http://www.macraelib.ibri.org/Notes.htm

p-

3.93-13

Perry, Ben Edwin, The pncient Romances (Univ. of Calif. Press) 1967

p. 12 -When-gll'#he:parfsvof*fhé4Iiterafy“6fsaﬁism'hsve*been accumnulated’ for— - -
tuitously in the tide of history - ‘for like attracts like - the idea which it' = ©°
embodies becomes apparent for the first ﬁima;=beiﬁgsthe.resﬁ1t‘of-tneﬁpfecess.
instead”of”its'causeﬁ Chalig [, &6, By Tge Loy .
It“is*uﬂiiﬁely;;cf'cburse]"théﬁjﬁnyone,would'ﬁéfehd”this“methcd“cf5inQuiry‘
consciously and’on ‘principle “in' the radical form in whidh"lfﬁave-sfaﬂed it: but
I find much of it ‘to be implicit, nevertheless,. in, what has been written about the
growth of literary forms, and IieyselffinFthe-past\hgve-offen been misled by it.
In the abseﬁce'éf.a-ﬁoéifive”£ﬁ¢7Wellsfeccénfzed theory 'as’to how literature"”
evolves, the familiar echceéﬁsiéf”Bioldgicﬁiiéjolﬁtionj“with ﬁIl’their*presfige
as sciéﬁ&é;jha?éiﬁbsed;iﬁtegtﬁe>f3cuumfgs it wereibY'défaﬁlﬁ};dnncticed:éhc'un_
chal1engeq;5§a that what ‘is’Conceded to ‘be-valid' in ‘the method of:thejbné~diecibline
is cften"thcughfie§91y“}ssumedifc“$Efso*in the other.. = '

Thé“anaidgy$of”bidlbgicai“b%élutibﬁ“is‘félseﬁand'misleading.1ﬁ=the reglm of

literary history, because i 1gnores the hnman will and' capaclty to create new forms
at freqﬁént(inﬁefvéié”in”fesﬁdnse”tc;iﬁs‘cwﬁ“spiritual’cr}ihfellectukalineédsgs
p. 331 _Footnote B
“° " Anyone’ who“thinks or'writes sbout the origins ‘of literary forms would
~do well to ponder carefully whst Wellek and Warren (pp. 267 £.) have to say
‘gbout the descent’ of 11terary genres on theé snalogy'of biological ‘evolution
. as represented by Brunetiere's theory. This is g subject to which I shall
" ‘return near the ‘end of this ‘chapter (p. 37) ‘in hhe critigue ‘of: ﬁudvikovsky's
theory of huw the Greek romance originated.

P 12 These needs wnich varry greatly w1th t1me place readers addressed and the

author‘s nersonality, broadly considered. may be eitner those of society as a whole
or a, large part of it. corresponding to imnortant phases cf its outlook and interests

or they ‘may be only those of an individual wrlter._. . v
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p. 13 In writing on. the history of the English novel no one wculd attempt to trace

Ll

a line of develoPment by successive stages of 1mitation or precedent running through
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all the sepgrate novels from Richardscn to Joyce because - and perhaps only because -

-J

too many of the varieties would be seen at once. to be simultaneous in apnearance,

or eccentric, or reverse in their tendency, with the result that the supposed line
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