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Victorian England: Birth of a Critic of Culture

Since time began, mankind has learned to cope with change as a
consistent element of life, History is partly a record of man's
response to changes in people, in physical circumstances, in social
conditions, in moral attitudes, Change, therefore, has always been
an integral part of living, but in Victorian England, the changes
taking place were so tremendous, so numerous, and so widespread in
their effect as to have a dominating infiuence on the work of certain
authors of the period,

The Victorian period, during the decades 1850 = 1870, rife with
change and turbulence, saw the rise of Matthew Arnold, a social
critice The son of Dr, Thomas Arnold, the famous educator and Rugby
headmaster, Matthew Arnold was already widely recognized as a major
poet and schélar. Marriage, however, had necessitated a steady income
which poetry could not provide, and Arnold undertook the mundane respon-
'sibilities of a school inspector, The years of Arnold's inspectorship
prior to 1859 represent a spiritual struggle with his poetic calling,
a struggle characterized by sadness, unrest and a growing sense of
frustration at the incompatibility of his work with his avocation,
0ddly enough, the demands of his inspectorship prompted him to the
vision of a second calling, one which bore a strong relationship to the
changes England was experiencing. Arnold's inspection of Continental

schools, especially ihose in France, heralded the appearance of a



larger vision of his calling as a servant of the State to disseminate
reason among his countrymen and to explore the proper attitude toward
change in a time when changes in all facets of living were occurring
rapidly.1 His poetry had earlier probed the spiritual deficiencies of
modern many his social criticism now undertook to help English life
take on a nobler, more reasonable style.2

Various factors motivated Arnold to relinquish his poetic calling
for that of a social critic, He was, foremost, extremely aware of the
material changes rampant in England and of the effect such changes were
having on English society, The Victorian citizen watched with exhila-
ration as one invention followed another in quick succession, The steam
ship and railroad revolutionized travel, but equally impressive were
the telegraph, the telephone, the electric light, the gas burmer and the
automobile.3

The invention of the railroad marked a new era aé the laying of
rails offered a viable method of moving raw materials and finished pro-
ducts across the entirety of England, Rallroads brought the life blood
of commerce to population centers and old country towns were transformed
"into industrial cities, The country towns of meadowed squares and open
spaces gave way to metropolitan cities, each with a slum section crouched
near mills and factories, Factory chimneys spiked the skylines of these
new urban areas, belching soot and fumes and reminding all of the workers
who toiled within the factory walls.h

It was not merely the absorption of the Victorian with material

progress that called Arnold to speak out, He also saw the effect of



such rapid material changes on the classes of England, Much of Arnold's
later writing is directed at the middle and lower classes of England
because he viewed the middle-class idolatry of material objects as
brutalizing and intellectually stifling, while the exploitation of the
masses together with their subsequent reach for power both alarmed and
troubled him,

The industrial revolution, which began in the middle of the
eighteenth century, brought an unprecedented number of new members to
the middle class, People from various backgrounds broadened the pre=
viously thin ranks of the middle class; manufacturers were followed
by supporting groups such as commodity brokers, bankers, foreign traders
and those who provided consumer goods for the home market. Every one
of these occupations rewarded the shrewdness and entrepeneurial skill
which traditionally characterized the middle class,

The middle class multiplied rapidly during the nineteenth century,
At oné extreme, wealth and aggressiveness allowed men at the apex of
the middle class to mofe into the echelons of the gentry. At the other
~extreme, artisans and skilled laborers looked hopefully to the day when
they could enjoy the physical comforts that were associated with the
middle class, The material objects that middle class wealth could
supply, together with the feeling of status such objects brought,
provided one of the major forward thrusts of the age.5

It was the miadle=class code of values, the drive for money and
material objects, that marked the Victorian social structure., It was

the same code of values that Arnold castigated in his social criticism



of the 1860's, Arnold clearly saw the detrimental effect of a pre-
occupation with material objects on the cultural life of England, and
it became a major focal point in his verbal battle with English society,

While the middle-class absorption with the comforts of life was
a motivating factor in Arnold's new role, the growth and circumstances
of the lower class also stimulated his social criticism, The nineteenth
century saw a new systematic concern for the lower classes by those
classes above them, Social critics, including Arnold, saw fundamental
questions of human valués in the exploitation of these people as well
as dangers inherent in their awakening pblitical movement,

Life for the lower classes, even when tied to the land, was one of
misery and poverty. Hovels of mud and plaster, in which chickens and
cows shared living quarters, had long been a fact of peasant living,.
However, it was not until the concentrated squalor of a factory slum
struck the consciences of English citizens that the lower classes
received a modicum of attention, The jamming of thousands of the poor
into small, festering slums adjacent to industrial areas was an element
new with the mechanization found in Victorian England, Also new was
the magnitude of the poverty problem, No guidance was available from
the past; the conditions in need of remedy were the result of novel
causes,

During the years when factory conditions were unregulated, men,
women and children worked alongside one another for as many as sixteen
hours a day. Noisy machinery deafened them; dust=laden, over-heated

alr stifled them and unguarded moving machinery parts threatened their



lives, Diseases indigenous to industrial workers disabled many; yet
sick, crippled employees were simply cast out of the factory system to
suffer or die.6
With the era of the French Revolution, the lower classes moved into

prominence as a political entity, Political theorists like Jeremy
Bentham and agitators like Thomas Paine awoke the English nation to the
idea of a democracy in which workingmen had a voice., However, the
masses were probably indifferent to the idea of political power as most
were more vitally concerned with the struggle to simply survive, If

the masses were not rising to demand their political rights, many
conservatives, as well as moderates, feared the possibility of a
revolution in England somewhat akin to that which had shaken France.7
Arnold, if not afraid of the growing power of the masses, was concerned
about the place of this group in English society and their need for
civilizing influences to prepare them for their future role,

It was not only the outward circumstances of English life that
caused Arnold to voice his criticismj he was also disturbed by the

_economic and social philosophies that supported the structure of the
new Victorian society, Two of those philosophies were laissez faire
economics and Utilitarianism.

Arnold fought the demand for liberty characteristic of Victorian
England, Victorians demanded to be left alone, to be allowed to live
their lives unhampered by interference in business or religion. 1In
fact, the English developed a theory to justify their desire for

unfettered liberty: the theory of laissez faire, lnitially developed



to avoid government interference, sophisticated theorists expanded the

scope of their theory:

Its central thesis was that there could be only one way
to maximize the total product of an economic system:
allow each agent as much freedom as is compatible with
a like freedom for all other agents to pursue his

own economic ends, No legislation would be necessary
to assure fair prices or the supply of desirable goods,
eeeThe law of supply and demand, if no hindrances were
interposed, would automatically ensure that what was
needed by society was produced, that what was not
needed was not produced, and that output was as great
as resources allowed,

The basic motivation behind the laissez faire theory was the desire of
the individual to buy as cheaply as poséible and, likewise, to sell as
highly as possible, The competition engendered would be of incalculable
benefit to society and progress would be a natural corollary.9
Arnoldts later writing would attack the premises of laissez faire
econormics from two directions. First, Arnold's writing proposed the
very novel idea that liberty in itself is not a virtue to be pursued as
an end, Liberty was of value only if it contributed to the development
‘of the individual as a cultured being, If liberty only confined
people into lifestyles lacking in intelligence and beauty, liberty was
of no value, In addition, Arnold was not totally in agreement with the
current Victorian's belief in the unequalled merits of progress,
Jerome Buckley cites Arnold's dissatisfaction with the apostles of
progress and finds a basis for that dissatisfaction in Arnold's ",..

own need of the past, his respect as artist for conventions and traditions

10
that a self-righteous progressive age felt free to ignore,"



Utilitarianism was a synthesis of the earlier French rationalism
and English materialism, Introduced by Jeremy Bentham, it combined
social, political and economic thought. The basic premise of Utilitarianism
was the phrase "the greatest happiness for the greatest number," It
assumed that self=interest is the only motivation behind human action
and the achievement of pleasure and the avoidance of pain is the basis
of self=-interest, According to Bentham and his followers, man seeks
the greatest amount of luxury and comfort with the smallest amount of
effort and self-denial, As such, Utilitarianism was hedonistic, making
no allowance for the humane impulses of'conscience, mercy, love of
Justice or compassion., Bentham developed a mathematical formula to
determine the felicity of an action in which categories of possible
effects were rated, Bentham'!s approach was strictly quantitative,
Neither the quality of the pleasurable effects nor the varying notions
of happiness were considered in Bentham'!s calculations, It was presumed
that everyone on earth treasured only material values and no considerations
were given to those who were not part of the greatest num.ber.11
. Arnold objected to the materialistic approach advanced by the
Utilitarians, He saw life as more than the acquisition of objects or
the gratification of the senses, Utilitarian thinkers, as a rule, put
small value on the enrichment of the inner man, and Arnold!s social
criticism continually emphasized the importance of perfecting the inner
being, the spiritual core of man,

Arnold quarreled not only with the economic and social philosophies

that belied the ‘mpo-tance of the mind and its perfectibility; he also



found fault with the religious views held by many of his countrymen,
In particular, he later criticized those religions that destroyed the
tradition and beauty of worship,

Arnold devoted a major segment of his social criticism to the
chastisement of Dissenters, Dissenters, or Nonconformists, were
technically all Protestant sects that had broken with the Established
Church of England, the Anglican Church, Made up largely of middle class
citizens, Dissenters had rejected the formalized religion of the Anglican
Church and constructed a church membership composed of what they termed
as the elect or the true believers, For Dissenters, the individual
conscience was the final judge in interpretation of the Bibles therefore,
no traditions could be considered as authoritative, Departing from
the cathedrals of the Anglican Church, they worshipped in homes or small
white=washed chapels of austere simplicity.12

Arnold had acquired a broad acquaintance with the Dissenters and
their religious practices during his years as a school inspector and the
lack of totality in their approach to human nature became part of his
.critical commentary on Victorian society, Stressing only the moral side
of man and neglecting the need for beauty and intellectual expansion,

the Dissenters later played a major role in Culture and Anarchy as

embodiments of the Hebraistic side of man,
Arnold had always professed a reluctance to enter the political

and social arena as he feared that practical reform or politics would,

of necessity, corrupt his honesty and his objectivity. He wrote: "This



treatment of politics, with one's thought, or with one's imagination,
or with one's soul, in place of the common treatment of them with one's
Philistinism and with one's passions, is the only thing which can
reconcile,,.any serious person to politics, with their inevitable wear,
waste, and sore trial to all that is best in one."13 Such a reluctance
to enter the battleground of social and political strategy was offset
by Arnold's desire to impart a message to Victorian England, His pure
pose became that of the critic, useful to his time and country by
preaching to the English the ideas, in his opinion, they most urgenfly
needed in a time of change and social unrest.1h
Arnold sought to shake the complacent Victorian from his satis-
faction with the circumstances of his 1ife, His plan of social criticism
was to discover and define the dominant tendencies of his time, to
distinguish the favorable from the unfavorable and to foster the good
vhile diminishing the bad.1s In this criticism, he looked for the results
to spring from the people, not the government, Arnold said, "It [the |
center of movement] is in the fermenting mind of the nation; and his is
for the next twenty years the real influence who can address himself to

this."16

There is no doubt, Robbins says, that he felt that he was
performing a vital function for humanity in his cultural criticism, a
function of intelligence which he considered more practical than that of
17

an advocate of action,

The purpose of this paper is to trace the development and exposition

of Matthew: Arnold's social criticism through four of his prose works that



10

most fully treat of his emerging and developing social views, Chapter II
with discuss three of his early socio=political writings: "England and

the Italian Question,™ "Democracy" and Friendship's Garland. These

writings will be treated in this paper in the chronological order of
their appearance, Aspects of his social views as they appear and take
shape will be explored and specific critical remarks by contemporary and
modern writers will be noted, Chapter III will deal with his theory as
it is most fully explicated in one of his greatest prose works, Culture
and Anarchy, Analysis of changes in theory, tone and purpose will be
examined as well as contemporary and current critical response., The
final chapter will be an overview of critical evaluation of the socio-
political views of Matthew Arnold in regard to their validity, their
practicality and their value, A final personal assessment of Arnold's

views will conclude Chapter IV,



Chapter Two: Early Social Criticism

Arnold's first endeavor in the field of social and political
opinion, "England and the Italian Question," was occasioned by a
continental war between Austria and Sardinia, in which Napoleon III
of France actively supported Sardinia, The early months of 1859 saw
five successive battles between the Austrians and the Sardinian-French
forces, with Sardinia victorious in all five, An armistice was
negotiated and signed on July 8, 1859.18

The French motivation for the war had been a political scheme
to dominate continental affairs and to establish a firm power base,
Louis Napoleon's plan had been to drive Austria from Italy and establish
a federation of "free" states on the Italian peninsula governed by the
Pope and dependent on French protection, Audacious in his aspirations
and extremely clever in his political maneuverings, Louis Napoleon
had persuaded his French subjects that the reason for the declaration
of war was to liberate a fellow European country, Calling upon the
democratic and liberal forces born in the French Revolution, he per=
suaded Frenchmen to fight for the freedom of subject Italians from
Austrian domination.19 The English reaction to the ongoing struggle in
Europe was aloof condemnation of the battle initiated by the French,
The Derby policy had been one of non-intervention in the Italian

freedom struggle.zo

Such was the hisiorical setting for Arnold's pamphlet, "England
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and the Italian Question." Motivated not by the action of the two
warring factions in his decision to publish a commentary, but by the
official stance of the English government toward the war, he felt it
his obligation to publicly rebuke the opinions that had determined the
English policy.

In July, 1859, Arnold wrote to his sister Jane from Geneva: "I
really‘think I shall finish and bring out my pamphlet.“21 He wrote
again a week later from Lausanne, "I am getting on, and think I shall
make an interesting pamphlet; but Heaven knows how the thing will look
when all together, If it looks not as I mean it, I shall not publish

14,122

But publish it, he did, in thatvsame year, and with the publi-
cation of‘"England and the Italian Question," a new career as social
commentator had been launched by Arnold,

Two important strands in the fabric of Arnold's social philosophy
have their first appearance in this topical pamphlet: first, Arnold
introduces his counterpoint comparison of the intelligent, idea-motivated
French masses with the inferior, "insensible" masses of England; second,
he introduces his belief that the strong but stubborn English aristocracy,
.void of ideas, was outliving its period of usefulness, The age of action,
as typified by the Battle of Waterloo, had been succeeded by an age of
ideas born of the French Revolution, Action, not ideas, suited the
aggressive talents of the aristocracy.23 Thus, this pamphlet begins

Arnold's class structure analysis, an integral part of his later social

criticism,
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The structural organization of Arnold!s pamphlet is an outline of
the reasons for the English policy in the Austrian-Sardinian war,
together with a point~by=point repudiation of the validity of the
English political stance, Having shattered the official policy to
the best of his ability, Arnold devotes the remainder of his pamphlet to an
analysis of why such a non-intervention policy had been adopted by
England, In this section he introduces two important strands of his
social thought, the intellectual potential of the masses and the
primitiveness of the aristocracy, and lightly touches on a third vefy
vital area of his conception of society, its aversion to a strong
state govermment,

It 15 in this early pamphlet that Arnold begins to attack the basic
English antipathy to a state government possessing any degree of
restraining or coercive power, Arnold contrasts the views of the

French and the English populace toward Louis Napoleon:

The English in general regard Louis Napoleon as a
skillful despot who has mastered France and who deals
with it for his own advantage, The vast majority of
the industrious classes in France regard him as a
beneficent ruler on whom they have themselves conferred
power, and who Hields it for the advantage of the
French nation.?

Arnold, at this early stage in the development of his social criticism
does not deign to instruct his English audience on the correct view-
point, if either group holds it, but he does offer a reason for the

English stance, "We have a natural antipathy to absolute government,

and a predisposition to believe that it cannot exist by wish of the

343031 SOUTH DAKOTA STATE UNIVERSITY LIBRARY
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governed,"(p.76) M. K. Brown supports Arnold's statement and assesses
the Victorian attitude toward the State as anachronistic and inadequate,
Victorians conceived of the State as a power external to the individual,
external to his class, restricting his freedom in the interest of some~
thing alien to him.2s Such was the popular viewpoint when Arnold began
his campaign to augment the power of the State. The attitude of the
English toward state government and the need for a strong state power
are basic to the future writings of Arnold, With "England and the |
Italian Question,™ Arnold has only touched a minor chord in what is to
become a major unifying idea in his latér social criticism,

It is Lionel Trilling's position that Arnold was trying to commnicate
that France, in its conception of the State, had an agency that imparted
a high and noble tone to society, England, with its aversion to a State
power, lacked the civilizing, ennobling influence which had once been
furnished by the aristocracy.26 If Trilling's assessment is accurate, it
coincides with the next step in Arnold's pamphlet, the first discussion
of his class analysis, Limited to a brief look at the masses via
comparison and a longer look at the aristocracy, "England and the Italian
Question™ introduces his ideas on the limitations and characteristics
of two of England's social classes,

In his comparison in "England and the Italian Question" of the
French and English masses, Arnold lays stress on one major distinguishing
characteristic == the accessibility to civilized ideas., He states that
the uniqueness of France lies in the fact that her masses recognize and

appreciate civiliziny ideas that would elsewhere meet only with a
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response from more refined and educated people (p.78). This is a major
concern of Arnold's later social criticism, An ennobling and civilizing
influence is a necessity for the masses as well as the middle class in
England, Without a direct comment on the status of the English, his
attitude is clear enough in his limitation of enlightened masses to
France,

Arnold goes on to further develop his characterization of the
English working class, or masses, with a detailing of their inherent
qualities in respect to government or political considerations. He
describes the English masses as strongly motivated by general ideas of
thé "abolition of privilege, the right of the people to choose its own
government, the claims of nationality," but lacking in their regard for
policy, tradition or the status quo and compromise, "They possess the
graver fault of having little regard even for justice, except under a
poetical and popular form (p. 82)." It is here in his first assessment
of the lower class of England that one begins to note what G, W. E,
Russell called Arnold's "dread of the working-man, and the apprehension

27

of the bad use which they might make of their new powerceee' In

their lack of appreciation of the established life of England, its past
history and its cultural traditions, Arnold saw anarchical tendencies
which become more fully explicated in his later works.

Having touched on the lack of civilizing influences for the English
lower classes and their own lack of appreciation for that which already
existed in England, Arnold moved forward to the major focus of his

Pamphlet, the aristocracy. In this, his first treatment of the aristocracy,
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Arnold took a conciliatory and respectful stance, the pose of one who
wished to lead another from error into the path of truth, In McCarthy's
opinion, Arnold sought to convince and convert the aristocracy in this
pamphlet, so he proceeded with extreme caution; "he wanted to speak of
the English aristocracy with the most unbounded respect."28

Arnold's desire to conciliate and convert is apparent from his
assessment of the English aristocracy:

It is the most popular of éristocracies; it has avoided
faults which have ruined other aristocracies...the
aristocracy of England was founding English agriculture,
and commanding respect by a personal dignity which made
even its pride forgiven, Historical and political
England, the England of which we are all proud, is of its
making. And...it still governs England,..(p.82).

Despite his accolade to the popularity and worth of the English
aristocracy, Arnold could not fail to note that the English upper classes
must inevitably follow the tendencies of all aristocracies, It is with
his analysis of the typical qualities of aristocracies that Arnold
first attempted to show his audience how he saw society was moving ==
from action to ideas, This first hint of a current trend foreshadows
much of what is central in Arnold's thought == the concept of historical
cycles with two dominant historical tendencies, Hebraism and Hellenism,
dividing past ages between them, However, this was not the first time
that Arnold had expressed his views on historical cycles. In "The Function
of Criticism at the Present Time," Arnold discussed epochs of expansion

and concentration as converse periods in history. These terms become

assimilated into his later social criticism of historical periods marked
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by the domination of either Hebraistic or Hellenistic impulses,

Arnold goes on to describe aristocracies as caste-=like in their
situation and removed by virtue of their economic station from the
masses of the people, Having little personal experience with classes
subservient to them and the ideas which motivate them, they have 1little
opportunity to comprehend how these classes are developing and molding
their world, The aristocracy has naturally a great respect for the
established fact, for existing institutions, for the "fait accompli,"
Such an attitude, according to Armold, is natural because the aristocracy
is itself an established fact, a "fait accompli® (p.83).

In general, because of their established position, aristocracies
are unsympathetic to ideas because they are independent of existing facts,
Ideas, Arnold asserts, are treated by the aristocracy with contempt
and apprehension (p.83). Therefore; aristocracies have been most
effective in times when firmmess and powerful character were of more
value than ideas, during the formative stages of society, They have,
in general, been ineffective in times of advanced civilization or com=

.plicated social structures because such times, of necessity, demand the
understanding and application of ideas., Such a position as Armnold
takes does hint at his future exposition of the historical forces of
Hellenism and Hebraism.

The ascendancy of the aristocracy, Arnold explicitly stated, ended
with the victory at Waterloo when the need for the qualities Qf an
aristocracy, "endurance and resistance", also ended, After Waterloo,

the time for intelligence and the application of ideas had arrived,
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%for the exércise of faculties in which an aristocracy is weakeeo(p.85)."

The French Revolution had mistakenly been interpreted by the
English aristocracy as a triumph for the endurance and resistance of an
aristocracy. The aristocracy believed that they had conquered the ideas A
which bred the French Revolution and that these ideas possessed little
value, Arnold believed, however, that those ideas were basically true
and that the continued resistance to them signalled the end of the
influence of the aristocracy (p.8l).

Critics have had much to say of Arnold's treatment of the aristocracy.
Patrick McCarthy notes that Arnold was céreful not to impute blame to
the.aristocracy but did point out that it was losing the popular support
on which it depended for its rule.29 He further states that Arnold
found in the aristocracy a needed principle of stability in a world of
change, McCarthy theorizes that Arnold had few illusions about
individual aristocrats or about the virtue of aristocracies in general,
but his social structure was stratified and his strictures upon the
aristocrats of his time were not to be construed as a desire to remove
them from their position of power, McCarthy appears to be biased in his
interpretation, Arnold's view of the class system in England does not
ameliorate the abuse of power; instead, he emphasized the importance of
the proper preparation of the classes for the wielding of political power,

The general consensus regarding Arnold's remarks on the aristocracy
in "England and the Italian Question" can be summarized by Patrick

McCarthy:
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Though he came to know these aristocrats when their
political effectiveness was waning, their large culture
and gentle manners drew him to them and affects his
writing about them, He knew that the future was not
theirs and that enormous evils flowed from the abuse

of privilege., But he was nevertheless eager for their
good opinion, He sought always to mitigate the

abuses of the class and to soften the charges he made
against it,30

Arnold's sympathetic opinion of the aristocracy and his treatment
of them, however, can probably best be illustrated in his own words
from "England and the Italian Question":

When I consider the governing skill which the English
aristocracy have displayed since 1688, and the extra-
ordinary height of grandeur to which they have conducted
their country, I almost doubt whether the law of nature,
which seems to have given to aristocracies the rule of
the old order of things, and to have denied them that
of the new, may not be destined to be reversed in their
favor. May it be so! (p.96).

Having begun his social criticism in a topical pamphlet attacking
governmental policy, Arnold's next venture into the arena of social
comment occurred with the introduction to an education report, published
in 1861, for a Royal Commission on the state of elementary education
on the continent. This introduction, entitled "Democracy," he considered
So important that it was republished in 1879 as an independent essay.

R. H. Super goes so far as to say that this essay is the keystone of
much of Arnold's political thinking.31 Alexander agrees with Super's

assessment when he states that "Democracy" contains all the major

themes contained in Culture and Anarchy, less the rhetoric and personal

allusions of the later work.32
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Arnold!'s mission was to report upon the elementary schools of
France, the French cantons of Switzerland, and Holland, He travelled
abroad from March to August of 1859 and returned to England to
assemble and compose his report., He appears to have been delayed in
his writing for he was still working on the report in January of 1860
when he wrote his mother that he had been gathering materials for it
~at the British Museum, It was completed as a report to the Commission
in March of 1860 and was printed for publication in 1861, The report

was entitled The Popular Education of France,

“Democracy," the introduction to The Popular Education of France,

caused Arnold the most difficulty. He wrote in February of 1860:
#It needs so much tact as to how much and how little to say that I am
never satisfied with it." However, he did persist in his struggle to
say what he believed needed to be said, and he later remarked that,
"It is one of the things I have taken most pains with, and it will come
in very well."33

Arnold was sensitive to the fact that the ideas he would be proposing
in "Democracy" would strongly offend many of his readers, He took
pains to ensure that such liberties as he would take with the accepted

verities of English life were done only after a great deal of soulw-searching,

He wrote:

No sensible man will lightly go counter to an opinion
firmly held by a great body of his countrymen,...He
will venture to impugn such an opinion with real hesi-
tation, and only when he thinks he perceives that the
reasons which once supported it exist no lonEer, or at
any rave scem about to disappear very soon, 3
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The accepted opinion which he held up to his critical examination
in "Democracy" was the English conception of the State, In his analysis
of this opinion, Arnold developed in greater detail his views of the
masses and the aristocracy., He also introduced several other important

ideas which are woven together more completely in Culture and Anarchy,

First, he introduced his conception of democracy. Second, he continued
his class analysis and introduced some of his main assessments of the
middle class, Third, he detailed his conception of the State as a
governing power as well as the correct attitude toward the State for
the English people, Fourth, he introduced his concept of culture as a
civilizing agent in society,

Arnold's major concern in "Democracy" was to abolish the long=held
English antipathy to the State, a theme which he had already expressed
in "England and the Italian Question" by defining the true value of a
State power, In order to do this, he must define it in acceptable terms
for the English people and also show why the English have been so
staunch in their misguided opposition to State~action, He began by

explicitly stating the purpose of "Democracy":

I propose to submit to those who have been accustomed

to regard all Stateeaction with jealousy, some reasons
for thinking that the circumstances which once made

that jealousy prudent and natural have undergone an
essential change, I desire to lead them to consider
with me, whether, in the present altered conjuncture,
that State=action, which was once dangerous, may not
become, not only without danger in itself, but the means
of helping us against dangers from another quarter (p.hL).

The changed circumstances to which Arnold alluded were the "encroaching
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spirit of democracy." Arnold took a neutral position in his discussion
of the development of democracy., To Arnold it was neither good nor

bad, It was simply the result of historic process.35 Democracy was an
outgrowth of part of the natural order of things., Like life, democracy

"was trying to affirm its own essence; to live, to enjoy, to possess

the worlde..(p.7)." In R, H, Super's estimation, Arnold saw that
democracy was inevitable in the modern world because it was part of the
natural impulse of life and that, in addition, it was the only political
condition that afforded the most people human dignity.36 As a concept,
democracy was not a goal or an end, but,.to Arnold, simply the means
to the end of liberty and humanity.37 Arnold defined his concept of
democracy as:
eeed force in which the concert of a great number of

men makes up for the weakness of each man taken by

himself; democracy accepts a certain rise in their

condition obtainable by this concert for a great

number, as something desirable in itself, because

though this is undoubtedly far below grandeur, it

is yet a good deal above insignificance (p.13).

Arnold seems to be somewhat ambivalent in his discussion of democracy,

As a force for equality and liberty, it receives his support, but as
an agent of mediocrity, it receives his criticism, Arnold believed in
the merits of equality. Just as he viewed democracy as a natural
Process, he viewed the approach to equality as a natural social impulse,

To the extent then that democracy acts as an equalizing social agent,

he supported it. Arnold asked:
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Can it be denied, that to live in a society of equals
tends in general to make a man's spirit expand, and

his faculties work easily and actively; while, to live
in a society of superiors, although it may occasionally
be very good discipline, yet in general tends to tame
the spirits and to make the play of the faculties less
secure and active (p.8).

Too fearful of the consequences of a great political upheaval,
Arnold advocated democracy as an equalizing social force, but his
advocacy is tempered by reservations, He almost wistfully noted that
prosperity and grandeur can be achieved by nations wherein gross inequal-
ities are present, and that such nations may possess great national
merit, and that the masses may even accept the class division as heavene
ordained and be happy with their lot, But Arnold believed that such a
society as he wistfully envisioned was only imaginery and "not the force
with which modern society has to reckon" (p.10). Again, one sees
Arnold's attitude that democracy was inevitable in England because of
its place in man's natural striving for equality.

Arnold favored democracy because of its historical inevitability
and its liberating force, but he sought to make his readers aware of its
.shortcoming = its tendency to promote mediocrity. Arnold saw the diffie
culty of democracy in a two-fold manner, as a cause and an effect, The
effect he saw in the danger of what he called "Americanism." In America

democracy had engendered wulgarity, a loss of national import and the
view that each man, no matter how trained or gifted is equal to his
neighbor.38 Such views, he thought to be detrimental to the well=being

of citizens individually and society collectively, and in his discussion
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of the state in "Democracy" he seeks to solve the problem of the growth
of democracy without "Americanizing" the people., The cause of mediocrity
in a democracy was the difficulty of finding high ideals, Without the
aristocratic ideals of greatness, noble feelings and culture, Arnold
foresaw difficulties in supplying the middle classes and the masses with
a proper standard or ideal:

Nations are not truly great solely because the

individuals composing them . are numerous, free and

active; but they are great when these numbers, this

freedom, and this activity are employed in the

service of an ideal higher than that of an ordinary

man by himself (pp.17=18),
Democracy may be beneficial in its equalizing and liberating influences,
but its detriment lies in its lack of high ideals, a deficiency which
fosters a habit of vulgarity and self-importance in the individual, As
Trilling notes, Arnold believed democracy had its revenge on genius by
diminishing the opportunities for greatness.39 Therefore, Arnold sought
a remedy for these faults of democracy and he found it in the action of
the State as the embodiment of high ideals and elevated culture. If
‘democracy is inevitable, then Arnold must ameliorate its detriments and
provide a source of ideals and standards for the citizens., Arnold imme=-
diately saw difficulties in his promulgation of the State as a powerful
formative agent on society because the English had long been prone to
exalt individualism at the expense of a strong state power. OSuch a
Propensity on the part of the English middle class was deeply entrenched

and with some justification for the middle class had been persecuted by
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the State as an instrument of the Anglican Church, The middle=-class
distrust of State-action had been born of its religious convictions
and hadlspread to an abhorrence of State-action as a general principle.l‘O
The English middle class had only to point across the Channel to France
to demonstrate the danger of allying a strong State=power with democracy.l‘1
Arnold had anticipated the example of France as a State=power
which usurped the democratic powers of the people, To counter this
argument, Arnold introduced his concept of national characters, This
concept receives wider treatment elsewhere in his writing, but in
"Democracy™ he uses it to counter the middle=class charge of the dangers
of State-action as exemplified by France, He stated, "It seems to me,
then, that one may save one's self from much idle terror at names and
shadows if one will be at the pains to remember what different conditions
the different character of two natiohs must necessarily impose on the
operation of any principle (p.16)" What may be dangerous in one nation
may be valuable in another, Thus, any two nations with unlike characters
may benefit from observation of each other. In the case of State=action
in England, as a Frenchman,.Arnold would admire the independence of
English spirits because France would never suffer from the admittance of
too much individualism. But, as an Englishman, Arnold kmew one could
not go wrong to recognize the rationality and coherence which characterize
the strong state-power, for the English individual would not be in
danger of overvaluing State-action or allowing it to run rampant; such

was the national character of England (pp.16=17).
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By advocating a State power to replace the old ideals offered by
the defunct aristocracy, Arnold offered his English audience a brief
vision of the State and its role., To define his State, he borrowed a
phrase from Burke == "the nation in its collective and corporate
character," The State is the representative action of the national
will (p.26), and because collective action is generally more efficacious
than individual efforts, England would benefit from employing such State=
action, The citizens of a State are .entitled to expect a worthy standard
and rational action from the State (p.28).

To whom would Arnold delegate the responsibilities for this effie
cient State? He was aware that no class would wholeheartedly support a
State with another class as its executive officials, In fact, Arnold
would offer his argument that no class then existing in English society
was the fit administrator of the State as he conceived it., His experiences
as a school inspector had made him aware of the growing power of the
middle class, His early work with Lord Landsdowne had acquainted him
with the aristocracy. Neither were qualified in his estimation to hold
power, The lower class was also unfit for power and the fear of the
brutality of this group fed his desire for a rational and democratic
State.h2

In order to offer his view of the fit administrators for his ideal
State, Arnold had to eliminate the three English classes from contention
because none were prepared or capable, but the individualistic nature
of the English people would not accept a class distinct from its own in

pPower, To accomplisl. this task, Armold offered an analysis of English



social strata and the defects which disqualified them for such high power,
In this manner, he continued his class analysis begun in "England and
the Italian Question,"

Arnold had in his earlier work begun his characterization of the
aristocracy as a group void of ideas and excelling in eras of action. He
continued in this vein to illustrate how the aristocracy failed to appre=
ciate democracy as a motivating social factor. He believed that aristo=
cracies would inevitably, because of .their inaccessibility to ideas,
fail to apprehend the instinct which pushed English society forward at
that moment == the instinct for equalit&, for democracy. In their failure
to apprehend the instinct for democratic expansion in the masses, they
lost their ability to govern them effectively and, in Arnold's view,
they lost their right to govern as well, "It is the old story of the
incapacity of the aristocracies for ideas (p.11)." They have little
faith in the power of ideas, and ideas were now the power in the world.
The aristocracy, resting on solid, visible and material standards, was
slow to attach any importance to things of the mind, things invisible (p,11).
In its resting on values not then in the modern movement, in its attaching
importance to material objects rather than ideas, the aristocracy dis-
qualified itself for rule., The ruler must understand the movement of
the era,

Arnold made no direct mention of the lower classes as a possible
ruling force in "Democracy." In fact, he referred to them as still in a
stage preparatory to taking a more active part in controlling their

destinies (p.15). Hc spoke of them more fully in their relationship to
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the aristocracy, as a class flagging in spirit and despondent when
contemplating a spectacle such as the aristocracy offered, In their
attempts to rise above the poverty and misery of their lot, the impos-
sibility of attainment of the status of the aristocrat made any possible .
improvement seem cheap and small (p. 9).

In "Democracy," one of Arnold's first commentaries on the middle
class, attention was focused on two aspects of this class: its antipathy
to the State and its need for education, Trilling notes that Arnold
believed that the immediate future lay with the middle class. In fact,
he writes that Arnold's fundamental idea, by which his political writing
was governed, was his awareness of the cultural deficiency, or materialism,

of the English middle class.h3

Arnold needed to explore the middle=class antipathy to the State in
some depth because the stated purposé of his introduction, "Democracy,"
was to promote just such a concept., He found two reasons for this
middle class opposition, The first reason grew from the core of the
class, the Protestant dissenters, In earlier times, Armnold admitted, the
.aristocratic state government had used its power basely in many instances,
They had been ready to help their friends and hurt their enemies
especially in domestic concerns such as religious matters. Such an
aristocratic government had frequently given its support to the Anglican
Church, the church of its class, Because of this intervention, the
Puritan middle class had conceived a strong suspicion of the State,

The State meant support of a church not their own, a religious practice

they had abandoned. Small wonder, Armold says, that such dislike developed.
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The wonder lay in the extension of its suspicion of the State in church
matters to suspicion of the State in any capacity (p.20).

Arnold could not understand this extended opposition to State=
action in all concerns, The cry of "Leave us to ourselves!" as expressed
by the Puritans seemed the rejection of‘assistaqce by those most in need |
of it, In this light Arnold expressed the benefits he foresaw for a
middle class under a State as he envisioned it:

For it is evident that the action of a diligent, an

impartial and a national government, while it can do

little to better the condition, already fortunate

enough, of the highest and richest class of its

people, can really do much by institution and regu=

lation, to better that of the middle and lower

classes (p.21).
%S0 it is not Stateeaction in itself which the middle and lower classes
of a nation ought to deprecate; it is Stateeaction exercised by a hostile
class, and for their oppression (p.23)." |

Arnold explored the perimeters of a second explanation for middle-
class opposition to the State, In addition to the past grievances of
an unjust use of power, the basic individualistic nature of the English
furitan would admit of no restraint to his personal liberty, a liberty
he viewed as a sacred right sufferable to no violation, In its own
opinion, the English middle class had secured its liberty for itself;
the state of freedom and industry in Victorian England was of its making
through the practical application of laissez faire economics. While
admitting that the middle class had been a champion of liberty of action,

Arnold warned that such liberty was not enough, "It is a fine thing to
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secure a free stage and no favour; but, after all, the part which you
play on that stage will have to be criticized.," And Arnold did criticize,
It was worthy of the Puritan to champion free enterprise and liberty,
which in themselves were valuable as universal principles; however, the
opinions which were fought for, the use to which liberty was directed,
was of paramount importance to Arnold as well, ™It is a very great thing
to be able to think as you like; but, after all, an important question
remains: what you think (p.2L)." And the English middle class did not
think as Arnold did; it did not relish a strong State power,

In his examination of English classes, Arnold was continually pointing
out deficiences which deprived that particular class of the right to
administer his "collective and corporate State," Aside from the middle
class distrust of the State, he saw a second disqualifying deficiency
in the lack of education in the middle class, Indeed, the purpose of
the remainder of the book "Democracy" introduces was to convince the
middle classes that they must reorganize their secondary instruction,
to enlarge their perspectives and give the masses an ideal toward which

_they could practically move.hh

Arnold tied his argument for an effective State to the deficient
middle-class education., He saw that the education of the Protestant
Dissenter was narrow, ordered around a severe and restrictive existence
and lacking in any national character. He believed that with the assistance
of the State, the instruction for the class could be bettered at a
moderate cost to the student, Such a gain was considerable, but to Arnold

the real boon presenied itself in the sense of belonging to a national
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seat of learning, of sharing in the best cultural 1ife England had to
offer, "It would really augment their self=respect and moral force; it
would truly fuse them with the class above, and tend to bring about for
them the equality which they are entitled to desire (p.23)."™ Education
was a strong evolutionary force in Arnold's view for it could accomplish
by peaceful and enlightened methods what otherwise might be accomplished
through revolution == the leveling of social classes in England, The
problem of the state of education in the English middle class was, there=
fore, a vital concern for Arnold because, despite their shortcomings, he
expected that the middle class would one day rule a democratic England
and he felt they were unfit to do so as long as they remained uneducated,
of coﬁrse, the role of education was primary in Arnold's thinking,
reflecting his long years as a school inspector, He believed that the
contending social classes could be brought together by the power of an
education with State affiliations. Such a view was not entirely based
on theory either for non-aristocratic professionals, such as lawyers and

clergymen, who had been educated at what few national schools there

were, had become more closely allied to the thoughts and manners of the

aristocratic class, Arnold, himself, could be offered as an example,
These avenues were not open to many, however; the costs were prohibitive
and Arnold feared that unless the state created institutions with a
national character which were available to the many and not the few,
Such a bond between the classes could never exist.hs

Arnold has been criticized for his strong support of the State,

especially by his middle=-class readers. Oliver Elton points out that
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®He was apt to have the State on the brain, He saw how well the State
might organize, but not how horribly it might meddle.“h6 Walcott,
however, takes an opposing viewpoint when he writes:

Arnold was choosing hopefully between the lesser of

two dangers, In urging the reluctant middle class

to accept the supremacy of the State, he believed

confidently that under the augmenting democratic

movements of the day, the cautious beneficiary would

discover ample safeguards, The members of the middle

class might, in fact, dictate their own conditions

and perfect their own creature,i7

Realizing that no class then composed was able to, or worthy of,

taking the reins of State government, Arnold had to find a fit agency
for that power and a method of developing that agency. The representative
acting power of the State should be vested in the "best self," one
"whose action its intelligence and justice can heartily avow and adopt
(p.28)." Such a best self is but briefly mentioned in this essay and

is left for development in Culture and Anarchy, It seemed to be suf=

ficient here for Arnold to introduce the agency of power and more fully
explain how it was to be built,

The "best self" was to be nurtured through culture, "A fine culture
is the complement of a high reason, and it is in the conjunction of both
with character, with energy, that the ideal for men and nations is to
be placed (p.2L)." Culture was, to Arnold, the main need of English
society, It was the diffusion of "the best that has been thought and

. L8
said in the world" through the instrument of education. It was England's

great want and her salvation, It could be spread through literature in



E 2

its power to create a habit of mind open to ideas, It was the opposite
of the pedantry, party spirit and narrowness of the Dissenter.h9 The

Puritans were to be educated, relieved of their insularity through cone
tact with the cultural influences of great cultures such as France and
50

Greece, It was in Greece that Arnold offered the prospect of the
"spectacle of the culture of a DeoplesessIt was the many who relished
those arts, who were not satisfied with less than those monuments (p.25)."
Arnold's concept of the best self was the Englishman educated with the
best literature in the world, the record of man's achievements, who was
to rule England,

In sumary, "Democracy" offers Arnold's view of democracy as a
concept inevitable in its arrival but needful of a strong State power to
furnish it ideals and high standards as well as a restraining force
against anarchy, He found the administrators for his State in the
cultured "best self" rather than in any one class, This acceptance of

democracy and his preparation of the English people for a strong State

to combat anarchy as well as his desire for education of the English

classes to rise to a best self are all keystones of his future socio=-

Political writings,
The publication of Arnmold's "The Function of Criticism at the Present

Time," prompted a reply by the reviewer Fitzjames Stephen, This reply,

Published in the Saturday Review on December 3, 186L, was entitled "Mr,

Matthew Arnold and His Countrymen"; it was intended to dispute Armold's

conclusions about the state of England. Stephen's article led Arnold to

write four days later to his mother:



From anything like a direct answer, or direct cone
troversy, I shall religiously abstain; but here and
there I shall take an opportunity of putting back this
and that matter into its true light, if I think he
has pulled them out of ity and I have the idea of a
paper for the Cornhill, about March, to be called,

"My Countrymen," and in which I may be able to say a
number of things I want to say, about the course og
this Middle Class Education matter amongst others, 1

However, by the time that Arnold actually published his essay
"My Countrymen" almost fourteen months after its first inception, his
original intent of replying to Stephehs and of discussing middle class
education had been replaced by a more important purpose: to examine
England's place in the modern world, He believed he should develop
how England appeared to her foreign and domestic critics in 1light of
the demonstrations and unrest in England preceding the Reform Bill of
1867,52

England's place in the modern world was of paramount importance to
Arnold, The value he set on England's preeminent position in world

affairs is clearly discernible from a letter he wrote to his sister

Frances in 186L:

I have a conviction that there is a real, an almost
imminent danger of England losing immeasurably in all
ways, declining into a sort of greater Holland, for
want of what I must still call ideas, for want of per=
ceiving how the world is going and must go, and pre=
paring herself accordingly. This conviction haunts me,
and at times even overwhelms me with depression; I would
rather not live to see the change come to pass, for we
shall all deteriorate under it, While there is time

I will do all I can, and in every way, to prevent its
coming to pass, Sometimes, no doubt, turning oneself
one way after another one must make unsuccessful and
unwise hits, and one may fail after allj but try I
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must, and I know that it is only by facing in every
direction that one can win the day.53
Arnold's change in focus, based on his fear of England's loss of
prestige, was probably the result of a second trip to the European
continent to investigate schools and universities, He appeared to have
been struck by the inadequacies of England when compared with the
countries he visited and feared that both America and Europe would bypass
England as voices of authority and value in the modern world.Sh
"My Countrymen" appeared in the Cornhill in 1866 as a separate

essay and was republished as a part of Friendship's Garland in 1871,

In its first appearance, it placed the blame for England's loss of prestige
directly on the middle class, The method that he adopted to distribute

the blame was a new device for Arnold, He took on the role of a "mock=
humble inquirer," a poor Grub=Street journalist who was willing to

listen to what foreign "friends" had to say about England, As McCarthy
notes, such a device allowed Arnold much latitude for in less than four

Pages he had quoted Mr, Miall, a leading Dissenter, in a highly ironiec

‘manner, had deprecatingly glanced at education for the middle class and

first used the term "Philistinism" in conjunction with the middle class.ss

The publication of "My Countrymen" in February, 1866, created a
small uproar. Arnold felt obliged to follow its publication with a series

of letters to the Pall Mall Gazette., It is these letters, written as a

defense of his ideas, which were published together with "My Countrymen"

6
as Friendship's Garland in 1871.5

As has been mentioned, Arnold criticized Engiand in Friendship's
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Garland through the voices of foreign commentators, friends of the humble
Arnold, a lowly attic-dwelling journalist, The leading commentator, a
Prussian who introduces the concept of "Geist" was referred to as simply

"a professor" in "My Countrymen," but as the letters comprising Friendship's

Garland appear in the Pall Mall Gazette, the Prussian takes on a wider,

57

more influential role and is introduced as Arminius, Armminius Von
Thunder-ten=Tronckh, the fictitious progeny of a family which had raised
and expelled Candide, is the epitome of German intelligence, As a voice

in the letters comprising Friendship's Garland, he expresses only shorte
58

temperedness and contempt for the English people and their country,
Arnold introduces Arminius in a letter published on July 21, 1866, as a
Yeultivated and inquiring Prussian who had come to England to study our
Politics, Education, Local Government and Social Life," Letters appear
irregularly during the years 1866 = 1870 and Arminius! abrupt manners
and disrespectful method of arguing and questioning became the vehicles
for Arnold's strictures on a broad variety of topics, including foreign
policy, compulsory education, the press and the Deceased Wife's Sister
B1,5

As a book, McCarthy views Friendship's Garland as a classic of

Victorian irony and wit, but suffering from its profusion of topical
allusions.60 Contemporary criticism also commented on Arnold's use of
irony: ",,.though Englishmen can benefit greatly from the self=criticism
Arnold urges on them, he too often descends from his superb mastery of
the rapier to breaking heads with cudgels."61 It is easy to agree with

MeCarthy's assessment for Arnold's attempt is a masterpiece of irony,
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frequently subtle and tongue=in=cheek, but occasionally sharp and biting

in its intent, Friendship's Garland is a book which is enjoyable to read

for its author's use of irony and wit, but again as McCarthy notes, a true
appreciation of its points demands accompanying explanatory material for
its historically topical allusions,

Friendship's Garland marks a shift in method and tone from his earlier

social criticism, Arnold's earlier criticism, especially that 'of a
literary nature, had been based on a "disinterested" stance of the
critic examining works on the basis of ideas, allowing a free play of
ideas to arrive at the heart of the matter, It was the position of a
questioning neutrality, a voicing of different views without a conscious

approval of any one view.62 Friendship's Garland marks the advent of

personalities and irony, Much of Arnold®s energy in this book is devoted

to creating a favorable impression of himself and an unfavorable impression

of the personalities of his opponents, For this purpose, Friendship's

Garland is a series of fictitious anecdotes of invented characters

whose words and actions reflect a defective temper, a cultural wasteland
in England, Through the arguments recorded in the letters, Arnold
develops our notions of himself and his opponents. This is to a great
extent a work which discredited popular English opinions, those which
thwarted the growth of culture in Englandj the arguments of his characters
are reduced to a level of absurdity in which the personalities and

tempers of Arnold's opponents are reflected to their discredit.

Arnold becomes more polarized in his discussions here and sharp contrasts

Holloway
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views this shift in method and tone as natural because he sees Arnold's
purpose to be a recommendation of one temper of mind and a condemnation
of another through the indirect method of narrated conversation and
incident rather than the direct method of proscription.63

The use of irony to inculcate a favorable impression of himself and
to subtly undercut his opponents was of the utmost importance, One
cannot read two pages without finding examples of irony used for just
such a purpose, The editorial comment which precedes "My Countrymen, "

the first essay in Friendship's Garland, begins the irony:

Much as I owe to his [ﬁ:ﬂdnius‘] intellect, I cannot
help but sometimes regretting that the spirit of
youthful paradox which led me originally to question
the perfections of my countrymen, should have been,
as it were prevented from dying out by my meeting,
six years ago, with Arminius, The Saturday Review,
in an article called "Mr, Matthew Arnold and his
Countrymen" had taken my correction in hand, and I
was in a fair way of amendment, when the intervention
of Arminius stopped the cure, and turned me, as has
been often said, into a mere mouthpiece of this dog=
matic young Prussian. It was not that I did not
often dislike his spirit and boldly stand up to himg
but, on the whole, my intellectéﬁas (there is no use
denying it) overmatched by his,

Fhrase after phrase reflects this deprecation of himself, his lack of
intellect, and his lack of insight about important matters., But each
ironic belittlement truly reflects the opposite and Arnold masterfully

builds his image at the expense of his opponents.

Arnold's purpose in "My Countrymen" was to show how England appeared
to foreign viewers, whether their opinion of England coincided with

England's own opinion, Such a purpose he explicitly stated early in
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his essay, and he examined England's stated opinion of itself via its
newspapers and leading middle-class Dissenters. He quotes Sir Thomas
Bazley: "During the last few months,,..there had been a cry that
middle=class education ought to receive more attention., He confessed
himself very much surprised by the clamour that was raised, He did

not think that class need excite the sympathy either of the legislature
or the public," From another source, Mr, Miall, he quotes: ",,,this
section of the commnity, which has done everything so well, == which
has astonished the world by its energy, enterprise, and self=-reliance,
which is continually striking out new paths of industry and subduing the
forces of nature...." Again, from the Daily News, he quotes, "All the
world knows that the great middle class of this country supplies the
mind, the will and the power for all the great and good things that have
to be doneeees(pPe5)e" From these ne#spapers, Arnold quickly develops
ﬁhe current English opinion of itself and it is certainly a high one,
In fact, Arnold's own opinion, as an Englishman, was somewhat different,
He believed that the average Victorian was too prone to believe in the
fineness and superiority of the social and political circumstances of
England.és He perceived that the English saw what they wanted to see
and ignored that which did not support their high self=concept. They
easily praised the splendors of their middle-class existence but lacked

the honesty to see "themselves as they really were," Just such a

shortcoming was one of the primary deficiencies which Arnold sought to

point out.66

Arnold could not himself contradict the high opinions expressed in

' the newspaper quotations without incurring an angry obstinacy on the part
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of his readers; therefore, he turned to Europe, to a foreign assessment
of the English middle class.67 In a few brief quotations, he establishes
the gist of foreign opinion, From Prussia, he heard, "It is not so much
that we dislike England, as that we think little of her." From a German -
newspaper, he read, "England will probably make a fuss, but what England
thinks is of no importance.” From France, an English ally, he read,
"Let us speak to these Englishmen the onliy language they can comprehend.
England lives for her trade; Cholera interrupts trades therefore it is
for England's interest to join in precautions against Cholera (p.8)."
Such opinions as Arnold presented counter current English opinion
of their world position would only meet with the imperturbable selfe
satisfaction of the middle class, but he wanted them to accept what he
believed: that the England left by Palmerston's death in 1865 was a
thifd-rate power, eclipsed by France and America, Having stated his
view of England's world position, Arnold sought to analyze why such an
event occurred before a possible change could be initiated,

In his view, the credit, or discredit, for England's world prestige

.lay directly with the middle class, Despite the fact that aristocrats

occupied the executive offices of Victorian England, Arnold believed
thét every foreign nation was aware that the emerging middle class
actually dictated the policies, Such a reversed state in which a weak
aristocracy sdministered, with constant anxiety about the reactions of
a strong middle class, resulted in confusion and inappropriate foreign
Policy, Having mishandled Germany and the United States during the

Civil War, England displayed a number of faults:
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And, in general, the faults with which foreigners
reproach us in the matters named,--rash engagement,
intemperate threatening, undignified retreat, ill=
timed cordiality,=-are not the faults of an aristo=-
cracy, by nature in such concerns prudent, reticent,
dignified, sensitive on the point of honour; they
are rather the faults of a rich middle class,==
testy, absolute, illeacquainted with foreign matters,
a little ignoble, very dull to perceive when it is
making itself ridiculous (p.11)e.

The preceding quotation is indicative of the general trend of an
ease in listing the virtues rather than the vices of the aristocracy
which Patrick McCarthy sees in Arnold's writing, When listing the
merits of various classes, McCarthy says those of the aristocracy came
easiest to Arnold's mind: "...their power of manners and power of
beauty, their ability and pertinacity as administrators, their generous
dealings with subordinates, their goodness despite the falseness of
their position."68 Criticism was also directed at Armold during his own
time for the same reason., Arnold wrote to his mother about a critic
named Lingen: "...he thinks I want to exalt the actual aristocracy at
the expense of the middle class, which is a total mistake, though I am
obliged to proceed in a way which might lead a hasty and angry reader to
think so.“69 It was not as vital for Arnold to detail the vices of the
aristocracy because he felt that they were not the power to contend with
in England, The real rulers were the middle class and those people were
in need of criticism if they were to handle their new power ably and

Teéasonably,

Having established his premise that the middle class was to blame

for England's lowered position because they were in actuality England's
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rulers, Arnold sought to educate his readers with an explanation of
the errors that caused such a decline, He offered two basic reasons,
both of which were major shortcomings in the middle class and in need
of correction before England could regain her true role., The first
reason was the middle class promotion of insularity; the second, the
lack of intelligence, of perception of the movement of the modern world,
Of course, the second reason was a continuation of Armold's earlier
Social criticism of the lack of education in the middle class.,

Armold, Alexander notes, was acutely aware of England's insularity
and saw it as the underlying weakness in.many areas of English life,

10 15 arae MR

especially English intellect and English politics,
of Englandis insularity, as a middle=class political stance, was a major
issue because insularity violated Arnold's conception of culture., The
belief that culture is cosmopolitan in nature unifies much of his work.
The English were too concerned with things English and ignored the
‘thought and experience of other countries, Such a contempt for foreign
contributions reflected one-sided concerns and neglected the total
man.71

It is in this respect that Arnold's desire for cosmopolitanism
related to his concept of the powers that contribute to the rational

modern man, In Culture and Anarchy, Arnold enumerates four such powers:

the power of conduct, the power of beauty, the power of intelligence and

the power of manners, However, in Friendship's Garland, Arnold limits

his discussion to three powers: conduct, intelligence and beauty.

Whatever the number nf powers that are incorporated in the modern man,
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Arnold saw these powers as virtues of particular nations, By practicing
a policy of isolation, England was neglecting intercourse with foreign
ideas and values that promoted three of man's needed powers, As
Arnold said, "Human nature 1s built up by these powers; we have the
need for them all...the seversl powers,.,zre not isolated, but there is
8s.e.c.perpetual tendency to relate them one to another in divers ways."72
Arnold saw Italy as foremost in beauty; Germany was first in intelligence
(hence the Prussian Arminius); France reigned in the power of social
life and manners while England was pre-eminent in the power of conduct.73
To practice isolation was to cripple the growth of modern man in England
as well as continue her lowered world stétus; therefore, Arnold was
forceful in his condemnation of such a practice,

Arnold's second criticism of the middle class in "My Countrymen"
was its lack of intelligence, its inablility to perceive the way the
world was moving, The aristocracy had once had the secret of the era,
The secret of 1815, the secret of force; had defeated France's intention
to dominate a European Confederacy of its own making, and because England

had possessed the secret, the world had followed. But sadly Arnold saw

'that the world's secret was no longer the force of an aristocracy and

England did not know the new secret.7h As one of Arnold's foreigners

said:

We believed in you for a good while; but gradually,
it began to dawn on us that the era for which you
had the secret was over, and that a new era, for
which you had not the secret was beginning., The work
of the old era was,..a work of fo?ce:...You were a
great aristocratical power, and did it. But then
came an era with another work...the work of making



human 1life, hampered by a past which it has out=-
grown, natural and rational, This is a work of
intelligence, and...since the world has been steadily
moving this way, you seem to have lost your secret,
and we are gradually ceasing to believe in you (pp.1L4=15).
As Arnold's foreigner continues, he professes a belief that the English
middle class bears the full weight of responsibility and must use its
intelligence to cope with it, But, England's middle class has a definite

lack of intelligence; in faci, the foreigner says, "ooo.intelligence, in

the true sense of the word, your middle class has absolutely none (ppeiL=15),"

The middle=class insularity and lack of intelligence, then, had
relegated England to a lowered world posiiion and endangered its
ability to follow the modern movement.

England's middle class could counter~argue that it did follow the
modern movement, as Arnold saw it, to make life more rational, natural
and satisfying, Arnold takes the middle-class position and defends their
achievements to the foreign critic; he points to their development of
industry and wealth., Such a stance as he takes allows the foreign critic
to return with an indictment of English life that again reflects its
.neglect of the powers, as mentioned earlier, that develop modern man,

He cited examples of the misery of the common people, stifling in poor
quarters and subject to the degradations of poverty. He moved on to
indict the middle class and illustrated how their enjoyments even
negate the development of the powers contributing to modern life:

The fineness and capacity of a man's spirit is shown

by his enjoyments: your middle class has an enjoyment
in its business, we admit, and gets on well in business,
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and makes money; but beyond that? Drugged with
business, your middle class seems to have its sense
blunted for any stimulus besides except religion;

it has a religion, narrow, unintelligent, repulsive
eeowhat other enjoyments have they? The newspapers,
a sort of eating and drinking which are not to our
taste...and in their evenings, for a great treat, a
lecture on teetotalism or nunneries, Can any life
be imagined more hideous, more dismal, more unenvi-
able (pp.18=19).

It was Arnold's intent to enlighten the middle class for the
right performance of its historic role. As Trilling notes, the whole
intention of his criticism wes to increase the consciousness and imagi-
nation of this class, to give it a perception of the movement of the
world.75 He had hoped in this essay to show that England was losing
ground because it did not know the movement of the world and did not
choose to participate in, or ebserve, itQ76

The second essay in Friendship's Carland was occasioned by a reply .

to "My Countrymen" published in the Pall Mall Gazette on March 14 and 17,
1866. signed by "Horace," they expressed the opinion that English

liberty was superior to the Napoleonic tyranny of the French government,

.and that Arnold was overly smitten by France and foreign customs, Arnold

felt an obligation to respond to such statements and he wrote his
mother: "] was glad to have an opportunity to disclaim that positive

admiration of things foreign, and that indifference to English freedom,

which have often been imputed to me...." The response, entitled "A

77
Courteous Explanation" was published on March 20, 1866,

AS Arnold's letter to his mother indicated, the essay "A Courteous

" 3 disclaime
Explanation" had two basic objectives. These objectives were a r
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of partiality to the French nation and an explanation of his thoughts on
English liberty. Both of these purposes are correlated with aspects of
his social views. In Arnold's attempt to dispute the eritics who saw
him as unpatriotic78 and pro-European, he more fully explicated his
theory of national characterlstics which was introduced in "My Countrymen"
as a method of broadening middle-class views through a cosmopolitan
culture, Arnold saw different nations 23 embodiments of different
'characteristics. Therefore, different ues and faults could be
discernible in certain nations, Measures that would be of value to one
country might be of harm to another, In viewing the virtues of France,
then, Arnold believed that he wes serving England for French virtues
were not those of the English, Armold said: "But what makes me look
at France and the French with such inexhaustible curiosity and indulgence
is this, == their faults are not ours, so we are not likely to catch
them; their merits are not ours, so we 2re not likely to become idle and
selfe-sufficient from studying them (pp.33=3L)." Instruction was to had
from observation; therefore, a specific purpose was achieved by observing
~ foreign nations such as France,

It has been pointed out by Holloway, and with some justification,
that Arnold's view of national characteristics is somewhat simplistic.
It allowed Arnold to view nations and people, to his advantage, as a

79

combination of distinct and observable virtues and vicess

is too limited and it

however, a

view such as Arnold's, if accepted literally,

reduces people of varied moralities and motivations within an imaginery

boundary line to a lump heading, a collective listing of virtues and
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_ improvement and decoration of our heads (p.35)."
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vices, If read as symbols for the powers he wished to cultivate in
England, however, they take on an additional degree of clarity when
associated with a known group of people.

The topic of English liberty was somewhat connected with national
characteristics. Armold believed that liberty was a virtue of the English
from observation of which the French might benefit, but not the English
because liberty was an accomplished fact of the English and to dote
upon it was "idle and self-sufficient," The boasting of freedom and
the ability to do as one pleased were not in themselves a virtue, but
the resultant achievements were the source of pride.eo

It is in "A Courteous Explanation" that Arnold began his metaphorical
tail of liberty. He said of this tail: ",,.I admit the French have
lost their tails, and that I pity them for it., I rejoice that the English
have kept theirs, I think our 'true political liberty' a beautiful,
bushy object, and whoever says I do not think so slanders me (p.35)."

But, continued Arnold, is it then England's proper course to speak only
of her tail in order to oblige those whose tails were absent or not as
bushy, It would be of benefit, he said, if the whole human body was
composed of nothing but tails; however, such was not the case. Hearts
and heads had to be considered as well, In fact, Arnold saw "there was
a danger of our trading too extensively upon our tails, and, in fact,
running to tail altogether., I determined to try and preach up the
Liberty, as a national

virtue, was not to be regarded as an end in itself, as claptrap, but as

the means to the end of perfection, Arnold feared the English would not

See the goal, but only one of the steps.



L8

Friendship's Garland, it seems, was a result of Arnold's need to
reply to the social and political policies of the English people, Having
written "A Courteous Explanation," Arnold was content to leave such a
mode of expression behind until he was prompted to deliver judgment on
the English position in the Austro=Prussian War., Each letter which
follows "A Courteous Explanation" then is prompted by English policy and
is Arnold's social criticism of a particular stance or position. There

are twelve letters which make up the remainder of Friendship'!s Garland,

Any letter which makes a specific social eriticism or advances a teaching
of Arnold's will be discussed,

Letter I, "I Introduce Arminius and fGeist' to the British Public"
was a respdnse to an article by Goldwin Smith on the role England should
plﬁy in the Austro-Prussian War, Letter I was published July 21, 1866,
five days after Smith's article,B1 In his response, Arnold introduced

three names, all of which are referred to throughout Friendship's Garland

and are of special interest to the English middle class: Mre Bottles,

"Geist," and Arminius,

Mr, Bottles first appeared in Friendship's Garland as a passenger in

lthe same railroad car compartment with Arminius and Arnold. Arnold
described him as "...one of our representative industrial men (something
in the bottle way), a famous specimen of that great middle class whose
energy and self-reliance make England what it is, and who give the tone

to our Parliament and our policy (p.38)." Mr. Bottles is of significance

for Arnold, In him, Arnold embodies what he saw as the archetypal

Philistine Dissenter, whose shortcomings had been confirmed by wealth
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and success.82 He is the future ruler of England and his devotion to
slogans, wealth and trade had to be revealed as meaningless when examined
in the light of reason, He was the vehicle which Arnold used to show the
middle class what it was, in the hope that he might show them how to
change,

Mr, Bottles offended the Prussian intellectual, Arminius, with
his inability to grasp the situation surrownding the Austro-Prussian
War, In his ignorance, Bottles was functioning as a symbol of his class.
Arminius, as Arnold's mouthpiece, providzsd the harsh indictment of
Bottles: "The dolt! the dunderhead! His ignorance of what makes nations
great, his_ignorance of what makes life woith 1living, his ignorance of
everything except bottles,=-those infernal bottles! (pp.38=39)" Such
was Arnold's general judgment of the middle class, Devotion to machinery,
to external objects and an existence bredicated on slogans of liberty,
wealth and trade resulted in ignorance. As expressed in his earlier
works, the middle class was in need of education and in need of the
ability to objectively see themselves for what they were.s)'1

It fell to Arminius to explicate the present power in the world, the
unifying element between nations, That power was "Geist" and England was
markedly deficient in it., "Geist" was intelligence and Arminius saw the

Victory of "Geist over Ungeist" as the movement in the world. Intelli=-

- éénce of the world movement, a perception of the direction societies were

evolving, was "Geist," "Geist" found its focal point in the French
ReVolution which was destructive of old creeds and social forms that had

outlived their purpose, The Revolution was the expression of forces
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alive in Europe to new social forms and orders and, as such, was the

85

epitome of "Geist," Arminius was adamant in his denial of "Geist"
to England, It was denied its existence by the class symbolized in
Bottles., He was able to allocate it to other nations but rigorously
declined to honor it as an English virtue:

We North=Germans have worked for "Geist" in our way,

by loving knowledge, by having the besteeducated

middle and lower class in the worldeeeeFrance has

"Geist" in her democracy and Prussia in her education.

Where have you got it?...Your «ormon people is bar-

barous; in your middle class "Ungeist" is rampant; and,

as for your aristocracy, you know "Geist" is forbidden

by nature to flourish in an aristocracy (p. L1).

"Geist" was Arnold*s medication to cure a nation drugged on its own
' worth, on its liberty, wealth and success, ¥England was moving into the
modern world shackled by an outmoded clags structure and an uneducated
new ruling class, "Geist," a perception of the world movement, was a
necessary acquisition for the English, Arminius summed it up: "Great
events are happening in the world, and...England will be compelled to
speak at last, It would be truly sad if, when she does speak, she should
talk nonsense., To prevent such a disaster, I will give you this piece
of advice, with which I take my leave: Get 'Geist'! (p.L2)"
Letter V, "I Communicate a Valuable Exposition by Arminius, of the

System of Tenant-Right in Prussia" reflects Armold's concern about the

Irish land tenure matter, a situation of much importance at the time.

Arnold wrote to his sister from Prussia: "Tell William[fForstef] that

the effect on the people and property of Prussia of the land measures...

- of Stein, the great Prussian minister, seems to me one of the most important.
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things for a politican to study, with Irish tenant right a present
question in England...."86 The second Irish matter, that of the disestabe
lishment of the Anglican Church in Ireland is treated in Culture and
Anarchy, This letter was a development of the Prussian reform measure,
although it is a matter of debate whether Arnold advocated adoption of

the same measures for England or simply wished to expand English thinking
on the subject, Direct advocacy was not g common Arnoldian tactic,

but viewing matters in several ways, by the iight of reason, was a

typical approach, Besides illuminating i}ie land question, Arnold
described for his readers both Arminivs and themselves,

Arminius, whose ill temper is repeatedly provoked by the English
betrayal of the fundamentals of democracy and their preference of custom
and prejudice to reason and intelligence, was described by Arnold.87
Arminius's personal appearance has nd direct effect on Arnold's social
commentary, but the generally favorable appearance was an indirect method
of persuasion, It was another example of Arnold's self-promoting, since
Arminius is his voice, while denigrating his opponents, Arminius appeared
_to be squarely built, with a thatch of unruly blond hair, clean-shaven
except for a whitish-brown moustache, His apparel included a rough pilot-
coat into whose pockets he habitually stuffs his hands. Arminius was
deseribed when astonished at England's analysis of Prussian land reform,
Amazed, once again, at the middle-class ignorance, Arminius launched into
one of Arnold's first attempts to define and classify the Philistine,

1 i at genus
"My dear friend,' says he, 'of the British species of the great g
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Philistine there are three main varities, There is the religious Philistine,
the well=to-do Philistine, and the rowdy Philistine (p.58)!"

Arnold's meaning of the term "Philistine" seems to be broad enough
to allow a great deal of latitude in interpretation, Arnold, himself,
offers definitions and characteristics in abundance in Culture and Anarchy,
but elsewhere he also sought to correctly single out the Philistine.
From his notebook for 1865, he noted that Fhilistinism stood askew in
several ways, He wrote, "On the side of heauty and taste, wvulgarity; on
the side of morality and feeling, coarseness; on the side of mind and
spirit, unintelligence."88 He reiterated his major criticisms in his
notebook for 1879: "The British middle class presents: A defective type
of religioﬁ, a narrow range of intellect and knowledge, a stunted sense
of beauty, a low standard of manners.“89 McCarthy has classified
Philistinism into two categories == a non=professional middle=-class person,
usually a Dissenter or a coarse, narrow, one-sided person regardless of
rank.9o It is probable that Arnold was crusading against McCarthy's first
type of Philistine and that the second is an outgrowth of Arnold's work
into later writers,
| Arnold's treatment of the Philistine has brought criticism, McCarthy
believed that Arnold was scarcely objective about the Philistine middle
class, He saw a failure of sympathy in Armold's entire treatment of
the class, The term when used by Arnold became one of opprobrium and

. 91
lacked the objectivity and reasonableness which Arnold preached, McCarthy,

in The Three Classes wrote:
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We cannot avoid the impression that though he met
and observed them, he did not know them and could
not love them, He never speaks to them without
condescension, We mark the slightly uplifted eye=-
brow, the noteguite=suppressed smile, And we note
" that he is never more maddeningly superior than
when he protests that he is a simple, strajghte-
forward person,”’<
N
@j John Shepard Eels comments that Philistine iz an expressive term that

N
N,

-;? &éscribes a frame of mind, not a4 class. Fels goes further and states
%i_that Philistinism describes Arnold's own frame of mind about the class
lf‘so 1abellecl.93 Both critics have a éalid point if one assesses Arnold's
-i‘attitude toward the middle class as narrow and lacking in objectivity,
atand it is not difficult to present eviderics of Arnold's lack of under-

: itanding for the Dissenter'!s wvalues,

)

The Pall Mall Gazette took a positicn against compulsory education

;?ﬁi:its November 8, 1866, issue. A contributor to the same paper wrote a
é;w days later: "The evidence is conflicting as to the working of com-

?ﬁléory education abroad, and we want some light on the method of its

vfil 20 and 22, 1867, in which Arminius expresses Armold's views; the
‘tters, numbers VI and VII, were entitled, "I Become Entrusted with the

,.iews of Arminius on Compulsory Education" and "More About Compulsory
9L

, ncation s
B In Letter VI, Arnold was able to comment sharply on the inadequacies

the current educational system in England, and in letter VII, Arnold

L
3fined compulsory education and how it would operate, The backdrop for
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Arnold's social views on education was a fictitious trial in the country,
Presided over by Viscount Lumpington, Rev, Essau Hittal and Mr, Bottles,
the court was trying a poacher named Zephaniah Diggs. Arnold discussed
Digg's circumstances of poverty and the fact that Diggs had a houseful
of children who were uneducated., This case alone was enough to merit
compulsory education, Arnold said, so that the gap between the lower
class and the educated and intelligent upper classes could be lessened.
It was Arminius who quickly noted that England had no such educated
and intelligent class, and he set oul to prove it in the cases of the
three magistrates, each having a different educational background and
each proving to be either deficient or feoc exclusive, In this manner,

Arnold was able to lessen opposition toe compulsory education by showing

~ that the present system was inadequate. None of the three magistrates

were educated, by Arnold's standards, and yet they had the responsibility
for passing judgments,
Viscount Lumpington, the first magistrate, was a peer of old family

and wealth, Having attended Eton and followed a classical curriculum,

he then attended Oxford, Arnold saw Eton as a fine school, but restrictive

in its capacity and cost, Only the few, and those few wealthy, could

have the advantage of an Eton education, With wealth to gain his education,
Lumpington pressed on to Oxford, where hunting and sports were his major
interests (pp.69-70). Arnold saw Lumpington's education to be lacking in
tWo ways, First, if the schools were good, they were too few, Second,

the love of sports, which Armold saw as an aristocratic characteristic,

. : i d
occupied most of the college training period, Nurtured on classics an
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1

Eg gymnastics,»Lumpington was unprepared to take a responsible, educated
;; position,

The Rev. Essau Hittal was placed on the foundation at Charterhouse

8

by his uncle and from there accompanied Iumpington to Oxford, His
Zﬁ.g§ucation at Oxford drew the same criticism as Lumpington's. Having
f}been asked by Arminius what Mittal and Lumpington had learned at Oxford,

2 P

~ Arnold replied:
g "3
4
N eeeduring their f{liree years at Oxford they were so

¥ much occupied witlhi,..hunting that there was no great
opportunity to judge, DBut for my part, I have always
thought that their both getting their degree at last
with flying colours, after three weeks of a famous
coach for fast men, four nights withiout going to bed,
and an incredible consumption of wet towels, strong
cigars, and brandy«and-water, was ore of the most

astonishing feats,..{p.«70).

o

- Not only was Hittal's Oxford education a source of criticism, but also

))

the method of his education at Charterhouse. Arnold saw that the current

leans of appointment to foundation schools was unfair and rife with self-

thod of appointment:

esoWe English have no notion of your bureaucratic
tyranny of treating the appointments to t?ese grea?
foundations as public patronage, and Yesplng them in
a responsible minister; we vest them in independent
magnates, who relieve the State of ?llowork antai1
responsibility, and never take a shilling of salary

for their trouble (pp.69=70)e
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‘Arnold would certainly have traded places with the Prussians on the matter

of foundation appointments, |
The education of Mr. Bottles, previously introduced in Letter 1s

was of a different strain, Educated at Lycurgus House Academy, Bottles

was the student of the modern, but fictitious, Archimedes Silverpump, Of

Silverpump's system, the best criticism was Bottle's own ﬁraise: "Original

f:;‘man, Silverpump! fine mind! fine system! Hone of your antiquated rubbish-

;% all practical workee=latest discoveries in science=-mind constantly kept

‘f excit;d-lots of interesting experiments--lights of all colours==fizz!

;&lfizz! bang! bang! That's what I call forming a man," But the man formed

;.by such an education, neglectful of Ameclid*'s prescription of acquaintance

with "the Best that has been thought and said in the world™ was inadequate,

came to be the typical Philistine == narrow, uneducated and ac-

f}quainted only with his paper and the preachings of his Baptist minister

L.

- (pp.70-71).

] Letter VII is a direct statement of the principle of compulsory

;‘éducation as advocated by Arnold and its necessity for equal application,

Afﬁéld saw compulsory education as a bar or condition which must be

, Ertisfied before a person could be fit for his desired position, The
nciple was applicable to all classes, not only the lower uneducated

Tass. It was as malicious a disservice to have magistrates such as the

ree at Diggs' trial as it was to have Diggs' children without any educa-

on, It was insufficient for the magistrates to have attended school,

eir class assured them of that opportunity. It was necessary for them

have studied and trained for the particular function they were filling,
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i' Nothing had qualified them as magistrates and such a lack was as dis=

\V turbing to Arnold as Diggs' total lack of education for his peasant

§ ehtldren (pp.72-73).

For Arnold, education of the English, particularly the middle class;
:'ﬁas always a vital concern, Education, of course, was related to his

'Li position as inspector and it ceccupied a great deal of his time., Education
5ﬁvand the social and political organization behind it were issues that
Fﬁmrnold constantly returned t¢ in the 18608« and 1870'5.95

P
N

a8 Following the publicatinn of Letter ¥1I, there is a two=-year lapse

~

_*{Iefore Letter VIII appears, In this time=span Arnold published the whole

'E:.f Culture and Anarchy.96 The letters which follow Culture and Anarchy
Ehéealt with pending legislation, such as the Deceased Wife's Sister Bill
and English policy abroad, Taken as & group, they do not offer much
ﬁ{;hat is new for Arnold readers and the latter two to three letters are

Be
! k fs

~ concerned with a respectable demise for Arminius, Arnold had sent
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method of attack on the English middle c¢lass for several years, In this
time span, several important opinions and concepts were introduced or
discussed, Among those of importance were his opinion of England's flagging
world position and the placement of blame for such a decline on the .
middle class attitude of insularity and its lack of intelligence, He

also offered Arminius! remedy of "Geist® a3 a corrective for the middle

' class and England, in general, Other concepts introduced were those of

national characteristics, the powers which contribute to modern man, and
compulsory education, Most, if net a2ll, of the opinions expressed had

one unifying aim == the transformation of the Philistine into an enlightened
98

and reasoning being able to take up the reins of government,

Critics vary in their evaluation «f Friendship's Garland., Saintsbury

saw the book as the work of a convinced reformer and apostle, He believed
it was evident that the satirist had a serious side to avow, but that the
exact purpose he espoused was not clear, In searching for a philosophy,

Saintsbury saw nothing tangible in the book.99 Holloway, in The Victorian

Eﬁﬁgb comments on the negative approach Arnold took in this work, His

main direction was to deprecate the crude, to regret the narrowness or

excess of his countrymen, Holloway agrees with Saintsbury that his

; 1
statements are commonplace, familiar and not directive. However,
Holloway maintains that reading Arnold was not just a matter of content

Or paraphrasable meaning, but it was the whole texture of his writing which

1
constituted an experience for the reader. It is in Arnold's ability

to arouse a reader to perceptions of a better approach to life and in his

‘;;% ironic wit salted throughout his writing that much of Arnold's attraction

R
"fQﬁlies, If he had advocated direct programs rather than a manner of outlook



' topics of passing importance.

Instead, the posture of reason and

objectivity never loses its season,
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Chapter Three: C(Culture and Anarchy

Late in the spring of 1867, Matthew 4rnold delivered his final
lecture as Professor of Poetry at Oxford Uriversity. The topic chosen

;ffbr this final address to an (xford andience was "Culture and Its

513nemies."102

cerning the quality of civilization in centemporary England and his

The next year, 1868, Armsld continued the argument con-

ggestions for improving that quality in ¢ series of papers on "Anarchy
d Authority." These papers were Arnoid's major undertaking for the
r and appeared serially in the Cornhiil magazine. They related so

losely to Arnold's closing lecture at Oxford that in 1869 they were
" 103

Wined to form Culture and Anarchy,.

This book published in 1869 is the most complete exposition of

Arnold's social and political v-iews.mi4 Culture and Anarchy projects

e vision of a possible future reconciliation between the impulses
2;ﬁt battle within both man and society.105 It expresses Arnold's

i concern with the humanization of man in society106 by the powers
;?ﬁéulture, which are sweetness and light, It was his intention to

o how much England had come to undervalue those qualities of culture

and also to show the evils in the mind of man and in the 1ife of the
. 107
s0ciety which resulted from this undervaluing.

© Arnold, himself, very succinctly states that "the whole scope of

_essay is to recommend culture as the great help out of our PRetEER
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i difficulties...."108 Within the supposedly unsystematic way most

f{ suitable to his taste and powers, Arnold intended to inquire "what

7;;¢ulture really is, what good it can do, what is our own special need

-:zéf it; and...[what are] some plain grounds on which a faith in culture
j'-g”...may rest securely (pp.58-£9)," John Shepard Eels sees this faith
'ﬁlin culture and his quest for 1% as the summaiion of the best years of

‘tﬁﬁis work, Culture was Arnoldis "Holy Grajl,“1o9

Thematically, this was the intent of fulture and Anarchy. Struc=-

iﬁrally, Arnold proceeded ho accomplish hiz intent in the following
anner: First, he offered ¢ definiifon of "culture" as a goal, an
;gikpanded "Geist," for England te strive for and eventually achieve. He

fen characterized "culture" 2s a composite of beauty and intelligence,

¥

oth of which different segments of English society lacked, It was

£
his absence of the characteristics of culture that leads to what

ol

"Afnold described as an snarchical society., The remedy was to be sought

‘ 3 ..‘.""u i
~ in a State power which rested as an authority on the rule of right

7:,‘5:

. reason, He analyzed the classes of English society for their qualifi-
Rt o~ v
~ cations as a source of right reason, Upon finding no class suitable as

basis of authority, he theorized that this was because of the
predominance of man's moral impulses, or Hebraism, over man's intellectual
)?ﬁlses, or Hellenism, Arnold urged a revival of Hellenism in

. jety as a remedy for the anarchical tendency then found in England.

‘s, in brief, is the structure of the collection of essays, Culture

Anarchy. In this overview, many strands of Arnold's earlier work

be seen tied together in a more comprehensive social outlooke.
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Arnold began his series of essays with a discussion of culture:
its meaning, its aim and its function, It is with the concept of

culture, then, that a more detailed look at Culture and Anarchy should

begin, An examination of Arnold's theory of culture, moreover, is
faluable in the light of e¢ritical remarks that the entire book is
"an attempt to defend culture against the charge of being 'frivolous
and useless'...."110

Arnold briefly defined his idea of culture in the preface to his

work as "a pursuit of our total. perfection, by means of getting to know,

on the all the matters which most concern us, the best which has been

~ thought and said in the world...(p.233)." Although culture is, above

all, an inward operation (p.23L), a perfection of self by the acquisition
of knowledge and reason, it must be a general perfection developing all
parts of society, According to Arnold, perfection could not occur in
isolation; it had to be a general growth (pe.235)s The perfection towards
which culture builds is a harmonious perfection, a development of all
sides of the common humanity (p.235), of those powers which contribute

to modern man which found expression earlier in Friendship's Garland.

Culture had as its aim of perfection the discipline of impartial
thinking, or the striving to see things as they really are., It is a
disinterested seeking of knowledge. It was not intended as a social
program, Robbins says, but was intended as a guard against precipitate
and ill-advised action., The emphasis for Arnold at the time, he continues,
1M

Was on the seeking of knowledge rather than on a program of action.

Culture was a composite concept, according to Armold. One part of

g desire after the
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things of the mind simply for their own sakes and for the pleasure of
seeing them as they are...(p.91)." This side of the composite nature

of culture was the scientific passion. The part of culture issued in

a desire to translate one's ideas into social realities and by commni-
cating them to a wide audience to make reason and God's will prevail.112
Culture then was distinguished by two motivating forces == the force of
thought and the force of action. Culture realized the futility of
action and institution of change unless worthy notions of reason indicated
a correct action and institution. This necessity of adequate reasoning
before action may have been prompted by.Arnold's concern at the time
over the Second Reform Act of 1867 which would have extended the fran-

113

chise, Walter Jackson Bate, in his essay Criticism: The Major Texts

summarizes Arnold's concept of culture:

Culture, to begin with, is an activity of mind, It
is not, that is, a body of memorized information,
but a quality that characterizes an actual way of
living, thinking and feiling--atguali;y t?athczg-
sists "in becoming something rather than in havin
something, in an inward condition of the mind

and spirit, not in an outward set of circumstances,"
It is the ability, in short, to_react in accordance
with what is true and valuable.11h

Arnold found two characters necessary to the idea of perfection
as conceived by culture, A harmonious perfection, a developing of man's
totality, united the characteristics of beauty and intelligence, or as

they are preferably called by Arnold, "sweetness and light" (p.99).

Having borrowed the terms from Swift's Battle of the Books, Arnold made

these characters the essential elements of culture. In doing so, culture
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became a spiritual mate of poetry in which the ",,.idea of beauty and of

~a human nature perfect on all its sides,..prevails (pe99)."

Arnold made much use of religion, in general, and various religious
groups, in particular, in order to well establish what he meant by
culture, Religion, as a force of the human race, was compared to, and
then contrasted with, culture in its aims, methods and cénclusions.

Armold first developed the similarities between religion and culture.
First, religion's great aim is to perfect the human race, This aim
sanctions culture's aim because both religion and culture have identical

intentions, that of man's perfection., Second, religion and culture

~are similar in their placement of perfection in an internal condition,

They bothlidentify perfection with the growth of the humanity of man
and the suppression of the animality of man, Culture is also similar to
religion in its movement, Culture perceived perfection as an endless
Process, one in which there are continual expansions of power and con-
tinual growth in sweetness and light, "Not a having and a resting, but
a growing and a becoming, is the character of perfection as culture con=
ceives it; and here, too, it coincides with religion (peSL)e™

Culture went beyond religion in that it conceives of perfection as
"a harmonious expansion of all the powers which make the beauty and
worth of human nature, and is not consistent with the over-development
of any one power at the expense of the rest (peSL)e" It was here that

religion failed and, in particular, it was here that the Dissenters of

Arnold's day were failing,
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Arnold accused the Non-conformists, or Dissenters, of developing
only one side of humanity == the moral side, while neglecting the sides
of beauty, intellect and manners (p.236). In fact, he believed that
England, in the form of the Puritans, had probably done more than any
other country in the struggle towards moral perfection (p.100). However,
this over-emphasis on morality resulted in a tendency to sacrifice other
sides of one's being to the religious side, which inevitaﬁly would
lead to a narrow, twisted growth of the religious side itself, and,
ultimately, to a failure to perfection (p.236).

It was for this reason that Arnold was an advocate of the Established

Church, For him, being a member of an Established Church meant the

possibility of a share in the cultural life of the nation.115 One was
kept in contact with the mainstream of national life by virtue of the
antiquity and the historical and national ties of the Anglican Church
(pe239)e The Non=conformist became too invdlved in defining his own
religious forms, in defending those forms, and in asserting their validity.

The spiritual side absorbed and tyrannized the Non-conformist and he

had no cultural ties within his church to offset this religious over-

emphasis (p.239).
In Culture and Anarchy, Arnold summarized his comparison of religion

and culture:

Culture, disinterestedly seeking in its aim of per=
fection to see things as they really are, shows how
worthy and divine a thing is the religious side.in
man, though it is not the whole of man. But wh}le
recognizing the grandeur of the re11g10u5.31de in
man, culture yet makes us also eschew an inadequate
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conception of man's totality. Therefore to the

worth and grandeur of the religious side in man,
culture is rejoiced and willing to pay any tribute

except the tribute of man's totality (p.252).

William Robbins cites 1. S, Eliot's statement that the effect of

‘ Arnold's philosophy was to set up culture in place of religion and to
BE-c rclicion to be wasted by feeling.!'? This is not quite brues
Culture was possibly a higher kind of reli axion,”.? but religion was still
‘:'., an integral part of Arnold's concept of culture, It served as a founda=
tion upon which to proceed toward culture and the development of all of
':.'glan's powers, David DeLaura, an Arncld eritic, sees Arnold's concept
of culture as an attitude of spirit which is morally oriented, He
'Ns that culture may best be described "as religion with critical
:::tntellect super--added."‘l L

Culture, according tc Armold had an important function to perform
,'fpr mankind, He found this to be tiue especially in England where the
‘._'fiinternal condition of man, his passion for knowledge and right reason,
g-‘:{ias thwarted by mechanical and material society. Arnold saw a danger

| n the English faith in machinery, a faith beyond the end which machinery
| erves. England had developed a faith in machinery almost as an end in
tself, Freedom of the individual, for example, was worshipped in, and

- of, itself. This machinery was not subordinated to a rule of right

Iv:&,,eason which would determine the validity of the ends of the machinery

freedom (p.96).

However, culture was not fanatical in its opposition to machinery.

: ture with its single-minded love of perfectiop, was flexible, It
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f  resolutely avoids anything that resembles fanaticism.119 Arnold stated
ii that ",,.the flexibility which sweetness and light give,,.enables a man
;5 to see that a tendencyljmachinerYj may be necessary, and even, as a
?f preparation for something im the future, salutary, and yet that the
i;igenerations or individuals who cbey this vendency are sacrificed to ity

:ﬁ that they fall short of the hopes of perfection by following it...(ppe10L=
- 108).n

-ff' Finally, culture was not  creed with which to indoctrinate the

| iiinferior classes into a particalar sect with ready-made judgments,

3

nstead, it sought to do away with classes; it strived to make the best
fi!lat has been thought and knewn in the world known everywhere so that

all men could live in an atmosphere of sweetness and light (p.113).

&5 Having established for his readers the basic concepts underlying

.

-?%ulture, Arnold was quite unwilling that this criticism of society
Mxihsed on its lack of culture should pass as impractical., He stated his

;;‘tention to drive as much as possible at practice, at practical improve=

j0 With this in mind, Arnold compared the Victorian England he

 ment,
; 121

ew to his ideal of culture and found it very deficient:

Culture is inward; but Victorian England was

absorbed with machinery--with railways §nd wealth,
with population and health and sport, w?th fre?-

dom and religious organizations and political in-
stitutions pursued as ends in themselves. Cultgr;

is general; but Victorian England was irrespon§1b e
individualistic. Culture is harmonious; but Victorian
England was inflexibly devoted to the needs ofrgni
side of our nature, the honesty, energy.and stric -it
ness of conduct, and warped even this side 9f humanity
through neglect of the complementary faculties.
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Arnold had been frequently reproached for not taking an active part
in correcting these evils in Victorian England; in fact, this lack of
?i action had contributed to the labelling of his eriticism as impractical,
i;iﬁhglish reformers felt Arnold should extend a helping hand, that he '

. should actively engage in extirpating evil, However, Amold quite dis=

f !bo long in pursuing action without adeguate light, just to be doing

fﬁ!bmething. Establishing the intention, then, of the practicality of

:ﬁ’resent course of action without light was the cause of England's misery
i%!nd, then, to exemplify the correction of this state by practical

Light (p.116). |

& England's obsession with personal literty proved to Arnold to be
'k?\very dangerous state, He saw in this continual assertion of personal
# ght a resemblance to machinery, Englishmen worshipped personal liberty
ﬁi@‘ an end in itself without any subordination to a rule of reason;
;;»eedom had become mere machinery, Because of this great right of an
‘rlishman to do as far as possible what he chose without restriction,
rnold saw England to be in danger of anarchy (pe117)e In particular,
'saw the working classes, who were awakening in their perception of
)litical rights, taking more and more liberties in the name of free=
(pe119). "The moment it is plainly put...that a man is asserting

hi < persénal liberty, we are half disarmed; because we are believers in
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freedom and not in some dream of a right reason to which the assertion
of our freedom is to be subordinated (p.120),"

Arnold saw the reason for Fngland's obsession with personal liberty
and its consequent drift toward anarchy in the fact that Englishmen did
ég'not have the Continental concept of the State; as defined briefly in

) ff‘“Democracy," the State is "the nation in (%s collective and corporate

~ and Kenneth Allott, Arnold scholars, theorize that Arnold believed the

123

;hlate to be the only possible source of national unity, that the

S somewhat familiar with the Continental State power. As noted in

"il‘ter IT, Arnold had spent some time on the Continent evaluating
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educational systems in the role of an educational ambassador, Third,

Elton was narrow-minded in his interpretation of Arnold's State concept,

_, Arnold is a great deal more concermed with the State as an agency which

?,'.would guide and mold the inner man and provide a worthy standard for

emulation, He does not conceive of the State as merely a coercive or

~ restrictive agency to conirel the acilons of its citizens, Fourth,

Elton broadly over=generslizes in his criticism which makes it difficult

. to accept as a correct interpretaiisn; there is slim evidence to support
: gis accusation,

F » Arnold next set himself the practical! problem of how to organize

vi;;";thority, how to get the State to be the surmation of right reason,

,' ‘fgecause of culture's ability to perceive the value of a State as a

| ource of authority to counteract England!'s drift toward anarchy, Arnold

T"St,lt that culture would also be the fiﬁ’b judge of the various candidates

?‘Eor authority (p.12L).

. With this purpose of judging candidates for authority, Arnold

v\‘igt‘tempted an analysis of the three classes of English society: aristocracy,

dddle class and populace, His analysis is based on the Aristotelian

sthod which consists in the idea that virtue exists in a mean, or average, -
th each mean having a swing to an excess and a swing to a defect (p.127).

l-’i‘_ Arnold began his Aristotelian analysis with the upper class of

3, inglish society, the aristocracy. He found that this class possesses

E cetness, or beauty, but that it is in need of 1light. The aristocracy,

’ ° o o t r
Amold had consistently noted in his early works, was by its very

ure inaccessible to ideas; the static nature of the aristocratic world
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limits the ability to see the world as it really is, The aristocracy
naturally clings to the established fact, insensible of the flux of the
world, The qualities which the aristocracy possessed == "serenity,
high spirit, power of haughty resistance® = are naturally opposed to
Arnold's defense against anarchy, the powers of reason, light and

ideas (p.125), The static impenetrabiliiy of the aristocrat closed the
i; doors to the influence of light and ideas,

Arnold found the virtuous mean of the aristocracy in the éxample

~  of an unnamed Lord whose "high spirit ¢s %“empered with ease, serenity
f;and politeness,"” The excess is found.iﬁ a certain anonymous baronet
}Lwho has too much high spirit, impenetrability, defiant courage, and
i;broud resi;tance (pe127)s The defect of the aristocrat is easily derived
?Trom the excess and the mean; it would lie in a spirit lacking boldness
 §2hd height, and in an unaptness for resistance (pe137)e.

e Arnold found in the middle class a type of egotism, He believed

ﬁ;'comparable self=satisfaction decisively expressed through its Peautiful

.
- and virtuous mean, self=excluded from wielding an authority of which

e middle=class mean in a certain Dissenting minister, not named but

I-ngly hinted zt, whose excess lay in a too strong and too self=-reliant
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persuasion of the value of his own mind (p.131). The defect, logically
enough, lay in an ineptitude for the allegedly great middle-class works
and in a lack of self-satisfaction, Armold offers himself as a middle-

b ‘class defect (p.138). McCarthy states that Arnold always had a sense of
E existing outside or above hi: middle~cisss distinction, This sense
%.gan, in part, be explaincé, he says, Ly his membership in the professional
?: class and by his close connections with ihe current Es‘t.ablishment.w6

‘; With such an identificaticn, Armold could portray himself as an exemplar'
?f?f the individual progress peoesible for the middle class member.w7
‘E;Another reason for Arnold‘s isolation from his class may be seen in the
fi@dea that he felt himself te be one of those people who rise above class,
@t‘ Bich sore w11 be satd later,

The working class for Arnold was clearly not the proper basis for

f‘: Mr, Odger, a well-known figure of the times who, despite some good
ints, lacks light, The excess example is Mr. Bradlaugh, who is charac=-
-‘rized as an iconoclast, one who would baptize by blood and fire (p.133).
defect naturally would lie in the jndividual who fell short in

N;}? power of action which was so closely related to the working

For Arnold, the basis for authority did not lie in any of these

;*f,ses that he so skillfully analyzed. None of the classes possessed

———
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a sufficient quantity of light to arrive at an- authority of right reason.
The solution Arnold saw was one that had not been tried before, It was
to rise above one's class to the idea of a state (pe13L). Tt required
:?»rising to a best self, briefly introduced in Friendship's Garland, in

~ which Englishmen would be undted, impersonal and at harmony., It was

' Just such a self that cultura sought to develop, not the ordinary self

?? in which people habitually lived and which did not carry them beyond

. the ideas and the wishes oi tix parﬁimuiay class to which they belonged

~ (pp.13L-135), Englishmen vere afraid fo give too much power to the
%‘State, Arnold says, because it was always sgquated with the class in

'?'ﬁﬁe executive branch, or with the ordjnarf self, instead of with the

;:?'de to 1ife he is recommending, the value of culture, for no doubt
2'f~man of culture would be familiar with Greek art and poetry as the
est exemplar of sweetness and light; second, the method makes it
Possible for him to treat of the most controversial issues in "a tone of
ﬂv interested observation and a framework of principles external to his
'”'ghtS.“128 Patrick McCarthy, in general, agrees with Brown's state-
vjl 3 McCarthy comments that Arnold planned his analysis of the classes

> lines which were calculated to assure his readers that he was an
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objective observer.129 Yet both agree that despite the wvaluable posi-
tion won by this method in its calculated, objective observation of the
classes, Arnold loses this position when he tags specific names to the

~ virtuous mean, excess and defect of eacii cJass.130 McCarthy sees this

- loss of disinterestedness to ke particulsrly true in the case of the
lower class., He believes that the reader can be misled by thé seeming

@ conscientious manner with which he treats =ach class, especially in the
*} matter of defects, The grave sins of the lower class are matched against

3 It does seem entirely

£ L

 the mild idiosyncrasies of the aristoecracy,
ﬁ_possible that Arnold was less shjectivé.about the lower, working class,
'%Lit was in this class that Arnold saw the greatest threat of anarchy,

ey Arnold apparently was not satisfied with his analysis of the classes

| tag applied to it. This chapter is typical of Armold's desire to attach

& i . 132 b
‘distinctive epithets to whatever he is discussing. Holloway, in

mes as well as more ably articulate his argument., Without affecting

the logic of his discussion, Holloway believes they transfoxm the
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Arnold's first concern in this expansion of his social analysis lay
%} with the middle class, This is not difficnlt to understand, in the

tf light of Chapter II, for Arnold thought that the middle class would
ﬂ~certain1y take the leading role in the coming events of both politics
.xvand culture, Therefore, he waz vitally inievested in enlightening this
i;class about its deficiencies and reforwing it so that it could success=
v??fully assume its future rolz., Trilline savs that "the whole intention
fiof Arnold's criticism was t¢ increase the consciousness and imagination
%ipf this class, to give it a2 sense of the way the world goes and should
:ijb."13h

il S

~into close and continual contact with the middle class, had made him

Arnold's experiences a3 a #chool inspector, which brought him

% eculiarly aware that the future of lngland was passing to a class which

was quite unprepared for power.

;[‘ The term that Armold used to ideniify the middle class was Philistine,

e ,. old said that "Philistine gi'VeS the notion of Something particularly

% ;
- stiffenecked and perverse in the resistance to light and its children,

‘and therein it specially suits our middle class, who not only do not

'{ rsue sweetness and light, but who even prefer to them...machinery...

[,

i;«1h0)." Generally speaking, the typical Philistine was identified

;l;th "the thrifty earnest Dissenter who divided his time between counting-

b L
¥

house and chapel, sure of his solvency in this world and salvation in
the next.“136 He was desperately in need of culture in Arnold's view;

culture might persuade him "to re-examine his stock notions and habits,

!L_S t broaden his religious sympathiesi?and] might ultima::;y shame. ildn
B 41 a0 "
nto dissatisfaction with a 'dismal, illiberal life'....
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Arnold's treatment of the Philistine Dissenter has been one of

'1 continued interest to his critics. Mest of the critics who have come

’i mented on his remarks are in agreement that the sweetness of culture

;f failed Armold when he spoke of them, Fatrick McCarthy saw this less
i‘than generous treatment as the result of Arncld's deep concern about
;f’religion. Arnold was invariably engaged ia formulating and expressing
‘&ibis own religious views and he was disheartensd by what he saw of the
i;Dissenter's religion, lHe could not understand the spiritual satisfaction

*ithat'Dissenters felt in their little "Pethel® services, their prayer

" passionate adherence to the Dissenteris particular creed had caused

" a lifestyle deficient in beauty and sweetness,

:QT? Robbins agrees, in essence, with McCarthy's remarks on Dissenters

f?wd comments on Dissent in relation to the Established Church, He

e fact that Dissenters separated from the early church for the sake
;1.-opinions. In this, Arnold saw them to be wrong, "because the church
: s~sts, not for the sake of opinions, but for the sake of moral practice,
t~* a united endeavor after this is stronger than a broken one."139

Stronger criticism was levelled at Arnold by contemporary critics

0 were, of course, personally acquainted with the class Arnold had

 @; asion to describe as "a kind of Philistine whose graver self likes

o 2 ak. n
,“tening; the relaxed self, deputations, or hearing Mr. Odger spe

1 . .
eslie Stephens, a contemporary wrote: "I often wished that I too h

1 : h nast
;*ittle sweetness and light that I might be able to say such nasty

.fngs of my enemies."1h0
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It is true that Arnold was a barsh critic of the middle class, but
he was justified in his method for two reasons, First, this class was
i the target for his cultural dialectic and, as the primary goal, it had
}1f£o be jolted the hardest, Second, Arnold was struggling to overcome
;; the self-satisfaction of the average midije-class ditizen. Certainly,
f@ people who are self-satisfied are less *ikely to react to criticism than
~ those who are not as confident of their own merits,
| The aristocracy, previously treated by Arnold, was reintroduced with
:’the tag "Barbarian," In the Barbarians, frnold saw sweetness imaged in

*5the politeness of the class. He could fﬁn& no questing after light,

é:tﬁe Philistines, The Barbarians had beer of some service to society,

? ﬁ-y had introduced and maintsained ﬁhe cencepts of individualism and v
lﬁ@érsonai liberty and they had developed a type of culture, although its
FF ature was only external., The Barbarians had, in a sense, been seduced
1§Qualities, such as worldly splendor, pleasure, power and security.

'.» old saw the class as having only one insufficiency, that of light
p.1L1-142),

Critics have commented on Arnold!s opinions and treatment of the

: stocracy; one such critic is Patrick McCarthy in his book Matthew

old and the Three Classes. Among McCarthy's comments on Arnold and

»g

the aristocracy are the following: McCarthy theorizes that Arnold had

come acquainted with the aristocracy during his tenure as Secretary

0 Lord Lansdowne, The culture and gentle manners of this class drew
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him to them and affected his writing about them, Although he knew that
they did not hold the future and that many evils flowed from their privi-
~ leged state, he was nevertheless eager tc maintain a friendly relation-
&'”Ship with them.”'11 So, even if Armold believed that the aristocracy
?g'should be a target for refomn, he so palliated charges against them that
there was no real questicn about which class Arnold preferred.1h2 There
.~ may be some justification in McCarthy's remarks, for it must be remembered
54 that the aristocracy had quallities thut were culturally valuable far
52£eyond any other class., The aristocracy possessed qualities of sweetness,
f ;r‘beauty; they were preservers of art and poetry, They only needed

tsome light, or intelligence; to reveal to them the real state of the
~world in order to begin the progress towards perfection which was
x

culture's end. On the other hand, Arnold found it very difficult to see
.ﬁégy sweetness or light in %he Philistine middle class,

3 The lower élass Arnold identified with the term "Populace," Arnold
f:distinguished this class as "the vast portion, lastly, of the working
-éTlass which, raw and half-developed, has long lain half-hidden amidst its
’{;;verty and squalor, and is now issuing from its hiding place to assert
';n Englishman's heaven-born privilege of doing as he likes, and is begin-
é;dng to perplex us by marching where it likes, meeting where it likes,
’%r;wling what it likes, breaking what it likesees (Po1h3)."
i

Working class, McCarth

Again, Patrick McCarthy comments on Arnold's treatment of the

y believes that Arnold did little justice to this B

i . t ic fear of revolt,"
‘elass because he was infected with the age's "panic lea

tion
He sees the repression of the working class as one of the main JyRGELe
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of Arnold's best self., He adds that whatever weak praise Arnold did

mete out to this class was inundated under a series of very emotional

'%' epithets such as "English rough," “Hyde Park rioter," and "the mobeee

“ bent on rnischieii‘."“")J McCarthy is supported in this thesis by G, W, E..
Russell, an early Arnold biographers‘ Hussell believed that Arnold pitied
the sorrows of the "dim, common population,™ but that he did so from
above, He did not, or cowld noty share their experiences or feel their

. sorrows., Arnold lacked; concludes ?uss#ilﬁ a genuine sympathy or

ff‘acquaintance with the 1life of the paer@ghg McCarthy and Russell may have

';'a point, but their language ls too streng 2nd their conclusions are too

Egnarrow. The Populace w::; a elass comparatively new in its existence as

w3 4

iéa national force, The action that it advocated without a basis in reason
E

- would be alarming to Arnold, for whom acfion must be based on a justifiable
aﬁlggical reason, In addition, the Populace was the most unfamiliar class
%;to Arnold., He had the least acquaintance with the Populace and, there=-
? fore,.probab1y the least insight into their problems of all English

“hﬁlasseS. However, it is too severe an indictment to say that he wished

”Eio repress the class; he only wished to perfect them,
' Having reviewed and expanded his analysis of the classes in English

| society, Arnold returned to the concept of the best self, Within each

rﬂlass, Arnold theorized, there were a certain number of people who were
‘ self, who had a knack for seeing things as they
for concerning themselves

?ﬁrth reason and doing their best to make it prevail, People with this

'ﬁ’t are found in all classes; however, this bent always "tends to take
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them out of their class and to make their distinguishing characteristic

not their Barbarianism or thair Fhilistinism, but their humanity (pp.1L5-

146)." Arnold also gave this group a name-%tag; he called them "aliens,"

”ﬁ—'These aliens were not led primarily'by their class spirit, but were

4 guided, instead, by a "general humane spirit, by the love of human per-
fectionseo(pe1L46)." It is this group thet hes subordinated the ordinary
self in order to elevate and develop their best self, a self which culture

~ sets up as an ideal for socicty, The hope for the future lay in this
A 156

group and its expansion,l
Lionel Trilling saw Arnold's wh01é c1ass analysis, including the

_'? %alien," as fallacious in its structure, He says that class is a concept

”f whose essence is interest, To¢ teke away the idea of special interest

v

_?hin fclass" is to render it meaningless. In other words, classes exist

B -

 because of a common interes'(;,”17 Taken in this context, Trilling's

 3 eriticism seems to have some validity., Classes would probably not exist
‘ﬁﬁ if different groups of people did not have different needs or interests,
'ii But as a convenient method of classifying broad groups of people with
‘basically similar interests, Arnold's class system is useful and colorful,
21 ﬁhile it does not necessarily invalidate his points.

In defining the "alien," Arnold makes it very clear that the numbers
??Jin this group are not static. They are capable of either increasing or

%;;decreasing depending on their meeting, or not meeting, in society with

| What is designed to elicit the best self (p.146). Arnold believed that

.iﬁﬁicit any best self. In fact, he found it would be difficult to get
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beyond the ordinary self because of the style of proceeding then common
in England (p.1L7).

. This becomes one of the fundamental problems that Arnold seeks to
'ﬁ -analyze for it is just such 2 problem that kept England from recognizing
: the value of right reason and establishing it as an authority, It was
essential, for Arnold, to seek out the causes underlying England's oppo-
sition to right reason and the best self; for it wés only with this cause
in mind that Arnold could hope to set wp culture as an ideal, The
growth toward perfectisn could not ocews in an anarchical society where
A class instinct and the oidinary self dominated the humane spirit and

: the best self,

4 Arnold saw the reason for English opposition to right reason in
'i%he fundamental English preference of "doing" to "thinking.," These two
ﬁFboncepts, the doing side of man and-the thinking side of man, are two |

. rival forces that divide the world between them, Not that they are

i
)

& necessarily rival by nature, but as chey have been exhibited by man

mﬂ‘ These two forces are the subject of two chapers in Culture and

féﬁgarchz: "Hebraism and Hellenism," and "Porro Unum Est Necessarium,"

' 3%hat they would form a center for English thought and speculation on
N 148

~ the matters treated in them.

s which divide society as "Hebraism"

k-3

Arnold identified the two force
B t &
" and "Hellenism," both of which are named for the races who best mani

&’ested the rival qualities. Arnold makes the point quite frequently
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that the world ought to be, but nsver has been, balanced between these
forces,
The doing side, denoted as Hebraism, is "the energy driving at

Ppractice, fthe]...paramount sense of the obligation of duty, self-contrbl

have,sss" The thinking side, dencted as lellenism, is "the intelligence
driving at those ideas which are,,.the basis of right practice, the
ardent side for all the new and changinsz combinations of them which man's
development brings with it, the indomitabie impulse to know and adjust

1 them perfectlyseeo" The final aim of botl: these forces is the same:

'{ man's perfection or salwvation (p.163),

| However, this identical aim is pursued by very different courses,
'i;Hellenism is primarily concerned with seeing things as they are, while
,féﬂebraism is primarily concerned witﬁ conduct and obedience. "The Greek
I? quarrel with the body and its desires is, that they hinder right thinking;
;;.the Hebrew quarrel with them is, that they hinder right acting (p.165)."

}Hvﬂebraism fastens upon "certain plair, capital intimations of the universal

%korder, and rivets itself,..on the study and observance of them...[whilé]

David DeLaura identifies this distinction between the two forces as
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that between the scientific passion-force in culture and the passion for
doing good-force, He says that Arnold is arguing, in terms of his con=
cept of culture, for a unitication of the two forces.1h9

Arnold contrasts the ideals offered by Hellenism and Hebraism,
Hellenism holds up as an idea} for humanity the ideas of getting rid of
one's ignorance, or seeing things as they are, and of seeing them in
.?L their beauty as a result, Hellenism offers a 1ife filled with a certain
B light ease, a clearness and iadiancy, & 1ife filled with sweetness and
;{ light (p,167). Hebraism oir the ghher hund has always been very occupied
,f with the difficulties which arrange themseives between man and his pursuit
fglof perfection, This lieg in the fach thal Hebraism has always allowed
‘?isin to £ill a much larger space in its philosophy than it does in
éflellenism. Sin is the active, hostile force that thwarts man's progress
i;towards perfection (p.168),

David DeLaura suggested that Arnold's assumed equivalence of values

As a comment upon Delaura's remark, it is possible to use a statement

...of[:thé] two disciplines laying their main_stress,
the one on clear intelligence, th? other on.flrrfrllh
obedience; the one, on comprehensively Fnowigg e
grounds of one's duty, the other on dlllge? ys e
practising itje..the priority natura}ly iagng

that discipline which braces a}l man's mgle o
powers, and founds for him an indispensa

of character (p.170).
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In other words, the Hellenie force smst be given highest priority
because it provides a basis for the expsnsion of all man's powers by
- seeing the world as it is,

It is not that Arnold so muech preferred the Hellenic bent as
that Victorian England was so desperately in need of it, Sweetness
and light were necessary bhecause there was already an exclusive and
excessive development in Englsnd of “he aide of human nature known as
Hebraism (p.176).

Arnold believed that this over-attentlon to Hebraism, to obedience
rather than intelligence, was the sause underlying the English disbelief
in right reason, The Fnglishman belleved that he already had in his
religion a sufficient basis for his entire life, fixed and forever
gﬁ certain, "a full law of conduct and a full law of thought" when really
%z'all that Arnold saw in this religioﬁ was & law of conduct, Man is a
composite of moral and intellectual instinctsy; not of moral instincts
;‘-alone. So this Hebrew-like attention solely to a fixed religion thwarted
!i‘ perfection in its inflexible attention to only one side of human

~ nature (pp.176-177).
The supreme example, to Arnold, of the Hebrew impulse predominating

" and thwarting the Hellenic lay in the Puritan, The Puritan dangerously

f believes, said Arnold, that he is in possession of a rule that tells him

Once he believes that he

it.the unum necessarium, the one thing needful,

w?‘is in possession of the only thing needful, he becomes self-satisfied and
flbelieves that he has only to act in the assurance of this knowledge (p.180).

:;$herefore, the Puritan acts out of the ordinary self and moves away from

?&he becoming process so important in the growth toward perfection.
| s
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It must be remembered that in Arnold®s concept of culture there is
no unum necessarium except the obligation for man to come to his best at
all points, The movement, the endless progression, must continue for

‘eultural expansion and perfection; Puritanism and the dominating Hebrew.
7} jmpulse thwarts this dialectic (p,180).

The Puritan self=-satisfaction witn %ls lebrew impulse attempts to

I, posit the whole evolutiua of humanity i one force, For Arnold, the
?lwhole evolution lay in ueither force, lleither Hebraism nor Hellenism are
{;the law of human development, despite whalt their admirers are apt to see

* in them. Both are only contributions, very valuable and very important

;the moment in which they are viewed and in what circumstances they are
}:viewed. The whole of human nature, it must te remembered, is wider than
;?bither of the forces which bear it forward (pp.170=171).

j?‘ So, as contributions to human development, both Hebraism and Hellenism
f:have moved in history in alternation, Christianity was the greatest

.ftriumph of Hebraism, while the Renaissance was a reinstatement of Hellene’

“‘ﬂ'the moral side, However, there was, according to Armold, a very

Important difference between the earlier and the later triumph of Hebraism.

Se d Arnold: "Eighteen hundred years ago it was altogether the hour of

Hebraism (pe175)." Another hour began in the fifteenth century and the

i_ad for that hour lay in Hellenism, Bub pPuritanism perverted the main



87

movement necessary at the time. "They have made the secondary the principal

at the wrong moment, and the principal they have at the wrong moment

treated as secondary, This contravention of the natural order has

_~-produced, as such contravention always must produce, a certain confusion

and false movementee.(p.175'." Tt was the static, selfesatisfaction of

Puritanism that upset the intellectual progress essential to counter-

i; balance the moral growti: of Tigland, They brought in confusion and a

f& twisted view of perfection that hrdugnt o Frngland an inability to view

‘% right reason as an authority out of which culture could grow,

| Arnold knew that culture would not win mankind overnight, This is

.; why the State was so important to him., Until right reason could be :
?grealized the State and its authority, even if expressed through the
‘i?rdinary self, must counteract anarghy, Tne State may be imperfect but

yﬁ}t must remain as the framework into which the best self will grow,

" best of both forces would be combined, The steadfastness and energy of

fﬁihe Hebraist would support the intellectual vigor of the Hellenist (ppe22l=

If Arnold saw the State as an integral part of his social scheme,
fﬁé a framework for the support of the best self, critics do not agree on

exactly what that State was or on its relative value, Walcott, in

& e Origins of Culture and Anarchy, conceives of Arnold's State as mystical

;“.nature, in that it was based not on actuality but on an existence

hoped for, Arnold would have substituted the current reality of classes

3 iment of
nd jealousy with a benevolent state action which is the embodiment o
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the best self.151 In this concept, Walcott sees a fallacy of which he

. believes Arnold was quite awares namely, that the State action he so

y

tfrstrongly advocated must always vest its authority in men, plain ordinary

men, and that its residence will ailwa.ys ke remote from much of the

152

- governed area, Walcott summarizes dimoldis State as a "benevolent

. rational authoritarianis=m" cdesigned fer the regeneration of the middle
3 e 153
. class as its future governors,

Alexander in Arncld and Mill sees a danger analogous to the fallacy

~ Walcott notes, He, too, is aware that culiure's best self is merely a
‘man and that Arnold's syatem vested a strong authority in such a man,

B
i,

‘Best selves, in Arnold!s mind, could prove themselves by repressing the

alrdinary selves, Alexander believes that Arnold became so involved with

%- ppression of the ordinary self that the act of suppression itself

154

ﬁfecame proof of the possession of the best self's right reason, In

ﬁ‘act, Alexander notes Arnold's concluding statement that the symptoms of

155

o

};rgency and severity,
Lionel Trilling, a noted Arnoldian scholar, takes a somewhat different
Pposition, He is of the opinion that Arnold's state does not'hold up as

'a practical structure because it evades the issue of power, He believes

‘Bhat Arnold's effort can be thought of as "an experiment of 1ight" rather

than as "an experiment of fruit." Trilling adds that Arnoldls State myth

;es not depend for its value on its demonstrability, but, instead, the

vates, In this respect,

156

alue lies in the attitudes it fosters and moti

. artil d valuable,
@ old's State, concludes Trilling, is still fertile an
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Ge We E, Russell ié perhaps the most succinet in his summary of
Arnold's State, He wrote: "Perhaps his ideal of a State can best be
described as an Educated Democracy,-working by Collectivism in Govern-
ment, Religion and Social Order."157

One can see from the variety of opinions expressed about Arnold's
State that the concept is somewhat nebulous, If so many critics can
see different virtues and failacies, the State concept may lack a
definitive form; but, lacking a definitive form, it more closely allies
itself to the dialectic of progression and growing wherein a static
form would be of little value, l

Arnold concludes by stating:

We, indeed, pretend to educate no one, for we are still
engaged in trying to clear and educate ourselves, But
we are sure that the endeavor to reach through culture
the firm intelligible law of things, we are sure that
the detaching ourselves from our stock notions and
habits, that a more free play of consciousness, an
increased desire for sweetness and light, and all the
bent which we call Hellenizing, is the master impulse
even now of the life of our nation and of humanityee
somewhat obscurely perhaps for this actual moment, but
decisively and certainly for the immediate futures and
that those who work for this are the sovereign educators.

(pe229)

In conclusion, it may be useful to note how Arnoldian scholars have

estimated the value of Culture and Anarchy., Walcott, in his study of the

origins of the book, has labelled it Arnold's most ambitious essay, the

purpose of which was to expose British social degeneracy and to promulgate

a general plan of cultural reform.158 Garrod hails it as Arnold's best

work in style and manner,159 while T. S. Eliot calls it a perfect book
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for its purpose: "an invective against the crudities of the industrialism

of its time." Eliot says that Culture and Anarchy is the Armold work in

vwhich culture appears to its best advantage because it stands out in

such contrast to a contrived background of definite items of ignorance,

60 Walter Hipple calls it the work which expresses

the ground of all Arnold?s special thought,161 and Janet Courtney agrees

prejudice and vulgarity.1

when she says that Culture and Anarchy most fully expounds Arnold's

philosophy of life.162

Perhaps, Patrick McCarthy summarizes the quality of Arnold's work

best in his outstanding work, Matthew Arnold and the Three Classes. He

writes:

Culture and Anarchy.e..as a defense of culture as an
Ideal of individual and social perfection is magni-
ficent. As an evocation of the idea of a democratic
state, capable of achieving excellence itself and
capable of determining correctly what its citizens
may read and how its citizens may worship, it is an
astonishing testament of faith in man's power of
goodness and power of reason., As an analysis of Fhe
classes of England8 it is broad, pungent, impressive

and exasperating.1 3




Chapter Four: Conclusion

In this final chapter, several major Arnold critics will be
examined to define the purpose of Arnoidts social criticism, to assess
the success or failure of his eritical effort and to estimate his
value and place in English literature., Such an assessment will be
relatively general in nature as speclfic criticisms or evaluations are
Placed in conjunction with tiw: fLopics discussed in earlier chapters,

Most critics are in ag:ecement thai the basic purpose behind Arnold!s
social commentary was to incuicate an aititude of reason that fostered
a harmonious growth of all of man's powers, David DeLaura, a notable
,: Arnold scholar, believes that the search for an‘ideal that would har=-

6L g

" monize man's powers marks Arnold's entire critical career,
harmonious growth is viewed by William Robbins as a correlative of the
Aristotelian golden mean, !e saw Arnold‘'s purpose as a rejection of
enthusiastic extremism, a rejection of obscure unreason in favor of

| expansion and progress as well as a conservative check on innovation
'ﬁ'without acquired wisdom, Robbins saw Arnold!'s intent to be a check to

fanaticism and materialism and a reminder of the spiritual needs of man °

as exemplified in his four powers of conduct, beauty, intelligence and

: Mmanners. Robbins concludes, as do many other critics, that Arnold does

| not offer a full, coherent philosophy but instead he holds forth a set

- of ideals which rest on balance and reason.

# In my opinion, Arnold's purpose revolved around his concept of a

society in which man would live harmoniously, void of class-interest,

7 .:",



92

attentive to the expansion ef all manis powers. Led by his vision of
a classless, progressive society, Arnold sought to acquaint English
society, as it was then composed, with the means of achieving such an
1 “enlightened condition., 7The classes of Victorian England had to be made

| aware of the deficiencies of their éxistenﬂe and of the means of evolu=-
tion into a better State, FRuglarnd nseded intelligence, reason and

8  an appreciation of beauty; it zlieady had arn sbundance of action and

; 'strict moral codes, Arncld kpow tgat the 5tete he proposed would not

| develop in his lifetime, Whut he saw 23 his mission was the preparation
of the English people so thit such a Qd;iety could eventually evolve,

To teach the value of a lifaestyle based on reason, attentive to all the
1f_facets of human nature was his irmmediate purpose,

4 Related to Arnold's purpose is the personal example of reason offered
ﬁ@ by Arnold's own life. Arncld is a singular example in his time, Brownell
il says, of a writer who definitively patterned his nature as well as his

P work in accordance with his conception of reason., It seems apparent

1 from a perusal of Arnold's writing that he was always disposed to the
:;ideal of a reasoned existence but, Brownell continues, he kept his aim

g So consistent and so conscious as to mark his life with distinction.

;l“The pursuit of perfection that he preached he practiced with equal
2166

~ inveteracy.
V If Arnold's purpose was to promote a harmonious progress towards a

-~ serve the
" perfection of man's powers and reason, he also sought to conserv

best of the past to march forward, David DeLaura calls Arnold a "mediator™

‘between the past and the present, Arnold was ever mindful of the need of
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tradition in human continuity; he would not welcome the overthrow of
English traditions such as the Established Church, nor would he ignore

the values derivable from past cultures such as the Greek, Temperamentally
- and spiritually tied to the past, he sought to make it relevant to the.
present and valuable for future pr&gressﬁié? Lionel Trilling agrees

with DeLaura's assessment of Arnoldis msdiative position; he believes
Arndld attempted to make "the past of Eurcps march with the future,”

Arnold believed, Trilling says, that he lived in a time when old orders

and patterns were dissolving snd he sought to conserve the best from

those disappearing social forms. Trilling cencludes that Arnold "sought

to conciliate epochs and that ic something that history but no single

0168

man can successfully dc. Such an attitude of attentiveness towards

the values to be secured from a perusal of past great civilizations is
the study of the best that has baeﬁ thought and said in the world; in
Arnold's terminology, it is the pursult of culture, The study of past
cultures reveals not only man's previous deeds but it also is a revelation

of present circumstances, From the past, Arnold believed, one could

1
discover the forms of the present,

Critics seem to agree that Arnold's social commentary revolved
ﬁfound a thesis of a reasoned existence fostering a total rounded being

and encompassing a respect for, and knowledge of, past cultures. As a

| general concept, it is a worthy ideal to follow in the elevation of

humanity, Who would not want to be reasonable, knowledgeable of the

best ideas and advancing on all sides of one's personality? But, as a

Tafpractical and workable plan, there are many Vvague, undefined terms that
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are left open to personal interpretation, and thus to argument, What

is reason; what is well=rounded and what is the best that has been thought
and said in the past? To determine definitions alone would entail €X=
tended debate and encourage the divisiveness and provincialism that '
Arnold deplored.

Criticism directed at Arncld's attempt reflects several major areas.
First, many readers have been left with the impression that Arnold has a
-lack of sympathy with plain,,ordihary people, Lionel Trilling wrote
that Arnold failed in a perception of life as it really is: "mistaken,

2170

silly, but the 'dirt' out of which things grow, DeLaura agrees with

this criticism and adds that Arnold removed himself from the people and
assumed a cool pose of disinterestedness, almost a kind of snobbishness,

With such a position, Delaura believes Arnold limited his effectiveness

. : 17
because he managed to alienate almost all sections of society, 7

Jo Hillis Miller summarizes the above point, He wrote: "As a critic of
society, he seeks rather to understand than to sympathize. He wants to

control society and keep it at arm's length by a discovery of its laws,

3 172
His attitude toward society is fundamentally defensive,"

Patrick McCarthy does not deny the charge that Arnold lacked sympathy

ﬁith the people he wrote for; instead, he believes that such an attitude

made him a more effective writer. Had he been more sympathetic to the

middle class, they would not have been as interested in what he had to

say. If he did not convert them, he did make them attentive, The wider

the audience reached because of his sometimes acidulous comments, the

greater the influence, and the middle class has always been the best

173

reader of Arnold.
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A second criticism frequently directed at-Armold is his own critical
stance. G, W, E, Russell, Arnold's first biographer, points out that
in every area he touched, Arnold wss critical rather than constructive.17h
E. K. Brown believes that such a critical position, in which Arnold ig
consciously attempting to rectify an errsr into which he believes his
readers have fallen, leads him inte provincislism such as he sought to
remedy, The points of stiress in his work may not reflect what is most
important in a broad sense; but oﬁly witit 18 important to a limited

175

audience, This criticism %= perhaps 2 justifiable one, However, it
must be remembered that Armold was not typically advocating a set of
reforms. or an organized orogram of aetion; instead, he was trying to
correct what he felt to be the errors cf his society., Thus, his criticism
was often negative as he wanted to show what was wrong with England and

he avoided an explicit program of reform.

Other criticisms are reflective of Arnold's argumentation, Lionel
Trilling voices a common opinion when he criticizes the circular structure
of Arnold's State concept: "The way in which society is ordered deter=-
iﬂ mines the moral life of individuals and classes, but the moral life of
:Windividuals and classes determine the way in which society is ordered."176
‘;‘in Arnold's State, the basis for authority must always be vested in
t’People whether that person is called to serve in his best self or his
?;orﬂinary self, The difficulty lies in two areas, The first is the
aidefinition of best self and the second lies in a determination of when

it is operative., People will always differ in their Judgment of what is
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best, what constitutes reason and what authority is valid, In the last
analysis, Arnold fails to provide a guideline for Judgment so that one
can develop a "best self" or submit to an authority that represents an
aggregate "best self." Arnold's State is still controlled by people,'
fallible and selfish, and it is only ideally that man will operate self=-
lessly and on Arnold's plane of the best seif, Chapman, in The Victorian
Debate, calls this idealistic approach of Arnold's Utopian in nature.
He saw Arnold's hope in & change of heart in the people rather than in
measures that were practicaliy enforeeab&g,17?
A final criticism of Arnold's work is that of his ability to develop
and define his ideas, T« S. Eliot discerns a lack of consistency and
concrete definitions in his writing: "dor had he the power of connected
reasoning at any length; his flights are either short flights or circular
flights, Nothing in his prose wofk, therefore, will stand very close
analysis,..Culture and Conduct are the first things, we are told; but

what Culture and Conduct are, I feel that I know less well on every

reading.“178 John Holloway, in The Victorian Sage, agrees with Eliot!'s
assessment, He sees the ability of Arnmold to impart a rare degree of
“knowledge, but he also sees the difficulty of grasping the meaning of

‘vArnold's ideas.179 However, not all critics are in agreement with Eliot,

. Chapman, a Victorian scholar, sees only occasional inconsistencies and

;. failures to reach a logical conclusion, Chapman, in fact, sees Arnold as
" 180

f superior to most of his contemporaries in coherent and consistent thinking,

If Arnold is not always consistent, it must be noted that he was one of

.;Phe few authors of his time who were guided almost exclusively by one

foverriding concern in his prose writings of ‘the 1860"s, Tho SEEER R
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civilization in England and the exemplification of its errors was the
foundation upon which his works of the period rest,

The consensus of opinion on Arnold's place in English literature
has been generous in its estimation, Critics generally agree that
Arnold has a permanent value for readers although the reasons for this
value may vary, David Delaura sees Arnold's permanent value in his cone
sciousness of change in the nineteenth century, More than any other
figure of his time, Arnecld t:ded to develop which elements of traditional
culture needed to be carried forward into the newly evolving modern
world, Arnold persistently tried to. sketch a modern society incorporating

traditional social and religious values without which the world would

181
have been left to technology and anarchy,

T. Se Eliot is somewhat more conservative in his estimate of Arnold's
value, He sees Arnold, quite uniike DelLaura's view, as a representétive
of a period of stasis, As such, he is simply an example of a certain age.
Arnold is a friend, says Fliot, not a leader because he was an advocate

of ideas which Eliot does not take seriously. Eliot wrote: "His culture

is powerless to aid or to harm."182 Eliot's estimation is not really a

.friendly one, His dismissal of Arnold's culture as an idea of any

| significant force may seem to be a disinterested criticism but as such it

negates entirely the bulk of Arnold's prose writing of a decade, To say

that an idea, such as Arnold's culture, is "powerless to aid or to harmm"

" contradicts the very essence of ideas, a1l of which have some effect on

the thinker, If outward changes are not apparent, some inner reaction

occurs to incorporate the new idea into a fund of knowledge, This,



however, is not an admission that Arnold's culture has only a small
internal effect on the reader., Arnold's culture is a concept which,
if not capable of actualization in society, is still a worthy ideal for
any individual to emulate,

Other estimations of Arnold's place in literature give him a

183

position as a leader of free thought, or a position at the center
of his age whose influence hias been felt long after his own demise and

that of his age.18h Alexander, In Arnold and Mill, compares Arnold's

influence in England during the last half of the nineteenth century to
that of Aristotle's, He notes the wide range of his influence as well
as the mark he made upon criticism.185 Courtney quotes Disraeli in her

estimate of Arnold: "He was the only . living Englishman who had become

186

a classic in his own lifetime,"

Matthew Arnold's place in 1iterature is not questionable in my
estimation; he ranks among the foremost of social critics and offers
ideas of significant value to the reader, To read Arnold's work and
become inspired by his vision of society transformed by culture is an
experience which would enhance the lives of most Americans,

However, the state of America (or England) today causes me to

‘ question the practicality of Arnold's State vision. It is true that

mankind has progressed since Arnold's time. We are more mechanized,

more materially oriented and more educated. We can walk on the moon,

travel internationally, live in push=button homes and go to state colleges,

but we are not really any closer to a reasoned existence, If anything,

Philistinism is more firmly entrenched in society than ever, The

need for material success and comfort today seems to far outweigh the
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need for expansion of the mind, intellectually or spiritually, We still
have our hungry lower classes even here in America and we still pursue
rash courses of action as firmly as ever while our major cultural in-
fluence is the television set in every living room,

What exactly Arnold‘s philosophy, if any, was has been the concern
of this paper. From the foregoing material, in which important concepts
and major social criticisms were examined, an outline of his sociai
views may be gathered., Arnolid wss quite aware of the encroachment of
democracy in England and he was dismayed by the lack of a responsive,
enlightened citizenry for the workings of democracy. He was troubled by
the rise of a lower class, uncivilized and dangerous in its actions, To
prepare for the inevitable; Arnold proposed a cultural state in which
each of the three classes must be educated by acquaintance with "the
best that has been thought and said in the world" to a higher level of
existence called the '"best self," The '"best self" would then govern
through a classless State to encourage the growth of culture and to
negate the ordinary self which is motivated by personal, selfish interests,

| As a theorist, Arnold probably does not succeed; a practical social

.structure is not defined in his work, Perhaps, Arnold's work may be

 termed a vision of an ideal social entity. The vision of a State void

of self-interest passing through the ages in a genteel educational pro=-

cess does not seem capable of realization in life. His State says much

for Arnold!s faith in mankind but also for his lack of knowledge of

people and their motivations. Interest, needs and wants have always

driven man and it is hard to envision man cleansed of these selfish
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characteristics, Nonetheless, if such a view is proven impractical,
Arnold is not a failure, His life and his dreams are an example to

follow and as such his work is enduring, a monument to his gentleness,

faith in mankind, and integrity. -

e
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