72 Y ALt A Typology OEH
——Hawthorne t Melville © Symbolism 0% &—-

oW F E

=¥ — o “Egotism; or, the Bosom Serpent” X\ 5/ cite
FV o # ) A MY (Roderick Elliston) *\:5%4s, FERIRTL
R EHEBCE B AT 2T, BABECEEVET, Fr=0 ALY
DFIO PR A 2T T, TR DT A R ELTAELDS
LB DTHL, HHfhAFER » o —F (Rosina) ~OFERHETZ
&TWmmt<tb,qubvuﬁﬁ&@é&ﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁot&vﬁo
EDF TEMoRRIC LA, FEOBERC LS, BThh, ELATH
CEAGHIRNAEREBIASARE I TT s A B LR, =
Ux%7®M®¢@%mC®4if4%A®V7$w&5xt,&%@iﬁ
B LT A,

The snake in his hosom seemed the symbol of a monstrous
egotism, to which evervthing was referred, and which he pampered,
night and day, with a continual and exclusive sacrifice of devil-
worship, (My emphasis) (X, 274)

ETAD, A . TELAT W= A b, EADF I
Efy@MET2 10w, EhrlcpeAh T T, ol
DOFRTHELDLAT 2 L5 2, HTALESEIC ThOflainioy
WA TWETE (X, 275) A& LMl T, Al bhd, Hhw
EER T, Bt oROFTORIKED AT TEEFLFERLTAIA
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TLES, EEofh, B, Shi3BERZ 7T F—FE v Lok
EFHRAIAL, B BEOS ¥ o ¥oier fobRRen LT, Al
KEATE R AR TWA LBl T4, =) AFYIZZ 0O X5 ADE
BB EEXEF, A4 ENMtoRVEh3, 0 LoshTEE ) FaE
DX B BT B,

Thus, making his own actual serpent—if a serpent there actually
was in his bosom—the type of each man's fatal error, or hoarded
sin, or unguiet conscience,... we mayv well imagine that Roderick
became the pest of the city. (My emphasis) (X, 277)

EoFi, Awsbhilaw, =VaAFvolohorrERE T IF 4
AL EA (symbol) P2 AL E ohd, SEIE, = UA N VIIED
HE OWOHRDIER £ 4 O ADERITIGE DSRS0 2 1 7 (type) 1@
LizEE S5, oot e “symbol” X “type” offiviraiAbizg,
SCTHVWTWA “type” 4, BOh LT TR T A0, A oFEED
BHECHELATWA V2D, 28D, =V A YR, BOOWOELAES
B E LT BEGNORLCRPHLI TR LTS, Ao PR,
IR, rZEE WSO THD,

CoXERFERO XA 7 (type) Lv b HEOER, HLvL, FAREOT
Hic b » WAHEIL, K1 # e P — (typology) R A FXTWRLESC L
HTELS, OEET T T A4 (Usula Brumm) i I » CiFHEE LT
HHL Wi Z o “type” L — VA VOE A Hr P~ “an expanded,
literary form™ r E s -, A -V —vHiv o — 1 &2 voREhHEeHAEC L
AT RS ELE 2 thivd, s-v—viclbhas14He
Vb~ R VEDRA Fe - FoffieonTin, FaaERES
BN TELD TINS5,

CCTR S A4 ARy, HESCOHER TR, FER - FUH
EFEREZ 0T, BThERTHI Linhsl, EHRANCETT5ANE
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DBEFHFT, FETH H3WiL #HOBRESROACED, ADH
k- FETHS LGRS B LR R RN LBy BT
Boe COXAFRE D3, HAUBREOA AT A AOMA LR ) A T DK
BEOMRLRTH L THHEM  ERELTHEREL, 7AVAOE. -0 R
vEL T DBEENF AR O —% I Fuel, #2, BRA TR oRhT
ZAH e oo Mo AR Ui BEE L O w T 197D
e TR E R ER Lk — Y — w2 4 L% DS LT, BHoR
BAATHELE=-V Y, VYe— Sfybrvrigh, ZOFLLEXARR
PR AN D EHATER PO C BB e OB L
TART 43—« vV EDRANEEFBL O o hE2 58, Z it niE
L&Y oT, =V, AT AREDYVHRET AL, KERRET
Big, Pa—02=2XanxA e D@L URBEEFEL LD LA
TELHE EREHUTAA 0.

1I

£ DAPIERT S X 3w, & Ee - ORGP T OEHRBR
PTORITERO A Y r OFRICRA TV B, & 2l Tr - AADTF
el 5 EI4HCit “[Adam] is the figure of him that was to come”
(My emphasis) (Tz @7 FaizE e EEOHTHE ) 2hb, Tany
A A~DFEHL] H2EI6—178 1 “Let no man therefore judge you in
meat, or in drink, or in respect of an holyday, or of the new moon, or
of the sabbath days: / Which are a shadow of things to come; but the
body is of Christ.” (My emphasis) (T#it5, Sinte2iiat, EH L
S LD E, (BHHVIRBEVCHAREER R ST, ] AR B IkET
Shtithbhve S/2hbil, EhaXEL00BchsT, TORMEL
FIVAR MBS FEE. ool “gure” “shadow™ 23D
RTWEAL ST “type” KR URBRTG, kB h00TH, #inb
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BhB3b O ET->THRTED, FRT2L02THL, coFRL30T
Pern HEIIL S L % “things to come” 5\, X 5ic “shadow” i@ LC
“body” LE -5, BlIOFAZRFT L S w, BE2FED type, figure,
shadow ¢, ChEFTosio, FTHoORE, FRINTGERLOD
S (fulblment) 13, body @iz antitype, substance -THEEB Xh, FTil
Tavd, WD TSRl typify, prefigure, forego, shadow forth £
TR E T,

COF M Aw =L, kofTH BN S, NFREZOHR & HivE
BoRALLLIRF VAT ERI S LT 2EMabETAREEE s
B, Al s T, &R U — EERC RS BT A
B, ELLTFVAMSE 0TI R Fefhiba s 2k, T oINS
BTHPhRDERIRL D LRSI A Lo T TFBRER T,
FEShTw, EMUHHEE o LREERETE ST L LUTHEEL
AAFT2ADALOHER LS ) A P HRHEOHR 2 B0 28REL
T, PRI A F » v A - FEEEOMCHACAC-BRE LT
e MR Y, vimo TR, Taay vita A He o —d LT
AT VR ERGIEA S, ORISR SH o TR E A F e oLy
BEECEEZH - Te5,. " L3 a Fhht, ROV~ x vt
FAXRRD—F L HGEI AP YE LS Her BRI D R TSP

AR R B M S AT - TIHERe s T Fdmah
Tfe, &3 5F 4 FEw>—%, {Fio classical biblical typology & FE.517
L X 5,192 Dt “character, place, event in OT wvs those in NT”
EVARNESED, Ea— D X LT O classical biblical typology % X
RHVI, AFVAQE . — V2w Do 4 Y7 4 =1 A Z(William Ames,
IS76-163 27 A VD & — ) & vk BB R 2, o The
Marrow of Theology" i # 1 #n = X { v bivTi, FaiE,
F—, 2L TERFURPOTELTARD L5 —F05 B



8 F i LTI =

Redemption and its application were extraordinary. They were
signified, furst, in the deliverance from Egypt through the minisiry
of Moses, who was a type of Christ,.. and by the entrance into
the land of Canaan through the ministry of Josua, another type of
Christ, 12

Fin, RO—EF TR F oy FHE LT 5,

Glorification was pointed to in the blessing promised in the land

of Canaan, which was a type of the heavenly country, '3

FRTAVAIDE . — VR VDA ¥ 3 a=n - 77— (Samuel
Willard, 1640-1707) o ¥ HOB# KT, HULLToF I A VZERL
foik D X 5 N R bl b,

God expresseth himself better plessed at the repentance of his
people.... He... professeth that he rejoiceth in their returning. ...
Hence, ‘Oh that my people had been obedient unto me, and Israel
had walked in my ways? (Psal. 81,13). And we may truly apply
that of Solomon unto Jesus Christ as the antitype: ‘My son, if thine

heart be wise, my heart shall rejoice, even ming’ (Prov. 23, 15), ™

FRENT AN ADOE . — U XA FE e O % oo s A,
H—=ss 5 (Karl Keller) 0¥gEcy - o 2|BLTHI 9.

Thomas Shepard makes Joshua’s inheritance of Canaan a type of
Christ’s kingdom of heaven and Isaiah’s remnant a type of Christ’s
Church, John Davenport makes the bowing before kings and queens
in Tsaiah a type to the antitype of the humility of Christ’s followers.
Samuel Sewall males the giving of the earth to Adam a iype to
the antitype of the conquest of souls by Christ. Samuel Mather
makes Samson the perfect foreshadow of Christ, in looks, actions,

motives, and even death. Cotton Mather, in his Just Commemo-
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rations, makes the form of death mentioned in the Psalms “Type
of our Saviour speaking in the Psalm.” Edward Taylor makes
“Joseph’s glorious shine a Type of thee,” “Joshua’s [sun] but a
Beam / Of thy bright Sur,” and “all the shine that Samson wore
is thine, / Thine in the Type**

o= XwnDUFe—F . <4~ (Richard Mather, 1596-166%) @&
F— AT, =k w9~ (Cotton Mather, 1663-1728) D& UimHi= 5
G § 2= 7= (Samuel Mather, 1626-1671) (345 & 4 A v o —ic
Blifwb b, 74 VA F Y AR o TR A3t 0L Uic B The
Figures or Types of the Old Testament (1683) % 47 1 v CHIEL-iZ
EFidof & b, 18 e 2 g+ « = F v — X (Jonathan Edwards,
1703-58) & & 4 H e - HBAKACTEELHR UL RRLE LN %
hizir “The Images of Divine Things,” “The Shadows of Divine
Things,” “The Book of Nature and Common Providence,” “The Lan-
guage and Lessons of Nature” b\ o3 F &L b aniFLbhT
Wi, COBEPEAE-LY -« § 5~ (Perry Miller) 2319481 AR L 7o,
FARRS B EARATCAVCTWE L 0B S S L L, Image or
Shadows of Divine Things t\-5F@YPE 2 = 17

III

LGLITR=V = VRAAT A LOphbloETHEE T B 0,
HASBE 3T E LS 27T U % Z @ classical biblical typology it
e, FOBLLEFECH B, Y. —UFviER oo classical biblical
typology % F\-2—5 T, BINEZRCHEL LTV HHKEEY, HFoaadEci
CofRFEH TS TR, AREN T I Ex BRI R
TR B The s & 5 7eRle LIELERE R, VWid b American
Israel® OFMTH 2. THCE2oHERER D ot —D 7R
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— (analogy) THhD, s zif, A4pir—7 =2, YL E X,
BEELAERE LARE oMo LT A VT A - 75y N7 4 —
¥ (William Bradford, 1550-1657) 11, MLk, if, vaFollEr
By, F@F2liTlhs kb LELiny coRFrblfiosc b T
Bt R EFEST, 7TAUACE-BEEECIGoRELEE ., &
fz, =¥ —F gy (Edward Johnson, 1598-1672) 137 £ 0 &~
EoTRRALBOBEAOS EHe 20T, #bik TFotovasnls
P AR R fe BT B L, 2 by - Tk TSR ER
b DFEDERERE B LI
THBORIIER Gimile) © X 5 ERBERLETA TV B, £
& LTaHIE BEOBREITHEZcHEI W T VWA AF= DAL ED
o & oM PHEREED L7 R o — (analogy) 2ELA T LA
TED, LA, YoV Ervidto-—Jjv, coviey— LR,
AL R T—HCTHRREA AT A0 AL B2 ER L, £O
By FRoO 2 FERER e, Shieibt a8 Gantitype) %
SOEr BB LT w3, ok i, —<vxa .« 710 v {Thomath Prince,
1687-1758) i3, |HMWEBS L wifihTes A4 FATEOMBR 2w
<,

One wou’d be ready to think the greater part of the Old Testa-
ment were written about us, or that we, tho' in a lower degree,

were the particular antitypes of that primitive people. 22

EIAIT B, ET, A v 2 ) —A « 7% — (Increase Mather, 1639-1723)
(TIGT3EDHEK T, MEHTHFV- O -C LE, X A {Eo— it
THD L 5wt

That which Christ spake with immediate reference to the troubles

preceding the destruction of the Jewith Church and State, may be
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applied to the troubles of the last times, the former being a type
of the latter, Matt. 24, 6, 7, 8. 2¢

CRAY 7N —A - T HF—OHTH, BEBNTCED LN ESECD
TitFED 57 e —(A is applied to BO%, #4#r— (Aisa
type of B W X THEELTWAZ LR EARAT RS,

EE BN S 2 & R E oD L s ima M Ar o3, |H
MR S REE L fE A4S classical biblical typology i LT, liberal
biblical typology FBELE AT E RS S, kBl fiaiast ko,
O “what is described in the OT vs what happened in the colony”
THRTCERTCEL, COSMH S —tdho T, FHRE»EErh
L, ThORHRY .. -0 YErhebb 8T, BOtrERcile
HTWBATHER AFL LB, TP TRk F1Hro—
THERALTWZ. Laddilt, HAE, A3V ASmc it bk
THDHh, RoEEDTHENELOERD, HEXEEr LEsh T
B EWHIBRTYNSALTELE,

Ldsl, 2ok, HAREFIHHESEVHFASERAS L e -2
Cth, ZEROPR LY. -0 & vEREU-O R, 2% D American
Israel @FERic, 7R - &V ~F A KWBEYH L A DA THN
Bhicz &, WoBBOoB Los|2dincin-tcE L5725 5,

Vae— U 2vdmoRfekhici s, foBBesirsl st
HEE Ly, HRwh - CREoMmoEEyREEe Lo TFES LR, H
BOIERTERBSc I Ii4ak of, i, BROWMITCEROY
i, flfoc iz EsifThbhitodic e Lo b 2L Eh,
—ARETALFL, LT 9.

o ki, BRE LT, ERTEROFIL AV S -HROE—
ABoMolE - EXREESD L - BFNALEZ, 2% h, HE
GG LiEmoRBE OB, AbholEothdnikt s s L0 5B
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BB B, Fhik, EziEarv e ¥ —D “the Analogy between the
Natural and Spiritual World”® L\~ 5 S 40435 Lo w, 79 rd
-~ DEROBHTH B, LA, RL7Frn -0 27 BMENL A
el —ofBERERLAEZL e, ARESIERORRB Lo T I
—%, LIS a I #n—mloThERIR TS, bk X
5i—Eind s,

[Nature was viewed as] a mappe and shaddow of the spiritual

estate of the soules of men, 2*

CDFAFER Y —ImHo UL, BEANOFRE L, o TRARMERE
PR M B oRE SThTwB, o0 &5 A BRES LB
BEufEssAany—y, BE~NOFRNRNEZSHAS, non-biblical
natural typology “0% b, “natural or earthly thing vs some other thing
or spiritual thing” :\5fED £ 4w 22—, H 50113 non-biblical
typology LS Z EATEL RO LV S5,

H 3 .= AT 4 — A (Samuel Danforth, 1626-1674) ik L 5
RFRBNE B,

God in his infinite wisdom so ordered the things of the first
creation thal they might be natural types of what he would do in
the new creation of all things by Christ. &

= M % non-biblical natural typology Th %52, “DL5rEREIADH
BHEELEMORBEOMBRLFBER UHED, RO X 5EEV-HTHHER
EHTE, WEDETRLIALALI &ERE TV 20, REFENE
AHZ EEER Lt

The wisdom of God in the creation appears in his so ordering

things natural, that they livelily represent things divine and spiritual.?®
(My emphasis)
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chiBtfo s s F4y = Vv - XOUETHL, TIRREBID
o, RO D L RFTT, “represent” 5, L5 LizHmbE
B4 - T, “they represent” i3 “they metaphorically stand for” * 7,
“they stand for” “they symholize” 7 ¥ FEV#E A2 LN TES. OF
5, ARESSMALAOEHNEMLYRTE-5E LR, THrY—, £ 1
Ae 2Tz, Bkt l 27 Lo T HBTLI5K
frofeb i, FLTEAHr Y —ORBIIHGARE L BB
L LN A, Fo b 2t oo “types” 13 “metaphors” %
W% “symbols” (B E#EZ B LNTE D

Ravens, that with delight feed on carrion, seem to be remarkahle
types of devils, who with delight prey upon the souls of the dead. 2®
{My emphasis)

Ehic, KOAKRRIENER. LY 2R WE x4 He o -aFHEAT,
“representation” r “shadow” PEEFWMZAREA X S mPFxh T w22 b
WhATER LIz,

Watural things were ordered for types of spiritual things, ... The

type is only the representation or shadow of the thing, but the

antitype is the very substance and is the true thing.”® (My em-

phasis)

COTOOEL Y g F Y - =Ny A bho L ow, ARESCRENE
ERRTEIR A EL LS5 L L P —RORMFES LML T %, L
L, S THERLTWADE, BEReFATLI bk, FHLE
MeesEh e garoz i, #v0, WA F 7 4 - LAy i
Kith LA A AR —Th%, 2OIL 57 4im P — it non-biblical
natural typology 23& Sz H L7 % @ T, non-biblical, a-temporal, liberal
typology, iy T liberal typology &M E~E54, DT, XA Hu—0
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AERFo -5 00, EitEo b o gmiadn, Ssmie s B
B EI ARV EVSTE LA S,

IV

ki ITHEED 7 AV A0 . — ) X VO HEREEN X 4 He 2
i BAA R - NEH L CELERER RS- THRE L, 2% D, classical
Liblical typology #3% liberal biblical typology —~, & £y non-biblical
natural typology ~, &5z liberal typology ~D#F(hH R TARL &S, &
AHr -7 re - AR Z & k- THENK L O LML
L, D, SO bh s B oMORHEISEMRLTERL T, A F 75
— Bl B L TE L 25, T LTS R RT&IcL 5, type i
metaphor, symbol & B & #a2 AT§E7r liberal typology mES X 4 Fwr o —
Db, HIRREE - SEAFER~0Gl, FEEH~OFFE oMk
BABD TS 9 D

fodb 2iE, MOm =V —vEALT AR bhaERIL, FIERD -
DEFELH- T2 00, SMHEGHIOMELTL T2 EFL 5.
FTo=2080 FTHREPE L1 He -0 HFEL, -7 symbolize &
BEBR2ZDZZENTELNLTHS,

(o hicEzr e fE~oER
They [ugly weeds] grew out of his heart, and typify... some

hidecous secret that was buried with him. {The Scarlet Letter, X,
131)

(AZc2nwToEE)
In many climes, whiteness typifies the majesty of justice in the

ermine of the judge. ... (Moby-Dick, VI, 189)%
(FLED

and immensities of the universe...? (Moby-Dick, VI, 195
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e, IBRRHER LFRHNTER L 2 o e O 0 ko TR EIHRER
bR, EENA A A -oBEL ¥ TEALVIZLTE, 2k
RFcfhiebd, 24 Fe o ORBER~ORBEHEE, 2FhxI1He
PR AR LS EL, BN - oL tEELEEOL LD
TR EEERCELL TSI ERMEL T2 EF LR B, B
hrhil, EELAILEHMAL A A~ CELinh—Y —viEray, 40
SHMAEENE, s He v -DEMER L oh T b EH 2 &
MTEARILAS,

EWVEDN, =Y =k AT TR T, AAERr D AT
&R { LAz liberal typology Ed b Thotcl i Titied, Akl
& & FA0F 5 non-biblical typology Dzl 2hREWG 5 o & T &
BB THL. CoNEOFRE RS — Y —+v o “Egotism, or Bosom
Serpent” BT AHBE L FOFIO —2RA, TOEn0 < om0 Fint HE
TEZL,

= — v The Scarlet Lettar OFH DL T, ~A X —OfFET
BofeF 4 bAFT = ATFEHET Y — VS D CO—HITT 4 4 X7
— AR D L SIE T B

“He bids you look again at Hester's scarlet letter! He tells you,
that, with all its mysterious horror, it is but the shadow of what he
bears on his own breast, and that even this, his own red stigma, is

no more than the type of what has seared his inmost heart!” [My
emphasiz) (1, 255)

F4 A AF— AR ETOREFRETC, P BT B ADEFEIOWT
BHIRL T 5, ~AF -l fhrCv s ADYTFR, HooR0ADT
Fo “shadow” €H D, IBILHDOWOADIFATOHONE LD
“type” THAH LI DTHDH, i non-biblical typology A E iz {#
TS, TOZHDF A Fe i Ay a vy - = Fr—X
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OEHE, it “The type is only the representation or shadow of the
thing, but the antitype is the very substance and is the true thing. ™%
KBOLLTHREALIE, Fq X7 —AREoTE0 8L, AL -0y
VW ADEFREDOREEHN cADXFERTFRLTWED, B9
ODROACEFOIHERETHY, SLcATOROADNFLD, ASD
LOELROFRRHRLE, Lo dwled. &V — ik Tk oL
Bl — V2 YORMCEEHLLVWBT R 4 A A7 - IC 28T, #D
BOELAZRRIECE LB, (L, ITHHIHO o — U 5 Vi
©F 5 non-biblical typology TR BHISVWDT, TOETILT 4 ART —
AALTF PR = R AR EELESEBRGES 5,)

—H, AnY g BT, TREREDRRBTTR HE b - Uk
L FEEROREAE bR G, AR, Moby-Dick O —fiiciko X 57k
BT H 5,

In the,.. sculptures of that immemorial pagoda, all the trades
and pursuits... were prefigured ages before any of them actually
came into being. No wonder then, that in some sort our noble

profession of whaling should have been there shadowed forth. (My
emphasis) VI, 260-1)

CAULA Y FOd oS S SO BRI D Lo b DA R TS T Lz
BRELCHLZEMTAHD, 8k, AMOR &R a{IELmEN EHFoo
D Bl TRk s B, BIDL TR S Rt v, s b SRR T
Roahie, ook LTTFRER, FEEhTWE, 2viD
T %o
EoE, AT EEKEWEDT = X7OBBRLERD L 5, FLUFHDE
BTmREhTu%B,
At times .., they stood far parted in the starlight; Ahab in his
scuttle, the Parsee by the mainmast; but still fixedly gazing upon
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each other; as if in the Parsee Ahab saw his forethrown shadow,
in Ahab the Parsee his abandoned substance. (My emphasis) (VI,
537-83

T, =4~ ERREEROBRBLBAYEY, T — - F 4w 7
DR WO T A TERR) o8¢, FEL LI EReETrHb
o= ANTERBT, Ay y=m Al GBS TRCUD X 5 in—Hinid 2.

Ab, ye admonitions and warnings! why stay ye not when ye
come? But rather are ye predictions than warnings, ve shadows!
Yet not so much predictions from without, as verifications of the
foregoing things within, (My emphasis) (VI 165)

Wi oo “shadows” w230k LToFRE TR D, LHOBTHL
THRZLE0, LEZEFROL AR ODOEE/RARL TS5 L5 4 &
5,

COR S FRRY S E 2 FRHY, BRI E o LA nE
B, BRENIEORBETHE LRFTTER. ThEd, ThLod)
Wy R=V—VEALT 4 MEHoTiE, Ca—VxvpiHunisfHry
—# non-biblical natural typology * LUk 4T T\ 20 % I {TRL
TWaHERLD. TLT, £l o808/ He Y —hbi
WFFTEET 5 liberal typology #MEF NP0 nd, 20X 5w, 24
ARY—@xTFe - bR SR D, AL E Y 2w s, 191
DY R Y A LD TRzl o T E D S,

1R D 7 £ ) Z{ERER, BROERCITERNDFATLS L H R
A Lis, mdk il FETEFLRMERFS, 4457, 43 “some certain
significance lurks in all things, else all things are little worth.” (VI

430) £Bv, =~ Y Yl - LEBK “Particlar natural facts are symbols

of particular spiritual facts.” “Nature is the symbol of spirit.”$ t =
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Tro CO LB HRBC S HALEEEOEGNL, STLLS T AL
M bEEFRED TS, TT B LAEL Sk, Ha -V 2 ViE
DT FRC—LEA RO o TH A Bh TV BAEER & M OREE
EOiid Din oW CORME RS TWE EE 2D, BATEREHRD
BT, $gv . = b vo “[Nature was viewed as] a mappe and
shaddow of the spiritual estate of the soules of men.”® KBk, = b
v« = = “[There are] numberless lessons of Morality, which by
the Help of the Analogy between the Natural and Spiritual World. ..
we may learn from [the earthly objects].” ¥ X by, PP g+ ¥ ¥ - = V7 —
Z# “The wisdom of God in creation appears in his so ordering things
natural, that they livelily represent things divine and spiritual.”™® 752
DFEHIT 502 2 BB, BRYMORES L L. RA REECHOER
EAHRLEAHE L= ) ZFVOEMOS D NI EF LTSN, Thi
Rz, © ORMAFENEERF A A e 2 - O TRAREEO X 1 F e 2
—e7re Lo TLERER, CoRBMWEERY LT fEe v
—ORCEBHREFL EAFETE RIS G, d—Y —vh Ay
4 BT FD LA REEOF A A e St Ua, #0#e o —0EE
DRERL L THE LA R 7 5 ) A LERE SBNFRR L HE & 575

’37‘:&‘%“%50

E

= oqNERE, L99LFFLDR 27 RIS BBk RS CIThRie BARY 2 U A S e e ER S
CHETAMIFED Y VEST A (T AV ATEEC . — 0 & =R 4] BT,
WS LTREF LG DEMETEERE LI DTH L,
1 Nathaniel Hawthorne, “Egotism; or, the Bosom Serpent, Mosses from an
Old Manse, “The Centenary Edition” (Columbus, Ohio: Ohio State UP,
cl074), X,273. PTFh— v —vOfERrbOF B Dife L b, &Ik
B, BERRT.
9 Ursula Brumm, American Thought and Religious T'ypology (New Bruns-
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wick, N.J.: Rutgers UP, c1970), p. 116,

3 Cf. ibid., 6, “Jonathan Edwards and Ralph Waldo Emerson” (pp. 86-108),
¥ XU Karl Keller, “Alephs, Zahirs, and The Triumph of Ambiguity: Typo-
logy in Nineteenth-Century American Literature, ” in Earl Miner ed, Literary
Uses of Typology from the Late Middle Ages to the Present {Princeton,
N. I.: Princeton UP, cl1977}, pp. 274-314.

4 #EEr: Authorized Version, HAZEiz FTOSEEE) (1055) KXo Tlb,

5 The Vulgate k#5132 3REE L LT typos, figura, antitypos 224 -5\ T I2,
Philip Rollinson #%% U C\\3, (Classical Theories of Allegory and Chris-
tian Culture [Pittshurgh: Duquesne UP, 19817, p. 32.)

6 Cf. Robert Hallander, “Typology and Secular Literature. Some Medieval
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Synopsis

Metamorphosis of Typology in America
—The Background of Symbolism in Hawthorne and Melville—

Nobunao Maisuyama

This article is based on a paper presented to a symposium, “Puritanism

and American Literature, *

at the Annual Convention of the Japan
American Literature Society held on QOctober 27, 1991 at Ryukyu
University. It deals with a brief observation of the metamorphosis of
religious typology in America into secular literary symbolism as we find
in Hawthorne and Melville,

The typology as used by Paul in his letters (Rom. 5, 14, etc. ) was
to bridge the world of the Old Testament with that of the New Testa-
ment, It was later developed for the sake of Christian beliefs and as
a method of biblical exegesis. “Without typology,” it is said of Calvin,
“Calvin would not be Calvin.” As is expected from this, the American
Puritans made frequent use of typology, Samuel Mather, one of the
sons of Richard Mather and uncle of Cotton Mather, found a great interest
in typology and on his return to England published The Figures or
Types of the Old Testament in 1683; the “central formulation,” an
annoctation of this book runs, “of the subject, for its own times and
beyond.

The typology the Puritans loved to use was the “classical biblical
typology,” in which some person or some occurence in the Old Testament
is considered a type of Christ or something to come in the world of the
New Testament. However, the American Puritans often applied some
events described in the Old Testament to their own experience in the

colony. The Puritans® hard labors, for example, in planting the wilder-
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ness were compared to Jacob’s hardship mentioned in the Old Testament,
They even regarded themselves as the American Isragl, This analogical
relation is at the same time given expression in a variant form of
typology, as in Thomas Prince: “we, tho' in a lower degree, were the
particular antitypes of that primitive people.” This may be called a
“liberal biblical typology,” in which the antitype is not Christ or
anything connected with him in the New Testament, but the people of
the New England colony or their own experience.

When the Puritans referred to the relation between the natural world
and the spiritual world, they found an analogy in it and expressed the
analogucus relationship in typological terms: “Nature was viewed as]
a mappe and shaddow of the spiritual estate of the soules of men.”
This is another variant of typology, the type being removed from a
person or event in the Old Testament. This “non-biblical, natural
typology” hecomes very close te a metaphor when it is used in the
foliowing way: “Ravens... seem to be remarkable types of devils.”
Further removed from the classical biblical typology in which the time
scheme of the type and the antitype is distinctly maintained, this liberal
typology is neither biblical nor temporal, It rather deals with two items
as if they are in the relation of the tenor and the vehicle of a metaphor
or a symbol. And this seems to me the source of New England
literary symbolism.

In Hawthorne and Melvile we find oceasional uses of non-biblical,
temporal typology, attesting their knowledge and understanding of typo-
logy., In The Scarlet Leller, for example, Dimmesdale’s words of
confession are partially given in typological terms: “[Hester’s scarlet
letter] is but the shadow of what he bears on his own breast, and...
even this, his own red stigma, is no more than the type of what has
seared his inmost heart.” In MAdoby-Dick when rteference is made to the
sculptures of an ancient pagoda 1n India, typological phraseology is used:
“All the trades and pursuits ... were prefigured ages before any of them

actually came into being. No wonder then, that in some sort our
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neble profession of whaling should have been there shadowed forth.”
However, more often than these non-biblical, temporal typelogical
expressions did both novelists use non-biblical, a-temporal, liberal typo-
logies: such as “[ugly weeds] grew out of his heart, and typify some
hideous secret that was buried with him,” or “whiteness typifies the
majesty of justice in the ermine of the Judge.” In these liberal typologies
the biblical, temporal structure of classical typology is completely dis-
carded and typological terms can easily he replaced by the words of
metaphorical or symbolic expressions such as symbolize, stand for, or
imply, ete. In other words, Hawthorne and Melville’s literary symbalism
can be considered to have derived from the liberal typology, which is
a metamorphosed version of the classical typology which their ancestral

Puritans loved to use,



