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CHAPTER I
ARIQLD'S WGLICIOUS TICUGHT UP T0 1868

On sunday, Septombor 7, 1001, while on hic wodding journey, firnold
vigited ¢ho Carthusian monastory, the Grando Chartreuce at Dauphine,
Francee+ Lo intorproted his foolings ebout tho monagtery in tho poem
YStenzug fron the Orande Charivouse,” wihilch ho published four yeors
latore In this poem he recalls thet as he wanderod through the silont
courte, the chapel, the library, and the garden, he was £illed with
"oity and mournful awo,” o mixture of emotions such as an ancient
Grool:, broucht up in a gophigtiocated roligion, might have folt chaxcing
upon scie "fallen Ranic sbone® on his ravels in the loss oivilised
lorths In the rost of the poen Armold oxplores tho causes for tho
fageination which this ¥living tomb” of & dead religion had for him,
ronomboring thet “rigorous tcachers"™ had soized his youth and "purpged
hic faith,”

Wo do not Imow precigely at vhat age Amold oanp undor the
influonco of those "risorous beachors." s, Humphry Vard, the
deughtor of Armold’s brother Thomas, tells ue in her auboblography that
et (xfond Arnold and Thomas “digcovered" the llboraliszing writinge of
Goorge Sand, Dmorson, Goothe, and Cariylo, and “orihodox Chrisgtianily
no lonror ceemeod to thom the sure refuge that it had always been o

¢, Do Tinker and H. Fe Lowry, e Pootry of latthow Arnolds
4 Comentery (Yow Yorl Oxford University Preocs, 1920), De 240,
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tho sirons Yoachor (Ure Arnold) whio trainod thom es boys."®

Certainly by 1840, whon somg real indication of the develoumont of
Arvnoldts thinicing is evidont, he had alreandy lost his faith in Chrig=
tlanitye® During the noxt fow yoars vhai coneerned him mogh was the
ofoot this logs wes having on hig develommont as o pocts iis letiors
and early pocmg reveal thet skeptiocliom had destroyed for him the
intellectual unity which Chelstienity had provided for lifo=-ho was now
lofs without puidancoe=-and skepticisn had hed o bemumbing effact on his
enotions,

Amwpld had Lormed very early the exaltod ideas about the nature
and function of poobry whioh ho lator developed into his "oriticism
of lifo" thooryv, In 1862, writing to his closo L{riond Arthur Hugh
Clauph, ho osid that modern pootwy et become "a complete macister
vilagp as tho poetyy of the anclents did."% gSince the contont of poetry
iz life itaself, the proat poot must, £irst of all, be a “sage," a man
vho pees life sbeudily and goes it viwolo and who can, thereforo, mirror
1lifo truthfully and cormletoly in his workse 7Thus the first necessity
for theo would=be poot is o achieove for hiungolf what Lrmold will later

21pg, dmphry tard, A liziters Reocollectionsg (New Yoriss Harper
and Drothsrs, 1913). i, 15=1Co

Silan Harris, “ratthew Arnold, the Tinlmown Yoers,'™ liinotoenth
Contury, CXITI (April, 1053), 2569, Alan Harrdg reports that in 1046
Arnold "wmg alvoady so completoly ebove the battle” that the publie
cation of George BEliot's translation of Strauss's Leben Jesu “left
hin perfectly uninterested.”

4o Letbers of latthow Arnold %o Arthur Iugh Clouch, edited by
He Fo Iowny {fondons Umford University Fross, 1952), pe 124
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oall an "intelloctuel delivorance,"® an insight into the unity which
harmonizog e muliitude of feots that make up the complex spoctacle of
lifes Unloss a poot can formulate such o unity, he will be ovorcomo by
1life's "mmlbitudinousness,” with the result that his poosm will be
fragmentary or confusode®

Lrnold also recognized early in his poetic career that the quality
of & poct®s work doos not depend entiroly on his owm talents and
offortss If o poet is born into a unified age, into o society whose
thinking end aotivity is ordered by a religion or a philosophy, he hasg
his unity creatod for him, end he need only treat it poeticelly, If,
on tho other hand, a poet is born into a time of transition, when old
faiths aro being abtibacked and doubt is spreading emong the members of
hie socioty, thon tho poet is himgelf overtaken by doubt, feols his life
disorpanized, and so is unable to do eny good worl et all,

It was into guch an age of trangition that Armold felt himgelf to
havo beon borne e was weadering between two worldss his religion wea
gone, ancd the age could not provide him with e new faith, In his early
poame he lemented the passing of the unity of the age of faith and

expressed hope that a tew unity may some day develop. 3Iutb a few jyoars

BSec Imtthew Arnold, "On the lodern Element in Litorature,”
Esseys in Critioism, Third Series, edited by Z. J« O'Srien (Bostoms
Ball :‘ubl:.shin{; Coes 1010), DDe 86 £ ".:n:ls essay, Arnold?s inaugural
legoture es Frofessor of Foetry et Uxford, was first published in
Jaomillan's !agazine for Februvary, 1860,

Sinpublished Letters of latthew Arnold, edited by Arnold vhitridge
(Hlew liavea: Yale University Press, 19258), Ps 18, In 1853 Armold spoke
of his poems as being “fragmonts"; they "stagger weakly" end have no
Roongiatent maniu_ﬂ;."
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lator, he rouced himeolf and itried, through oritical activitys to
oroato for his apge a ourrent of thought out of which the new unity
night grows

The socond offoot wiich Arnold folt his loss of falth wmo heving
on hig pootic production wms 1o give his poems an emotional coloring
inappropriate to groat pootry. Croat pootry rofleots Tjoy," Yoherm,®
and “eniwation,” the onmotions proper Lo a men who, liko Sophocles,?
hag oriontod his lifes bubt Arnold's pooms, like hig 1ife, wore £illed
with melancholy, coldness, "fevor," and "lengour,” emotione reflecting
an uneottled stato of mind, In 1852 ho told Ulough thet his pooms have
fwoipht! but "little or no chamme"® But he doubtoed vhethor he would
“over have hoat and radiance encugh 4o picrco tho clouds that ave
magoed round mel." A fow montha later he couplained again to Cloughs
"I am papht Hhirty, and three parts iced overeemy pen, it scoms to mo,
is oven gtiffor and wore oramped then my feeling.*10

Tho following passage from Armold's notos summariszes hig roeocog=
nition of tho fundamental importance of reoligion in its intimato
comnechion with the emotional lifies ", » « fooling and the roligious
mood ere cbernelly the docpost being of man, the ground of all joy and

7Tin nis esoay “Cn tho Modern Element in Litoraturc," Arnold says
that the pootry of Sophocles reflectc "tho charm of that noble serenity
vihich always accompanics true insight." Egsays in Criticism, Third
dorics, pe G0e

Gm. OPe 01l%es De 132G,
S1via,
101hide, pe 120,
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greatnoss for hime"ll ien, in losing Christianity, will lose ‘tho
emotlons that have boon assooiated with its languapge, symbols, and
hisbory. Arncld fears thed this loss of content for tho emotionel
lifo will heve congequencss as gerious &s the loss of tho Christian
world views iants affective life will still Lo with him and will gtill
ingist on being satbisficd, bub the grest religious sourccs of this
satisfaction will hava been losts In Cherlotte Bronto's Villehbto
Arnold already ssos the effacts of this losss

Hles Bronte hos writton & hidoous undelightful convulsed cone
stricted novoly o o ¢ It 1 ono of the most uttorly disagrecabls
bookts I ovor roncdes ¢ o ¢ ONO is so entirselye=yhat largaret Fuller
was partiallyee-s firc without ailmonte~one of the most dlstressing
barren sights one con witnosse Religion or dovotion or whatover

it is o bo oalled may bo impoosible for puch poople now: but thoy
hevo at any rate not found a substitube for 1t and it_wes betler
for the world when they comforbted themsolves with itels

In & lottor to Clough, Arnold recommonds thet writors sticlk as long
a5 thoy can o thoir religion, supposodly ovon at tho oxpenso of the now
Imowledge, if thoy wigh 4o sugcoad ot the prosont time in deing serious
1itorary works

If ono loved vwhat was beaubiful and interosting in itsolf
passionatoly enough, one would produco what was exesllont withoudb
trouvbling onoself with religlouvs dogmes abt ells A5 it 15, wo are
waan only vhen dealing with those last=-and what is frigid is
always bade I would have othors=-most others stiock at the old
roligious dogmas boosuse I sinceroly foel thut this wmrmth is the
great blasging, and this frigidity the great curse=-and on tho old
relipious road they have obtill tho bost chance of getting tho one
and aveiding the othereld :

117hide, ppe B=10,
1235nicor and Lowry, ops olte, Pe 1324
81bide, pe 143.
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But Axmold olgo reslized thet rongon ic a poworful foreo and that
in an ape of reagon roligiocus feelins and tho entire affeotive life of
man suffor: "I omnmot conceal fron mysell tho objsction which roally
woundo and perplexss me from the roligious gide that the gervice of
rosgon is froosing to fooling, chilling to the roligious moods."1E
Howovor, 1t was Arnold's hopo thet somo dey roason might bo reconciled
with feoling and imegination, and man might oronte & succeasful unity
of thoso wws forocog whiech have beon antagonlctic for most of tho
world?s history. o will letor invent the phrasc ¥imaginative reason®
to dosoribo this ideoal reogonoiliations and in his prose religious
critioisn he will try $o prove thet tho roligion of the 3ible not only
"los reagen bud also has Ypowor and oharm for the hoart, mind, and
imagination off mane"10

Ag Mrmold studied the intelleotual and amotional effoots of the
loss of failh on himcelf, on his frionds,; and oun the more advanced
opirito of the apge, and eg hic boosmo convinoed, Uhrough personal
oxvorienco, of tho noocssiity of pregerving in hingelf as man and poet
fullness eof life and powor of fealing," ho boocamo an ulira=consorvative
with respect to roligious changee fiis congorvetisn and his hopo that
‘ost othors™ in this apo of trangitvion would stick 4o tho old relis ~
gioug rosd® ars roflected in his peoom YProgress,” published in

Impeodocles on itne, and Otwr foomse

Upinlor and lowry, ope olles 2s 270

15 agthew Arnold, Cod end the Sible (londons Smith, Eldor and Coe,
1875), pe :iide
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in this poen Arnold ofilers advice o modorn reovolutionaries, who
wvant “Go lay the old world low" so thet they can build the new world on
corpleotely now foundationse GSuch advanced liverals advooate making a
clean swoep of the old relipious faithe:

“Religious forvoursl ardour misappliodl

Houce, henoo," thoy ory, Ywyo do but loop man blind}

Sut Izopp him geli=immorged, preoccupiod,

And lame tho aotive nminde"
Arnold oan not epreo with thess iiboralse In reply ho oites an

istorical peralleol. Christ, tho great roforwer, two thousand years
afe caw ig diocizlos filled with revolutionary seoal for destroyinsz the
old law vwiilch haed boen kopt ss machanically by tho Soribos and
Fharigecss To allay this mistelton seal, Christ, in the Sérmon on the
Jount, peve His diseiplec an ingight into {the proper rolation between
tho now and Hhe old, and reainded thom that fio had not come o anmul
the old law but 4o geo that it is fullfilled more perfectly than it has
boen in the pastes -

Arnold, thom, lilko & modorn Chxiat, roninds tho modern revolution=
arios of the good that there is in tho religion whioh they are trying
Lo dn‘um:r withe Ouporstitlious eloments nipght have grown into their
old religion, but it had provided a denth of Lifc for the soule Uith
the loss of this religion, "tho fire within” might bo destroyed, and the
gsoul would then perish of the Yoold," Arnold sugrosts that this
deadcning of the omotionel 1ifo would beo a more pgrievous Uhing than a
contitued belief in tho superstitioc:ng of Chrilstianitye.

Ammold'os rocunmendation to the liberala is, then, tolerancss Cod
himgolf, frnold seys, 'hu.n boon tolerant of sll woligionsy for thelr




8
Youghings hoave boen similawr, and all have had a transforning and .
vivifying offoct on their belisvors, Thoir common mossage and moral
force Amold expleins in tho stanza:
Vihich [relipior] has nob Yaught woal wills how much thoy oan,
Vinich has not fallon on the dry heart like rein, :

tihich hes not oried to sunk, selfewecry mang
Thou mugt be born araing

Amold conoludoss YAll relipions have been a gource of confort and
oduention to momy all relipions have, in no inconsidorablo degrze,
helped men to thiniz eloar, focl doop, boar frult woll" =-tho idezl thad
God hinsolf dosires for mene With the phrasc "bear fruit well®™ we pass
to o funetion of roligion vhich Arnold has not, as yot, emphasizede Up
to now, Arnolé, worrled ebout his own developmont as 2 poot, had been
thinking of welipion zzri.—.x:\rii:,- in the context of the paychology of
erontive activitye lis letor esphagis will bo on tho function of
relipion as a guideo and stimmlua %o ripght conduote

liofore ologing thic survoy of Armoldts carlieat thinking sbout
relipgion, let ug planco ot hig firet oxtended treatuent of relipgion in
£ pross work.

Sonidos tho periodic reports on the comdition of tho Zritish
schools in hie districh, whioh Arnold made ap part of his duties wus
inspector of aschools, ho also mado « mumber of spocisl reporis, each
o rosult of a ocomuissioned investigabion of verious school systaems on

the Continonte The first of these reports, The Populer Iducstion of

France, was publiched in 188le In tho oourso of this roport he talos
iszue with the liberals, who, convinccd of the dosirability of the

corploto geperation of church and stato, havo boon advocatinug tho
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socularization of cducation in ¥ngland ond on the Continent, o sgou=
larization which hed alveady btalon pleco in imorica.

Arnold is not only azainst the gocular imoriecn schools, which
leave religion ont altogether, but he is alsc apgaingt the "religious®
bt "nentral” Dutch schools, which profoss to teach a Christianity freo
of the doctrines of eny partioular soote For a fow superior minds,
Arnold arpues, the teoohing of moral precopits may Lo a oivilizing
influenco; but for the masses roligion in the full sense=emorality
combinod with relipgious dootrine and sontimonte-is nocossary. Hws the
state in neglecting the tomohing of roligion would Lo neglecting a
"ropular imown machinery” which supplies & “roguler lmovn domend of
commen hunan naburee"io

In Frange he found a hardling of the religious problem in education
which poomed to fu.': mnost catisfactorys

The "monch syston is relipiousi not in the sense in vhich all

systong profess to bo more or less roligious, in inoculcating the

procepbsa of a certain universel and indicputable morality: it
inculoctes the doctrines of morality in the ounly way in which the

magses of manlking ever aduit them, in their commection with o

doobrines of roligions I beliove thet the French systonm is

Pighite o o o Joralifjy=-but dignifiocd, bub sublimed by being

teupht in connecotion with rolizious gontiment; but legemlised, bub

cmpowerod, by bolng taught in conmection with religious dogmime-
this is wvhat the Fronch s%/atm makes the indispensable bagis of
its primawry inctruction.t

But few modern sbotos are homogeneous in their roligions 2Arnold

agrees that "it would be well, unocucstlionably, if thore reignod

16imtthow Arnold, fhe Populer Iduoation of France (Iondona
Longmen, Croen, leongman, and Roberto, 10GL)s Pe 221e

17;‘_3_;;.‘ TPe 1&5=L5,
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averymicre one truly cetholic faith, ombracing all the faithful in a
oomraon bond,® but the "gpirlt of aseot” axlets and must be taken sscount
ofel8 imold does not hesitete %o plece tho ctate a8 e "higher reagon®
over relipgion:

% [iho state] deals with all [the roligiong), indeod as en

euthority, not as & partisans it donls with all loscor bodies

contained in itself as poosessing @ highor reason than any one

of them, (for if it has not this, vhat risht hes it to govern?)s

it ellows no one roliglous body to persocute another; it allows

norie to be irrational ot tho public gxpongo; it even rosorves o

iteols the right of judging what religicus differencos are vital

and important, and demand o soparsve osteblishmentel?

Arnold would have the ghate support publioc sohools for =ll the
important religious orgenizations which are "inourably separate® from
cuch othere IMrance, for examplo, recognizes throe such divisionase
Catholiciom, Protesbentism, and Judaism, and in its public schools
Fronch ingpectors impertially sce that all children loarn the doctrines
of thoir own religion.

In ¥he Populer Education of Franos Arnoldy entiolipates many ideas
ebout relisgion vhlch he will develop more fully leter ones He insicts
that roligion is a means for satisiying a bepsic necd of hwman natures
tierefors, he has s deep reverence for ecll religious forme and is a
fira belisver in the ghbate ssbablishment of religiones 5ut he is still
“ihe opostle of relipgious toleration in all directions,” arguing that
the similarities =wwong relijions are of far groster importance than

their differonccse HNe also makes the distinotion betwes: the reliplous

183hide, pe 146

197bide, TDe 220-214
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hoods of the "fow™ end tho "many,” a distinction vhioh will, a fow yeurs
lator, inveolve him in much controversys Finally, he snalyses relipgion
into its various eloments and finds tho esgonoo of religion to bo the
inculeation of morality by tho richness of its appeal o the amctional
1ifo of men,

In 18G8, coronting on The Fopular Iducabion of Irance, Arnold

gaid he doubbed that more than two hundrod poople had loolked into thet
voluroa20  Thewo wore vory fow reviews of the bool, and none, so far ag
e presont writer ocould discover, commented on Arnold’s ideas on
rolipious oducations &o The Fopular Iducation of France probably did
vory litile Uo publicize Arnold's idona on relipionas Howover, his
next exprossion of opinion mbout relipion, hig anti=Colonao essay "The

Bichop and the Fhilogophor,” publishoed in laomillan’s inpasing for

damuary, 10085, recoived & considorable anount of attention, and with i%

the dobate got wndeor waye

20uatthew Ammold, Sohools and Unlvorsitlos on ihe Dontinent
(Iondon: 'acmillen and (0e, 18665. Pe 2006




CEAPTER IX
ARIIDLD®S ATTACK OF TE RELIGIOUS LIDERA

In 1855 Armold mads tho following report on Yohmroh matiors"
his brothor Thomes, o had emigrated o Neow Zealand in 1347 %o
ostablish “some zind of pantigooraoy:

Ap Uo Church matiorse I think people it ponoral concern thole

solves locs with them then they did whon you left Inglaud,

Corteinly rolipion is not, to e2ll appearance at leagt, losing

ground hore: but ainco the great people of lewaants perty wont

over, the disputios among tho comparatively unimportant remaing

of thom do not oxeite much intercstel

In 15565 the religious world may have been guiet, but in the oarly
1800%s the calm was broken by a new controversy, which vms more bibter
than that over Tractarfianism and which suzrostod that a new roligioun
oricutation was beooming nocossary for tho Inglich peoplo.- It wms
inevitablo that Continental rationulism, ospocially Gowmean 3iblical
orditicion, should sooner or later liboralize tho thinking of somo of
the Imglish clorgy, and theti, fooling themselves in o false position,
they would bo lod Lo spoalk onte This io what happoned in the 1880%g,
Country parsons and olorgymon of an older generation, wmho, like

Thoobold Fontifex, hed nover doubbtod "the literal accuracy of any
oyllable in the Bible,"2 ligtoned scandalizod as tho 3ichop of latal,

Vg, fumphry Ward, A Urltors Fecollecotions (lew Yoris larpor and
Brothere, 1518), ps. Tle

2garmol Dutlor, The Vay of All Flogh (liow Yorks I, Pe Dutbon and
Company, 1911), p. 51l. Colonso guotes the following statomont from
Burgonts Inspiration and Intorpretation as representing "iho oreed of




3
the Doan of Viestminstor, and soveral eminent profossors of (mford
oxprossod publicly the uncasiness and dicsatisfaction which hed long
bean folt by a mumber of tho clorgy boocsuse of tho avparent inconcighe
onoy botweon the nowe=pnd o them true=ethoorics of seriptural ingpie
ration and the fommlarics of the Church of ingland t5 waich they had
to subacribe.

Contenporary ccoounts describe the offoet of the publication of
Zsguys and Heviews end of the works of Bighop Colenso and Dean, Stanley
in such words as "panie,” "Hwmli,” “ontery," and "storm." All clergy-
mon felt thenselvee forced to take sides, FPetitions wero cirounlated,
Torral donunciastions were made, end legal procedures were institubted
apainst some of tho liberals, Zgoays and Roviews had sold twenty
thiousand eopies by ‘ay 1, 1661, a year aftor its publication, and had
gone into eloven editions in two years.s The amount of pro and con
litorature inspived by Essays and Roviows and Colongo's The Iontatouch

and Bool: of Joghua Gritically Examined was tremendoug; the gtudent may

rouphly estimnte the oxbent of the discussion by roflorving o the

quartor surveys of the literaturo in ihe Hestminaber ievicw and to tho

wockly lisbs in tho Athenaoum.

the School in which I was educated™; "The Bible is none other than the
Voice of Iiinm that gittoth upon the Tharonol Every book of iteeovery
chapdor of ite==gvory voerse of ite=cvery word of ite--overy syllable of
itwmovery lotber of iteeis tho dircct utberance of' the liost iighl

John i, Colenso, The Pentatouch and Sook of dJoshua _..",'_r_itice.ll* Lxamined

(Londons Longman, Green, Longman, lRoboris, and Treen, l8U2=5), pe Ge

SEvolyn Abbott and lLowis Campboll, The Life and Lotitors of
Bonjamin Jowetbl, liehe  (Now Yorks Le Fe Dutton and Coes 1897), Pe 361
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411 digputants recogniszed thet tho presont wes & time of orisis
for the roligiovs life of Englande High and Low Churchmon, forgotting
for the time their differences over the doctrines of the Tracts and
forming now tha "orthodox party,” ergucd that the liberals with their
"horosies' wors undorining the faith of thousends of pious bolicvors.
The liberals justifiod their public appoal for chanzes in the Church of
inplend by ealling their offforts a fight for "Lruth® and the presor=
vetlion of Inpgland's roligious institubions. Benjanin Jowott, one of
the Essaylete, from the boginmning of his tutorghip at (=ford in 184§,
hed despised his fellow olorgymen for their "initolorance, ipgnorance,
nerrovmess and love of pious frands®s% he folt that tholy obshinacy in
rofuging %o rocopnize the regults of the German Criticism of the Bible
vaps meking educated peoplo lose respoct for them and for Christianitys
and his justification for his part in Essays ond Roviews wmg that
unless the Church gave up its doetrine of verbel ingpiration and its
baliof in tho Biblical myths in a fow years "there will bo no roliglon
in (xzford mmong intelloctusl young mone"® And Colenso argusd the
gano woys

I belicve thei there are not a fow among tho more highly cduocated

classos of sccicty in kngland, ané multitudes among the more

intollizent oporatives, wiwo are in danger of dArifting into

irrelipion and practical atheisn, under thls dim sense of the

ungoundnoss of the popular view {on vorbal ingpiration), combined

with a feoling of distrust of thelr gpiritual teachors, as if

‘these mugt be either ipnorent of foots, whioh to themselvos aro
na'l:en'h, or, at least, insensible to the diffionltics which those

41bide, pe 150

5Ibides pa 545
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facts involve, or olsc, being aware of thoir existence, and
focling thoir importance, are oousclously irmoring thome©

Iepally, the controversy rem;ltcd in a viotory fox thé liborals,
In 1862 two of tho Rasaylgte, Rowland Viilliams and Henry Hristow
Wilaon, wore tried for horosy bofore the Decn of iLrcheg, found gu.‘..].t‘:}.
and suspended from theiy offices, But the vordict vams roversed in

February, 1364 by the Judicial Committoo of the Privy Council consisting

of two bishops and three leymone This highost ecclosiastionl courd
mlod, though the 4twoe bichops rofused to support the werdiet, that the
Church of Ingland does not teoach ag official dopmn the doetrines of
vorbel inspiration of +the 5Bibley imputod rightecusness, and the
oternity of munishment for the wiclod, the donial of which ¥iilliama
and Jiloon had been accouseds Coleonsos; Loo, was tricd by an ecclogiw
agtical South African Courd and wao sugpended from his bisghoprios on
appoal to Ingland he wma reingtatcd by e higher court on tho grounds
that the South African Uourt had no jurisdiction over the disposition
of Church property. 4And finally, in 1060 a now and more liberal aahb
of gubsoription wma pagsed by l‘arliamx::‘a.

put the orthodox partios in the Church wors not placatod by those
dooigions, end ftheir leaders did whet thoy oould to bring tho liberals
into disreputo, A4An (scford Declaration of Falth, affiming belief in
verbal inspiration and oternity of punishment, was dravm up imnediatoly
eftor the final judgment on tho two Essayists and was signed by eleven

GColoneo, oDs 0ites De =Hvie
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thousand of tho twonty thoussnd clorzy of tho Churak of Inmgland,” In
Juno, L5376, Convocatilon condommoed synodically tho Essays and Reviews as
heregbtloal, Iighop Colenso, though ho had beon allowed to rosumo his
dutlos, suffored igolation, atinci, and Immiliation. o was rejooted

by the olerpy of his owa diccose, condamed by tho bishopa of the

Churen of Ingland and olixer churchos in her commmnion, censured by |
Convocetlion, and excormmnicated by hie letropolitan, who aleo ordained
anothor bighop for Netal Lo rule in opposition %o Colonso for the rost
of hig lifce

Thug within the Church the work of the liberalc had been strongly
condoiicde ut thoy succooded in making familiar ¥ tho groat body of
the mmglieh woading public cuvestions vhich: had hithorto been disoussod
almogt vholly by theclogiang, end wiich the lggtminstor Review in its
aquartorly sunnerios of liberal theological liteorature and such early

sountributions to inglich "digsoivent” litersture as Charles Homnoll's

inguiry Concorning the Orisin of Christianity, J. &. Froude's lemceig
of Iaiih, and e le Grog's Zag Grcod of Christondon hed failed to mako

populare The public wus how ready to study tho work of lay authore to

7Fa lorro Gornish, the inzlish Church in tho Minsteeonth Century
(Iondons aomillan and Gos, 10L0), Pe 202

S¢harles flennol's book, publighed in 1888, turned George Eldot from
an evangolicsl Christien intec a student of German Hiblical oriticism,
The inmodiato fruita of her study wero translations of Strauss®s Iifeo ol
Jogug {164¢) and Fouorbach's Lssenco of Christianity (1854)e Froude's
boolz, o novel dopicting a young mant's loss of faith in Christlaniiyy,
achiovad gsome notorleby by boing publicly burnt by ono of the tutors at
Gzford shortly aftor its publication in 1848, Ue Re Creg's boolk,
publiched in 1850, was a direct atiack on the dootrine of worbal inspie
ratlone In 1863 Greg will dofend Coleonse against Arnoldts atback,
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vhon the leedeorghip of the liberal movemont had pessed, such writors as
Huxloy, Sponcer, Lodky, Stophen, and Arnold himselfs

then. in Jamuary, 1863, Amald entored the great Victorien dobate
botwoen religious orthodoxy end llberalism with an article attacking
Bishop Coleonss and the Easayists, the initiecl end dramatic stage of the
controversy wos already more than two years old; but sevorzl referonces
to the controversy in Armold's lottors ahow that he wms intorested in it
long beforo he wrote his srticlos? In those lottors ho statos his
conviction that relipgion in Ingland muet “renew” itself, but wonders
vhether a olergyman has e righi to expross opinions contrary 4o tho
of tho Church in vhich ho hag boon ordained, Ho feols that the
doctrines of the Lsseye end RNeviows ere vory radicsl, if not actually
hovetical, but he half oxcuseos the dishonosty of tho olergimen by
masing that tho tiypiecl English manner is 4o "admit noveltios only
through the chammol of come old forme"10 But his chief roaction ia
roprot that the conbroversy hag onco more filled Oxford with “envies,
hatreds, ond jealousios,” cxomplifiod particularly by Goldwin Suithts
vicious atinek on an erticle which Stanloy had published in the

Edinburgsh Foview defonding, o somo oxtont, the publication of Issays

and Zoviews. frmold finds he is not dispoged %o aveid Oxford, convinced

93inoo soveral of his frionds woro ooncorned in the sontroversy,
it would have beon very curprising if Arnold had not been deeply
interesied in it., Tomplo, one of the Isseyists, was hoadmastor of
Fugby at this timo; Joweht had beon Armold's tutor at halliol; Stanley
was one of his fathor's favorito pupils, hia fathor's biogravher, and
one of fimold's boet friendos

10"'&13 letbors of Matthow Arnold do Arthus Huch Clough, edived by
e Lowty (londons OXEord UNAvOreily rrofs, 19052), Pe 102

——
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“that irritetions and onvyings are not only negatively injurious to
onefs spirit, like dullness, but pogitivoly and ao‘aiwly."u Thig s
written in ay, 186l. Ia the next two monthsg Arnold got 2 furthor
ingigh®t into the moral offecte of sontroversy cs ho studied & 1ittle
bool: Ly Froncis We Newnan and an article in the Seturda: E‘.-o_v_g._a_g‘la

~=amenitiocs" inspired by somo rather viveoious romarks which, in
locturing on lomsyr at Oxford, he had made on the Homeric tranglations of
flevnan and cortain other schiolerss 1In #pito of this growing sense of
the futility of controversy, which he exprossed privetoly in those
lotters and publicly in Movember in tho first fow peragrapac of his last
lecturo on liomor, Arnold kapt up-lo=date on.tho relipioua controvorsy
and, aiber the publication of Colenso's boolk, was finelly led 4o write
a contribution hingolfa

frnold must have road Colonso's book immodiaboely efteor its publie

eation at tho ond of Uclober, 18062, Lfor ho is already conmenting on it
in 2 lettar of lovormbor 19, and indicating that tho idez for an artiocle
on the worxlks of Colonso end the Egsayists i1s in his mind, e is going

to condemn the publicatlion of these works, feoling that their offect

Li1mide, pe 1676

127rancio e Yewesan, Homeric Iranslution in Thoory and Fraotilss

(Londons Villiams and orga't:e, 1861}, iomerio Tranclators and
Critics," Seturday Review, XII (July 27, 186l), 95, lHewman acoused .
Aynold of 1nw=l'hinr- him peraouslly end deliberately misropresenting his
thooriocz on I'onorﬂ.o trangletions The Sabturdey Roview articic was among
ﬂm £ivet b0 oribicizo Arnoldls "wvivecities,” for urich ho folt he had
to apologize in his last Homor leoture and lator, more elaborately, in
the preface to Egsays in i Uritioisme Tho artiole vmr also among the
fira‘- %o sdmonish Armold for his "golf-coucuit,” for his “auﬁwri-htlve.
oracular® tono,.
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will be injurious o tho religious life of Imgland. Ho states that he
intends to uwse as ais chief rhotorical dovice a ocontrast bobween
"Colenso and Cne?s jejune end tochnical manner of dealing with 3iblical
controvorsy” and the method of Spinoza in the Trasctatus Theolozicow
Politicus "with a view of showing how, the heresy on both sides being
equal, Spinoze broaches his in that edifying and plous spirit by which
Colongo =nd tho English Esaaylsts, from their narromess and wunh of
povior, move then from any other osugo, 6o not,” lia addg, "1 lmow
Gplnoze's works very woll, and I shall be glad of an opportuniiy of thus
denling with theme"28 Lwnold hed been intorestod in Spinoza for o long

tinol.e  lowover, in ihe ossay "The Bishop end the Fhilosopher," whiich

irmeld Fublished in Laomillan's Masazine for January, 1863, the condeme
aetlon of Colenss end the Lpsayists recoives the chiof ouphasis, and it
ig viot watil 1862, when in tho gecond edition of the Essays in Critioism
this essey ifa reprinted stripped of tho Colongo mrterial and combined
with "4 Torls More about Spinoza,® that Amold invitos the ronder to
stody the views of tpinoza withoulb the distrastion of the Colenso
controvorsys

Arnold opens "The Bighop end tho Philosophor' with a very fomal
shabomont of the principles and distinotions which he will uze %o
condeim Colensc and the Essaylsts, The funotion of literary oritioism,

Arnpold statos dogmutienlly, ie to guido the development of humen

810wy, ope Sites Pe 2046

84hid,, pe 117 Armold's first meation of Spinoza ic a lotler o
Clough of Gotobor 23, 1850, He speoaks of tho Ypositive and wivifying
atmosphare of Spinose.”
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olvilization., 3Since all literary works influence nivilizetion for good
or ill, onc of the functious of the litorary cribic iz o zoleot for
praise and commont those works which will advance eivilization snd
condemm thoso which will uots About tho direoction of this advance
frmold iz also dogmatics The "oiwilising” of an individusl consists
Lirgt in "humenizing” him by forming his moral charccter-=by "edifying®
him throupgh an mppeel to his hoert and Jmaginationw-and then in raising
him o higher stapges of culture by doweloping his intolleot, Contome
porary mman sosiety consistc of & greet nmumber of individusls on all
levels of oulture; but tho average culbural lowsl, certainly of English
sooioty, is glill veory lowe Those individuals who are ready for
furthor intollectual cultivation are the "fow" and those who still noed
Mrthor edification arse the "many." A religious work, then, may be
written for odificntion or enlightenment, for tho many or for the fow,
or for o sombination of these purposes. Arnold emphasizos the diffi-
culticc of a writer ou religious subjocts who seeks to reoconstruct the
intelleoctual elomont in tho religion of any agce This writer will
noogssarily hove to bo partly negative in his oritioign, will hawve %o
dostroy soma of the chorished religious beliefs of the agve Yot to be
woroly nezotive and thus run the risk of upsotting tho moral life is
indefensible; the moral develgpmont of & soaloty, being the gine gua non
of progress, imst be preserved oven at the cost of "truth® in the
intelloctual 1life, Y014 moral idoae leaven and humenise the mmlbitudes
now inbellectuel ideas Tilter slowly down to thom from the thinking few;

and only wron they romch thom in ithis mauner do they adjust themsclves
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Yo their prectice without convulaing it."150 Mo relipious writor rmgh
bo a person of infinito tact and mugt Imow intimatoly the oultural
lovel of his roadors co that ho will be able to adjust tho conteont and
mothod of hic worlt o that lovel end load his reoedora cecaily and natu=
rally to highor stages of culires Tho oritic of a religlous wwiter
et ool Does his works odify or ingtruct? I it porforms eoither or
both of these funcbions, it is Lo Le praiseds If 4% porforms neither,
it has no memson for oxistonce, and litorary oriticism is bound “if the
bool: hes notoriety enough to pgive it imporbtence, to pass csnsure on
itlTC

Arnold condemiis Colongo becauge o doos little or nothing %o
advanas tho culbture of imgland or Europo, ilis criticisn is chiofly

vositive sugpoctions are ludicrcusly inadeoguato. o doss

nogalbive; his
1ittlo or nothing for tlicso of his readeors who belong to the higher
culiure of Turopce These rcadors are bored by his boolp thoir culture
ig not wdvanced beosuge the hHishops messapoe-hic nogetive oritician of
tho BDiblo=-is nows sevoral gonorations olds Thoge who now soelz 4o
enlighton the loarmied fow in tho field of religious spooulation mat
answor quoctions suoh ag thages

ihat thent vhat follows frem all this? Vhat change is iy, if

true, to produce in tha rolations of manlkind to the Ghwictian

religion? If tho old theory of Scripture Incplration is to bo

abandoned, vhat place is tho Biblo henceforth to hold among books?
vhet do the new Chrlotisnity to be lilke? low are govormmouts to

B nithew Arnold, "The iBishop and the Fhilogophor,” lacmillants
Jaraznine, VII (Jummary, 1063); pe 245,

1C1hid., ve 262,
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doel with national Churchos fou".dod to pmaintain a very difforent
conception of Chrisbianity?l?

Thoso questions Colenss, according 'to Arnold, "mover Youchos with one
of his fingors," and so hic work fails es a coniwibution to tho
intelloctual life of Burope,

The Dighop's other readers will be tho many whose prosent cultural
nacde are ethioal, !'iis book, self-confessodly, falls ¥o edily the
uningtruoted; furthorors, his nogative oritioign of the Soriptures and
his attompt 4o ovorthrouw the theory of vorbal ingpiration by poinbing
out numorcus arithmotionl contradiotions and imposcibilities in the
Pentateush may turn tho magsos avmy from tho Hible, uand go astuelly haym
their cultural advenco, Colonso roalises this posceibilidy, and Arnold
bocanes soverely ironlenl over the edeoguumoy of his offorts bo provide
spiritusl congolation for tho Yeimple everday Iuglishman,™ whogse faith
in the 2ible ho has degtroyed Ly hiz "rulceof=throe simg," and te vhon
ho can offer nothing botitor in retura than *hies owm Comontary on the
fomens, o chepteors of lxodus, & fragasnt of Cicoro, & rovolation to
the Sivh Cooroos, and an inveoation of Ham."18

Thus Colongote beolk faile o bo positive, oither for thoe fow or the
many, and Aynold can say thet he doss not oriticize so much what tho
Bighop has done, bul that he has not beon eble to do morce

Arnold condemmis most of the work of the Lssayistc on tho camo

prounds. Also, ho finds somw of the ossays objeotionable beomuigs of

17_121_(];.. De E&Ge
181hid,., ps 2456
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their wnodifying impudent tones Only the essey by lark Patiison,
"Tondencice of Nelipiouns Thought in Ingland, 1638-1750," and tho escay
by Joweltt, ¥On tho Interprotation of Seripture,” doserve praise, the
Pirot booause it is the only one of the essays that offers to educated
furepo now information, and thy second because it is writion with
fanetion,™ e quality "wiiich commnicates to all works whore it is
presont an indefineble charm, and vhich ic alwayg, for tho higher gord
of minds, odifyingl"id

Arnold then contrasts the wori: of the English religious liborals

with Spinosa’s Trastatus Theolosico=Polibicug to point out “how freo

relipions apcenlation mey bo conducted so no o be informing to the
mich=Iingtructed, oven thouzh it be not cdifiying to the little-~ine
structods"20 3y an oxtonded swemry of the teachings of this work,
Arnold ghows how Spinoza, with power and ingight, trios to anscwor tho
quection "hat thon? and so intorests the higheat oulture of Euronecs
Arnold further urpes that Spinoga is not only instruotive, he is also
edifyineg, His woriz, thourh nol possessing unotion, reflects "a saored
solermity,® which dorives fros the purdty of his life, a lifo in the
wand atyle, and melkes all his writings doopl;y‘l edifying. The Tractaius,
then, combining enlighbenment and edification, far gurpassos the “woal
trifling” of the Inglisch oritics of orthodox Chyristlanity.

Such were tho arguments Awmold uged %o condenm Colenso and the

Booayicts, None of them wore newe A4All of them had beon used many timos

1011hid., pe 254
2DIbid-. Pe 22Gs




24

in tho now~two=yoar~old controversye Tho Satundey Review, commenting on
Egoays and DNeviows, pointed out thet Tevery dooply read man,” oven in
England, mat have been fomilior with this moterial for many years pasty
Spinosa had digougsod the question of Biblical inspiration two hundred
vears age, snd in ingland Coleridpa had gone ovor the pume sround.2l
Stenley, in his roviow of the controversy over Lagays and Reviows, used
the argument of "nothing now” not to blame the Essayiste but Lo exoulsate
then; he quotes ominent churchuon of the pact Lifty yeers to show that
all the principles and oven tho vory words of the EZssaylist have been
ugod by students in thoology for a long $imo.22 Lven minor points in
Arioldts artiole, such as hig criticisa of the tone of somo of the
Sesayists and his Laputation of dighonesty to oclerpymen viw publiech
views contrary o thoso of the ghrch in which they heve been ordained,
had beon anticipatods

Though Arnoldtls arpunents were not new, his osgay ingtantly
atiracted notlce and caused considerablo critioal aamesnt, bocoming thus
the coutor of a controversy within tho larper controversy. Tho ogsay

may not have boeon noticed ah ell in the frogeforeall £ight that was

2ligsavs and Heviews,” Saturdoy Zeview, XI (lazch 2, 1861), 211,

22%uggavs and Roviews,” Ndinburch Neviow, CHIII (Aprdl, 1861),
£70-05, Stemloyis arbiole hes many pereilols to Giat of Arnolde Lilo
Arnold, he points out thet only Fattison's essay contains any now
information; ho praises Joweott for his improcsivo, lofiy tones he
conderne 7illiams for his £lippant and contempiuous tones and then
lavients tho loss of Letin as a loarned languago in vhich unorthodox
rolipgious speoulation might first bo preseuted to the epatolerly world.
But unlilke Arnold, dtanley dovotes ten pagpes of his articie to a
dofonse of a alergyman’s right to froe inguiry and o s publication of
hig viowse
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going on except for the ponuine originelity of Arnold's positione-his
agrooment with the conclusions of the liberals and hiz ingistonoco, at
the swme ime, that thoss conolugions should not have beon publichods
Yoot of the oritios who agreed with tho conclusions of the liberals
proised them for their courage, honesty, end love of truths thosge
eritios who dicagreod with their conclueionz atimeked the liborals for
ceusing seandel to the roligious Llifo of Inglend. But here was Arnold
ingisting thet the conoclusionsg of tho liberals, oven though geionbtife
iloally true, chould sotually bo kept from the multitude, unless these
gonclugions should be presentsd odifylngly, that is, without disturbing
the moral, religious life of the peoples .Lrncid?s incufficiont
olaboration of this saving gualifiocation end the tone of tho lenguage
hat he usod about the "fow" and the "many" mado him soom o say that -
he; as ho himgelf put it, had "propoged to throw a false religion as a
sop bo tha z.'.ultituda.“w The irritating tomo of suporiority and coue
doscensgion was creetod by tho dogaantion of the first few pages, in which
Arnold sebs up the prineiples by which literary oritloism is to "ery"
the liborals; by his atbaock on the Times, which now praigses the "publio®
as “$ho orpgsn of ell truths® by his quoting (end, as como of his oritios
pointed out, misintorpreting) the wornis of e proup of authoritiog=-
Pindar, Spinoze, iHowman, Plato, end Christe=-to prove his contention that
imowilede can be atirined only by the few and is never the possession of
the many; by his vory lofty attitudo towards the ros ivs of the work of
that "excellent arithmoetioian” Colensos and by his roferrin; contompe

2550owry, ope Oites De 208
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tuously to ihe many as "the undisoiplined, ignorant, pacsionate,
captious mmltitude,"24

o Saturday lovicw supported, with roservations, Arnold's views
on the fow and the menye®® Dut those views wero vory offonsivs to tho
Zzaminer and tho Spootator, both of whioh published oritieisms of "The
Blghop snd tho Fhilosophor®™ in Jamuery, and to the Vestninsbor Sovilow,
viiioh wus not able to comment on the eseay until its April icouee

Tho Zxaminer, in three consccutive weelitly issues irmediately aftor
the aspecrance of "ihe Bichop and the Philosopher,” rebulad Arnold both
aditorielly and through its correspondont "Anbi=Eaoborious.® For
ettompting o "mmsslo® tho clorpy, Arnold is onlled a 4raitor 4o tho
laity; and his “jeguitical dootrine® is summarized ag a boliof that
truth lo for a "goleeh olrele of gogmosoendi, and that tho wulgar are
1no% to be disturbed in possession of conveniont ficiions tending to tho

support of an irrational faith,*26

, %mo Dighop mnd the Fhilosopher,” lnemillan'c lsresiue, VII
\January, 12863), 25Gs

~

80tme Dducated Fow," Saturdey Review, XV (Jamuery 17, 1863),
71=72, Though tho roviewer defonds jancld's fowemany distinotion, he
points oud Ghat at first sipght it might soem arrvcpant and inguliings
nor, ho addg, "ig Aruold a writer who is at rmck paino to avert or
mitigate this indignation.”

2ingme Bichop and ‘tho Frofessor,” ixaminor, Jamuary 17, 1805,
Pe SUa Tho Imamincy had published article aftor arliolo on itho Coleuso
scotroversy, attacking any sugrostion that the {reedon of clergymen to
gpoalk the truth ca they ceo it should be restricteds The articles on
Arnocld sppoared in the Jamuary 10, Jamvary 17, and Jauuary 24 issues.
Those articlos secu scorcoly more iwmportant than nost letlers o the
oditor; wot Ammold Gook them seriously, and Wiy account for a good
1;.1'!; oi‘“'bha aerpument in his "Dre Stanley's lestures oo the Jowigh

urciie
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A mors roagonod atiack, “lir. fabtthew Arnold on the Arigtocratic

Creed,” eppeared in the Speotatore Dut oven in this ossay a good part
of tho effect doponds on the caricature of Arnold as e “god-lilo |
oritic,” vho with his Ygrand stylo," “lofty smile,” "sorone cyes,” |
"atatoly ston,” “compacsionato alr,® and "thoughtful condagoeusion U0
the woalmegs of humanily™ ic beocoming o worihy mowber of "this aristoe
cratic, osoloric, commonehordw-corpassionating school®™ 4o which his "heoxo®
Gootho beolouggs Tho eritio interprots Arnold as condenming Coloaso and
the Eessayists “for ihe unpardonable orime of foroing on & collision
betwoen the esoterio philosophy of the learned and the eaoto_lfie
doctrine which it ic vholesome for tho multitude to'boliove,” of
“ryiug o break down tho barrior bebweon the tw0e"27  Tho oritic,
ignoring frnold's historical and psychologiocal dialectic, attributes to
him o belief in the oternal eoxistence in socicty of two olasses, the few
and the many, the learned ond the uninetruected, those who Imow the
truth end those who mugt recoive Inowledpe only in such a form es the
fow think best for them,
“he eritic thon atimcks this "aristooratic philogophye” First ho
cites Armold?s owm authoritiss againgt hin, particularly ifévmn. Flato,
and Chrisgt; all of wiwom, he said, showed in their lives or works a deep
hatred of epobericigile Ia;i the next plzoe tho eritio pointo out that
this philosophy is a psychologicel impossibility for most normal metis
ton with the "fripid ertistic perceptions of suoh toachers wus Goetho,"

27up, abthow Arnold on the Arictoeratic Creed," 3Spectator,
December 27, L3062, pe 1430,
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mon who moroly play with ideas, may bo ablc to "reservo a mature
conviction;® but for most men ideas earc & mecns to asction, and ere such
decp olemonts of the personality that they canmnot Le dotained in
"aristocratic acclusion in our own hoarts without killing the vory soul
within wea"28  pinally, the Speotator oritic asserte that unless ono is
God himself thore ic the proctical difficulty of deoidinz wiat truth is
boet for the fow and whet for the many; the inoronsing gense of this
difficulty would result in greabter and grector hesitancy in prooclaining
the truth and might finelly ‘urn the fow into reclining pods, oareless
of manltinds fThus though tho oritic agroes with Arnold that Colonso's
boolk iz “very imperfoct and oven distortod,"?? he oriticizes the
eritoria by whiich Arnold would condemm it and defends the right of

emyone o publigh hic maturod ide=s on any aubjeot-so

291hid, In an oarlier article the Spectator hed slroady roviowod
Colensc very unfavorablys It found in Colouso?s book a "Shole undore
cuiront of thought which goons %o imply that when onco we have detoctad
bed erithumedic in the Pentatouch, wo mey extircly chaupe ouwr attitude
of mind Yowerds tho nerrativow-~ceassc o feol under any divine oblipga=
tiona €o its higtory, and thencoforsard, though wo nay piok and choogo
from i%s toxt 1littlo bits of spiritual sentimont thot we like or fanoy
better than the rest, as oases in the desert, dismigs all idoa off
studying (i%) as a superstition which only thoss can afford who are
aatisficd with overy dobtail in ths numoresion,” “Dr. Colonso on the
Arithrmobio of the Fenbateuch,"” Spoctator, MMV (Wovembor 3, 1882), 1251,

S07his article is intoresting ss conbaining e full portrait of the
literary porsonality which fArnold, thanks to his roviewers, was
developinz. The charges of Goothe worship and of invenbing excuses for
not londing a hend in the world's worl: had elrexdy been made in reviows
of Arnold?s poomoe Thoy will be made again and agein whon tho oritics
oono o comment on Arnoldls theorieos of “dipintorestod" oritiocisn and
‘cultures”
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Arnold wen plospod with his ossay on Colenso and SpinozaSl ang,
eftor its publioation, was gratified to find that it was abiracting
"much noties” particulerly among the olorgy, the class which he
espescially woanised to influsnce., e Immediately upon roading tho
oarlicst of tha abtacks which tho essay had inspirod in the weookly
nouspapers, his mind tumed Go writing aneworg. He planued two
ariiclos, cne for [lacomillan's Yagaszine "o remove tho misrepresontation
of my dootrine ebout edifying the many” and the other for the Times,
the subjech unotabeds®® Ie completod the first article in timo for the
Fobruery issue of Moomillen, but did not finish the "Times Artiolo"

until soring and wesg not eblo %o get 1t published until Decomber,

Stanley's bool, Lectures on the Jewish Church; which wea published
oar.l;r in Jonuvary, provided Arnold with excollont materisl for clarifying
his dootrine nbout Yodifying the many.” The subjeot matior of Stanley's
boolz, 3iblicel hictory, was the same as that of Coleonso's, but the aim
and, troatment wore altogethor differont, Thus frnold had an opportunity
for makings another contrast which would holp him egbablish the methed
proper to & writor on religion at ths present Vime. Alsco, in boing able
to praise Stanley, Arnold folt hie could be positive and so establish a
belance which had boon logb in his previous article:s ™.y consciencs a

little gmoto me with heving been, in my first articls, too purely

311ggm‘;. Ope ity Pe 206s
S23bide, Pe 2096
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negative and intellicotual on guch £ gubjoot."54

Stanley had quite solf=conscioucly writton ia the spirit for which
Arnold was %o praiso his booke Ho had also made in his own mind the
contraat that Aynold was to melke between hig bool: and Colenso's
Fenbotouch, vhen in Augush, 1862, Stanley paged through the proofs of
Colenco’s beok, he wns vory mmch disturbed and.urged Colonso "to write
1% more like a defonce, and less like sn attack,'S0 In o murker of
lettors which he wrote to Colonso immodiately aftor the publication of
the boolr in October, Stanley further expresced hia dissabisfaction:

» » o L rogard the vlicle plan of your book as o mistake, Ry

objoct for Gwonty yoers, and iy objoot in xy forthcoming boolk, is

to drow forith the inestimable treasures of the 0ld Tostement, both

histoyieally, moogrsphionlly, morally, and spiritually. To fix

the .,ub}.m attonticn on tho more deflocts of shructhure and detall

igp, o 1y mind, o load off the public mind on a false scont and

to a f!lue igsugeoe
Stanloy tells Colongo that his resoarches ird'.o the arithmotic of the
Bible coom Yof an importance so secocndary to that of = just appreciation
of tho 0ld Tectamont itsolf, that I caxmot think the gzood of their
publication at all conmensurateo with the emount of slerm and missppre=
hengion which Hiey produoco,”S?

In his article "Dr. Stenloy's Lectures on the Jowigh Church,®

published in the February issue of lmomillan's lapaping, Arunold praises

HIbide, Pe 211,

SBRovland Ee Prothero, Lifo snd Corraq_p__ndence of Arthur Penrhym
Stanloy {few York: Charlca Soribhoris Sons, 109&), 1I, 100e

SCibides ppe 103-Ls
37Ib1ﬂ.. De 104,
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Stanloy and blomop Colonse in mach tho same tormae. IHowever, Arnold's
praige of Stanley is incidental %o his main purpozo==that of defending,
againgt tho atiacks of his oritics, tho eriterla whioh ho had uged in

"Tho Bishop and tho Philosopher® %o judgoe the worl of Colenco snd the

Fasayictas Armold begins tho ogsay with tho statonont thet he had been
"reproached” for two things: for “denying 4o an honost clergyman freodon
to spoals tho btruth,” and for wishing to msko relipgious truth *the
proporty of an aristocratic fow, while to the maltitude ic throwm the
gop of any convonient Liction.“S0 Ieo defonds himgelf in the ensay by
olarilying his disbinebion botween the intelloctual and roligious lives,
end olaboroting on the propor rolationship betwoen tho twoe

The intollectual 1ifc consisto of “an otornal geries of intclloce
teal aots,” in vhich all subjoobs, ineluding religion, are treatod
with the utwost Treedon, Phe valve to civilization of tho intellectual
1ifc ig tromendovg, for those vhio lead it are working in the “laberatory
thorein are feshioned {ho new intolloctual idoma whiloh, from time Lo
tino, bale their place in the world,"S9 Thopo wio can follow the
intelleotual 1ifs are thoe “fow,” tho born thinkers, a Farmenides, a
Spinoza, a llopol, ¢ half a dozon glftod poople in cach gonoration.
Twsg, by regiricting the memborship of this olass so soverely, Arnold
talroe a groat deal of tho odium cvl of mmising anyone feool that he is oue

of tho "many.” Imeept for the "sublime golitaries,” overyone has both

S8uatthew Arnold, "Dr. Stonloy's Loctures on the Jowich Church,"
imcnillants lagssing, VII (Fobruary, 1343), 327.

991bids; ps 328



32
religious and intelleoctual noeds.

The religious lifo consists "in o feeling which atbaches itsolf to
cortain fixad objeots,” in Christianity to tho life of Christ and the
Biblo. It nlso consists partly in o got of idoes that have boen
adoptiod obout these objeots, propositions about God and His ebtributes,
immortality, and go one A roligion is Yetrue" not when it tcoches
gelentifiocally true idens but when it oen inspire so deep an emotion
that it succsssfully loads its bolievers to higher stagos of moral
oultuure, As civilization advancos, idons change and growe If thaeso
changes intorfere with the cthienl funobion of roligion, regardless of
how "true" tho new ideas may bo absolutely, they are "false” within the
roligious lifc and ere 4o be resisted, at least until they can be rade
Yo "harmonize®” with the roliplious lifos Tho idoal, then, is o have
now ideags “filtor dovmn gradually « « o into the common thought of man-
ind ™40 golenso, . cpesl-ing ne a religious teacher, introduces unortio=
dox ideas suddenly and unedifyingly into the religious.life, and,
unable to meire these idocs hermonize with it, he has confussed the
relipious 1ife of many pious peoplee iHis “&rath," thon, is & falsity
for the roligious 1ife, and he ic not to be preised as an honest and
courareous mon who sporlks tho "truth®™ reogardloss of the consoqueonces,
but to be blamed ag e "blunderors”

The task of making new ideas hermonise with tho relipious life is
one of the most difficuld in tho world. Only great religiocus reformers,

lizo Luther, are able tc do it successfully. Unfortunetely, says

€0Tbid., ppe 52G-20.
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Arnold, "no such religlous reformor for the present nge hes ac yet
ghorm hingelf."?l Colenso, Arnold again sdnits, does attorps thie tagk
by insioting that in gpite of his conclugions the Dible still romaing a
work full of divine inmstruction; but his power 26 a relipgious roformor
ie of & very low orders Lacking this powor, he should heve lkept his
degative idoas Lo hlmsolfs

Vhat, thon, is & relizious toacher of a rank below geonius, vob
sensitive to tho ohanged intellectusl atmnosphore of an ago, o do in
such a time of transition? Arnold recommends Stanloy'e methods,
Arnold praisos Stanley®s book because Stanley, vwhile nob ignoring or
felpilying tho new kmowleodge, koeps the mind of his reador on the moral
lessons 4o be derived from a study of the 3ible and not, ac doos
Colonse, on +he unsolved problems conoerning ite texta

In a peororation directod at tho modera olergyman, fArnold urgeé his
doctrine with vigor and unexceptionablo clearncsss

Connot he [ﬂw modorn clerpymay] seo that, speaking to tho .

relinious life, he nay honestly be silont about mattors wiiich ho

cemnot wvet use to edification, and of which, thorofore, the

rolipious 1ifo doos 20t want to hoar? Doeg ho not seo that ho ia

oven bound To talwm ecoount of tho siroumgtancos of his hoarers,

and that information wirich is only fruitleoss to the religious life

of some of his hoarers, may Lo worse than fruitless, confounding,

Yo the religiocus lifo of cthors of them? Ceortelnly, Christianity

has not two dootrines, ono for the fow, aniothor for the many; bub
as cortainly, Chrigt adaptod His teaching to tho difforont gtages

of growih in iis hoorors, aud for all of thon adapted it to the
nocds of the religious 1ife.t%

tho publiocation of "Dre Stanloy end the Jowlsh Chureh® did not

4l1hid., pe 380,
421bide, ps 356
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bring ¢o an ond theo controversy over Armold's judmment of Colonso and
the Essayists. Illowever, most of tho hoad had been Aissipated, and it
was not untll a couple of months lator, in the April Tosiminster Review,
that the noxt conitribution to tho disoussion appeared=-"Truth yarsug
Idification” by W. R. Greg, the cuthor of The Creed of Christendom,?3
Creg, efbor aprooing with Arnold that & religious work ought %o instruct
the fow or edify the many, points out that Colenso's book porforms both
of these functlons in sovoral woys that Arnold has not considored,

Grop opens his defence of Colonso by arguing, vith a touch-of
irony, thet Colonso instrueis the few, for he infors the clerzy (who
surely must be pleced with the learnod few) of the feet that advanced
thinkers heve e loug time ago rejooted tho dootrine of verbel inspi-
rotions Hut Oreg is nobt particularly interestod in this part of his
arpunont, for ho admits that Arnold ¥from the hoipght of his acadomic
culiure” might possibly include the clergy with the wninstructed many.
Gropg'o chicf contontion 1s that Colenso's book will have en edifying
influence on the many, Arnold hac overlocked the fact that: “thousands
upon thousands" ere tedey provented from accepting Christionity "as tho
groatost boon aver offered to strugsling and agpiring man™ bocousc they
ere told by the clergy that along with tho doep moral :Ln.sighta of' the
Bible they must ucoopt as an ogssoatial part of Christianity legonds and
dogrmas ageingt which thoir intolleot and moral sonso revolte Colexiso,

by domonetrating the untonability of verbal inspiration in a way that is

45, Re Crog, "Truth versug Edification," Weotminster Review,
LDZiX (April, 1863), 505-1Ge This ogsay was repnrinted in Grep's
Iiterary and Socinl Judgmonts (1862)e
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sonvineing even to the lerst oducatod, now enables the many to enjoy the
fruits of thot eclecticisn with rospeot to the conbonts of the Bible
vhioh hed Leon possiblo formerly only to men of Arnold's oulburos TIn
this senge the work of Colenso will be deeply odifyings

Arnold road thie erticlo, but it hed ne influence on his last
direot contridution %o this controversy.$® In Jenuery ho had plemmed
two ertiolen in answer io the eritiocs of "Tho Dishop end the Fhilose
ophox,™ one for jeomillan and the other for the Timese. Vo do not ow
vhat he then had in mind for the comtents of the Times articla, but his
18t of projects for the spring of 1863 included en artisle “an Spinoze
in the Timesa"40 He finished this erticle by Lpril 17, though he
doubed that the Times would print it sinco Perliament was in eession.4C
Apperently the Timeg did refuse it, end finally he found a spot for it
in the December Iacmillane

In thic escay, “A Vord lores sbout Spinoza,” Arnold doss not
mention Colensc, though he does refer to the current relipgious
discusgion on the inspirebion of the Soriptwres. The ossay deals

entirely with Spinoza and serves secveral different purposos: Arnold

1oury, ope oite, pe 210 Arnold's comment on tho article:
"Srogts mistalke lies in roprosenting to his imagination the existonco
of a great bedy of people excluded from the oongolations of iths 3ible by
tho populsr Protestant doctrine of verbal inspirvation. Thet is situfl,
Tho mass of people tako from the Hible what suite thom, and quietly
loave on one side all that docs nots He, like so nany other pooplo,
does not apprchend the vital distinction bobweeon religion and
eriticiom,”

€S1id., pe 212,
461bid., pu 2214
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conderng & rocent trenslation of the Tractatus for its inacouracy; he
malzog cortain nepative oritioigme of Spinosza's thought; he takos issue
viih the Hoverend ¥, D. !aurice conscorning the Lkind of influonse-
Spinoza hes exertod over modern mindsy and he insiste on the religious
tone of Spinozals work, explioltly contredioting cortain liboral
edmirers of Spinoza, cuch es il, Van Volton of Amstordam, vho wish to
dorivo fpom hin supsort for thoir solentific maborialism,

Jaurice, viho apparontly had been the only coritic to commont on
Arnold’s interprotation of Spinosa, etbeomoted inm his ertiole®’ o
doflate gomovhat tho enthugiosn for Spinozs which ho folt Arnold's high
preiss nirht orento, ilo sugposts that Spincsa ia not very systematio,
that his worl: shows serious contradiotions, and that mmch of his
speonlation .in politics, metaphysios, and theology is & foilure, Iie
€208 no nood in the publication in Inglish of the Iractatus, vhich to be
copletoly undorstood muct be road in the light of Spinozals other
workee JAnd finelly ho acouscs Arnold of having oversimpliffied the
tionght of Spinose and degeribed a unidy which is not thoro. _

Arnold epparently felt hingolf oo_z::palled %o roply to this charge

£ "spinosa worship,” end A Word loro ebout Spinoza® is, in effect, e
retraction of part of the preaice ho had given to tho Sractatus in “The

Bighop and the Fhilocophore"™¥® e now indioctes somo of the linmitations

479o article appeared in the Speotator for January 3, 183,

“Siowry, ope cilies Pe 203, Spoaking of "Tho Dishop and the
Fhilogopher® o hic mother, Arnold gave this opinion on Spinoza: “You
say, vory justly, that one'ec eim in gupeal@ing about such a man mmat be
rathor U0 modify opinion sbout him than %o give it a deolsive turm in
his fovour; imlced, the latter I have no wish 4o do, so far as his
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of the Traciatug for readors with modern probloms about the Bible,
particularly cbout its supernatural charactors In the Iractatus,
Spinogza, interestod in. the reconstruction of contemporary Chrigtianity
in forms of what he considored %o be the ronl toschinz of the Biblical
writors, fails to give his own opinion about the truth or falsity of
the olnins of thess writers to.divine inspiration. Thus the modorn
reader, worried aboub prophecy and miracle, gobs littlc help from the
Iractetus, and Arnold, egreeing with Vaurico, sugrests that such a
reador look in Spinosa’s othor works for his "gonuine speculative
opiniong® on these subjootse

iIn the asccound half of iho cssay Arnold comes into explicit
controversy with !asurice on the reascnc for Gostho's great admiration
of Gpinozmae laurice had ceid thet Goothe was ettrscitod to Spinoza
boocauso of &pinozats senso of the -h:x;:nediacy of {od's presenco; Spinoza
spoke of God ag o living renlity end not meroly as o person iz a Doolse
this, Arnold saye, 4is “fanoifuls” In his opinion Goetho was irpressed
chiefly by Spinczal’s deniel of finul causes oand by his Tactive stoicien®
==a moral lesson “of joyful activity within the 1i-ita of man's irus
sphore."4Y

A yeor leter, in his eseay “Tho Function of Criticlism at the

dootirines are cencernod, fory so fer eg I can undorstand them, they are
not mines Bubt what the Inglish public cennot understand ls that a man
is a Just end fruitful objeet of contemplation much more by virtue of
vhat cpirit he ig of than by virtue ! what syston of dootrine he
elaboratog,”

491 Rmedooles on Etna Armold gives poetio expression to both of i
theso idoag--=iha donial of final causgocs and aciive stoloign==in the s

advioo fxpedooles offore o Calliclos in the f£irst aote
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Prosent Time," Arnold veturned briefly to tho coniroversys. In e foote
note o the essay in tho 1865 edition of Lpgays in Oriticiswm, he
docleros his “gincore imponitence” for having abtbtacked Colonse, though
booause of hia dislile of "porsomal attack and controversy" he does not
intend to wreprint the ossays. Hut he repeats his charges ageinst
Colenso both in the footnmoto and in the body of tho essayiJ0 Colonso in
hig firet volure of Iho rentmiouch Critically Ixamined showod & "otal
migeonception of the easontial clements of the relipiocus problom, as
that problam io now prosented for solubion."® Apmold then provides the
roador with enother touchstonaw==lionan's ILifo of Josus, published in
Jung, 18GSewby which to judze the quality of religious epoouletion.
Though Renon doss not have the power of e Ianther to harmonize suc=
cossfully the new knowledge with tho religious 1ife, his book is of
great pignificanco:
" o o e Ronan’s ottompt is, for oriticlam, of the most reanl
intorest and importance, gince, with all its diffioculiy a {rosh
gwithersia of tho lew Tegtament data,=-not a making wer on them, in
Voliaire's fushlon, not o loaving them oubt of mind, in tho world'e
fashion, but the putting o now comstruction upon them, tho teking
then f'ron uudor the old, adoptive, traditional, unepiritual poind
of vicwr and placing them undor a new onc,==is the very oessennd of

tho religiouc problem, as now proseontods and only by efforis in
his direction can it reooive & solution,

S0mis Pootnole and two other oxtonded footnotos Lo the ossay are
angwors o an attock whieh Fitsjamos 3tephen nmede on “The Function of
Critioism et the Progent Ti o™ in tho Saturday Reviow for Decomder 3,
1864, In a paragraph on tho {olenso controversy, Stephon ropeats the
old charge that Arnold hag made it “a crime ageinst literary oriticism
and the highor culture to abbonpt to inform the ignorants"

51 abthow Arniold, Desays in Critioism (Londons lacmillan and Coe,
1885), pe S0

52;'-:'?}11.-0 De Sle
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Arnold evon has & few kind words for Colanso:

The Bishop of Hatal's subsequent volumes sre in groat measure free

from the oryiag feulie of his firet; ho has at longth succcodod in

oore clearly soparating, in his ovm thoughts, the idoa of soicnoce

from the ideoa of rolizion; bis mind appesrs to be opouing as he

goos wlong, and he wmey porhaps end by becoming & useful vibliocal

eritic, though never, I think, of the firet ordera
but Arnold derides tho '.vo_ll-';mtor.’aianod efforto of othor liborals, vio,
eumancipated from tsaditional Chrictlianity, are attenpiing & reconstrucs
tion of roligione Those “religiong of theo future,™ oxemplificd by the
theories of idss Francos Cobbe, the author of Relipicus Duby, fail
ontirely in bcing‘ adocuate subgtitutos for the great higtorical
roligione with thelr bomuby and grendousedd

Suoh was Arnold?s summary, early in 1885, of whet ho hed tried %o
do in tho currout relipglous controversy., IHia ocontwibution at thip time
to tho Victorian debate bcweoz.: liberalism and orthodoxy was ochlefly Go
Judpo the roligious oribioimm of cerbtsin liberals. Ho agrecd with the
liborals that tho preorent was o time whioch was oalling for changs, that
the Zeitmelist wme brinping the new idoes ocucerning tho Bible moro and
more inbo the cc;nsa;'-.ausness of all, e religious problen of the ape
wag "hat thent vhat now fomn rust roligion now tako?" Jrnold praisged

Spinoze and Heonan for thoir. attoupts vo answer tho quostion, “ihat

S51bide, Do 206

B4mhe Examiner published e final nobte, "Comic Theolory,” on Arnold
and Colenso in its Jarch 256, 18C5 issuce The note ccmments on Arnold's
preface 4o Ispgays in Critioism. In this preface irnold tries to exouso
hipg "vivacities" and regreots the loss of liwvcliness in inglish life.

Tho writor, protending to & flash of insight, states that Arnold
eriticised Colenno because (oleuso was too seriouc, Colenso should have
"burlesqued” 4ho Pentateuch to please our “loarned lLorry Androwe"

PR AL oy
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thoni" He found boih writers stimuleting in the highost degres, but
noithor had the completo answere Mo oriticized tho positive construce
tiona of other liborals, such ac those of iFiss Cobbe, whioh did not
have tho power or philssophic soope of the thought of Nenan and Spinoza,
ind he ariticised moot sovorely the primsrily nozative approsch of
liberale such as Colanso axd most of the Lasaylstse Until the zreat
religious reformer, the now Luther, doos appear, well=intontioned
writers on relipgious subjeots should teke their cue from Dean Stanley,
end vhile not deanying any of the new idess, still keoop first things
L£irst vhen sponking to the religious worlde

A fow years lator, in Litorature and Dopma, Argold will returm Go
tho quogtion "ihat then?" and hinsolf abtiiompt to provide tho answer

vaich the modora spiril is soeking.




| CHAPTER III
ARVCIDIS RELIGIOUS TICUCHT Fag:t 1868 TO 1871

In hiz esoay "fho Eishop ané the Fhilosophor,” Arnold had ane
nounaca s

Litorary criticisn's most luportant function iz to vy books ss o

The influonce vhioh thoy erc oalculatod 4o havo upon tho goneral

culture of single nationa or of the world at larges. OFf this

culturec litorary oriticisn is the sppointed guardian, and on this
culiure =1l literary works may bo conceived as in sono wey or
othor oparating.=
In "The Bighop and the Falloso hey¥ literary critiocien had judged tho
Emsayvg and Hoviews and Uolenso's Fonbatouch as valueless for the
edvanconont of ihie eulburs of tho fow or the many.

In hic casey Y“fhe iunctlon of Crificism et the Pregont Time,” it
is epperent thet Armold no longer thinks wvery highly of a oritioisn
viiich simply involves Yjudsment,® an estimate of tho valne of a work in
torme of a “contral standerd.” This nogative oriticisn, ho says, is,
lito mathomatics, "tautological, and cannot woll give us, lile £rosh
loarning, tho sonsc of creative sclivity.’e The more satisfactory
eritiolen, or ot loagt the eriticion needed “at the present 4me,” is a
"mositive” or "orcative" oribicism, vhioch commmnicatos to the roader

“fresh Imowledge” and thus inoronges his stool of idoas on & subjeobs

Arnold dosoribos the ideal whieh ho had sot for his owm oritical worlk

liho Bighop end the Fhilossphow," lagmillants jagsszine, VII
(Janugry. 18G8), 241,

Ziatthow Arnold, Eesays in Criticism (Inadons 'somillan and Coes
1865), pe 30,
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in a paragraph which gsorves 4o introduco 4ho root of the essays in
Esgays in Criticisms

“hero is so muoh inviting usl Vhat aro wo to take? what will

nRourdsh ug in growih townrds perfection? That is tho queation

virilch, with tho immonse field of life and of literatuwre lying

vofore him, the oritic has Lo aunswer; for himself firet, and eftor=

wards for others, Ia thia idoa of the oritlio's busincss the easays

brought together in tho following pages have had their origing in

this idoa, widely difforent as are thoir subjoota, thoy have,

porheps, their wnity.*
%o provide his inglish readers with frosh learing, to acquaint them
with tho bost that has been thought end said in theo world on the
stbjoots whioh most concornod thonm at that timo, and in this way "o
pull out o few more sto.e in that powerful, but at prosont somovhat
nerrowetoned orpon, tho modorn Inglichuan®™ smg the ainm wirdoh irnold,
the eritic, now set for himself,

dince fxnold belioved that roligion is a very important eivilizing
influence exnd since roligious problems wore being heatedly debated eb
the time, it wag to be cipected that Arnold?s oriticism would ultimately
talce up tho rolipious guostion in dobail ané 4ry o spread tho best
thought on tho gubjoct. Hefore religious quostions ocould be discussed
proffitably, Jrnoid folt that a subjoot of far greater inmportanco mist

be troeted. Thie was ne less than 4ho dofinition of porfoction itsolf,S

sgbid.. L L0,
Q'Ibid.. De XiVae

S vory goneral tormg Amold had alroady in his pootry indicated
tho nature of the ideule In such poornig as "Quiet Work" and YA Summor
Hight,” ho compares the aotivity of man and neture. o dossribes man'e
presont activity as illeregulated, potty, joylesss us full of “duat and
80i1Y; ng consisting of Ya thousand discords,” "sonsoless uproar,” and
"vain turmoil,” Tho scbivity of naturo it varlous and immonsos yobi she




43

The gelf=complacont, nincteeuthesentury tnglishman mist bo chown that
his prosent idsals ave narrow, that humen nature is more conplicatod
then he ronlises, and thet real eivilization requircs the full devole
opnient of all sides of human naturo, Without such a picture of the
complots ideal for human socloby, a particular discussion of any aspeot
of the ideal would lacl: perspective, subject the oritic to warious
nisunderstondings, and malke his work a foilurce

Farthomore, Arnold found nodern Englishmen without idoas and
without a love or oven sense for truth, Their intolloctual eotivity wes
dovoted ahiofly to the Gotal abback on, or total defonse of, soe
partloular prostice; they hed no conseption thet thoro is a rational
ordor of things whilch might bo discoversd by scientific methods and to
vhleh tholr practice, if it ia 0 be frulitfel, mugt conforme :And so
untll tho Inglish could bo made %o appreciate what ic meand by a

"disintereatod” play of mind, until they oould be mede to accept and

doos 21l this work in u Yealm," "untroubled,” "unpassionute” ways she
sooms Lo lziow what cho, ip chont and performs her “glorious tesks" with
"joy" end dotormined will, IThis harmonious blouding of thought,
emotion, and will, whioh mature cxhibite, must be man’s ideal toos Tho
poen “Frograss” (see gupre, ppe 9-11) chows hiow religion has helpod men
in thoir striving for this ideal.

In the profaece to e Popular Bducation of France, Arnold hed given
a ghord formel dofinition of the ideals 4 fine oulture is the
complement of o high roason, end it is in the conjunction of both with
charactor, with energy, thot tho ideal for mon and nations is placed.”
Te Populer hducation of France, pe x1ili, Dub Armold's readers had %o
welt until Culture and Aneychy (18G0) for a detailod expositicn of each
of these oleaunents of porfootions

GArnold, ope cite, ppe 26 £0s In his essay "The Function of
Criticisn at the Prosent Time," Amold was slready complalning about
tho misundergtandings which his oriticism was sulfferinge




ad
respoct solentific mothod, they would profit little from o disinterssted
oriticism in any ficld,

Ve oan, thon, study Arnold's eriticsl work culminating in Culture
aud Znarchy, chicfly =s an atbempt to reoriont the English, make them
congeious of the full moaning of "civilization" and "oulture,” end
porsuate them to acoept & method by which the dotails of the humane
life for all might be worked ouk,

Sinee frnold bolioved that roligion was an important meane to the
ideal, religious topios formed m pood pert of his discusoion of
porioctions Since the ideel 1life involved imporitant clemonts other
then relipion (as defined by Arnold) and sines so many of the Znglish
rogarded tholir religion aa “ghe oneo ﬁ.:insv: needful ,* much of Ammold?s
troatmont of religlon was o eritioism of the Imglish conception of it
end an attorpt 4o define its proper function in tho pursuit of porfoo=
%ion,

srnold began this re-education of tho Inglish mind with his Escayvs
in Criticigme In thic volwmo Arnold uged indirect, though concretes and
vivid, methods of presonting his idense. ilost of the essays aro
pictures of gifted human porsonalities (no Englishmen among them) whose
lives or works would puggest to his Snglish readers their own insde~
quacy wich concormed Arnold the moot was the Inglighman®s laok of
intellectunl disoiplines’ Since religlon.was en important influence in

tho lives of some of theso personalities, jfrmold had an opportunity of

THo points up this inadequacy in tho essays “ihe Functlon of
Criticism at tho Presont Time," "The Literary Influence of ioadomies,”
"iloinrich foine," and "Jouborde"
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dramatizing his owm yoliglous idens by showing the good and bed
oporation of relipgion in their lives, Ho also :i!.uoussod roligion
more direcotly in the easay “Fapon exnd fedieval Reliplous Soutinment,”
and trieé %o sproad "Iresh knowledgo" sbout relipgion by guoting
1iborally from the writings of the roligious philosopher Joubert and
tho relipious moralist larous Aureliuse

In his ossay on 'arcus Aurolius, Arnold comes vory closo to the
wording of his later definition of religion as "mornlity touched by
emotione.” In this ossay Arnold defines religion as "lighted up
moralitys” To explein this definition, Arnmold points out that the
purpose of moral rulss ig "to take posseasion of human life, Go save
it from being abandoned 4o passion or allowed to drift at haszard, %o
give it hapriness by esbabliching it in tho practice of wirtue % 3ub
to govern pession ic a '-u.whor of tramondous diffioculty, enéd so "moral
roles, apprehonded ea idoas first, snd thon rigorously followed as
laws, are, =nd mush bo, for the sage only."® fThe masc of monkind “esn
be bomc over the thousand imgediments of the nerrow way, only by the
tide of a joyful and bounding emotione"10 Rolipgion, supplying this
omotion, malkes rorel development cxzgier for mankinde

Arnold desoribog llersus Aurelius es a man who had achileved s high
degree of solf-conguest and morel perfoctione o may, thon, be used

as an example of vwhat mopral perfeotion means: "Heo is one of those

3.&1'11.016.. Egeays in Critloism, pe 270.
2Ibide, Ds 27Le
101hid,, pp. 271=72.
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congoling and hopo-inspiring marks, which gtand forevor to romind our
woal: and casily diseourased raco how hiph humsn goodnose and porse=
veranco have once heen cerrled, end may be carriod ogaine"l Ana nis
workg=-his moral writingse-suiiused aa they aro with cmotion, have the
sane ingpiring effect as doec the languare of tho Dible.

Aureline is uob & porfoot examplo of the achievement of moral
porfootion, His life was meluncholy end lacked tho joy which should
comg with solfeconcuests Liviug in the dogenerate pagan age, without
faith, his offort aftor moral perfoction had to be = personal one, and
ho had 4o stiugnie too harde Hox can his writings equal the effoat of
the Bible, Though his moral ruloc aro exoellent=-ho is one of the
"groat nasters of morals® and Aracld balies excoption Yo veory fow poinis
in hip moral systoveeiho omotion viiich gufiuses hic stavement of 4them
is 1ot outirely adoguatos e o e o omobion of larous surolius doce
not quite light up his morality, but it suffuges it; it has not power
o moll tho clouds of offort and auvgterity quito away, but it shines
throush them and glorifios thome"12 iupeliug, then, though great as a
men and a religious writor, is not entircly adoquate, and Arnold
contrasts the ledibations with the Uiblo whioh toachos similar truths
"with unexampled splendoure®® 3acause Aurelius' writings do not form
part of an higborionl religious gyctom, frnold reocomuends them partice
ulerly to Ypure and upwardectziving souls in thoso ages especially thet

1l1bid., pe 260,
21hid,, pe. 292.
131hid., pe 272
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well by sight not by faith, that havo no open visions"¥ Aurelius
"eannot give such svouls, perhapa, all thoy yosrn for, but he gives them
ruoh; and what he gives them, they can reooivo,"19

Having defined rolipgion and shown how nocessary it is es an aid in
o attainment of moral porfection, the necessary first ctago in the
full developnent of human nature, Armold, in anothor essay “"Bugenio de
Cuerin," %rios to susrest tho limits within which religion should
eonfine iteelf. Iugenio da fuorin, whom he oalls Yono of the rarest
and most beavtiful of souls,"l0 ig enother exemple of morsl perfootion,
Hor Catholiolsm wes tho supreme forco in her 1life, and she tried to
bond all of hor nabure to its roguirementss In hor charvactor, even
more then in that of Auwreliug, there was a decp melancholys It is in
the explanation of hor melancholy that Arnold malzes & oritiocism of the
idon that religion is the "one thing neodful” for a porson's life, Her
religion save hor mch, but it also stunted her growth,

Chrigblanity, in itc emphosis on the inner life, on self=conguest,

vialoh in simnle, emotionally pifted netures {(iArnold gives Fenolon,

5%e Franeis of Salen, and 5%. Thoresa ac examples) loads to happiness in

mysticiom, has deliborately tried to destroy man's concern for his
outer life:
The ingufficioncy of heor (lugenie de Guerin's) Catholicisn aomes

from e doobrine uliich Protestantion, oo, hed edoptud, although
Protogtantism, from its ivherent element of froodom, may find it

m!bm.. De 301
151hid,
1€mbid., pe 118,

I —
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easior o escape from.it; a dootrine with a cortain attraction for

all nobicl natures, but, in the modern world at any rate, incugably

gtorile,~~the dootrine of tho empiiness and nothingness of human

1ife, of tho cuporiority of ronouncemcnt 4o activilty, of quietism
to enorzy; the dootrine whioh makos offort for things on thic side
of tho rrave = folly, and joy in thincz on thiu aide of the greve

a gingl?

Arnold illustrates the insufficiency of this doctrine in tho 1life
of Impenie de fuorine Hor naturo wvaa so rioch on go many gides thet she
found hor rolision e narrowing influcnce. Hed her personality boen
lens complicatod, che micht have achicved the porfoct swootness cf
Penolon or St Theresa. In addition to powerful roligious noeds, sho |
hed a fine intellect, exocllent powers cf expression, and strong
practloel talonia, all of which sho might have developed, bonefiting
the world and ebiaining happivess for horself. Her religlous nature
mado her feel suildy for timo "misspent™ evon in reading or writing in
hor journales As a rosuld, hor inhibited, undevelopod naturs filled her
life with digcatisfaction, In this essay, then, 2mold sugsosts (which
ho will later in Culiure and Anerchy discuss in dotail) thet religlon,.
ay he dofines it, must not be sllowed to usurp tho wiwle of life, and
that othor sides of man's perscnalily mmst be takon account of and
developad,

In anothor cssay, “Fagan end iodioval Religious Sentiment,¥ Amold
degoribos more fully this ideal of the devolopment of all sidos of
man's neture and roconmends it zs tho goal for human civilizations

In thig ossay Arnold enalyses a numbor of roligious poomec in oxder

to £ind in thom a reflection of thoe idecals and psycholosy of tho peoople

171bid., pe 159
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o produced them, dJust es an individuel may bocome pro-eminent on one
or another "line"=was Joubsert in intellsct, lMerous Aurelius in morels,
faurice de Cuerin in the pootic intorpretation of nature, Hoine in the
application of modorn idess in literature (& combination of intellect
and literary talent)w=go o race or nation may becoms pre-cainent on
some line, and its cchiovements on that line may then be studied ec
exemplec of oxcelloncc.

no of ‘tho poems Arnoléd anelyzes is by Theocritus. Thic poenm
roflosts tho pasycholopy of the gooisty of lats pagen days. Arnold
aherectorizos the sctivities of this sooiebty as ebttanpts Lo satiafly
the nocda of man's outward nature, to dovolop the faculties of the
"sonses and understandinge” This sooiety wme .Tsonsual,® "gay," "lighte
hoarted," unsindfnl of tho needs of man'e immer and, partioularly,
moral natura. The poon containg a hymn to Adonis, but Armold refuscs
%o grant thet the hym refleots religicus emotions "But whet o hymm
that is] OF roligious emotion, in our scceptation of the words, and
of the comfort springing from roliglous emotion, not & particlo.tiS

20 gooond pooi, & gonuinely relipious poom, 1s by St. Franeis and
reflaocts the poychology of the Chrigtien moclety of tho Middle Ages,
vhioh hed tricd %o orgunizo life by developing men’s inward needs,
those of the “heart and imagination.,” Christianity, Armold explains,
was e reaotion to paganism, which, bocause it ind nozlected these -
inportant olemente of man?s nature, had inovitably docayod. The

Christian socioty of the liddle Agos, in its antagonism to man's outer

181'05.6.113 Pe £0C.
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1ife, wme nlso =n extreme and ocould not lash; it devolopod in reaction
Po itsolf the Renmissance, a robturn to the 1ife of tho sonses ond
intellects The Rensissanco wag Lollowed by the Reformation, & moral and
spiritual renction similer o the dovolopment of Christlanity efter
pegenism; and the extrome of the Reformation was followad by the
rationalisn of the oighiteenth conbury., Thus Arnold interprots the
history of eivilisation ag a swing from one oxtrene %o ancthor. The
gwing proves that man enn not bo permanently hoppy developing oxolus
Sively only one sido of his nature, Tho ideal for modeorn msn is a
harmonious oultivation of all sides of nis nature, a life of the
Timapinative renson,® a 1ife vhioh satiofios man's censes, his intole
loctual and religious noods, and his desire for bosutys e last poem
which Arnold transletes is by Sophooles, vhoge work rofleccts an age
vhich made an abborpd, though premaiture, to live Dy cuch en ideals

In two cr three places in Fesays in Critieism, Armold commonts
dirootly on inglish religlous lifes Theso commouts are chlefly on
Dissont, the deminant roligion of ihe middle olessel® In "Eugenic de
Guorin® and “Pagan and liedieval heligious Zontiment," irnold contrasts
the richnsss and beeuty of Catholiclsm with the narrowness, berrenness,
and incorplotencss of Puritaniom, The religious life, Arnold says, "is
at bobionm everyvhoro alike."20 Rolizicns differ greatly in "sobting

and outward circumctence,¥ iun ths "aids™ o virtue which thoy provideo.

19iy101a had alroedy made o brief criticlisa of Furitanigm in the
prefeco o Tho Popular Education of Irance.

208rm01d, ops Cites pe 157s
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From her Catholioicm, a roliglon whioh ig "European, historical, august,
and aostheticnlly atiractive,” Nlugenio do Guerin received not only
Powerful aids to moral development but 2lso a partial patisfaction for
tho total noeds of hor nature. ior nglish countorpart, Miss Imma
Tatham, does not recoive thosoe aids from hor rolizion. She is an
Inglieh Dissonter, whozmo Chapol at iargate is tho "brickeand-mortar
Image of Inglish Frotostantisn, ropresonting it in all its proso, all
its unconmeliness==lot me add, all its oalubrity.2l Protustantisa may
have more of a futurc for itaoclf than Catholiclsm, for unlile Catholie
oism 1% ie nmot tending to widon tho broasch between itself and the
modern intecllootual ppirit. Armold conoludes: “The signal want of
graco and chama in Dngligh Protosbantients setiing of 1ts religicus
life ic not an indifforent matters it is a real woalmess.'22 In
another essay, "Hoinrich ileine," Arnold makes his moat strongly worded
Judgmont of Diszents the milddle clacs aftor tho Elisabethan Age "entered
the prison of Furdtanism, and had the key turned on its spirit thore
for two hundrod years."ed

In Degsoys in Criticlom ell of those romerizs on Dissent wore

parcnthetical, and Armold did not come %o & full criticiam of the
roligicus institutions of Furitanio: until Culture and Anarchy,

In writing Culture and jAwarchy Arnold completed the projeet he had
bogun in Hggays in Criticlems to spread among the Inplish a worthy idea

2l1bide, pe 15%
221hides Pre LG0w=G5,
zsIb’.do. Pe 170.
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of porfection and to sdvise then to “got geigt."2% .In Essays in
Eriticism ho had presonted hic idoas by desoribing the lives and workas
of a proup of piftod people whoso example would sorve Mo stizmlate the
betlor hwnanity™25 in his resders; now in Culimre gnd inarchy he turns
Yo oexposition and systematic explanation. He analyzes perfection into
its parts and describes its characteristiocss ho gocs deenly into tho
peycholopgy of the iImpelich peooplo and tries to £ind historical roacons
for %heir prosent dislike of "goiot" and ideaes.and he gives an illuge
tration of what he mouns by tho propor use of intelligenco by applying
the method of oulture to a number of “prasticul operations™ in whioch
politicians of the time aro engagode

Helipious topicn enter into the wvery oore of Arnold’s discussion

in Sulture and Anarchye, He still defines relipgion as the means man

"

uses for perfecting his moral 1life. As such, religion is only one of
the contributors, though porhape the most ivportant one, to man's total
porfections Throughout Culture snd Anarchy Arnold is mioh more
explicit in limiting the funotion of religion than ho had been in any
other worizs

Pinally, porfoction « « « 15 2n harmonious oxpansion of all the

powors whiloh made tho boauty and worthy of human naturs, and io
not congistent with the over-=development of any one power at the

gy peisti" is tho imperative foram of Arnold?s rocommendetion
that tho English develop themselves intelloctuallys It 1s usod by the
dogmatie young Fruseien inm Friondchinle (exland,

- - .-

25_5312 Lotters of latthow Armold o irihur ifugh Cloush, odited by
lls Fo Lowry (Tondona Gxford univorsity iroos, 19.’555. De 287e




exponso of the resbs, Hore it soos boyond.relizion, as religion
is ponornlly conscived by uge20

Arnold then oo on to make religion the villein in Culiuro and Anarchy,
Ho asles "y, in facl, chould gosd, wellemesning, onergetic, sonsible
poople, lilko the bull: of our counirymesn, corw 1o have such light bolief

right »eason, and cuch an oxaggerated ‘v.-:.lue for their ovm independont
doing, howover orude?@27 Arnoldfs ancwor is that the Enzlich have
dovelopod a mational psyohology which stresses "doing," "practics,”
"duty," Yobedience,” the moral wirtucss thoy have concentratod so much
on the active lifo and tho soarch for happinese throush “abriotness of
congcienco” that thoy have noglooted overything olsoe

Howr did guch national oharactoristics como ints being? In the
cheptors “lobraicnm and fiollonion® and "One Thing Hoedful® Arnold gives
hig angweors During -!;ho Eligabethan aze the national psychology of tho
Inglish had boon very difforent. :i-l; that tino thoro wes wido=-gpread
oulturc and love of idems, the firuit of vhich was the gplendid Eligae
bothan literaturcs Thon in tho sovontoonith oontury the Puritens came
into powore Tho Furibans, with their erphasis on religlon and moral
dovolopnont, folt that owwm‘m.i'af cloe in life was unimportant. Agc a
result the sosthetic and Lﬁ'baller.\'uua" 1ifa of the nation went into
decline; and, as Arnold poinbtod out in his essey on Heine, tho middle
class, tho strobgest part of the netion, in tho geventeonth conlury

catored the prison of Puritanism and had the key furned on its oplrit

2Cmtthew Armold, Culture and Anarchy (londons Snifh, Eldor and
GO'Q. 1869). Pe lé,

277pid., pe 167,
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for two hundred yearse JAmold calls Puritanism & "gide=stream,”
erossing and checking tho main current of man's udvance., The main
current is now with lolleonism, with the ssientif'ic eppraisal of oxisting
ingtitations for the purpose of detemmining wherein thoy must bo reformoed
Yo suit moderm noodss Thus ingland, with no aptitude for Hollenism, is
ot finding herself falling back in the general advance of humanity and
is outstripped by Continental notions such as Franco and Germany, both
of vhich have a groater love and respect for the intellectusl 1life, So
Arnold advises tho inplishs forget about practice, religion, lobraising
for a while, end turn o Holleniszing, o a play of ideas on stock
Notions end existing instibutions.

In Sulture and Anarchy Armold gives a number of exmmples of the
propor proceduro in Hellenizing about stook notions, "praotioal
operationg,” and ingtitutions, The examplo of iellonizing vhich got
him into the most troublo wes his play of ideas over soms of the stook
notions of the Nimsenters, espooinlly their idees on disostablishmonts
In the course of his oritioism of the Furiten propagands for disestabe
lighmont, which at that time was being concentrated on the disestabliche
ment of the Anglican Church in Ireland, he makes oculture suggost some of
the virtuos thet inliere in churches viiich are ectablished and supporied
by tho statue Jo also is lod to malko as speoific a suggostion for
"practice” as he hed allowed himself in Culture and inevchy: that the
government osteblish sll the chief roliglous groups in England, varich he

enunerates as the Anglicans, the Honconformisic, and the Catholicse2d

287bid,, ppe 1iii=lve Arnold admits, in a burst of disintore
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In hig next book, She Paul and Frotestentism (1870), Arnold
returns o ‘thig controvorsy with the ruritens, In this volume his
oritioion bocomes ovon more “prasticel™ snd his recormendations more
dotalled, at loust '{?o the oxtent of his cuoting approvingly Tilloctzon's
cevan proprosals for “comprehongion,” which, Armold gays, "omnnot be
too mich studied at the present juncture,” for the spirit of these
bropusals "any sound plan of Churchereform must tule ss its rule,®
though "thoir details our prosont circumsbances would modify,"29

The main line of argument whioch Arnold uses in St. Panl end
Erotestantism is to show o the Puritans that the dootrines for which
they separmtod from the Churech of England are baged on a misintorpreta=
tion of 5t. Pouvle In Cuiture and fnarchy, commenting on the theology
of Furitanign, Le hed called Puritanism's intorpretations of 5%, Feulls
koy termg=-grace, foith, eleookion, righteousncgs--g “rogt monstrous and
grotesque caricaturs of tho sense of S5t, Peul,"SO Thon he had ziven
culture’s version of the memning of the Favline term “resurreotion” to
ghow to Puritaniem, er ho coaya in gte Foul and Protestantism, how ite
Hobraizing end its want of wide culiure "do go narrow its yanpe and
impair itg wvision thet even the documonts which it thinks all-sufficient,

and %o tho study of which it exclusively rivets itself,; it doos not

astodness and flezibility, that perhaps this kind of ostablishment is
not likely o hapson and that the Honconformists uway oventually be
able to achieve perfection even without ostablishment,

2% atthow Lrnold, Ste Feul and Protesbantisn end Last Hssays on
Church end Religion (¥ew Forks Tis Leomillen end Coe, 18083), Pe 15le

80 mtthow Armold, Culturo and izurchy (londons Smith, Hlder and
Cosy 18'119), Pe L70a
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rightly understond, bLut is apt to malke of thom gomothing quito differont
fron what thoy roally are."Sl In S¢, Paul and Protogtantism Arnold poos
"further in the same road,” and in two longthy emsays gives his more
corploto vorsion of the teachings of 5ts Faul on mligione

In the last ossay included in £&, Paul end FProtostarbigme
“Furitaniom and the Church of Lnglande=eand in the long preface to the
volumo, Lrnold malkos the practiocal application of this play of thought
ovor the dootrines of Ste Paul and Puritanisn's misintorpretations of
than, fmong othor arpumente for the comprohencion of ell Frotestant
groups into o nutional churoh, Arnold points out that if the docirines
for virich Juritanisn scpavatod from the Church of England ere now being
proved felse by the Zeoitpeint, the Iuritans surely chould rethink their
present pesition, consider the advantagos for fuller humane development
that would come from their belng a part of a national churoh, end
roject thelr principle of separatisn,

With Ste Faul and Protogbeantlsa Arnold completed hig thought on the
problon of Dissont.2 iilg transition from his concern with Furitanism
to his dealings with religion itself may bo illuninated by the following
passape Irom the prefaco to Litorature and Dommm, in which Arnold,
epealting of the Digsentors, is alsc perheps thinicing of hinselfs

fut vhat is 4o beo said for men, agpiring to deal with the cause of

religion, vho eithor camot sce that what tho poople now roguire
is e relipgicn of tho Bible quito difforent from that which any of

SLiatthow Arnold, Ste Faul and Protegtantism (low Yorls laomillan
Caey 1383), Da Le

S2He will roturn to the subjeot in a fow lator oscays.
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the churches or sects supplys or who, seeing this, spend their

enorsdes in fiorcely batiling es o whother the Church chall be

ooloctod with the nation in its onllootive aund corporoto charactar

or no? The question, at the present juncture, is in itsolf so

ebsolutoly wnimportantl Tho thing is, to rocash reoligion.dd

Fearing that tho English people, &3 a rssult of the spread of
ninoteenth=century free thought emong thom, may soon be lod %e reject
the Bible end rolipion eliopelher and oo lose the means by whioh they
hod developod tho gingle gtroug charactoristic wild: they now havog=e
thoir honesty, thoir rospect for the ideal of duiy and right conduche-
Arnold, in his next fow works, set himsglf the tagl: of rocasting the
Cristian religione

n hig writinge

W

-y

g up to Litoyature and Dogma Arnold had maintained a
gongistont attitude towards relipgions IHe had defined roligion as
"lighted up mopality"s he had, ag a doduction from this definition,
digtinguished the egsonbtial froam 4ho nonesgontial in relizione A1l
religions hove in common tho aim of perifcoving man in his moral lifao.
Thoy diffor o pgrost deal in nonessenbtials, in theology, in liturgy, in
church discipline, Theso nonessentials are only "aids® by whioch
religion seeks to fulfill its primary funciion, 3ub beoouse these
oloments are nonessentiel thoy are not to be mado controversial isgues,
they are not %o bo used Lo sebt one falth ageinst anothor, and they arc
not justifications for intoleorance, This losson of tolerance Arncld
had taught in his poen "Progress." Mo had appliod thls lesson in his

vocommondations on religious oducation in the Inpglish schools, in his

SSiatthew Amold, Litorature and Dogma (irt editions Londons
&ﬂ.ﬁl. Eldor. ﬂud 50.. 1373 s. 1-‘. ﬂi'
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edniration, bofore a Protestant audience, of lomen Cntholicism, and in
his plea for the cestablishment by the Ingzlish state of all major
religlous divisions. o critioized tho nonessentials only vhen, bacouse
of their falsity or inadegnaoy, they werc hindering the primary aim of
rolipgion,

However, in the 170%s he epperently boeame convinced that gome of
thove nonessentiale, particulerly the intellectusl difficulties oboub
niraoles and the inspiration of the Bibls, wore now actually maling
many Inglishmen indifferent or even hostile to relipion and the 3ible,
ind so, roversing the position ho had teken in hic Colonso ossays of
1863, in whioh he had ploaded thet tho inbolleotual difficulties ebout
rellgion be not disouused before the "many" for fear that tho progrose
of the civilizing influences of religion on thelr lives might be
chocled, irnold in 1871 wes hingself ready openly to disouss thosze

difficultiess¥® in 1365 ho had advocated the principle of slow change

e fivet edition of Iiteraturo and Dogma was publishod in 18733
but the first four chaptors had m:.:ee.rad in two ar'bicloa ontitled
"Litorature and .-,o-,,,a" in the fommhill mpasine for July and Octcber,
_071. In the first of those articlos Armold had announocéd that ho was

going o publisch a soriecs of articleos dealing with the rolationship
'bat"..'oei litoraiure and domma, literature and phycics, and litoraiure
and "goionce pono wally.” FHeo did not complote oven the first part of
this projocts OFf the sories of articles whiich he had planned, only the
two montionod sbove weore publisheds (Eloven years later he returned o
his projoct wdth his ogsay "Litorature and Secience.”) Tho second of
theae articles cnded with the promigo of a third, whioch would complato
hie treatwont of the rolat-:.onchip of literature and dogmae The third
articleo was not publishod, .smo"el has not given us the roagons for the
nuspenoion of thoe soriose Iirs Le Xe Brown, in hip Studies in o Toxt
of Lattheow Arnoldte £roso | Eorks (Paris: Pierrc Andre, 1535), pDe 150-51,
offors cvidence to chow what the oditor of tis :«rnhil]. m nay
have refused Arnold's thimd article because ha Lolt 4hal Arnold’s
relipious wviows were too radical for his roadorse
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as the method by vhich tho intellectual olement in roligion was to be

transformed; in Litorature snd Dogmo ho brubally inaisted that Chrigtian

theology "muet goo' He fold that the many, tho "lapsoed nasses™ as ho
now ealled them, wore alrecady, or were soon to bo, in pospession of tho
now knowledpe. Vhat these pooplo now nooded was puidance in the
reconglruction of their traditional boliefs. Unless thoy roceived this

goidence, ~frnold felt that the Yembarrasaed timos” he had described in

Lulture and jAnarchy may well dogenercte Murthor into a real anarchys
o~ (&)



CEAPTER IV
HIILTORICAL ANALYSIS OF LITIRATURE AND DCGLA

In fulture and Anarchy, in order to illustrate how a laok of
culture caused Furitong o misinterpret the grontost of tho literary
Domuonta of Hobraism, the Hible, Amold had vontured briefly into
Biblieal oriticicn end then pointed tho moral:

e o » thonevor wo hoar that comronplace which Hobraign, if we
venture to inguire vhat a man knows, is so apt to bring out against
ug in disparagomont of wiat wo ozll culture, and in praise of &
ran's sticking to the one thing needful,-=he lmows, says Hobraiom,
hig Diblolww=wicnover we hoar this caid, wo may, without any
olaborato dofence of culture, conbent oursolves with answering
simplys Mo man, who Imowe nothing elco, Lknows even his 5iblo,.!?

In 8%. Poul and Protogtentism Arnold prosented culture's oxegesis

and ovaluation of the IZpistles of St. Paule He formally stated that
hip objoct was "ihe true oriticlun of a groat and misundergiood

author,*2 lovy in Litorature and Domm, Arneld offers a "iruo critie

oign” of the entiro body of tho Soriptures; his aia is Lo put the
right congstruction on tho Bible," "o find from it vwhat those who wrobe
it really intended to thinlk: and oay,"S

Ste Faul and Protogtantism and Litoraturc and Dopms might be

compared in goveral cther ways. In Ste Foul and Proteghantism Zrmold

L = )

Lintvihow Arnold, Culture and Anarchy (Iondoms Smith, Fldor and Coe,
18C9), ppe 161=-182,

Liotthow Arnold, Ste Paul and Frotostantigm (New York: lacmillan
Coay 1863), pe &Za

Siatihew Armold, Litersture and Dogme (¥ew Yorks Maomillan Coe,
1883), ppe 75=350,
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dravatisos his presentation of the doctrines of 5%, Pavl by attacking
“the perversions of them by mistalon mon,*¢ eopeocially the pervorsions

of the Furitun t:ologians, In tho same vay in Litorature and Dogma

frnold congbantly brings his own vorsion of the 4cachinga of the 0ld and
lewr Tostaments into comparison with the intorprotationa of the unoule
tured "dogmatistse” Alac, in both Si. Paul and Protestantism and
Literaturo exd Dorma Amold makes & proctical application of tho resulis
of e disintercsted pley of mind over a literary tosts; in St. Faul and

Erotostontisn he recommends that the Puritenc cccopt ostablighment in a

natlonal church, and in Literaturc mnd Dogme he wighes to convince hig
readors that the Hible, rightly intorproted, deals with "facts momentous
and real,” and so ghonld be rotained as a mide for the further
dovelopment of civilization ovon though its supornatural sanotions must
be givan un,

Alhough Armold doos not mention Bichop Coleonso in Literature end
Dorma,® the profuce shows that he has been rothinlking his earlier
oritioism of the Fentateuch Critleally Fxamined and Essays and Roviews.
In "Tho Bighop end the rhilosophor” Amold condermed the liberals in
the Anglisen Church for yunning the ripk of croating confusion in the
relipious world by publicly digcusaing novel roligious idoese fow, in
Litoreture and Dorme, fArnold 1s cbout to do the semo thinge To justify

hingelf, he first swmarisos and agroes with the position he hed talen

4:mxolr1, St Paul and Fro.opbaniivly pPe 4e

SColonge is mentioned azaln in God and the 2ible, and there Armold
comparcs his own wori: wiith that of the_a Bishope




in 1863z

Thoro ic no suror proof of o narrow end ill=ingtruoted mind, than
to thinlz and uphold that vhat o man takes o be truth on religious
matlors is alwoys to be proclaimed, Cur truth on these matters,
and likowise the error of otheors, is something so relative, that
the mood or harm lilely to be dono by speal=ing ought elways to be
talzon into agcounte ¢ o ¢ Tho nman who belicves that his truth on
roligious rmabtors is so absolutoly the truth, that say it when,
and whore, snd to whon ho will, ho cannot but do pgood with it, is
in our duy almosh always a man vhioso truth is half blunder, and
wholly uselaogse

To bo convwvincod, tuacyofore, thet our owrront theology is falae, is
not necegoarily a reagon for publishing that conviotion. %Tho
theclopy mey be felse, wnd yob one may do moro harm in atbaoclding
it than by keeping silonco and waitinge To judge rightly the time
and itz conditione ic theo groat thinge « « ¢ If the precent is a
time o sposk, thore must bo & roason vay it is sol.Y
The roason for gpeaking out at the present time is tho changed
attitude of the magses towards Christianity. In his egsays on Colenso
Arnold had wmplied thet the masses were still, as a vhole, dovout
followers of traditional Christienity, end had ergued that they hed to
be protected I'rom unorthodox religious apoculatione How, ton yoors
lator, he says that the mmgses are “lapsed.” Armold does not give any
gtatistics 4o chow the exbtont of tho "lapse®3; heo offcrs only clerical
£oGEipus
Clorpymon end minigtors of roligion are full of lamentations over
whot they osll the cproad of coepbioism, and because of the little
hold vhich rclipion now hae on the masses of tho people,~-the
langed magsos, as come writers oail them,
and e quotation from & letbor of a vorltingmane=
"legpito the ofloris of tho churches . «  tho speculations of tho
day aro worling thelr way dovm among tho people, many of whon are

aeking for the resson and authority for the things they have been
tought to believea o o o 4 discovery of imperiection and

Garnold, ILitoratuve end Dogma, Poe v-vie.
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f£allibility in the Biblo leads to its contomptuous rejostion ag
o groat pricctly imposturce"?

Arcld 1s oo convinced that great nmumbors of tho massos have alresdy
lapced==as far as the pooplo are concerned, tho old 4raditional scheme
of the Bible is ppneVe=-thot ke boldly announces: Y. « » Ghero is now
an end %o all fear of doing harn by gainsaying the received theology of
the churches and the sootse®

Armold sbates that the csuso of tho lapse is the sproad of the
rationalistic opirit emong tho messose In Culiure end Anarchy ané in
mny of his othor carlior prose works, Armold warned the English that if
thoy wish %o survive ag o groat nation, they st "gob ;;'E'L_%“; thoy st
loarn vhed the “fimn, intelligible lew of things® is; thoy mst stop
tholr practiosl nctivities for a vhilo and try 4o sce things as they
reelly eres; thoy wmst open thomgelves to the Ymodern apirit," which is
To-gveluating all "ingtitutions, ogtsblighed facts, accrocdited domnas,
cuglons, rules,” low frmold roanlizee thaet while hc; wag preaching, the
modern epirit hud alrcady achieved a cone:‘.éorsble succosc in o=
evelueting tho institution which was vost vulnorablo to retionalistio
atiacke=traditional Chrietlanity. The soocular liberals, oiting the new
digooverics in peology and biology and tho results of the nineteoonthe
contury Cormmn Biblicel oritieism, wore convincing tho masges thatb
Christianity is cither an "impostura” or & "degrading suporstition.®

At the end of hiis prefece to St. fanl and-Protostantism, Arnold had

?Ibida. Dpe Vievil,
BIbid-. Phe Xii, HV-XTie
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alroedy prodicted the proboblo succoss of the anti=Chriatianity

Dropagends of modesm liboralisag ]

Unhappy and unguiet albornations of ascendency between Hobroisnm ’
and Hellonlom ave all thet wo sghall gogg==ct one Gine, the

indosiructible roliglous oxperionco of mankind essorting itself

blindly; at anothor, a revulsion of the intelleot of manicind {rom

this exporienco, because of the audecious assumptions and pross

inaccuracies with which men's accownt of it iz intormingled,

A% present it is such a rovulsion vhich geems chiofly imminonte?
Tho Disgontors boact thet they will l:ill tho new spirits XNo, cays
Araold, the future is with Holleniom:

Rather are wo lilkeoly to witnesc an odifying solemnity, vhore

irs 111, assisted Ly his youthful henchmen end apparitors, will
burn all #he Frayor jooks. Rathor will tho time ocmo, as it haa
been foretold, whion we shall desire Lo soe ono of the days of the
Sen of lang and shall not soo it; vhon the mildness and swoob
roagonableness of Jesus Christ, as & power to work tho ennulment
of our ordinary self, will be clean disrogarded and out of mind,
'ﬂm:«, porhy us, will como snothor reoaction, and another, and
another; and all sterilol.i®

The cougeguences of the lapso of tho massos Arnold can hardly face,.
Iosing the Bible, they would, porhaps, lose the little civilisation
which they now possesss

Tet assureldly, of cormduct, wiich is more thau thros=fourths of
mwean lifc, tho Uible, whatover people may thus think and oy, is
the great inspirer; ao that from the .Jaa.t inspirer of more than
threg=fourths of human 1lifo the masces of our uaciety géein now to
be cutting thomselves offe Thic promisos, certvainly, if it doss
nos elready constitute, e very unsottled condition of thingsltl

9.4:1103:1, 3%e Foul and Irotostantism, Pe TStV

1°Ibiﬂ-, De Vi e

1lirmold, Literaiure and Dogm, be 512, Amold hod an eluost lifo=
long foar of what e “uneivilized® lower clacses would do 4o Dritish
oulture onco thoy bopan to feol thelr powere dco Lotlors of atihow
fArmold, I, G: "ihat agitatos me ic this, if the now cgtate of things
suoceeds in Franco, social changoes are inevitaoble hore « e« » end suech is
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That is needod, thon, is an antidote to the liboral propaganda,
which would ghow thet the Bible, correckly interpreted, is of the
woatest value for human development and deserves all the veneration
virtleh men hed formorly bosbowed on ite The liborals ere migtaken in
teir "removaluation” of Christianity, and thoir thesis that traditional
Christianity end ¢he Bible are both complotoly diseredited must be
contracic wd, Otherwise, libersl propesganda will inevitably sproed and
goon be asceptod by everybody as a rosult of a mechanisn whioh Armold
dogeribes in "litorature sud Science™: "On menkind in tho mess, o
movoment, cnece sterted, is apt o impose itself by routine; it is
through +the insipht, the independence, ‘the solf-confidencs of powerful
oingle minda that its jolo is ghaken off,"}2 In “Litoraturc and
Scienco" Armold raises o’h.jcet:!.ons %o the movement developed by the
sciontists to substitute soisncs for literature as tha chief part of

the educntion of motern youthy similarly, in Literature and Dogmma he

reises objoctions ¢ the liberal movenment which is attompting o got

rid not only of traditional Christienity but also of the Tibloe
Arnold undertool: this task boceuse he felt that there was no one

olse vho would do ite ihe tecchers of religion, tho clorgy, wore now,

in Arnoldts opinion, the worst cnemies of religions They themsclves hed

the sbato of our masscs that their movements now gan only be brutal
plundering and dostroying.® (vritben Jarch 10, 1848, )

12:0tbthow Arnold, our Sseays on Lifs and Letters, odited by
Ee Eo Drowm ("Crifts :-lasa:!.ca 3 tew Yorics Ttz Fe e Orofts aud Co., 1947),
Pe 97¢ Iir, Drown gives the original version of this essay as it
appeared in tho hina'hagt‘: gentury for jiuguest, 1832, The above
aquotation ig found in tho introo.uotory soction of tho ossay, vhich
Arnold later exoiged,
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%o bo tausht the only method by whish Christianity might be saved,.
Althouzh tho rationalistic spirit wms mal:ing many peoplo suspicious of
dogrm end tho traditional sanctlong of Christianity, tho Church was
meldng ne effort to assimilate the new knovledge and start Christianity
off on & new lifo., On the contrery, tho clergy, ospecially the older
High Churchmon whe had folt the influence of the Uxfoxd lHovemoni, were
boeoming more end move meactionary, In Junie, 1870, at Gxford,; Arnold
had beon "mmde anxious™ in £inding the now chanoellor, lLord Salisbury,
"full, alnogt defdantly full, of counselc and rosoivos for rotaining
and upholding the old eoclosinstical m:d‘dommtic forn of religion,"1S
agserding, ae frnold quotes hinm in Literature and Domma, that "treligion
iz no more Yo be severed from dogma thanm light fron the sun.’ 14 2mold
vas made oven sore anxious ac ho read, in Migh Church periodicals such
e the Suardion and the Hoolk, the angry reactions of warious clergymen
to the “Wosbninster toandal®™ and to the attompis of the Ritual
Cormigoion, in 1870 and lator, to chanpge or mollify parts of the
Athanagian Oroedeld

In the Anglicen Church thore were & fow liboral clergymen of whom

Doen Stanley vos the loaders; Arnold indicatos tholr difficulilies iu o

1311-"1‘1.. Do L% P
Mprnold, Literaturc and Vopma, pe &e

I5mhe Miestminstor Soandal" was orouted by Dean Stanloy®s pere
nitting a Unitarian o perticipato in a comrmmnion servise at Westmingtor
Abbey in June, 1870, For a detalled =ziudy of the influence on
Literature and Dogma of the “estainsicr Scondal' and the controversy
over tho Athanasian Creed, see Williwa Blachkiuuwi, "The BDackpround of
Arnold's Literature snd Dogma," liodeyn Fhilolony, XLIII (Hovenber,
1946), 180=59,
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lotter to Fontanes, & French Protestant minigter, written probably
during fho time he wes working on Iitoraturc and Dopmes

s o o« & prosent, dovant le gros publio ot la majorite relirsiouse,

le minorits liborale du olergo ost temue a parler aves une grande

r'asorvo, a rmonager begaucoun ses adversaires, a ne feire auteffleuror
los quostious vitales, o n'stitagquer do front quo des parties
minimes du dogoo ocurannoe quo ‘toutes nos oflises, mome celles des
dipsidents, sublgsent oncoro.dd
In enothor letier Yo Fontunos, weritten juct afier the publication of
Litorature ond Dogmmm, Arnold ropeats his desoription of the unconpro=
miging attitude of the majority of the olorgy: "e o « 00 Que j'affirme,
c'est qulaucun corps reliploux, sucune reunion religieuse ntaurait pas,
oheg noug, Yraitor les questions do dopmo aveo la franchise au'a
rontree votre synodeet'd?

Such wmg ifrnold'es justifioation for running the risk of oroating
confugion in tho relipgions worl: by publishing novel roligiocus spaculoe
tiong in a form aocossible 4o tho gencral resder, ie was rumning no
risk ab 2ll, for tho sposulanbions wero no longor novel except o the

olorgys DBishop Golengso's justifioation for publishing hias Fembabouah

Oritically fxamined is also an excollent summary of Arncldts owm
Justifications

I baliove that there are not e feaw among the more highly eduoatod
olasses of socioty in Ingland, and mmltiiudes among tho more
intelligent operatives, who are in danger of drifting into
irreligion and practicel athelsm, under this Gim sengo of the
unsoundneas of %the popular view (on vorbal ingpiration), ooubined

l%tﬁg_s__ of ratthew Arneld, IX, 102. Cf, irmold?s quotation in
Literature and Cosme of the Rock's desoription of loan Etanley as "8The
degenerage plant of a strange vine bringing forth the gropes of Sodom
and the clustors of Gomorrah.'” Literature and Domna, pe 152,

r’ibﬁc. ‘De 105,
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with a i‘ael:mg, of distrust of thoir spiritual teachers, as if
thogo mict bo oithor ipnorant of facts, which to themselves ers ;
patont, or, at least, insensible to tho difficultiocs which those '
facte involve, or olso, boing ewsre of Lheir existence, and
feoling their imporitunce, are consciously ignoring them.l8
The kinds of' arpuments and other persussive dovices which Lrnold
uges in Litorsture and Domma may be bstter undorstood if we can
digcover the olass of readers for whose benefit he wrote the books
In the profface to fod and the Bible, Arnold, upset by the numerous

ettecls on Literaiure snd Dogma, as 2 book subversive of the Christian

rolipion, very carcfully iimite tho audience for waich both Litorature
and Dorma and Cod and bhe Bible wore writtons ho has sidressed himself
“to one country and netion, and to one sort of persons in it, and to

ono momont in its roliglous higtory."1® He desoribes these persons cs

those who, won by the modorn spirit to habits of intelloctual
sericusnogs, cannot roceive what sets these habits at nought, and
will not Gry S0 foroo thomgolves %o do scy but wno heve stood near
exnsugh o the Christian religion to feel the atiraction which a
thing so very groet, when one stands really near to it, caunot but
oxorsiso, and who have sano coquaintance with the Bible and some
practice in uging 44420

Jpe—

18John Coleuso, The Penteteuch and Book of Jo Critically
Exanined (Londons Loumnan, Groon, sud Roberts, 1862), 1, =i,

18 atihew Arnold, God and the Bible (londons Smith, Elder and Cosp
1873). m). zlhﬁ-l.

20Mhide, pe xwcviiie. In the portion of Litereture and Dogma which
had appeared in the Corphill impasine in 1671, the audionoe waid: Arnold
dosoribos in God and the Bible is not rentionede The two papers are
explioitly direcoted ot avothor group of roadorse It is only in the new
portion of the book that wo got a fow statements suoh as these: "Our
attou mt, therofore, has in view thoso who now throw the 2ible agide, not
thogo &0 receive it on the ground supplied either by porular theology
or by metaphyaioal thoologys For persens of thig kind, what wo say
neither will have, nor ssclks to havo, any eonstraining foree at alls
only it is rendered nooossary by the wunt of constraining force, for
others than themsolves, iu their owm theologys"
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For the laak of ome or more of these cherscterightios, Arnold spooifi=
oally excludes from his andionce the following: fire beliovers in the
traditionel Christisnity; the upper end lowor classes; the Liberal
secularists; and Roman Catholiose

In the preface to tho populer odition of Literature snd Dogmn,
&rnold further characterises the andience of intollectually serious
lovers of Christianity for vhom he had written Litorature and Dogma.
He compares him ovm efforts towards changing Christianity to the
transformation of religion which ocourred at the Roformation: “The
Gormanic netions wroke the tie with Home, bosause they loved Christie-
enity woll enough %o deal sincorsly with thomeelves as o clericalism
end traditiona"2: fho Reformation, thus, prosorved for Christianity
"#he gericus hold upon men's minds whioch is a great end beneficent
foree todey, and the force to viich Literaturc and Dopm: mekes appeal,t22

Ifxnold, then, picturos an eudionoce of sorious-minded peoplo, poople
vho for centuries have felt tho power of Christianity and loved their
roligion, Iie picturee a vapue unrest now coming over those pecple,
similar to the unrest which preceded the Reformations This unrest is
due %o the spresd of the rationelistic spirit vhioh 1g disorediting
niraclos and the guper-natural, Some of these poople aro giving the
Bible up, tui most ere heogitabing, Theso people nced to be reassured
that even though beliof in mirscles has o be givon up, the Christian

rolipion still has ms rmoh profound significance for their lives ac had

2lirnold, Litereturo aud Domma, pe viid,
221?)16-.,, Pe iXe

pa—
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traditional Christianity.

It is for this andicnoco that irnold poses ao the now Luther, In
1863 Armold hed euphasized how diffloult it is 4o make new ideas
harmonize with the religious life ond how only grost roligious rsfor=
ers, like Inmther, could do this succossfully; and he hed stated thet no
such reformor for tho prosent age had as yet sppesred, In 1873 the
groet roformer still had not epreared, and so Arnold toolk the task upen
himgelf, As the new Iuther, he :&acl.’led_'mat in 1865 he had called "the
vory easence” of the religlous problem: ¥, « o tho putting a new
congiruotion upon them {(the liew Tegbament data), the taking thom from
wnder tho ¢ld, adopbive, traditional, unspiritual peoint of view and
Plecing then under & new 010s s » #7250

Tor this reeder the more purely expository portions of Litorature
ad Pormn, in which Armold is preseuting his vorsion of vhet the
Biblical writers reclly thought and said, would be partioularly
epproprietes®® The plain, careful analysis would appenl to the
intelleotunl sorioustcss of such a ¥eader, and the reverent tono toward
the Nible would setisfy his own pious attitude, IFrom hinm would also be
appropricte the portions of Literaturs end Dogma in wiiich Arnold
pagses fron "eriticism™ to “recommendation,” from sinply presenting

235mold, Esseys in Critleism, pe S5le

247he more purely expository portions of Literature and Dogma
would inelude the first three ohavters, in which Armold surveys very
quickly the teachinpge of the 0ld and lew Testemontss the gixth chapter,
"The llew Tostement Reocord,” in vhich Armold discugses sowme of the
prinoiples of his exogosic; the seventh and eighth chaptors, "The
Testimony of Jesus to Himgelf" end "Theo Early Witnesses," in which ho
presents hls dofailed oxogesls of tho Mew Tostament,.
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vhat the Biblioal writers roally thoupht and sedd to proving that the
Blble %oaches truthe “momentous and real,.”26

Lub for this rocder the chaptore of nogativo oriticisn would not be
nisgescary, sinoe Arnold assumes him Ho be a porson who 1o alroedy
dissatisficd with curront thoology and metaphysics and no longer ablo
to accept the theory of verhal ingpiration or the proofs of prophecy and
miraoloe?” llor would this reador nesd the chaptor “Our Jfagses and the ;
3iblo," in whioch Arnold roiteretes the conoern wiioh he hed shown in
the profeas over tho lupgo of tho massog.2! These chapters must have
boon writton for somo other group of readerss

Hiow, the audienco of the Cormhill “Literature and Iopma® iag
expliclily the “Irionds of dogma," the religious teachors of the nation,
In the introductory paragvaphs of the first paper, Armold acouses them
of havinp ettecked li*:;emhtx;e. and go "o tho frionds of dogzua® ho
fecls "erboldoned » o « %0 say a fow words on bohalf of lotlors, end in
dopreciation of tho slipht which « o o thoy o o & put upon thon, 728
Literalure and Dogma is, then, o bo o "dofense" of litorature against

the asporasions of the thoologinnse

2B1me "pgoormendation” is made throughout Literature and Dopma, but
in the last two chapters, "Te Truo Groatnogse of the 0id Tostament® and
"Tho True Grosimess of Christianity," Arnold malkes a gpecial offort o
convinee the reader of the irgortance of the Biblo for hias life.

20mho nepetive oriticisn ie concontrated in the fourth, fifth, :.ntl
ninth ohapters, YTho Froof {rom Prophecy,” “The .roof from lHraoles,
and “Aberglavhe He-invading.”

27This i dhe tonth chapbor, coning immediatoly beforv the two
“roconmendation” chaptorse

20armold, Iitersbure and Dozma, ppe S=Ge
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Arnold almogt immnediately forgets about his stated purpose.2?

Iitoraturs and Doyma turns out to bo an originsl exegosis of tho Bible,
and the "defonse" of liteorature ic only an ingigtonce that one of the
ohiof qualificatlons of & competent Biblical oritio is the possession
of literary culturc, Thot Arnold was keeping a clerical aundicnce in
ind throughout the two Cormhill papers is oleer from this passage from
the olose of the second PONOTe

The same must be seid of mirecles. The substitution of some other
proof’ of Christisnity for this acoustomed proof ic now to be
desired most by those vho most think Christlanity of ismportanceos
That old fricad of ours on vhom we have formorly comonted, wiio
ingints upon it that Christianity is end shall bo nothing else but
this, "thet Christ promisod Farndise to tho saint and threatoned
e worldly man with hollef'ire, and proved his power to promise and
throaten by ricing from tho doad and asconding into hoeven,” is
certainly not the puide whom lovers of Chrisbianity, if they could
discern whet it is that he weally oxpeots and alns at, and what it
is which thoy themselves really desire, would think it wise to
fo:-lmf .50

Arnold doce not forget his oripinal audionce in the rest of

&

Literaturo and Domume Thyoughout the beok ho is recommending his owm

version of the Seriptures for the serious consideration of the olorgy,

20% 1y Armold on God,” Spocbator, XIIV (July 8, 1671), S25-28, The
Spectator praised Arnold?s “Socratie” inbtroductions "Anyone who wishes
Yo imow how o slide in aftor the fashion of Flato?’s Socratos, by an
apparently familier oriticism on modern tendencics, the eoxposition of a
how, momentous, and subversive dootrine, withoub giving his readers
provious notice of his drift, ocsmnot do botbor than study some of
iire frmold's rocent ossays, but above all, this lest on 'Literaturc and

Dopnne ¥

S0arnold, Litorature and Logms, Ppe 1l4=lGe Arnold hed "formerly
commonted” on this "guide® in St. Faul and Frotestantisme The quotation
is oulled from: an artiole in Fragor's lagasine, In Ste raul end
Frotostontigm Arnold had unmasked the pretendsd guide eas a Sonthanito,
vhose inpidicus purpose in making his recom odatlon was to keep the
olorgy doing just the thing vhioh will disoredit Christianity altogether
in the end. ;
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and in nmeny piaces he soens o be eddressing them dirsotly.5l For them
Arnold also compoger tho chaphers of negative oriticism of the Bible, .
This negative criticism is not strongly ingisted upon, and Arnold statos
explioitly that the aim of Literature and Dogme 41s not to undermine the
foith of thouo vho atill acoopt traditional Christianity. Arnold's
purpose in including the negetive oritiecima at all is to show the clergy
how unsound prophocy end miracles are as sanotions of Christianity and
how eagily the dootrizne of the inf2llibility of the Biblo may bo upsots
For the olergy Arnold also writes the ohspter "(ur lasses and tho
Bible" to ehow thom the soricusness oi the religious orisis and the
hoseesity of mooting it with now idease In this chapter ho is dtoaching
the teschers the proper method of winning the msasos back to the Bibles

Though Arnold is convinced thet Christianity must be transformed
if it ig %o purvive and that the olergy are now the chief force in
hindering the transformation, he realizes that without their heolp his
owa offoris would bo fubiles "I do not protoud to oporate & general
change of religious opinion, such as can only come 4o pass through 'ﬁh@
operation of many labourors working, all of thom, tovards a 1like ond,
and by the inutrmentalit;{r. in a vory congiderable dogrec, of the
olorgye"52 Thus, if he could bring the olerzy over to his viows, he

woulé exoroice & conglderable influence for the good of religions So

Slibid,, pe 325, "How hore o o » 48 10 point « o » whore to apply
corrcotion to our ocurrent theology, if we arc to bring the religion of
the Bible homo to the massose o « o Tose vliom it wogt concorns us o
toach will never interost themselves et all in our mzended religion, so
long as tho whole thing appears to them unsupported and in the air."

S8irnold, fod aud the 3ible, pe Xiixe
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in Literature and Dorme he pointe out the new end vitsl texts in the
Bible on wirich the Chrisbianity of the future mst be foundeds and in
the prefasce to the populer oditlon of Idteraturs and Dozms, ho exnrosses

the hops that "the temchers of religion will more end more bring these
toxta Dforward and davelop Shem,"S8

It ig not noesssery here to dessribo in dotail the "eonstruction"
vhich frzold put on the Bible, his interpreotation of vhat ho felt the
Biblieal writors "really intended to think and sey" @ood swumriss of
frmoldts axspesic are vasily eveiloble. % In this seotion I ehell only

discusy frnoldte methods of proofs

85 - - - P
“Varnold, Libteralurs and Domma, »s Xis

H5e0, for smarmple, Dasil Willey, Hinebeenth Century Studies
(llew Yorlz: Colwbis University Froms, 1949 5. PPe 2G3=83s For a oritioal
survey see Lionel Trilling, !atihew Arnold (New Yorlk: W. W, Forton and
co., 539), rl'_. 317’3\53’

The chief points of Arnold's exegesis are as follows: The Jews woro
the first raco in hictory to recognize vividly the oonnection betwoen
morality end happinesss They digoovered the morel rules through triale-
end=grror oxporience, end roalizing that the rules were not an original
rart of man's naturs, thoy atiributed them %o a force outside themselves.
The happiness vhich rosulied from follouing the rules aroused a foeling
of grotitude towards this forse or power, whaich the Jows porsonified
and called Cods And so God %o them meant no more than the power in the
univorso that revoals and rowards ripghteousnesses 5Bub the originsl
intuition and the omotion comncobod with it faded with the yearsy thoir
relizious observancoes became extornal and mechanicel, and ovents, such
ag the fall of the Jewish kingdom, gosmed %o bolie tho law. The Jows
thon turtied 4o the hepe that e Mossiah mizght come to restore lo them
their former prominonce and heppinesse Since thelr oivilization had
bocome oxternal and mechanical, thoir imaginations oreated a lessish who
would be a king powerful onough to subdue the heathen kingdoms around
thom and establish the matorial glory.of Israole Christ.cams, roalizsd
that the Jowish sbate had fellon becsuse it had been uutrue to its
original intuition, end get himself to revivify the intultions
Israoll's oripginel intuition wos but an incomplete deseripiion of
rightoousnoss, and in supplying vhet was laocking, Christ oreated a
moral gystem vhich will logislstc for man?s moral life forovore
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Axanis prosonta hils "o oriticism" of the Biblo with unashome@
dogntlm, Tor proof thot his omegesls is aorreot, he osn enly offar
hs ehrraster oz e competent liberary eritio. He novhera in Idsorature
Znd Dosw explieitly refors to himeelf es o compobond oritic, but he
#ots up tho mecsssary qualifienticns for the oritic, shows how other
oritio:, especislly the thoologians, lack these cualificefions, snd
loaves 4he impliection that hn doves hias atbemt booauso he foels
himgolf w2ll ouclified.

Sesidss having o dlzintorasted lowe for truth end o thorough
Iioriedge of hiz toxk ond the "foobs® about his text, Arnold insiste

fifteen or twonby timos in Literature and Dogmm, that s Biblical aritic

mast hews culbure. The theologlans, Arnold says, are not dopreciating
litorature; but sinoe the atudy off literature is the memns 4o culiuro,
without o baskpround of wide rosding, the Biblioal oritic, aven if he
"Imows” his Bible, will nover bo able to interpret it correctly or
diow out its significancoe

The first way in which the possession of the discipline of
litereture benefits the oritic is %o make him realise that there are
great differences in the psychology of natlons and orase The prosent
is & rationalistic age in which man is ssoking to dewvelop his intollec-
tael, oriticel faculities; rationalism was also characteristic of the
Grocks at tho hoight of Hollenle culture and of most Buropoan nations
of the lonaissanccs Cn tho other hand, tho iediowvel poriod wms & time
of developnment of the faculbies of the emoticnc and imaginations The
Jows et the timo of the coxing of Christ wore similar in psychology to
tho Iuropeons of the 1iddle Agess. N8 o matier of fact their ra00
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throughout hictory socms conslstontly to have emphasized the emotions
and imagination and %o have noglectod the intolloct, the feoulty whioch
is the poculiar gift of the Aryan racos. Hoing an unoritical poople
with vivid imaginations, the Jows accopted as roality such thinge as
propheciss and miraclos which a more oritical ago, such as the present,
can no longer beliove ine Thus the reader muot allow for the fact that
the Biblo, written in wneritioel bimos, would be filled with the
Projudices and ettitudes which the humen opirit had accepied naturally
in such Simes and which tho modern agze is just as naturally rojeatinge

The cultured coritvic also realizos that the peychology of & people
not only influcncos their attltudes and beliofs but is even refleoted
in tho languape which thoy usce The langusgo of an imaginative peoplo,
like the Jows, toxds to bo pootic, fipurative, counecrcto, and is %o be
carefully distinguished from tho literal, abstract, scientific language
of philosophionl digguisition., Arnold felt thet the theologians,
boonuge of their lack of literary oxperionce, did not see this disting=
tion iu language at alls thoy had taken the poetic language of the Bible
as golontific terminology and had therefore attributed to the Jews a
notaphysiog wirich thoy oould not possibly have had.

Perhapo tho greatest bonefit which wido reading will give %o the
oritic of %the Bible is what Arnold onlls “power." In so far as reading
devolops oulture in & man, gives him a knowledgo of all gides of human
nature, gives him ghbandards for jJudging excollonce in ell activities of
the human gpivit, it gives him "Powore" Disintorosicdness, knowledge
of faots, and high intelligence might maks & man a good negative oritic

of the Bible, but only the cultured man has the percoption to sco that
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oven altor nogative eriticisa has done its worst there romsins in the
Biblo an ingpiration for tho moral life wirich can be found nowhore elsoe
Yost Gormen oritics of tho Bible, ovon Strewuss himsolf, lack "power's
"o o » to vhat ig wmcolid in tho liow Tostament he {Strauss) applios the
higtoric mothod obly oncugh, bub o ¢ « 50 doal with the reality which
ie sbill loft In the Yow Tostwnont, roquires e larger, richer, deorey,
more imapinetive mind than hig,."90

Spoaking, then, as & yeprosontative of tho Zeitzoist and culiure,
irold presents his oxegesis. lde vorsion is only one of many compobing
interprotations of the Hible, and Arnold fools that the best way of
digerediting these versions is to atback the compotoncy of those wuho
have constructod thene

In Arnold’a opinion nmost of the interpretors of tho Bible, past or
progont, hove not been proporly cqualifiod oritics:

It ip am if gomo simple and saving dootrines, esgential for men o

Izow, were eushrined in Shekogpearo's Hanlet or Nowton’s Frincipis

(bhough the Gospels are raally & far moro corplox and difficuit

objeci. of criticiaxz than either)s and a host of scsond=rate

oritics, and officinl critics, and whai is called “Ghoe popular

nind" ag well, threw thomsolves upon Hanlet and the Frincipis

with the notion that they could and should extract from these

documento, and impose on us for our belief, not ouly the saving

docirincs enshrinod there, but also the right litorary and

poicutific oriticisa of tho entire doowsonts.S¢

With the oritics viw ropresent the “populer mind," Arnold has wvory

littlo to doe IHo brushos thea aside with tho romaris "low, wo all luow

S94rmold, Literature and Jomme, De 3XVe

SCIbide, Do 1796
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vhat the literary oritioism of tho mass of menlkind 1s."37 He attacks
the thoologians in elmost evory chapter of Litoratuwro and Dogma,.

Arnold docs not sparo his language in oxpressing his conbempt
towards “the frionds of dogme® and thoir oxegesis of tho Zibloe &A%
bost the unoultured theologians are made to appronr well=intontioned but:
olle=gided mon, who, bocauso they combine an oxcons of talent for
abstruso ressouing with o lack -of literary experience, produce o most
lmocurats iuterprotation of tho teaching of the Bible, Then Arnold
boeures more contempiucus, as in his oongtant irony on the efforts of
the Zishops of Vinchosbtor and Glouwcester "to do somothing for the homour
of Gur Iord's Codhond,” he implies that the theologians are lonrnod
foolss fut Lrnold's atitnck on tho character of the thecloglans is even
more ebusive, Thoy are Yofficlal oritiocs," who have acceptod a theology
thad vas dovoloped in the dari agos when sciontifioc study of any kind
was impogssiblo snd who, Arnold implies, are now more oconcorncd with
deflending their official position than in esecking the truthe. He
identifics thom with tho Jewish theologians who opposed the religion of
Christ and vwhom Christ attacked so soverelys

And all that the 3ible saye of bringing to nought the wisdom of the

wise, and of roceliving tho kinpdom of fod as-a little ohild, heg

nothing vhatever to do with the boliover's acceptanco of somo dogma

that porplo=os the reoagson; it is aimed at those vwho sophigticate a

vory simple thing, roligion, by importing into it a so-callod

solonce with which it has nothing Lo do. Jowlsh theological

loarning, the system of divinity of tho Jowish hierarchy, who did

not Imow how simple & thing righteousnens really was, and vho,

vilon gizple gouls saw it in Christ and were drawvm to it, oried outd,
"#his pooplo that Inowoth not the law are curgedi® It was at

571bid., re 178
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these, and at vhatover resenbles theee, that Christ aimed tho wordg
about receiwving the kinpdon of God ag a littleo child.S8

In this pessage and oloovhero Amold conpares dogme with the "génuina“
teuchings of Josus and stresses how differont Chrict's religlon is from
that of the theoclopgiena, For example, Isracl and Christ, according %o
irnold, teucht that Cod is really a great unlmown;3? but the irreverent
and blegphenous theologiang protond o know ell about him "as if ho woro
a nen In tho noxt atveot," And in that invoreating passage which
concludes the Chaptor "ihe iew Tesbawent Record,” Arnold, at the height
of his dndignation, {inds it ncoossary to use all the moral restraint he
can simmon o Ieep himgelf from hurling tho word “infidel®™ at the
theologians, wiho huve carnod theo name ton times over by their falso

oritioim: of the Biblel™

5"3_1]:4-1_.’ e 258 e ci‘. Dhe 228. S70e
$91bid., ppe 59, 58, 191,
20Ibide, pe 180s “Happily, the faith which saves is atiached to the

saving dootrines in the Bible, whioh are very simple; not %o its litorary
aid golonbific criticism, which ig very hexd, And no man is %o bo
callod *infidel? for his bed literary and solontific oritioism of the
Bibles but if he were, how drendful would tho state of our orthodox
theolopions bol Thoy themgolves frooly £1ling ebout this word infidel et
all thoge o reject their literary end seientifio eritioism, whioh wo
Boe Yo bo cuito falsoe IT would bo bub Just to moto to then with their
o Doagure, and Lo oondemn thom by their om ruleog and, whon thoy air
their ungound oritioisn in public, to say indignantlys The Bishop of
So-and=go, tho Josn of jo-and-so, and other infidel lecturerg of tho
progent dayl orm That rampant infidel, the Arohdongon of Sowandeso, in
his rocont lotter on ithe Athanssien Croed) or: "Iheo Noglk,' "The Church
%n,l m:__m rogt of Wio infidol press) or: The torrent of 18

idelityr which pours overy Sunday froam our pulpitsf Just it would
bo, and by no mesus inurbane; bus hardly, porhaps, Chrictian. Theroforo
veo will now permit oursolves to sny ity but it is only kind to point
oul, in passing, %o thege loud and rash peoplo to vwhat thoy oxpose thome
golvon, at tho hands of advorsariec less corupulous than we are.”
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5iblicnl orities with such qualifioctionas osuld nob possibly
produce o corroct interpretation of the Soripturose Arnold thus saves
hingolf the trouble of arguing that their versions sro false 5l In
spoeking cbout dopmatic theologzy he relies chiefly on abugive language
o form an ettitude in the reeder. Orthodex theology is “mechanicsl and
mberialising,” “hollow," “wmorthless,” and “grotosque.” It is o "mogas,”
end "illusion,” an “extravegonoe,” an "utber blundere" It ie full of
"deop confusions and nisunderstondings.” It is a systenm which prides
itsel? on being "precise” ("precisoly wrong,” Arnold commonts twico)
and is characterized Ly "agtounding perticularity” and "insene licenge"
in ite effimmetions about Cod and immortelity. Tho Athancsian oroed is
& "grotosque mixture,--of learned psoudowscicnce with popular ibore
pleube®; it is 2 "notion work” with o "chimora! for ite bosice All of
dogmatio thoolozy is "o soparablo asorebion, which never had ‘any busineas
%o Lo attached to Chrigtianity, never did it eny good, and now does it
great herm, and {thickons an hundrod=fold tho religious oconfusion in which
™ 1ivee"“2 pofunses of dogma are “misspent labour" and eve like Ya

[I'balius 'bhcira.J

411'91:1.. De 2044 liore is Arnoldts sumary of the thoology of the
Hiddlo Agos: YTheso are the men, this iz theo eritiesl faculiy from
viich our so-called ori:odox dogme procoeded; the worth of 2ll the
proéuations of' euch a oritical faculty is-easy to esbimate, for the
worth is noarly uniforme”

42Ib:ld.. De 34%te Thig is the same dogma, the strict tesohing of
which Arnold hed vigorously defended in his earlier cducationsl writingse.

43&110. Pe 547,
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Arnold ioc far more pentle with vhot ho calls "popular thoology,”
Ingtoad of abuping it, he says thet it ought o be troatod with
"infinito tondeorness” end "indulgenco inoxhaustible.” In hie mooh
mellow mood Arnold oalls it an "Aborplaube® and even praiges it ea "ihe
shotitanioons workz of nature.” Ho also oslls it “providential,® since
only by ite means could the ethloal bouchings of Christ heve sproad
throurhont tho worlde%® Iut ho also occasionally speaks of it in
doropntory tormo. Its pod ic a “mepnificd end nonenatural man,” whose
eooonco and povernment Arnold deseribes in the famous analogy of the
threo Lorde Shoftesburye™ o also calls i% an "anthropomorohign,” a
“fairy tale,” and & "lopend,” words perhaps less brutal then the

"doprading euperstition” of the liboralo bub surely te sincere bolisvers

“Uhide, pe 505,

251bid., ppe BUG=E07. "In dmagining & sord of infinitoly magnificd
and Improved leord thaftesbury, with a race of vile offondors to doal
with, whom his netural gooduoss would incling kiim 4o let off, oniy his
songe of justice will not allow ity thon a youngor Lord Shaftasbury, on
the goale of hip fathor and vory doar 4o him, who might live in grandeur
end splondour 17 he 1iked, bub who profers to leave his homo, o go and
live anong tho swee o0 ~£fenders, and %o bo pub o an ignominious doath,
on condition thoat iio werits shall be counted against thelr donerita,
and that hic father’s goodness shall be restrained no lonpgor from taling
offoct, but any offendeyr shall bo admittod Yo tho beuefit of it on
Alrply ploading the satisfaotion made by tho song=-aund thon, L{inally, a
third ‘Loxé thafbesbury, still on the same hipgh soale, who loaps very
mich in tho backsround, end works in a very ocoult manuer, but very
efficaciously novertheloss, and who is busy in applying evoryphore the
bonofite of the con's sntisfectlon and the fathor's goodnesoz=-in an
lmapination, I say, such as thip, there is nothing dograding, and this
ic proocisoly the Frotesbont story of Justifiecatione And how awe of the
Tiret Lord Shaftoubury, gratitude end love towerds tho cooond, and
earnost co=operaticn with tho third, may £ill end rulo mon's hearss so
as %o trenafora their oonduct, wo nced not go about o show, for wo have
all goon it with our oyos.” Arnold was oriticised so much for this
Yaboninablo illugtration’ thet ho exwunged it in tho popular edition of

Litoraturo and Domma,
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brutel enough. ile oven compares o man's boliof in tho "popular
seicnco™ of Uhristianity Go tho solecc an opiun cater gots from his
dreamg,, %6

Arnold prodicts that popular thoolozy will long survive as &
Pootic accompaniment to Christionlty and en omotionel stimmlus %o
moralitys 4 bolief in lonwrned theology can never again be made & vwital
part of Chrigtianityd "The hour for soffening dowm, ond explaining
oy, is passed; the whole falso notion=woriz has to gol"47

But whon Arnold aslis whobher his oxegesis is the "ripht construoe
tion" o pub on the Bible, ho admits that “demonstretion in these
mattors is impossible™s

It 45 v meintaineblo thesis that the allegoriging of the Fathors

ig »irht, and that Ghis ig the truc sense of tho Bibles It iz a

maintainable thoois that the thoological dogmas of Tie Trinity,

the Inommmation, and the Atonement, undorlie the whole Biblo. It

i e mainteinable thesis, on the othor hand, that Jegus was hime

eolf Imroracd in tho Aberglaube of his nation and time, and thad

hic digoiploc have reported him with ebsoluto £idelity; in this

cage we ghould have, in our ostimato of Josus, o moke deductlons
for his Lhorslaubo, and to admiyre him fop tho insight ho digplayed
".72':.;"‘" .

-y an.sd

in spito of i
Vihich oxogesis is the right one? It is tho .';‘:ai.t@ igt, tho agcumulated
“roagon and oxpericnee” of the reco that will deaide: "Does experience,
a8 it widone and doopens, meke fox this or thet thosis, or nake against
167%4%  Arnold fools that voussn end experionce are maling egainst the

461bid,, pe 5886
47_&:19_.. Pa 547,
“'-'5;'21_11_., Phe O06=3T0
49_1_13_5;_1;_-. Pa 887
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traditional thomes and in favor of his own consbruction, vhich, then,
though 1% oan not “oommwnd” aasent, will “win" essent o6 timo goos oneSO
As tho Zeitroist widens tho oxporience of largor numbors of poople,
These poople will tmm more and more o o construction of the Bible guch
es Armold has put on i4.5%

in Litorature end Domwa Arnold not only wanted to preseut the
rerdor with = "Lruo eriticiom" of the Bible, ho also wanted o persuade
tho ronder 4o cescopt thiz "“ruo™ teaching of the Bible as a guide for
his 1ifes ZArnold would scarcoly have considered it worih his while %o

heve written Iiterature and Domma, if his reador, after studying the

901bide, ppe 53400 Hore is how Arnold shows that "reason and
oxporionice” have Boon hig puidos in hic oxopesiss Ye o o m Israclig
magtor~fosling, the feeling for rirhtoousness, tho predominant sense
that mon, ere, ag St. Paul says, 'oroatod wnto good works which God hath
prepured boforchand that wo should wall: in then,! wo colleot the orisin
of Isrecl’c concephion of fod,=-of that mighty not oursclves vhich moro
or less engages all men’s atbention,=-es tho Ltermal Powor that malkes
for rirhtooumnosse This we do, bocause the more we come %o Imow how
idoao and tormas arise, and what is their charnctor, the moro this ex-
Planation of Igracl's use of the work *Cod' seems the true end natural
ongs Agzain, the coustruction we put upon tho dootrine and work of
Josus iz collooted in the same wuy. From tho data we have, and from
comparisgon of theso data with what wo have bosides of the higbory of
idoag and expressions, thic construotion soems to us the truc szd
hetural ones Ths Cospel narratives are juast that sort of account of
such & work and teoching as the work and teaching of Christ, socording
to our construotion of it, wae, vhich vould naturally have beon pivon
by devotod followors who 2id not fully undersbond its And understand it
fully they thon could not, it was so very now, greabt, and profound; only
tine gradually bringe its lines out more clear,”

5libid., ps xiii, The proface and briof conclusion %o Litorature
and Porma aro, lile Culture and jnerchy, direot propagonde for culture.
They aro appeals to peoplo o help the Zeitzoigt elong by broadening
their literary cxperience, Armold ronlises that "ono cannot go fer in
tho attonpt to bring in, for the Biblo, o ripht oonstruction, without
seoing how neccossary is scaething of oculiure to its being admittod and
vgods" In the proface to Iagt kssays on Churoh and Relision, he
amounoes that he is ending his direct twroatmont of roligion amnd will
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boolz, aocepted his oxegeoie as “trme" but did not appreciate the
significance of the 5ible for his practical lifo.

In tho preface irnold agrees with ell that the olergy say about
"the importenca of the Bible and its relizion"02 and lator emphasiszes:
"For us, rolizion is tho solidest of roelitios, and Christianity the
grontost and happiest strche over yob made for hwnan perfoction."dd
Caristianity is of such importenco beosuse it is & puide 4o excollence
in conduct, an ares that covers throce=fourths of a men's 1:11'9.54' and

Arnold’s language glows with strings of superlatives ez he degoribes

how renew hie efforts to spread culture: " o o in rebturning to devote
%o literaturo, more strictly go=oalled, vint romalng o me of life and
etrength and losirve, I am robuming, efter all, %o a field whore work

of the most impordant kind has not o bo done, though indirectly, for

roligions I an porsuaded thet the transfomation of religion  « « can
06 aocouplished only by carrying the gualities of floxibility, percep=
tivenegs, and judpment, viioh are the best fruits of lettors, to whole
olagsos of the commnity which now Imow noxt to nothing of thems o ¢ o

5 - - » -~ -
"ai'.rnolc, Litorature and Dorma, pe viile

881hid., p. 108,

541bid., ppe 256=33, In proportioning the importance of tho
verioug elamouts that go to male perfection, Arnold makes the following
comparisons: "ihiich ig thoe solid and sonsiblo maon, whioh undorstands
mogt, wiich lives most? Compare a lathodlist daywlabourer with himle-but
the first doole successfully with noarly the whole of life, while the
gecond is all abroad in ite Compare gomo simplo and picus monk, al fome,
with one of those frivolous mon of taste vhon wo have all coon thorole==
each Imows nothing of what interosts tho other; but which is the more
vital concern for a man: oconduech, or arts and awntiguities?

“liay, and however fzloo his goicuce and 5iblical oriticism, the
beliover who epplies the method and socrot of Josus has & widih of
range end curonoss of foothold in 1ifo, whiich evon tho best scientifioc
and literary oritic of tho 5ible, wio applies them not, is without;
bocaugo the first is ripht in vhat affocts threc=fourths of lifo, and
tho socond in vhet effecte but one-fourth, or even but ang=eighth, Lach
has a seorcl of which tho other, wio has no exporienco of it, doos not
Imow the walue; but the valuo of the learnod man's socret ic ridioculously
loagt,"
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the "immecsureble grandeur, tho stornal necessity, the pricoless
blessing” of tho reveletion made to Ispsel, ond the "farereaching
sanctions, ths inezhaustible attractivenoss, the mrace end truth® of the
"irmense, importent indispenseble” dootrine of Christs Furthormors,
man, et presoat, has only on inkling of what Christianity con aocomplighs
the relifion of Jfesue hes an "immense capscity for sonsoless prozress
and farther dovelopmont™;¥S and frmold con not even conjecture what the
hew world will be like once humanity reslly understends and epplies the
mothod and cocres of Jesus, 4And gb Arnold is auxious to "eonvince,”
"wing " and "porsuade™ the render thet the Bible deals with facts
"momentous and renl,” and "rocommend" that ho acoept the Sible eg a
gride o rishitocuenosse Aud, if his reader is a olorzyman, Arnold
vanta o induco him to presch this true and all-important dootwrine in
his church,

The chief line of ergumont by which Arnold tries to couvince the
reador to accept the Bible is that its beaching, scientifically intore
preted, is the most adequate sbatonont which humanity possosses of the
prineiples which should govern & manfp moral life. Chrict has deseribod
onge and for all the morel lew of man'’s being, a2 part of vhat Arnold in
Sulture ané Anerchy calls “the univorsal order which secns 4o bo :
intended and aimed at in tho world, and vhich it is a man's heppiness to
go along with or his misery to po counter 0,796 and his teachings,
therofore, have an “otornal nocessity" for mankind. Murthermors, Carist

EE_I_P_i__d_-. Pa 370
80arm0ld, Culture and inarohy, pe 1le
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eonveyod his moral mossage in ingpired language: never beforo were thore
"utitorancos concorning oonduet and rightcousness . » o Wich 9o carried
with them an air of conswanate truth and 1ikelihood as Christ's dids
and never, thorefore, woro any ubberances so irrosistibly prepossoss-
inz;."57

Arnold's chiof arpgument for tho walidity of Christ'e moral systen
is thet it is "voriflable" by “axporionce.® "Pry it1" he wanto tho
olorgy to say to the massos, and if tho masses nade tho experiment,
Arnold ig 2s corbain that they will be able %o prove that following
Christ leads 4o happinese as they can prove that "fire burnse”

Chrigts moral systom 1s so simple thet the pluinest man can
undorstand it end f£roa his owa oxporionce intuit its truthe Arnold
dogoribes this methed of proof vhon he conpares Aristotle’s ethics with
these of Ghrist end proisos Arisbtotle for not dedueing his morality
fron a “ecomplete syston of poycho=physiology,” a seience which oven now
is still far morec comploto, bubt rathor appealing, ao Christ did, o
everyaan'o oxporicnco:

He + « » oppeelso taroughout %o a verifyin; souso, such as we have

paid thot overyone in this groat but plain mattor of conduot

really has; he doos not appoal to a gpeoulative theory of the
systean of thinse, end deduce conclusiong from ite. And ho shows his
greatuess in this, booauso the law of our beinp ic not something
vitich ia elroady definitively lkuown and osit bo exhibited as part
of a spoculative thoory of the system of thinmgss it ig something
viich digcovers itsell and booomeg, os wo Lfollove=(anmong othor
thingo) the rule of renouncement. That wo can say with most

cortainty about the law of our being is, that wo find tho rule of
ronouncement load sonsibly up to it. In matiers of practice and

57arnold, Litoratmre and Dogma, pe 58 Soe Arnold's commonis on
liarcug Aurelius, supra, e 40 ;
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conduot therefore, an exporience, lile this, 1s reslly a fey safer

%:ﬁ:ﬁ.gg ingiect on than any gpeculative thoory of tho systom of
80 Lrmold provos tho truth of Christis moral system by a sorics of
Paychiologlenl propositions wiich he fools are gonerally scceptod.59

Cardst Gaught Hhe dootrino of tho two solven, & "lowor® golf of
uncontrolled imoulse, loading a porson %o aoht ab the instant didding of
his instinetss; and a "higher" self, whioch leads a person 4o cheok the
Ipulsos of tho moment and consciously direct his actions in torma of
gone rules The activity of tho highor solf in controlling impulse is
“oonduet," and Arnold states dognaticnlly thet conduot covers throoe
fourthis of life,“U &y Christ’s "method” a porgon is taught %o emplore
his soul and recosnize vividly the oxinbence of these two solves,
Chrigt alaoo providec a "sooret" which, in its most genernl statement,
ic the dootrine thet a person must "dio" o his lower self and live ab
the direotion of his hicher self if' he wents to have "life," "joy," and
"heppiness.”® The rules of moraliby arc applicetions of the seoret to
the various impulses of ¢the lower solf,

To prove tho truth of Christ's "cooret“=-that renocuncoment is the

neons Lo heppiness-=-Arnold again appeals to the overydey experience of

583bid., pp. 208=0,

5%me statemont of theso propositions usually includes one or
ancther of thege formuless "nobody will deny,” "overyono knows,” "no
ono will say," Yit will be donicd by no one,” Tit can hardly be gainsaid,®
"wo all gee,” or “evoryono can understand.” See also the prefaco to
Iact Escays on Church and Helicion, in whioh Arnold swuwrizos Christ's
moral cystom and apgues for ites "natural truth" by a sories of proposi-
tlons that he feels are generally "admitbod."

S0armola, One 0lles Pe 15.'. If not fowrefiftha or Jive=-sixlhse
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his readers, Only at 4o or three pointe in tho bext doas Armold bring
in tho authority of "ell good obsorvers® 4o confirm Christ's testimonys
e list of authorities vhom Arnold quobtos inoludes Bishop Butlor,
Bighop Vilgon, foothe, the writor of tho Imitation of Chrigh, Barrow,
hrigtotle, Plato, iordsworth, andé several minor witnesses.®t

The oxistence and atlributes of tho fiod whon Iarasl and Christ
worshipped cun also bs proved by ompirical methodoe God to Israol end
Chrigt wme the "Bternal Fower, not oursolves, wirich melkos for righteouse
nogs.” Ixmperience rovealod to thom, ss it does to any man who "atiends"
%o his etiicel experionce, the "very great part in rightecusness vhich
bolonpe o o o 40 not ourselves.”62 By "not ouraelvos” Arnold meens all
the objoctn and influences in the univorse over which an individual has
4o control but which have a tremondous effect on his lifse In Ste Paul

and Frotogtentigm Arnold desoribes this “not ourselves” in its wideot

songo og tho "olement in which weo live and move and have our being,
vihich otretohes sround and boyond the striotly uoral element in us,
around and boyond tho finite ephore of vwhat is originated, measured,
and controlled by our cwm understanding and will¥s by this element "wo
ars recoptive and influenced, not originative and influencing.™ S8

Rogbricted to the moral life, the "not curselvos" operates ia this ways

Elrbid., ppe 17-18, 45, 205, In the rest of the tost Arnold very
occasionally briugs in euthorities to butiress some statement or othor
vhich he is maling; Hishop Publor and Coethe are tho chief ones who
function in thia way,

Galbitl., P. 27.

Birnold, St. Paul and Protostantism, pe 49
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In the first ploce, wo dld not malte oursolveos, or our nature, or

-

conduet as the objoct of threc-fourths of thet neture; wo did not
provide that® happiness should follow aconduct, as it undoniably
do0Be o « o 211 this we did not malo; and, in the noxt place, our
doaling with it abt 211, vhen it is made, is not wholly, or oven
noerly wholly, in our powere Oupr conduct ic oapuble, irroespective
of whet weo oan ourselves corteinly answor for, of almost infinitoly
difforont deproos of forceos end onorgy in tho performnce of 1%, or
lucidity and vividnesa in the peroeption of it, of fulness in tho
satiagfaction from its end these degreos may vary £rom day to day,
ang quite incaloulably.®
he Jows, having discovored in their ethionl experienco an influence
vhich revenls, inspires, and rovards rightoousnecss, and moved by emotion
of ewe and pretitudo, porsonified this "Power” and called it God. By
this porsonification Isracl did not intend to attribubto any other
Qualitios 4o God, lExeopt for their recognition that the "Power® makes
for riphteousness and that it szeens o make for wighisousness eternally,
God %o them tms o preat unlmowm,. Their language cbout Jod was poetry,
lanpuare “thromm oul at en object of consciousness not fully grasped,
which ingpirod cmotione®SH
Arnold vocepts this emplriocally proved Cod, though he reminds.the
resdor that the term "God" may be used o deosoribe a “Bowor® with other
atiributoss Since to fulfill the law of his boing man mmet perfect
hingelf intellectually and acsthotically 2s woll as morally, sons day,
whon men hevo como to follow complotely ths “eternal order,” thoy will
broaden the def"inition of God as “ihe Lternal not ourselves wiiich malzes

for righteougness,” into “the strean of tendenoy by mhich all things

SArnold, Literature and Domua, pPPe 27=28e

€51bide, pe 41.




0
fulfill tho law of tholr belag,"S6
Vhen men srxe roady to broadon tﬁei.r dofinition of CGod, they will
elgo broaden their definitlon of religione In Litorature and Dogma
Amold defines roligion as “ethics hoightoned, enlindled, 1it up by

feoling," or “morality houched by cmobion."S7 ihen men will have

developod as gensitive a congoienco in egsthotlc and intelleotual
mettors se Ghey now have in moral matters, they will include ia thoir
religion their whole gpiritunl activitye

Zesides appenling o individual exporience and quoting the
opinions of "=ll pood obsorvers,” frnold also cites the exporignco of
tho hurmen rece as confirning tho bomching of the Bible that throush
rightoousness cones happinesse Arnold?s gensralization=-that morel
cauges povern the rige and L£all of states--tms one of the great themes
on wileh ho preached from Lssays in Criticism to "Litorature and

Gelonee,"” In Litorature and Uomms this argunment ig developed in the

emrey

chaplor "ihe Creatness of tho 0ld Teatanment.”

In this chapter fomold asks the readeor to glance with him across
higbory and watch “tho spostoolo of human affairs so edifying and 80
sublime,"5% Under the guidance of Arnold the reader sces the followings

The world poes on, nations and men arrive and depart, with varying
fortunec, as it appears, with time end chance happening unto all,

S0ibid., ppe 41, 45=04,

671bid,, pe 21. This definition of religion will cause much
controversy, but in Litorature snd Dogma Arnold assumes that this
definition is tho ponorslly mcceptod one, that when the ordinary person
specks of religion he means “morality touched by emotlon.®

881bid,, pe 549
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Iook: & 1ittle decper, and you will soe thet one strain runs throurh
it all; natious and mon, wihwoever is shipwrooled, is shipwroolzoed on
gonduets It is the Cod of Israol steadily and :lrrosi.n‘biblg
aggorfing hingolls the ibermel that Ioveth rightecusnoss.®

In this chapber, rich in Diblical quotations, Arnold?s own chyle
becomes Biblicnls

0 long delaying am of might, will the Ebornal never put %hoe

forth, o smite those vho go on as if righteoucnoss mattored

nothing? Thero ie no neoedj they are salbtton. Down thoy come,

one afor anotheor; Assyiria falls, Babylou, Greece, Romes they

all fall for wont of condust, rirhtecusnoss.

For pertioular chudy, Araold einglos out Urceca, tho period of the
lonaigoance, and siridson France, reocntly dofoatod in the Franoo=
Pragoian wars Iach of these pooplos undervalued righteousiosse Toir
worldly ideal has great atiractiveoness, and at cortain pericds in
history it somaz almogt succeeding in cotablighing a completo rule over
mon's epirite, It is o falso idenl and always breelzs down, beasuse "theo
congbitution of thinse turne oub Lo Lo eonchow or other against 1%."71
Guly through rihitesusnese oan individual mon and najions achiove
happinoss and truc pgroatnosde

Laporinental deta for tho proof of the Uld Tostament revelation
are gonsloto, and all nations now pay at leact lip sorvice o tho idoal
of rirhtoousnosuz, Since Arnold mainbains thet no nation has yot appliod

coplotely the mothod and scerel of Jesus, ilic exmpericnce of the race

can not provide tho samc ovideonoo for Christianity as it providos for

Ibid.. Yo 850
T01b1d., pe 351,
T1Tbid,, pe 25D
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the logsons of the 01d Torbamonte’® Howover, Christisn history may beo
road as two thousand yoars of oxperimentetion to discover what rishte
cougnons roally ise Arnold ghows how various eras and various Christian
soots fastoned on one or ancthor of tho basio doctrines of Christs for
ey le, Catholicign had enphagized Christ's sacrot and Protestantism
his methodl?S fut Christien hisbory is a record of & long gerics of

failures. lian, by studying the causes of thoso ﬁiluras. is slovly

getting o botler idea of whot rightoousiess roally is, and Arnold sees

this lmowledre es developing towards the systen of Josus which hio hae

degoribed in Literature and Dogma,

In the chapters “Greaineoss of the 014 Testament” and "The True
Greatness of Chrictianity,” Arnold uwses his historloal arpument to ghow
not only the "truth” of the relipgion of the Biblo but also its
"grandeur,® Arnolid wewbts to convince his roader thet by giving up the
Aborplavbo of traditional Christianity end acsepbing Arnold?a varsion.
hic dmapinative iife will not bo impovorished, "Il truth is roelly,”
lameld says, Mincomparably hishor, grander, more wide and deep=reaching,
than the ilorplaube and falgo solence which 4t displacess®™7é The stage
io the world; tho aotors, nationsy the timo, undvorsal higtorys the

drama, the discovery of the God of righteousnosse. Such a spootacle,

"21hid., pe 200, Armold monbions e nuber of individuels whom he
thinke have succceded, to a considerable oxtent, in followdng the
teachings of Christs the author of the Imitation of Christ, Taulor,
Ste Irancis of Salog, and Uilson of Sodor and iane

T31bids, Dpe 202-95,

™1pid., ppe 54T=£8,
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Arnold saya, will gatioly any man's cesires for the edifying and sublimo,
In the following quotation Armold swumrizes the intolleciual and
imaginative eppoels vihich his exogosis should heves

Yos, the grandour of Chrisbianiby and the imposing end imwressive
atlostation of 1%, if wo oould bLut worthily bring the thing oub,
is heres In thet imncnac experimental proof of the necessity of
i%, which the whole oocurse of the world has atosdily accummlated,
and indicates to us as still contimuing and oxtending. ien will
not admit assunptions, the popular legend they call a failry-ialo,
the motaphysicsl domonstrations do not demongtrate, nothing but
oxperimental proof will go dowms end here is an experimental proof
wiiich nover failg, and vhich et tho game time is infinitoly
grandor, by the wastnoss of its goolo, the socopo of its duration,
the gravity of iits resulits, than tho machinery of tho popular
falry=~tclos Vallking on the water, mluiplying loaves, raisiug
Corpaos, o hoavonly Judge appoaring with trumpots in the clouds
while wo are yob ulive,=wihet ig this compared to the roal
exporioncs offered as witness to uwa by Christianity? It is like
tho difference between the grandeur of an extravagenss end the
grandenr of the sea or the sky,=-immonse objeots whiach dwarf us,
but vhore we ero in contaoct with reality, end e reality of waich
wo oan slowly trace tho lewse/d

For his alerionl reoaders Arnold usos 2 specinl sobt of appoals o
induco them %o consider soricusly end accept his version of the
Soripturcoa

.Larlier in this chaptoer the writor onlled attontion to Arnoldls
uge of the "lapsed masses” arguuent es a justification for his having

writton Litersturc and Domuae Arnoldts coatinual reoforonce in strong,

pogitive language Lo the growing indifferonce tovards rolizion among
larger and larper marbers of pooplo would seen to indiocate, howover,
that he is using tho.argunent for a purpose othor than merely solf-

Justificution, This purpose is to drive fear into the hearts of his

clorical rosders. SArnold doos not even bother to‘prove tho oxistence

"8Ibids, poe 573726
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of the lapse; he wants tho clorgyman to feel that it is = fact acoephed.
by all: "fhip iz vhat evoryone sees Lo conshituto the spocial moral
foature of our times, the smsses ave loging the Bible and its roli-
glong 76

liot only doos frnold emphasize tho growing indiffersnce of the

bazges Lo roliglon, he aleo peints oul tho rotive hosbility of warisus

modern thinkers do Christianity and the Bible. Jusong the opponents of

Ghrigtlonity whon he lists or quotes are the athoist Dredlaughs the
selentist Huxley, vhose attasi on the Cld Tesbament in his 1860 articlo
in defense of Darwin would be remembered by the olergy;77 and an
assortment of "philosophical libersls,® whose doropatory opinions on the
Bible are guolod at the bogimning of the chaptor on miracles. It is

these liberals who ave beooning the londers of tho massos; and vhen the

TCIbida, ps 51le In his looture "o Church of Englend,” addressed
to the london clorgy at Sion College in 1876 (publighod in Iasht Hssayn
on Chuwch end Rolision), Armold ueos 2 similar "scare" by pointing out
to the olorpy tho “gnemdes and dangers" with which the Church of England
is not cnoompossed. The "mogh foraidable forse in the array of dangerc"
is the "estrangement of tho working classes,” Without tho support of
these classos, the Church of England Yoammot, in the lonp run, stand,”

"TArnold, ope cites Phe. GeGe In Literature and Dogma Arnold doos
not ugo the “moc-i;rn_b'f-.};‘:eir of physiosl solonce" as an importont "soare®
elements Lesides the reforence to Huxloy, there are ounly two or throe
othor bricl referonces to csolcnco in tho toxnt, OsZe ON Pe 6l vhere
Armold notes tho “"breach® that now existe Lobwoon "sdwint is onlled
godence” and “populer relizlone® In St. Faul end Protostantign ho had
usod the scienoce soore to e gsomovhat grenter dogres: “Thoe soientific
senge in man unever asgsoried its olaim ac gtronglys the proponsity of
religion to negloct those claims, and the pordl and loss to it from
nenlocting them, nover wore so manifeost.” "Sclonco® lg domanding
vorification for.all relipious dogmas and, not gotling it, is tending
Yo treat such dootrines as tho Atonomont ¥as of no roal conscouence™s

no one doubts “that such is tho bohaviour of scicnce towards religion

in ouwr day, though many mey deploro ite"
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liberale ccll Christianity Yeld-foshioned and suporflucus,” the nmasces
"applaud them o the coho,"78

In thess ways Arnold tries to convey to hie clerionl readors his
ot songe of the soriouwcness of the present religious orisis end of the
Inmediato necesalty of doing somcthing to provent e total collanse of
Chrigbionity within o shord bime.

Tho ordinery modorn clergymen, Arnold feels, does not aporeciate
the transfomntion which the retionalisgtic gpirit has wrought in the
ettibtudos of hie conprogetion sowardas some of the most cherished boliefs
of Christienity. e ig sbill preaching the traditional iborglaube,
not realizing that Yas far as the poople aro concermed, tho old tradie
tional schoms of +he L':I.'bl-o is gonee""? He 4is still proving the
oxistones of Cod by mebaphysics or by miracles and the fulfillnont of
prophocys he iz sil) preaching the dootrine of the verbal inspiretion
of the Bible. Fe doon not renlise how osgily and decigively rationalism
has atiueked dheso olements of traditionel Christianity, melding it
impozeible for large portions of his congregation to bolieve them any

lonpers®C  jir arnold con neke the clorgpyman congcious of this new

7Oarnold, ope 0its, DPe 511=512,

79;1_9_5_;51_.. DPe Xvexvi,

80Ibids, poe 507=508e At one point in the dext Arneld trios to
male iy eppoar thet only o pertloular oclaesa of “devout women" can still
tako traditional Christianity seriously, But those women are low in
intolligenoce and ridiculous in theiir sotions. Jrnold describes their
behavior, so leckinp in “iack, moosure, end corrcot parception,” at a
Commmnion service in a Xitusligtic Churchs ¥, o « the floor of tho
church strevm with what ceon to bo the dying end the desd, progress to
the altar almost barred by forms suddenly dropping ag if thoy wore shot
i!l bnt'&lﬂ. 99 .“
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atnosphore, e will have mede hinm gee that some redical ohenge in the
intorprotation of Christionity ic nocogsary, and will have propared him
to tako gerisucly his oun rooommondetioncs

The fraditional netephysioal proofs for tho existence of God

Arzold brughes aside, letaphycioists, Armold says, prove tho existence
of Cod by using arguments based on reasoning from “idoas of substanco, |
identity, causation, design and so on'j Arnold smrns the clergy that

there ere now e “sroat many" poople "who fail Yo percoive the fores of

such 2 deduction from the abstract idong above mentioned, who indoed

think it culto hollow, but who are told that this sonse is in the Dible,

and thas they nust reveive it Af thoy receive the Bible," and who

tierefore conclude "that in that caso they had betler roceivo neithor

the one nor 4w othore"Sd lLotephysicsl proofs are incounolusive with

mosy paople not only boeause most people do not heve balents for

"abatruse romsonins¥ but also bocause of an inherent difficulty in tho

science itcolis Tho deductions of motoephysicians must fail booause

thore is no apreenant amonp: thom aa to tho preolse meaning of the "ideas,

or terms” with vhiich they begine With this simple ingight Arnold

attenpts to mwoep into tho sorap hosp as cophigtry and illusion the
netaphyeical trestisos of o thousand yoorse In tho rest of Literature

and Dopma hio snipes at the "perilsus busineas" of motaphyrcios fron

coveral othor points of viow, o points out the groat dii‘fqmnoe

anols various meobaphysical systomo, tho diffionliios whioh doctros of

metaphysics have in beiup consistont within thelr owan gyotens, and the

Slibid., Dpe 15=14,
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Topusnance viiich comzon conse hes to the conclugions of metaphysicss

e sanotion whioh the Bible once rooceived from prephooy and
miracle is also losing its holding powors OCiting the rocults of modern
Biblical critiocism, Arnold asks the clorgy, “vhat, then, will they (tho
mASses) soy ap they oconme Go lmon” thabt many of the aupposed prophacies
aro notually mistranslations of the original Jewish text; and "will not
Poople bo elortled” whon thoy come %o roalise (what the bost intollects
Imow already) thot mmch of what hos boen tolen to be propheoy ic not
prodiciion ot all, that meny of the supposed prophecios can be explained
by Christ's acting out gome of the statements in the 0ld Testament in
order to dramatisze his megpage and spiritualize tho prophccica, and
that the prophocios in the Diblo whioch were intonded %o be literel
prodictions never were fulfilled. Arnold points the moral to the olerpy-
men: “And then, what will be tholr casc, who have booen so long and
sedulously tausit to moly on supernatural prodictions as & maingbay?tol

Hireclee aro "Gouched by Ithuriol's spear¥; tho objections to
miracles "do, and more end more will, without inslstence, without
attack, without controversy, malo their own force foll; and « « o the
senictlon of Christianity, if Christianity is not to be lost elonz with
its nirasles, muet bo found cluovhoro."8® Is refuses to go into a long
argumont againet miracleas

For it is vhat wo ocall tho Tino-_s.g!_._riﬁtr that is so.'_::pinc; the proof

from miraclos,=-it io tho "Zoit=Ceigt" itsolf, Thether wo atiadlk
them, or vhothor we dofond '!.ha::l, does not much matter; tho human

8211:1:1., DPe 111105,
851bide, Do 148,
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mind, as its exporience widons, is turning swey from thems And for

thic ronson: it soos, ze ils oxporience widong, how thoy arise. It

goes thal, undsr ceortain circumstances, they always do arise; and

that they havo not more solidity in one case than anothers
o dosoribes the psychologionl ntmosphore of tho Biblicel apos to show
how neturally mirceles would bo atiributed o a mr:t;«;natio figure lilko
Chrigt, ile also comparos Biblical timos %o tho carly history of other
races Go show that o belief in niracles is charachoristio of all races
in the carly siagos of thoir dovolopmente

Finelly, Lo points oult o tho clorgy, mosts of vhcn are otill
preagiing tho Dible as tho litorally inepirod Word of Cod, how ocasy it
is %0 prove thet Biblical writors erred both in fect and in argumont.
Adopting Colonso's method, he indicates digorepancies aweng the ilow
festanent writcrs by chowing their misguotation and misuse of the
propheoios of the 0ld Tosbament, - and o gives a fow examples of their
fallacious rocsoning. ile warns the oclorgy that this "recognition of
the 1liability of theo llew Testamont wrlters o make mistalwes, both of
foch and of armuwont, will cortainly e « « nore and more gain strength,
end spread widor and vAder,"Cd with tho rosult that the Bible will be
thworm aside by incroasing numbors of peoplee. Arnold rocomzonds that the
olorgy abandon the theory of vorbal inspivation and work, as Armold does,
to extricato the truc thought of Josus from tho incomplotic and misleading
roports of the Fvangoligitse

Such is the memnor in whioch Arnold chows the clergyman how tho

Bé:bid.. De i2S,.
807pide, ne 142




influence of +ho modern Zeoitpoist is omptying his churoh and oreating a
growing hogtility to the Christian relizion, The Bible, he says, "ig |
attnoked on sll sidos"s the defense which the theologiens are neleing is |
palpebly unsuscessfui; honce "some new troatment or other the roligion |
of the Biblo cortoinly zooms Ho require.'86
in tho chaptor ¥Our liasses end the Bible® Amwold recommends o the
olorgyman his own oxegosic 2s thoe only one which will guocossfully get
Peoplo baolz to churche He cerofully degoribos the "massos” aa Mrude
and hard reasonera,” wiose innmote prastioal sense is now being reinforced
by the sprosd of tho soientific Zoitroiste Tese rude ané herd
rongonore will aceept only whet con be verified, and traditional
Christionity is £illed with unverifisble dootrines. 7Tho oxosllence of
Emold?'s Christianity is thet i% is verificble and so should be
acceptoble 4o the mussess
ind now, then, lobt us go to the masses with what Israecl really did
ooy, ingtecd of vhat our popular and our learmed relision may
chooze to malke him seye Lot us announco, nobs “There rulos & great
Porsonal "‘irst Cauwsgs, viro thinkg and loves, the moral and intollie.
gent Sovernor of' the universe, and thorefore li:udy your Bible and
learn o obo thisd® Nos but lot us emmounces "ihore rales an
onduring Fower, not ourselvos, which malkes for rightocounsness, and
j:_};_o_r_e_rro:g ctudy your 5ible and loarnm to oboy this." TFor if wo
announee the othor instead, and they replys "First let us werify
thet thoro rulec @ great Forsonel Firat Ceuso, vho thinks and

loves, tho moral and intelligent Governor of the univarae.“-nhat
are vie to angwer? Ve cnnno".: anewere

But i, on tho other hand, thoy asls "“How are we to verify that
thore mles an onduring Fowor, not ourselves, vhich makes for
rightcousnese? =-yo may answer at oncoes It is sop try itl you can
try ib; ovory case of conduot, and of the 1ife of all :na::ki.nd, will
prove it to you. Disbelieve 1%, and jyou will find out your mistake,

961bid,, pe 116s
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a8 gure s, if you disbelieve that fire burng and put your hand

into the fire, you will find out your micbtalto. Boliove it, and

you will find the benefit of ite"87

Two of the faulbs vhioch most eritics found in Litorature and Dorma
Viore unnccossary perconedl abuse of certain theologiane ané irreverent
lanpuese directed at o faith which was still a natbor of 1ife and death
%o many peoples -+ Arnold coments on theso abiacks in a letiter o his
sigor written ebout a yoar after the book was first publisheds:

I write in tho menmer which is natural to mo; tho manmor has, no

doubt, its wesk nointse. ut ponderocus worke produce no effects

tho religious vorid vhich complaing of mo would not read me if I

treated ny subjoot as thoy sey it ought to Lo treated, and I want

them, indeed, to read me as 1little es they please, dbut I do not

moan thom to presoribe e moie of Yreatmont of my subject to mo

vhich would lead o my being violly ineffectivo both with them and

with overy ono else.d%

Thle lotter sugpests thet Ammold hed plamned rathor cerofully a “mode of

treatment” for Iitereaiure and Dopma, and prosumably he folt that the

oloment of ridicule would add to the Dookls effeotivoness. So the
quostion is how would 4Arnold have justified his uso of ridicule 25 part
of hie persucsive stratesve
iIn an ossay on Sainte~Bouve, irnold, spoeking of Seinto-Douve’s
style, s also perhaps thinking of his owns
His ouricsity wes unbounded, end ho wes born a naturalist, carrving
into letters, so often the mere domain of rhetoric and futile armaoo=
ment, the ideas end mothods of solentifiec natursl inauiry. And this
he did while kooping in perfeotion tho ease of movement and chamm of

touoh which belongs to letters properly so oslled, and which glve
them their unigue power of universal penctration and of

87Inid., ppe 352=34,
38Ibiti.. Pe 158,
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propagendign,89
The cooret of Christ's successfal propagandisn was also "charm"==his
"nild, uncontentions, winning, imvard mode of working (o ghall not
gbrive nor oryl) which was his time characteristic, and in which his
charn and power lay,"P0

Though the method of "oharm" doos not oxeludo bantor, it can not bo
reconeilod with anybhing go vhterly negative as inveotiveel Iumerous
Pasgapres night bo quotod from Amoldls lotters and publishod works in
virich he deprocatos tho use of homvy ridicule es a porsunsivo dovice,
Yorhaps the mest revoaling of thogse passagos is his comont on his worl
A Freneh iton (1864), whioh he hed writton with a consoious effort to
“persuadgs ™

I roally want o powrsuado on this subjeod, and I have folt how

hocozgery it was to keeop downl many sharp and telling things that

rico to one's lips, and vhioh ono would gladly uttor if one’s

object was to ghow one’s own abilitiesSe ¢ « o I thinkt such an
offors a moral discipline of tho very vost sort for one.%2

COrmold, Zesaye in Oritioimm, pe. 143,

90armold, Litoraturo and Dorme, De xvii.

gllbid.. De e In 2 number of lotters Arnold commenta on the
efloctivenoss of his bantor end ironys. For oxmaplo, in & lobtor of 1847
ho citos the evidenco of his growing popularity and influcnge and
statess "It shows what comos, in tho end, of quiobtly holding vour owm
way, and bantering the world on the irretionality of its ways without
loging tompor with it." And 4wo yoars lator, comaonting on Culture and
imarciun "Howover, mmch I may bo attacled, my manner of writing is
cortainly onc that ¢aizes hold of peoplo and proves offcctivoe. I hoar on
ell gides of {he Preface boing read, and malsing an improssion.”

921hbid., pe 256, Othor pagsseges: “Iartly nature, partly time and
gtudy have alsc by this time taught mo thorocughly e precious truth
thet overything turnc upon one's cxorcising the power of perguasion, of
gharny that without thia all fury, enersy, roasoning power, end
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in spito of his conclusions about tho most offeotive method of
"propagendicn® and in spito of his provious experience in having hurk
otor pecplots foolinge, S Arnold in Literature and Dogms chose fiercoly
to attack: the dogmatists and use lenguspge sbout poguler Christianity
waich he Imew would chook tho roligious sensibilitics of some of the
roodors of his boolt, Clearly he had been pgoaded inte the abtack by his
lapatience with tho congorvabism of tho clerzy. Is his uge of ridiculo,
then, to be explainod os porsonsl onimosity, as & failuro in "moral
digoipline,” as an atbompt to show his abllitlea, or could he have
Juostified the ridicule on othor zrounds?

Arnold®s attack on tho dogmatista and popular theology might be
illunivated by hie comments in the preface to Literaturs aud Dogma on

the propor use of inveotive. Iavootive, Arnold seys, camuot bo

toquirenant, are Hiwown cway and only ronder thoir owner more niserable,
=ven in onelc ridioulo one mush preserve 2 swoobnoos and good=humour,”
Ibide, pe 2345 this lobtor is dated Ocbobor 25, 1865. '"Digsolvents of
the ola Furopoan aysten of dominant idoas and faots wo must all be, all
of us who have auy power of worlkings what we have to study is thet wo
may ot Do acrid dissolvonts of it." Essays in Criticlism, pe 155,
Uirdting $o Lide mothor in 18&8: "You will laugh, but fiery hatred and
malico are vhat I detest, and would elwuys sllay or avoid, if I ocould.”
Ihe phrago “you will lewgh® moy bo significant in that perhaps his own
fenily did rot beliove in the coplebo conformity of Arnold to this
ideal, Lotlers of iabthew Arnold, I, 4i2e "So, 00, Jacobinism, in its
fioroe hetred of tho past and of those viom it makes lieble for the sins
of tho past, cannet do avay with oulture,~-culture with its inoxhaugte
ible indulgonce, its congicderation of circumstances, its sovere

Judzmont of eobions Joined to its moroiiunl judgnont of porsonss”

Culturo and Ansrchy, pe 4G,

981n his Iegh viords on Tranglating Homer (1862) Arnold had o
apologize to I, ie liowmzn for the "vivacities" with vhich ho had
satirized liomnan's translation of Houore In tho prefece to the 1865
odition of Hgsave in Uriticism he had to apologiso to Ie Ce lLiright,
another tronolotor of ilomor whoso feelings had also boon wounded by the
1861 Homor Locturos.
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dofendod exoopt vhen omployed "againet individuals vho are past hopo, or
agalnet ingtitutions which aro palpably monstrosities."$¢ Chriss,
hingolf, ocoasionally ebandoued hie typical "mild, uncontentlous, winning,
invard mode of vorking” and usod invective. 5o did 8t, Faule IHow,
invective con not convert. Thorofora; neither Christ nor S%e Faul hoped

%o sonvert those apainat whom thoy used the inveotive; rather, their

purpose was 4o mae “a streng impreasion on the feithful,n98
fow the "feithiul® for whom Armold wrote Litoraturo and Dopm wore
the clerpy and the relisious poople in Inglend whose f2ith had besn
disturbod by tho rationmalipbtle spirit, vhat, thon, was the "strong
lupregsion”™ wihich Armold, by his use of ridicule, hoped to make on each?
In the introduction to CGod end the jible Armold tolls the reader

that he doss nob regrot a bit his porsomal ebuso of various olergymen

in Litoratuve and Dogma. He jusbifios his attack on Bishop VWllborioree

" v

(tho Bishop is now desd) by saying that the Bishop had used his talents-
end power of niud in an atboupt to confira his contemporaries in an
#illusion®s

A man of Bighop lWilberforce’s powor of mind must kmow, if he is
singors with himgelf, that vhen ho %4alls of "doing something for-the
honour of Gur Lord!s Codhoad," or of "that infinito scparation for
tine and for ctornity which is involved in rejocting the Godhoad of
the Etormmel Son,"e==ho must dmow that-by this singular sord of
mixiture of uncbion and mebaphysics ho iz solemnly giving a

somblonce of conceivability, fixity, and certainty to notions which
do not possibly admit of theme Iio gt know this, and yot he gives
it, beosuse it sults his purpose, or bocsusoe the public, or a

9¢Arnold, Literainre end Dopma, Pe sviii.
%51bid., pe viiie
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large body of tho public, dosire its and this is olaptrep.®C
ind so Armold ic nof sorry Af "by ridicule or by blame weo havo done
anything %o discredit a line such as that which ho adopted."$7 Bishop
Wilverforce posed as a "guide," and yob ho laoked oither ineishi or

sincoritys fuch a man should, thon, bo discredited cs a guide “for the

rolizious orisis upon which wo are now cntoring, 93

3y his owmn profession Arnold could not have hoped by tho uso of
inveetive to have convorded Sishop Wilberforco or eny of the other
clorzy vhom ho had atbecked,%? Dut the clorgy whom Arnold hoped %o
influence in Litereturo end Dopme wers probebly the hmbler parish
priestss. lis atbtacks arve c‘raioi'la,; against "dogmatists,” "thoologians,®
and "bishopgse" It is these higheranking ond powerful slergymen who are
holding up the transformation of relizions Thoy, porhaps, are undone
vertible; but if Arnold vould disoredit these influential loaders, the

raniteand-{ile pricsts might tuma to Literature end Dogsa ss the right

guide for tho present rolisious orisigeiO0 <
'S s

98mold, Cod and tho Bible, De 23
o

97&5;‘-1.: Pe 240
9B1bid,

90rposunably frnold does not use invective ageinst the sciontists
in "Iitorature and Soicnce” beomuse ho feels thet they arc open to
CONVEI'sione

1005rn0ld, ope cibes P 147. Aftor Arnold hnd give: his address on
Fobruary 22, 10676 4o tho London olergy at Sion Usllege on "Tho Church of
England,” ho reported gleefully o his sistor; "» o » The comic thing
was that clorgymen after olergymen got up sud turned upon (Bighop)
Cleughten (viho ic o woal: man), who had thought he must caubtion poople
egaingt something in my addross, and, =c I had insigted on the lcinmdom
of fod uwon garth having beon tho originel gogpel, and pointed out how
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The "feithful" for viiom Arnold wrots Iitorature end Dogma .also
included the lover of Christianity vho is a2t prosent disturbsd by tho
retionalistic aiboek on his religion, Vhat was the "strong iLrpression”
which Armold by his ridicule of historical Christianity hoped to mele on
binm? In a lebler to his sister, whio had corplained of his "treating
with lighimess vhet is mattor of 1ife and doath %o #o mony poople,”
frnold ougrests tho porsuscive strategy of this ridicules

Thero ic a lovity which is eltogether ovil; but to treat miracles

and the common anthropomorphic ideas of God as vhat one may lose

and yet leep one's hope, courago, and joy, as whet are not really

mattors of lifo and deeth in tho hkogping or losing of them, this

is dosirable and necossary, if one holds, as I do, that the

cormon anthwropomorshic ideas of God and the relianco on miraclea

WasT and will inovidebly pass avye ¢ e o ihen I see tho conviotion

of tho ablont and noat sorious meon round me that a greet change

mist come, o great plunge must be baken, I think it woll, I mmush

say, ingtond of simply dilating, as both the roligious and the anti-

religicus world are fond of doing, on the plunge's uttermesa,

tremondousness, and awiulnecs, 45 show mankind thet it need not be

in Terror cud despeir, thet evorything essential to its prosress

gtands firm and unchanged.l0
Thus, Arnold saw around him many mon who woro feoling dospondent and
lost oo thoy realized that tholr faith wes slipping awaye Thoy wore
listening to tho molancholy, long, withdrawing roar of the zoa of faith,
end folt 1liko children orying in tho night, To guch men Arnold, in

Litorature and Dorme, proscntod himself as an example of a person who

hes lost his faith in traditional Christianity, vho oan lightly oall it

* 2o church could be in harmony with the popular classos and their ideal
without revorting o thie original pospel, thousht he would caution
thon ogainst this, and said it bohoved them b romember thet the roal
Einpdon of Sod was not what I had said it was. Clorgiaan on clergymen,
I say, twrned upon Claughton and seid thoy agresd with me far nore than
they did with hinG"

1011bide, ppe 15535
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e "logend" and a “fairy telo,” but vho still can keep his joy and
buoyunoy because ho rooognizes the "smth® and “prandour® of tho

genuine teaching of tho Diblos




CIAPTER V
s TNCESSITY OF RIGHTECUSHESS

“Iho nooocasity of rightoousncgoPe=theose words, whioh olose tho last
chapter of Iitorature and Dogma, ccho the thome on which Amold preached
all his 1ife,* In hip poons and cerly essays ho gpoke of morality as a
"eluo" for man %o follow in a life which lnoks zuidence of any othor
kind, But ho eleo found thet e moral stoliocisn ic unsatisfactory bocauso
it laclw the omotion which, by "lighting up” morality, holps mon to be
virtuouns, listorionlly, rolipion had been the groat provider of
cenotional and imaginative “aido" to righitoousness, and had thus enabled
tho maos of manlind to be "oarried along a course full of hardships for
tho naturel man,"2 Amold's senpe of the impordence of conduct and of
ite intimate commeetion with religion lod him to express tolerance for
all forms of relipion, to recomsend the teaching of dogmatio religion

in the schools, and oven o oo:lxdo:m, in 1865, tho publicetions of
cersain rolizious liberals in tho Church of England whose nogative
oritioism of treditional dootrincs ight loosen tho hold whioh religion
hed on #ho nuscec.

As tho yoars wont on, Arnold beeamo convinced that slepticism had

lrany oritics have ocommented on Arooldts inlonse and lifolong
concern with moralitye. See, for cxam le, the iiith ciaptor, "Conduot,"
of G4 tle Ee Nuggolllp latthow Aruold (liaw York: .warles Scribner®s Sons,
1904), pp. 172=209,

2iatthow Armold, Essaye in Criticism (Ioudoms lMacmillan and Cos,
1365). De 271.
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spread %o gudl: an emtent that new proofs for Christlanity had to be
found 3o (:h:-:i.a-&i.m:'it-y wag not goon to bve coumplotoly rojecoted as an
"exploded suporstition.” His problem in Litoreture and Dogma was to
bring the nincheentieconiury doubtor back to the Bible end Christianity,
'i'o_ do this, he porformod vimt ho felt was, as Trilling says, "a lifo=
saving surgery upen roligion.”d The doubltor had rojected the Bible
booauge he was no 1rm-,:or. able to beliove in mdirnclos or in dogmas such
as Oripinal Sin, the Incernation, end tho Atonemont, which, mocording to
traditional oworosis, are peart of the naen'l:inl meaning of the 2ible.
Arnold tried %o show Uhe doubbor that these dopms are tho result of a
nisreading of the Soriptures and that tho essontial mogsage of the
Ziblo is something very difforonte-is gomething of incaloulable
Imortanco. The 5idle tonches a morality which, in its adequaecy and in
its ingpirational ctatament ic unique in literature. Litorature and
Bogm s, then, a new oxepoesis and evaluation of the toachings of tho
3ible by a “oultured” literary oritlcs

Armold askod the doubber o accopt tho Blble as tho resord of the
developmont, in a race uniquely pifted, or the idea of rightocusnosae
This reooord is mixed with accounts of miracles and logonds, vhich, how=
ever, the modomm readeor oan casily account for and quietly ignoree. BHub
tho 3iblo, fron bogimning to end, also speaizs of CGod and his influence
in human affeirs. Arnold assured tho doubter, who was porhaps an

atheist or at leasst an egiosbio, that to the Jewe and Lo Christ the word

Stdonel Trilling, Xatthow Arnold (lew York: Ve :ie Horton aud Coe,
1838), p. 520
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"0od" vag a pookic tormees personification of their oonsoiouaness of a
bower ontornal to themselvos whioh helped thom to lead tho righteous
lifommond that wihen they epolie literelly asbout God they sald that they
lmow nothing about Him exocpt that Ho is the Stomal Fower that malns
for ripghtcousnsss,

Though Arnold fronkly edmittod thet tho Bible is discredited as a
supernatural doournsnt, ho argwed that the moral truths "rovealed" in it
have en "ebornal nosessiiy” for menl:ind, Tho chief proof vAilch he
offorcd for ihis evaluation of the toachings of the 3Biblo was the test
of exporience, individusl =nd historicsle Exporience will temch & man
that moral conduct is one of the chlof gources of heppiness and that
.tho lows of movality aro most adoquatoly revealed in tho ethics of
Chrigts 1% will aloo teuoh him thae® as ho progresses in his moral
dovolopment ho will rocopnise e strengthening influence coming Lo him
from outsido himself, And if ho studios history, ho will see thab
othiors, pariiounlarly the Jows, had discovored this influence and that,
therefore, the power whiloh maltos for rightoousnoss is ebternal,

Undor the pressurc of oriticlsm provoked by his startling exegesis,
Arnold in Sod ond the Piblo admitted that the Jews did not "oonseciously™
porgonify a power the offgots of waiah thoy folt on thoir moral lives,
bub in fact did worship an anthrojcmorphic dictye.® o adwitted that the
account which the Jows heve given in the Jible of the dovalopment of

their love of righteousness is "faneiful and legendery” and necd not

%armold vhitridge, Unpublished Lobtors of latihow irnold (lew
Hovens Yale Umivereity Pross, 1925), pe UO7e In his private notes,
though never in public, Amold also adnitbed that Christ himgoll

bolioved in a persconal Gode
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consorn the philosophis student of their historys The irportant thing
is the witness vhioh their intonse love of righteouaness gives to the
action upon then of tze power which makes for righteousnoss. Thoir
literature, thon, contains a unique "rovelation® of this Zod and the
complotio exprescion of the law of this God in tho "mothod® and "sooret”
of Josus,

With respoct 4o his oxogesis, Arnold's new position in God and the
Bible soane to be thise Repamdloss of what the Jows thomselves may have
bolieved about Cod, the modern roader of the Bible can "srangform®™ thoir
Poworiul lanpuape about God and use it, nmot literally, but =s a poetiec ;
cxprogeion of man®s dosire o reach a reelity higher than himeelf, In
Ste Zavl and Frobostantism Arnold had shown that Gte Paul had transformed
als litoral belief in Christ's physical resurrcotion into o symbol of a
profound moral truth, tho neccssity of dying to the lower self and
living in e highor seld; and in two later essays, "i& Psychologioal
1*&m1101“ and "4 Comment on Chyilstnag,” Armold explained and defonded -
more fully this process of gymbolio transformation of traditional
roligious bolicfce

In attacking Amold's evaluntion of tho beaohings of the Biblo,
none of Armold?s coritics donied that rightoous oonduet is importent,; but
a few objocted Lo Arnoldls making it thres-fourths of life, ~Appleton,
for exmmple, sugpested thet Arnold in his earlior works had indicated
the proper relationghip which should exist betwoen conduct and the othor
aotivitios of life, and thet in Ldtoraturo snd Dogma he had been led to
exaggerate the imporiance of oonduct booceuse the Pirrcligious Fhilise
tine," whom he was eddressing in ihat book, tondod Go wndervaluo
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conduet,®

Though no critio doniod tho importanco of rightecusness, some
denied that thore ic any necossary connoobion botween righteous aonduot
and happineses Oritics like Bradloy, Apploton, end lovman denied out-
rizht Arold?'s cudaomoniens that tho virtuous man will always be a .
happy nen oan not be proved eithor by porscual experience or by hisbtory,
o orthodox crition arpued that the moral law, vhother it leads o
happiness or not, is to bo followed bocsuszo it is Ghe commandment of
Gode In mpite of this oriticisn, Armold nover gove up the proposition
thet rightoous conduet lomds o happinose.

Liboral eritlos disagrecd violently with irnold's cvaluation of the
Biblo a8 & nmoral Tecohore The 0ld Tostament, thoy aoid, is a history,
@isfisured by oross superetition and immorality, of a backvard race of
nomad pooples and Shough meny of Chrict'e moral precopis are sound, his
othical dootring is incomnlote and panctioned by threats of otormel
punishment and powards in e foturo 1ifes But hore, oo, Amold pave
o pround 4o his criticss To tho end,; he arguod thet Chrigt, as a moral
toncher, iz an "abpolube" and that hic mle of self=ronouncoment is the
foundation of all othics.

logt eritics found Arncld's dosoription of Cod asg the "Iternal

Fowor not ourselves wilch malog for ripghteoousnoss” vory unsatisfactory,.

Siatihow Armold, Iegt Lssays on Church and Rolicion (Iondon: Smith,
Lldor, and Uo., 1877), De %vie In tho prefmce to lagt Lgsays Ammold
caya that a Frotioh oritio has objooted o his malting conduct threo-
fourths of 1ifo, and so ho modifics hic positions o will not, then,
thore beoins all this opposition, offor to sotile the emact proportion of
1lifo vhiich conduot mey be gaid to Le. Mub that oonduct is, at any rate,
& vory oonsiderable part of 1life, will penorally be admitiod,”
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Orthodox oritics arpued thab thore aro suffioicnt proofs o convinco any
roagoneblo man that thic "Utornel Fowor' mst be thought of as porsonal,
and that vithout o bolief in a persenal God life would lose all its

meaning and morality ite mogt sdoguete sanobions In God and the Dible

4rnold roplicd %o those oritica by oxamining the various proofs for the
oxistonce of o porsonal Uod end conoludin: that there ic not evon a low
degrec of probebility that Cod is o porson; ond he repoeted his convice
Tion that rman's vivid percepiion of on "cbernel power wiich makes for
righteousnens” will orcate o religion more grand und awo-inepiring, and
Tore imaginativoly eppealing, than the traditionel Christian faith,
Othor oritiocs attacked the proofls which Arnold had uscd %o
ostoblich the oxictonce of the “Ltornel Fowere" Armold had offored
mnts othical experionce as the date from vhich he drow his inferonce,
dut, his oritics argued, man, by introspection, is consoicus only of
gortain poychologlioal statess that those states have any cause outside
of the porsonelity itsclf is an unverifiable "hypothosis,“ & conclusion
not of "seienos” but of "feith.” urthormore, Arnold was accused of
having coufused two realms of beinge In his method of arriving at

trath, he had cplicitly comaltited himsolf to empiricisn, and yob he

opolie of an "eternal” powor and of Christ's moral systom as an "abgoluto.”

%o somo of his oritics, like Xnizhi, Bredley, and fippleton, his use of
the tora "oternal' was oither philosophic confusion or “literary
varnich,"

To vhat cxtont Axnold was philosophically confused or to whiat
axtent he wae meroly using rhotoriosl emphasis is hard to dobermine.
The world=view witloh he prasonted in his poetry wec not congistonts
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sonotinen ho spoko in the lenguese of solentific naturalism and somow=
timos ho cpolo as iff ho believed tho woluee inhorent in tho universe.
Triliing makes tho followlng comment on the philosophic positiong whrich
Arnold tool in his pootry:

s o o Arnold never sot pront store by philosophic consistency in
his pootry; conflioting viows of Habture appoar in each of the two
oarly volumes and soom to have been hold simultaneousiy. The
strinpont matorialictic natureliss of ¥Irpodooles"” doss, indeed,
dininish ag Arnold gets older, but At novor diseppears: it is the
inovitablo rogult oi‘ his allegionco, bomporsd though 2% was, ©o
omta"'mmrv sciencc, n the other nand, the Pla:l:onin-or
"yoeligy’ "wapoplition of "Mho Youth of lan™ socmg Yo have grovms
frmoldts theory of the Sbtate, his theory of roligion, deomanded and
oxprossed ite Ilie did mot strupplo botween the two views axd in a
gense 'L!-e:,- did not produco any fundamental cuntradiction, as they
would have had ho attes aptod a pystematlic philosophys fle allowed
then 4o oxist side by side; each was used %o amitigete what lrnold
thought wore the oxoossos of tho other in modorn 1lifs. The
gsolontific materialictic viow ho employoed to combal theolopy; with
his "rcalist® poai{:ion ho checiod what e bolisved wms the
intellectual ana::m; of ‘the demworatic disponsations ho wished to
o...c.a.o.'.la}' o Tmuth, o Coocduecs, 2 Doouty boyond the uncertain roalm d
which is voted into existonce by the counting of opinionated heads.®

Trilling hero onphecsizes the rheboricsl uses to wiich Arnold put the two
world-views aud suggest that porbaps Arnold novor achieved philesophic
consistoney in hio thinking.

In 8%e Penl snd Protestantign and Iitersture and Dozmn, Arnold
argued that tho universo emanatec moral influences which roveal to man
an absolute meorel law, provido him with orerpy to follow this law, and
reward him with heppinoss lor following ite AfUor the oritioisms of
inipht, Dredlay, and Appleton, Armold, in both his religlous and
politioal writings, subsbituted for the “Liornal Fowor" the term "Hature"

as the foroce which malos for rightecusness and for gociel salidarity.

Srrilling, ops cibes poe O4=CSe
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Tiag nrmold adnitiing thet his "Bternel Fowor"™ had been only a
rhetoricol device, or wms he sbandoning tho conceplion to save himself
from Ghe charge of philssophic confusion? Stray roferoncos to the "not
oursalves" and ths "Ltornal" still osour in Amold's works after God
& the Q.i_l.’.:!-.‘-?.ﬂ Farthormore, ho still spoke of Christ as an Yabsoluto,"
and, edapbing a phrase of Coleridge, s%ill soolo of the ™necessary and
otormal foots of nature or truths of reagon.” To his philosophic
oritios his contimued insistence thet ¥ihe ctornal truths of nature and
roason” aro dorived from man's neoosserily tentative and limited
Gxporience would still have convioted him of philosophic confusion.
"Thug, he continued 4o uso his “realist" position in his later worka;
thouph his "faith" in the “Itornal Powor" must have boon xﬂ.t.x hin %o tho

oad, efer Cod and tho Bible he no longer made tho ostablishment of its

exigtenco o part of hig program for saving Christianity,

It iz sugrostod that Arnold's shift in terminology from “Etermal
Power™ %o "Hebure" was pevhaps the resuld c;i‘ an atboupt to reduce the
insguos botwoon himuell and his oritics.® His root=doctrine=-that
rightoousnecs leads o happiness--had been sovorely attacked. In tho
fact of this atbaol, Yo coubinue o argue about the existence of the
"Eternal Fowsr" would be to debate e sido-issuo. The ossential thing
now wap o convince the doubtor of the "matural truth® of Christian
moralse To avoid further contiroversy on the existonce of tho "Etornal

Fowor" and perheps also to evoid the charge of being & more rhetoricien,

TAmold, ope cile, De 508e
3Ib:lﬁ., Pe 511,




116
frnold subabituboed for the “Itornel Power" tho torm Nature," whioh ab
this %imo oven the most orthodox of solentiste aould use a consciscus
Porsonification without being oharged with philosophie confusion or e
uso of "literary varnish," He theon soncontrated on proving that cherity
and chaatitby, the two cardinal virtues of Chrigtianity, malko for happie
Nosas To couvines his reédor. he guoted moralists of different asos
ond nationa; he pointed out the losson to be learned from the history
of oivilizationg which disinbtezrated becauso they hed undervalucd
righteousnassy and ho earnestly asked the recdor 4o mele the experiment
for himgelf.

Slnce Ammold's death, his roligious writings have boen subjoct o
oocasional ro=ovaluatlone Though thoy heve not bosome mers literary
ourdopities, it con hardly be caid thet the response to them by the
more prominent liteovery oritics hims been much wermer than it wes during
his lifo-timse In genoral, tho woslmesses waich leter oritiocs have
found in Arnold?s religious weitings are much the sanie as those vhich
wore cited Ly his comtomporery criticoe

Te S, Dlioh soyc thet Arnold®s religious writings are "tediously
negative" and "cen hardly be road ihrough."? He finds Arnold confused,

en "illucion of precision ond clarity,"!Q In his religious

giving only

works Arnold Yhiad made an exoursion into & fisld for which ho wos not

92, 5, liot, "Ammold end Pater,” Seleoted Lggayn, 1817-1032
(Iondon: Fabor and Febers 1952), pre 582, 580,

10mh3d., pe 561
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armed "l 1 nilobs opinion, Sradloyls oriticion of Arnold w=e
"final"s Dradloy "lmocked the bobbam out of Iitorsture and Dosm,"12
In ghort, Arnold “in philogophy and hcology e e w. wac an wderrraduate)
in rolipion o ‘hilictine,"18 ind Eliot interprets fmmold's position as
& rocommendation to pot the “emotional Iiok” out of Chrigtisnity without
bolioving in id, a kind of thinking which lod %o tho assthetician of
Pator, L&

Garrod contimuecs the atbnoks of frnold's conteonporary oritics on
hic oxogosis and ovaluation of the tecachings of the Biblesi¥ IHe feols 4
that Aemold, lacking an historical sense, did not successfully intorprot
tho Goschinge of Josus vhrists rather, ho made the wapue figure of
Christ into his omn imagoe llor ic Arnold's ovaluation of Chrisbian
othics sounds He "provos” the natural {truth of Chrigtian morals by a
caroful o tion of sagos to quole on hiec sido, Hul Christian ethias
are not "indicpensable,” ag Arnold thought, and ure probably in large
noasurs inndoguete, ainco oivilipation secis to have dovelopeod Durthor
and furihor avay fron then,

Trilling, like iliot, socopte Bradleyts coriticlon as indicating the

weok: cpot in Armeldto gystem, his philosoghic confusione Jumold bogins

oppancis Horbort Bradley,” Ibide, Pe G90e

121}31(1.3 Ple 323, 038,

8y, 5, Bliot, Miatthew Arnold,” Tho Use of Footry snd the Use of
Critioion (Gamriclr;m Jiayvard UniversiSy Frees, 10855)s Pa O7e

16":1100. Ohe c.n... Pe SCe

i0henthooto Ve GCarvod, "Fhe Thoology of Labihew Arnold,” Iittoll's
Livine Ane, CCINIV (Fobrlm":; 5, 1510), 340=5i, & :
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vith exporicnce, postuletos vhat in Goims of exporience can only bo a
pragmtio hypothosis, and thon, "tomptod perhaps by the exipgenciecc of
polanic,” agserts “that tho moral loaw ig e« « ¢ graven on tho face of the
universe, that nmeaning is proecyistont bo manlé If Amold allows
hingelf no wore than experionco, Trilling does not see that the "Power,”
with all tho prodiccteos wiich Armold pives to it, can be vorified
oither in private exporionce or in history.l? Ilonecs, Armold?s postula=
ting the "objootive existenoe of the gonerator of tho senso of inflvonce
is frnold’e own Aherpleube of morality,™8 Even if Arnold could get hig
reudors to ncecopt his Yfeith" in the "Etemal Powor," Trilling feels that
Arnold's roligion ic too "thin" o serve as a substitute for tho vital
boliefs wiaich it io to roplacoel® Trilling is espoaially oritical of
Armold?s translotion of traditional dogma into symbols of other beliefs.
Islipious dogumes wore boliefs obout a fundanental roality; =& such, thoy
hod witality end dircebing powers to turn them into more ¥postic
exporionce” ic to doprive thom of most of their force.20

Arnold's religious thoupht, talton ag a vholo, hag, then, clearly
not improgsod very nany of eithor his contemporary or modorn oritica. :
L study of Arnold wihiioh would plece hinm in an hisborloel patiomm of

idoags muy show his resl influoncos

167013140z, Op. Gites De 5220
17_I_b_:l_.§_.. TPa 343, 358
181m33., pe 5434

191bid., ppe S20=21.

201bid., ps 505
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Te 85 Ellot han paid thet Arnold, through his influence on Charlos
Eliot Nowbon, probably fathered the imorican iwmnist movenontsok
Trilling has pointed out the sinilarity between Armold's psychological
dualign and that of Babbitht and liore,22 and ©liot has noted the
similority botween the “inner cheok" of Bebbitt end tho "bogt solf™ of
Arnoldl®%  Iouds Donnerot disousses other eimilarifies botween Armold
and the Humenists and says thet e siudy of. the coinoidencos betwaen the
dootrine of Arnold end that of the Humanists is bedly nocded.o4

Besides hig influence on the Humanists, Arnold hag probebly
influenced the religioug movemsnt lmowm ns lodernisme Basil Uilley
saye thet Arnold hes besn gallod the "founder of Inglich Lodornism,"23
end himself ploeds for o sorious restudy of Arnold's religsious writings
by tho liberal Chrigliane George Tyrrell, the well-lknown Catholic

fodoynist, soems to hawve boon influcnoed by Arnold?s Liteorature and

Dormas his thought shows many corrospondences with that of Arnold, and

he mentions Arnold many dimes in his workse2S In 1942, in the liboral

Chription Hibbert Journal, eppesrod o plea, sddressed to liberal

2lu1%0b, ope gites De 5526
227p313dng, ope cltes De 54B3s
23330t One QlGep De. 400

2410uis Donneret, lattiew Arnold, Poote (Fards: larcel Didier,
1947 ), pre 51HwlD,

2B3agil nilloy, linecteonti Contury Studies (YNow Yorks Colwmbia

42 . e

University Froas, 1949), pe 2GCs

8610 Re Vidler, The iodernist Movement in ithe Roman Church
(Cabridges Tho University ress, 1954), De 195
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clorgman, %o roturn 4o Armold's religious works sc a source of
sugeestions for the rocongiyuction of religion whioh would eppeal to
tho "modern® mind 27

iach of Arnold?s xoliglous eriticicn wmes oconditioned by ourrent
relipious controvorsys His Biblical o=egesic, as & vholo, can not be
defendod; nor is it likely thet his recammondation for the reteation
of the Lberpleube of the Traditional roligion es a pootic sybolisn for
& now feith will be accopteds A gtudy of Armold whilch would consgider
hin as enticipatory of ocertein tvwenticth century dovelommants, cuch op

fwmanian and “odornism, might show his real significcice.

2T, Sa Sholton, “iatihew Arvnold and the lndorn Church: a Fossible
:lfo:- Lo a Difficuli Problem," Hibbert Journal, ZLIV {(January, 1546),
19m22
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