
Yuidias to Athens, the act would be not only a
gracerul and gratotul one 1n itself, but would be
recoguized as a formal noknowledgment that
G:rceece bad tuken her piace as an equal among
the civilized nations of Europe.

“VWe will only add. that if. as we believe they
will, the Britdsh Nation decides to send back the
E.zin marbles, we hope that the gift will not be
matred by any attempt to make s bargain with
+ha Greeks. What wae give we should give free-
1y aud as a matter of right and duty. The Ewug-
lisu Farliament, it is true, bought the marbles
fromm Lord Elgin, but that must not prevent our
restoring them gratuitously. And we must take
care that if the couniry and Parliament ee Lo
Testore the frieze of the Parthenon, the 8-
ury does not insist that the Hellenic people,
4f they want the statues, must send
to Bloomsbury and fetch them. The
marbles, packed in oases sufficiently buoyant to
float them—we do not want a repetition of the
d!saster which oveirtook Lord Llgin’s vessel—
should be placed in charge of one of her Majes-
ty's ships, and should by these means be con-
veyed to the Pireus. When the work of Phidias
is given back to Athens it must be by a formal
and impressive act of national courtesy, and
our public departments must not be allowed to
reunder the transactionridiculous by any pedantio
refussl to Hnd the necessary funds.”
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