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A more roagsoned atback, "lir. datthew Arnold on the Aristocratie
Creed,” appeared in the Speetator. Dut even in this essay a good part
of the effeot depends on the caricature of iArnold as a "god~like
oritie,” who with his “grand style,” "lofty smile," "serene oyes,"
"mtately gten,” “compassionate air,® end "thoughtful condescension to
the weskness of humanity” is becoming @ worthy member of "this aristoe
eratic, osoteric, common<hord-compassionating school” to which his "hero®
Goothe belongee The eritic interprote Arnold es condemming Coleaso and
the Essayists "for the unpardonable orime of foreing on & collision
betwoen the esoteric philosophy of the learned and the eaotefic
doctrine whieh it ic wholesome for the multitude to'believe," of
“grying to break down the barrier between the twoe"27 fhe oritic,
ignoring ~rnold’s historical and psyohological dialectic, attributes to
him e belief in the eternal existence in society of two classes, the few
and the many, the learned and the uninstrueted, those who know the
truth end those who must receive knowledge only in such a form as the
feow think best for thems

The eritic thon atitacks this "aristooratic philosophy.” First he
cites Arnold's own authorities against him, particularly Kémn. Plato,
and Christ; all of whom, he said, showed in their lives or works a deep
hatred of esotericigu. I:x the next place the oritio points out that
this philosophy is a psyehological imposgibility for most normal mens

lier with the "fripid ertistic perceptions of such teachers es Goethe,"

27vp, Jatthew Lrnold on the Arigtooratic Creed," Spectator,
December 27’ 1833, De 1458,
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men who moroly play with ideasg, may be able to "reserve a mature
convictlions™ but for most men ideas are & means to asction, and are such
decp olements of the personelity thet they cannot be dotained in
"aristooratic seclusion in our own hearts without killing the very soul
within ues"28 pinally, the Spestator eritic esserte that unless one is
Cod hingelf there is the practical diffioulty of deoiding what truth is
best for the feow and whet for the many; the inoreasing sense of this
difficulty would result in greater and greater hesitancy in proclaiming
the truth and might finelly turn the few into reclining gods, oareless
of menkinds Thus though the oritio agrees with Arnold that Colenso's
boolk is “wvary imperfoot and even distorted,"2Y he eriticizes the
eritoria by which Arnold would condemm it and defends the right of

anyone to publigh his matured idezas on any subjeot.so

221bid., pe 1489,

291pid, 1In an eariler article the Spectator hed alroedy reviewed
Colensc very unfavorably. It found in Celonso's book a "whole undepr=
current of thought which soems to imply thet wihen once we have detected
bed erithmetic in the Pentateuch, we may entirely change our atiitude
of nind vowards tho nerrativow-cease to feel under any divine oblipga=
tions to ite history, and thenceforward, though we may piok and choose
from its text little bits of spiritual sentiment that we like or fanoy
better than the rest, as oasers in the desert, diswiss all idea of
studying (it) as a superstition which only thoss can afford who are
satisfied with every detail in the numeration,” "“Dr. Colensc on the
Arithmetie of the Fentateuch,” Spoctator, XXXV (Hovember 8, 1882), 125l.

80This article is interesting as conbaining a full portrait of the
literary porsonality which Arnold, thanks to his reviewers, was
developing. The charpes of Goethe worship and of inventing excuses for
not lending a hand in the world's work had alresdy been made in reviews
of Arnold's poemss Theoy will be made again and agein when the oritics
come to comment on Arnold's theories of "disinterested” oriticism and
Yeulture."
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Arnold wes plocsed with his essay on Colenso end Spinozadl ang,
after its publication, wes gratified to find thet it was attracting
"much notice" psriticulerly among the clergy, the class which he
espeoially wanibed to influence.Se Immediately upon reading the
oarliest of the attacks which the easay had inspired in the weekly
newgpapers, hils mind turmed %o writing anewers., He planned two
articles, one {or iacmillen's Yagazine "to remove the misrepresentation
of my dootrine ebout edifying the many” and the other for the Times,
the subject unotateds®® Ie completed the first article in time for the
Pebruery issue of jMsomillen, but did not finish the "Times Article"
until soring and wesg not able %o got it published until Decomber,

Stanley's book, Lectures on the Jewish Church, which wes published

aarll;.- in January, provided Arnold with exoellent material for clarifying
his doetrine about Yedifying the many.” The subjeot matter of Stanley's
book, 3iblioel history, was the same as that of Colenso's, but the aim
and troatment wore altogether differeni, Thus frnold had an opportunity
for making snother coatrast which would help him egbablish the method
proper to & writer on religion at the present time. Also, in being able
%o preise Stanley, Armold felt he could be positive and so establish a
balance which had been losbt in his previocus articles "y conscience a

little smoto me with having been, in my first articls, too purely

311.0??!’}". OPe eits; De 2086,
S21bide, pe 209,

SB1bid,




