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THlE SUPERIOR PERSON IN RELIGION.

BY TUE RFiV. JOHN WATSON, D.D.

(IAN MACLÂREN.)

There is a kiîid of lîumianist wilo is the
crude result of modern criticisni and
abounds on every side, wvlo <tocs not de-
serve serious treatnicnt, and towards
ývhin patience is a doubtf ut virtue-the,
person, 1 mean, whio is good enougli to
take an interest in Cliristianity, and al-
lows himisclf to nmake J)ohte î'eferences to
its Founder. Wlien one of this class as-
sured a Christian ininister that lie re-
garded Jesus as the " first gentleman iii
hunian history," hie felt that lie wvas deal-
ing in a vcry courteous fashion witli an
officiai representative of an exploded
superstition. Yet the minister was
ternptcd to be angry at the insolence of
the allusion, wvhicli was not original, tilt
hie reineînbcrcd that tliis patronizing per-
son was only singing witlî a somewliat
imperfeet car one of the street songs
of the titcmary quarter. It is not fair to
charge even a literary parent witli the
sins of his children, and mnany of us cannot
forget Mr. Mattliew Amnotd's poetry, so
pure in spirit and se perfect in form, nor
the service whichi lie rendered to Engtish
society by lus cî'iticism of our material
ideals, but tliere is no question that Ar-
nold is responsible for tlie superior per-
son in the spliere of religion.

Tlie superior person, under the en-
couragement of second-rate liter<ture,
and with. some borrowved capital from
science, is se deliglited with Iliniself to-
day, and lias grown se arrogant. that, lie
tords it before the public and threatens
to browbeat faitlî. Mr. Arnold, as wie
all know, considercd himself a typical
huxnanist, wlio wvas deingé his best to, re-
create the age of Pendces ini tlîis comi-
miercial nuiddle-class England of ours, and
althougli lie wvas mnuch hampered by his
habit of mind as an Inspector of Scliools,
lie mnay lie taken wvitli a grain of charity
at lis own value. Wlien lie stands at a
street corner btowing a trumpet and de-
claring aloud lis love for perfection, or
-wlien froin lofty lieiglits lie lectures lis
fellow-countrymen upon their crass ideas,
one feets that that kind of thing, liarm-
less and deliglitful as it is at a time, can
have no place within the sphere of Chris-
tian thouglit, because Cliristianity hates
Pliariseeisn-and there is no cant tike
that of the literary IPliarisee-and le-
cause Cliristianity can neyer in any cmr-

cumistanccs despise the people or coulit
tliemi a vutgar herd.

Between the prt of that entertaining
and excelcly-rittcn book, " Culture
and Anarcliy, " and the Gospels, there
is a quite liopeless différence of stand-
p)oint, and yet Mr. Mattliew Arniold in
his great mission of etevating religion was
good enougli to explain the teaching of
Jesus and evidently pnidcd lhîmself upon
liaving discovered the "secret" of our
Master. His criticisni iii provinces wliere.
lie was more at homle lias not been by any
mneans final, and his obliging contribu-
tions to tlieology ]lave not lcft a per-
mianent place upon tliat obdurate science.
Old Testament seliolars have treated ]lis
contributions to Hcbrew criticismn witli
ain extraordinary want of reverence, and
l)erllats his only niemiorabte feat in the
regien of degina was lus attemipt to make
the doctrine of tlie Holy Triniity plain to
tlie ineanest capacity by his notenious il-
lustration of the three Lord Sliaftesburys.
Christians of the later Victorian period
ouglit to le exceedingly gratef ut to Mn.
Arnold h)ecause lie took se muclu interest
in our faitlî, and was at sucli pains to
show tlîe vein of gotd whidh was hidden
away in our sacred -%ritings, and for tlie
sake of that lovely poem, 1'East London, "
we liad forgiven lus criticism, but wliat it
is difficult to forgive is lus creation of the
supenior person.

This person is quite ubiquitous, writing
in magazines against the etliics of Chnis-
tianity, discussing the most sacned doc-
trines of our faitlî in a newvspaper corres-
pondence, trying to, capture social move-
ments to the detriinent of the Churcli,
moving- tlirougliout society iiistilling doubt
and gibing at evangelical religion, aîîd
dropping in, as it, were, to the Cluurclî to
tell lier lîow to amend lier cnced, and on
wliat ternis tley will extend their support.
As if a Churcli whîidh lîad denied lier
Lord and doctoned lier cneed were wortl
joining or preserving. The tribe can bie
recognized by an appalling want of
humour whiich enabtes its members to
take thiselves very seriously, by an
affected indiffenence to lîuman emoti<m,
by a sustained priggisliness of thouglit, by
a virulent hatredf against tlîe evangelical
elenuent in Christianity, and by arn exag-
gerated appreciation of atl non-Christian


