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Parrington ¢ Commager OH——
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I

19694E & [ FE A RS2 32 R 4 F U AR R B & U THRSIEEE Diy
O F — < THEREEL.,  “Social Ideas in American Letters” *EXi %
> OEEE, “social ideas in modern American culture as interpreted
by literary artists (novelists)” ¥ X BZDOMREPTHS. MY biFoh
’C\:\Z;ﬁf% «fEEEE LTk, John P. Marquand, Point of No Return;
Robert Penn Warren, All the King's Men; John Steinbeck, In Du-
bious Battle 35 Y. 1% Richard Wright, Native Son 7% 3. ThFho
fERIZ DWW “literary art” OEAD S TEk <, “content” DML
DHWEASRD LB I TcbhTnb, ZLTHBIC L 3MEEBL T,
FROBUE - HERERD 2 VWEHORAERVI b 6 2 LB ShT
W%, HMEF, #H Robert H. Grant #HETh - /2.

FU < 197458 TEEE IV-A,) &, “ The Modern American Novel ”
LEEXNTE Y, “how the novels interpret American society of those
years [the 1920’s and 1930°s]” %8BT 252 &S, TOHE ST
5. #1L T Ernest Hemingway, A Farewell to Arms; F. Scott Fitz-
gerald, The Great Gatsby; John O’Hara, Appointment in Samarra
¥ X U'HiTED Steinbeck {EFHELY BT LR T 5.

[7 290 WEET 2V AEORMRTH 2] &3 % Grant #EDL
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S B bR, DR & 5 hEE 7 — ~ ORER S BOG LS. %
%0 aesthetics (EMFFMD X b b, TFEBLET BB L B
ROBHLEHOWRIZEELYRIF L EL LN A HSRFHNERY B
B4z BFE, —ic XFE~NO Y v vy (Parringtonian—Vernon
L;)uis_ Parrington [1871-1929)) 7 7' = —+ L ¥ 5. Parrington © 7

A Y ASCHFEE, HREERROBAK—EHTE L BBRCED
DWNT\ iz, EHEZE (Progressivism) (3 19H#FE AR w 5 2014T 2 5 Tl
S ol AUE - BRSEY B LB ThH S, FEIC AR W
FTEEBYRR T L OCHEORBLELS L KBOPMEOHER L REEE
Bz X - TRHREST SRS, —DOBHEETE S - .

Grant ##%7%, Parrington ORSHFRZHIEL Toloh i hik, £
FzHS Vv, L LIER®D “social ideas” 1B L R - T2 &,
TR OFHIZERE Y 2 I Hbh A HEBHROM It B\ Wl 2, &bd
TARY VY M VIITh oo L5, Thbb “social ideas” [X844R,
e O SRR R KT 2 L WS HHRBZ Zikizb 520 Th 5.
Grant IO B TXHFL L TOXE] LWINBREF T 720
TRERZWHEILELRIERL T b 50, BEPICIIT4FEE D 2 — AFHH
&, fER® “social ideas” %X B LWIERRENSL LR, h
FHa - AEE LOF 7=y 7OMETH LR, The dFEROTE
B Eb-7wl et DBbhERE2RELDTHS I, 7T A Y HLFEAD
AYVEVT T e~ T ORRERBEIEL T LT 501, BEPD
L\, fER® “social ideas” % B3 & L5 TH il & -7 DU,
Grant #IFOLHMA <% —¥ 2 VOEBTH 5L T80, bEhiZ
ﬁbbﬁﬁ#%bh&&.Lm%/%mMikm”ﬁéﬁﬁ@%%ﬁﬁﬁ
A DOSTRB OB Y B X K& RBEHR—SBEL2ERE W b
I Bbhs, 2F0 ) VU7 2 ) SRR OFEYR, 0wT
7 A ) pFEE - BB 2 EHEROBLIHSE—D0EKRR
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BRI Ao 2k, THIREBRTEDOTHS.
II

Parrington OEFR, BERAShAREOREELEDL 3BPLER
% Main Currents in American Thought (1927-30) Th 3. Z OEWIX
195261z Mississippi Valley FESHZEEDT -7 T3 ChERH%E

(BRLEBR ) KBT57 v 7 -} T, mmw%ﬁgﬁfﬁlﬁmﬁm

3

PR

Parrington (X, #HEFOEEL T Tl bW AP DEE—
7= & %2 |¥ Charles A. Beard, Carl Becker, Merle Curti FELL, B
FEHHF Th 7. TE2 77 4 v 7 BFREKOMY -7z Kansas [0 %
#F - /- Parrington (¥, Harvard College = =4F#HEA L, 18934z % =

KT L, FEBIILETO R College of Emporia 35 J (8 University
of Oklahoma T#HIEX & b, Fo#% (1898-19294F) FYFF ® Univer-
sity of Washington T English ##x 7-®Th 3. .

OSBRI, 7V F « ~— A= F, TVFHEE=AZT Y » ¥ a
AV T OREIBIRIC 5 R B A

I become more radical with each year, and more impatient
with the smug Tory culture which we were fed on as under-
graduates. I haven’t been in Cambridge since July, 1893. Har-
vard is only a dim memory to me.... I have set the school as
a liability rather than an asset to the cause of democracy. It
seems to me the apologist and advocate of capitalistic exploitation
—as witness the sweet-smelling list of nominees sent out yearly
for the Board of Overseers.

FLTHSD®D S bickh s “the last lingering Harvard prejudices” % I
< @'ﬁ_ 2, 7AYIHRET 2 ) A LFEO|ESEFNFTRICFAr -2 L
fL\Z).
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L7288 - T Main Currents 1233\ ~T, fHIX7 2 Y 5D “political, eco-
nomic, and social development” #BHEMRTEDTHY, BBk TO
“belletristic ” RBEM LA LS &35, ZhRVL2IE, = —mys
P OEb o) XFABBEBCIET 2 ) h OBREED b TELL 2
EECBLWCHIMBRENb -7z, 350 8DI0E, HEED “the
genteel tradition” |Z#L¥|AY 7 Parrington OEENZHE T Z2LDTHB.
ERIEBFEORITEL Tu X, BHEEROIFERKL “ masculine in-
tellects and material struggles” (Italics mine) OEEMED B%EL T
e oo LG, RO X IZBR TN

They have sought daintier fare than polemics, and in conse-
quences mediocre verse has obscured political speculation and
poetasters have shouldered aside vigorous creative thinkers. 5

Parrington OEEKO —DF, MHEMRRO 0% 2 7 4V » BAES
® TEHL iwdAvhiz 2 & Thb. The Mathers, the Cottons, the
Winthrops, Roger Williams, Thomas Hooker LRBUEFI<T 4 v 2
RAEGEEZS > T, 72 ) 2 BELOFERLSCERT L0 TH 5.

Main Currents ORI, X0 b THRELRERI.HL. Thbb
— ORI EALRET BB EN D Y, SHEHLLTS I —H0
B KEMAREERMER T2 L 728Uz, ThEIET0Tn30ThH
5. ZOX5RESHRT)E KEWRTIO FL5H 7 2 V) 2 BHEL L #<
i 2D ThHY, FHEVEZBEAL CEDTHS. Parrington OB
R=FHEBOUS, T XICESOTIBEEDONIZ S b » Tl
Th -7

Parrington QUL Wi, BE &I, JEF0E & Bk,
WM L bR ENE, BAFREERTSR BHFRLBEEREL W
B RTEA R R Y, XK TR YT TOFEI T Y s —
BHOGEBNOHFL VI &, DA~V =) —FLo—BhEEExr
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LT 3. Pic i, AMOBENEHEE L MET 2 2 L PESOFERT
b, CheRHMEELZFS 5 LT3 NRREBTHE. JOEECR
537 5, Franklin, Jefferson, Emerson & i3\ Parrington ® v
_ 7 —Th b, Edwards, Hamilton, Webster & (3£ 2 MBI Th 5.
HEFERYER L AR MECH T 2 ARGEHs 2ol e
->C, HEOHGOAEZ HREMNICEH T2 TIh -0 TH 5.

III

Parrington @ Main Currents 127\~ LG CEEFL S, i
JERFE»L S H 5. #HE, Parrington OFEMHICAVL TS, &
TEHEFOA FAaF— L TdhIh 5.

Main Currents 73, An Interpretation of American Literature ¥ \»
SEEEZ DT LR T/ &0, #HEHL VWD LA—RTH - 7.
JESEZK %, Parrington O\ C7CERDS TR L o T0 b 2 & IR
L, @, #F, B¥EREOSB KT 2 BACHEOMBRNT T
LB, SRR, TFE) OBFBE D EREME L, F/EE
OB - HERER L - Gl T 5 L OZLUEEMH I D TH 5.

Lionel Trilling (¥ Parrington OF5E %KD L 5 ITIERL To 55,
WEFEEROCTHOME» LI I 2L F<LEHLTWB L5
IEQH\ 5 -

Separate Parrington from his informing idea of the economic
and social determination of thought and what is left is a simple
intelligence, notable for its generosity and enthusiasm but cer-
tainly not for its accuracy or originality. . ..

Whenever he was confronted with a work of art that was
complex, personal and not literal, that was not, as it were, a
public document, Parrington was at a loss....everybody admits,

that the weakest part of Parrington’s talent was his aesthetic
“judgment. 6



162 T A Y A3 PR OER

Parrington OB ARDTHEMY, WOEHHMIC H -7 DX EATHS.
W B “the genteel tradition” #HLH L 720X, il L 3
RS0 FHHIZBIL T, £h2i b ¥ b iz d EMflifELR KT &/
“an exaggerated regard for esthetic values”7——* L C\vic 2 &
T RETHS .

XHFEADAY) VP VHT T - FRENEPERL S X, EEO
BAREIHTEEY. SRORA TR O L5 CEERE D TUT LM
FLTCORWESIERAZDOTHEN, LprLiED7 2 V) nBHE (1
VFVIF TN e ANY =) ROERICIES L TAT, Parrington
DFFHE & A Thiz W,

#—m by, Parrington @ 7 AV AV« ¥ a—Y 2= X ADFNFIZ
BIL CTTha. L, ThEx—BNcKENAEEL L TirhT
WH—

An absolutist theology that conceived of human nature as in-
herently evil, that postulated a divine sovereignty absolute and
arbitrary, and projected caste divisions into eternity.8

T A ) A DW0EDELE, O XS5 =) &= KAAOBENS B
THIDDOBERE 28T 5 ROFIE, —RIEBMTHS. LoL,
FRFIZEbD TH-IEVE WbhRiIThE kb, 1920F0 HEp s
Samuel Eliot Morison, Perry Miller, Ralph Gabriel, Rélph Barton
Perry Bzt - T, Ya—U Xx=XARINFOEET Parrington 23
STEABE LGRS LBREA»D, MEINTEL. FOBE, Thiav -1
2V T 4 —hINBEERR T Y, RFCERREBGER T2
L9, SBTESOERE L ThB, MHffic Jonathan Edwards &
“ anachronism ” (BU5H) Th 72435 DE, Parrington P72
&5 BRMIERRRIC X > TUPE Y Lz,

&, Parrington HHH, WRO$ S THEREN TEYW) Th
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Dt B Th B, D “social ideas” 1\ 5 & OB I ETFHIE RS-
BV ATH 3.

Parrington (¥, MOEFIFIHREOL LR, BFIRC =77V =27
VCh ot Lt o THEHEL 5 5 “social ideas” &, HM@E - F
FOBEL, BEWALE, EFOLRMOBERETh-7z. 20X %
“prejudices” & d > T7 2V HEBE - wEHE R0, 20%FE
7AYAEBOY SIARERNOENeEHR TS Tho7. LI
Do TRPITR -T2 e @, HROBEERALIZZLTRbET 2D
ERABEUZVEE> Tl %, FI<7 v 7 cRELITER
otk 5 Trilling OiEHEESH-

Whenever the liberal historian of America finds occasion to
take account of the national literature ... it is Parrington who
is his standard and guide.... Parrington formulated in a classic
way the suppositions about our culture which are held by the
American middle class so far as that class is at all liberal in its
social thought and so far as it begins to understand that literature
has anything to do with society.?.

FEEDEE 3 &7 %\~ T Parrington (%, Matthew Arnold B T b g
RS D ALHE R (philistinism) | &IFAEEDET, FEATETE
RoleddThsd, FRPERLTHNET A Y 2EEFEO TEFKY 0

OPER A 2= libhizrd Livmve, R LLT, E49H
Wiz S oiciic LT T (JUERPERS] oMbl ToZERE LEL
72 THS D .

EHEFRI, RERECEY =7 7V VIERA~OEREY B U o RS5FEGHE
BTho-7 T3R8 b5, bAVREFhERENIE, EEFsr e
ARBRA G EMECRIG TE R P - LT 5BRI b5, wTFhic LT3,
EHTFEN VT2 v M, REROEBERICI»»DLT, REILZ
B EARBROEREEALTOEOTHSE, FLTIDLIRNY I AT ¢
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vy 7 BRERE, 729 PERORREEICT 2V » OEBRRHALOZEIZ
3o, BECERETZAEENRD - 2. AP, FRILAKE,
Bk X BT IC Y, BMAFEOA FA e -2k A L ixTE
proi., FLTFNIEFDEE, Parrington OEROKEDL D 2 4 B
L0 Th -7, ‘

v

Muain Currents in American Thought (37 » V) H3ZEd1 - BAES O
BBLLT, ThEGSEOBAPAL, FLHROFEGIED -7 C
LIZAEEIH, XBIEEE -2 )T 4 Y R a—F I A A OfFRO
YE I A VT - (227 7 —, B, BFERE] RBREL, LTLY
Hh B WA —EHZOMOIER E OBEEEZ RS Z XL \Vv—r
LN SO BEL b - C, S ATERUENG EEERMLEY HD
T, LeLZhZrbivn-T, Thief-k{BEDIDLLT
BRCORCEIPEETTEILEZWTHS I b

Z = C, Parrington ®7 2 Y Z3XFEE ST OB b0 LL
T, Ambherst College ® Henry Steele Commager ##ED %% Hi 72\
B3, HER1950Fz, . The American Mind; An Interpretation of
American Thought and Character Since the 1880’s %ZEi L7103,
OEIE, Main Currents %5685 S e LFHIHERE LD THB.
OPEARD L. TTH -, XFREHSRENER LRI CRLE
Bz WAL Tw5 ok, B, R Parrington 234 s\
Jor 255 Commager HIIBD TB L, B2, WTHOEE
37 2 Y HBHELOR/ED AL TH S L e—FRORAE Stow Per-
- sons, American Minds (1958) BI3eB b Turipu ,  FLTURBER
(Lhrdd-& %Eﬁﬁ&:)‘ Commager #J%i% Parrington O3 F% 3 - C
BLTCWBLERETHE—
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My deepest intellectual debt is to Vernon Louis Parrington
whose great study of American thought has long been an inspi-
ration and whose disciple I gladly acknowledge myself, 10

B0 2 A THZRIT S/, Main Currents i3 “ the most brilliant study
of the American mind that has been written” & & - T\ng.

Commager ZFF IHI FDO IV RFARBEIZBWTY, Y27~
YV VEES R ST DOWTWEDTHY, 0O X5 kHHAH D “social
ideas ” ZEOELITRIC HEITR SN T5. LA HBORYOE
BB IO IIO <y o — 2y v QKA - Bt EERE - ol
2%, Theodore Parker ORFETH -~ 722 & (19365F) %, 7 4 V) HEKEE
EROWRLALT, 749 UL HE] 6 L0 Tk OBRRITER
FERLELIIELTVWD EZAHIE, FhidBlbh b, Commager #HiFiX,
NBAFEE P - MEAOFREBL THA T 2 Y 7 DEA - SAcHIER
— e RBEHIREER, TROHHDOLSE, 72V »O%s= 1y

P AV PIZDWT—BICEAZ A TW 525, ZOFERKIECMbhT
V.

STIBBOFELUED 7 2 V A XF DRI OV TOEKED BHE, EAH
ZARY Y VT HSY, LVY 7 AT 4Ty VIO TE b 5.
COBHO T 4 ) HLFOFET — <&, THELEHR D% W IARB
I ETEHY - BURRVIC AR L otk filicicnd 3 7 7 A 2 Th 3 L T
L, ZOX5 RBA»HIEEK - Rk il 5. BRI, D K.y
A & (1870-90FEAR) 2) FEFrzm (1890-19105£1%) 3) 1920484% 4) 1930
FEREGV, ThEkFFRIZL, 52 “Determinism in Literature ”
(London, Norris, Dreiser &), “ The Cult of the Irrational ” (Ander-
son, Frank, Pound, Stevens, Faulkner &), “ The Traditionalists”
(Wharton, Cather, Glasgow &), “ The Literature of Revolt” (Dos
Passos, Steinbeck 5) W33 Hr =z =Rz LT, MELBMAT 2
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HIHFOEAK /L B,

BHFRMEATRL LUOABEREEFET 5 Commager HIEN, bl
¥4 Parrington 23 = — V & = XAx#H L 74X 51z, London % Nor-
ris OFRIHT L ORIEFICLTHL IR, ThbbLrk BB
g CRER, BER 23BDRVORY =7 7V VI=5EEE
BERBEDO Th 5. MUALB,L, #RE7 v A FOLBEEOFELRT
PN GMERORE B M5 2@ TE R\, {5, Wharton
LPRTEEAD 7 AZ AT IAERRTH, KBEL W, HFROZE
bbb RLE 7 2) 2E0WE=EREBER-5EETHY, ME
BRECOPIHATREPL VI ZEThY, WP L EET Lo
TR, ERHEREIENFERL L CEALORtoEATHY, HD
DLIBEHRAT S5 2 2@ —=Y 7 VRO L D ThH 5——FHiE O fl
& Mencken, Fitzgerald ; # O i3 Wilder, Wylie
HiF3FE 2 5. Bz, Steinbeck © Grapes of Wrath ZGHEOTERLT
@b B, HMHEZNE “afirmative note” D% b B, AL, HEL L
57 A9 AOEHRBMEY 5 »7cx T b 2w 5 HT, XFEOBBN AR
HoHFrLTe50OREBIMEL .

MR SCFRETF OB D ThiE, O ERBR b 5 Wik UEa
g, BFLS FRLTRDLRB L0 TR RVTHS . Ak,
Edwin Arlington Robinson % U C “the most profound of American
poets of the twentieth century” X\»3 RF W AOXEEROEHE
%% 505 ThS i, James Branch Cabell Iifiis, HBOIRA %%
bLERTThELMETCE 5 ThHAH ). Stark Young, Robinson Je-
ffers, Carl Van Vechten 5 DA - R 2 T I EfTOA2— AT
- TCRLE BT TTHTES I .

IR Bl wbwIHEdhuE, Commager #IZH EAMICIE FOIER%
THT 5 Robert Frost %, BT A VAR OERGE R oot

L, Commager



7 A ) AIF L BEEOBA 167
W3z, MEROTHS. REOFMERE, b< £TH “literature
as philosophical expression” ¢35 & = A2k »7-. Frost |zt philo-
sophy #1510 > D TH B, =0 k5 KIEMLE—F b TAY ¥ )
VHITH BT ThH 21, b5 RART 24D RDY, 74U %
VEOSEFIEROMBER, WA L T Parrington 23R #ICFh
PREL TR #MELThE0TH 5.,

p=3

1 JuEsBEOs|BEi X 5. ((LLLJ No. 67, 1975. 2. 15)

2 1970429 A Th - 72 L B 523, Grant iz, “I don’t see them
(social ideas of American writers) any more.” LE 7= L 33h 5.

3 [ 1936—504FEE Sy Tt Merle Curti, The Growth of American
Thought (1943) H5EEh7z. ZOEYREFERLFO—DOHEALRT L
Pl ST B,

4 Secretary’s Sixth Report Harvard College Class of 1893, Cambridge,
1918, pp. 220~1; quoted by Robert A. Skotheim, American Intellectual
Historians (Princeton, 1966), pp. 125-6.

5 (Harvest Book ed.: New York, 1954), Vol. 1, ix, xii.

6 The Liberal Imagination (Doubleday Anchor Books ed.: Garden City,
1957), pp. 1-2.

Op. cit., Vol. 1, xii.
Ibid., x.

9 Op. cit.,, p. 1.

10 The American Mind (Yale Paperbound ed.: New York, 1959), ix.

11 “The Discipline of History,” The Great Ideas Today 1972 (*Britan-
nica Great Books”: Chicago, 1972), p. 267.

12 7- & xi¥ “ America in thé Age of No Confidence,” Saturday Review/
World (August 10, 1975) ; “ Learning from the Tragedy,” Time (August
19, 1974) R ¥03h 5.

18 Op. cit., 160.

14 Ihid., viii, 157.



