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PREFACE 

American inte l lectua l history, the object of in­

oreasing attention among historians, has been the subject 

of both i nterest and skepticism. It has been marked by 

great enthusiasm and contusion. The conventional waLLs of 

the "ol d" history were broken through and the freedom was 

exhilarating . The field was new, big , and ohaLLengi • 

., 

Profess iona l historians and students , especia l ly during the 

soore of years sinoe 1940, have given an ever- increasing 

share of attention to exploring int e llectua l development . 

Thomas Coohran ' s observation in 1949 that "perhaps the out­

s t anding cumulat1ve achievement of the l as t deoade has been 

the historian ' s 1nvasion of the f i e ld, " l and Charles Bar­

ker ' s comment that 80cial and _int e LLeotua l history "out­

does all other fie l ds ; it attraot s young men; it leads to 

the highest pl acesn2 point to the int er est whioh the new 

area has received . 

Vas t possibilities have been r ecognized and the in­

terest does not wane . The fie l d f l ourishes today but "in-

lThomas o. Cochran, "A Decade of American Histories," 
fennsilvania Mat aZine of Hi story and Biogr aphy, LXXIII 
(Apr1 , 1949), 52. 

2C harLes Al bro Barker, "Needs and Opportunities in 
American SoCial and Inte LLectual His tory, " facUia His­
torica l Re view, XX (February, 1951), 4. 
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teltectual history wears a troubled air. "3 There have not 

been great, noisy quarrels in the fie ld, but polite and 

leisurely criticism and bickerings have come forth . Aims 

and methods in the fie l d have never been agreed upon. Per­

haps the trouble Ues in the early, rather easy acceptance 

of inte llectual history by the protession. It ther e had 

been more ot a struggle to make it respectable, aims and 

methods would have been more clearl y set forth . One writer 

has stated as a characteristic of intellectual history its 

unorganized condltion. 4 Whatever its condition, as it 

stands t oday, there are differences in point of view among 

the practitioners. 

Despite the sIzeable body of work which has been 

produced, a malaise persists . This 't troubled air" should 

not be t ake n as an omen but rather as a heartening sign that 

the field 1s fresh and viab l e . Inte llectual historians 

themse lves lee the need for a clarification of their aims, 

methods, and soope. 

The aim ot this thesis is to attempt to synthesize 

the various views of contributors to history journals on 

the properties, problems, and possibilities in the field . 

Many ot the basiC problems in the writIng ot intellectual 

history reftain unsolved . Mer l e Curti has said that in the 

3R . Richard Wohl, "InteLLectua l History: An His­
torian ' s View,1\ The Historian, XVI (Autumn, 1953), 62. 

4Barker, Pacific Historica l ReView, XX, 2 . 



tv 

solving of these prob le~a too few are doing basic work . 5 

The pu.rpose of th1e work 1s not to pres'WIle to solve these 

problems , but to point oat the varying ideas on these prob­

lems which have Dec'n presented in per1odlcal$ and a tetl 

related works by intellectual. historians and others inter­

estoQ in the i ,tald . 

The W!'lter wbhes to express her gratitude to hell" 

Superior , Reverend Mother 1>1 . Agna, and her Oommunity , th 

FPanoi,scan Slstel's 01' Christian Charity of Man!tO'i'TEtO, W1s. 

cons in, tor the opportunity to pursue higher studies at 

Marquette University_ S1ncere gratItude 18 likewise ex­

pressed to Dr . Wl1.11alll D. Mi l lel" £01' suggesting and 

direoting the work, and to R~v.l'end PauL Prucha, S . J., 

and Dr . Robert W. Reiohert for their reading and helpful 

crItIcism ot the manusoript . 

SC lted in Cochran, Pennsl_l vania Magazine of Hlstorl 
and Bl95r aehy, LXXIII , 15.3 . 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION: THE ORIGIN AND DEVELOPMENT 

OF INTELLECTUAL HISTORY 

l 

The field ot American inte llect ual history is Com­

paratively new. An article written in 1951 stated: "Ameri­

can Intellectual History, as a teaching and training effort 

within our guild, is less than twenty years old . "l The 

break from the "old style" of history which marked the be­

ginning of the new tield reaches back about thirty years 

more. 

Scientific developments trom their modern beginnings 

in the sixteenth century and the rationa l ist ideas 01' the 

eighteenth century combined with the restlessness and frus ­

trations ot the modern wor l d, _have helped tc brIng forth 

tempests in historIography whioh have resulted in the rise 

of intellectual history . The methods 01' scienCe were taken 

over by h1storians in an ettort to impart truth in a com­

pletely objeotive manner . Rationalist i deas were accepted, 

and Rlen began to look to t he aotot thinking tor the key to 

the course of historica l events. His torIcal wrIting was 

marked ly influenced. 

Nineteenth century history is descr ibed by the word 

lSarker, Paoitic Historica l Review, XX, 2 . 
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"scientU'ic . " Historianl!l were impressed , as near Ly everyone 

in the nineteenth century was, with the methods of the natu-

" ral sc iences . Leopol d von Ranke adopted the rigid applica­

tion of the scient i fic method to history in order that his­

tory might describe things a8 they reaLly happened . Induc­

tion was important . Direct appea L to facts wouLd give what 

really happened. Von Ranke i nvented t he historical seminar 

in order that first - hand inves tigation of source materia l s 

could be carried on under professiona l supervision. The 

investigation t ook p l ace, and results were recorded . Reigns, 

terms of office, Laws, aggressions , oppressions , surrenders , 

oompromises, and t rea ties were carefully written down. Si m­

ple authentic ity was the aim. 

,This type of factua L, " sc ientific" history reached 

America through her s oholars who studied in German universi­

ties . Some of them took courses under Von Ranke himself . 

Seminars in the United States were f ashioned after the German 

antecedent and the work produced was of the same s tyle. 

Ideats of stark objectivity were clung to . The power of' 

ideas in history was looked up on with suspic ion. Hister ians 

laoked interpretive methods and thus, as John Higham state,s 

in the American His torical Review, they "were i ncLined to 

ignore the problem ot intellectual influenoes and the whole 

field of inte llec tual stud i es as we ll . Instead , they aon­

centrated on the general tende.nc y oi: patriots to oe lebrate 

Amerioa ' s political herItage above all else . ,'2 

2John Hi gham, "The RIse~:t' Amerioan Inte lleotua l His­
t ory," Amerioan Historical Review, LVI (April, 1951) , 457. 
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Not only did they ignore intel lectual history, but 

they dis trusted it as a pit of subject ivity. They shunned 

history which needed lnterpretation. A chronology of ex-

ternal events was sater to them than entrance into streams 

of thought . 

As early as l855, Walt Whitman is said to have 

issued a Declaration of Independence for th0 tradit i onal 

Amerioan political historian. It was in that year that his 

first edit10n of Leaves ot Grass appeared . In the pretace 

he asked that the genius of America send torth those who 

would proclaim the spirit of America . The country was u­

nique and needed a dIfferent type ot interpretation. 3 This 

call was to be answered in the "new hIstory . " 

Several Americans blazed the trail of intel l ectual 

history in the third quarter ot the nineteenth century. 

" 

Their themes were European as was nearly al l of the American 

output until t he Firs t World War . John W. Draper wa! the 

first and the most speculative~ His work, Hlstorl ot the 

Intellectual Development of Europe ( l876), proved the inter­

est ot the pub l ic in such history. Robinson pointed out that 

the work "enjoyed a reputation far exceeding its merlts . "4 

30 lted in Roy Nichols, "A Political Historian Looks 
at Socia 1 History," Approaches to American SOCial History, 
ed . Wi l liam Lingelbach {New Yorks Appleton Century, 1937 , 
pp. l7- l8 . 
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In his artio l e , "The Rise of Amerioan Intel l eotual 

History," John Ifigham traoes some of the ear ly developments . 

in t he field of intelleotual history in Amerioa . Draper 

was fo llowed by Andrew D. White, who surveyed the clash of 

theology and soience in A History of t he Wartare ot Science 

and Theology in Ohristendom (l896), and Henry 0 . Lea , who 

treated ohuroh insti t ut ions and ideas .5 These men did not 

sucoeed in stirring turther interest in inte Lleotual history , 

nor did they t urn to the study ot Amer ican t hought . 

The American past seemed unable to inspire hi storians 

ot ideas . Its intelleotual aohievement seemed insignitioant 

oompar ed with pol itioal , sooia L, and eoonomio interests . 

Henry Osborn Taylor made the observation "that Amerioan 

oivilization was too praotioal and unlovely to warrant at­

tention. ,,6 So it seemed tor a tew years to oome . 

Moses , Ooit Tyl er and Edward Egg l eston oame the 

olosest to wri ting Amer ioan intelleotual history in the nine­

teenth century. Tyler was dis turbed over oonditions whioh 

threatened American sooiety during the Gi lded Age . Guided 

by the conviction "that by studying Amerioa ' s mind and spirit 

he could illuminate its whole histori oa l development,n7 and 

"driven by a sense of patriotic dedioation and upheLd by 

oonfidence in t he signifioanoe ot ideas ," Tyler launChed out 

5Hi gham, Amer ioan Historioal Review, LVI , 454. 

6Ibid ., 455 . -
7This and the other quotations in this sentence are 

taken tr om the artiole by John Hi gham, ~. , 456. 



5 

in his work "to r eassert the torce of national ideals . " 

The work was largely biographical and centered on the lite 

and work of literary f'igures . Early American writings were 

chosen to show the conditions and conoeptions typical of 

their time . He omitted the usual literary oriticism and 

attempted to poi nt out the influence of' i deas in American 

history . Yet his work is literary rather than intellec­

tual history. He succeeded in providing a usef'ul and at 

the same time scholarly recapitulation of phases of Ameri­

can intellectual development but did not achieve his aim 

of' reveal ing t he mind and spirit of the American people . 

Edward Egg l eston touohed on American ideas through 

another avenue . He was a pioneer soclal historian. In his 

last book in 1901, he stressed popular be l iefs in colonial 

times . 8 

Both Tyler and Egg l eston were sel f - trained SCholars . 

Neither was a historian, but both regarded American thought 

as something worth writing about and having historical sig­

nificance . They lived at a time when history had passed 

into handa of professionals with very different ideas of' 

what was significant and their work was not highly Influ­

entiat . 9 

The late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries 

in America were periods of revolutionary changes i n many 

8Ib1d . , 457. -
9These are t he views of' John Hi gham. 
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ways . Van Wyck Brooks observed that it was an age of 

"news . "lO There were "news" in thought and action. There 

was the "new psyohology," the "new education," the "new 

phi l osophy," the "new eoonomics," and the "new jurispru­

dence . " History, too, had its "new. " 

The prominent ideas of the day, evolution and prag­

Rlatism, played their part in the rise of the "new history. " 

SOCiety beoame looked upon as apart from and directing the 

state . Thus the polItical view of history lost rank . The 

pragmatio idea to use his tor y to shape a more perfect so­

ciety grew. The presuppositions of the scientific histo­

rians were challenged both in Europe and America . James 

Harvey Robins on l ed the way In America . 

, Robinson spent his lifetime battling against con­

ventional hiStory. Trained both in the United states and 

in Germany in the methods of nineteenth century historiog­

raphy, he was dissatisfied with the exc l usive emphaSis on 
-

politIcal, constitutional, and military history. In an 

essay, "The New History," pr inted in 1900 and cont ained in 

his previously mentioned oollection of essays, Robinson 

stated that historians in selecting material for history 

"appear to be the victims 01' tradition in dealing with the 

pastil, that historians showed little appreC i ation 01' the 

vast resources troRl which t hey could draw, and fo llowed 

10Quoted in Morton G. White, Social ThO~ht in 
Amer ica . The Revclt Against Formalism (New Yor: The 
Viking Press, 1952), p . 47. 

., 



generally "an establ1shed routine" in their selections . ll 

He continued: 

When we consider the vast range of human interests, 
our histories furni sh us with 8. sad l y inadequate 
and misleading review of the past , and it might 
almost seem. as if historians had joined in a con­
spiracy to foster a narrow and re latively unedi­
fying conception of the tru e scope and intent of 
histor1cal study. l2 

He vaguely pointed out what could be done : 

The title of this little volume [The New History] 
has been ohosen with the view of emplias1zing the 
fact that history should not be r egarded as a 
stationary subject which can on l y pr ogress by re. 
fining its methods and accumulating; criticizing, 
and assimilat1ng new materia l, but that it is 
bound to a l ter its ideals and aim.s ••• and that 
it should ult ima t e l y p lay an infin1tely more im­
portant role i n our intellectual lite t han it has 
hitherto done . l 3 

7 

..( 

Robinson was n ot the firs t to speak out in oriticism 

of the ol d and in formul ating t he new, but he was t he spokes­

man for a group . In classes, in lectures, and through the 

press he spread his i deas . In an article in the American 

IUstorical Review, J ohn Higham says t hat Robinson "did ./nore 

than anyone else in history to promote the study of i nte l ­

leotual history. "l4 

In 1904 Robins on began teaohing at Oolumbia University 

the famous oourse, ItThe History of the Intellectual Class in 

llRoblnson, "The New History , " The New His tory, p . 
2 . Portions of this essay appeared 1n the periodical In-
ternationa l Mont h ly t or July, 1900 . -

12Ibid ., 2- 3 l3Ib1d ., 25 . - -
14Hi gham, American Historical Review, LVI , 458. 
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Europe. n15 This course was instrumental in inspiring some 

of his students to set out on 8 study of intellectual his­

tory. An artiole in the Journal of Modern History states 

that tynn Thorndike, Carlton J . Hayes , and J . Salwyn Schapiro 

were among the soholars who studied under him. 16 James T. 

Shotwell and Preserved Smith can be added to this list . 

Not only was his influence diffused through his 

olasses but also through his widely used texts . His high 

school and oollege texts stressed the intelleotual and 

social trends of an age and had more popular appeal t han 

the old style political chronioles . 

His publication of essays, The New History (1912), 

is a source of his ideas. His prefaoe stated that the es­

says "8'11 illustrate, each in its particular way, the con­

ception of ' the new history. , n11 

His crusade for a new history led him to recruit 

allles among his colleagues. Charles A. Beard collabo­

rated with him in the writing of the text, The Development 

of Modern Europe ( 1901. 1908) . Their aim was to pay more 

attention to reoent history, "to enable the reader to 

catch up with his own times; to read intell igently th 

15The syllabus for this course was published in 1919 
under the title "An Outline of the History of the European 
Hind . 1t 

16Frankl1n Baumer, "Intellectua l History and Its 
Problems, fl Journal of Modern History, XXI (September, 1949), 
191 . 

11Roblnson, The New History, p . v. 



foreign news in the morning paper • • n18 
• They also 

stated that they "ventured to devote II'lUch less space to 

purely political and military events" l9 and treated 

generously economio matters, internal reforms, and even 

the general advance of science. 

9 

Interest was stirred, but results were not rapidly 

forthcoming . Social and economio studies were more prom­

inent and were, perhaps, a necessary pre l1minary to stud­

ies in the r ealm of ideas. Such stUdies have their !ntel-

tactual aspeots. These tields were exciting and were pay­

ing off well. Intellectual history itself remained in 

abeyance tor some time . 

Perhaps the reason for the slow start in the field 

was that few professional historians had the skills need.ed 

to deal with it. They were so imbued with "soientific" 

training and its attention on concrete tacts that their 

ability to handle ideas, opinions, or values was undeveloped.20 

Meanwhile, a tew scholars trom -the fields of literature and 

philosophy, fields in which judgments ot values are neces­

sary, plunged into intellectual history and helped to point 

out its potentialities . 

Among the more noteworthy attempts 01' this kind were 

19Thid., 258 . -
20Higbam, American HistoricaL Review, LVI. 459. 
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Main Currents in American Thought (1927, 1930) by Vernon 

L. Parr ing t on, a professor of English; America and French 

Culture (1927) by the literary scholar Howard Mumford 

Jones; and The Pur!tan Mind (1930) by Herbert SchneIder, a 

ph1losopher . Each had its deficienoies and limitations, 

but such gropings along with the cultural consoiousness of 

the 1920 ' s were important IncentIves . 

The f i rst important contribution in the field by a 

historian was Carl Becker ' s Declaration of Independence. 

A study in the History of PolItical Ideas which made its 

appearance in 1922. 

An article in the AlI1eric.an Mercury in 1925 written 

by Harry Barnes pointed to the opening of fields In the 

new history. He stated: tlA systematic Klove to break with 

the old and deve lop a new more vital and reaU.stic histopy 

is underway.,,21 The author prophesied that an enormous 

reVolution would come in subject matter and in the teaching 

and wrItIng of history. 

Charles Barker, in an artIcle in the Pacit'ic Histo­

rleal Review, said that the fiel.d of "social and intellec­

tual history of the United States was occupied as a field 

for teaching and field - conscious investigation and writIng 

as early as the 1920 . s."22 The courses given at Oolumbia 

by Rob inson and his oolleagues, as wel l as Schlesinger ' s 

21Harry Elmer Barnes, "New History," American Mer ­
oury V (May, 1925), 68 . 

22Barker, Pac&fic Historical Review, XX, 2 . 

... 



Harvard CQurse in sooial and intellectual history, re­

leased much energy in the new direction . 

A signifioant faotor in the f ield was the 1926 

11 

meeting of the American Historical Assooiation. The first 

session on intelleotual history was he ld during this Illeet-

1ng. 23 

The year 1921 is considered a milestone date as far 

as published work in intelleotual history is ooncerned . 

According to John Higham ' s article which was just referred 

to , in this year were published Charles and Mary Beard ' s 

Rise of American Civil1zation with its suggestive chapters 

on phases of soc ial and intellectua l history and the first 

four volumes of The History of American tife series ed i ted 

by Arthur M. Schlesinger and D1xon Ryan Fox, both s t udents 

of James Harvey Rob1ns on at Col umb ia. These were s tarts 

by professional. historians . They were really examples of a 

broadened social history. Intelleotual development was 

woven into the work but was treated yet in a separate way 

from the rest of the story. 

23Hi gham, American Historical Review, tVI , 463 . It 
is interesting to note that In the 1926 Issue of the Ameri­
can Hhtorical Review which reported this meeting and in 
whioh the pres1dential address of Char les M. Andrews was 
published dealing with. the mental attitudes and oonviotions 
largely relponsible for the American Re volution, an address 
whioh can be cons idered intelleotual history, a book review 
appeared of T e New Histor and the Soclal Studies (1925 ) 
by Harry Elmer arnes . . e er ok • eggar , e reviewer, 
Said: "His [pl'. H. E. Barnes] writings have been mar ked 
t hroughout by disapprobation of the acoepted f orms of pro~ 
cedure in the f ield. It may, therefore, be of intel"est 

" 

to examine the present volMe with a viev to determining the 
source of the anti- historica l polemic of one of t he younger 
generation of college teachers . 1f 



By the middle 19.30 ' s the pro1'~ssion in general 
was apparently proceeding on the theory that in­
terpretation, synthesis, and appUcation were 
legitimate functions of the historian so long 
as he adhered to the relevant requirements of 
the scientific method in arri~~ng at his con­
clusions and generalizations . 4 

12 

'.Chis blended the old scientitic history and the new 

.i 

history. The adjustment was not yet complete nor universal­

ly accepted. Praotice and experience were needed . 

There was some agitation tor more researoh in the 

fie Ids 01' social and intelleotual history. Their interde­

pendenoe was noted, but there was a demand for separate 

inquiry into intellectual his tory . There was some rather 

polite sc ofting among the tradltionals , but the movement 

was making progress. 25 

Franklin Baumer, in an article in the Journal 01' 

Modern History, considel~S 1940 another milestone date . 26 

In this year the Journal of the Historl. of Ideas was founded . 

Its purpose was stated in one ot the ear l y issues: 

to toster studies whioh will emphasize the inter­
re l ations ot several fields 01' historical study-­
the history of philosophy, 01' literature and arts, 
01' the natural and social soience's, 01' religion, 
and 01' political and SOCial movements; to attord 
8 medium tor the publicatIon ot researches which 
are likely to be 01' cOlllJTlon interest to students 
in difterent fields ; to bring them together 
periodically or make available such studies; and 
to promote greater collaboration among scholars 

24wl111am O. Binkley, "Two Wor ld Wars and American 
Histor1cal Scholarship," Mississi12p1 V.Hey H1storica l 
Review, XXXII (June, 1946), 12. 

25H1gham, American Historical Review, LVI, 464 . 

26Baumer, Journal 01' Modern History, 191. 
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in all the provinces of intelleotual history.27 

The entire decade of the 1940 ' s yielded an encour­

aging group of works in intellectual history. Some were by 

historians . The works of non- historians continued. Thomas 

Cochran ' a observation 1s worth repeating . 

Perhaps the outstanding cumulative work of the last 
decade [1939- l94~ has been the histor1an ' s inva­
sion of the field of American inte lleotual history, 
heretofore inadequately exploited by philosophers 
and professional men. 2a 

Leading the way were Merle Curti and Ralph Gabriel . 

Curti ' s Growth of American Tho}!8ht (1943) was the first 

broad approach. It was an "effort to synthesize the whole 

range of printed ideas and their sociologica l setting . "29 

Ourti ' s approach was centered on the stream of thought 

less than upon the individual. A broad use of sources 

from dime novels to metaphysics gave a broad scope to the 

work. 30 It is the lIlost cOlllPrehenslve intellectual his tory 

yet written. 

Less all- embracing was the synthesis of Ralph Ga­

briel, The Oourse of American Democratic Thought: An Intel­

lectual History Since 1815 (1940). According to Edwar d 

Saveth, just noted, Ralph Gabriel was more intent on 

27Journal of the History of Ideas, I (April , 1940), 
Title Page . 

28Thomas O. Oochran, PennsyLvania Magazine of His ­
tory and Biography, LXXIII, l52 . 

29Ibid • .......... 
30Edward 

American History and 
Brown and Oompany, 
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centering on epocH'ic aspects of.' our intellectual history 

which he held to be central to the development of the 

American democrat ic faith. 

other notable works of the decade were Puritanism 

and Democracy (1944) and Oharacteristically American (1949) 

by the philosopher, Ralph Barton Perry; and the works of 

his colleagues, The New EngLand Mind: The Seventeenth Oen­

tury (1939) by Perry Mi ller, History of American Phllosophl 

(1946) by Herbert Schneider, and Social ThOught in America : 

The Revolt Agains t Formalism ( 1948) by Morton G. White . 

Another noteworthy work was Art and Lite in America ( L949) 

by Ol iver Larkin. The literary schotars , Spiller, Thorp , 

Johnson, and Canby pubUshed a Literary History of the 

United states (t948) and Francis O. Matthiessen Th~ Amerl­

can Rena issance ( t941). The economist , Joseph Dortman ' s 

The ~conomic Mind i n American Oivilization ( 1946- 1949) is 

aLso a contribution to the field . 

In addition there were speciaLized works inspired 

by contao t with the leaders of intellectual history. Ex­

amples of these were Richard Hof.'stadter ' s Social Darwinism 

1n American ThOught (1945) and other Oolumbia University 

Studies , Arthur Ekiroh ' s The Idea Qf 1'r08re88 ( 1944) , and 

Clement Eaton ' s Freedom of Thought in the Old South ( 1940) . 

These are a few of the more important works of the decade . 

.. 

Mer l e Curti sUll1med up the efforts in a note to Thomas 

Cochran : "There has , 1n brief, been !l'l.Uch stirring and 

productivit y, but the basic methodologIcal problems rell1ain 

lar gely to be soLved, and on these, I think, too few are 
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doing basic work. "31 Coohran continued : 

The work of the last deoade [1939-1949] represents, 
let us hope, what will someday be regarded 8ill1- .i 

ply as the pioneer or groping stage of Amerioan 
inte llectual hlstory. 32 

Another artiole stated: "In 1950 , intellectual history 

was still seeking ooherence, still eluding confinement."33 

Since 1950 the field has drawn more and more sCholars . 

A few of the more recent wcrks in the fie Ld are The American 

Mind (1950) by Henry Steele Commager; Rende~vous with Des --
tiny (1953) by Eric F . Goldman, The Ag.e of Reform; fro!!! 

Bryan to F. D. R. (1955) by Riohard Hofstadter : Amerioan 

Minds : A HIstory of Ideas (1958) by Stow Persons . 

Perhaps the greatest outlet at present, which 1s 

likewise a spur to researoh act i v1t y i n the f .ie ld, are 

periodioals which have opened themsel ves up as channels for 

publication of soholarl y studies 1n inte l lectual h1story.34 

Some histor ical journals publish such art i cles today . Jour­

nals of other subj eots also cu_t across departmental lines 

and include s t udies in i ntelleotual hi story . 

As will be pointed out in a later ohapter , more 

intellectua l h1story oourses are be1ng offered 1n col leges 

and uniVersi ties . These classes haVe been growing during 

the years . Lists of doctoral dissertat10ns show big hopes . 

31Cochran , Pennsylvania Magaz ine of History and 
Biography, LXXIII, 1>3 . 

j2Ib1d • -
33Hlgham, Amer1c$n Historica l Rev1ew, LVI , 453 . 

34Ibid ., 464. -



The fie l d of history may be passing int o new hands--the 

hands of those who see the challenge and opportunities 

in what may stitl be called the "new hl story. fI 

16 



C RAPTER II 

THE NA'l'URE AND SC OPE OF 

INTELLECTUAL HISTORY 

17 

Articles and lectures on the nature of intellec­

tual histor,y suggest an interesting but not conclusive ef­

fect on readers and listeners . Usually sprinkled somewhere 

1n the per10dical articles studied come express10ns which 

create inter est be'Cause the tield 1s new, suspicion be­

cause it i8 d1tterent , challenge because it is difficult, 

contusion because it is .so vague. A few such passages will 

indioate the pOint . "Inte lLectual hiStory, of course, 1s 

a vastly complicated subject."l Intellectual history "out­

does all other fields • • • ; it leads to the highest pla­

ces . "2 ttThe basic methodological problems remain largely 

.i 

to be solved."3 ttIn 1950, intellectual history was ati II 

seeking coherence, still eluding confinement. "4 "Intel­

lectual history is marked by "the bless1ngs of effervescence 

lLou1s B. Wright , uIntellectua l History and the 
Colonia l South," William and Marl QUarterly, XVI (Apr11, 
1959) , 215. 

2Barker, Pacific H1etoriealRev1ew; XX, 4 . 

3Cochran, Pennsylvania Magazine of History and Biog­
raphy, LXXIII; 153. 

4Higham, American Hist orieal Review, LVI, 453 . 
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and the ourse of oonfusion. "5 Lectures, with their tenden­

cy toward informality, produoe other suoh side remarks . 
" 

These remarks and the products of intelleotual history point 

to the interest in the field but also to the need for olari­

fication . 

History journa ls point out that intelleotua l history 

dIffers 1'1"0111 other kinds of hIstory just beoause 1t hal its 

own dis tinotive subject matter. It deals with the activi­

ties ot JIUln's mind. It is oonoerned with thought. The 

subjeot matter ot the field is the one point upon whioh 

those who oall themselves "intellectual historlans ll agree. 

Artioles snow that there are a tew widely varying 

oonoepts of what inte lleotual. history is. This is due to 

the very wide or narrow interpretations Whioh the term 

"inte llectual. history" may have. In it. widest form one 

wr1 ter .said : 

Hist ory of this sort obviously deals with the 
thoughts and emotions ot mon--with reasoned 
argument and with passionate outburst allke. The 
whole range of hUJllan expression--as revea l ed In 
writing , speeoh, praotioe, and tradltion--fa Lls 
within its orbit. Indeed every declaration 01' 
mankind more expLioit than abestial cry may in 
some senae be considered the subject matter of 
intellectual history. 6 

This PQssibil1ty of vaatness is r .esponslble tor most 

01' the varIation in the tieLd whioh comes from vagueness con-

5J·ohn Higham, "InteLlectual History and Its Neighbors, n 
Journal 01' the History of Ideas, XV (June, L954), 339. 

6H. Stuart Hughes, Consciousness and Sooiety (New 
York : Alfred A. Knopf . 1958), p. 3. 
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cerning the aim and scope. This trouble is indicated in an 

article which quotes an instructor as saying: "Those teach­

ing intellectual hlstory should decide whether their chief 

interest should be ' the history of the intellectuals ' or 

' the history Gf the popular m.ass mind , I and whether they 

should study the relationship between the two, if any.n7 

This statement points out t wo of the more extreme views of 

inte llectual history and the prob lem of relation of ideas . 

One approach, which writers call by dIfferent names, 

may be saId to be the inner approach , or as some prefer t o 

put it , the intellectual approach or the "aristocratic 

sohool . It The aim Is, primarily, to trace the development of 

ideas, to relate thought to thought , to show the inner 

affinities and the structure of ideas . Arthur O. Lovejoy , 

in the Journal of the Ristor! of Ideas, states this idea 

when he says intellectual history is an "analytical and 

orit ica l inquiry into the nature, gene sis, development, 

diffusion, interplay and effects of Ideas which the genera­

tion of men have cherished, quarreled over, and apparently 

been moved by. 1I 8 It 18 pointed out by John Higham, another 

contributor to this Journal, that this ten dency is directed 

away from relating ideas to a context of events by noting 

their manifestations or results toward stud11ng ideas for 

7Henry L. Swint, "Trends in the Teachins of Soclal 
and Intel leotua l History," Sooial StudieD, XLVI (November, 
1955) , 246. 

8Arthur O. Lovejoy, "Ref lections on the History of 
Ideas , " Journal of the History of Ideas , I (January, 1940), 
8. 
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the sake ot ideas--an attempt to ~systematize the context 

ot ideas . "9 .such an approach seems, perhaps, to merit the 

title his tory ot philosophy rather than inte llectual his­

tory . It varies trom a history ot philosophy in that it 

does not give a full and round picture ot the various 

philosophers or ideas, but rather traces, by selecting 

relevant points, the development of ideas. TheIr main 

energies are often directed toward "tracIng t he genealogy 

ot individual ideas (or idea-cornp~xes): their common 

resort i8 to take one ot the traditional ' bIg worda ' like 

nature or evolution and to track down its shiftings and 

connotations through time . "tO This type of approach is 

usually designated by the term history ot ideas, but the 
,. 

title intellectual history is used interchangeably in many 

of the articles dealing w.l. th this type of work . 

.. 

The other extreme approach is the. t which has been 

expounded by Crane Brinton in a rather l engthy introduction 

to his book Ideas and Men. ll John Higham points this school 

out as having an external approach. l2 R. Wohl terms it 

the "plebeian sehool . "13 Professor Brinton says that the 

job of the intellectual historian is interest "in ideas 

341. 
9J ohn Higham, Journal of the History of Ideas, XV, 

LOR . Richard Wohl , ~Intel lectual History: An His ­
torian ' s View, " The H18torian, XVI (Autumn, 1953), 63- 64 . 

llCrane Brinton, Ideas and Men : The stort of West­
ern Thought (New York: Prentice- Hill, Inc., 1950 , pp . 3- 28 . 

12Higham, Journal of the History of Ideas, XV, .341 . 

13Wohl, The Historian, XVI, 64. 
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wherever he finds them, in wild ideas as well as sensible 

ideas, in refined speculation and in common prejudices."L4 

He w111 not deal only with abstract ideas but will treat 

abstraot ideas as they "filter into the heads and hearts of 

ordinary men and women. ,,15 Brinton ' s interest is in the 

masses--"in what they believed to be right and wrong, in 

what they hoped for in this world and the next,"l6_- their 

answers to the "Big Questions . n He believes that many so­

oial historians are "in a sense, intellectual historians , 

focusing on what went on in the heart and head 01' the man 

in the street . ul7 

Tending toward the same extreme is a statement by 

John Hlghama "Intellectual history is unUmited in 

" 

soope . ' •• It deals with all sorts or thought. l
•
l8 He con­

tinues with the idea that intellectual h1story may consider 

the attitudes of Simp l e people as well as systematized 

knowledge . It can inc lude Little Orphan Annie and Adam Smith. 

This doesn ' t mAan being absorbed in the trivial, but the 

writer fee l s that in studying the bold contours, ideas , 

whother fr om comics or philosophers, may be studied . 19 

Two other approaches whioh are modifications or the 

more extreme views have a comlllon bond of agreement but then 

14Brlnton, Ideas and Men, 7 . 

15Ibld. t6Ibld . , 9. - -
17Ibid. -
18Higham, JO'l.U'nal of the History ot Ideas , XV , 340 . 

19Ibld . , 340- 341 . -
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branch ott, one to the "aristocratic school" and the other 

to the "p l ebeian school . rt These concern themselves with 

the intellectual climate or the trend ot tundamental con-

cepts and attitudes that pervade the country during a par­

tIcular era . This is sometimes expressed by the German 

term Weltansohauung, which, taken literally, means a world­

view or, more widely, a philosophy explaining the purpose 

ot the world as a whole . The fundaMental concepts whieh 

form the basis tor this study are generally those things 

which make up a philosophy of life , the view toward God, 

nature and Man--his nature, his purpose and his end . The 

concern is not ot particular philosophies, ideologies, or 

theories but the general patterns--" the general conceptions 

of nature which informed men ' s thinking • •• in a given 

era . tl20 SOCiety takes the shape o:f these ideas and gears 

itself toward those things which will conform to the gener­

al thought patterns ot the age . DurIng various periods ot 

years these patterns change as does society in its efforts 

to realize them. The t ask ot the intellectual historian 

" 

as viewed by advocates o:f this approach is to delineate the 

intellectual climate through a study o:f the predominant 

views o:f a period, to integrate this with the characteristic 

factor s in society during the period , and to exp l ain the 

changes that take place i n the t hought patterna. 21 

20John C. Greene , "Objectives and Methods in Inte l ­
lectua l History, " Miss issippi Valley Historical Review, 
XLIV (June , 1957), 60 . 

21~. , 59; 67 . 
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Where those who uphold the above idea about intel­

leotual history disagree is on the pOint of what to study 

to asoertain the intelleotual olimate . Several men who 

represent the two different viewpoints are here quoted. 

Franklin Baumer tends toward the "plebeian" ap-

proach. He says that discovery of this c Urnate is not eas y. 

If it were merely a questIon of pegging the thought 
of a few great thInkers, the task would be fairly 
silllPle . But intellectual history is the history or 
the whole intellectual claS8 • • . 22 

In a footnote he explains what he considers the 

intellectual clas8 to be . He says they are: 

those persons who do not merely fee l or will or 
act but who pause to think and ref leo t about the 
prob lems of the world they live in. More often 
than not, an intellectual is silllPly a person who 
holds informed and intelligent opinions and who 
has' had some, though not necessarily a great 
deal of, mental traini~. By t his definition 
the "intellectual class would include not only 
the professional and original thinkers, not only 
the professional philosophers, scientists, the­
ologians, and scholars in genera l, but also 
creative men and artists, the popularizers, and 
the intelligent reading pu?lic . 23 

In other words , he teels that the intellectual 

climate cannot be delineated by studying the great books, 

but the intellectual historian must de lve into " ' tracts 

for the times' (pamphlets, manifestoes , ,apeeches, and 

sermons ), novels (both good and bad) , essays, l etters, 

private ref l ections, etc . "24 It embraces "popular litera­

ture of all sort •• "25 Baumer doea not go t o the extreme 

22Baumer , Journal of Modern Historx, XXI, 192. 

2.3Ibid. 24Ibld. - -
5Ibld., 19l . -
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interest in the "masses" but has stretched the scope by 

widening a definition of the intellectual class. 
., 

Supporting this view is Mer le CurtI ' s idea that 

"American intellectual history must go beyond a study of the 

Ideas of the intelligentsia. • • • This concept has Led 

him to search • • • fresh types 0:£ source material like 

dime nove ls and obscure sermons and Fourth of July ora­

tions. 1l26 

The other approach which is concerned with the in­

tellectual olimate tends toward the aristocratic school. 

The study is of what R. Wohl, writing in The Historian, 

calls the ftaecredited intellectuals" whom he descr1bes as 

follows: 

•• , • lIten of education and tra1ning who pursued 
their reflections within a tradition of formal 
discourse, often in clearly discernible styles; 
and who were regarded, by conte~oraries or 
posterity, as serious thlnkers . 27 

Preserved Smith says that the "mentality of a given 

epoch1t28 is partly conditioned - "by the climate of the in­

telleotual atmosphere in whIch 1t lives . This intel lectual 

atmosphere is the world- View held by the dominant classes.,,29 

He believes the intellectuaL historian must study the thought 

26James Harvey Young, Review of probi~OUr Paat by 
Merle Curti , The Journal of Southern History, I (August, 
1.9.5.5), 390- 391. 

21WohL, The Historian, XVI , 63 . 

28Preserved Smith, A Hlstorf of Modern Culture (New 
York: Henry Holt and Company, 1930-~9j4), II, ;!o. 

29Ibid . -
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of n ' that partioular group ' which has ' contributed most of 

the permanent value to the wisdom and beauty of the world ' 

rather t han the ' spirit at the masses • • n30 He further 

describes the study as that ot the "choicer minds . "31 Perry 

Mi ller, 1I10re recently, has. stated a 11ke opinion. He would 

contine the intellectual historian to the study of the 

"speculati ons" of the ttserious and competent thinkers . "32 

The approoohes to intellectual history have been 

summed up by classing them in four main divisions: (1) 

a history of ideas or the traoing ot ideas or idea- com­

plexes; (2) a search tor the intellect ua l cUmate of an era 

and changes 1n it by studying the ideas of the "accredited 

intellectua 121" and characteristic fact ors in societn 

(3) the' sallle as number two except that the intellectual class 

1s widened , (4) a search for the answer to the "Big Questions" 

by studying the "ideas" of all of society, with a particular 

stress on the massea . 

I t cannot be said that - any ot these approaches is 

wrong . A question coul d be--Just which one is intellectual 

history? The answer as it stands now, would be--All of 

them. Each makes its own contribution i s the view expressed 

by John Greene in his article . 33 

.30Swi nt, SOC ial. Studies , XLVI , 249 . 
31Quot.ed 1n Swint , ib i d . 32Ibld . - -

14. 
33Greene , Mi ssiss ippi Valtey His torical Review, XLIV 

. .. . 
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Of t he first it has already been point ed out that it 

is more of a history of i deas . Stand ing alone it breathes 

the air 01' philosophy. The analyses are useful to the other 

"divisions" 01' 1ntel leotual history . 

The last division appears to present a torm1dable 

taske "In an effort to make olear what large groups of 

men and women •• • have felt about the answers to the 

great questlons ll 34 or in the effort "to try to find !h!. 

relations between the ideas of the philosophers, the intel­

lect~ls, th! thinkers, and the actuaL way of l.1vins of the 

millions who Carry the tasks of civilization," 35 where doe 

one begin? Then, too , 1s the massive study of what goes on 

"in the heart and head of the man in the street"36 essential 

to intellectual history? Is it possible to ascertain this? 

These ques tions on this hand ling of ideas on a lower level 

are raised by a comment which concludes that perhaps this 

kind of "intellectual hi story" i s not intellectual history 

at aU. 
On the level of popular acceptance, ideas can scarce­
ly be handled in intrinsic terms: they are not suf­
fICient ly explicit for that. Efforts on the part of 
histor ians to deal. with them have aU too frequently 
degenerated into a mechanical and boring catalogue of 
curious notions. Where they have been suocessfully 
(that Is, meaningfully) handled, they have been in­
tegrated in a genera l struoture 01' explanation 
covering all the interlocking practices of a given 
sooiety. In short, they have become ,_ constituent 
part of general sooial history • •• 3 

.34Br!nton, Ideas and Men, 4. 
35Ibld., 7. 36Ibld., 9. - -
36Hughes, Consoiousness and .Society, 10. In addition 
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With approaches two and three the extremes are 

avoided , but this is where the problema become more clearly " 

defined . In the search for the Weltanschasgng, who best 

portrays the ideas? One approaeh,as mentioned, assumes that 

the intellectual climate of an era is found in the thought 

ot an extended intellectual. class--the e11te plus popu­

larizers, vulgarizers, and intelligent reading public. A 

question put forth by a contributor to a history journal 

asks about this point: 

• • • how an entire society, as dist inguished from 
a few indi vidua la within that society , comes by the 
ideas it holds collectively ••• • Where does the 
majority, the 90 per centsor more who are neither 
reflective or artlculate3 

get its views? 

Professor Baumer continues with. the idea that more 

work could be done in analyzing the exact relationship be-

tween the great works and minor or second- rate works . He 

s.ay8 : 

It might be discovered, tor example, that the so­
called "mind" of an age is not so very homogeneous 
after all; that while the intellectuals (of what­
ever quality) of an age share certain presupposi­
tions, they do not share others. There may be 
(I believe there is) an all- inClusive intellectual 
.framework, but this framework is suffi ciently elas .. 
tic to permit extremely important var l at10ns. 39 

t o the oomment made here on these two approaches, John 
Higham, Journal of the Histort of Ideas, XV, .3l!1- 344, has 
an appra1aal ot the 'Ewo trom ~e angle of the philosophical 
cOll1Jl1itments underlying each approach. 

3SBaumer, Journal of Modern His t ory, XXI, 192- 193 . 

39Ibld. -
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A little challenge to this 1s pointed out in Wohl ' s 

article 1n The Historian . He says tha t those who extend th~ 

class of InteU.ectuals must show as they imply "that there 

is discernible an historically reciprocal flow ot intellec­

tual influence from popular culture to the intellectual 

e 11 te ot 'schoo 1 and academy. "40 

A viewpoint which 1'avors the stud y ot the -el1te 

inte llectual class states that the dominant members in 

society are at one with regard to the climate of an age. 

"Their allegiance to this set ot values is well-nigh in­

stinctive . 1l41 The author continues: 

Oustomarily we look to the great writings 01' a cul ­
ture--and toa lesser extent to music and art--
to enlighten us as to its ethos . It may be ob­
jected that this procedure restricts our view to 
an intellectual "elite and fails to take into con­
sideration the sentiments of the broad masses. 
Over a short period that is certainly true . But 
surely it is a phenomenon familiar trom all ages 
that a new idea originally stated on a rarefied 
level has become wit hin a generation or two the 
cOfllll1on coin ot conversation. In thus descending 
fr om the heights it naturally loses its original 
distinction and preCision. Nevertheless, it can 
go through a monstrous amount ot vulgarization 
and still remain reoognlzable-- still indlpate 
the origin ot a new element in the ethos .~ 

In addition to the statement of approaches, one fur ­

ther point on the soope 01' intellectual history remains to 

be made. So far the range 01' thought has been considered. 

40Woht, The Historian, XVI , 66. 

4 tH. Stuart Rughes, An E •• ay tor Our Times (New 
Yorkz Alfred A. Knopf, 1951), p. 37. 

42Ibid ., 38. -
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Intellectual history does not stop here . Ideas are im­

portant , but are not all of history. There must be a 

"searCh for connections between bodies of thought and re­

lated areas of intellectual or social experience . "43 An 

important gauge of the intel l ectua l c l imate of an era is 

the character of society. Ideas to not exist in a vacuum. 

In fact, a check on the accuracy of the selection of the 

ideas of an era would be an investigati on of the proce­

dures and manners of its SOCiety. The two form a certain 

unIty . This i dea has been pointed out in an article on 

intellectual history in the William and Mary Quarterly by 

Louis Wright . , He says: 

To some s cholars , intellectual his tor y connotes a 
study in something abstrac t and esoteric, almost 
as colorless as a mathematical theorem. If they 
are concerned wi t h the history of ideas, they t ry 
to dissect out ideas as if they were the nerves in 
a cadaver, and in t he books in which they embalm 
their results one frequently detects a faint whitt 
of forma l dehyde . They forget that i deas develop 
nd have their effeot in living organisms and can­

not be sepaf~ted from thei~ sooial mi l ieu without 
dis tor tlon.44 

Again he says, "Intellectual and social history are so 

olosely related that they cannot be divoroed •• • • Dis -

embodied ideas never float around loose, even in the most 

sophisticated aocie ties . "45 

H. Stuart Hughes in referring to the ideas of the 

intellectual e l ite says that many of t he "more profound 

43Higham, American Hi storical Review, LVI , 453 . 

44Wright , William and Mary Quarterly, XVI , 2l4 . 

45Ibid . , 226 . -

.; 
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components G>f their set value~ are never explicitly 

stated: they are so taken for granted that they require 

no open formulatlon- -indeed, to formulate them may pro­

voke heated denial or • • • embarrassment . "46 His ides. is 

that one must look too for what they fai l to say. Besides 

reading between the lines and looking for word patterns in 

written work , these unspoken ideas and beliefs are found 

portrayed in the existing sooiety. 

This unity between the ideas and social character 

of an era has caused the frequent combination of the words 

"sooial" and "intellectual" in describing intellectual 

history. The term "social" 1s ordinarily implied in the 

t1tle intellectual history exoept in the case of the first 

approach wh1ch considers ideas as a completion of its task . 

Soolal history, by itself, is ooncerned exolus1vely with the 

working of society and has its own field, but, aocording to 

t he above mentioned writers, some aspects of society must 

be included in intellectual history. 

This 1s the nature and scope of the field as pre­

sented by writers on the subject. The considerat10n so 

far suggests other questions and problems of intellectual 

history whioh wil l be considered in succeeding chapters . 

46Hughes , An Essay for Our Times , 38 . 



CHAPTER III 

INTELLECTUAL HISTORY AND INTERDISCIPLINARY 

RELATIONS 

A University of Paris history professor, Albert 

Mathiez, made an interesting comment on the New History. 

He stated : 

The New History, whlch comes to us from the Uni­
ted States of course, declares with pride that 
to at ta in its alms its followers must be at once 
ec onom1sts, sociologists, philosophers , and jour­
nalis ts, altogether omniscient ; in short- - Ameri­
cans . 1 

Perhaps the passage is read with a smile, but it 

31 

is true that that development of the New History which 

became intellectual history is, of necessity, a widely 

integr ated field . This can be seen in an essay by Arthur 

o. Lovejoy 1n which he lists, accordIng tc course labels , 

twelve div1sions which are principally recognized as having 

to do with the general field of intellectual history. 

These are: the history of philosophy, the history of 

science, f olklore and parts of ethnography, parts of the 

history of l anguage, the history of t heological doctrines 

and religious beliefs, literary history as far as the 

thought.c ontent is concerned, comparative literature , 

l Quoted by Crane Brinton, "The ' New History ' and 
IPast Everything, I" The American Scholar, VIII (April, 
1939), 144. 



history ot arts , economic hlstory~ history ot eduoation, 

politicaL and 800iat history, and that part ot sociology 

deaLing with climates ot opinion or ruling ideas and 

polittcal institutions, laws, orsooia1 conditions in a 

per100.2 

32 

Anotherstatelllent which brings out this point says: 

No other tield ot historioal. research otters such 
challenging opportunities tor integration between 
history and the other tields ot knowledge as does 
the rela tlvely t1.ttle-developed area ot intellec­
tual history. Here the interdisciplinary barriers 
are at their lowest and the histOi"lan is in a po­
sition to resnond to the widest range of lntellec­
tua l s tilllU 11 • .3 

Formsrly h1stoX"ians held to their limited special ... 

ized tield . IntellectuaL historians cannot do this . Their 

topic, thought or ideas, does not manifest itselt in neatly 

enclosed channels which fit in w1th the varioUs divisions 

ot college courses. It has to be sought out and not only 

" 

in the field ot history. fhoroughness in th.e field demands 

a reaohing out beyond the bounds ot h1story to get to the 

very heart ot the pr oblem. An ide.a may ramity into a dozen 

other tie lds. '1'0 understand its manifestations in onty one 

may make it actua1.1y unintell t gible . SpeCialists in their 

fie lds may completely miss the point ot important historical 

conceptions because of the disper8ion ot details which make 

up the whole story. 

Speoialization 18 ati11 needed , but it is no'bsut-

. 2Arthur Lovejoy; .E8sa1S in thef1atory ot Ideas 
(New York: George Brazil.ler,nc., 1955, pp. 1-2. 

3saveth; Under.tanding the AmEtrioan Past, 51. 



rlcient, especially in the field of intellectual history. 

This has been $tated 1n an artIcle in the Journal or the 

History or Ideas by Arthur Lovejoy, 

33 

It 1s • • " a highly characteristic feature of con­
tempo.rary work in many or the branches of historiog­
raphy that are in any way concerned with the thoughts 
or men • • • that the rences are--not indeed, gener­
aUy breaking down--but, at a hundred specitic pOinte, 
being broken through, and that the reason ror this is 
that, at least at those points, the fences have been 
found to be obstaclei!! to the prop~r comprehension 0.1' 
what lies on either side or thelll . l.J. 

This breaking through the fences into other dis­

ciplines is a neeessity for any scholarship, but it is a 

particular need of 1ntellectual history. Academic iso­

lat10nism inhibits treedom ot thought5 and there is, per­

haps~ no field where freedom of thought 18 so essential ir 

worthwhile results are to be produced •. 

Oross1ng over into other rields can have its prob­

lem8 . In an article, "Rerlections on the History or Ideas," 

Arthur Lovejoy says that specialists in one .field are not 

trained in t he methods of other disc1p lines. They are in­

adequately equipped to deal w1th them. 6 This is certainly 

a defect 0.1' speCialization which Can be remedied by closer 

cooperation between the diSCiplines in areas where they 

overlap. This can be accomplished by III1tual study ot 

4Lovejoy, Journal ot the Histor:ot Ideas, I, 5. 

5Bert J. Loewenberg, The Hiator: of Ideas ': l~35-
1945: Retroipect and ?rosiect (New York: Rinehart an 
Oompany, fnc., 1947), p. 3. 

6LoVejO.Y, Journal otthe Histor: of Ideas, I, 5. 



of problems which are , by their very nature, common to 

any combination of disciplines . 7 In connection with this 

John Higham points out that those philosophers, artis t s, 

literati, scientists, or theologians who contribute to the 

writing of intellectual history must be guided by the aims 

and methods of historical method as long as the field 

bears the title intellectual history . 8 Without this , the 

varied interests, backgrounds , and methods can only cause 

an increase of confusion. 

There are three attitudes , stated by one writer, 
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whioh intellectual historians may adopt in their studies . 

One may be t hat of expans i onism in which t here is jostling 

and rivalry among competing discip l ines for a sphere or i n­

fluence ,in int ellectual history, each t r yi ng to show its 

superiority of matter , method or importance . Much of this 

immature ch11d ' s p lay goes on in academic circles . At the 

other extreme, intellectual his torians might stick to a 

policy of isolationism in which- they pursue their own ways 

and ignore any tumult . This may be peace at any cost , but 

the price of incompleteness or inaccuracy i s dear to pay. 

Lastly,a spirit of collectivism may be adopted in which 

scholars of the various fie lds inspire one another and 

borrow from one another for the sake of contributing to 

the growth and development of knowledge . It can lead to 

formally cooperati ve programs . This att itude develops 

7Ibid . , 6. -
8Hlgham, Journa l of the History of Ideas , XV , 339. 



from a mature understand1ng ot the reality of the fact 

that knowledge in any field is an integral part of the 

body of knowledge . 9 
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An article in SOCial Studies by Henry Swint po1nts 

out that in reaching out for t he material for his study-­

those things whioh will clarify an intellectual cl1mate- .. 

the intellectual historian in his study ot 11ter ature, 

art, phi los ophy, science, or religion does not study it 

from the angle ot the literary student , t he artist, 

philosopher , sOientist, or theologian. This he, as well 

as members of other fields who might show him allegiance, 

must remember . Not the form and style, but the thought 

in the l iterature is his to study. Not t he aesthetic 

quality' or the artistio skill shown in w810, painting, 

sculpture, or architeoture, but the att i tudes and the 

values wh1ch these portray about the period and people 

are his interest. He does not study philosophy to get the 
-

answers to basiC quest ions ooncerning man and the world, 

but to note the beliefs, the concepts which elucidate the 

Uves of the people in the period under study. Science is 

studied because ot its importance in s etting cultural bases . 

He studies religion to learn about man trom the ways he has 

sought to deal with his God or gods. 10 

Generally speaking, the fields of interest for intel­

lectual historians are those which have just been mentioned. 

9These three attitudes are found in Higham, ibid . 

10Swint , Social Studies, XLVI , 250 . 
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However, the various approaches to intellectual history 

which were differentiated in the preceding chapter have 

the ir own tendencies toward special divis ions or widened 

div1sions of the group listed . This is noted in the 

articles read . The extreme internal approach leans toward 

philosophy and belles- lettres . It is an intellectual ap­

proach which 1s satisfied most complete ly in hUmanistic 

scholarship. The extreme external approaoh has more func­

tiona l te.ndenc1es whioh are characteristic of the soclal 

sc1ences . The central approaches are modifications of the 

two above with a tendency t o extend the hUmanit1es widely 

to inc lude popular literature and other vulgarized forms-­

the humanities from popular to plain "trash. " This is 

not a clear-out dist i nction. There has been muoh outting 

across l i nes , but the humanities and the sooia l soiences 

are different, the for~er exploring the inner world ot 

val ues , the tatter tending to objectify Ideas into torms 

ot behavior. John Higham, in his artic l e on intellectual 

history in the Journal of the History ot Ideas, expresses 

the 1dea that perhaps historians will see more and more 

opportunities by learning from each, for the discip line 

of the intellectua l historia.n "ties between and to some 

extent bridges the gutf separating the humanities from the 

sooial sclences."ll 

In genera l , the writers on inte llectual history 

show that there is a tendency to feel that an understanding 

IlHigham, Journal of the History of Ideas, XV, 
343- 344. 
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of the humanities is a mus t for inte lleotual historians. 

A Mississippi Vall.ey Historical Review, artiole by Theodore 

Blegen says , If In a word, I feel that the values to history 

of an understanding, let us say ot the tine arts or ot 

literature or of philosophy, may transoend poss ib l y thOse 

of the mor,e narrowly desoribed sooial soiences . It 12 He 

adds that the humanities give feeling and breadth in 

history. Another artiole says, "Allong the branohes of 

history the intellectual one Ues ol osest to the humanit ies . 

• • . Certainly the humanities have inf luenoed the writi ng 

of inte llectual history far more dir ectly t han have the 

sooia l sciences . "13 

Three areas of l earni ng are ment i oned most fre­

quent l y' in artioles dealing with intelleotua l histor y. 

These are philosophy, literature, and the s ooial scienoes. 

Thei r re lations to i ntell.eotual hIstory are p,ointed out . 

PhI1080phy i s needed i n any history. One must be 

enough of a logician and epistemologist to be able to 

hand l e the IlJatter of histor y. It becomes mor e of a need 

i n the intelleotual branch of hi s t or y. One of the basic 

faotors in method in intelleotual h istory i s anal ysis of 

t hought or ideas. This is of pr ime i mportance in discover­

ing t he intellectual olimate of an age . Hi s philosophical 

responsibi l ity beoomes a r eal ob ligation because it is thia 

12'l'heodor e Blegen, in a cOMent ona paper by 
Thomas Cochran enti t l ed itA Decade of American Histor i es, " 
Mississippi Valley Historica l Review, LXXII! (April, 1949), turs. 

13Hi gham, JournaL of the H1stol"r of I deas, XV, 344. 



interpretive unity which is needed to make intellectual 

history signifioant . This 1s a .view or John Higham who 

says, ltlt 1s hard to see how an internaL analysis 01' 
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., 

thought can proceed without some philosophical trainlng . nl4 

It is from philosophy that skill in definition is attained, 

as we 11 as the abil1 ty to discriminate meanings, detect 

basic assuJ'llptions~ and torlllUlate i ssues . "These abilities 

come into constant pl ay in intellectual history because the 

factual units with which it principally deals are not events 

which we can observe directly but rather ideas and senti­

ments whioh we must define in order to know. fll5 

In connection with the use ot philosophy in the 

field ot intellectual history, a periodical carried an 

article on "The- Role ot Protophilosophies in Intelll!lctual 

Hlstory. " l6 It 1s pOinted out that a study ot proto­

philosophies has a six-told interest tor the intelleotual 

hbtorian . (l} Such a study would show what philosophers 

have in common wltheaoh other. In seeking the pervacUng 

intellectual olimate of an age 1t is important to have a 

r ealization ot the things which the people believe to be 

so self- evid·ent that they are not questioned. Usually 

historiesot philosophy which a historian might study show 

innovations made in phi losophies , but pay tittle attention 

14Ibld. - 15Ibid. -
16George Boas, IlThe Role ot Protophl10soph1es in 

Intelleotual History, " Jcurnal ot PhilOSOphy, XLV (Decem­
ber 2 , 1948), 613- 684. 



to what is retained from those who have gone before . 

These retentions oan be real olues to what one 18 looking 

for . (2) A study of the prot ophilosophies may explain 
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why oertain conolusions were not drawn by the phi l osopher 

one is investigating, when such conclUsions 8eem inevita­

ble to people of a later time . A philosopher often orien­

tates his thinking to sui t his ends . (3) It may enable 

one to see why a certain philosopher t ook up ~e8tion8 

that his suooessors were not interested i n , or why certain 

questions are not discussed while they are of great inter­

est to those who fol low. (4) The study may lead to a tinal 

solution of why peop le change their minds. (5) Historians 

with a tendenc y toward anaohronistic interpret ations of 

ideas woul d be he lped. The protophilosophies show how 

~ch man has been faithful or gone beyond his intellectual 

past . Words vary in meaning as do ideas . Ideas lie in 

both the presuppositions and the overt expressions of t he 

phi losopher . (6) The study would he lp to olarify why 

philosophies are oonstructed . 

Mr . Boas believes that suoh a study would be not 

only of interest, but a l so an a id to intellectual his. 

torians . 

It is not , perhaps, without significance that 

phIlosophers have made important advances i n the field of 

intelleotual history. The t wo have natural affinities . 

However, it is the view of one writer that philosophers 

otten become 80 involved in their int erest in abstractions 
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that, rather than giving the substance of thought in an 

age, they concentrate on partIc~lar ideas without ooncern 

tor genetic relationship . "It 1e significant that a 

philosopher ' s proposal to trace the history of liberal 

social thought in modern America should turn out instead 

as an analytical critIque of five men. ,, 17 

Intellectual historians can do well by using the 

works of the philosophers, or, where these are inadequate 

for their purpose, they ~st be able to apply philosophio 

method In dealing with th.oughts and ideas . The matter of 

intellectua l history is more or iess abstract . It has been 

said, " ••• perhaps the most oentral oontributions have 

oome from philosophy, which is the crit i o of stractlons . nl8 

Not only In method, but also in such problems as 

causation and relations among ideas the historian must 

make use of philosophy . 

Despite what has been said concerning philosophy, 

intellectual hiatory is not philosophy. It remains in­

tellectual history. In his article, " Intellectual History 

and Ita Prob l ems , " Franklin Baumer says that there are 

places where t he fence is broken t hrough into philosophy 

because in studying ideas one must know s omething about 

the 1deas--not thei r values, 10g1cal consistency, accuracy, 

or aesthet i c qual1ty--whlch is the exc l usive work of 

17Hlgham, J ournal of t he History ot Ideas , XV, 344. 
18Ibid • .......... 
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philosophy, but "in their development and relation to 

each other in time, how and why they appear at a particu- .i 

lar time, and their ef feots on ooncrete historical situ­

atlons . nl9 

While the main contribution of philosophy may be 

analytical precision, that ot literature is ot another type . 

Literature conta1ns ideas ot the times. One not only gets 

the ideas, but the imaginative and emotional overtones. 

This is noted by a writer who says that a study ot litera­

ture can add dimension to intel1eotual history because of 

the "fusion. ot thought and teet1ng"20 in it . 

Arthur Lovejoy points out that "the thoughts of men 

ot past generatIons have had their most extens i ve and often 

their most adequate and psyohologically illuminating, 

expression,,21 in literature. 

James Harvey Robinson has said that tor most human 

history, the historian has to be oontent "with the tace and 

appearance of things,n22 but tor a view into what went on 

underneath this appearanoe one can turn to sources in Ute:roa-

ture . 

19Baumer, Journal of Modern Histo:roy, XXI, 192 . 

20Higham, Journal of the History ot Ideas, XV , 345. 

21Love joy, Journal of the History ot Ideas, I, 9 . 

22James Harvey Robinson, "Newer Ways ot Historians," 
American HistorIcal Review, XXXV (January, 1930), 254- 255. 
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Roy Harvey Pearce in his article, itA. Note on Meth­

od in the History of Ideas," says that 11 terature 1s the 

fullest form of the expression of ideas . Although the 

1ntent is esthetic the ideas as concepts or assumptIons 

are hlstortca1 . 23 

Opin10ns vary on which literature best portrays 

the thought of an age . Some would cont1ne it to the 

h1gher and more refined 1lteratu,re , the classics of au 

age , that whioh will live on aft·er the age a8 being worth­

whIle. Others would include this type and widen 1t to take 

in lesser types, while still others preteI' to use popular 

forms as newspaper s and other more · commonplace product i ons . 

The more oomplex poets of any age eminently portray 

its ideas . Novels and dramas also reflect cont.emporaneou8 

11fe. These are often fictional and romantio in form, but, 

1n reality , they are serious descr i ptions and criticisms 

by well-qualIfied observers and thinkers . It is part of 

the l11"e which they know. They build their work from ideas 

which have taken on sooial meanlng . 24 

A.s is the case with phIlosophers, literary men. too, 

have contributed to intellectua l history. They Ithave 

resurrected many of the movements ot thought which have 

23ROY Harvey Pearce ,"A Note on Meth.od in the Hi story 
of I deas ," Journal of the History of Ideas , IX (June , 1948), 

24I bi d. , 372- 379 . -
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upported and pervaded literary achlevements . n25 'Lit era­

ture has a great historical value being "an indispensable 

body of doouments tor the study ot man and ot what he has 

done with ideas and what diverse ideas have done for and 

to him. "26 However, inte llectua l hi s torians have often 

fe l t unsatisfied with their attempts , becaus e t hey have a 

tendency t or literary criticisM and aesthet ic appr eci ation 

which is not a part ot i nt ellectual histor y. They vivit y 

literary works instead at using the work to underst and 

thought. 'Literature i8 studi ed f or literary va lue rather 

than for its hi s torical value. The historical va l ue is 

that ''which t hrows llloSt l ight upon what was dis t inct ive or 
the t houghts, the moods , the taste, of his age and 

gr oup ..... 27 To be ot aid t o intellectual history, 

lit~rary men mus t be conoerned wi t h. histor i cal purpose . 

History and l i t erature mus t break through fences in order 

t o cooperate t or the benefit of the body of knowl edge . 

The opi nion of one author is t ha t literature " ••• 1 

the meeting place ot more sub jects that are vital to his­

tory than any other s ing l e meeting Place . n28 

25Higham, :12urna l of the HistorY ot Ideas, XV, 345. 

2Or.ovejoy, Journal ot the History of I deas, I, 16. 

27Ibid., 1.5. -
28Bernard De Voto, "Int errelations of History and 

'Literature , " in A~proaohes to American Sooial History, ed. 
William E. 'Lingel aoh, p . 54. 
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Again all intellectual historians do not agree with 

the relationships as pointed out. Some put more stress on 

the humanities while others stres s the social sciences. 

This, no doubt, is due to the various ranges in soope which 

have been noted . Those who tend toward the aristooratic 

school ally with the humanities while the plebeian school 

tendo toward the soclal sc iences. Some see interrelation­

ships, but teel that there is danger ot aubjectivit~. 

Henry E. Sigerist l s admonition t o scientists can 

perhaps be applied here. nWhat we need is a coordination 

and integration ot the knowledge we already possess rather 

than new knowledge .",32 Invasion of other provinces of 

learning Is inevitable tor the intellectual historian. 

Wherever light can be shed on the thought ot a time, he 

must be willing to go even if it . means belng "omniscientlt 

or, in other words, "American." His is not the task ot a 

meddler i nvolving himself in a formal way in what he i s 

not trained tor, but ot a scholar seeking, according to 

his own method, that which will shed l ight on that treat­

ment ot ideas which lies within his own province. 

,320ited in Loewenberg , Hist ory ot Ideas ••• , 15. 



CHAPTER IV 

PROBLEMS IN THE FIELD OF 

INTELLECTUAL HISTORY 
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It is not under any kind ot delusion that this 

chapter is ent1tled "Problems in t he Field of Intel­

lectual History. n What have already been discussed i n 

chapters two and three are "problems . " Under oonsidera­

tion here are other major prob l ems wh1ch have been men­

tioned or a lluded to in art1cles pertinent to the subjeot . 

It is noteworthy tha t some ot these problems are not 

pecuUsr to that branch caUed n intellectual hIstory" 

but are rather oommon in the entire fie l d . In a branch 

trying to come i nto 1ts own they are important . 

It has been ment10ned betore that the method ot 

intelleotua l h1story needs c l arification. Various con­

tr1butors t o history journals have vo1ced their opin1ons 

about the method to be used . Following along in Twentieth 

Century s tyle, a century wh1ch Mor ton Wh1te calls the IIAge 

of Analysis,,,l the inte llectua l historian uses ana Lysis as 

n important tool. The f ie l d l ikewise calls for good syn­

theses . Some authors stress t he need tor more ana lys i s. 

lQuoted in Russel l H. Bastert , "The New American 
History and Its Audience , It Yale Revi ew, XLVI (December, 
1956), 247 . 



others for more synthesis . while others t~ke for granted 

a balanoe of power . With variation of aim and scope 

tollows some variation in method . 

The internal approach which has been mentioned. 
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of necessit~ deals largely with analysis of ideas. In 

keep1ng with the tone of this approach is the method sug­

gested in the most recent of the articles concerning meth­

ods in intellectual history.2 John C. Greene explains 

and illustrates a method which he clai is not original 

but is derived from that of Alfr ed Whitehead, Arthur O. 

Lovejoy. Perry Mil ler. and Max Weber . 

In an effort to discover not particular philosophies, 

ideologies, or theories, but the genera l concepts that 

pervade the thought of an age. analysis and synthesis must 

be employed . He points out the great need for analysis in 

order that the thought of an age be handled adequately . 

The first r equirement is textual analysis with its 

need for "a wide coverage or material and a capac1ty to 

penetrate to impl1cit major premises . 1t3 In order to give 

wide coverage, the intellectual historian should aim at 

broadness and variety in studying source materials . Ameri­

oan intellectual historians need to be cautioned here . It 

is essential for them to r ealize in their analysis that a 

study of American thought in itself is not a sufficient 

range for intellectual history. America 1s a part of the 

58-74. 
2Greene, MiSSissippi Valley Historical Review, XLIV. 

3~ • • 60. 
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Western world, and its thought is inseparable from West­

ern thought. "In short, the American i ntellectual his­

torian must be first and foremost an intelleotual histor1-

an and only secondarily an Am.erican historian."4 

Greene continues that the analysis will reveal the 

major premises held in the age . Dominant ideas and sub-­

dominant ideas as well as remains of ideas from previous 

ages and new developments will be discovered co- existing. 

A study of the prem.ises will reveal inherent re lations . 

Once the pattern of the age is established, an 

effort at synthes i s 1s necessary to show the relations 

between various ideas . It must be shown how and why the 

artioular movell18nt of thought oame to be . Causal influ­

ences a'remany and vary in the foroe of their influence. 

After all these factors have been considered, a 

narrative should be constructed which tells not only "what 

happened and how and why it happened but makes it happen 

again for the reader . "5 In order to achieve this, emotion­

al manifestat ions of the idea should be grasped from the 

language , literature, art, and other such creations of the 

day, beoause ideas are apprehended not only intellectuaLly 

ut emotionally as well . Without this the intellectual 

historian cannot "re- create the past and make it live again 

in man ' s imaginations . ,, 6 

4Ibld . , 11 . - 5Ib1d . , 61. -
6Ibid. -
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Putting more stress on synthesis and seeing ideas 

at worok in society Is the method written up by Roy Pearce. 6 

Wroltlng in 1948. he sald that most or the studies up to 

that time had been analytlcal--analyzlng, breaking down, 

desoribing the "origin, growth, mutatlon, collocation, and 

interaction of • • • ideas.,,7 He suggests that the roeason 

may be that there is not enough concern with content and 

methodology beyond the stage of analysis of ideas. Analysis 

1s needed in pioneering. Ideas ape IIUlde available through 

analysis but are put back into sooial context by the process 

of syntheSis in which relations between ideas, the effect 

of ideas on society, and the expression 01 ideas in. 

the various disciplines are noted. 

The form for such writing which Pearce outUnes is 

firost of all to iaotate an idea as it is found in an intel­

lectual group of some given people living in a definite 

section during some given period. TheSe people ahare 

problems--pol1tical, economio, cultural, spiritual. The 

intelleotuals of this group of people are keenly aware of 

these problema. They ponder them and try to understand 

and solve them. Gradually there are writings and debates 

on the ideas. The.8e people spend their energy in suoh 

intellectual gymnastics when there are ideas that they tee l 

are vaUd and signl1'icant . By studying their works an 

7Pearce, Journal ot the History of Ideas, IX, 
372- 379. 
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idea is recognized. 8 

Seoondly, tne idea is put back lnto sooiety to 

see how the Idea and the soclal body are modified and 

how this Idea interacts with other Ideas . In carrying 

out this last step, three types ot data are pointed out 

as neoessary inclusions tor a total study. (l) As a 

baokground , the study of the society ' s dally Uvlngand 

its historioal, pol.itlcal, and economio record 1s needed 

in ol"der to see what made the society receptive to the 

idea . (2) Study the idea as 1t was oOllUl1Ullloated by the 

members of the society itse lf. This i s done through 

studying the manifestations in the fie Lds o:t the various 

discipLines durIng the period . (3) Study hlstorloalt 

pOlittcal, and economic reoords to see 1t and how the Idea 

affeoted actIon. 9 The totality of the field 1s thus con ... 

sldered .... studylng the idea, the society, and the idea 

workIng in the s.ociety. 

Another method, expressed by Franklin Baumer in the 

Journal of Modern Kist RrY, bears relation to the above._ 

but he st.resses the il1lPortance ot causal relat1on., . lOThe 

great need as he sees it is for a "tough analys1s of both 

the process and the dynamics of intellectuaL ohange within 

8rM.d. , 374. -
9Ibid . , 374- :37S . -

lOBaumer, Journal of Modern History, XXI (September, 
1949 ) , 191.-203 . 

.. 
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a relatively ahort period of h1story . nll This analysis 

must first be exercised in search of the intellectual 

cllntflte of a period . To do this comparative studies on 

the different branches of thought and their relation to 

one another must be made . There are many special s tudi es 

in the various fields of thought but not cOlllParatlve works 

which point to interrelationships. The period studied 

must be short in order that a "detaIled analysis" can be 

made. It long perIods ot time, even a few generations, 

are taken, the job cannot be done thoroughly. 

Secondly, he says, analYS is of intellectual change 

must be made. Causation is baSic to intellectual history. 

Philosophers and propagandists have made "intuitive gener­

al1zatt'ons lt but what is needed is that historians make a 

'ttough analysis." Again, short periods of time close enough 

to each othe.r should be studied in order that, by close 

observation, intellectua l change can be seen at work. There 

is a posslbil1 ty that genera l laws might be formulated as 

a resuttot .such studies . If not general laws, at least 

some olarification would be afforded. 

From the discovery of the intel.lectual Climate to 

the study of causes tor it, the sallle author puts inquiry 

into the etfects of the idea next in his suggested method 

of procedure--a study of how ideaa work and are worked on 

in society_ 

llIb1d., 195 . -
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In articles by John Hignam there are Q f ew more 

comments on method . He points out that for its own prac­

tical purposes, in order to develop autonomy in the f i eld 

of history, intellectual history must work on the "clari­

fica.tion of the causal connections between ideas . ,,12 This 

calls for internal analysis . But at the same time intel­

l ectual history JI'lUst contribute to history as a whole . 

This means "studying the causal linkage of ideas with 

political, social, and economic events . " l 3 

In another article, he states that comprehensive 

synt heses cannot make any significant contributions at 

present and that narrowly specialized monographs are al­

ready numerous . 14 He feels that a new kind of synthesis 

is needed . Such would follow after there has been close 

analysis of popular attitudes and their ramif'ications over 

long spans of' time in order that translt i ons may be noted . 

His ideas on what to analyze are f' ound in this statement: 

"Concepts as democracy, nationa l lsm, ind i vidualism, class 

consciousnes s , race prejudice, anti- inte LLectuaUsm and 

fundamenta l beliefs about God and nature stl11 chal l enge 

historical sCholarshiP . nL5 

12Hl gham, J ourna l of the Hi story of Ideas , XV, 
347. 

13Ibi d . -
14Higham, Amer1can Historical ReView, LVI (Apri l, 

1951) , 471. . 

15~. 

..i 
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Merle CurtI ' s ideas are stated by a historian as 

stressing a need for stUdies in local history as a back­

ground . The background and education of early settlers, 

the role played by church, school and press, "torces • • • 

that dltferentlate one community trom another • • • the 

relations 01' Main Street to the world" l 6 as well as his-

tories of American colleges and universities, the profes­

siona, anti- intelleotuaUsm, moderates and their ideas 

would all make profitable studies. tter many such are 

made, mater1al would thus be provided for comprehensive 

treatment . This 1s big order because no section can be 

understood until novelIsts, poets, essayists, painters, 

MUsicians, sculptors, historians and biographers have in­

terpreted it.17 All have contributions which can be made 

to intellectual history. 

Louis B. Wright speaks in a similar strain when 

he says, "The greatest advances in studying • •• intel­

lectual history • • • will come trom fresh appraisals of 

society on various levels and in various plaoes." 18 

.< 

The whole problem of method boils down to be (1) the 

study 01' sources to discover ideas which make up the intel­

lectual Climate; (2) followi ng the ideas through their 

growth and mutations and estab l ishing causal relations , 

(3) trying to see how the ideas have worked out in society. 

16s1egen, HIstorical Review, XXXI , 
9- 10 . 

17Ibid . , 10 . -
18wright, Wi lliam and Marl Quarterl y, XVI, 226 . 



There seems to be agreement on this general form, 

but there is some variation in numbers one and three. 

What should be studied as the sources of ideas and what 

should be the scope of the study ot the working of the 

Ideas are Where the problems tie . Whatever the course 

chosen, many. hours of patient, hard work are invoLved 

plus having to cross over into fields which are unfamil ­

iar and for which the ordinar y historian 1s not prepared. 
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The question arises: Which method is best? John 

Greene answers this by saying, " ••• every method has 

its advantages and disadvantages •• •• No singLe ap­

proach to the study of ideas is sufficient in itself. 

Tastes vary, problems vary, and every ind ividual makes 

his cantribution in hiS own way. • • • Mere prescrip­

tions and recipes do not constitute intelleotual his­

tory . • • • The proof of intellectual history is the read­

ing. u19 It is also said, "There 1s no methodological 

magic for the historian. u20 Insight and wide experience 

are most important. Others wait for harmony and order 

in lIlethod . 2 1. 

19Greene, M1asisslppl Vallez Il1atorioal RevIew, 
XLIV, 59; 74 . 

20Sohlesinger, Arthur M., Jr ., "A Comprehension 
of Politioal Behavior," The Pennsylvania Ma~aZlne of His-
tory and Biography, LXXII (April, 1948) , 18 • . 

21Hlgham, Journal of the History of Ideas, XV, 339; 
R. Wohl , The Hbtorian, XVI, 6~. 

.. 



Ob jecti vi ty is another prob lem in the field . An 

article by Thomas Neill in the Hl~torical Bulletin states 

the view that the possib111ty of the subjactive element 

enter1ng into intellectual h1story is greater because 

"the historian plays a m.ore imPortant role in treating 

of ideas than he does in writing politieal, economic, or 

diplomatic hlatory. n22 These latter are more iDlDlediately 

tangible . Due to the part the historian plays in intel ­

lectual history, it can be superficial or even proPaganda . 

In Consciousness and Society by H. Stuart Hughes it is 
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said that "the commonest error of the intellectual historl-

an 1s to write about things that he does not really upder­

stand-- things that he has not ' internalized ' and thought 

through 'again for himself. tt23 Careful analysis must pre­

cede any attempt at interpretation. What is said cannot 

be the result of a game of guess-work or overs implification. 

Maurice Mande lbaum holds that after a thorough study has 

been made , the interpretation DlUSt follow from the inherent 

meaning , Significance, and order which the facts oontain. 

Then the interpretation wi 11 not involve a distortion of 

the truth. There is usually no doubt that facts can be 

objectively ascertained . 24 With proper m.ethod, the inter­

pretation can also be as objective and not the product 

22Tholl'1as P. Neill, "Terms and Ideas: Altered Mean-
ing i n History, It The Htstor:1ca l Bulletin, XXVI , (May , 1948), 77 . 

23Hughes, Conscl-ousnesS and Society, 6. 

24Maurice MandelbauDl, "Causal Analysis in Hlstory,11 
Journal of theHlstorl of Ideas, III (January, 1942), 34. 



ot a his torian ' s own whims or private a1l1ls. 

Objectivity is olosely related t .o causation. To 

be object ive the histor1an tollows oausal relations in 

the ideas , faota, or events he deals with. Oausation i8 

a problem wIth whioh the entire field ot history is con­

cerned, but there has been a notable l ack ot "sustained 

consideration" ot the l1latter . 25 
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Causation has a closer connection with intellectual 

" 

history than with any other branch of the tield . The intel -

lectual historian ' s alm i8 to understand an era in terms of 

its basic ideas and then to understand history in terms ot 

idea eras . His work would be a mere catalogue ot ideas 

(or perhaps it would be more correct to sayan encyclo­

pedia ot ideas) if it were not for the tact that 1n rigor ­

ously ana lyzing the thought of an era he sees inter- con­

nections--causal relations--whieh make it possible to 

oreate a synthesis. The thought put baok into its con­

text, ot necessity, shows existentia l dependence between 

ideas, between ideas and activities of SOCiety, and between 

ldeas and events. 26 

25A few articles concerning causation in history are: 
MorrIs R. Cohen, "Causation and Its Application to History," 
Journal of the Histor~ of I deas, III (Jan., 1942) , l 2- 29 ; 
Louis de Rae ymaker, if he Metaphysical Problem of Causa llty," 
hI1osophl Today, I (Wlnter, 1957) , 219- 229; Frederick J . 

Taggart, CausatIon in Historical Events," Journal of the 
History of Ideas , III (January, 1942) , 3- 11; MaurIce 
Mand elbaum, "Causal Analysis i n History, " Journal ot the 
H!stort of Ideas, III (January, 1942) , 30-50. A more com­
pletereatment of both objectivity and causation is found 
1n Maurice Mande lbaum' S book, The Prob l em of Historica l 
Knowledge (New York s Liveright PUblIshing Corp . , [938). 

26Mande lbaum, The Problem of Historical Knowledge, 
chap . vii , p . 203 ff . 



One of the big questions about causation is how 

much ideas influence facts or facts influence ideas . Are 
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non-logical .or logioal elements more basic? It is admit­

ted that there is an interplay of both, but the extent and 

the manner in which ideas influence history is a subject 

A 

of muoh discussion. In his book, A Preface to History, Carl 

Gustavson says that socia l forces, social action, and 

human institutions are impossible without ideas. Ideas 

are threads which hold men together "We are inclined to 

doubt if the idea is usua lly the most basic factor in any 

great historical movement, yet, equally obviously, it 

oannot be omitted from any discussion of such a develop­

ment . n27 He says that opinions on the weight of ideas vary. 

Men of action show little faith in idea. while others 

sacrifice tor ideas. 

Another writer believes that ~ch nonsense has 

been written on this question. He says philosophers 

believe ideas make history. This he thinks is rather 

biased. It is flattering for professora and intellectuals 

to think their ideas "win friends and influence peopl~ ,1t 

but actually t his is rather hard to see. However, he does 

admit " t hat ideas along with other tactors make hi8tory. n28 

Besides thts question of weight ot ideas, causation 

ltse l f 1s a complicated web. Thia is disoussed in an 

27Carl G. Gustavson, A Preface to Historf (New 
York: McGraw-Hill Book Company, Inc., 1~55), p. ~62. 

28Baumer, Journal of Modern IUstory, XXI , 200-
201 . 
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article in th.e Journal of Philosophy which says it 18 not 

a lIlatter of simple sucoession in time . 1'he.re is cross­

connect ton and there 1s overlapping. No simple rule can 

be' formulated. Some causes operate separately, others 

joIntly; s ome are necessary and suffICient causes, others 

oonditional; SOme are relevant in broad ways as to inc tude 

many othe.r tactors, others in narrow ways being specifIc 

and unique tactors.29 But no matter what the oauses are 

or what weight tbey have, all hUman activity has, in some 

sense, mental components . Ideas can be traoed . 

"InteLLeotual history 18· displaying increasing 

usefulness 88 an integrative tool"30 in the field of 

history. No facts can be explained by their mere occur­

rence. Rets and Krtsteller in t heir article mEint loned 

above express the view that by analyzing the basic ideas ot 

an age , the intellectual historian 1s laying a foundation 

tor penetrating the inner structure ot t he various activi­

ties 'of man, many ot whiohare the part1cu lar sub jects or 
other fields of h1stor y. Th1s lead. to understanding, 

not just explanat10n. Within this inner structure 01' 

such tacts or events 11es the basis tor the lIloSt exact 

character ot causat re lat10nahlps • .3l By establishing 

29tincoln Reis and Paul Askar Kristetter, "Some 
Remarks on the Method of History, "Journal ot Phl10so.phy, 
XI, (April, 29 1943), 242 . Another reference to this 18 
Cohen, Journal of the History of Ideas, III, 14 • 

.30Hlgham, Journal ot tbe History ot . Ideas, XV, 346. 

243 . 
31Re18 and Kr18teUer, Jourl'l:al. ot PhIlosophy, XL, 

,. "',' 

., 
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causal relationships the basic object of s yntheais--con­

tribution to the understanding and organizat ion of his­

tory as a whole--1! achieved. 

These seem to be the major prob l ems of intellec­

tual history. Several other points termed Ilpitfalle lt have 

been menti oned. (1) It 1s a major temptatIon tor the 

intellectual historian to want to "cover" hill material 

thoroughly . He may attempt some kind 01' definitive study. 

In this f ield any effort to be definitive is absurd. It 

is impossible because he would have to be an expert in all 

the field s with wh1ch he must deal . 32 

(2) Intel lectual history must be rational. In 

trying t o avoid imposing their own patterns, many 'becom.e 

"so atraid 01' doing violence to the integrity of their 

materials that they shun any systemat1c presentation. 

Hence the invertebrate character of so much that passes 

for inte ll.ectual history. tt33 In order t o avoid one trap 

it 1s not neoessary to go to the other extreme and admit 

chaos . Careful analysi. points out inherent causal re­

lations which can be foll owed for smooth and ordered pres­

entation. 

(3) The intellectua l historian IIlUst understand 

ideas in the light of their own t1me and p l ace in order to 

be accurate. Thought from the pas.t oannot be properly 

32Hughes , Consciousness and . SOCiety, 6 . 

33Ibid., 7. -



interpreted with a frame of reference to an entireLy dif­

ferent per iod and pLace . 34 
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Despite the problems, intell.ec tuat history writing 

in its varieties goes on. Basic work in theprob 1e me of 

method , objectivity, oausation, and the earlier mentioned 

ones of nature, scope, and interdisoip linary relations 

re~1ns to be done . It is stated that such a field as 

intellectual history needs a great dea l of fre edom to be 

ot value . Regardless of the implicati ons ot such state­

ments, true freedom 1s always freedom wIthin bounds . Laws 

or rules uk • .order and unIfy activi ty . In unity there 

is strengt h . From remarks concerning ,oontusion and need 

for Bolvi ng problems35 it appears that t he field of intel­

l ectual his tory awaits this freedom, unity , and s t rength. 

34Neill, The His tor i ca l Bulletin, XXVI, 89 . 

35Supra , ohap . 1i ; p . 17. 

" 
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OHAPTER V 

THE VALUE OF INTELLECTUAL HISTORY 

The origin, growth, and development of intellec­

tual history, as well as the interest and enthusiasm which 

have been evident, are not meraly a flair for sOll'tethlng 

novel. The tield has importance. It is valuable and use­

ful not only to 1ts related br anches o:f h1story, but to 

other fields of knowledge and to the wor ld In general . 

Itl va lue as an Integrative tool 1n the fie l d of 

history has a l ready been poi nted out . 1 It 1s in t he 

lIght of t he basic ideas of an era that Its economic, 

po l it1cal, diplomatiC', soolal; and constItutional hIstory 

make rea l sense and their intel'- re Latedness 1s seen. 

Ideas, as formulated by the intellectual historian a:ftel' 

care:ful analysis, whether they have inf luenced deve l op­

ments or have been influenced by deve lopments, are the 

articulate expression o:f the presuppositions of the era-­

its beliefs, its hopes, its fears . The various phases 

of man ' s social activity which his tory dea l s with are 

reflectIons of this thought . John Higham says they ap­

pear lIluoh richer when viewed in oonjunction with the 

intellectual traditions and the emotional temper which they 

lSupra , p. 58. 

'. .'''!: 

< 



are expressions of . 2 The various aspects of history 

whether they be econom1c, diplomatic , constltut1 onal, 

polItical, 800ial, or ~ny other variety, cannot be known 

and understood thoroughly without the other thoughts and 

interests out of which they have ~i8en and remain associ­

ated. Intellectual history seems to be considered some­

what like the soul of hist ory • . Ideas give a basls for 

interpretive accuraoy and l essen the dangers of re l ativ­

istic, spurlous, or propagand i st history. Written his­

tory takes on unity--each aspect developIng within the 

framework of its setting, an Idea era . I t would seem 

that the various branohes of history and intelLectual 

history are properly inseparable. Henry Swint ' s article 
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in Soolal Stud1es states: "Indeed, it seems probable that 

some of the contusion whioh is now so apparent among us 

fLows from a reco~nition of the interrelatedness of sooial, 

1ntelleotual, artistic, economic, and politicaL aspects 

of human existence and hUman h1atory. lt 3 

Not only is intellectual histor y of value 1n the 

field of history, but in other branches of knowledge as 

well. As has been pointed out in a preceding chapter , 4 

literature, MUsic, painting, architeoture , sculpture, 

re ligion, science, and philosophy are studied in t he process 

of discovering the intellectual climate of an age . Theae 

2H1gham, Amer1can Histor.ical ReView, LVI, 467 . 

3Swint, Soolal Studies, XLVI, 250 . 

4supra , chap . iv, p • .58. 

\ 'j' 
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yield leads to basic ideas of a peri od. Once these ideas 

are formulated, the matter of these subjects can become 

all the more meaningful . They, too; are simply parts of 

the whole which made up the aotivity of man in the period. 

Their interpretation would be richer and more aocurate 

also in the light of the idea framework in which they de­

veloped. Intelleotual history then becomes a unifying 

force among many areas of learning . 

It is also suggested that sociat scientists could 

benefit from a systematic analysis of their writings by 

intellectual historians, who, by long practIce, are skill­

ful in se lecting thought patterns in writIngs.5 

'I'vo tendencies in recent inte llectual history re­

veal other servioes which it can render . Ralph Barton 

Perry and Ralph Gabr I el have ooncerned themselves with 

an Itlnterior" history of traditional thought, while those 

like Merle Curti have written more of an "exterior" or 

soo ial history of American th;ught . 6 

Both tendencies show the stimulus which intellectual 

history has received in the last thirty or forty yearg . 

Franklin Baumer states that during this time the first 

really serious problems have struck Ame'rica. Old beliets 

and ~alues have been oritioized and nothing satisfactory 

has been put in their places . Either there is despair or 

74. 
5Greene , Mississippi Valley Historical Review, XLIV, 

6Barker , Pacific Historical ReView, XX , 2- 3. 

,·'1',-
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frantic grasping for securlty. 1 That something which 1s 

otten gral!lped 1s the past tradition of ourcountry--con­

cepts of what made America great . "Democracy, It "freedom." 

I'the spiri t of our forefathers , It "the .noble principles of 

the Declar'atlon, It ttour hallowed Constitution" are a few 

of the favored phrases which are appeaLed to a.8 holdIng 

this greatness which shall never be ta:xonished as Long as 

the idea l. of our founding f athers and firs t statesmen 

are preserved . 

John Hi gham explains the first lOt the tendenciea 

in inteLlectual hiiltory, e:xemplJ.fled by Ralph Gabriel and 

Ralph Barton Perry, a8 an effort t 'o analyze, redet1ne, and 

reforwlate theae traditional Ideas and to ,how t heir 

contln~iug relevance. 8 The el!J .8ence of the ideas is stud­

i ed as we t 1. as changes in underl.ying assWIl,Ptlons in the 

years of growth and de v-e lopment of the country.. The 

cUchss take on meaning, losing the aura which has sur­

r ,ounded them through years ot .en.timental , patrIotIc usage 

which has deluded rne,n and caused them to hanker unrea lIs­

tIcally tor the past rather tun under,tanding the real 

basic ideas which underlie our demooratic tradition and 

movIng t orward te make them live on adapted to the con­

dltlons 01' changed tll1es .. 9 

7Baumer, . Jo~rnal ot Modern IU!torl_ XXI, 202. 

BRtgham, Amerioan H1,.tor1oal REtview, LVI, 470 . 

9Theae Ideas are gleaned 11'0111 Ralph B. WInn, 
Amer1oan PhI108ophy(New York t Ph1l.o80phioal Llbl'ary, Inc., 
19S5) J p. 0109. 

, ~. ',,;. 



The second tendency is a study ot "ideas more in 

the light 0'£ their instrumental role in solving ppoblems 

and stating social concepts . " 10 Rather than analyzing 
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the ideas themselves, the operation ot t .he traditional ideas 

1s exposed to scrut1ny. For example , retorm movements are 

stud1.ed. Reform.s are ideas :1n act10n. Economic ad just­

menta, migration , urbanization, and industrialization are 

other examples ot ldeas operating in society. Thus, in an 

indireot way, the values ot ideas are noted. 

Such historical perspective is looked upon as one 

of the most indispensable weapons. today for diSCOVering 

the bash tor the success ot Amer1ca and its way of life, 

in order that the tradition may be carried on and that in 

efforts ' to spread that way of lite the underlying con­

cepts lI1ay be passed on. 

Intellectual historians are allo asked to he lp 

discoYer and define problems which today beset the wa:-ld. 

Russell Baatert, in an article in the Yale Review, observes 

that the twentieth oentury reveals itaelt very wel l by the 

type ot questions :1 t aska ot :1 ts past,. Dur ing the nlne­

teenth century there WBS conf1dence and optimism. History 

onty had to account for "how we got where we are." The 

twentieth century 18 not as happy and confident. It asks 

not only "how" but "why we got where we are. 1t Whitehead 

once said, "A culture is in the .finest .t'lower be.t'ore it 

10H1gham, Amerioan Historical Revlew, LVI, 470 . 
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begins to analyze it,ett . "ll Our own oul ture asks analyti­

cal questions about the past mostly because it is upset 

about itseU'. John Greene, in the Mhsisslepi Va l ley His­

torical Review, asks why the same type of analysis which is 

used to reconstruct the ideas of past ages cannot be as 

servlceab le in discovering t ens ions in thought today . He 

says: 

It should be possib l e tor an intellectual histO:f>l­
an steeped in the thought of earlier periods and 
rendered sensitive by long practioe to the under­
lying assumptions ot written discourle to alslst 
modern scientists, social SCientists , historians, 
and others by oalling attention to the thought 
patterns imp l iCit in their writings •••• The 
tendenci es and habits ot thought which are 
dredged up by analysis have a tong hIstory, and 
the understanding of that history 11 relevant 
to the clarifioat ion ot thought in the present. 
No -other person 1& 80 well equipped for this 
t ask as the intellectual historlan. 12 

With clarH'ication ot thought comes insight into 

eossible remedies for the tensions and prob1eRls which 

exist . In this way intellectual history has within it 

possibi lities t .o make it a he lpful guide in the modern 

world. Answers to problems will be s een, but as Crane 

Brinton points out, society has to be informed and be 

able to understand what 18 going on. Just as pubUo 

hea l th made strides atter peop Le gained understanding of 

the germ theory, wanted to get rid ot di8eale, and then 

gave full oooperation with experts, so even it the experts 

llThe above observation and this quotation are 
found in Bastert, Yale ReView, XLVI, 259. 

12Greene, Mi8s1aa1epi Valley Historical Review, 
XLIV, 74. . 



61 

*e6 ___ ver' to. modern. cSa, proble • . , 4lM, ounot make the,%' 

work Clff.ott vellnl.e. tb&~. 1. 'OIle ,8n8l"81 Imowleda 

and de.ir. \Q cooperato. 901" 'WI re .. lon, 80_ kaovledge 

f4 1nteUectw1l hlawrr on tbe ,pal"'t or all the 01tl •• u 

Oan ~ov1d . .. beglnn1.r:lg end Il becks1"OUlld tor C1ar1t11ng 

end lowering lINch ot tbe t 81181'011 In Mod.Jln tbough' and 

tor potal'ble actl0n to bet'e" bondltlona . 1) III 1)h1.' _, 

intelleot.ual h1ato!7 1'UJlniahe8 the ""1' to rea.ch wt lato 

h1a1io:r1 and plu.k those tin), r,..g •• nta ~ ·,,1.4011 80 

80rel1 n •• au '0 _ke 'all our , •• t8l"4.,.' soraethlng 1l0000e 

Laino. tlw:l It betooU.ng light along 'tbe dUllt,. wa, to 

death. t 01.4 

tatelleetual hietor,- alao wueata J)oaa1btl1'.1tlal' 

or PNtUottcm. Howeve!'. the Int.U.;H~l blatOrlan 1a 

not a prophet b1 trade. Any blat_ian who.. through C!U".­

rul analyat." lmcntathe main outline. of ld •• era. 11\ tho' 

hiator, or We.t-ern tbought dM,.. M. under.tanCt1ng or 
the PN ••• t aM l noHa... tbe ohane.'i or d. IOl'lb1n8 the 

sener.]. tl'._~k vlth1n 'Whlcb Ilea. of th ••• tern WOl'bt 

vl11 thlDk tn ~be tutuN. He, w111 ~ enabla4 to •• e tb1rut. 

1n the long ~ and to aetect t~.naa and de.el op.ent •• 1S 
Pr;t1)Rl tm. atud,. ot hl.tor9 journal •• tbe •• appear 

to bt tl» valu.. a.Q,d lQortano.e, in_i1.ow.l bt.ten-, 

---~-- ------' --~~-

'1.)Sl11nton. Id ... E~ !!!!.. Pl>. la..19J 20- 21,. 

14Loul• Gottschalk. fI A h-ate" J OX" ,01 1(1.t01"1 1n. . 
Quandar1, " A!p;er10,an mU0t-1C.' R.yJ..w~ tlX (Jan •• 1954), 28S. 

t5-rbe •.••• ' the vlewa ot BaumtJr-, JOYlailot MQdtlD 
. , ... MW'S',. J XXI.; 202. . 

:\c''';' 
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and the reasons for interest in the fie ld. Intellectual 

h1sto~1 contributes to the unification of knowledge which 

has been 80 torn apart by modern demands and need for 

specialization; it points out the real values on which 

America has bee.n built; it aids in clar.ifying thought 

and seeing possible remedies for modern day problems: 

" 

it suggests possibilIties for prediction. Many hours ot 

long, patient investigation face the intellectual historian, 

but a good scholarly work not only adds to historical 

knowledge . It can render wider services also . 

'i ',. 



CHAPTER VI 

AMER ICAN INTELLECTUAL HISTORY 

IN EDUOATION 

What writers have said conoeming the lack of 

unity in ab.\s, method. and soope in 1ntellectual history. 

Henry Swint has verified in an article 1n Soc1al Stud1es 

which is the result of a study of OOUl'se ofter1ngs in the 

fielu . His observation is that "an extreme looseness of 

definition and disparity 0'£ emphasis 11 1ndicated by the 

great v,ariation manifest in course offerings in 1ntellec­

tua l h1atory. fl l He makes this cOMent atter studying 

syllabi. outlines, reading lists, and lecture titles; 

1nterview1ng and corresponding with protessors teaOhing 

such courses; and tabulating results 01' a quest10nnaire 

sent to these protessors. The same divergences which 

were noted In written intelleotual history were noted in 

these etforts to study American intellectual history as 

it is being taught today . 
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Course titles themselves begin the great variation. 

In order to get the latest picture 01' intelleotual history 

in euucation; a study was made by the writer 01' th1s paper 

01' the latest issue 01' 500 college bulletins dated from 

lSwlnt, Soclal Studies, XLVI, 245. 



70 

1958 to 1962 which stilL verifies what Mr . Swint found in 

his study of 1952- 1953 courses . The study shows about 50 

different titles among approximately 175 listed courses in 

American intellectual history . Even if they do not have 

the word "intellectual" in their titles, it is evident 

that it is intellectual history in 80me form which i s ba ing 

o1'1'ered . The most frequently used ti tle is ItSocial and 

Intellectual History ot the United states . " Some varia­

tions of titLes are: "Trends in American History," "His ­

tory of Amerioan Thought," "The American= An Analysis of 

American Thought and Character, " "American Cultural His­

tory, " " Intellectual History of the United States, 1t "Social 

History of the United States ~ " "Amerioan Thought and 

CiviLization , 1t "Intellectual and Li terary History of Modern 

America, " "The History of the Growth of American Ideas," 

"Men and Ideas in Amerioan Hi s tory . " 

Not only in titles , but also in course descriptions 

there is great diversity . This points to t he truth of what 

has been said concerning the contusion in defi.ning intel­

leotual histor y, i n stating its aim and purpose, and in 

setting its scope . The scope in this instance seems to 

be the bi ggest problem. 

I t is interesting to note in a few of t he bulletins 

wel l - worded l i s ts ot descriptIons for courses until the 

title "Intellectual History" is enoountered . It remains 

a lone on a line wi t h no description. Perhaps it will have 

the note: "Limited RegIs trat ion," "Only with permission 01' 
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the instruotor," "For senior honor students and graduates,1t 

or, rather amusedly, the oomment that this oourse ~ 

fulfill requirements tor American History oertitications 

whioh are needed. On the one hand, this shows the calibre 

that suoh courses should possess, on the other that although 

there is evident growth in the tield there is still some 

doubts about it. History departments in large and small 

colleges want to List it, but there is a certain vagueness 

about it . 

Some ot those who otfer descriptions ot their 

cours es in the field make them short and broad as "sur-

vey of the major trends in American intelleotua l develop­

ment , " It a study ot the forces t hat have shaped American 

society," "the deve lopment ot social and cultural trends 

and significant i ntellectual ideas , " "development ot socia l 

and intellectual movements, institutions and leaders," or 

"development of American life and thought . " 

Many other s have trom mildly to extreme ly detailed 

accounts of t he scope ot their oourses. One rather large 

group elJlphasl~es a study ot American ideas, thoughts, or 

beUets with attention to rel1gion, education, science, the 

tine arts , philosophy, and literature . Another analyzes 

the growth in American thought through contributions from 

popular origins such as schools, newspapers, magazines , 

pamphlets , lIlotion pictures , television, radio, art, and 

popular re l igious movements . 

Identltying and tracing some ot the characteristic 

patterns ot thought is the expressed purpose ot another 
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group o£ oourses . Among topios discussed in these are: 

Puritanism. the Great Awakening, the Enl ightenment, Trans- , 

oendentalism, the philosophical basis o£ demooraoy, Ro­

mantioism and realism, nationalism, soolal reform movements, 

Darwinism, imperialism, isolationism, pr agmatism, pro­

gressivism, the philosophy of the New Deal, the impact of 

the atomio age . No desoript i on lists all of these, but 

they are the points of interest to this group . Related to 

those who have this end in view are the tew who express 

their objective as seeking out the sources , interoonnections 

and expressions in great documents o£ the principal systems 

of ideas or commonly held opinions which have Influenced the 

way 01' living in this country--those ideas about man and 

God , nature and society. 

stilt another set of course descriptions revolve 

about the idea of thought deveLopments as they affect 

SOCiety. The study is of the family and community life , 

the position of women, industrialization, urbanization, 

labor, immigration, sports, and amusements . 

Many of the courses, whatever they may treat , at­

tempt to point out the development of American attitudes 

and characteristics and the part ideas have contributed 

to the American way of tife . 

Also mentioned very frequently and expressed in a 

variety of ways 1s the study of the interplay of ideas 

and socia l practioe ; ideas and environment; ideas and 

achievements whether political , eoonomic , or diplomatic : 
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ideas and the American scene ; ideas and events . 

Such 1s the d1vergent pattern of course offerings 

in intellectual history today . The variations of the 

above are numerous , but these appear to be the general 

trends. 2 

In about one halt of the colleges which were 

studied, the course was divided into two semesters of work . 

The dividing place varied , bu t was set mos t often at 1865. 

other divisions were placed at 1850, 1860, 1861. 1877. 

Most started with the foundation ot the colonies and finished 

with the present day whether offered as one course or as 

two . A few started with the year 1763. In a couple of 

instances there were three courses offered, one following 

fr om the other. 

Returning to Mr . Swint ' s study , his statistics 

regarding teachers ot inteLlectual history are of interest. 

These show that such oourses are relatively "newcomers" 

in colleges . This survey dates back to the schoo l year 

1952- 1953. out ot 200 questioned , 75% of the intellectual 

history professors replied . Most of them agreed that the 

field was new. Sixty per oent ot: them said the oourses 

were added since 1945. Not only were the courses new, but 

the teaohers were genera lly the younger men. Sixty- five 

2Reterence to Henry Swint ' s artiole: Social Stud ies, 
XLVI, 245. He gives results of a section ot his quest ion­
naire which asked that the degree of emphasis given various 
topios be indicated. It is interesting , but he pOints Gut 
the Limitations of such a study . 

j -" .. :_"t' 
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per cent had taught less than ten years . 3 

PrtoiJpec ts for the future look geod. In a study 

made in 1952 sponsored by the American Council of Learned 

Societies and reported on in the Janu&r1. 1956. American 

Histor ica.l Review, intellectual hlstory was holding its 

own. The questionnaire was sent to 4,662 members of the 

American Hlstorical Assooiation. Returns tabUlated totaled 

2,562 acting protessional historians. There were 282 

a.ddltional graduate studen.ts. Sixty ... three per cent of the 

protessional historians held their doctorate and thirty­

one percent their masters. The medlan age of the profes­

siona l group was 41, ot the graduate group 29 . Ovor one­

third or the group had a United states Hlitory major.4 

ot the group reporting, 742 sald they bad a first 

specIalty in toploal speclaltiea. Of this group 14.7% 

or 109 wore in intellectual history. This wal only topped 

by diplomatio history which had a total ot 136 or 18.3%. 

A aecond speoialty was reported by 840. Of this 

group 161 or 19.1% were in intellectual history. Diplo­

matic history here trailed to 141 or 16.8%. 

out ot 955 reporting a third speCialty, 165 or 17.3% 

were in Intellectual history oOJlU)ar'ed with itl closest run­

ner-up diplomatic history with 15.5% or 148 of the total. 

3Ibld., 244. -
4This and the foLlowlng related statistics are trom 

J. F. Wellemeyer, Jr., "Survey of United States Historians, 
1952, and a Forecast," American Historical Review, LXI 
(January, 1956), 340; 344. 



These figur es point not only to the intere,st in 

the fie ld but also to professor.s and writers ot history 

who are acquainted with intellectual, his tory. Their 

classroom influence and their writings have borne and 

continue to bear fruIt . 
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A survey of doctora l dissertations in history in 

progress' in 1949 showed one- half (about 800) in UnIted 

States History about one-third of which were in social and 

intellectual history. The work was scattered among torty 

universitles • .5' This article says: 

The general fact is that American 80clat and intel­
lectual history in all the active universities ••• 
shows an unseparated diversity of interest, such 
as is unprecedented in our guild , I al/1 sure, froll1 
the very beginnings of professional historlography.6 

Despite the prodigious amount ~ work which is in 

progress, Swint says there is little sense of "themes 

thought through, one book supplementing another in con­

tinuIties of scholarship. "7 It is a new frontier whioh 

needs filling in. 

Intellectual hIstory is acaree ly fIfteen years old 

al a fIgure of sustained interest in college history 

departments. The study of the five hundred liberal arts 

colleges reveals that about one-third are teaching courses 

in American intellectual history. The field has held its 

own in those fifteen years. Although there are poUtical, 

diplomatio, and constitutional historians who still 81111le 

5Barker, PacifiC Histor ical Review, XX, 5; 7. 

6Ib1d ., 8. 7Ibld •• 4. - ' --
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sympathetically upon the intellectual h1storian, the tie l d 

remains one o~ the most rapid l y growing fields 01' American 

h1storiography . The need remains though tor the intellec­

tual historians "to orient themselves , to come to a better 

under,tanding 01' content , to some definition ot bas ic 

terms . ,,8 

8Swint, Soc ial Studies , X~VI , 248. 

., 



CHAPTER VII 

CONCLUSION 

This study of Amerioan intellec t ual history has 

set forth the ideas of contributors to hlstory journals 

and authors of a tew books which have had bearing on the 

subject.. The study began with the origi n and develop­

ment of the tield trom the l atter part of the nineteenth 

century and the early twentieth century to the more re­

cent W)rks in the field . Contributions trom other tields 

ot lear,ning , particularly literature and philosophy were 

noted as well as the works ot historians . 
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The nature and scope ot inte llectual history re­

main 80mewhat vague and contused as the journals reveal . 

The biggest problem here appears to be the undetined scope 

ot the tie l d. In order to dea l more easi l y with the vary­

ing concept . ot t hese properties ot int e l lectua l history, 

the articles suggested tour approaches t o the tield wh1ch 

were described trom the viewpoints ot t he various authors. 

These tour dIvisi ons are not sharp l y det i ned . There 1s 

over l app i ng . Few intellectual historians could be oom­

plet e l y f itted into the separate "moul ds. It Viewpoints 

on these approaches were set against each other and an 

inconclusive statement by one writer that every approach 

has its value and its own contribution to make seemed to 



be the only va lid point to be made. The "what" and the 

"who" to be investigated remain to be cl arified by in­

tellectua l historians . 
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Acoording to opinions stat~d in the periodicals , 

intellectual history has conneotions with several branches 

01" learning . Arthur O. ~ovejoy ' s ful l list shows the vast 

field open for investigation by intelleotual historians. 

The areas IIlOSt trequently mentioned and stressed were litera­

ture and philosophy, although the tine arts, soienoe, 

religion, and the sooial soiences were a l so inc luded as 

important . The need t or dropping departmental pistols 

and cooper ating wherever possibLe was noted by several 

writers . There 1s a general opin ion that departmental 

fences have been suocessf uLly broken through in many in­

stances . Several times it was pointed out that problems 

11e in the background training of scholars in the various 

fields . A growth in understanding among the departments 

ia believed to be a means toward reaping a harvest 01" mu­

tual benefits . 

In addition to the problems ot nature and soope 

and interdisoiplinary reLations , artio l es in the journals 

point out prob l ema of method, objectivi ty, and oausation 

as well as a few minor pittalls whioh the intelleotual 

historian must guard against . The views of about six men 

were stated concerning method . Some strels analysis; others 

hold that the time is rIpe tor more syntheses . Beoause of 

the abstraot quality of so much of intellectual history , 



objectivity is believed to be a specia l problem in the 

field . Oausation occupies a oentral place in the list 

of problems, but it is seen as yet to be a complioated 

web which haa not received sustained consideration in 

the field of history . Its importanoe is seen in the 

creation of syntheses. 
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Articles point out that the values of American 

intellectua l history lie in it s contribution to the 

unificat ion of knowledge aa an integra tive tool; its 

analysis which shows the basic realities upon which Ameri­

can democracy was built; and its powers of clarifying 

thought and seeing possible remedies for the tensions in 

the war la • 

. American inte l lectual history in eduoation shows 

promises, particular l y in the number of graduate students 

who have taken interest in the field and in the doctoral 

dissertations which are being produced . These combined 

provide more teachers in the field as well as scho l arly 

studies in various phases of American i ntellectua l history. 

However, at the same time, the field in education reflects 

the problema which have risen in written intellectual 

history. Course tItles and descriptions show confusion in 

alm and scope . 

From what haa been noted in the studies made of 

the subject, it appears to be well- rooted , but, as several 

writers state, basic work on the clarifIcation of its 

prob lems remains to be done . Every new field in the course 



o£ its deve lopment is confronted with similar problems . 

A spurious harmony is not the goal . If. there is need for 

further exploration, controversy, and discussion, then 
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the £ie t d is progressing, and suoh activity should be en­

oouraged . This wil l eventually l ead to a more defined 

fi eld. Man, trails have been b l azed . These need to be 

widened and smoothed while others remain to be carved . 

Interest, cooperation, and careful study will be the means 

toward advancing a field , sti l l in its pioneering stage , 

which already has made unpreoedented strides and flourishes 

among the senior branches of the field . 
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