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PREFACE

From the insights gleaned £rom current research into
John Milton's years as an undergraduate and 3 graduate
student at Cambridge University, this writer has found
an overvhelning amount of material dedicated to pointing
out Milton*‘sltotal lack of affection for that Univeraity.
For the most part, those sgtatenrents b¥Eringmon 4ilton's
dislike for Cambridge are unequivocal, For exanple, one
acholay has remarked that John Milton aepsrted from-the
University in 1632 “weary anﬂ‘disgustedﬂlwith the
medieval, unbearasbly anticuated methods of the place,
That same scholar continues with the statement that
Hiltont*s attitude towayd Cambridge was "uniformly unte
friendlv* and that Milton was obviously TGt happy as a
student there, nor was he a loyal aiunmnus,?

The prevailing opinion of John Milten is one which
depicts hin as a zealot on matters of ré&forn~-~whether
political, religious, moral, or acadenmic, BAmong the
scholarly writings of the past century on the Miltonic
personality, the consensus seems to e that Milton was

ever protesting. callina for reform measures at every

opportunity, A number of Hilton scholars have *labelled®

1rames Holy Hanford, A Milton Handbook (New York,

1961), pe 364, cited heresafter as Handbooks
21bid,, pe 355,
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Milton, David Masson, for instanca; has called him a
radicali3 Be My ¥, Tillyard prefers to see him an a
ryoung reformer® and a.anmanian,e while Douglas Bush
calls him'&irehalisfand Mark Pattison refers to him as
an "experimental reformer."6||whase tags are used not
to describe Milton*a‘genaral attitude toward life but
primarily hia attitude toward Cambridge University, From
such labels one might easily conceive of Milton as a
fiery young rebel arriving at the doors of Christ's
College with 2 single purpose in mindeesetting right
that which was wrong within Cambridge University.

 Po substantiate their claims that Hilton had no, use

for Cambridge, these scholars have interpreted, purely

for biographical purposes, a number of Milton's prose
writings which, when considered as the products of a
very adept seventeenth century rhetoriciasn, fail to
produce an image of the overbearing zealot of reform
which would satisfy thelr concept of young John Milton,

Milton's academic exercises or Prolusions (aespecially

e

3Davi& Masson, The Life of John iilton (New York,

1946), 1, 272,

4E¢'M.\W, Tillyard in the introduction to Milton:
Private Correspondence and Academic Exercises, Phyllis
B, Tillyard, trans,, (London, 1932}, xxii, xxiv, cited
herecafter as introduction,

.snouglaa Bush; John Milton: A Sketch of his Life
and Writings (New York, 1964}, p. 10.

6ﬁark Pattison, Milton (New York, 1900}, p. 43,
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numbers I, IIX, IV, and VI), several of his private

letters]to friends, his Apology £or Smectymnuus, and his

short treatise Qf Education aresthe works most oftaen
cited, wWithin these writings, according to the scholars,
are many of Milton's bitter attacks upon Cambridge which
are cited as prcor of his digsatisfaction am a student
there and of his continued dislike for his alma mater|

in later yeara.

Now, the picture of the rebel Milton iz a romantie
one, When considered as a reformexr seeking to rectifw
the many wrongs he found about him, Hilton increases in
stature both as =an intellactnal and as a literarvaartist.
Perhaps Arnold Williams' statementsbest summarizes the

reason why go many scholars admire Hiliton the revolutioniste

far away s lconoclasn; the
individualism the raéiaalism of
Milton does not 8till offend the
nodern conservative.

E & % % B & & & % ® ¥ 5 % &
But the Puritans, and above all
Milton, were not of the consere
vative breed. To Milton the ulti-
mate evil was conformity, the
abandonment of the good fight, the
reposing of one's salvation,
religious or political, in instie 7
tutions. ceremonies, or traditions,

The saven eeq'h century is not so

iuch of the evidence evinced by the scholars to show

how thoroughly Milton disapproved of Canbridge depends

7Arnold Williama, "Conservative Critics of Milton,®

Sewanee Reviow, 40 (1941), 90=106,
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vpon personal intervraetation. These intarnretationa have
done much to"make Miltonfs attitude toward Cambridge
an ambivalent one, and they have been so wideiy accepted
that, in recent times, little i€ anything has been written
to prove otherwise, This paper, therefore, will be, in
itself, a radical undertaking since it will attack the
almost ﬁnivaraal belief that Milton maintained no fond-
ness in his heart for Cambridge University. This under-
téking nust be attempted, for it appears that the young
John Milton and his soacaliad anti~scholastic attitude
have been misundafatoad’féx a number of yearé. When
viewed abjeﬁtivaly and with some inasight into the
Cambridge curriculum and what was expected of Canbridge
undergraduates in the aeventaenth‘cantury;’ﬁilton*a o
Prolusions become mere acadenmic exercises with littla of
the personal element blended into them, - Similarly,; the
Apology for Smectymnuus, while highly personal, wants

reinterprotation as a plece of vehement satire aimed not
at Cambridge University but at that man to whom Milton
wrota this confutation, 2nd, when considered as a rhe=
torical comgasitiannmtéaring'ddwn the old and constructing
the new in tha.traﬁitiénal style of rhetoric--~0f Zducation
loses its violent attitude toward Canmbridge,

An attempt to clarify Milton’é rathor complex attie

tude will be made in the followlng discussion in the hope
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that sufficient evidence will be offered to show that
there are little, if any, grounds for believing John
Hilton had any distaste for his alma matere. This dis—
cussion will progress chronelogically, It will begin

with a consideration of the Prolusions written by Milton

as a student at Canbridge (1625-1632), with numbers I,
IXI, IV, and VI receiving the greateat amount of attention
because they are the ones most often c¢ilted for their

"anti~scholastic" eleoments, Next, the Apology for Smecw

tymnuus, written during a period of verbal warfare with
Bishop Joseph Hall and his sons (1642}, will be considered,
Fiéally,'this study will culminate with a discussion of
two pamphléts: Of Education (1644), a rhetorical pamphe
let (sounding rmuch in tone like the earlier Prolusions)
written to satisfy BSamuel Hartlib, a zealot of educational

reform in England; and The Likellest Means to Remove

Hirelings (1659), another pamphlet often cited for its
disparaging remarks about the English Universities,

~ Other writings, such as priVaté lotters and autobio-
graphical passages from works, will be discusgsed when-
ever they have relevance to the discusslon, but major
enphasis will be placed upon those works listed above
because they are the ones which scholars summarize as

demonstrating Milton's intense hatred for Cambridge,
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The primory scurce for this paper is the Yale

University edition of the Complete Prose Works of John
Milton, Don ﬁ. Wolfe, general editor, However, to the
present only three volumes of this work have been come
pleted, covering Kilton's writings through 1649, There-

fore, the source for The Likeliest Means to Remove

Hirelings will be John Milton: Complete Poems and M&jor

Prose, edited by Merritt Y, Hughes,
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CHAPTER X

The Prolusions--Exercises in Rhetoric

In order to make a proper study of Milton's academic

exercises or 9rolu3ions,’one’mu5t first examine the
curriculum and methods of instruction at seventeenth
Centﬁry Cambridge University as a franmework in’which ic
place Miltcﬁ and his exercises.

in the seventeenth century, Cambridge University
existed primarily to train priests for the Anglican
clergye. '?radition'aictated what form of education the
seventaeenth century undergraduate would.tecaiveﬁ The
curriculum was basically Aristotellan; g,g;, the underw
graduate studies conasisted mainly of logic, ethics,
physics, and metaphyaics¢8 Nevertheless, some modifi
cation of the curriculum had been made before Milton
mntriculéteﬁ as an undergraduate in 1625, Greek was
introduced as a first year course along with geometry

9

and physical sciencé. However, "strong as tradition

was; it 4id not comprise the only influence on univefa

sity education in these yaars«”lo

Bvidence today indie
cates that the curriculum at Cambridge, in the public |

schools and the collages; wag far from static. In

83“5};\' Ps 23 ™

Maagon, I, 260,

0yark H, Curtis, Oxford and Cambridge in Transition
1558-1642 (Oxford: at the Clarendon Press, 1959), Pe 116,




| | 2
fact, it was changing ag fast as the ehanging intellectual
eu:rentaiand pubiic demand required, Although academic

- statutes were rigid gn*theirlinaiatenﬁé that the ancients
be atudied, profasadrs were allowed to modify the ataé
tutes in order to teach ancient theories interpreted in the
light of modern discoveries, For instance, the statutes
for the professorship in aatranamy instructed the prow-

" fessor not only to teach Ptolemy's Almagest and H

‘thesis of the Planete but to interpret these works

according to the new dispovaries/made by‘Ccpernicus and
other recent autharities;. The same inatructicns held
for other yrafesaax&hips in gaometry, geoyraphy, navi—
gation, anﬂ.history.ll
Thus, the impression thah»bbth’Cambridge'and»ogford
in'the seventeenth éentuty wéré out-dated institutions
wvhere iny the most abstract and tedious étnéies were
conducted appears to be £élse, and Milton's depiction
of Cambridge as a university stae%ed in medieval scho-
lasticism (an attitu&@ which is the primary concern of
this paper) seems exaggerated. After a close study of
the curricula &t‘boéh Cambridge aﬁé ﬁxfordvbetween 1558
and 1642, Mark Curtis offers this opinion of the edu-

cation provided at those universities;

lrpid,, pps 116-117,



In contrast to what has formerly
baen believed about Oxford and
Cambridge, an examination of
coliegiate education shows that
they were still vigorous in.
their concern for thg tyirtuous
education of youth,? 2

Instruction at Cambridge was conducted under the
tutorial system, with one tutor or Fellow being assigned
a given number of students, The tutor would make
specific assignments to his pupils, who would 1ater,'
attend the tutor in his chamber to report their pro-
gress, An account of the procedure of Joseph Mead, a
Fellow at Cambridge whilé Milton was a student there,
shows exactly how the method ﬁerke&“

In the evening they all cane to
his chamber to satisfie him they
had performed the task he had

set thom, The first question he
uged to propound to every onec in
his order was: gQuid dubitas?
What doubts have you met in your
studies today? For he supposed
that to doubkt nothing and to
understand nothing were veri-
£iakle alike, Their doubts
being proPou?ded, he resclved
their Quaere's and so set them
upon clear ground to proceed more
distinctlys and then having by
prayer commended them and their
studies to God's protection and
blessing, he &iimissmd them to
their lodgings.i3

121hid., pe 115.
13n531yard, introduction, xviii,




4

"whether such study was narrow, repetitious, and barren
depended a good dea} on both tutor and pupixg“l4

Besides the tutérial éea&iana, tﬁevatudenta also
attended public and private lactuxes by the pxafeasursﬂ
The public lectuxes {in scholis) were held by the
Univarsity usaally-in the older schools while the prie
vate lectures were held by the individual colleges in
tha dining hall chapel, or a tutar*s roomss The
Camhri&ge 5tatutes called for four public lectures each
week in theolugy, civil law, meazaine, and mathematics,
and five each week in language, philcsophy, dialectics,
and rhetoric.ls

When not 1isteniug to the lecturers, the students
wera actively engageﬁ in aaaﬁemic debates or disputatians.
"TO qualify for a degree avery studant ha& fram time to
time to maintain or to attack a given thesis before an
audienca in his coll&ge, sonetines in the Public Schoolan

ulB

of the UniVeraitya The disputation éeveloped £rom the

practice in the meﬁieval universities of éebating sone
quastion the ansver ta which had been left doubtful by

the beah autharities¢l7

145ush, pe 23.
lswilliam T, Costello, The Scholastic Curriculum at

Larl¥ Seventeenth~¢entury Cambridge (Cawbridge, Hasse,
ﬁJg'p'lu

GTillyard introduction, xvii,
17Curtia, pe 88,




To call these disputations nmerely
debates betwoaen students o « « is
like describing a Spanish bullfight
as the killing of a cows To the
twentieth century the disputation
is as exotic a performance 8s a
bullfight to a non-Spaniard, The
maneuvers of the disputants were
as technical as the veronica and
halfeveronica; the audience was
as critically appreciatives the
ceremonial was as elaborate, and
success as gought for! Fame and
fortune often depended “ng the
disputantts skill 4 « ¢ «

Sophisters, students who had not achieved bachelor-
hood, were the disputants, They were:required to
appear four times during thelr four years as underw
gra&uates-t§ice as the defendant of a question and
tvice as the cbjecter, The ceremnniais éﬁrrounﬁing the
éisputafions, either pﬁblic nrlprivate, were lavish,

being called Guadragesimals, and were held each year
19

during the Lenten season,

Bach arqument:uf a given question included three
separate stages of ﬁeveldpm&nt, At the b@ginning, the
£irst participant, called the respondent, proposed an
answer to the queéﬁien and supported it with.evidancegzg

The logical defense of a thmsis in a disputation usually

1BCostalla, Pe 15,

lgxbid., Pra 14-15;
2°cnrtis, pa 88,
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ascholagtically with Eton, *The declared purpose of

the foundation was’the free education in all sound
Christian and grammatical learning, of poor men's

children, without distinction of nation, to the exact

28

number of 153 at a time g'. oV It appears that

tilton may have received some private tutoring in his
home for a period of time., Some scholars believe that
Milton received private instructien‘fram~Thbmas Young
whose tutoring probably supplied Milton with backgraund

in the classies, French, xtalian, natural science, and

25

perhaps geography, Also, in his poen A4 Patrem,

‘¥Hilton points out how he was urged by hiz father to
study,

I will not mention a fatherts :
usual generxosities, for greater
things have a c¢lain on mos. It
was at your expense, dear father,
after I had got mastery of the
language of Romulus and the graces
of Latin, and acquired the lofty
speech of the magniloguent Greecks,
which is £it for the lips of Jove
himself, that you persuaded me to
add the flowers which France boasts
and the elogquence which the modern
Italian pours from his degenerate
mouth=~testifying by his accent to

w‘Eérria Francis Fletcher, The Intellectual Developw

nent of John Hilton (Urbana, Illinois, X9el), I, 165,
28ﬁaasnn, I, 74.
29

B“Eh’- Pe 22.




the barbarian warge--and the nys—

teries uggere& by the Palestinian

prophat, S
This early instruutian aarved him well and prepareﬁ him
for hia antrance to at. ?aul*a.

At St Paul'a, unaer ths supervision of Alexander
Gill and Alexander Gill the younger, Milton received a
thorougﬁly werivial® educatian.\‘accoxding to the CUrLiee
cula of the écademiés oﬁ‘ancient Rame, seven Liberal Arts
were studied.' The first part 0£ such a cur:iculum, known |

as the quadrivium, included a:ithmetia, qaomatry, music,

and astronomye Tha trivium or aaaand part cﬁ the clagsie
cél curriculum, which includéa g#ammar, xhetc:ic, and
logic, was the basis for Milton's education at S5t. Paul's
School, "“For 8t, Paul‘'s School, which prepared Hilton
for Cambridge, was as‘complately giveﬁ over to the study

of the trivium in Latin and Greek, as was the gxammar

w3l

school Ovid attended in Rome, * During his yeara at

5¢te Paults, Hilton becanme écquainted with not only
giammar, rhetoric, and 1ogic, but alsa history, oratory,

philosophy, drama, composition, natural 5cience, French,

Italian, Rebraw, and possibly geography and music,sz

3Ouerritt ¥, Hughes, ed., John Milton: Complete
poens and Major Prose (Wew York, 1957), pps 04=85,

31Donald Lenen Clark, John milton at St. Faul's
School {(Wew York, 1948), pp. 3-4,

gnush, PPe 21w22,
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Therefore, when Milton entered Cambridge University, he
was cumpleﬁely'orientad to the types.oﬁlstudy'which would
confront him, Because of the excallahce of his early
education, it does not seem. - likely that any of the sube
jecta he encountered at tba‘ﬁnivgrsity were foreign to
 hin,

Hilton's years és'an ﬁndergraduaté at Cambridge
have been cited as a period oﬁAunhapgineaﬁ,\utter
dejection, and loneliness, When he entered Christi's
College in 1625, Milton was assigned to Fellow William
Chappell, He experienced some unknown difficulty with
his esteemed éﬁéor'éna wés“?ﬁsﬁiéate& in'1626u33 Hothing
is known of the incident which grovnked his rustication,
and it is not known on whom the‘hlamé wag laid by the
University. Accﬁrﬂing‘te John Aubrey, one of Hilton's
earliest biographers, who received the information £rom
Milton's brother Chrigtopher, lilton was “whipped® by
Chappell; but this seems more a rumor than a fact,

While f£flogging mey have occurred sporadically during
the years that Milton was at Cambridge aa-a studént,
thero is no racor&yin existence of Hilton having suffered
34

or even deserved such a punishment, Nevertheless,

Milton was "sent dowd' from the University for one term,

ssnughas, Ps n.

34prian We Downs, Cambridge Pagst and Prasent
{(London, n.d.), r. 23%;;
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He remained at home for that term and spoke of his
“"exile* in Elegy I, a poem written to his fiiend Charles
Diodati,.

At present I feel no concern about
-returning to the sedgy Cam and I
am tyroubled by no nostalgla for ny
forbidden quarters there, The bare
fields, so niggardly of pleasant
-shade, have no charm for me, How
wretchedly suited that place is to
the worshippers of Phosebus! It is
disgusting to be constantly sube
joected to the threats of a yough
tutor and to other indignities
vhich my spirit cannot endure, But
- if this be exile, to have returned
to the paternal home and to be
care~free to enjoy a delightful
leisure, then I have no objection
to the name or to the lot of a
fugitive and I am glad to tgga
advantage of my banishment,

In this passage Milton sounds much like an adolescent
ﬁho, perhaps punished unjustly for some misaeméénoz, is
suffering more from wounded pride than from ?unishmant,
But this elegy has been cited as an early example of
Milton's dislike for Cambriégé ﬁnive%sityg"ne‘was
reinstated after one term; and in a letter to Thomas
Young {the date of which William Riley‘parkar has ege
)36

tablished with some validity as being 1627)3° milton

35Huqhes, pe Be

3650nn S. Diekhoff, ed., Milton on Himself (iew
York, 1839), p. 40, e —
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writes:

I have written thaaa‘linés»at,

London among the petty distractions

of the city, not, as usual, sur-

rounded by Books. Therefore, if

anything in this Letter haa not

measured up to your expectatioen,

it shall be compensated by anothexr

more carefully written, as soon as

I have returned to the haunts of

the Huses,37
The "haunts of the Muses® refers to cambri&ga. 0f course,
it could be one of Hilton's "literary clichéég“ but if
Milton had been in something less than a “state of grace"
with his tutor and fellow students, it seens obvious that
he would not have included such a fond epithet in his
letter, Aand, ii the letter was indeed written in 1627
as lKr, Parker's arguments seem to establish, then it
wag written shortly after his rustication and his
supposed period of unpopularity. One would ésauma that
Milton would still have been somewhat bitter about his
recent "banishment,” His bltterness was certainly
obvious in his Elegy of 1626 to Diodati,

To support their contention that Milton's dislike

for the univeraity‘was evident as early as his first

years as a student there, Hanford, Tillyard, and others

have pointed to Milton's acadenic exercises or Prolusions,

3?Unless noted otherwise, all passages cited fron
Milton's prose works will be taken from the Complete Prose
Works of John Nilton, Don M, Wolfe, general editor,
{few Haven: Yale University Press, 1953 )e
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The autobiographical elements these scholars have found

in the Prelusions have been interpreted gquite freely,

In fact, they appear to have been interpreted too fraely.
74illyard especially has a definite tendency to read a
biographical literalness into Hilton's writings which
may not ba present at all.sa

ordered and objective study of Milton's attitude toward

Therefore, to present an

Cambridge as seen in his Prolusiong, this paper will

£irst discuss the current scholarly opinion of that
attitude, Then, some regﬁdiatimn of the current opinion
will be made by demonstrating the loocseness of intere |
pretation which has been placed upon sach Prolusion
studied,

As an undergraduate at Cambridge, Milton read his
Prolusions as reguired disputations before the students
and Pellows, Some were read in the Public Schools of

the University (In Scholis Publicis)s others were read

in Chrigt's College (In 601x@gia); "?he acadenic
exercises, which though they cannot be precisely dated
(vith the exception of number VI which was given at a
vacation exercise in thé summer of 1628) 32 bélong in
general to the latter part of Milton's university

career and ghow the poet fully confirmed in his antiw

'ngillyaré, introduction, xvii,
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acholastic point of view and already a master of the

rhetoric of hunanistic rafarm¢"4a

At this time, the
“poet® was nineteen years of age. &lso, since Hilton's
sixth Prolusion is definitely dated 1628, it would be

quite natural to assume that Prolusions I through ¥

were probably presented between 1625 and 1628, Thore-
fore, they would belong to the early part of Milton's
university career, as he did not leave until 1632,
in Prolusion I, delivered In Collegio probably

in Milton's second year, the topic of the disputation
is "Whether Day or Night iz the More Excellent,® It
is in the Exordium or introduction that scholars €ind
the first references to Milton's unheppy status as an
unpopular student, As he stands before his fellow
students of Christ's preparing to present his oration,
Milton gazes at the "unfriendly® faces before him, 7o
those faces he remarkss

For how can I hope for your

good-will, when in all this

graat assenbly I encountaer

none but hostile glances, so

that my task seems to be to

placate the implacable?

(x, 218}

Maosson calls these lines a castigation of those students

whose animosity toward him Hilton could detect while

40yanford, Handbook, ps 3564



15

41

facing them, Hanford offers the opinion that these

lines depict Milton as an "isolated® being, separated
from his fellow students by his *asceticism," by his

intellectual arrogance, and, perhaps, by his delicate

physical appearance%z and Thomas Hariman holds the

same opinion,

Milton must have bsen deeply
hurt during his early years at -
Cambridge, and, rhetorical rules
oxr no rhetorical rules, he could
not smothor his chance of public
‘ravenge, Whether he was justie-
fied in what he did in this
speech, [sic] cannot be deter-
mined because no one has ex-
plained the difficulty between
#ilton and his fellow students.
However, vhother his oratorical
performance was a success can be
deternined with cesxtainty, It
must have falled; for by turning
the will of his audience against
himself, he has rendered per-
suasioz imposgible from the
gtart. 3

The dominant impression of uilton at Cambridge is
that of a very sensitive ycun@ man who worked diligently
and conscientiously at his own privatalstuaiea and who
condemned the follies, viéea; and lack of intellectual

interests amchg his flellow &tudmntag Such an attitude

would surely encourage unpopularity, But in Justifying

Qixassan, I, 277,
425 ames Holly Hanford, John Milton, Englishman
(New York, 1949), pps 38, 30, cited hereafter as Hilton,

43Hartman, ps 244
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his position on Milton's lack of homréﬁashiy, Hanford
takes into consideration Milton's over-active imagie
nation,

One suspects , , o that the dislike
which he finds in his assoclates is
largely a figment of his imagination,
Bverything indicates that Milton was
a singularly winning person and that
when he met 0ppasitioz it was usually
because he sought it, 4
It may be assumed, then, that Milton is seeking to
cultivate opposition in Prolusion I.
' If one exanmines closely the opening sentences of

Milton's f£irst Prolusion, one will see that he begins

by announcing that the primary duty of all orators is
to win the good will of the audience, He then disregards
this duty and states that hig approach will be totally
unorthodox,.

At the outset of ny oration _

I fear I shall have to say sonow

thing contrary to all the rules

of oratory, and be forced to

depart from the first and chief

duty of an orator.

(x, 219)

It is after this statement that he beginsg his bitter
attack on the unfriendly faces in his presences He sees

only a few wellewishers and to them he will aéﬁxass his

44Han£ar&, ¥ilton, p. 38,
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remarks, Thus, he reverses what Ciceroc and all other
authorities on rhetoric called for and all but conmpletely

abuses his aundience.

So provocative of animoasity, even
in the home of learning, is the
rivalry of those who pursue
different studies or whose opinions
.differ concerning tha studies thoy
pursue in common.

This was not an atypieal approach to a disputation for

HMilton,

He consistently opened with an
excrdium designed to capture
the interest of his hearers,
whether or not it had anything
to do with the subjesct under
discussion {and gematim&a it
did not), « & +%

Then, Just as suddenly as he had attacked his hearers,
he reverses hisg attitude and says that iﬁ‘ha is cone
sidered too vicious and his words too biting, he has
openea his discourse in this way intengionally.y "He
wanted his discourse to resemble the earliest part of
aawﬁ; full of clouds from which the day graﬁually

amargeg‘"ds

4Sprom a note to Prolusion ;;by Kathryn MeBuen
in the Complets Prose, I, 217,

46?16tchar, Iz, 432,
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If vou consider that I have
spoken with too much sgharpness
and bitterness, I confess that
I have done so intentionally,
for I wish the beginning of nmy
speech to regemble the first
gleam of dawn, which presages
the fairest day when overcast,
(Ii 221)"
His disputation, after all, was *yhather bay or Hight
is the More Excellent,” and he seems to have argued in
favor of the day, There appears to §3'Vﬂxy little roaw
son to believe that Milton was sincere in his attack
on his associates in this ?ralﬁaiom; If'he appears
anxious to offend, he appears more anxious to captﬁravv
the attention of his audience, AaAnd, in all probability,
there was no morae animesity pxeaént than‘that friendly,
competitive spirit which an argumentative,preséntatien
would inspire, What Milton displeyed in Prolusion I
was not his unpogular status but his desire to startlé
in order teo persuade,
¥ilton appeares at the peak of his persuasiva powers

in Pralusian I1I, a disputation deliv&re& In Bcholis

Publicis and enuitlaﬁ “An Attack on the Scholastic
Philosophy," which has been interpreted as Milton’
complete condamnaﬁ;on of the lack of intallectual
stimulation at hie university. Those who would gee

#ilton as a young reformer cite this exercise as his
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statement of thorough distaste for Cambridge, its
professors, and its curriculum, *In toﬁe Hiltonts
[%hiri] Prolusion is entirely uncompromising, It is
less an argument than a glowing poetical denunciation

of scholastic philosophy and a ganegyric of the new

studies advocated by Baﬁan;“4?

If I can at all judge your feeclings
by my own, what pleasure can there
possibly ke in these protty dispuw
tations of sour old men, which reek,
if not of the cave of T:cphanius, at
any rate of the monkish cells in
which they were written, exude the

| gloomy severity of their writers,

i bear the traces of thelir authcrs‘

| wrinkles, and in spite of their
condensed styvle produce by thelr
excesslve tediousness only boredonm
and distaste: and if ever they are

| read at iength, provoka an altogether
| natural aversion and an utter disgust
| in their ra&&ers.

* & 5 » ® ¥ %
And 80 it ia nat 1ike1y that %ha
dainty and elegant Muses preside over
these ragged and tattered studies, or
consent to be the patxena of theiy
maudlin vaxtisuns. " e

(z, 241-243)

His vehemence seems convineing, and because Milton calls

for a study of nature in this Prolusion, it has been

assumed that he was advocating the overthrow of the
study of the classics and that he was strongly ", . « in

favour of that real or experimental knowledge (Geography,

é7?i11yara, introduction, xxiii,
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Astronomy, Meteorclogy, Natural History, Politics, etc.)

which it was Bacon's design to recommend in lieu of the

scholastic &ﬁuﬁi@ﬂ;"ég Prolusion Izz'has been cited

alse by Tillyard as Milton's &lignmeét with the Baconian

movernent,

[ﬁi&toé] was actively opposed to

the prevailing system of education,
and for years afterwards continued

to express that opposition, Indeed
Cambridge seens to have evoked all
those powers of resistance which in

a congenial home and at a school
where his talents were appreciated
had been quiescent, It is quite
posasible that the whole trouble
‘arose from his declaring fronm the
first for the Baconians or educational
reforpers, Mllton, exasperated at
having to spend time on scholastic
subtleties when he wanted to study
hisztory or mathematics, probably gave
his cand%g opinion on educational
nothods, ®-

This gtatement séama a desperate attenpt to make Hilton
a promoter éﬁ scholastic reforms, and Tillyard is an
example of those recent scholaxa‘who “overemphasize the
Baconian possibility to the point whore Milton is thrown
into a fixed pmsitién in the so-called Battle of the

50 More than calling for the ovarthrow of schoe

Books,"
lasticism in favor of more modern studies, Hilton gives

the impression that he would prefer a purer study of

48ﬁasacn, I, 282n.
ég?illyard, introduction, xxii.

seﬂaxtman, Pe 424
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the ancients,

These studies are as fruitless as
they are- joyless, and can add nothing
whatever to true knowledge., If we seot
before our eyes those hordes of old
men in monkish garb, the chief authors
of these quibbles, how many among them
have ever ccntributad anything to the
enrichment of literature? Beyond a
doubt, by their harsh and uncouth
treaﬁmanﬁ they have nearly rendered
hideous that philosophy which was
once cultured and welle-ordered and
urbane, and like evil genii they have
implanted thorns and briars in ments
hearts and introduced discoxd into
the schools, which has notably retarded
the happy progress of our scholars,

(1, 244=245)

‘Nor is his call for & study of nature in technalbgieal

torne,

But how much better were it, gentle~ -
men, and how much more consonant with
vour dignity, now to let your eyes wan-
der as it were over all the lands ,
depicted on the map, and to behold the
places trodden by the heroes of old, to
range ovor the regions made famous by
wvars, by triumphs, and even by the
tales of poets of renown, now to trae-
veorse the stornmy A&ria*ic now to ¢linb
unharmed the slopes of fiexy Etna, ,
then to spy out the customs of mankind
and thoge states which are well-ordered:
next to seek out ond explors the natura
of all living creatures, and after that
to turn your attention to the secrot
virtues of stones and herbs.

{1, 246)



| 22

There is something of a ruse involved in Milton's
danunciatian.af scholasgticism, He réliéa on c¢lever
trickery to out-wit his opponents whokwgll defand
schdlasticism. If Hiltonts opponents cdnéié@r him an
advocate of medernity, if they/ihﬁerprat his speech aa
a call for the covarthrow of scholasﬁicism and the study
of the ancients, Milton has won his argumenti for in
denouncing the ancionts h@,alau‘calls for avalose study
of Aristotle, This means that hiz opponents would be
forced to denounce Aristotle in opposing Miltonts thesis
and would, therefore, defeat their purpose in upholding
the study of the ancionts in oxder to Qiﬁ‘the upper hand
in the disputation, Of courae, if one is to agree with

Hanford, then Prolusion III 1s a thorough denunciation

of Aristotle, “HMilton stands with Colet in his devotion
to Plato as opposed to Aristotle, with Erasmus in his
scorn of the barbarous inanity of the achealé,“Sl This
does not seem true; Hilton aligns himsgelf Wiﬁhyariataile.
Milton's third Prolusion invelves a dalib@raté Juxtaw
position éf viewpoints in cxder to defeat all opposing
arguments, He denounces scholasticism and calls for a
pure study of Aristotlet's teachings at the sane tinme,
In all these studies take as your

instructor him who is already your
delight~-Aristotle, who has recorded

giﬁanfard, Handbook, pe 356,
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all these things with learning
anﬁ ﬂiligence for ouyr instruction,
{1, 247-248) .

And if Milton is in févnr of studying such subjects as
geography, astronomy, and natural hiatbxy, he is

interested in them as &fistdtle taught them,

Probably, Hilton was thinking about
one or more of Aristetle's numerous
studies of living ereatures, his
biclegical tracts on animals-athe
Historia Animalium, the De Genew
ratione, the e Incessu, “or the
De Fnrtibus AET@&&iun««ané his
psychological tract, D¢ aAnimas
hiag account of chemical ‘elements in
the Meteorologias angd gos&ibly the
spuricus De Plantis, 2

Also, in ﬁilton's call for o study of weather and

astronony, Aristotle's De Coela and his De Generatione

et Corruptione could have been used, 2and the stuﬁy

on the nature of tine and @t&vnxty iz treated exten-
sively by aAristotle in Books III and IV of the 9hysics.
Thus, Milten the "Bacanian“ has hafdly left the study
of ancient knowleége;

In rushing to juﬂge Miltan as a Baconian who tatally

opposes scholasticism in Prolusien IIX, scholars overw

look seversl important facts, the most important of which

is that Prolugion III is an zcademic exerclsgwesylloe

gistic in style and pregented in Aristotelian logic,

52
53

Hartman, ps. 37
Ibid,.
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And, ironically enough, although it vigorously attacks
scheolasticism, it is in accggate-sehalasticifarmgsa

Had -Milton's attack been considered a serious
one, he would probably ﬁa&arfécad anoihe#‘paried of
rustication, nuxing'fha cgwménﬁémenﬁ exercises of 1631,
objections were raised against one licholas Ganning,
& Fellow of Corpus Christi, because he "ralled against

school divinity,">>

Yet, there are no recorda of any
objections to the gtudent Milton's *railings" against
the basic method of study at Camb&iéga; one can easily

imagine the Pellows dficamhridga enjoying the superb

- rhetorical 3tylako£ the young Milton,

Satire also plays a large part in the tone of
Prolusion III, Its satirical sections ", . . show a
whinsical, almost rollicking'temperi'out for fun at
the expense of all settled institutions, including
colleges and thé gods, and ready to break a lance with

56 he thix&.?raluai@n’takea a fun-filled

anyone,"
swing at the classical and revexentvmythblagyﬁ *ilton
wishes he had not been obliged to struggle through

scholastic philosophy, but instead had been forced to

Séncnald Lemen Clark, *Hilton's Rhetorical Exerw
cisas,” The Quarterly Journal of Speech, LXVI (1960},
297-301, cited hereafter as Quarteriy,

55p111yard, introduction, xxiii.

563. He French, "Hilton as Satirist,” Publication

of the Modern Language Association, 51 (1936), 41d4-429,




clean out tha ‘stable of &ugaas§“5?

e « » and I have envied Hercules
his luck in having been aspared .
such labors as these by a kindly
Juno. ' ‘

' S 4x, 242)
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i ¥ow satire does not imgly dislikes it is, instead,
|

|

a method of approach, Aand, in his satiric vein, Milton
echeoes another anciente~Juvanal, the great Roman

satirist, who writes in Satire I:

Must I be foraver only a listenorw
never talk back,

Though bored go aftan by the Theseoid
of Cordus, the hack?

is this man or that, without my revange,
to pour out a strean

0f love waills, farces, a saga of
Telephus, ream on ream '

' To waste a whole day, or a hackneyed

Orestes, now d&atanﬁing

All over the margina and onto the back,
without ever ending,

¥o man knows his own house so well
as I know the grove of Mars

and vulean's cave, close to where the

: - ¢liffs of &aolus ares

what the winds are doing, what sgouls
Asacus in hell torments, -

From where someone is atealinq that
“Golden Fleece, how innonse

Are the ash treecs ﬁmnychua hurls
in battle-~these epics bombard

gur eardrumsg, Fronto's sycamores
shake, his statues are jarred,

ind the constant reciting cracks
marble pillars and pilasters,

You get the same kind of tripe

: . £rom poets ox poetasters,

57:»&&.
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I too had to learn that stuff in
school, on pain of the rodj

I too in my speech gave hinggight
advice to Sulla to nod L

His dotage away in: peace and private
life, DBut today '

It's surely stupid indulgence, when
s0 nany bardlets bray ‘

All around, to spare thg paper they're
sure to desocrate, 2

It is quite possible that Milton recalled these words

vhen he wrote his own denunciation: -

Belleve me, my learned friends,
when I go through these empty
guibbles as I often nust, against
my will, it scems to ne as if I
were Fforecing my way through rough
and rocky wasates, desolate wilder-
nesses, and precipitous mountain
‘gorges, Aand so it is not likely
that the dainty and elegant MNuses
praegide over these ragged and tate
“tered studies, or consent to be
patrons of their maudlin partisansg
and I cannot believe that there was
ever a place for them on Parnassus
unless it were some waste corner at
the very foot of the mountain, some
spot with naught to commend it,
tangled and matted with thorns and
brambles, overgrown with thistles
and nattiaﬂi remote from the dances
and conpany of the goddesses, where
no laurels grow nor flovers bloom,
and to which the gound of Apollots
lyre can never penotrate,

- (X, 243)

gé%he reference is to the Emperor Sulla wvho retired
some one hundred twenty vears bofore Juvenal lived, It
appears that Juvenalls exercise was to debate whether
sulla should have retired., Juvenal took the affirmative
position,

5%rerbert Creekmore, trans,, The Satires of Juvenal
{New York, 1963), pp. 2526,
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The reference to the MHuses recalls to mind N¥ilton's
- letter to Thomas Young in vhich hé-r&farréd'tn Cambridge
as the "haunts of the Muses.* And in a letter to his
former instructor Alexander Gill in 1628, Milton refarred
to Cambridge as the "cloisters of the Muses,* Is
Cambridge both the home of the Muses and barren of their
presence at the same time? The only anawar it would
seem is that the lettere are peorsonal and reflect

Milton's gaxsoaal apiniong Prolusion III is rhetorical,

and £illed with phrases of perauasianm
if read and intar?rata& as Milton's last wards on

the aubject of achalasticism, F alusian Irx does agyear

to be a tharough &a&nnaiaﬁiau of Cambridge and all tha
ideals far which it stood in th@ seventesnth centurya
However, if considered as an acaﬁ@mia exeraiaa, as an
assignad :hetozical deelamaticn tc bhe refut@ﬁ by cthex
students, then thia axercise laseﬂ its pe rsonal elemant.
It becomes nat ﬁiltnn’a own &ttituﬁa tawar& tha Hnivaru
sity but his contribution to an acadamic aiagutationg

e dannat aa. others have, accept

the attack in this prolusion as

#iiltonts confirned attitude toward

all scholastic dinciplines., What

he says here ls confined to this

oneg oratio, and must not bhe in-

discriminately sygaa& over his
nind or writings,

GOFletcher, IT, 471,
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Prolusion IV is of interest only in that while

discussing the theais "In the Deatru&ti&ﬁ=of any
Subsgtance there can be ha Resolution into First Matter,”
#ilton interrupts his dialectic with the remark that
he is boring himself and expects that he is certainly
boring his listeners.

I cannot tell whether I have

bored you, but I have certainly

bored nyself to extinction,

(X, 254)
However insignificant such a statement might seem, it
ia an imporitant bne to achoiara who inslst that Milton
hated his scholastic aﬁudiaa;‘ It ia certainly not ah
attack on scholasticism or an opinion of the Canmbridge
curriculun, but some learned men consider it an insight
into Milton's own opinion of the work which he was undere-
taking at the time, However, the statement sounds more
like a rhetorical device aimed at keeping the “"good |
will® of his listeners than another attack on scholasti-
cion, It iz encugh to aay,'than; that Frolusion IV
offers no avidence of Milton's alleged animosity toward
Canbridge.,
In a discussion of Nilton's academic exercises,

something should be said briefly about Prolusion V,
delivered In Scholis Publicis, As though warning his

listeners against taking him at his word in Prolusion III,
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.Miltun'ﬁ £ifth Prolusion is a completely scholastic
oration written on a scholastice topie, "There are no
partial Porma in an Animal in addition to the Whole,”

“It is an gratio, another ogﬁenancyi and its eleguence

61

cannot be denied,” The style of this exercise gives

the impression that Milton lingered lovingly over its
preparation, and that it was not a dull scholastic
argument to be presonted in compliance with the antie

quated practices of 'a medieval university,

ivery statement he made in Prolusion
IiI about the complete aridity and
lack of vitality in scholastic matters
iz refuted by the rhetoric of this

- ong pliece, He might almost seem to
be refuting himgelf, as expressed in
Prolusion IIIy buk we must recall 62
that both topies woere set for hin,

Finally, attentlon must be Ffocused upen Frolusion
Vi, a broad, somectines bawdycompogiﬁian‘in’which Milton
gives his 5anse‘af huaag 2 free réin,k fﬁis exercise
has been cit@ﬁ»as proof that Miléanfs pravicus une
papulaiity was ended by 1628, the date of its pre-
sentation, | H‘ |

Frolusion VI was presented "In the College Summer
Vacation® in the summer of 1628, It is a gatirical

plece done in fun, and it is not to be taken at its

Glxbid.
Thid,
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face value, The vacation exercise seens to have been
a rollicking affair in tone much like the mock ceree
monies honoring the boy hiahcg or the boy pope of the
Hiddle Ages. The Prolusion is presented in wmock
solemnity with prose of a gober style, but it is filled
with seeming nonsense,

Nilééé ééé*éakaé to sorve as Rictator of the affair,
and he sets the mood forTmerrimaﬁﬁfwith hig Prolusion..
He mentions that there aré encugh fools in the world
without adding hiunsgelf, and he admits that the whole
affair is sgomewhat B8illy, Hoﬁevet, ha héatans to aad
that it is intended to be silly, and there is no reaw
son for him to refrain £from playing the part of the

fOO}.gas

‘s » « a8 if the world were not
already full of fools, as if that
fanous Ship of Fools, as renowned

in song as the Argo herself, had
been wrecked, or finally as if

there were not matier enocugh alw
ready to make aven Democritus

laughe . ,

' But I ask your pardon, ny

hearers; for though I have spoken
sonevhat too freely, the custom
which we cslebrate today is assuredly
no f£oolish one, but on the contrary
most commendable, as I intend to make
plain forthwith, '

s e B B & % % F & P K & ¥ 8 oE N Y OE s
e » & there is asgsuredly no reagon
why I should be ashamed to play the
wise fool for a while, especially

at the bidding of him vhoge duty it

631pid., pe 446,
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is, iike the aediles' at Rome, to
organise these shows, which . are:
almost a regular custom.

. : (I, 266~267)

It is interésting»td hate,'aise, that Milton's fondness
for Cambridge is nowhere more obvious than in the lines

of this Prolusion.

Oon my return from that city which
is the chief of all cities, «» « X
looked forward to enjoying once nore
a spell of cultured leisure, a mode
of life in which, it is my belief,
evan the souls of the blessed f£ind
delight, I fully intended at last

- o bury myself in learning and to
dovote myself day and night to the
charms of philogophye ¢ « »

, (I, 266}

‘He then mentions that he has recently receilved enéugh
kindnesaes’fraﬁ nis fellow students to warrant his
agreeing to any request made of him, It appears that
sore time previously he had deliveXed an academic oration
which he felt would never succeed. But much to his
surprise and delight it was received wall by the stu-
denta.

For, when, some months ago, I was

to make an acadenic oration before

you, I felt sure that any effort

of mine would have but a cold re~.

ception from you, and would f£ind

in Aecus or Minos a more lenient

judge than in any one of yous. But

quite contrary to my expectation,
contrary indeed to any spark of
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hope I may have entertainad b 4
heard, or rather I myself felt
that my speech was received with
guite unusual applause on every
hand, even on the part of those
who ha& previously shown me only
hostility and dislike, because of
disagreements cancerninq oUY StU-

dieﬂg
(x, 267)

This atatemant appeara to ba a reference to Prolusion
L in which Hilton had &ttackaé his audience but had
later stated that it had been his intantinn to do 30.64
The mention of hostility toward hin by aarﬁain students
is interasting but aeemsﬁminar. It is unlikaly that
any student wuul& spend faur or more years in Qollaga
and not clash with anathar student at one point in

his career, :

While the entire exerciaa is £illed with £un anﬁ
nonsense, it still seems to hint at a fen&neaa in
Hilton's heart for his fa;lew‘atuaents‘anﬁ for the
University, And whilg he ne?ar makes a specific statew
ment to the effect, that fondness is sensed in the
general langﬁage a£ Prolusion ggrané'in such passages
as the following, | |

| Cektainly I ﬁb not consider that
I need beg and implore the help of
the luses, for I £ind myself sur-

rounded by men in whom the iuses
and the Graces are lncarnate, and

541114,
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it seems to me that Helicon and all
the other shrines of the iufes have
poured forth their nurslings to
celebrate this day, so that one might
~ believe that the laurals of Farnassus
pine and fade for lack of them,
{1, 270)

ig the apiniana of suah scholars as Masaan, Till«
yar& and Hanford are to be auaepteﬁ then.nilﬁon*a

Prolusiens not only shaw the young rabal's low opinlon

of the medieval curriculum of Cambridge but alaa point
‘out his rather unpopular status among the students at
Christ's College for holding £ast to that apiniang‘
Masson summarizes what he canai&ars Milten'a attitude

toward Cambridge while a student there by stating:

For the present it is enough to
say that, as Milton came to be one
of those who advocated a radlcal
reform in the system of the English
Universities, and helped to bring
the gystem as it existed into popu=
lar disrepute, so the dissatisfaction
which then broke out so conspicuously
had begun, and had been already mani~
fested by him, while he was still at
Cambridge, In other words, Milton,
while at Cambridge, was one of those
vounger sniritawwﬂamista Baconians,
Platonists, as they might be called
collectively or distributivelye~who
wore at war with the methods of the
place, and giﬁ not conceal their
hostility.®

Gsﬁaasan, I, 272,
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If Milton conducted a "war of reform® while he was a
student at Cambridge, it must have been a weak one,
For nothing in the way of radical reforms occurred
either during his time in residence there or after ,
his departure in 1632, Again, as if substantiating
pre~conceived ideas with nmiginterpreted passages fron
Hilton's writings, Bush draws a conclusion very similar

to that of Masson about the student Hilton,

" In and between the lines of his
acadenic speeches and private
letters eand his early Latin and
English poens we get a piature
of a strong, sensitive, and :
morally fastidious young nan who
rises from gome initial unpopu~
larity to the enjoyment of
friendly esteemy an ardent,
liberal humanist who rabals
ageinsgt the scholastic curricuw -
Jum and has a large and thrilling

- vision of a new era in England -
and the world that hg may help
to Anaugurates ¢« « 6

Mfg Bﬁsh‘s "pictﬁré* is so parféci that one ié
iﬁalin@d to yemark that he has read more batwéen the
lines than in them. These are buth rather idealized
picturea of ycung John #ilton,

Hawever, if viewed objactively, the Prolusions
cannot be viewed as Kilten'a definite opinion of B
Cambridqa.‘ They were exercises in the art of rhetoric

and oratory, and Milten was quite a polished rhetorician,

SEBush, Pe 10,
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In the college excrcises he demonstrated his unusual
ability to manipulate words oratorically and eloquently,
since, in essence, that was his purpose, in order to
pérauade his aﬁﬁienca‘ta'agréé with his prﬁpaaiﬁinn,
at one poink'havﬁaliberataly insulted all who refused
to accept his propasitima,-or even those who had some
poasible doubts about its merit,
. He was partisan; he was unfair;

he ranted; he was witty, even

humourouss but above all he was .

“eloquent, He embarked on €lights

of words in his prose that soar

and almost sing. He inslsted

that he was only being reasonable,

but damned anyone who did not

inastantly agree, whathgy‘raaﬁanm

ably convinced or not,
His wit was usually rhetorically light, but occasionally
he slipped into coarger humor which was almost slapw
stick, even bawdy, appearing primarily as scorn and

%8 e used every possible rhetorical device

ﬁﬁﬁfﬁmgp
at hand to persuade his listeners to accept his views,

Hiltonts Prolusions, then, were almost universally

acadenmic, with little of the personal element in them,
aAnd, when viewed objectively, théy do little to prove
that Milton had no fondnegs for his alma mater while
a student within her walls,

67F1atchar, I, 435,

68.y,4a,



CHAPTER IT
A Few Look at the Apology
... I£ Milton's academic exercises do not sufficiently
satisfy those scholars who would prove how vehemently
HMilton &ialike&VCambridge Universi%yt,th@n the violent
railings aqéiﬁat that inst;tuticn'inka pamphlat‘enu
’_hitled An Apolegy Against a2 Pamphlet Called A Modest |

Confgﬁatioh of the Animadversions of the Remonstrant

againgt Smectvmnuus add considerable fuel to the fire.
?assaqes from the Apology have been cited as Milton's
vopan and ffank statenents concerning the_ﬂsicknesé“
ofjthé University and the utter lack of intellaatuall.
vigor among the Fellows and students there. Yet, as

in the case of Milton's earlier Prolusions, the,agalogg
has, in sonme inatances, been misinterproted and read ‘
strictly for its biographical content, which often does
not exist except in the mina of the intarpreter.

The apology for Smectymnuus appeared in 1642 during

‘a time in which Milton was involved in a public contro-
vara& concerning ahéiﬁh‘govarnmenﬁ‘ The controversy grew
in 1ﬁte§sity when, in 1641, Parliament, with a strong
Puritan element present, beéan to debate the question
of church rafox&,~ Into this debate waé introduced the

Root and Branch Bill calling for the total abolition



37
of the Episcopacy in the Church of England, As a
result of the introduction afﬂthia,biil, two factiona
sprang up, one advocating the abolition of the Episco-
pacy and one clamoring for its preservation; and the
controversy raged in the form of public pemphlets for
and against the impanding reform measure, Bishops
Joseph Hall and James Usher, prominent leaders of the
pro-agpigcopal faction, between them published a number
of pamphlets which argued for the preéaxvaticn‘of;the

Eplscopacys. Among Halltm pamphlets was one entitled -

An Humble Remonstrance to the High Court of Parliament,
which appeared in 1641, At thiz point the “Smacéymnnus“
controversy took form, Hall's pamphlet was answered by
a group of Puritan ministers who signed their pamphlet
with the word "Smectymnuua®~-a word conmposed of the
initials of the varioun miaisters‘ﬁg
The Sm@ctymnuﬁana ware answered in pamphlets by
both Bishop Hall»and Bishop Usher, Hallfs pamphlet was

entitled Defense of the Humble Remonstrance against the
70

frivolous and false exceptions of Smectymnuug,’~ Shortly

thereafter, Milton joined in the controversy and answered

ﬁgﬁanfor&v Handbook, pe 77. The five ministers were
Stephen marshaili Edmund Calamy, Thomas Young, Matthew
Fewcomen, and William Spurstow. For further information
about these men see Maasson, II, 219-220,

701pid., pe 824

A,
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Hall with a pamphlet entitled Animadversions upon the

Remonstrant's Defense against Smectymnuus in which he
71

attacked Bishop Hall with ridicule and scorn, Some
time passed before Milton's pamphlet was answered. It
was not until March or April of 1642 that A Hodest
Confutation of the Animadversions of the Remonstrant

against Smectymnuus appeared,’ >

“In this pamphlet,

Kilton is attacked and his reputation as a scholar at
Cambridge University is smeared, It 1s said of him

that his Cambridge years were f£illed with wild, indecent
raevelries, that he was an unpopular student of whom the
University eventually ridded itself by “vomiting” him
forth, after which he proceeded to reside in a s guburb
sinke" of London, i.es+, a neighborhood of some 11l

repute, One can imaginawtha indignation Xilton expsrienced
as he read through the pages of the pamphlet, In.a short
time, Milton set out to answer the charges brought against

him in the Modest Confutation, His reply appeared in

the form of the Apclogy for Smectymnuus,

In the pages of the Apology, Milton takes great
care to vindicate his reputation against the vicious

charges made in A Modest Confutation, As hoe discusses

his youthful years, he mentions Cambridge University in

71
72

Ibid,
¥agson, II, 398,
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several places, Two of these passages have been cited
by scholars as attacks upon Camﬁridge as scurrilous in

nature as those in 2rolusion III, The first passage

supposedly attacks not only Cambridge but also “her

sister® Oxford,

As for the common approbation or
dislike of that place, as now it
is, that I should esteceme or dise
esteeme my selfe or any other more
for that, too simple and too cre-
dulous is the Confuter, if he
thinke to obtaine with' me, or any
right discerner, O©f small practize
were that Physitian who c¢ould not
judge by vwhat both she or her pige
ter, hath of long time vomited,
that the worser stuffe she strongly
keops in her stomack, but the better
she is ever kecking at, and is
gqueasie, She vonits now out of
sicknesse, but ere it be well with
her, she must vomit by strong phye

siﬂkg
(I, 884-885)

The pecond passage sppears o be a refercnce to Hiltonts

own opinion of his fellow students at Cambridga,

There while they acted, and over~
acted, among other yaung ag¢holars,
I was a spectator; they thought
thenselves gallant men, and I
thought them fools, they made
sport, and I laught, they nispro-
naunc't and I mislik*t, and to
make up the atticipnme, thay wvere
out, and I hist,

{z, 887)
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In order to distinguish the tone of this piece it
nust be remembered that Milton's reputation had been

attacked in A Modest Confutation, and Milton takes the

opportunity which the Apology offers to set the records
straight, He does so with sharp sarcasm, bitter wrangw
ling, and Eattin%ss»73 However, against whon was Milton
defending himself? The entire tone of the Apology--its
acceptance as an autobiographical account of Milton's
college years or as an attempt to refute the Confuter's

chargaes--is dependent upon the answer to this cquestion,

A Hodest Confutation has been attributed to the
pens of a nubbey of men, Some scholars believe it ﬁo
have been the work of Bishop Hall, while others conw
aiderbit the work of Hall's eldest son, the Reverend
Roﬁatt.aall. }ﬁagsmn is among the latter,74 There is
reason to believe, hawevar; that two men cow-authored

the Confutation., In his Apology Milton at times is o

careful to distinguish between two different writers,
He believes he seeg both the hand of Bishop Hall, the

Renmonstrant, and that of his son, the Confuter, both

75

of whom he addresses frecquently, “According to Hiltont's

73From a prefaca to the Apology by Frederick L. Taft
in the Complete FProse, I, 866, '

74%a5a9n,,1x, 394,

75Mi1foxd-c, Jochums, crit, od., “John Hilton's An
Apology Against a Pamphlet Called A Hodest Confutation of
the Animadversions upon the Remonstrant against Smectyme
nuus," Illinois Studies in Language and Literature, XXXV
Nos, l-2Z (Urbana, University of Chicago Fress, 1950), 3.

#
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own intuitiVe glimpses into the authorship of the cOnfuw
tation, the Confuter, in Milton's mind is a rather young
man Jjust recently graduatad and still) at the "Universityﬁ“
If Milton is correct in assuming that the Confuter is
a young man, then the Reverené Robert Hall could not

have been a cawauthor of ﬁhe cOnfutation, for Hall was

about two yearsfﬂilton's seniar and may have been at
Cambridge as an undergraduate with him, It seems like~
ly that Milton had a yéunger*mén in mind, Although Hall
proceeded to take his M., A. and D. D, degrees at Oxford,, 76
for such men as Masson and Hanfor& he is the ideal can-
didate for Confuter because his undergraduate work was
done at Cambridge, Therefore; according to their opinions,
wheneverwmilton‘makes a dercogatory remark about‘the
University, he is obviously aiming that remark toward
Cambridge. However, if‘the‘Conﬁuier was someone other
thanlﬁcbert Hall, which seems to be the case if 3ilton's
opinion about the Confuter's youth is to be accepted,
then the references to the Universityvmay not; in all
instances, apply to Cambriége. ‘

~ According to Milford C, Jochums, who has brought -
forth a critical adition of Hiltonfs Apology, there is

substantial evidence tq lead one to believe that the

Confuter is A Modest Confutation was one of Bishop

76Masson, II, 39%4.
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Hall's younger sons., In his earlier pamphlet Animade
VQxaians, Milton suggested that those Biahopxica;and
neanarias which encmuraged young scholars to take
oxders in the hope of gaining an appointment should be
abolished. The Confuter, in A Hodest Confutation,
answered this suggestion with the ﬁtatam@nt that he was
“"one of those young schélara.“‘ Thus, according to
Jochums, if the Confuter meant that he had received
such encouragement by being cfﬂere& aﬁhigh church post,
then the Confuter cannot be Hall's son, Robert, for Hall
and his eldest son ﬁare Pensioners at Bmmanuel College,

Camhridge‘7?

But Hall had £ive other sons, four of whom
may be dismissed as prospective Confuters, Joseph,
Bighop Hall's second oldest son, was o layman; and
George was a commener at Exeter College, Oxford, 0fF
Hall's three younger sons, Samuel had been appointed a
sub=Dean at Exeter in 1634 but "seems not to £it the
situatian*“ and John's involvement in law disqualifies
him. ' It ig Hall's youngest son, a young scholar at
’0x£or&, to whom Jochums assigns the role of Confuter,
"Edward, who probably took his B A. in 1640 at Oxford,
who had a fellowship until his death on December 24, 1642,

and who apparently held the position of ‘Artium Professox?

77Jachnma, Pe 3o
78ypid.
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at Oxford, appears most nearly to f£it Milton's descrip-
tian.“7§ Jochums believes tﬁat ﬁinée Milton mentions
in the Apology that the Confuter has a "worse plague
in hia middle entraile® than that plagua which the
Confuter had stated raged in ﬁilton*é “guburb sinke,®
he may have had some knowledge of an illness which the
Confuter suffexea¢ Edward Hall was dead a few short
monthsg after the appearance of the Agglégx;ac
How, if parts of A Modest Confutation were written

by Fdward Hall inatead of his ﬁrathar, Rdhert; then
some of Milton's vituperative statements: against the -
University night be explained in a different liﬁhtt
Milton begins his selfwvindication by thanking the
Confuter for the "commodious lve" that he was "vomited"

£from the Universitye.

+ « « for it hath given me an apt
occasion to acknowledge publickly
with all gratefull minde, that more
then ordinary favour and respect
which I found above any of my equals
at the hands of those curteous and
learned men, the Fellowes of that
Colledge wherein I apent some
yeares: who at my parting, after
I had taken two degrees, as the
manneyr is, signifi*d wmany waves,
how much bettar it would content
then that I would gtay; as by many
Letters full of kindnesse and love




ing respsct both before that
tine, and long after I was
asgur'd of thelr singular good
affection towards me, Which
being likewise propense to all
such as were for their studlous
and civill life worthy of esteeme,
I could not wrong thelr judgements,
and upright intentions, so wuch as
to be still encourag'd to proceed
in the honest and laudable coursesn,
of which they apprehended I had
given good proofe, iAnd to those
ingenuous and friendly men who
wore over the countnancers of
vertuous and hopafull wits, I wish
the best, and happiest things,
that frianﬁg in absence wish one
tc another,

(r, 884)

If one is to accept Milton at his word here, then his
ﬁescripticn of hig associations at Canbridge contradicts
what one schola® has said of his relationship with the
men st Cambridga.

Hae shows, in his references to

Canbriﬁgm little gsign of ever

having aﬁprmciatad the stature

of the many able, learned, and

vory individueal scholars whe

peopled the University in his

tinme, His tone is usually one 81

of complaint, often of contempt.
The passage £rom the Apology hardly scoms one of come
plaint or of contempt, Rather, the words revesl a

fondness for the place where Milton spent most of his

Blrose HacCauloy, Milton (New York, 1935), Dp. 7=

8.
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adolescent years, where he worked diligently, and where
he gained the friendship of many able, worthy men, Yet,
they also contradict the faalingsfﬁiltan expressed in a
letter to Alexander Gill in 1628,

. Indeed whenever I remenber yvour
almost constant conversations
with me {which even in Athens
itgelf, nay in the verg Acadeny,
I long for and need),®2 I think
inmediately, not without BOXrOW, .
of how much hanafit my absence
has cheated me~-me who hever
left you without a visible ine
crease and growth of Knowledge,
quite as if I had bean to some
Harket of Learning,
(z, 314)
- I£, in 1628, Hilton ia.lonéing for the friendship he
had enjoyed with Gill, in 1642 he iz fondly recalling
the friendships he cultivated during his seven years at
Cambridge, There ig little reason to believe that he
would lie in a public pamphlet, The lie could have
easily been refuted by the Fellows at Christ's College,
His next mention of the University is to state
that of little merit would be that physiecian who could
not determine by what illness both Cambridge and Oxford
syomit"® and that "the woraer stuffe she strongly keeps

in her stomack, but the better she is ever kecking at,

azaven in daapair howavar, young Milton can fondly
refer to hig alna mater as the "Academy" at Athensge—-a
reference which, in Miltan 8 clasgical turn of mind, is
mnost complimentary,
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and is queasie,® wWith tongue very much in cheek, 3iitun
seens to be referring to himself ag being nmade of @
ihetter stuff.,® He implies that it is the worthwhile
students who are "vomited out thence® and that the
poorer ones are kept within the walls of the University,
His ¢*attnck” seems to be not so much on Cambridge as on
those students who are cbviously not college material
and who nmust be removed by a “5trmngvphysick.“ Also,
that “worser stuffe she strongly keeps in her stomack®
may xefer to Edward Hall, the Confuter, who resided at
Oxford, Thore seems to be a play on the word "asickness,*
which induces the “vomiting" of such as ﬁilton while it
will ta?ﬁ - stronger “physickﬁ auah as his pamphlets to
remove the 1ikes of the Confuter from both Cambridge
and Oxford, The mention of Oxford heore ias of great
importance, for in discussing Milton’s attitude toward
Cambridge as it is seen in the Apolo * échclara have
confused his attitude toward Cambridge with his opinion
of Oxford univarait?¢

- The Confuter had accusod Milton of patronizing
riotous places in sﬁburban London, to which Kilton
replies that his “suburb sinke® would seem a more fit
place than "hisg uﬁiveraityg Which, as iﬁ the time of
her better health and mine awﬁa yaungér judgment I

nover greatly admired, so now much lesse," The word
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*his" appears to be the key to this passage, It should
be naticad‘thaﬁ #Milton doéa nat'say-ﬁmy" university, nor
does he use the more formal "our,® The word "his®
refers to tﬁa.canuter’s university, Edward Hall was a
product of bquréuaan‘OKonian..;Qxford was "hig" univere
sity. The question na&jariaeat i3 Milton striking a
satiric blow at éxfaxd?; Xﬁ'kauld appeay so, Perhaps
there is sométhiﬁg of thaeelﬁ"scheolixivalrymin evie
dence hara.~'3u¢h rivalxy &i&.&xiﬁt in the seventeenth
century, On Jﬁly'lﬂ,llsszt‘ona Haster Morland of
Wadbam College, Oxford, made the following statenent:

The Cantabrigians call us

Oxonians boys: we generously

confess that the Cantabrigians

are seggla old men to rave so

nadly,

Besides the college rivalry, there is evidenca
that Milton did not think highly of Oxford University.
In a familiar letter dated 1656 to Henry Oldenburg,
who had apparently retired and was pursuing scholastic
studies at Oxford, Milton writes a leass than laudatory
opinion of Oxford,

what advantages that retirement
affords, however, bezides plenty

of boocks, I know notj and those
persons you have found there as

B3cogtello, ppe 30-31,
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£it associates in your studies
I should suppose to be gsuch .
rather from their own natural
constitution than from the dige
cipline of the place-wunless
perchance, from missing you
here, I do less Justice to the
place for keeping you awvaye
Meanwhile you yoursalf rightly
ramark that there are too many
there whose occupation it is to
gpoil divine and human thinga
alike by their frivolous guibbw
linga, that they may not seen to
ba doing abaolutely nothing for
those many endowmants by which
they are supported sosguch to
the public detriment,

It appears, then, that in thé,Amalagg Miltonts “attack"®

on Cambridge is more an attack on Oxford and something

of a defense of Cambridge since he does hava fond words

to say about his friendships there,

As for his comments about certain students® behavior

at Cambridge, Milton is in keeping with the secondary

purpose of his pamphlet--arguing against the Episcopacys

Those students whom HMilton views on the stage are none

other than divinitykatuaegtsﬁ

But since there is such necesgsity
to the hearsay of a Tire, a Periwig,
or a Vigard, that Playes must have
been seene, what difficulty was
there in that? when in the Colleges
so many of the young divines, and
those in next aptitude to ﬁivinity
have bin seene so oft upon the
Stage writhing and unboning their
Clargie limmes to all the antick

84

Diekhoff, pp. 67-88,
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and dishonest gestures of Trincule's,
Buffens, and Bawds} prostituting
~ the shame of that miniatery which
- elither they had, or were nigh
~having, to the eyes of Courtiers
and Court-Ladies, with their
Groomps and ﬁadamaisailaas.
(I, £87)

In aascribinqvtha lack of dignity which the divinity
students possessed on stage, Miltén‘is not attacking
his fallaw-atu&en%s'ao much as pointing out to what
depth the clergy-to-be has fallen, It is a deliberate
slap in the face for both Bishop Hall and his son, |
Furthermore, those scholars who cite this passage as
Milton's condemnation of hia assoclates, fall to recoge
nize that his yurpase haie is ‘to degrade those who

have slandered him, To say that thia pasaage reflects
Miltonts opinian of the atuﬁants around him is to make
a very narrow and biased statement, ,zt is to judge all
of the studénéa at Cambridge on thé‘basis of what Milton

had to say about a particular group, In another work,

The Second Defense of the People of England, Milton
recalled his friendships at Cambridge in this manner:

After this I ., « + retired to-
nmy father's house, whither I
was accompanied by the regrets
of most of the fellows of the
college, who showed me no
common marks of friendship and
esteem, 85

8 pughes, p. 828.
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It should be noted that the word "fellows" is not
capltalized as it‘is,inrﬁha ggolcﬁz ﬁhan ¥ilton refers
to the profassors at the University., In this ingtance
fallovs méy refer to the students vhosge friendships he
enjoyed as well as to the professors.

Like Prolusion IIX, The aApology for Smectymnuusg

has been read too closely, too literally, by scholars
sacking some autobiographical hints in Milton'*s writingsy
and while the evidence iz sparse, it is, nevertheless,
enough to diaauada one from believing that in this prose
pamphlet Milton expresses a genuine, personal dislike
 for Cambridge.

Like other controversialists of
his time, Hilton brings to bear
every resource at his disposal
from the ennoblement of hinself
to the congummate degradation

of his opponent in order to nmaine
tain his position, The biograe
phical passages in An Apoloay
are, no doubt, very valuable to
the student of Milton, but they
mugt be accepted with some reser-
vatliong for they are propaganda,
That the propaganda is based on
actual experience is quite poss-
ibles that it is a precise and
acourate record of Hilton's ox-
perience is improbable, The very
orderliness of the development of
Hilton's inner thought as por-
trayed in the Apology auggest386
retrospective rationalization,

86,

Jochums, p. 4
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The University on trial in tha'ngelegx is not

Cambridge, The one being attacked is Oxford. The
attack-ia:maﬁa at times, perhaps, in the spirit of
school rivalry and at times rather vindictively and
scathingly in order to hold Edward Hall before the pubw
lic as an exanple of that which causeﬂ Qxfazd's -
“quaaainess, and that at which she ia “avex k&ﬁking“

in an attempt tc remove its presence,



CHAPTER II1I
The Rhetorician at Work
Part L
¢f Education

Two yaars.aft@x he had dafanﬁea his reputatidn and
vin&icated his name as a student at Cambriage University,

in the &na&qu’far Smectymnuus, Hilton published anony=-
moualy a short tr@atisa in which ﬁe axprassé& his ideas
on educaﬁian; Its titl@ was simply Cf£ ﬁaucation, and ity;
was aaaicataﬁ ta one Haster Samuel Hartlib,

| Hartlib, E:uasian born but of English ana Polish
parentage, was auman dedicated to the refcrmation of
educational px&gtidas? and he was a strong advocate of
educational reform iﬁ the schools and uéivwrsitias of
Englan&; 43% wéa.an anergafieydiacipla of thaﬂﬁoraviaﬁ‘
Jahﬁ Amea,cémaﬁiua; an educational reformer of great
renown in‘thé seventeenth c@ntury,gv Begsides his
advocacy of Comenian reforms inkangliah education,
Hartlib aléq sé}iﬁihé& treatises from athér raformefs
af his acéuaineanca¢~ He urged anﬁ~sﬁ§§ortad‘the writing
of such pamphlets as Motion ?enéing,gglﬁha Publick Good

of This Age, The Reformed School, and The Reformed

Librarie~Kee éri with a Supploment to the Reformeds

§7Cngiaté”Préaei I1, 184,



53
School by John Durys A Continuation of lr,., Johneimoge

Comenius-schopl-Endeavours by Cyprian Kinner; and The

Right Teaching of Useful Knowledg by Gecrge Snell (the

latter two were translated by Karﬁlib),ga

Where or when Hartlib and Milton became acquainted.
is not known, Some scholars have suggested that they
were introduced through Milton's tutor, Thomas Young,
Both men were interested in education, Hartlib had -
established a short-lived school in Chieheatar in 1630,
and Milton had taught for a while in his hama‘in‘aandan:sg
#Milton suggests in ths opening sentanceajaf the Qamghlet,
that Hartlib had asked him, on several occaslions, to put
hisliéaaa‘ﬁcncarninq education on papers ,Theae‘urgings
seem to have been Milton's anly motivation, Asg one
scholar remarks, * [the pamphlet] was written down because
Rartlidb pressed upon him the public need and the possible
opportunity of starting a reform, Milton had taken up
the prose pen in the cause cf xehorm, and he would not

neglect this occasion.“sg

So, to ablige Mr, Hartlib,
#Milton expressed his ildeas in Of Zducation,
Many scholars point to Of Iducation to cite, once

again, Milton's ambivalent faelings for the universities,

881pia., ». 187,

agxbiﬁ,, ps 362, For a conmplete discussion of Harte
iib's interests in e&ucational reform, see Volume I, 151~
1664
90

John Milton, gg Bducation, Arecpagitica, The
Commonwealth, Laura E. Lockwood, ed., %Baston, 1911}, xi.
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and toward Cambxiage especially, fThraughaut the treatise
Milton makes refersnce to the method of instruction in
practice at tha univarsitias an& how that method does
much to turn atu&anes againsﬁ learnings Often the

denunaiationa a:a reminiscent af onluaicn IIXI. However,

it appears thag Milton makes an errcneaua or misleading
statenent at one paint in his ﬁanunciation&. This error
has been carracta& and will ba aisuuaaed latex in this
paper, | .
~ Milton wa&'& rhetoriéiaﬂ #t heart, Inféf Education
he disglays his suparb powar mi rhetmric* but thare are

many waaknesaes pres&nt, an& aecasianally ﬁallaciaua

91

statements occur.”~ As in most rhetorical compesitions,

Milton's exyaait&nn;fwhiah-aanéhitutes,the~£irat two
garagrapha of the treatise, beging with his own self
Justification and praise for the great wizdom and
prestige of his audience (Samuel Hartlib),

I am long since perswaded, that
. to say, or doa ought worth nemory,
and imiﬁakion, ne purpose or rese
pect should sooner move us, then.
simply the love of God, and of man-
kinde, Keverthelesse to write now
the reforming of Education, though
it be one of the greatest and nobw
lest designes, that can be thought
aﬁ, and for the want wharseﬁ this

M§inaherﬁ Herbe:t Quick Essazs on Bducational
Reformexrs {New York, 1964), Pe 2184
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nation perishes, I had not yet
at this time been induc't, but
by your earnest entreaties, and
- perious conjurementsi as having

+ my minde f£or the present halfe
diverted in the persuance of

' gome other assertions, the knowe

- ledge and the uae of which, cane

“net but be a great furtherance

~ both to the enlargement of tyuth,
and honest living, with much more
hence, » o - :
Y  EE RN I
And, as I hear, you have obtain'd
‘the same repute with men of most
approved wisdom, and some of highe .
est authority among us, Yot to
mention the learned correspondence
which you held in forreigne parts,
and the extraordinary pains and

“diligence which you have us'd in - -
this matter both heer, and beyond
the Seas, & @ % ‘ S o

{11, 362-363)

Even his flattéiy, haﬁavar,haaunaa forced, and
Hilton makes it aiéaf that the proposals for sweeping
educational reforms were not burning within him, As he
bégina‘hié ?xagasiﬁicn, he'makgé it even move obvious
that he will take a different viewpoint from that of
Comenius and Hartlib, Alluding to Comeniust Janua

linquarum reserata and Great Didactic, Milton comments:

To tell vou therefore what I
- have benefited herein anmong old
renowned Authors, I shall spare;
- and to search what many modexn
-~ Janua's and Didactics more thaen
ever I shall read, have projected,
my inclination leads me not,
(I, 364-366)



56 .
This statement leads one to believe that Milton was not
§§:ﬁicularly impressed with the writinge of John Amos
Comenius, *It is as if he ha&vﬁai&, *1 know your enthue
slasm for ybueransophié friend; but I have not read
his books on Education, and do nak mean to do go.t"
Thus writes David Hasson, Sowavér, Hasaon continues,
“Hartlib was a nan of sensef and he would be glad, in
reading on, to find that;zwiﬁh whataver/ihéapendenca
Milton had formed his views, nat‘aveﬁ Comenius had oute
gone hia in denunciations of the existing system of
Eaucati¢n¢“92
of Milton's ideas on aﬁuaahiﬁn differed f£rom those of

Hasson goes on to imply that while some

Comenius, many others were in complete accord, “Might
not Gomaniua-hima&lﬁ,,gn'hisfrétixament at Elbing, be
interested in hearing of an eaiﬁent English scholar and
poat who had views about a Reform of Education akin to

2%°3  aAp a milton scholar, HMHasson led the waye-

his own
along with Poster Watsone-in placing ﬁiltpn among those
seventeenth century reformers of education whose leader
was Comenius,

: uawever; Ernasﬁ‘sixlu&kf in the introductory chapter
of the Complete Prose, Volume II, proposes an opposing

§2Ha$san, 111, 238,
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view, It is his contention--and a logical one when
Milton's educational backgrdund.is éansiéared~wthat
Hilton's vieﬁ?aint 0nvaﬁu¢atien is fun&amantélly opposed
to that of Gnmeniu#.‘fzélhia diseussion, Mr, Sirluck
points out é nunber of differences between the two men‘s
ideas, |

Comenius called primarily for state supported
educational inatitutieﬁa in which both boys and giria,
regar&iess of éacialvstation,,waulé kaaeiva their comm

plete education, -Thakauhtitla of the Great Didactic

is A certaine and exquisite way for the erecting of

- such Schooles in all citias, Wanaa, and Villages of

any particul&g'chris%ian Kingdome, as that all young

ones, whether nm glas or femalea ‘none gxcepted, may be

breught up in in 1 learn ing.
As for the eﬁuaation ‘the youngaters would receive

in aammniu5f institutions of universal education,

stress was placed npan‘voeationai txaining, which would
best prepare the children to earn a living, Special
measu#ea ware takén‘ia order to creaté more time in which
the atudants might 1aarn theix traﬁea, one such econony
wag the creation of an effectual meang aﬁ spaading up
the toaching of Latin. | |

" But the main econonmy was to
be made by eliminating from

S8complete Frose, II, 186-188,

LIBRARY
UNIVERSITY OF RICHMOND
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the curriculum the whole literature
of western civilization, considered
ags a literature. « » « It was in
fact not reluctantly, nor solely as
- & spendthrift of tima that the
' Comenians abolished 1§teratuxa¢
. They disliked it in its own righta
"It was an enemy of 'acience,'?
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On the other hand, in his scheme for the education

of youngsters, Hilton makes no provisions for the

teaching of girls or of lower clasa boys. Nor is he

interested in the support of the state in the creation

of his academy,. His will be a school for the sons of

noblemen; He has na.intereat_in vocational training,

Milton aertainly amphasiza& the
 material advantages that may be
" expected to flow from his plang
- the reading of the authors of
agriculture should ultimately
lead to the improvenent of the
‘sountry's tillage, the study of
~medicine and of military science
to the better condition and use
- of the armed forcesy of political
peience and :hetcria to the ime
_provement of Parliament, bar, :
‘and pulpit, But all theae appli~
cations to external use, however
desirable in themsalves are
happy by-products of studiaa
whose primary function is not to
make good farmers or soldiers or
legislators or lawyers or preachers
of the students, but to serve as

the matariaia of a liberal education,

951pid., pp. 190-191,
961pid., pe 194,
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And Bny reading of Milton's pamphlet on education will
prove that he ccnsiéar&va study of classical literature
a necessity in the education of a g&ut@% not only as a
source for poetry and craﬁary'buﬁ“fnr natural and social
aciance, §hilaaaphy,’and ethics, Thus, although ﬁilﬁan'a
ideas are sometimes in accord with those of Comenius
and his aiaciglés,;eapecially in moral and'religious
training, he cannct be placed so completely in the
Comenian camp of fefdrm‘ag indicated by HMasson,
 With his dismissal of Comenius! varied reform
measures, Hilton remavss'himaelf‘complataly out of conw
' ai&eratiﬁnAas a'cémanian.“‘ﬁr. Hartlib, who obviously
felt that he and Milten wers in agreement on certain
points of method, must have been disappointed; and
"much of Milton's tract could hardly have been welcome
to a thnronghwgéing maderniat;“97’ Suraly guch 2 COfe
plete reformer as Milten has been described as being
would have taken a acnaidarabia interest in the |
writings of Comenius, o
 after he has theraﬁghiy dismissed the Comenian
rafehmers* Hilton begins his denunciation of the
nethod of teaching in the English universities, His

condemnation of the curricula includes many of the asame

‘ 5 g ush, ppy 920-91,
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sentiments he had expressed in Zrolusion III,

And for the usuall method of
teaching Arts, I deem it to
be an old errour of universi-
ties not vet well recover'd
from the Sgholastick grossnesse
of barbarous ages, that instead
of beginning with Arts most easie,
and thoge be such as are nost obe
vious to the sence, they present
their young unmatriculated novices
at first comming with the nost ine
tellective abstractions of Logick
& metaphysicks: So that they have
ing but newly left those CGrammatick
£lats & shallows where they stuck
unreasonably to learn a few words
with lamentable construction, and
new on the sudden transported under
another climat to be tost and
turmeild with their unballasted
wits in fadonles and unguiet deeps
of controversie, de for the most
part grow into hatred and contempt
of learning, mockt and deluded all
this whilg with ragged notions and
babblements, while they expected
worthy and delightfull knowledges
till poverty or wouthfull yeers
¢all them importunately thelr
soveral WayBs s ¢ ¥ ,

{1z, 374-375)

As a rhetorical device his denunciation is quite
appropriate pince it arouses the feelings of his

teadaxsgge

Who wouié'ﬂct feal contempt for a uﬁiVerQ
aity still “barbarict and "gross®" in its practice of
instruction? However, in his emotional attempt to prove

thé‘mathada of atudy at the universities worthless,

2841 1nur E, Gilman, "Milton's Rhetoric: Studies in
His Defense of Liberty,” The University of Missouri
Gtudies, XIV (1939}, 50,
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Kilton appears to have made an error, When he criticizes
the universities because they thrust upon their-firstnw
year astudents “the most intellective sbstractions of
Logick & metaphysicks,” he seems mord intent on gaining
the sympathy of hisvauéianaa'than basing his argument
on f£act, According to william T, Costello, whose study
entitled The Scholastic Curriculum at Early Seventcenthe

Century Cambriddge takes into consideration Milton'‘s

various attacks on that university, there is no evidence
available today to prove that any firsteyear atudents
werae subjected to large amounts of logici and under no

conditions wﬁxa they taught metaphysics,

First, according to the note-
books, Holdsworth's ‘Directiones,’
D'Ewe's autobiography, and the
official statutes, the freshmen
spent at least half their time

on rhetorie,! that is, on poe=
try, history, the precepts of
rhetoric itself, classical ora-
tory, and such, Secondly, logic
was administered in graduated
doses, and in no case do we findgg
a freshman studying metaphysics,

One wonders if Milton‘'s opponents, had Of Education been
presented as an academic disputation at Cambridge, would
have caught the erroneous statement an& confronted him

with it in their spgechaé of oppesition,

9%, 43-44,
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Many of the scholars who proclaim Hilton the great
xeﬁatmer of English education have overlooked this nise

take, They are too much interasted in ecreating an

image of Milton as they would like to sce him to view

him as he really shows himself through his writinga,
They make broad, Sweapihg statenentsa about Milton'*sa
“protests,” For instance, william A. Webb remarks about
of Education:

The tractate, like most of hia
prose pamphlets, was 8 proteste-
MHilton was ever a protastante-in
thiscase 2 protest against the
prevailing methods of education
which, instead of offering
neurishing food to the young,

too frequently placed before them
only *an asinine feaat_if HOW-
thistles and brambles, ++00

Mr, Webb continueg with these comments on the usefule

nesa of Milton's proposed reforms in Of Zducation,

» & & it glves verbal cxpression

to the very genius of the Angloe -
Saxon race; and where it has been
tried out, either in Great Britain
or in those newer commonvealths,
including our own, which have aprung
from her loins, it has had a great
and profound influence in determining
the character and molding the destiny
of the Engligh-gpeaking nations of
the earth,101

200y4113am A, Webb, "Milton's Views on Education,
pducational Review, LV {1918), 137-14s,

1044149,
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- However, the scholars fail to recognize the rhetori-
cal nature of Milton's pamphlet, and they also £ail to

see that when he denounces the universities, he is

following the first rule of rhetoric, Since he is

diascussing education and attempting to persuade his
readers that his proposals are best, he must first tear
down the existing educational system by pointing out
its veaknesgses before he can construct hia own system,
Such is the tradition of oratory--to attack, destroy,
and rebuild ideas, attitudes, or institutions, The
#ttaek on the universities cannot be interpreted as
Hilton's personal feelingsi it iz an emotional appsal to
his audience, In Of Education, “lMilton presents an exw-
pository subject with sufficient lsgiaal and eﬁational
support to ?arﬁuade‘ﬁhé ék@ptiual that‘hia plan is
both seund’anﬂ gractical¢”1°2

Hox ia ﬁiitan‘a yrapased plan s0 radical or Comenian
in nature as to be reaéily tagged revolutionary. In fact,
Milton's proposals are staeped in humanistic tradition,
It has been said that in hia academy Milton attempted to
combine the military training of Spaxta and the humanise
tic txaining of athene with ﬁhe discipline taught by

103

Christianity, ?erhapa such a aapsnlizaticn is too

lezailman, Ps 61,

193Quick, Pe 215,
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overstated, but its aim is in the right direction, for
“[ﬁiitc@ﬂ vas a saun& adherent of the humanistic tra- .
dition which, as he recognized in the Tractate, is

s0lidly rooted in the schools of Plato, Xsocrates, and
Arigtotle, His inclination did not lead him to the

danua's or Didactics of Comenius, or to any other
madarn innovatar.“xﬁd In aaking his proposals, lilton
was adapting Glﬁ&&iﬁ&i cducational 9rinciples to the
needs of a chriatian nation,

| _In the classical txaditicn, Mxltan prapcses an
aaad@my for tha aﬂucatzan of nomlemen*a sons from tha
ages of twelva,ﬁc twenty-oncs The sons cf commoners

are not inalu&édt'an& gizls are not considered at all,

First to finde out = spatious
house and ground about it £it for
an jcademy, and big enough to
lodge -a hunéra& and fifty persons,
whergof. twenty or thereabout may
be- a%tendanta, all undeyr the gove
‘ernment of one, who shall ba
thought of deaext sufficient, and
ability either to doe all, or
wigely to direct, and averaea it
~done, This place should be at
once both School and University,
not needing a remove to any other
house of Schollership, except it
be some peculiar Colledge of Law,
or Fhysick, where they mean to be
practitioners; but as for those
general studies which take up all
our time from Lilly to the cob-
mencing, as they term it, Haster
of Art, e ahauld ba absolute,

: {11, 379.380)

184&anala Lemen Clark, John Milton at St. Paulls
School (New York, 1948}, pp. T10B~100,
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In this academy the bays«wanld study a varied and a
difficult cuxriculum, ranging £from grammar and logic to
agriculture and military aciancm‘ with time prcvideﬂ
for musie and sports achivitiaa. The ancient authori»
tiasnu&riatatle, Plato, Harace, Virgil, Quintilian, to

cite a fewhwwoula be rea& tharaughly‘

The lika accegse will be to
Vitruvius, to Senscas natural
questions, to lMela, Celsus,
Pliny, or Solinus,
LR T T TS S Y S S T T ] »
Then also thosc Poets which
are now counted most hard, will
be both facil and pleasant,
Orpheus, Hesiod, - Thaocritus,
Aaratus, Nicander, Oppian,
Dionysius, and in Latin
Lucretius, Manilius, and tha
rurall part of Virgil,

(XX, 390-391, 394«

396) ,

Hare Milton is prOposing instruction in tha classical
1iterature which the. maaarn CQmaniana wculd abolish

in favor of vocational trazining,

All this was allen to the ‘
nodernist Puritan and Comenian
combination of practical traine
ing and practical pisty. Co-
menian ideas, whether derived

- f£rom Comani&a, appealed strongly
" to various kinds of furitans who
disliked traditional education
as pagan, aristocratic, and use-
less, nn doubt the Comenian plan
‘had something to be said for it,
on its own drab and stuffy lav91.
But Hilton was concerned with
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education, with individual

cultivation and growth_and

 public responsibility,10
| 'althdugh HMilton fashioned hié acadenmy after those
af‘aﬁ§ian£ eréce‘an& Rone, it &bat;asauradly would
hava baen & formi&able ana had it been‘eééabliaheﬁ. One
is incline& ho agree with R@se WacCaulay“when'she says
that, in all appaaranees; “his Acaééﬁies wera to be
the most 1aberiaua crammingwachoals that aver afflicted

schoalboya*“les

Even Tillyqrﬁ concedes that atudy in
Hilton's aca&amias weula not have baenvaasyg "Tha i
ﬁoésiﬁie ﬂeﬁanda Milteﬁ nakes of crdinary‘human haturg
in his eduaatiunal acham@ are too well known to need
furthar comment* .. .“107
3n projecting his aca&amy, Milton appaax& to have
takan the very best aﬁ all scholastic diaeiplines (this,
althaugh ha waa suppcsaﬁly opposed to scholastlc dig-
aiplinas) and blended ﬁhem into his ideal inatitution:
and he seems to have been influanceﬁ not only by the

anciants but alge by the Caurteay Books of such sixteenth
108

¢entury men ag Castiglione, Elyot~ and Ascham, in

106?‘ 92¢‘

107g, M, w. Tillyard, Milton (London, 1966), p, 131,

loaxn his study Milton's Rhetoric, ¥Wilbur Gilman
draws soma interesting parallols between the writings

of such men as Castiglione and Blyot and Milton‘s iaeaa
in of g ducation, See aspecially p, 50 ££,
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fact, Of Education has been called the last of a long -
saries of treatises on education written by Buropean
humanists of such renown as Erasnus, Budd, and vive3,l°9
Indeed, Foster Watson has astablished a sound and an’
interesting case for arguing that Milton was greatly

influenced by the De Tradendis Disciplinis of the
110

Spaniard Vivas, However, as Watson speedily points
out in his diascussion, so heavily does Milton rely on
the classiceal authorities ihat "y o+ « he ignores for the
most part; in his treatment of subjects like 'Mathe~
matics* and *Watural Philosaphy: the very &iffarentiéﬁians
which had taken place between the age of Vives aﬁd his
own age‘“lll In other worda, Milton, a man supposedly
very modern in his thinkingi very interested in estabe
1lishing the modern studies advocated by Bacon, was very
much & classicist in thought, When assigned to denouncs
the ancients in Prolusion III, he did so, Yet, when he
is given the opportunity to hypothesizme the type of
educational institution he would consider ideal, he
relies almést,enti:ely on the wxitings of those sane
men as the sources of a ggéﬁ eﬁucatiéh, Perhaps Hilton

felt that the universities spent too much time emphae

~109

1Cpsr a conplete discussion of thiz matter, see

“A Suggested Source of Milton's Tractate OFf Education,®
Nineteenth Century, LXVI (1909), 607-617,

11p1d,, pe 615,

Bush, ps 91,
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sizing the importance of logic and rhetorie, but he was
not so much a modern. thinker as to advocate the abolition

of thaéafaﬁuaiesﬁ‘ 1f Hilton had been able to reform

‘the universitics in any way, iﬁ is likely that he would

have made thelr curricula more classﬁcai than they wvere.
But Of Education was not written with major reform
measures in mind, It was Milton's expfessicn of Qhat
studies he believed to comprise the best education a
saventaanﬁh century youth could receive, and, in truth,
the pamphlet did not advance the science of education,
nor did it mévavany group of refcrmera to follow its
premiaeswllg |
-~ A thorough study of Milton's ideas in Of Education
shows them to be too idealistically conceived to be
transformed into reality., Even Milton, ®"with one side
of his mind,"” is aware of the practical impossibiliﬁy

of his educational idaals.113

¢nly I believe that this ig not
a bow for every man to shoot in
that counts himselfe a teachevr)
but will require sinews almost
equall to those which Homer gave
Ulysses, « » = »

{1z, 415)

In short, Of Education is a rhetorical composition, It

is an example of the type of prose of which Hilton was

1320uick, p. 217,

‘ 11330? Danlells, Bilton, Hannerism and Barogue
(Toronto, 1563), p. 167, )
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a master, He is given the happy task of theoretically
renovating the English educational ayatam. ‘But he was
not wriﬁinq with the goal in mind oﬁ &stabliahinq hi&
academy as a reality, He wrote aimyly to aatisfy the
pmrsistent reauests of Hartlib anﬁ he aatisﬁied thasa
requasts with an aw?waxd, aamatimas erroneocus example
of "ﬁelibarative rhataric, liékA" |

Ta interprat Milton's xhatnrical denunciation ef
tha exisking uniVQrsity aystem as his own peraanal
apinion af tha universitiea‘ worth an& merit is to
misa his point conmpletely, In crder to suhstitute his
own plana ana idoae he haa ka attack and tear down tha‘
axiating onaag thercfora, hia aaaault on tha univerm
sities vas in ardar, And whila hia own educational
1deas were parhapa too 1afty and unraaliatia, Milten
prQVQd that aa a rhataxician, he ha& not last that
powmr af oratnry which he daVGonsd so carafully and
akillfully 28 a student within the walls af Christ'

collega, Camﬁridge;

ll&ailman, Ds 4S.v
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Part II

‘The Likeliest Means to Remove Hirelings

In the Apology for Smectymnuus Milton attacks the

&ivinity student& who were his aasaaiates at Camhridge
Univar&ity fnx their 1umsenaas, attineaa, inaincerity,
and ganera& lack of aémirable qualitiea. in 1659 he

ia still attackxng guch studenﬁs in hi& prose pamphlets.

one auch compaaitien antitlaé cansiéﬁratiana touchinq

vtha 1ikeliast means £o remove Hirelingm#aut af the

Chuzch, Wherein is alse aiscourc*glggiwithaa, Churche

feas, ehureh Revenués- an& whether any mainténahce of

ministmrs can be sattlid‘QK daw, squasts that ninisters

be selfmauppnrting ané,not dependanh upon the atata

and thair 9arishieners far theiyr 1iva1ihaoda. SOme
schalara have also cited certain paaaages £rom thia

wcrk as anather danunaiatien of the English universitias,
But ta cunaiéer thia panmphlet another aﬁtack on thaae
inatitutians is to read into its lines i&aas which are
not prasant;

| Like most of his other prose writinga, The Likalxast

Heana is sumewhat rhetorical. Milton is again trying to
persuade a eartain group cﬁ paople to his point of view,

As ha haﬁ affered cartain "refornm® neasures in of

Education, Milton again offers reforms which might be

undertaken for the betterment of the Church (according
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to his own beliefs, of course)s These measures he
proposed in August, 1659, to the newly restored Rump

While this paper's primary interest in
The Likeliest Means ia Milton's remarks about the unlvere
sitles, Milton's basic ideas in the pamphlet ahwuiﬁ be
mentioned, | | | | |

| In the opening lines of his txeatiée Milton adw
&xasﬁa& the members of Parliament bv acknowledging thaii
great wisdom and wnxﬁhinass to govern Bngland, Next,
he launches his suppllcation for the separation of
chnrchiand atate and announces his opposition to the
current system of legally enforced tithing, which was
used to suppart the churches an& their ministers., He
urges that ministers should receive no pay for theit
miniatariai dutiesnwaither £rom the state or from
their yariahianars~@hut should, instead, dapendyicr
thair 1ivaiihocéa ﬁpan thelr owm private resources or
upon geme skill or trade.llﬁ‘ k

it i= Miitan*s contention that ", 4 it wbuld be

@hraughout the treatise,

batter for tha warld if raligieua doctrina, or in fact
doctrine of any kind, wera never bought or sold, but
all spiritual teachers vher to abhor the very touch

of money for their lessons, being either gentlemen of

1i§éhe Rump Parliamentw~the original Parliament
Cromvell had dissolved in 164l-~had been recalled in
May, 1659, See Hasson, V, 605,

161pid,, ps 608,
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indaependent means who could propagate the truth splene
didly from high motives, or elsa tent-makers, carpenters,

and bricklayers, @asaionaté wieh the poszession of some
truth to Propagata;“117 ‘What Milton advocates is a
type af lay minisﬁry; and inrstressing this idea he
denies the belief that “hirelingg” need farmal, uni-
varsity txaininq. In fact, ha attacka them iar Prow
paring at the universities ana then. axvaeting a 5ubn.
stantial livalihcc&¥fram'thair pariahiunera to nake

reparation for thelir univarsiky'ﬁrainin§¢

They pretond that their education
either at school or university, hath
been very chargeable and therefore
ought to be repaired in future by a
plentiful maintenance: whenas it ia
well known that the better half of
thenm (and ofttimes poor and pitiful
boya of no merit or promising hopes
that might entitle them to the public
provision, but their poverty and the
unjust favan of f£riends) have had
the most of their breeding at school
and university by scholarships, exhi-
bitions, and fellowships at the DUk
lic cast vhich nmight engage them
the raﬁhex ko give f”f?éy as they
hava freely recelved,

Scholars who attempt to prove Milton's contempt
for the English universities have cited Hilton's dise

ll’iibiﬁa; ps 609,

Ilaﬂugnes, pe 876, All quotations from The Like.
liest Means will be taken from this source, with page
reference appear ng in parenthaaas after the quotation,
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cussion of a ﬁivinity aﬁnﬁant*s education at those
inatitutians an ancthax attack on the entire university
systam. For exampla,'ﬁilten has this to say about the
educatien recaived by “ministara of the gospel® at the

univarsity‘

Hext, it is a fond error, though
too much believed among us, to think
that the university makes a minister
of the gospel] what it may conduce
to other arts and asciences; I disw~

- pute not nowt but that which nakes
fit a minister, the scripture can
best inform us to ba only from
above, whence also we are bid to
seek them: Matt, ix, 38, 'Pray ye
therefore to the Lord of the harvest,
that he will send ferth laborers
inte his harvest,t

, (Pﬁ 376)

He then pxoceeda to aampila an extan$ive list of refercnces
from the scripturea ta support his b@li@f that "gpiritual
knowledge and aaaatity of lifa“ are sufficient knowledge
for miniatars;llg ?ezhapa it might be noted that this
viewpoint of educatian.in Tha Likelieat Keans is quite
different fxom thaﬁ givan in of Eéuaation in which he
had stated:

I call therefore a complete and

generous Education that which

£its a man to perforn justly,
skilfully and magnanimously all

119, thnr E, Barker, Milton and the Puritan Dilemna
(?a:anta, 1942), p. 232,




the offices both privata and pube~
like of peace and war,
(23, 379)

Such a "generous" eﬁucation would require a numnber of

years of stuay invﬁiltan*a ﬁacaﬁemy“ until completion

of the raquiremants ﬁor a Haster of Arts degree,

milton apparently does nat acnaiﬁax it necassary for

ministeriax students to receive the education other young

sehélara raceiva, Pexhapa university training is

necessary for ather 5tu&enﬁs, but for ministerial stue

dents. Milton prefara a practical education,

% Al} this is granted you will
say: but yet that it is also
requisite he should be trained -
in other learaing: which can be
nowhere botter had than at unie.
versities, I answer that what
- learning, either human or divine,
can be necessary to a minister,
may as easily and less chargeably
be had in any private house.
* B EEE TR ET
And the amall necessity of going
thither [to the university] to
learn divinity, I prove first ,
from the most part of themselves,
who seldom continue there till
they have well got through legic,
their f£irst rudiments; though, to
gay truth, logic also may much
better be wanting in disputes of
divinity, than in the subtle de«
bates of 1awyera and statesmen,
who yet seldom or never deal
with syllogisms. And thoge theoe
logical disputations there held
by profeasoraz and graduates are
such as tend least of all to
the edification or capacity of



the people, but rather perplex

and lesven pure dootrine with
scholastical trash than enable
any minister to the better preamh»
inq of the gosp?l.; f?)

any ehjectiva 5tu&y of these camn&nta on the uni-
varsity trainiag which aivinity atu&ants of the sevens
teenth cantury received can only prove that Milton makes
no emoﬁianal attack on the nniveraitias themselves, He
ia atta¢king thaaa stuaents whe wasta thair tima atuﬂyiug
subjamts which, in hia mind uill be of no use in minigme
tering to the neads of the peaple. Yat sone acholars
conﬁinue to insiat that in The Likaliaﬁt Means Milton |

ia again athacking tha universitiaa with that same

“contempt for scholasticism which the younger Milton

120

shared with the Christian xatimnaliata,”» Such a

statement is anothex att&myt to 1abel Milton and to

raad suggastiana inta the 1ines ef The Li?eliest Heans
which are not tha:ag | | ' |

Milton does attack tha éiviniﬁy studentst he does
bélieve that the university is no place for a minister
to receive his training, The minister of God is a
minister of the people, one whose bhest education comes
from ministering to those people,

§ * . ana to speak frealy, it

were much bettey there were not
one divine in the universities,

1201114, , p. 230,
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no school diwvinity known, the
idle sophistry of monks, the
ganker of religiony and that they
vho intended to be ministers

were trained up in the church
only, by the scripture and in

the original languages thereof

at school: without fetching the
conpass of other arts and sciences
more than what they can well
learn at secondary leisure and at

homna,
* (pp. 877-878)

Tha‘aehalastiaiwm,.ths cerxupt ﬁeaching of the
universities, or his own *contempt” for them, never
enters Milton's argument, 'In fact, before concluding
his ﬁxeaﬁiae, Hilton ﬁak@avgreaﬁyaéra to point out that

he does not hold learning in contempt,

Heither speak I this in contempt
of learning or the ministry, but
hating the common cheats of both;
hating that they who have preached
out bishops, prelates, and canon-
ists, should, in what serves their
own ends, retain their false
opinions, thelr pharisaical leaven,
their avarice, and closely their
ambition, thel pluralities, their
nonresidences, thelr odious fees,
and use their legal and popish
arguments for tithes, » » «

(Pw 878)

In The Likeliosot Means, Milton the rhetorician

is interested in changing established Church procedures
for the education and maintenance of ministers, Only

if the reaﬁér miginterprets Miltont's brief mentionings



"
of the universities can there be any suggestion that

Ihe Likeliest Means contains any elements of Milton's
"anti-scholastic* attitudee~an att;tn&e,whiehvhaa béen
created for him rather than by him,



COECLUSIOR

That niltnn'waa”a'thatetiaian cannot be denied,

When he attacked anything-iaea or in&%ztutianawha did
go with the anthuaiaam of an aratar 1nt¢at on winning
his audience to his psint of view, Because he fre-
quently atﬁacked Camhriﬁge ﬁn&vaxsity &n his oratiana, |
'he has been aenaiﬂare& a man who haﬁ 1ittle love for

his alma mater, Indeed, quite often he ralsed objections
to particular aspects of college life and often denounced
othérs; as the Prolusions show,

Too much has been maﬁa of Milton‘a ?roluaions‘ too
much imparhanea has bean plaaad upoen them as autow |
bicgraphiaal gources, Thay have heen called tha wsrﬁs
of “the yaung rafarmer, naively trusting in a raat~an&~
hxanch pclicyi ton litﬁle auspiainus of tha insansiw
bility of human natura, anﬁ avar«aonfi&ent in the power
of rula$ anﬂ institutians to hasten or delay an Age of
Gol&,“;zl nn the basis of particular passages fram the

Qrclnsions. tha aasumption haaz often haan made that what

ﬁilton was saying was what he aincerely helievaﬁ. Milton's
aﬁtacka on the mathods of stuay at Cambriﬂqe have been
us&d ﬁa make tha aavant&enth century Cambriége cuxriculum
appeax worthlass, Tillyaré, in his almost passionate
desire to create an image of Milton the Grand and Admirable

41§1Tiliyar§, introduction, xxiv,
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Rebel, denounces seventeenth century Cambridge because
it seemed to stifle the genius of the young John Milton,

If for Donne the new philosophy

had called all in doubt it had

entirely failed to penetrate

the ears of those in authority

at Cambridge. To a young man

eager to learn the changes in

thought and the new discoveries

of sclence it must have been

agony to be kept for years to

the treadmill of schmlastia

lugig‘zzz
Yetgias“chapter I of this paper disclosed, Cambridge
’ Univeréity in the seventeenth éentuxy changed as rapidly
as public interest demanded, It was not buried in
medieval scholasticism aé‘ﬁiltaniwaulé'have his audience
believe in ?gdlusioﬁ“zzxii All of the Prolusions are
arguments written in the spirit‘af competition to |
affirm or denyia given thésiag They should not he
conaidera&'aﬂtahiagraphical conpositions in which Milton
laid open his soul, Agraa&f cortain passages in
_?rclﬁsian_izx do appear autobiographicaly but too fre-
quently these passages are ", . . seldom understood as
the writer's response to the conventional expectation
of his public that he should prove his right to be

heard by)'ﬁthical argunent* or vindlcation of his own

;gzm;bi&* s Xix,
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charactar;”lzs ‘But just as that vindiecation is an
oratorical device, so, too, are the varied denunciations.

In Prolusion III the denunciation of Cambridge is

a violent one, but the reader must not be misled by it.
It has been taken too seriously and has not been cone
sidexea for wh&t ik is~«anvobjectibn* a rejection, an
~ attempt to teax aawn that whiah he was attacking and to
rebulla it in hia awn ﬁeaign. He attacked his follow
students in ?ralusion I, but as~he later explained
he did so fox tha purposa uf baing oratorical and not
because he wag an unpapular person.

Throughout his works, whenever

Milton attacked anything, idea,

person, procedure ox method,

inatitution creed or cult he

wag doing it in a systamatia

manner, and in the splrit of

controversy in which he had

been 80 waell %gained in achool

and college,t ‘

That "spirit of controversv® is quite evident in

the Apology for Smectymnuus, But, in all probability,

Milton's attack was on young Edward Hall and his father
and not on Cambridge. as scholars would believe,

Occasionally Milton mentioned Cambridge with no signs

lz3ﬁerritt Y. Hughes, "Milton as a Revolutionary,®
A Jgurnal of English Literarg History, X (1943), 87»115‘

12 Fletcher, II, 154,
125114d,, pe 155,
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of vehemence, The Second Defense of the People of England

wag such an occasion, In ﬁiacussing his eduecation,
Milton tells how his father had sent him;to Canmbridge,
vwhere he took his degree,

He then after I had acquired a

praficieney in various languages,

and had made a congiderable proe

gress in philosophy, sent me to

the University of Canmbridge.

Here I passed seven years in the

usual course of instruction and

study, with the approbation of

the gaad and without any atain

upon my character, till I took

the degree of Mastor of Arts.
{ps 828, Hughes edition)

.ailtan makea no impiication in this paaaage that his
attituﬂe toward cambriaga is anything but friendly.
@ould not a man who hatedlhis university with 80 great
a passion have attackaﬁ it at any oppaxtunity and undexr
aﬁ§’§iréumsﬁ§ncea? ‘It is difficult to believe otherwises
| Hawevar, the point to be emphasized is,that Miltcn

wae a xhetarician, an orator, who thoroughly delighted

in arguments, He stated in Arecnag;tica. “Givé me the

libeéty to kn¢w,‘to.utéar‘ and to argue freélyvéccardihg
hé ¢ansc$én&a;'above all 1ihertiea." “and argue freely -
he would until his dying éay, He was trained‘for it and
asaumad great value in tﬁnting, turning, txying all
thinga,-las For &ilton, to argue and not attack was to

lose half the battle.

sﬂhid.
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When Milton attacked Cambridge in his third prolusion
he was arguing-—earguing against the scholastic philosophy
as he had doubtless been instructed to do, He was arguing
again in the Apology, where his arguﬁent took the form of
a personal vindication and, perhaps, an indirect argue
menﬁ not against Cambridge but against Oxford as the
university which had produced the likes of his opponent.
When he attacked the universities in Of Zducation, he

was again érguin§-offerinq a rhetorical argument {much

like Prolusion III) against the existing educational
system and ﬁuhﬂhiﬁuting a plan of his own creation, and
finally, when he mentioned the univarsitiea in The Likaw

liest waana to Remove Hirelings, it was with no vehew

mence, He was arguinq against éiviniﬁy students who
'spant ﬁheir timelatuéying'aubjects-unnacesaary far the |
education of a minister of God, All were formal, rhew
torical argumants in which/ﬁiltan attamptaa to gersuade
others to hi& own point of views

| mhua, the evidence offered to substantiate the
position that Milton had no use for Cambriége University
is of little eoﬁ&equ&naa when viewed objectively, Scholars
have based Milton's "uniformly unfriendly® attitude
'téwaid Cambridge upon assumptions—-assumptions which do
much to f£it Milton into the mold of the Grand Rebel,

whose causes were all divinely inspired, Hanford, as



B3
one f£inal example, closes his eyes and dreams a vision
of the MHilton who best impresses him,

We see him as a young idealist,
learned, brilliant, full of
eraattva energy, buﬁ open o
injury and in need of wise
guidance from some really mature
person capable of recognizing

at once the strength and the 127
weaknesses of his personality.

To ¢reate an image of a rebellious Milton who,
throughout his works, never failed to attack his alma
mater, its students and curriculum, is to increase the
size of the mold, But it must be remembered that this
' mold has been formed from vague assumptions and personal
interpretations which appear to have little basis in
fact, Let it suffice to say, then, that the traditional
idea of Milton's distaste for Cambridge is founded
more on tradition than on fact, and, while he never
made a direct statement to the effact but merely alluded
to it in an incidental fashion, there appears to have |
beon a fond gpot in his heart not only for Cambridge
University but also for his own years spent there as

a student within its wallis,

miganfﬂr&’ Eﬁltsn‘ P 21;
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