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Complexities and Limits of Ethical Literary
Criticism

Tomo Virk

Abstract: Although the so-called ethical turn in literary studies happened in
the eighties and nineties of the twentieth century in North America, the topic
“Literature and Ethics” in its various forms and denominations has been present
since the beginnings of the reflection on literature. This treatise summarizes the
most prominent research directions of this topic and attempts to point out their
strengths and weaknesses. As the most burning deficiency, it identifies the so-called
cacophony of ethical approaches to literature (mostly in Western literary criticism,
but also globally; Nie Zhenzhao’s well elaborated proposal of ethical literary
criticism seems to be a bright exception in this respect), characterized by the lack of
theoretical and methodological self-reflection. In order to overcome this deficiency,
it proposes to scrutinize some basic concepts and relations of ethical literary
criticism, such as the range of terms “ethics” and “literature”, the relation between
ethics and morality and between ethics and politics, the problem of aesthetic
autonomy in relation to the ethical evaluation, the problematic issue of aesthetic re-
evaluation on the ground of ethical evaluation, etc. In the conclusion, the treatise
stresses the general importance of ethical research in literary studies and points out
(the ethical) obligations of researchers engaging in Ethical Literary Criticism.

Key words: Ethical Literary Criticism; literature and ethics; ethics and morality;
literature and politics; aesthetic autonomy and ethics
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Associating literature and ethics (or literature and morality) has a long and
respectable history. Plato and Aristotle, for instance, both believed that literature
had a moral impact on its audience. Aristotle’s theory of empathy and catharsis
in Poetics prefigured many of the contemporary debates about the ethical value
and importance of literature, as well as did his theory of phronesis, a practical
wisdom necessary to conduct a good life, as developed in his ethical writings that
deeply influenced the Neo-Aristotelian current of contemporary ethical criticism.
If other classic, medieval and early modernist authors might not have been such an
inspiration for contemporary research in this respect, this doesn’t mean that they
didn’t reflect the connection between literature and ethics. On the contrary, the
literature and ethics topic was widely discussed in the middle ages as well as later,
even in such monumental works as, for instance, the four-volume Versuche aus
der Literatur und Moral, written by Christian August Clodius in 1767. To name
some other, more prominent examples: Shelley, “Shaftesbury, and the philosophers
of the Scottish Enlightenment [...] anticipate[d] aspects of the contemporary
philosophies of Jiirgen Habermas (1990) and Martha C. Nussbaum” (Locatelli 49),
concerning ethics, and understood the relationship between literature and ethics in
quite modern terms, not at all in an old-fashioned moralist manner. So did some
German Romanticists. The list is actually quite extensive. Yet towards the end of
the 19th century and in the first decades of the 20th century, the ethical approach to
literature became suspect of moralism and got replaced with other approaches, such
as aestheticist and formalist.

This changed dramatically in the last decades of the twentieth century, when
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the so-called ethical turn occurred, initially in North America. To be sure, the
metaphor itself, evoking the “Copernican Turn” and all the subsequent “turns”
(linguistic, theoretical, political etc.), seems to be a bit excessive. Since the
Romanticism, the implicit and explicit theoretical discussion and criticism about
values, ethics and morality in literature continued—not only in Anglo-American
criticism that seems to dominate contemporary debates on ethics and literature, but
also in others.” Yet it is only in the eighties and the nineties that literary criticism
and theory, but also philosophy, programatically turned their attention to the
various aspects of the topic literature and ethics. The most prominent philosophers
and literary scholars in this respect were Wayne Booth, Martha Nussbaum, Alasdair
Macintyre, Richard Rorty, J. Hillis-Miller, Stanley Cavell, Adam Zachary Newton,
Lawrence Buell, James Phelan and others. A little bit later (in 2004) and basically
not influenced by the Western “Ethical Turn”, a well elaborated approach to the
literature and ethics topic emerged in China, with Nie Zhenzhao and his “Ethical
Literary Criticism”. In the last decades, ethical literary criticism evolved in a variety
of sub-categories, perhaps the most prominent among them being narrative ethics,
rhetorical literary ethics, ethics of reading and ethics of alterity, but also ethics of
writing, ethics of fiction, ethics of criticism, ethics of interpretation, ethics of world
literature, ethics of imagination, ethics of hypertext etc. The list of potential further
candidates seems to be inexhaustible and the field widely open to such an extent
that it gives the impression of rather chaotic enterprise. It is no surprise that some
scholars got worried about this state of affairs. In my view, Dagmar Krause rightly
observed that

ethics denotes very different things to different people, and the task of
clarification is made even more difficult by the fact that only very few people
who partake in the debate deign to define ethics and morality, although most
people freely use both terms. Moreover, it is only rarely made clear on what
level exactly the presumed ethical influence of literature is supposed to
take place and what counts as ethical influence in the first place. The entire
debate, for example, between Nussbaum, Booth and Posner suffers from this

misunderstanding. (Krause 36)
A similar point was made by Lawrence Buell:

In any event, since no specific model for inquiry into ethics is shared by

more than a fraction of the scholars working in the various domains of
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literary theory and criticism, it is more than ordinarily perplexing when, as
often happens, avowed practitioners of “ethical” criticism neglect to relate
their brand of ethics to its alternatives or to antecedent traditions of moral
thematics, the ideology of genre, the deconstructive ethics of reading, the
politics of canonicity, and so forth. / To date, nobody seems to have worried
much about a problem of cacophony, however. (Buell 11)

In order to regulate this “cacophony” at least to some extent, attempts have been
made to explain the driving forces behind the “ethical turn” and in addition to
propose a kind of its genealogy, typology or classification. Concerning the reasons
for its rise, most often the opposition to deconstruction and “textualism” or “the
law of periodical turn” in this case away from the text to the contextare mentioned.
Some attention has also been paid to the assumption that the turn to ethics in
literary studies and humanities in general is due to the humanities’ need to socially
legitimize themselves (see for instance Nussbaum in Love’s Knowledge, Poetic
Justice, and Not for a Profit). As for the genealogy-typology-classification attempts,
the majority of them stress three strains of contemporary ethical criticism: Neo-
Aristotelian (Nussbaum, for instance), deconstructionist (de Man, Hillis Miller,
Derrida), and the one inspired by Levinas (or Blanchot) (Attridge and a legion of
others). To my knowledge, the fullest account so far can be found in Buell’s 1999
article “In Pursuit of Ethics”. There he identifies the following six “genealogical
strands™: 1) traditional criticism dwelling “on the moral thematics and underlying
value commitments of literary texts and their implied authors” [Parker, Booth]
(Buell 7); 2) the use of literature for philosophical-ethical purposes [Nussbaum,
Rorty] (8); 3) deconstruction with “two specific [...] ethical currents” (9), the ethics
of reading [B. Johnson, Hillis-Miller] and the ethics of alterity, emerging from
Derrida’s dialogue with Levinas; 4) “the intensified attention [...] given subjectness
and agency” under the influence of “the later work of Michel Foucault” (9); 5)
another late-Foucauldian strand, criticising “out-and-out cognitive scepticism” @
(10), and 6) “increased self-consciousness about professional ethics” (10). In
addition, Buell proposes “[f]ive [...] distinctive contours” of ethical criticism (12):
1) the “recuperation of authorial agency in the production of texts”; 2) the “readerly
responsibility”, deriving from “a conception of literature as the reader’s other” (12);
3) “[t]he approach to literary texts as arenas of ethical reflection by reason of their
formal or generic contours” (13); 4) the distinction between ethics and morality
(14), and 5) “the relation or distinction between the personal and the socio-

political” (14). A little bit different—and in my view a much more systematic—set
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of possibilities to approach ethics in literature from the standpoint of literary studies
proposes Nie Zhenzhao with the “following five aspects: (1) in terms of writers
and their writings, it attempts to investigate moral values of the writers and their
historical background, and the connections of the writers” own moral values and
those ethical values projected in those writings; (2) in terms of the works produced
by the writers, it tries to investigate the relations between moral phenomena
existing in works and in reality, the moral inclinations of the works, and social and
moral values of the works; (3) in terms of the relations between readers and works,
it intends to examine the effects of the works’ moral values upon readers and the
society, and readers’ evaluations of the moral thoughts of the writers and the works;
(4) it also needs to evaluate the moral inclinations of the writers and their works
from an ethical perspective, the influence of the moral inclinations of the writers
and their works upon their contemporary writers and literature as well as those of
the later period; (5) it not only aims at uncovering the moral features of the writers
and their works but also aims at exploring various issues concerning the relations
between literature and society, literature and writer, and literature and writer from
an ethical perspective (Nie, ‘Ethical Approach’ 19-20)” (Shang 29). In contrast
to Buell, who offers a classification concerning the entire “cacophonic” corpus of
contemporary ethical criticism, Zhenzhao’s well considered proposal concerns only
his own approach, one of the few integral ethical approaches to literature so far.

In spite of their disturbing “cacophony”, ethical approaches to literature
seem to share some common ground. For instance, if we are engaged in ethical
literary criticism, we supposedly presume that literature—apart from other values,
such as aesthetic or cognitive—also has an ethical value. Literary scholars are
indeed not quite unanimous in what this value consists; there seems to be a large
agreement, however, about what makes literature so suitable for ethical research.
In the first place, the distinguished feature of a great deal of artistic literature is its
singularity which is typical also of the ethical situation and decision-making. Here
we are dealing with a kind of a structural analogy between the both domains. No
less important seem to be some other features, detected not only by philosophical
or literary-critical investigations, but supported also by, for instance, psychology
and cognitive sciences. In this respect, the great value of literature for ethical
research, but also for ethical education, consists in its ability to evoke emotions, to
stimulate empathy, and to develop our imagination, which are all cognitive modes
characteristic also of moral or ethical judgment that is by no means propositional or
only reflective, as some other types of judgements are.

These views about literature are more or less commonly shared. The
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differences arise, however, in the evaluation of what literature does—or can
do, or even should do—with this ability from the point of view of ethics. Some
critics believe that literature offers moral examples to follow (or to refuse), and
that it is particularly effective in doing so just because of the features described
above. Others maintain that literature stages particular, singular moral situations,
characters and their decisions, and in this way strengthens our moral capacities,
while we read it, since it is a kind of exercise in moral imagining and reasoning.
From this perspective, when we read Antigone, Hamlet, Crime and Punishment or
any novel of Henry James or George Eliot, we ourselves, pace Borges, temporarily
become Antigone, Hamlet, Raskolnikov, or the protagonists of James’ and Eliot’s
novels, and in this manner get experiences we probably wouldn’t get otherwise.
Others, again, stress that literature fosters our ability for empathy and knowledge
and recognition of alterity, which is a pre-condition of ethics (at least in Levinasian
sense).

These three positions of ethical criticism which are all very much alive
and present in contemporary literary studies and in my view can be seen as its
three prevailing typological strands: the moral, ethical and meta-ethical are so
heterogeneous that they don’t allow consensus about literature-ethic relationship
and even generate very different answers to some basic questions of ethical
criticism, such as: Does literature teach morality or not? Does it offer instructions to
conduct a good or moral live? Does it make its readers better persons? Or, to move
to more complex issues: Can a literary work be immoral at all? Do moral flaws of
a work of art diminish its aesthetic value (and vice versa)? Or even: can a morally
defective work of literature be called artwork at all? And finally: What about
the canonized classical literary masterpieces (Shakespeare, Twain) that from the
point of view of at least some of contemporary readers have serious moral flaws?
Disparity of potential and actual answers to these and other related questions seems
to imply some kind of ethical relativism and, consequentially, even nihilism. To be
sure, ethical relativism—which is not the same as pluralism!—is a legitimate stand
in ethical theory. Yet I believe that it is not a very promising and helpful theoretical
background for doing ethical literary criticism. In order to avoid the implication
of relativism, I propose a critical reflection of some crucial terms and concepts on
which the ethical criticism is based. In my view, this might bring some clarification
to the disturbing accidental “cacophony” of the literary ethical criticism and turn it
into a pluralist, albeit not sufficiently self-reflected field of inquiry.

I want to begin with a general claim that is not quite devoid of certain

paradoxicality: when discussing literature and ethics, we should avoid as much
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as possible generalizations and strong statements. Their validity can be easily
impugned by counter-examples. For instance, many ethical critics, such as for
instance Hillis Miller, agree that literature doesn’t offer explicit (or even implicit)
moral instructions or “moral guidance” (Posner, “Against Ethical Criticism”11).
Such a view rests on a certain notion of literature associated with familiar concepts
such as aesthetic autonomy, open work, fictionality, quasi-reality, endless semiosis,
polyvalence convention, writerly text, polyphonic novel, semantic aporia, slippage
of the signified under the signifier etc. A legion of close readings of literary texts,
particularly from the part of New Criticists and Deconstructionists, but also
practitioners of some other approaches to literature, seem to confirm the basically
non-instructive, non-didactic nature of literature. However, even if such a view
is pertinent to the most of modern literature, it certainly doesn’t cover all of it, let
alone the pre-modern literature which admittedly functioned under very different
conditions and criteria than the modern one. To claim that at least one of the
functions of Sophocles’ tragedies, Dante’s Divina Commedia, medieval exempla
etc. was not to morally instruct and educate their readers is to be blind for the facts.
Yet this doesn’t hold true only of the pre-modern literature, but also of Voltaire’s
Candide, littérature engagée and the works of great Russian novelists of the 19th
century which, for instance, were perceived by their audiences as a moral guidance.
There can be no doubt that many other modern literary works can also edify their
readers.

However, the opposite general claim, namely that literature gives us moral
instruction, is obviously equally too exclusive. Quite often such a claim, tied to the
referential reading of literature, which is to say, to a strong concept of mimesis,
remains implicit, hidden under the cover of ideological or political criticism. To the
western scholars, such a claim is probably too remindful of old-fashioned moralism
to be brought to explicit statements or principles. Nevertheless it is there. Eastern
scholars are less scrupulous and more sincere in this respect. For Nie Zhenzhao, the
initiator and the driving force behind the Chinese—one could even say Eastern—
variety of the Ethical Turn, “[t]he basic function of literature is instruction and
education to teach man to be a moral being” (Kim 398). Again, even if Nie offers
fine examples in support of his thesis, which certainly holds true in the context
of his own well elaborated proposal, many arguments and examples (such as, for
instance, some novels of George Perec and other members of the Oulipo group,
experimental poetry, visual and concrete poetry, the non-referential literature in
general, etc.) of the proponents of the first general claim undermine it.

The lesson taken from both extremes is quite simple; no general claim about
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the “moral instruction”—or “moral guidance”—of literature issue is quite adequate.
Literature can morally instruct its readers, but it can also not do it. The answer to
the question, whether it has a morally-didactic function or not, depends on several
circumstances, regarding the recipient’s horizon of expectation, his literary culture,
his reading skills and education, the historical moment, the type of literary text
(“readerly” or “writerly”, self-reflective or engaged, “poetic” or “mimetic” etc.)
and many others.

Insistence on such general claims can be seen as one reason for the
irreconcilable “cacophony” of the ethically/morally motivated approaches to
literature. Another reason seems to be the arbitrary range of the concept of literature
itself. Booth, for instance, uses the term in a very broad sense, synonymous with
narrative. Similarly Eskin claims that “use literature in a broad sense, including
film, etc.” (557). A case of different use can be found in Locatelli: “I have qualified
literature as ‘artistic’ to indicate that I am not using the term °‘literature’ in the
general sense of any kind of written texts, but rather in the restricted sense of
texts either possessing or aiming at some artistic quality or effect” (Locatelli 47).
Nussbaum’s reading of literature as a part of moral philosophy has even narrower
focus: it pertains only to a certain type of modern novels.

It goes without saying that these different sets result in very different views of
what “literature” in the literature and ethics syntagm means and of what literature
does in terms of ethics. For instance, many scholars are inclined to believe that
artistic literature’s “meanings” and “messages” are too complex to allow a
straightforward paraphrase, while the so called “trivial literature” is not so resistant
to it. If we use the term literature in this sense (as artistic), all varieties of ethical
criticism, ascribing to literature explicit morally instructive function, are excluded.
Many critics also believe that realist literature is more referential than high-
modernist literature of, let us say, Joyce and Virginia Woolf, and for this reason
more suitable for the moral-learning-from-literature approach as carried out by
Nussbaum, for instance. Many other critics, however, particularly those influenced
by Levinas’, Blanchot’s or Derrida’s views, quite contrarily assign higher ethical
potential to the open works of high modernism. All these examples demonstrate
that the way we understand literature or define its range, essentially influences our
views on its ethical range and mode.

The complementary issue is the variety of uses of the term ethics in ethical
literary criticism. Martha Nussbaum, for instance, draws from the Aristotelian
conception of ethics (yet partly also, I believe—even if she would probably deny

it—from utilitarianism) which essentially designs her approach to a very limited
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scope. For her, the basic ethical question is how to conduct a good life, and she
finds this “instructions” better exemplified in literature (in a certain type of modern
novels) than in philosophy. On the other hand, the broadest—and therefore the
most confusing—understanding of ethics can be found in Booth who understands
ethics etymologically from the Greek ethos, meaning a “character”, a “collection
of habitual characteristics”, “whatever in a person or a society could be counted
on to persist from situation to situation. I express my ethos, my character, by my
habits of choice in every domain of my life, and a society expresses its ethos by
what it chooses to be”. In this way, ethics includes “the entire range of effects on
the ‘character’ or ‘person’ or ‘self’” (Booth 8). Richard Posner rightly observed
that “Booth defines ‘ethical’ so broadly that it largely overlaps what I consider

299

‘aesthetic’” (Posner, “Against Ethical Criticism: Part Two” 359). Posner’s
observation is fully confirmed by many passages in Booth’s The Company We

Keep, for instance this one:

Expanding our terms in this way exposes the falseness of any sharp divorce
of aesthetic and ethical questions. If “virtue” covers every kind of genuine
strength or power, and if a person’s ethos is the total range of his or her
virtues, then ethical criticism will be any effort to show how the virtues of
narratives relate to the virtues of selves and societies, or how the ethos of any
story affects or is affected by ethos—the collection of virtues—of any given
reader. Obviously this means that a critic will be doing ethical criticism just as
much when praising a story or poem for “raising our aesthetic sensibilities” or
“increasing our sensitivity” as when attacking decadence, sexism, or racism.
(Booth 11)

From the point of view of ethical literary criticism, this seems to be a rather
questionable standpoint, blurring what is distinctively ethical in works of literature
(but also in general) and consequentially implying that the moral defects of literary
works are to the same extent also aesthetic flaws, and also the other way around. I’1l
briefly discuss this problem a little bit later. For now, I want to add that the most
elaborated, widely applied use (but also misuse) of the term ethics in contemporary
literary ethical criticism derives from Levinas (sometimes accompanied by
Blanchot or Bakhtin) and is integrated and upgraded (with Derrida’s, Badiou’s,
Bauman’s and other readings) in several forms of the so-called ethics of alterity.
This kind of ethical criticism, when performed correctly, addresses mostly the

issues of the reader’s responsibility and of literariness as a model-alterity, in the
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latter case being an approach that passes into a kind of meta-ethical criticism.
It needs to be noted, however, that Levinas’ ethics is particularly vulnerable to
misunderstandings and false simplifications, if not studied carefully enough. In
such cases, Levinasian alterity is not understood in connection to saying (le dire),
but to said (le dit), which can make such an approach quite often in the postcolonial
context suspicious.

Another important issue that needs to be subject to my scrutiny is the
relationship between ethics/morality and aesthetics, already briefly touched upon
above. To make it as short as possible: in spite of the famous Oscar Wilde’s claim
that “there is no such thing as moral or an immoral book”, very few people would
seriously deny that at least some works of literature—if not all—have certain
moral or ethical dimension. The crucial question in this respect, however, is, what
kind of relationship is there between the aesthetic and ethical value. To repeat
some of the questions already posed before: Does literature teach morality or
not? Can a literary work be immoral? Do moral flaws of a work of art diminish
its aesthetic value (and vice versa)? Can a morally defective piece of literature be
called artwork at all? The aesthetic autonomists defend the conviction that art is
separate from ethics and that ethical values in no way affect the aesthetical value.
Quite often they have good reasons to believe this (for example, the defence of
literature’s artistic freedom from legal prosecution). Yet many critics practicing
ethical criticism disagree with this position. Their arguments are too numerous and
much too heterogeneous to be listed here; let me instead concentrate on a specific
and very important issue in this respect: the aesthetical re-evaluation of canonized
masterpieces on the ground of their ethical re-evaluation. Booth deals extensively
with this issue in The Company We Keep, referring to some examples of his own
re-evaluating experience in cases of Huckleberry Finn, Gargantua and Pantagruel
and some others.

Booth is aware of the complexity of the problem he deals with. He admits,
for instance, that even as a professor, he wasn’t aware for a long time of certain
ethical flaws in Twain’s or Rabelais’ novels. Yet once he was confronted with
their ethical defects, this also influenced his aesthetic evaluation of these works.
Some scholars criticised Booth for such an attitude, accusing him of tendentious
and shallow, ideologically pre-determined reading, and also reminded him that he
wrongly evaluated these works from his own historical ethical and moral horizons,
not respecting the historical and cultural circumstances or moral standards and
conditions, under which these works had been written. Nie Zhenzhao would label

Booth’s re-readings moral and not ethical criticism. However, Booth seems to be
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aware of these possible objections and has a well prepared answer. For him, to read
literature does not only mean to let himself being totally immerged in the textual
world, but at the same time also to keep some distance, to remain the person he is in
his actual social and historical world.® Consequently, Booth denies the possibility
of total acknowledgment of the otherness.

This is quite a delicate issue, still acute and in my view one of the most
important conceptual problems of ethical criticism, re-emerging in new variations.
To remain with the Booth’s example, I see three different possibilities within the
ethical criticism to take position in this debate. I have already briefly presented
Booth’s arguments. In extreme cases they can be graduated up to the complete
denial of artistic value of such canonized works that are morally flawed from
the perspective of actual moral and ethical standards. Some of the politically
engaged contemporary literary criticism takes this course. Booth’s opponents,
on the other hand, stress the autonomy of literature or rely on close reading of
works in question, claiming that recipient’s personality should not be included
in the reception process, demonstrating Booth’s too diligent over-interpretation
and misreading, and also his supposed ignorance of historical circumstances or at
least incapability to evaluate the work according to the ethical or moral standards
of its own historical and cultural moment. In my view, none of these options is
satisfactory, since it is not far reaching enough. For a balanced response to this
demanding challenge we need a third perspective, perhaps the one offered without

allusions to the particular case Booth deals with by Hanna Meretoja who states:

Reading narrative fiction about a particular historical world can contribute to
the reader’s sense of history as a sense of the possible in two interconnected
ways. Firstly, it provides the reader with a sense of the space of experience in
which it was possible to experience certain things and difficult or impossible
to experience other things—a space of experience that encouraged certain
modes of action and thought and discouraged others. Cultivating a sense of
that kind of space of experience can make actions comprehensible to us that
might otherwise remain incomprehensible. Secondly, a sense of what kind of
space of experience a past historical world was can provide the reader with a
new perspective on his or her current historical world, allowing him or her to
see its limits and blind spots and to perceive other possibilities of experience,
thought, and action. (Meretoja 44)

To put it shortly and straightforwardly, with regard to Booth: Booth doesn’t occupy
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an absolute moral position from where he could deliver absolute judgements.
Similarly as he would—perhaps due to the political correctness—probably avoid
to judge moral standards of some other, subaltern contemporary culture by the
standards of his own culture, he ought to avoid criticising historically other
cultures’ standards from the standpoint of his own historical standards. From
the point of view of a not-yet-attained moral/ethical level, his views could be no
less unethical than the ones he is criticizing. To the same extent that Rabelais’
possibilities of experience were limited by his historical horizon, Booth’s
possibilities of experience are limited by his own historical horizon that is by no
means the absolute one. Therefore, the most undiscussable ethical lesson Booth
can take from his example is the experience of provisionality of his (and everyone
else’s) moral standards. Such an experience can contribute to our self-understanding
and help us to “conduct a better life” in both Booth’s and Nussbaum’s senses of
the word. Such an experience also prevents us from the incorrect aesthetic re-
evaluation on the ground of our own moral standards.

With the last case we come close to another couple of terms that cry for
clarification of the relationship among them: ethics and politics. Here, too, we are
faced with the two opposed opinions: for some ethical critics, there is no substantial
difference between ethics and politics—or at least, for them, they are “inextricably
linked”.

I do not deny a certain relationship between ethics and politics. It would be
unwise to do so. There is, for instance, a basic connection between them in a sense
that—in a manner remindful of the Artistotle’s homo politicus—everything has
something to do with politics, and also that they sometimes actually address same
issues. However, I claim that not all varieties of this relationship are fruitful for the
ethical criticism. Some of them may even inhibit it. Let me pose for the clarity’s
sake two such possible relationships: 1) a view that politics is based on ethics and
derives from it, and 2) the opposite view, that ethics is based on politics (which
can be seen as a sort of macchiavelism). I believe that the second view doesn’t
allow for an ethical criticism proper, because from this perspective, ethics is always
a political construct, and if we want to go to the core of character’s actions and
decisions (or of “author’s intentions”), we land in the political criticism, and not
ethical.

So in my view, from the perspective of ethical literary criticism, it is only
consistent and fruitful to clearly distinguish ethics from politics. They are not
at all the same; in some respect they are even opposed to each other (Antigone

would be a good example). While politics is always about power, the ethics proper
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never is, even if power relations may raise also ethical questions. Nevertheless,
the distinction remains. For instance, in practice, the politics is an attempt to gain
power over others; this is also characteristic of political discourse. Not so in ethics.
Ethics is not about gaining power over the others, but about respecting others.
This is also how ethical discourse—in literary criticism or elsewhere—essentially
differs from the political criticism. In my opinion, the ethical criticism should not
serve as a cover for a political or any other criticism; I agree therefore with Eugene
Goodheart that “the ethical critic must resist the language of power” (qtd. in
Henriksen 490) as characteristic of political criticism.

For practical reasons, I am only now turning to a terminology issue that
ought to accompany—and, actually, even introduce—every piece of ethical
criticism, literary or non-literary: the relationship and distinction between ethics
and morality. Philosophers and literary critics often use them interchangeably (for
instance Devereaux 2004,@ Eskin 2004, Nussbaum 1990), even if sometimes they
are aware of their different meanings. Some others make a clear distinction here.
Nie Zhenzhao, for instance, understands ethics as “a general term encompassing
both moral terms and immoral terms, while morality is a specific term excluding
immoral terms” (qtd. in Ross 8), and explicitly distinguishes between moral and

ethical criticism:

Unlike moral criticism, ethical literary criticism does not simply evaluate a
given literary work as good or bad on the basis of today’s moral principles.
Instead, it emphasizes “historicism,” that is, the examination of the ethical
values in a given work with reference to a particular historical context or
a period of time in which the text under discussion is written [...] Though
some traditional ethical critics have attempted to unpack ethical elements
in literature, they have usually analyzed literature from their personal
ethical values and moral principles or, at best, the moral principles of their
contemporaries |[...] Theoretically, their point of departure should have been
to analyze literature from an ethical perspective, or to put it differently, the
ethical value of the literary text should have been the target of their research,
and their moral principles should have merely served as toolkits in that
process. However, in practice, the analysis of literary texts ceases to be their
target of investigation and their personal moral principles take priority. By
contrast, ethical literary criticism represents a particularly strong call for
objectivity and historicism. Grounding itself in specific historical contexts or

ethical environments, ethical literary criticism sees the contemporary value of
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literature as the rediscovery of its historical value. (10)

To be sure, clear distinction between the ethical and moral is not a matter of literary
studies; it is rather a challenge for philosophy which is burdened with historical
heritage of the interchangeability of both concepts. Yet for the sake of clarity,
necessary to confront the disturbing cacophony, mentioned above, at least the
awareness of the difference between the two domains would be useful. “The moral
of the story” means something else than “The ethics of the story”.

Here my listing of topics indispensable for the methodological self-reflexion
is at the end. What remains is to propose a kind of conclusion. To use a moral
vocabulary again: what lesson can one take from the issues briefly touched upon in
my presentation?

In the first place, I would say that ethical criticism—in my view the most
important branch of literary criticism—consists in an innumerable variety of
approaches. This variety can be seen as an anything-goes-cacophony or as a healthy
plurality. The distinction between both lies in self-reflection. If ethical literary
criticism is rightly seen by some as a cacophony, then it needs more self-reflection
in order to become a plurality. Zhenzhao’s proposal, for instance, is one of a very
few such systematic, integral and methodologically self-reflected approaches, in
this respect a good example also for western scholars to follow, when doing ethical
literary criticism.

The variety of ethical approaches to literature, that perform extremely
important work also in terms of social welfare, is in principle limitless.
Nevertheless, there are, at least in my opinion, some limits for ethical criticism
that need to be respected. Critics engaged in the ethical criticism ought to
respect the principles of the ethics of criticism. They should not, for instance, use
ethical criticism as a cover for some other sort of criticism. They should behave
responsibly towards the literary works, which means that they should respect
their singularity and not misuse them for their own purposes, as in the case of,
for instance, ideologically burdened criticisms of various colours. The ethical
dimension and potential of literature is so precious that ethical literary criticism
should not blur it with an irresponsible treatment. The word “ethical” in the term
“Ethical literary criticism” should therefore signify both: the specific research
topic as well as the way how the research proceeds. In my opinion, these two
responsibilities mark the only eventual limits to the ethical criticism I can think of.
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[ Notes]

(D To name only a couple of cases preceding the Turn in North America: in his Anatomy of
Criticism, published in 1957, Northrop Frye even devoted an entire chapter to what he called
“Ethical criticism”. (It is true, however, that with this title he didn’t really discuss what we
nowadays understand under this term.) Another such case is John Gardner’s controversial On
Moral Fiction (1978). More examples can be found in French, German, Russian (pre-Soviet and
Soviet) and probably many other literary criticisms.

@) For the sake of clarity I am adding a bit longer description: this strand derives from Foucault’s
“incipient critique of his earlier evaluation of ‘the idea of truth as nothing more than a ruse in
the service of an epistemic will-to-power,” as a mere discursive artifact” (Norris 124, 126). This
strain of recent theory concerns itself with exposing the intellectual reductionisms and moral
hazards of the ‘out-and-out cognitive skepticism’ that supposedly characterized poststructuralism
(Norris 3), while avoiding old-fashioned models of mimetic realism” (Buell 10).

(3 Booth approaches a hermeneutical issue here. The similar point has been done, for instance,
by the Gadamer-influenced Aesthetic of reception with its claim that a proper understanding
always includes the entire variety of historical horizons of expectation, including, of course,
the reader’s one. Yet such a starting point can also lead to different conclusions regarding the
aesthetic value than the one proposed by Booth.

@ Devereaux’s use is not problematic only due to the non-distinction, but also due to the very
broad conception of the term ethics/morality: “A note on terminology: in the context of this
paper, I am using ‘moral’ and ‘ethical’ interchangeably. I am also using these terms in a very
broad sense, including more than might ordinarily be counted under the label ‘moral.” For my
purposes, the label ‘the moral’ includes the political, the ideological, the religious, and so on.
Lastly, I am not committed to the claim that the terms ‘moral’ and ‘immoral’ are the fundamental
terms of moral evaluation. Here I use these terms as stand-ins for all kinds of moral language
(ordinary talk of justice, happiness, virtue and vice, terms such as ‘duty,” ‘obligation,” and ‘right’

in ethical theory)” (Devereaux 10).
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This paper connects to ideas I developed previously and pays attention to
questions regarding the self-referential aspects of ethical literary criticism. Every
time when one emphasizes the specific poetical function of language one focus
at the same time on its self-referential usage. The concept of auto-referential
inquiry has now a day won through as important research subject in great many
scientific disciplines, not least inspired by Niklas Luhmann’s system theory. In the
metafictional prose of postmodern writers one finds numerous examples of self-
referential presentations. In the following I intend to elaborate some of the ethical
implications which follow from the inner-textual perspective on literary texts. It
strikes me that there frequently is a tendency to argue in a far too distant relation
to the core questions of ethics. It is worth-while to keep in mind that ethics is
dealing with moral concerns, with matters concerning good or bad, right or wrong.
In order to distinguish between the antagonisms one need moral criteria, which
may differ from one culture to another. There are however moral standards that
are regarded to be common for everybody, independent of political, ideological
and religious convictions, principles implemented in conventions and orders like
“The Declaration of Human Rights” or “The Ten Commandments.” As far as
values are related to taste there are however no obliging standards equally valid
for every human being. The citizens of ancient Rome used to say: De gustibus non
disputandem est, which means that it is useless to quarrel about matters of taste.
Like language taste is closely related to the origin of the human existence. Your
language is your mother tongue, and your taste is developed under influence of
maternal and paternal instructions, which in combination with cultural stimulations
help constructing a standard system which enables value judgments. It is thus

evident that taste is far from being an objective quality, especially not when related
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to a work of art. You can spontanecously agree on that a meal is good, that the
weather is good, that somebody’s behavior is good, but it is far more complex to
decide if a poem is good. When ethical categories like good or bad are applied
to artistic writing they turn into aesthetical values, which function according to
changing taste systems. Every time when a reader evaluates a written text he turns
the ethical terms good or bad into aesthetical ones. That means when an evaluating
act turns self-referential and directs its statements towards the text itself, we have
to do with a code switching, informing about the aesthetical status of the text. It is
good as far as it is elaborated according to the taste system prevailing at a certain
time, in a certain place under certain circumstances, it is bad if not. Throughout
the centuries the quality measures have changed; what once was regarded good,
may later be considered insufficient. Value judgments are, unless they are totally
subjective or provoking, mostly derived from general rules and norms regarding
artistic expression or later, as aesthetics was separated from the philosophical
discourse and established itself as a separate research discipline, from the various
concepts of aesthetical systems, which serve as advisory sources for critics.

The self-referential aesthetical standards comprise all interconnected poetic
components and functions of the artwork, not only the rhetoric and stylistic
composition, but also structural features like coherence, openness, confinement,
harmony, completeness, complexity, polyvalence, intertextuality, etc. When
the evaluation act is based on some of the mentioned internal properties the
designations “good” or “bad” are dependent on the successful adaptation of
poetical standards. It seems quite obvious that the poetical realization requires of
the author that he is familiar with the peculiar principles of poetry. He cannot write
blank verses without being familiar with the iambic pentameter and he cannot write
a sonnet without knowing the metrical form of a sonnet. And vice versa: the critic
cannot evaluate in a proper way a literary text unless he is well acquainted with the
artificial ways of expression characteristic of the poetical genres. In order to avoid
misunderstandings I want to underline that I in the following don’t intend to value
the autonomous character of literary texts, but their capacity to successfully realize
or help realize the applied aesthetical guidelines according to the qualities “good”
or “bad.” From the point of view of ethical literary criticism the self-referential
aspects of literary artworks are the more effective the more they support the impact
on the reader and his ability to increase his power of judgment concerning social
and individual mores.

As far as aesthetics is defined as the study of the beautiful it deals with

the properties which provide it with these features. When a work of art satisfies
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the specific demands of beauty the critics usually calls it a “good” work hereby
recirculating a quality classification originally rooted in ethical research. The
designation “good” as opposite to “bad” to day serves as an aesthetical quality
marker and as such it functions better than the characterization “beautiful” because
the depiction of ugliness may prove to be “good” as well, but never “beautiful.”
Barbara Herrnstein Smith in her influential book Contingencies of Value.
Alternative Perspectives for Critical theory asks what teachers and academic critics
mean by recommending a work as “good literature” before having clarified the
reasons for their evaluation.

At least two developments have challenged the stability of aesthetical
systems and questioned their usefulness. Since the beginning of modernity writers
rebelled against the tyranny of aesthetical regulations and established new ways
of expression void of general validity, the result of which was a huge increase
of new aesthetical programs, mostly with an anti-artistic and provoking affront.
The parole was: the more expansive the less obliging. Until in postmodernity
authors won acceptance for their ideas that everything goes. Art recirculates the
formal and thematic repertoire of previous periods and epochs, hereby making
art to a playground for experiments with the writing traditions of the past. The
main mentality behind this renunciation of innovative creativity is expressed in
the following sentence: Everything is said, consequently it remains saying it in
another way. This mode of resignation suggests that literature has arrived at its
final stage, where the permanent reuse of the literary heritage suffocates every
attempt at artistic renewal. This turning on the spot gradually evoked dissatisfaction
among readers and authors. The Norwegian author Jan Kjarstad brought it to the
point with the following statement: It is not sufficient to copy postmodernism, it is
necessary to rewrite it with regard to the rapidly increasing standards of knowledge
and rethinking it at the background of the contemporary political and ecological
crises. It is likely to believe that the upcoming questioning of postmodern
preferences marks a turning point, where the documentation of formal skill gives
way to a reinforced focusing on what in a seldom before noticed way threatens the
survival of human beings. This may be considered the date of birth of an ethical
literary criticism, where the adjectives good and bad primarily again refer to the
content of literary works and regain a quality linked to the moral standards of the
involved literary figures and their activities and conflicts. The moving of the focus
from the form to the content of a literary work consequently implies that complete
different aspects of literary expression are subject to quality evaluation. Faced
with a complex literary plot it may be challenging to differ between good and bad,
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even on the level of direct confrontation between contradictory figures like Othello
and [ago, Faust and Mephistopheles. From the point of view of ethical criticism it
seems to be completely clear that [ago and Mephistopheles represent the principle
of evil. Still they have a positive function in the presentation of goodness; without
their presence in the plot it would have been impossible to elaborate the horizon of
what goodness is not. Nie Zhenzhao has coined the designation the Sphinx factor
in order to illuminate that human beings are trapped in an existential dilemma
and exposed to the contradictory powers of human and bestial attitudes. In his
interpretation the lower capacities of bestiality form the horizon against which
the higher values of human attitudes and ethical behavior appear. That means: the
function of the evil is to make the good and the valuable visible. On the other hand
it remains a paradox that the presentation of the evil from the viewpoint of ethical
literary criticism may be evaluated as good or successful as far as it deals with the
phenomena in an excellent way.

Obviously there is also another reason why attention has been drawn away
from the postmodern rewritings of the aesthetic canon and directed towards
questions concerning the reader’s response to the literary text. The modern
reception theory moves the focus from the text to the reader, who is the one that
on the background of his literary competence through the reading act completes
the comprehension of the text and as such proceeds to a co-creator of it. As far
as it is up to the reader to fill in the lacunae or the space left open by the author it
depends to a certain extent on him to attribute to the work the values good or bad.
The author delivers the single textual elements, the reader and the critic arrange
them with regard to what they consider the ethical intention of the elaborated text
materials. In so doing it is by far enough to trust one’s feelings. When the quality
judgment has no roots in reliable theoretical frames the evaluation threatens to be
accidental. In order to counteract miss-readings and to ensure scientific credibility
it is necessary to use as a basis adequate evaluation standards, both in the field of
forms and contents. A literary work of art can be evaluated not only in relation
to aesthetical features like beauty, compatibility, ambiguity, but also in relation
to measures linked up to subject matters like freedom of opinion, exchange of
information, increase of knowledge etc. as well. The validity of this kind of criteria
changes throughout the centuries and depends on normative principles derived
from philosophical, sociological and theological frame theories. Supporters of
ethical literary criticism, be it authors, be it scientists, are all more or less indebted
to the theoretical sources of moral reflection.

It is however a fact that modern reception theory has reevaluated the standards
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of literary excellence. A literary work of art is not necessarily good because it obeys
the prevailing aesthetic rules and corresponds to them, but on the contrary because
it breaks the rules and transcends what is estimated to be the valid norm. Inspired
by Thomas Kuhn’s theory of the paradigmatic shift the adherents of modern
reception theory introduced the concept of the expectation horizon, which marks
the borderline between traditional and innovative literature. This implies that that
all kind of avant-garde writing offends against the accepted paradigms and insists
on establishing the good of tomorrow beyond the good of today. According to this
concept the ethical oppositions good/bad, right/wrong are permanently subject
to replacements and adjustments. The inevitable consequence of this process is
the loss of the text as an autonomous object. The research interest is exclusively
directed towards the text’s impact on the reader. The text constitutes itself in the
reader’s mind as a network of appeal impulses and completes itself through the
interaction with the reader. Due to this understanding the text is not any more a
limited material object, but an aesthetic artefact that evokes more or less controlled
responses and paves the way for subjective impressions instead of elaborated
knowledge. Thus the reader actualizes the inherent potentialities of textual meaning
according to his educational presuppositions, his reading experiences and his
feelings. In articles from the late 1940s the American critics W. K. Wimsatt and
M. C. Beardsley vehemently refused the concept because it abandoned the proper
object of literary analysis, the reified text.

Anyhow, the efforts of modern reception research have doubted the concept
of a static, correct and eternal validity and meaning of literary texts. The result has
shaken the very foundations of canonical thinking. How is it possible to put together
a list of representative artistic writing when the works in question are deprived of
substantial consistency and solely exist as a source of individual taste display? An
intact canonical system requires at least an agreement on the ontological status
of a literary work and on the main principles of structural coherence. The history
of canon formation shows indeed the need for quality guidelines and curriculum
recommendations. What good is, however, and of lasting importance is liable to
be judged in the retro-perspective. Consequently most canonical lists consist of
texts from the past, which have proved their durability throughout generations.
According to Harold Bloom “canonical prophecy needs to be tested about two
generations after a writer dies” (522). Because artistic excellence is subject to
taste fluctuations and change of conventions there is a current urge for canonical
revisions. Due to Harold Bloom the crucial propulsion by secular canon formation

is the “aesthetic choice” (22). According to my understanding the “aesthetical
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choice” is an ethical one as far as it uses aesthetical measures in order to decide
what is canonical and consequently good. He admits however that he himself has a
pre-scientific reason for ascribing to literary works the attribute of canonicity. “The
only pragmatic test for the canonical” is, he claims, “only what I have read and
think worthy of rereading” (518).

In the last year’s discussions one has argued for a democratization of the
literary canon formation: equal number of males and females, equal number
of young and old, equal number of literary genres, equal cultural and national
representation. This egalitarian principle threatens to transform the canonical
system into a statistical one, hereby losing the elitist character of the canonical
out of sight, then according to Harold Bloom “literary criticism always was and
always will be an elitist phenomenon™ (17). In so far he concurs in David Hume’s
opinion that by judging good and bad works men have very different views and
not everybody is equally fit to judge art. According to Hume a man who has no
opportunity of comparing the different kinds of beauty is indeed totally unqualified
to pronounce an opinion. Addressing beauty Hume refers to the poetic and rhetoric
components that cooperate in creating the artistic effects of art language. Hereby
he understands the surplus of aesthetic qualities that separate the language of art
from daily life language. Nobody has underlined this artistic difference in a more
precise way than has Jan Mukarovsky, one of the most influential members of the
Prague circle. Due to him the language of everyday communication serves practical
purposes; therefore it is rule-bound and automatized. The poetical language is
by comparison characterized by a deviated use of the standard language and a
systematic violation of its norms. Accordingly the poetical language is good
because of its de-automatized utilization of the daily conversation language.
However, in the context of aesthetic expression the signification good has lost
its immediate moral value, but it regularly regains an ethical dimension “when
literary works are conceived of as the means of transmitting specific values”that
means when the aesthetic construction appears as a semantic arena in the service of
decoding ethical values (Bloom 22).

I have so far underlined the auto-referential elements of text-constitution as
essential for the canonical formation. This position has however been contested
and its theoretical basis, the idea of aesthetical values, vehemently attacked. There
are obvious reasons for doubting the objectivity of aesthetic value judgment.
Baumgarten in his introduction to aesthetics (1750) emphasized the sensory rather
than the rational nature of such judgments, likewise Kant, who considered aesthetic

judgment as non-conceptual and entirely based on pleasure or displeasure. One
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of the reasons why aesthetic values are lacking constancy and endurance has to
do with the nature of the aesthetic object and the changeability of the evaluating
subject. Taking the constitutive elements of a literary work of art into consideration,
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its “structure,” “features,” “qualities” and of course its “meanings”—one may
recognize that this properties are not fixed given, or inherent in the work itself, but
are at every point the variable products of particular subjects’ interactions with it.

It belongs however to the paradox structure of the Kantian taste judgment
that it, although subjective, still demands general validity. This intermingling of
subjective and objective reasoning may seem to be a challenge to the common
sense, but Kant bridges the contradiction by introducing the term “Gemeinsinn,”
meaning “our common capacity for shared cognition.” Accordingly “Gemeinsinn”
involves a claim of universality, which ensures that taste questions are not only a
matter of personal preferences.

Kant’s concept of the aesthetic value has been disputed, not least because
of its disinterestedness, which dissociates the aesthetic from moral values hence
paying less attention to the aspects of good and bad. However, in recent years one
can observe an extended understanding of the category of the aesthetic. Hereby
it is striking that the aesthetic value of a work of art is not restricted to its formal
features, but increasingly are conceived of as interacting with a variety of other
aspects, namely contextual, cognitive and moral elements. One may explain the
connection between the self-referential and moral connections within the artwork
in the following way. A work of art is “good” when it is in accordance with the
valid norms of the beautiful. In so far I agree with Bery Gaut, who asserts that “art
can teach us about ethical values through linking cognition to imagination” (252).
The “good” is essentially a judgment that something is ethical, the judgment that
something conforms with the moral law. It would however be a mistake to think
that the interplay between the “good” on the level of formal skill and on the level
of content is drawing in the same direction. The contrary may prove to be the case
when the content of a work of art in a perfect way is glorifying the ugly and the
bad. The clash between the structural and the moral usage of the opposition good/
bad shows that the interactive display between the two functional levels don’t
necessarily work according to the theoretical concepts. Radical autonomists reject
the moral contamination of aesthetic values because of their intrinsic contradictions.
They maintain that “moral assessment presupposes that the object assessed has
mental qualities and capacities. Yet works of art do not possess minds; so they
cannot be subject to ethical assessment” (Gaut 69). This extreme view may be

valid in case of abstract and experimental texts, but all kinds of representational art
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forms transcend their formal expression and are subject to ethical criticism, simply
why words, isolated or in artistic contexts, are semantic units with denotative and
connotative designations. It may however prove difficult to apply ethical measures
to text types which like non sense poetry and I’art pour 1’art fiction underline the
intrinsic value of art and refuse to serve any didactic, moral, or utilitarian purpose.
Only as far as one adapt the self-referential model of evaluation discussed in
this paper one is able to judge whether the text is good or bad with regard to its
ambitions.

Before concluding I want to make some additional remarks to the self-
referential aspects ofliterary works and to their connection with the semantic levels
of expression. It is striking that Wayne Booth ascribes to aesthetic qualities ethical
ones as well because they possess the capacity “to write stylishly, beautifully or
elegantly and possessing an acute aesthetic sensibility” (42). Booth underlines
that “a critic will be doing ethical criticism just as much when praising a story or
poem for raising our aesthetic sensibilities or increasing our sensitivity as when
attacking decadence, sexism, or racism”(49). The self-referential act of evaluating
literary texts is nevertheless reductive because it ignores that they are situated in a
communicative situation and are conceived of as the means of transmitting specific
meaning and values. Thus artworks composed in verbal signs differ from those
made in color or marble because they are not only components in an artistic design,
but primarily carrier of a diversity of supplementary symbolic, allegoric, cognitive,
contextual and moral functions. I agree with Berys Gaut when he emphasize that
“Ethicism is the doctrine that a work of art is aesthetically meritorious in so far as it
has an aesthetically relevant ethical merit” (138).

Not surprisingly one finds “ethical merits” in many literary genres. In my
concluding comments I want to focus on the criminal novel, in which the spirit of
ethical care is jeopardized through the dissemination and infiltration of criminal
minds and networks. There are many reasons why the criminal novel attracts so
much attention in the Western societies. Sociologists consider the phenomenon
as a compensation for the boredom and lack of tension in everyday life. In an
ethical context it is worth-while noticing that the detective, the main figure of
the criminal novel, is a person who fights the evil in order to restore the ethical
balance in society and through his intervention helps protect decent people from
falling victims to the powers of badness. His professional job is to remove the
bad and shape the presupposition for the recovery of social peace. The criminal
novel is mostly characterized by the dominance of what has been called “forward

tension” (Vowdrtsspannung); it favors straight actions, complementary characters
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and a strict separation between good and bad figures. It is based on the idea of a
final solution through which the bad is defeated, very much like in the fairy tale,
where the underdog finally escapes his oppressors through violating or killing
them. The concept of the criminal novel has in so far a structural similarity with
that of restoration ecology because it aims at fighting the pollution of the social
surroundings through appropriate steps. The concept of the criminal novel focus
on content and attitudes and as such it is a counter-concept to the strategies of the
self-referential approach to literary texts. It is likely to draw the conclusion that the
aesthetic value of a criminal novel is independent of its formal features and that
the critical evaluation mostly don’t pay attention to the self-referential aspects of
the texts. Very seldom I have found authors of criminal novels that are aware of the
interrelation between form and content and reflect the formal patterns of the genre.
Among the few renewals of the genre I want to mention Jan Kjerstad’s novel
Verge, in which the author deconstructs the traditional patterns of the criminal genre
and turn the narrative into a book on how to be a greater and better human being,
without abandoning the forward tension of the average criminal novel. This may
serve as a good example how one can change and extend the genre from inside,

from the very sources of the self-referential components of the literary text.
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FRE SRR, BRI E R “BRATAREX M , (HEER
SAERIAE TN, dhBEE X M g “FRATATEL” (McEwan 9). BAREE, BT
o 57 R RS A sl , S R I R A AS B R U R A L I IR AR B
FrEd], @R T HEK, mAMEERIEHEIER,

B LIS E w5 A BN IN T OEER KRR IR B s, T
MErEHIEEE A 220 E, e A MR A g8k A m 25, A
SABATTER A 2R vF R B s D SE S sk gh &, IEMEZ . 52, fEAW=E
S A AT AT B B SR 4k MR (8], A Sl A e 5 kB T SR .
TS T HERCRIA AR A AR A Tk 2k T B S RE R, MG ARG )L 1
ANF, THEAE CKIRAT A TN, B3 T NA &N . ST Z
HI SR AA T AN — E S A “R5e” « RN =,

PRI SR 5T -
RIS R SRR =%

B NIRRT IR )LSCR A « LR S MR RS, (B EE 2
PRSP AR BN DAY, N U TR KRERE _E 0 Seft i JE T
2R RAT AR A ? AR R TS EZE T AT
fETRZE R AR Y I R [, RE B M A S E B AT SRR
HEAPPIADY, “AESCEESOR, A A B R A P AR AR AL AR A B A O (O
2R, AR 28D 263) o MGG ILRIBUE, 29811 2 B B
MY EORFE, e — A4 AR, & B ARSIl AR 1 3 0 ALK
FES O KRG, MRREMESIR, M7 w2 ILAURE
k. T PREMME BT ERE TAMER R, 51k T HCMIENG
P, FRERON = FH A E S5, SE8T B O F. A, S (R
MR AR AL T W R A (0 SORAE AR AT 221 5 2R BN S8 R TR
AWE, FFARIE H CRIE TR B o7 M 2 MAE A I, M CR5E)
T, AEIEE AT DM ZE TRy S, T ELRITE 2E 1 AN 2 S ST )
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FIAEIR AR HTIETTER AN, QA TRBMZ MR AR 2R,
H B 47y AR W1 PR R B ) SUOR B RF & SUR IR F RN T R Fe e . AEZ1E e
BB AL 5, AETS75 T2 20 9 TR FLR AT 1) S RE A BE 5 0 T A+
HHIBS A7, WSS BRI e RARME A R RMBR A AS k&, H 2
THBEMBERE, AEET, ROTAMERIL: L8NKE B O RS EE &
AR B@EE 1 1 i “ IR EE” 2] “Peik” BRI R 1
MEA LR

TR —4aF N, L5 il B TS U 1Y) 25 25 B 2 X Ry B 2t A0 g 577 1 B
W IR LAURH IXFEIA B CRIFF ASR:  “MbEERrain s, MR
BERTRRRFAR, Foral, PHEEREK, FIERTF AR, SIPRE R &,
FEA R LB AR AR, /D B S R A PR G, 7R H 5 _EIRIG TR "(McEwan
1o XWFTLMIME, RFAMGEMAEY, B2 W4 Fr 2 A R Flb
e 25 EIREAARBIWIANSCIRRIBE N, 3 7 SCPERIUREE] AT R A AT 155 BRI Hh
o ABAER J R TR ORI NS, W BB I S CE .
AADGEZI RPN 5 &, R R e 2 A AN SR 38 21 fE HLA )
SARBEAERT,  MOVABME— SR ZAR T BN IS IR A% . AEREIK Bl 2I4E
P SRR, L9 — A SR AT e X T W R A X T A
X—AT N, A LRUGR & i IR A

W R RNEEEN . RAERE —NETHANALE, RETEUM
A, TTFER, FTER, BRAROHZHMEH —LFA, H—pb1
A, FLLE, AR, BT kAR AN EEE (MEVERET . W kK,
WHEE) . AEAFHIECNHIELE R, 2ZFMNEY, Fhds
HEWETEZE KA. (McEwan 12)

FENR LA 28 R AR o, BT TASME R I A S A2 0% w51 i AT 1 2847, Bl
“ERTLOCHEWT L ATEET o SORNAERY ST IS R AR AL R
FERCT BEIRTLE o iR JLBGR 3 A5 SCA IR 2 15 25 B R 8 il I8 (A 5

{EEAEHSEMN AN Rk — D TR R 2o R B AN AZ R i i LA S S0
RIS, — R T2 DN NBIRAER, ARSI 2 26 7 57 (8 Ak AEAME
KA, MHEERFIOLR, FHHHGHE, RIEREES . WA
SFRVPAALA R, SCRXTBESR IR 5 AR AT 9 R AR 12— R e B oy
HIFB RMHNER —Figie. E2EERE: Ut R L
TSCAE MAREK Y, ASOCH I E AT B BT e 0. A
BRI, WA EAURIE 2 AN, PO RE R T E R, Bk e A
AIhee” GEBAL,  CUACEZEHLTERRD) 7) o RralfE N EZ ISR
Xz, BARWABRE EENHEYIAE . 288 I A Rr& il I 8 L8 5% 52 dh
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FHMRFa, A EAT PR MA 2 R4, Ak BT EE, ki ArE b
2 HCERNERIFFE A CEAT, AMKE B CEXK B S 4.

VRIS, o B a6 20 S A B HOR SRR AN IR . 4305 BT 1 R
I, i LT DUBSZ B RE SRR Bl (R IR DR 257K 1 “52” (crust), AT
AR TCALIX A B R —— OB 9 B I H SRR E T A
9, (EHAIR A — R A ERAT 0 UAT R R SOk FRIE B 2 B (McEwan
13) XF205 A B UM AL, e T, BRI R U,
AN — DTN “COR5EE” BmEstdh i, BRI ok s 2
AR, BIERKHBITE 1. SRk, 48 “%E” B0 T
PR 85 . XS T 20 A SRR I CiiE K, b4 R Sl
#Rinlok, PHTERR TR RIEWERKZT, 0EFHS? AR
HEEIRE TR %7 (McEwan 18),  JSUE AR BRI Z, NN THEE.
R & B QAR R IE R &l A o s W R EZN 1 %7 1M
ARNTHDE, SihsdiBerits, MLREBBREMMEKR, EEH
FHCOMLR, FETARILEAR B ERRE 706, FrE A iR K e ks
FEARKREE E2 Ok kAR PRGN, SR8 BRI 45

2 HH BE AR T BoBOA i BMETRCR I ik, 208 BRI eRE,
SRR S AN B B CRCER S G — IRSE 0. MWAERCE 2R, WA AR
R 2 B N IR ISR BRI 551, Ve ARSI 2 H ST A,
A BN LGRS 2 7 kg 2 O, b PO SN E R IA T4 i AR
PR BIRAE AR L BP0 SEie 1 RF B A k. XA =3 2 A 5¢
TS X 1 T A AR K

Frga: “PKERALE.,

Hhiguw: BMERBEL M, BEER A7

R “BARTRZH. 7

Rigu: BEORMLEZHEFN

Frgu: R EY, IFEMRE LB T LUK SRR, 7

Bk “EAX AN, WRELFREEZS, ”
Frga: “ROBER, wRibey UM R Ry o yiE .
Bk AXTL. MAIEHET. ”

R “wRPEEL, BA—HFT. ” (McEwan 66)

R EFER, R E ARV 1 TR O& T4 SR B A ST, i s B B U
5 25 P NS FL UL AR A A B, i Y 1l R AR IR Lox AT
THEMAZR, ORI OB AT IR RS, IR E. WK,
B AL S 256 BT AN 2 DU B B BAR B 505 - - DAEAE e 0, X
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PRy it ) OB T e R IR FFIBBERI R 257 (McEwan 66).  fRIEAR, ff) L4 ZRi%
AR E5at 2 [T Tk e 10 B g 5 e A1 - i) ) B mh e s R LR i T AT
R TK J) . ARYEIRIE I JERIAUR, At B CrfE A S4B 7 it
BBk X A M JE N LB Oy GRSl g, ki FOE AR AR A T4
—ERRISREFOE, b RO, OIS R E R A, AR CaiEEE
TRl

AN T e JE— AR R E O R, AR E . RO, XSRE
B AT 5T A8 Z R AME R AR DB SE R R . ik, ) LA # il
T RESN b “ESCRFRRIFBAT RO R B 26 26 A B 55 B, 4T
T, HIEENMAOTERE . Kk, 298 « LR 50 B AR R A
E g, AR NI T SIE T IEA RIS 7 (McEwan 63). #tE 2, Z)Fif
BB ST . ABREE AL S, WHRA CQ, EfhindaNE
AT AL KBNS B Ok R A AL IAC B B A i 2% 70, B R A ek 12
HE S I — &Ry RIS S AR, AT IRIB I B SRR &
WA AL AR RS, SR AT AR . TR TR R Ul IRATIME
A AT R MIRESE, FATTHINR /& 2 MIRELE " (McEwan 68). [/ 251 4£ —
EEII A, ARATIET “ 482" (lovemaking) ATEAS “HIR” (talking) <5 &5 M
HIRIFIE, RAKERMEB SR, HHZZ SRR ZLI TG
1117 [7) 50, 577 AL — S B, AR A IE M 2 RN T ikRr Bl yts ek, H
WrEEY, AP RIRRRNIER DR ER. B, AR S
WIHEAITRNEE. TRZT, AEREREAETRR. Ry
BT, OUEE BN ST B R, T SRR ARSI R B A
o QR I8 ) O RS A2 RS UR AT 11 ARy, i ke
MYEE 1 H S8 HE LRSSk, Ml KRS 1, Bsa oM ik 2 7 T-48
ARFFEMRAERFRE . HILMERRE T € dun i SURA M 1 R 2,
A ESRAE 7 T NI 5 1 B 255

R FFEI . Bigal. oo iEDY NS K, AR T2 )5
W2 HEAHT S, Horh— 25 o A AR I at B R R AT, AR5 & it ik 25 5e 57 1
IRHL . IR B TR B ARAL, I T A A R . X SUR %
HEAHT S, PSS “208 - LB S AR M ER LT, iR
POl ZAE I B . W 204 RAUAT B (McEwan 76). 45t ) IX — 15 H
OB T AR A RCRE IR BB SRS R IR AR EE B4y iR R I

EATE MR, QAR RS BEGTIKE B A L8 B 5 4y M AT H
(K155 730 WA REAE BRI ARG, B Ja — UONURY Bt DL T R IR, At 0o 77
TaREWZR, S CiR)E RS TRl TR Bz T
295, WU b A e B ARG, AEME RS, B, R WmEMEN
— AR ANME BRI . RS IR, 208ERU: RS,
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BN T I LM, AT AR A R — E RS 2 7 (McEwan 91) A3,
X FAR R — iR, RRE Il R — A B L8, BE LW L,
TEARAZEE T "(McEwan 91) . JUHJE 4 205 AN B 1 5o 0T, U= 45 B 4 52 R el i
R & B e T AR 1. “ FRIXFE T EAE T Ak 77 (McEwan 92). 7 &
T R RO — B B E R A POB AR 4, TEEETIUR T 28I E B S AL
A3 B 03 53 TR R, 3R BH T Rl X SR BEBOR A IR 5, e
e TR RS B E, SR SR A B B ARG B AR R
MRYESCAACFE AP O AT, S FRk B N 7B i — N 1a s
N AR - AR R PR T 2Ol SR, 0l R @ SR RN (&
24, CUARHEMES®) 60 o (R5E) IERIEIT RO R N L1 E ik
BTRAREEOC R KB EE AL A0 B S 4 85 0 SR e, 2 TR G 2R 0
IR DL I S B AR B AR R, i i R EE MO E R G . 5
Z, /MR EDE I YRR R I RE A, SRR R . RS 1A
R F R R Il AT 2B A R 25 5, A NS R P S b 50 F 2 0f .

FERRR:
FErSITaREIE R

FEPS L EEE R CREEFEREY BN sl A SSUERITT R 1 Y B rE W 75
KR oe T “40E, B2 K” (To be, or not to be) KN 0ot . EEEEIEK,
JRE “To be, ornot to be” H ZFERfFE, “{HILNRAIIATR 1R IE P HE
FE ], B RG AR F R R B AT Bl X BAS () ) @ FEA FRIE T ACoRAET I A
MG, WSS EMNAILEE, ENEREAEN, REHTEEANR
WeHTE, RATEHIERATE) . X2 —FeE R ERE” G2, (U
WHZMIE TR 132) o 78 CR5EY F, EAARRILEGRE W2 H T2
WHLRME, AR SE R ST 8], MELLIR$E. A B im I 140 22 IR 55 A HoAT
BIIIE S B T B R EE R R E . AR,

VER/NH I LAGA S, o “dEERTE” (unnaturalness) V5% Hi 2 ILTE
b AE A PR R 25 a) LA TE PR 22 R 2l X ik, Ath B MRS 2 B CLEh A I7 2% - Ath it
“IARFFIENE, T, A [ stay awake, I listen, I learn) (McEwan 24), &
EMEEBGE. THENE, SR EEH CREERMNRERR. iE
o HCORMBONEE, KRB XA B

I a Ry A5, Kb R, — BB R e e
NEAKEFHHERORAARET., wTRIREAAN. REXE
RERLFEOFR, B THOLKRT, BT HHILT. R
HAMBEMATHNET, BT HRETHE, RAMHGE T HETH
LT, RRFEXRBRELG ERXIHAER, TROEELE TDHBEAZH
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W&, BESAERE 2 —WERE, AERXE—FNERE, B2 — 54
T HERFE, RwEERAREERREH . TRREY LT —Hor=2
AN, BRXEFmER? FTUERE WIS, TURKE OH
B A B E—4. (McEwan32)

ALY T B O =N KB 2 T I 2 50 2= A T R, i PR s = 2 i A
R REE. S0E. BUBUCEE S A7 STREL: BESEAE AL, MeEn b
BURL,  BIBRESEAS R 7R BUBURIIS 7 &8 T k&, Bl 72+ A
BRI BESE IAME R R, G RO R 1 AL55, SRR 1B G )L
FIT B2 G AN A L R A b 2 TR 2R, T FLI A O o R3] 7 22
R rE, ST ESmE—LMARHAENRIL. REMPIFA IR
ZIAR, (HEARETEINBH TR ). S@ SRR AL, RIL
EHONCERMMAIERS I, —BHIF ST, BEAR. Nit,
fhTHELS S B S ML RE M F RS S, HFEE A5 E Cm
R, SFRRHL, FEMH A IE F e BEFE

FEVS A LE R R, P GR F5 AR 2 A\ TR B AL S T FRL A5 N FL AL S e RESE N
U E . RAMIER GG, MFEEZE, UAET “AiRfid” X—%.
E (R H, IR LEBET BB REE R E AR TR, ML E R WAE T
XAV RI )3 A St . BRI Ed, At JEAHT LIS BH R IX 3738 %, R
BT e, SEBr b, A PO IR IR« AN B I ) BURURT
BESEREALARMAL SR . AELE T WM IR H O E S e . A AT
3! 7 (McEwan 45-46) {H 2 A€ —NM 4 3 It AR F1 2k R AT B RE J1 G )L
fih s br b RGO T R S M TG B . RS2 R VT RIBAE, Z IR A Lg
R EITCEI NS ? 2/, ARG L. RAIBURE AMUTEE), 1 HIE
FEHR, BRI TR, AR PUBFREER =M X R, AR E X
FHI=MARARZET” (qtd. in Neill),

TR BURL BEsE= ANz, JRJLAT DA B R AEBR R PRAE R
e H O REERr e, ER KRR b, BB JLME— 7T DR EUT B 5 Gk
e REE, JRILAURE X B I RESRIR AN A 2. 5@ EH R
ok, R L EZE RN GURIHBUR, H A2 75 A W5 510 AN e 1 50 2
BESEM A L. A TEVRIE H] B SR FUBURUE AR FRAT . Tovk S s & AL
JREBR TEERE W B OARZATIRE 12 4b, IBAETAhAE 30 L TEvHe e H
CHREEZ PR R, VLA H ORI REEIIT NS Z 415, &%k,
fth 75 AW AT RE SR H A Z . A E CTERYL, TR E i 2 7
% ” (McEwan 32), #:52, b7 EZ@ s BACHWRESEX H g S
BERME H O BRI . 0T R0 55 75 R0 R S R e (1 25 1 1%
ff JLIE R BEH F EA T  E: “BRATE ST T . IXEE4E
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AWrESE, BERTEE REEAMH, REMANZHRNARBHEAD 7. WE
(placed) R 2 913F (dumped) B % A 5] XiA] o #ZF 23R . B A7 12 O A o
AR 7 (McEwan 42) BESE AN AR A B G, M H X H CiE
T — R “WEETCHS” (ruthless). HEFFERFEZIG, BEETHEENR
B & AT TR R4S 700 J3 s il K, H O st 1eL“ 2 & 7 14 L)
7, FrBR “AmHh ;7 (somewhere) B RAEAEREH SR EE,
B, BRI EHCRRZE AR AN IR . 8T, 5 LovE U
B . B

FERERT, RAFENZAN, MAREAHRNT. KA ER
B F TR, RO PRB MBI M Z 2. RERXERNET
BlEM, ERHAENMRAHELERS R REN, F I E
BB R KR e BE. R BRI 2 B RN G LR,
BB BAE - NMREGREZE. REEETRE, MAETTEN,
HBLIR T DLE Fr A, AT DUASM R B o W R e B SRR AT T
BT, o — A DUABE T . (McEwan 43-44)

fE_EIRIAGR B, bk iia R “2” (love). IRJLITHEIRE BRI
AN EA, RN T K E CIRFEEZ RSB, AR SCRANREE
BER MU T hrid R, 4 B CNAZIEEER N0 57 (88 LA ok, ik dtpk
NHCELRE . o) LB E AT AN E B SRR, (H2E LT3
BAAETEy, Rl “WEM—EATTRAZMNE? M2 Fo i Wl
IBENE, B2 M S AR N B RE T i X ANE ! SRIBEEE B AN
o FhEMZ V17 (McEwan 7). MEESE SR N B IR T kA2 E 1 E
R, IHEEE B IRE T AR BRER 2 9% 2R AT S AR 2 A,
ANREJOFTAL, o H CREBSAE A Z Ja T LRSS T 2. X5 50 57 TN 5 it
RIZAHE AT X 5057 AR RREE b G208 1R 087 R B ok o 3%
EPEFZVE, RIRAT A, HERN TIE R OyEFEF B 275 M S 52 45
R . 50 o7 PEARF S AE N TR Fdr, BIERSUAAF. 1R 5 A A
pire, mila)LE SR B S AR R R Ry T4 A, RIDA TEE
AR LG N &, RE P XTSI Z 1 5 A &G B AR, H2%
F5 PEAT PRI o A i B, M0 G ) L ROAT D A o 2 i ) e B
HI, Br)L#RZAIW H SR N2 IR, JCHX SR M BESE 2 [a) i 3
RAMBEMERABA R, ULE ORGSR, BEHERHEMT N “X
KB FZ TS, HAERBRIES S EBIIEE T4 (McEwan
88). #F L, X XEHEGHALZIE, VONRMEAMIIER T4 & H Ok
HERMES, MAES TN, SEELNEESR. A, A CHEHENZIL
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ANYLAIIRBERER, B IE MR R AR RE . W BESR AR AAT AR 1 — € )
REEA . “CIEBERMORE BT T, ey — AR B ? XA TAR
—HIFIR )R, AIANVE Sy, AETH RIS AT _EAAR PR, 1Mo HL e R D& HH
tedn, FARAM R, BIEAEACBRZ Ah, EHRZAME: Jamp LA/,
JUNRER, SRR, Bk —4, EANGR, BCEMK, sEMEEHA. &
AR, BN, BATIR G, AR Z BT, thiEEIL MR 7 (McEwan
79). XTRILINE, MEZLIR, BRI Edr, BE MR,
NHE. FH, fhEEER, mEHIERIUER. BRI R
it W, J6)LEYEy TR, RSP 7 ] R R R
FAORMAT N, A T AOREE NI

HIRG LR VR IE AR 4E , AREIBOOR TaxE by, (EA
HAMWIL, KA EFRESH5RM. Mk, il “BILNETZER L.
SRR IR EFE 8 A B "(McEwan 47). [WE T g LSRR 2T A2
BAERSGEH AT £EEER, hERHNZ B A LERIUT SRR 8], BIE
TR A2z H AR I 2, 1 8 2% 8 U5 G o o 55 ARy 55 4T 3 22 T8 PR A BB %
BT BRI . AE (R ERRr) o, PRI TR RS th Ul i S O B . Atk
“EEEAERTE L, MR, BERATNEE R, BARM A
Ve LA EATER” (ST 297) o MWERHIT R EA E TR
AN B, LR R V). SRR S, iR L2AE
SR HOCRATAINEE . WERMAEE T, AR R EFH ISR B,
PRIl 2GS N Ko ik, BRJLBEAN T — I TR R MUT B 2 [A) A 2R
o ARIESCAACHL A AL S BEPIXERG P8 . S B b i A
E A R R, QRE R E S E A1 B B TE R, RN IR R AT
LA, JF AR PR &R EME RN R, —HIEsEAE
Z A — IR, e S8 ISR, SR HEEAEEN T Gf
2E|, COUHREZFAOTRIR) 262) o £ CRFE) 1, BG)LAURE kil 4
MMEE PR S SRR R IUT S, RICE R T, BARG T RES
BAERERBGT 8 FH H QSCR, [HE2%7 Ml et 3 D thafs Bk AU,
117 R AR A AT BETCIA T B AR i B 435 B e, BT NS AN 15 Wi
BN L, WIRMHBEE B CRSORBERERAEUR RS, R L
AR E BRI — 7, (ER R EEH CIREE, S8 ORE MK S,
FATHL 2R AR F SORII X T4 2 Tk

R, Ha) LA+ B 2B MERIBUTSD, REEAFHIERESR . #f
SCRMAEITRRH A, bt “ BT B IOERER £, R
H oMz, MRk, MK SR (BT, R et
WIS AT A WEM” (McEwan 156). (EACSEMEZ AT, HOKE &I
KBUTED, WALESRWEEZ G, e f AL EREUTE), XEIE?
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SRJE, MRS EBSENEE, ETEERHE T A . — BT TR,
TR EAF . bk, AXER AR BESR B2 SR JE PR “ BB
2% FR) 52 RTHR S Bt P MR AE s A LU I A . R BOCR i — DN T o A
i, FABIEAS T 7 (McEwan 108). Jifi ) LIREESR, A2 PR gt 3 S8 A7 Fom it 2
ZEEREDIOVH CXREMEM, Moy E 2R ANES. TN
SKHTEOLAZ, Ba)LEA RoR)E, TR T HAERRITETR, HOREIE M &
HE S . DAL, AR A SRR AU B B, SR,
FfrH CHESATAIMRE 1. A1, AR LIAZ R ILBERANBURUT #E& B B A
G, R, HABAISRAT B . MR RARR IR %, fRJLRERIER
AL H, WA EEF AL, BEHIEMRT. b

EE A S E, SRNEE, ZRILWRA, KEEREX,
Wz 5, REAHE TRE. %7, ERELKRNFEERE
—ANEFUH R, AFAF s SE, B R AR AN R R AP
X, WIERBES. FTEFT. mAMAIARERT. 4858 45,
464750, (McEwan 191)

M ERBEF, AT DORIG LA 2 T2 T, WMaE A
IR B, HE e it s B 2 s &ML, B EEREK,
Rl R A S B 50, B2 KR, FRMRARREE, MBI DIUEM 2 “to
end the endings. Time to begin” , RJZ5 45 fq il _Ea)5, HUR1T3h. Hik, fiH
TR R E BT, FRATHIZE, RRIHBHLE T BEEm Ak, RS oy i K B
BERHE A, THEMERT, oA AR A G BgORL WL, 37 I i
i UK, MEUIRUAT. ERER B REEEA S, Wi AR AR i
SEAF AR ARAT 5

XX R, ) LBUAE B 1T B R BB . “IRAEAR
SRS A, IR T . REiLEE T . REAEEFRNELRRA TN
%=, HEBEAZR/AN, EFNERITERRTT E8 EEIR TR 2 8l
WA ARG B P K E X7 (McEwan 197), 1XAE 2 ) W A0 [B]8 T Aih 2 BT
FRutf) “XAE—NF T, KEWASHFAGER” (McEwan 197), 1£
VRO B R AT AR S A R R, R LR W A LR . AR
B R E, 6 LR EHMe B kM E R . (FA—REAERAR
fal, BUREHEEER — NS B 1, & EREARILH L RE SR st B i
VR, AR HACE TS B B AR R . BEIE G LR WA B AR,
(EF PSSP ClPS Rt P S ST 1 = I ADNG i P P NI a2 g g2 TR I PO R S
SRR A T FEAC SR AT AT 8 % A Wy o S50 1 W 2 40 BRAE SR I AT 32
FH iR, i) LR 4 B P A R 2 AR AR ) L& () — A B AR HR 1% 9% " (ethical
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choice), [AJRf 2 HAE N —FEEAZAERI AR “4CBHIEFE” (ethical selection)
ITF UG . AT BESERE S 2l ARG o 57 G IR 44, M2 i G ) L2158 A2 LI
BURFE “I7 EIIKm, N HE CAT IR TR U SRR . TR
FABGRUT L T2 NG BT, AT EASH “H %" (not a good
end), ZERHAMATHZMIRITERIRIT. SN E. BIHPRESES. BT
FIRABATIRIA AR BE. RIR AN, bR “H A7 (justice). HeICH
1) “justice” Fr 7 HEH A, &F “IEL” A, Rlw sy Ak &l
FR A A7l 0 e S W AR AR Bk . R NAS RIAE T, X 2 X A0 B A 45
N ULJE 2t R 0 ) i ST e

g

o R S JeE M2 /U K Ll « 5% U (Zadie Smith) 151X
FERS O R AR -

B AR mAT U 4B, (V5 ;A7 T A e Ak e i R B B T A
AT M EIEACEARNF T e b, PR B iy /K &
METHATAXRA A CGRENXGE—FF, AXLFZHL5. M
W B, KL RARMB L LEANRD. AR ENE
TrRAARA RIS, Tz, BARLERE, HEMEZMNER, F
B R R AL A i e A — A, R MR —NESENEX.
(qtd. in Roberts 108)

MBS B AT LUK B, SRE I IR R 22 e U i, B T AR
SEIC B EAR RIS . AT SCAT R Ak, JRERIT IR T A 22 IR “Bamar 7 . “ 1
WL CHE” . BIDHE (RE) mE, ZwtEAMER R TiET
A “R7” X, MIhzls 7 —# SR EE NSRRI, ATk 2k
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selection and ethical selection. Beast folks have not gotten humans’ form, they are
beasts, not men, and their choices are not ethical choices. The hypocritical human
nature has become the shackles of beast folks and the source of pain. In the ethical
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REHE: ZEE - MRbEIMOn B 5 A RKELFENGTE, HITAX
WL HH R A FAREL R A, X S B R A AR DU B 7 R
W21 72 BT /R L B AR B B A0S, B —, EPTR IR A, HhEE
WAE A — MM, TREEEREETENBETS, ERANMER
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KR XFEFMIE; REE - PR RERR
EENE: KEH, THRFERFXFREHT, FTEAFXFREFRUITF
5BUE XFH R AR WA AL B AR R« ZAEAE « FT/R L B 335 5
[ 5B #5: 15NDICOT2YB] &y B iR .
Title: On the Ethical Paradox in Edward Albee’s Plays
Abstract: As an outstanding contemporary playwright and theater director, Edward
Albee focuses on describing contemporary American family life, addressing the
ethical issues of loyalty, betrayal, and isolation. These issues are often present in
the form of ethical paradox. This paper holds that ethical paradox is at the core of
the ethical issues in Edward Albee’s plays. First, ethical paradox is a kind of value
judgment. There are different ethical paradoxes in different works, and their ethical
values vary. Second, as the result of ethical choice, ethical paradox derives from the
ethical choice of characters when facing ethical contradiction. Third, the solution
to ethical paradox depends on the solution to ethical knots. In the process of
characters’ choice, ethical paradox is resolved eventually. Edward Albee carefully
sets up various ethical paradoxes in his works, which shows the playwright’s
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reflection on and judgment about the American family problems during the period
of transition. Employing the method of Ethical Literary Criticism, this paper aims
to mourn and memorialize Edward Albee by studying the ethical paradoxes in his
drama.

Key words: Ethical Literary Criticism; Edward Albee; ethical paradox
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2016 79 H 16 H, MCEERIER . X S ZEE « (/KL (Edward
Albee) fEA LI P 5K EE, 488 X o Pl /R PUAE AT ME — BB BRI A& (FF
TR ——Z A o FRCEL AT NAED) HEXAERSR: /R e
S NATTRET 2 Ath 72 a0 fer 283 xRN 1P), DL Re B R A Ath gl =2 BT 7R
te, PARARSA O — AN RIER IR (Gussow 16) o [FIRF, SEEZ=2FHfr
It « HhEh/R1E « B2 ] (Rakesh Herald Solomon) #id ViR, S35 )7 2\
RR ECARFF B DI R =R, XFR 2K bl i e W & A0 33 4 Re st AT 42 07
PAC R APEA, #HEH (BEa LRI /RELY  (Albee in Performance) F£3iBA /R
bk BN S P 5 . @I mT UG 2B R AR 9 —AS S 61 0 R XU
“RIR EEAE S M R TTIER A AR S, AR S MR, e At
e MR TR R . SR EW. TALiz . 2, DURAHMZ N
Qi& = [a] 7 (Solomon 192) . *FF/RLLHIZA H oTlk, H e T 1996
SERTRRELC B R AR 2L, va MR St 78 A X & BE PN BT 7K B
“CHMIATHE K ——FE R EAE R E K ——m AR, ZAEAE < [ R
R R, EEMRFBIFRGEA”  (gtd. in Gussow 385) o [ /K LIl i
5H—IEE e AL P R AT E S, JTERSHAOCEW. Bk BRE. R,
Efy Wi, BRI, PAICSERI AR & . REES AN A e = 8,
AL n) R SCEEAE SR IR B R S EOP G MR R, AR ) BRI
FACELT EERE RS, DRFMRHELSIRAE—E” (EBE] 2660 . Al
[R5, BATZR B R A A 38 e) AT A AR ) 7 sUE I, “/83E 87 (ethical
paradox ) & B 7R LU AR Ja AR A BE 1) #E A% o il FERIT R EL X R, AR EEAZ 1S
RILAE — P E R, AR B T XRE YT s e 2 F &, A R
JE T RE B FIEL, AEAFBMER, &R AR R,
1M e ZAR B0 B R R RE B T X BN AR B 5, B “eBl4s” 1)
T, IR WEERIIAR . Rk 4.
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WHEE RS R A B E ARG —,  “4BHR ER— %4 T
[FHER I MR B EAH P B R (24|, U
FIR) 254) o REEICHRIET ENT I K, RACT RS EE R, i
PRI, AR A ARH RS AR P ) R R I . AR TR
BUaY . A S AU R AL, AR T R EES A B A
7], FESCFAR B AP SE B R, AN B ST il R AT R AR RS [F] A B
fEit, AFEFMeEEF IR XA EAFLR “/6B45”  (ethical knots) . “{REE{E
WARETEETZR, BRI EAR A SEZEMER 25, “¥
WHRZEHETE: B A SCEREIEE R 16) « BEIR IS LI E AR N R A,
WA DA O R S ESCE RS, AE P E R, R
WA “ZEAZ . REAKRT . 54T 0 SRR . YES
AME” A BT G 14

FERZFEAE « FR EER P AR AR R E R EEZ IR, XHE B R B 7T 2
PRAERT /R EE RN — 48 “PHRE” o B FIHER GRS EE)  (The Zoo
Story, 1958) W& —#A FACEAZ IR AR v 32 N A NG B 15k 5 i
SACERAR . HRESE S NI B 38 4 B R O FE R A SEAE B VA L A
R ARIE A XS ERTRC R T B A ST 4N G &7 SR bk, HH
R HPEBRE S, FERICERERE . RERNPINTCIE AMIRD, JEL
ERT, ZHTE. MENBRECIIEAAAE, BT A5 36 [ 20 “ S it
UR” SR, A SR I H N RS DL s R B R o M e s ) — B )
(Krupp's Last Tape, 1958) R G TIK] 2 KE. “VEA IR B,
BT IR EE T A6 B E A il 35 B X b2 R AL G 8] 7 (King 100 o fEy— &6k
R, (GRS B EER. ST NImEARENLRY, 5
IEAE 2 Ja I B AT 5 UL, JRIAS [ Geg AN T [ AR AR YRR A 5% “ sh i) [l 1)
W MEH. 1R “Nm5M7 W, mE - MRENE “AN
W SUHAT” .

HBIE, XN HEAAAERETER. EE—NEH, Nmibd
H O KA = 50 A7 38 L2, T AR FE S A iy 24 {0 kn & ) “ ALi&
AN o AR EOE b, R AT )5 BRI SEAHE ks B, SR,
FH T+ SR — B SR IR AN B “ AN TR 7, IXAEANEG B Kae — FidE LR SZ 0“7
7 o ANHhJE IR R E RIC A LL 4R A IR 7 o AESEER E RIS
S 2 e bedE O SRS () AR BT, B2 AN ) — AR 25, TR, AR
MEASE” , A SCAEEAN, B T B CIRATME BRI OB B B 2RO
TEAHBEEAE, RERNMRBEREA K. FBATZEHM T F 558 d; AT
ZAGER TR o O T AT KL, 857 AR 2 A AR S E 8
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— 7, T AT A E IR AR, AN BB S CME— )
Ko 5B RANEEAR BO A AR TE ) — &8 7, X2 AT AR 5y — 7,
NI IO BN R, AN EME “AFHER” 25 KE “EHhS5HEHYR”
TRRERLZ, EXGEATHEMER . FE, 5 - DREE, RS maidt
1T 7RI ARSI, HTAREGNE 7 “BTRE” , WAKRE TR, &N
AN EHARMEE R ANE A& — Mo F R — AR E LS55
=, SWEBRZEFFLME, @8I TR s, X R MRk A
PRI 55— AREG A REA X “ShE” B A — N RIRIE
AETHE, XX —ME IR SRIER 45 3R .

FERT R LI AR o Ll =E, BT R4EGE? ) (The Goat or Who is
Sylvia?,2002) W: FAAGITHEL R+, SHEFLHFHE - HAFER,
A AT T A ARG FE (model couple) , JEIAAHIE 2RI RE; 7
ol BRI A TR, FENERIN, BOvRFERR “CER LT (Pritzker
Prize) 313, #ikhy “HFR 28”7 Wwitim, MEWHLETH “BiE2
W7 BIRAEALTF A, A, ERAXHE—MESEERNEFIN, ME TS
HEGm M EAMFERATN, IIRFETE. ST KR, A
Hl oz b7 — Rgfhniey “ /R4 REYE LR, S22 KA T KEAD
HE@AR R BTk TR 5HERINUGEFAAEREER: —J7m,
LyTHAAEERE QW% H O, LLRABATIRZE T8 AR I B
X7, ETHEHP U E QU 8 ) TR R N TEAR, AT ik ZE7d -
UM ATE; B0, SVTWEE B TR E L, Fm R
FIRM AT “aivh” o UER M CORE”, U U — IR LB 2E
FHREENRIRZ], MELUSH, m&S5XFFEREMBR]—F “BRR” . “&
WA R R R R REUIHRE, B IRIELS AR AR .
LyTEME ElhFES5% ERETETR R, HRRN T ZMERIET K
X, MEFRREE RS r G HRE, X —MeiEfER; HhT5Y
THIEZ RIPEAES TR, N8 “BE” (T8 E—FEe. BT
5L Z AP NS T ST 5 HEF 2 RN, ST BT
HETR “EW” ROAEAE. ERREEEH, W7 REAFSE K
R, #R & E ENACT IR SRR AR, # A XA LERE € A BEER
BT Bk BRI 4

SCAAREEARE SR, SCEER T AR R e B, JRA T AP
R AE BT JE N P (e B %, T HAG B PR AT S 2 e B S 1
“UEH B ) B ERIA R R EIE R R GRBAL e ERE
AR R RI SCFA BT 60 , BUONRH G S0 BT St
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NEAHER SR, RN AR RAG B & 4 X5 H P A AR BRI R B DA G . ST
AR EE ARV 2 B DL R 7 4 2 0040 BERA S H 2 0 A FPRAY SR L, 2
HNANF ISR P B EA RIS, A RSB EE 2 ey
JE B EEAE. B0 B € R B R BOE 5 th S AR PRIk
AgersE. WEERATSRHEERENESR, BAEFEIEAER” (&2
B, (CCEARBZRVEFIR) 255) o #Hagihil, SEERIG R TR BEFE,
WHIFEIL —E R HEFENE R, HAZIF e EIRFEA 2 FEC TR,
T SR S R N ITE RINIG S AS R AR B P i, 6 SR AN H AN [F] i 48 2
P, ARMCHIER L FE NAFBAEIERSEE (ethical predicament) , H &A%
B AE (ethical dilemma) , S EEIER. TP XE o A28 1 iy A )
i, AN SR IEFE X e AT B A TE R W, A AN AR IR,
JEHRE— MRS TG RN, (B2, —HEFEEE B 2 —
Wk$e, eSS s —oudBEes, EyEmEEFEN” (EB2E, (X
ARV TIE) 262) o B, REIERIA SIS BRI R — L,
H TSRS R AP T RNIG AR EE T G AR, HACBIR BRI 5 45
RUEHER, E2RXRETZNMACEIERE, A aeikbIRATAA RS AE
i HRAFAN A IE TS S R

1E (P E ) b, AT s K4S B B E N — MR 16
ARG IEE NG 2255, BIRA RERE T, ZXRIBZ K.
—F iz, R — IS B FAME, B A O “FRE K
TR, RIKAEAL T SIBEHPEX — M NEORTFEAE R, mdad
AR EEB ORI . BT, 7 Ok, AREREEAR . WERE, .
X ARG A 52 1 R RE O PR AR . 3 NI ARV S SR B s, F R E T
Pl 52 2 WAC AR . AEGVE LIRS BE & 1 BE 2 A A0 BLE SR K AT IR,
WA HEIEFEM G R . UK, RERHE MR EEZSHALS 0 A K,
T HAT LHAC L 5 e HACRHME BRIR BRI 45 K. HBRRHGE 1 RESEAR 3 51
EERE SR T+, FRBEL KRBT FENmMEREA RS T .
U, A& HEM— IR, SRR HEE RS EtEERE S,
AR .  “ECEEMT, B2 w i IR E S ECCEEm
NPIAT AR B 24k 55 s 0 R AN R 2240 S BON R AR BE PR,
I A FREEBGENE” G2, U NS
BS5EH” 15  AdARESE “R/M7 ZERMHERS B ST EA
Hy “SHAKR” HIFRE “EMEZRT , S ERANERTFARIBE K EER .
PRI, AEn “EM7 5 37 Z [ PSR R IR 2 e BEE R 45 R . R,
ANE AR T AT AINL 2 b OFE SR AL 17 Rt 2 HAC B FE i 45 R .

7B €3, BOERTE/RYEG? ) B, EANALVTE L FESHEF 2 E
IR R 2 HAC BB a5 R . $22, DR B ST A RO M ant
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AEH G AHA AT N RIEDITHIPEA, N 7 EE TAE EAEE Bk
73, AFEEE R X LT XS, w35, BIFIT. 127X s & b
(PR B, oA I 2] 1 “PE/RYEME” , R A&k “T/R4EME” Frftiik. 1ER
— BRI, BVTE TAENEFR P ESEE QU T &M “Xs” 29,
k. RO LILLE NERE 5505 . SiTeHEHENIEEZ AR TS
BN A B E R AR U R B RO RR ., DN AN BT R R A
REFR KA, 7EBEMEIEAE b3 N R 1) %% PP IE A YO s S i B, A SR [ 2
BHIAR, EAMNA N, TR ANERRR”  GRE2E],  “SU%k
HAHOE: BAHIRERE” 19 .

SR, EEVTER, AT NN 7 BB AN TR ZE 2 RIF R &,
M FEFRAK A Z B, ARAR N H ). fhz B DS A 3 25 1%
o =R RO AT A B NI (bestiality) fif s Ath 1 & ) At 5 27
Z I JE o PR “ BN 20 S B — Rt BAET RS TE
(sympathetic treatment) fJEI/EZK” (Bottoms 1) . LyT#H§%, &SN
ANy “H R P T 4 F”  (peculiar therapy session) JFRZE/NH, I
MANEDZE T HCEDS “ANER” 1538 7T RESEE. B, SiTHE, %
FalEEME FET R, E RS LR AR A S S R
ELITER, M5 ILEZEBRRERARAR. ARG, mEets
FAANEFLEAE L. GITRR, @I S5ILFEE—E, hENZMmmETS
AL TR B R VT E R S A& EHEE. WREITE ERA
e HIE, M — N4 “PERGED” 2+, SiTSEmRE? s i,
“PRRYEGE” WRAFAE — HILE, TFEARZ— NN, 2 RAEE HAb K
FEFEY), — M HEAEPPRARIMSE T FHY), X WV R R
WHTES. (HE2MBTS5ILFEZEPMUAENE, WK, XFEReEERR
o BT G RER 4 R . 29 LR ST P E e, 85 T4, A B,
X N T R IEE R SRR e B 5, M ST 5, EENK
EHCOMAE, mRE—HIlFERENERR, XEeHHBEEREHRN,
Je SRR T R AR R I AR AG B GE

SCEAACEEAE N, R TUAR B R SCHRAE T AR BRI 1R ) “ AR BE LS
AT, ARG E RS EAR PR, RSB ITERER
RS B F AR . “ TR S BRI SLA IR A R,
BRI IR BE NG BRI FR AR J5 B R A AR BRI AE . IR R R A, eIk
IR, TG BRI AR, KRR RER, EAERAHRSD T i
(BB, CUCERIHEMIPFTR) 255 o REEIRZ bR 3 T Mk,
7 KON SCAAT dh T BEE AR R IAAE, TR e B 1R G BEP i s AL A
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FeMo o224 1 AT JEBEE NGB R R AL T i, A i
BEOP i O NI R AR I ARAC T A ZE T %, e AT 30 17 [0 (0 A o s A il T
BRITF A HAR EE P T D R DU D i 2 B E AN R SET T 28 45
IR HPET BB BRI R, MSEIIS BRI L, “fE
fERh S, TR AT LU, TR 45 RN, #RELA B i KA
i B IR E 5. IERBUONX %55, SCAER R4 R e B
17 GEE2E,  CUASHZEHEIR) 255-256) o L4 R, (eRiry
WD R AT AANE SRR BCRA —FE, SRR A I E 2 R

£ GRS &, BB R AERIR B T AR RS IR R, Mk
ZACENP R IR R AR E N “ BB T7 PCBEEFMA K. £ A B
W, ORI B E T FMER A RRE X e EE R 5T,
TE“ NEIN S (05 5o, Wa NBAT il it S o i, ANRE 7 st
B e N BOBEE LU A e 5 oy < N7 BiE S T N7 %
KRG, WBORET &R E RS T AT RS, Wik s B e B SERAER] T
H OB EAAAE, 5K 1 H SRR B [FRE, ANEARIh S SRR AN 2,
EAVE N FIR DL Al 23R B IXAE AL 22 an s R e, DA AR 2 AL 0o AR 2R 4
PR I BINL,  SERG— IR SR RAFHIAC. ANH T 46 5 10 A5 45 U R 22 4
PR “— s R, IR 2RI AR R, EEA SR RAR
WA, HERWEEA R MBI N RN, ANEGS RS RS8R
EHR EEARBIG R MR, R R SERM iR, 7 Xk
ANHAFLORIE, UM e . (IR KA, AHRICFFEZ A MER
THRAIFMEHMEAR, RELEREHEE PCEPEE, BFONSETR R 52
S5 R T I VY 55 14 5 2

M, £ ¥, BERP/REEM? ) o, ST —PRIIALE, &
WARER] 72 KE TAEE MK EE 77, th5e 4 nl Dk e 7 kg,
MEEDH . ZREHSE, EMgFEALs —RlFeE i, XAk
—AN A CPRRYERE” RS L N FE T R bR b, B
T 0 ey 5 IR Ath e A AG R IR 558 DA KAE (L =6 55 SRS 4 2 B A () s DAPR I, #E
AT L3 Z R B AR S N R R A IR SR e i “ AR
HREE, AIZAS e B E E L P AR SRYT 7K AN B0, AR
HOH— IR E S ? 7 VR, DT S AR B X (3 H 2,
PRPARMCEVIHESITIHRT . XTSI RAM S, SiTHOVE SR e #ik
FOE R AR IR, M A 4E I B SRR B AR A T XM IR, CTRIR
oA ) R 268 B P SR e ) 7T R g R S 4 R B AR R BILLE OR,
P3N A BETR & 7 (Dircks 64) o MVF LT RIAZ [ 2 R AW JE, HEMIR,
EAIATTZ TA) B 5% 28 2 AT AR X L 28 AN B 7R EE AL 4k 7005 1) ] AL

FE R R EERR 1 it b, SERLAOE FR R B3 5 N 2 B4R BRI 31T 24 45 1)
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BlFE A, tean (ERELER )  (Everything in the Garden, 1967) w1, FiE¥
EAS K B “ A" Ty HF 1 RIS Prifs ek i), — I aaft
PeApii, OBk, HIG KA YR E X8, mAWESERI TS,
FRBA T EFriX R 558055 L s R L EPERIE TRl Re ETRAFE FIR T4, &
ZWTE N FIN. £ (=B N)Y (The Man Who Had Three Arms, 1981) i,
FARTIRE —RKHEE =ZHFE, —IFuhh R RN, AR HKIE, H
TEA L NPIIOAE TN T 23— 4 N6 4 & R 2R3, DU AL SR
RMFsAK, XE=ARAFEERERELT, HEBTEZER, 24 A\H
W A, 2 — R E AT EMEARE T HIR. FFE, /£ CEEE) (The
American Dream, 1960) 5., JfFE N AR AL B ZFERAEZT, 225
P& TMFE T —ANNZ, BRXRAMFANEZA T & IEFE R TR T 5
FHE T Mz £ CEFMIBHFRI « A/RKR? ) F, TRaMIEISEIELFE
BT, TRMABREmEMITEE CMILTIRS, XRUEEKRILT
FEANE R . (HIREN TIRE IS E R FH B RAERR, X 7
5, FMANERCR, A EER T HILFRERST-IHEE, &k T4

PHBHII

LB R EER R BRI — A, S A0 AS A e B2 R L ST 5 T A
fERb 2z, X SERR EAREL T B R LU A E AL SRS TR B
IR 28, ARG B E DUE S B DURTH A, 108 A G 1k A A 2
ARICH DR T e B G UM A, 7 K g AR T AU e n bt . v A4 ]
IR LU BEAE ER AR il 4 5 IX A 2 R A E e BRI 7 D “Bi /R B
AIERIRRFIGR 22 B ACE Sy, AT A B 43 B 237 R 0 N A8 B % 17
o 7 VXSRS EA LM S E IS, JRBE EANAK
e HEE PR B IR IR BES, . SCEBLACRRE B JC 4 « BJB/RUORARAEH
FIEFBEAETE BN, — IS 7R EBAGRRIA & 2, 5 —J5 e
BUACH: 2 JCH 2 R DUR FE i MR A A B AR 28, X T Ay R
W R R T 5% [ AR s B A R o BT 7R EEAE D 5 I 442 H AR xR I
AR R RE 1 B b A i DR SRR B Bl & 30, bl id xR R B4R, B
TREXFREEER “HRE7 .

[ Notes]

D@ ® See Edward Albee, The Collected Plays of Edward Albee, vol. 1 (New York: Overlook
Press, 2005) 31, 32, 17.

@ See Edward Albee. The Collected Plays of Edward Albee (vol. 3, 1979-2003)(New
York: Overlook Press, 2005)603.
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GOZWEEH]:. “F5” ., (GHhHHGEHER——FMEE « MR , KiE
Mg (dbat: Rl dipt, 2016 55) 4,
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The Interplay of Ethics, Emotion and History:

Unnatural Narrative in Angels in America

7 (Zheng Jie)

NEWHE: TR LB R%RE. AUREEREAR EM, B LRBEX
FER « Ao kB CREEZEY MFRES T XFALEXES, LHE
20 42, 80 (X 3k T 1 B B K X — AL A 1R R DA R R M AR AR R TS
EENLEI LN ANE. BUE. FHEA. KW, B8 I L E LH
MAHA L “FEAME RALEERE / ARFRE TRREHE. K
HE 4L Cantimimetic) By B 41 F 29 RATEE a0 T B AL A AAIER T,
TR AEREF LA REY “BEH R fo “BIEFER” ? MEX—
WAEE, WAEEHTXNRERR TR IEENERRTERLR? £#
WA, BRI PTG R ORE, EAHERITOIE 050 - 7 A e,
RAFEMAREBE T EH XA, DACENAERBEN £, ERFIR
Y EREAERNE TR OB R IR R A A, EATAS
s 3 0 o B 40 B R A T 2 R T R B e AR

XEEiE: dFEARE; BEED; BEFRE; A (REAXED
EZE®E T AN, | HRIESNARFEZE, £EZFHRIE NI L KK A
XEFER.

Title: The Interplay of Ethics, Emotion and History: Unnatural Narrative in Angels
in America

Abstract: Set in 1986 at the height of the AIDS epidemic, the disintegration
of communism, and the unraveling of Reaganism, Angels in America by Tony
Kushner is a play that raises moral questions. It is a play that asks questions
about the nature and extent of our responsibility to others, about the meaning
of human progress and about the links between ethics and history. The article
aims to demonstrate how the notions of ethical identity and ethical emotion are
reconfigured in the “unnatural narrative,” and furthermore, to explore how this

reinterpretation shape our cognitive understanding of reality and history.
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FEJE « FEAH 4 (Tony Kushner) F (RAFAESRE: 5¢ T B 5K 38 1) [F] 4%
WY (1993) & —#KIAL/NN, o8 BRI RJE e R, B B
DL 3R 1A 20 HH: 40 W 391 85 52 5 v 6 2 IR SRR 2 — o ORR R B AE 1986
SERIA L), R AR SR BT R EIRAT , FRELUT AN 0 A kB T 2 A
2 AT IR BRI AR BR RS, A AR BUN & 2 7] fE . SRR 1 [P
Z RIS RN B G R BEIAB B R . A R PG 8] ) 5 i 5 B3R
BE EARSFE N SRR ENE B E L S FERRMER 8. ER—5HA
I EIAC L R, B2 E RWE . AYBE b2 X E-m,  CRAE
TESEED) ITRESE T I SEF AL S, H 3 [ 20 th 42 80 AR I w5 %
15 1) 88 R 3K — 2 ) R DA R A [ 2 7 [ A P9 38 7 22 At 22 5] R I AH A
HL,OBUG. SRBIAE. A, RBEIFELSE E X FEAE A E CAEH R
(unnatural narrative)® 52 ZATCEE 101322 / WLAER E T B K Ik ik . 21847 « b
JR DL (Jan Alber) T “JEEHIRAEFE" (unnatural narrative) PIRITREE X , JF
HIARRH R M2 “WB b, @48 EACEEMSE EATTRNIZ SR (25 o R
RN RS AH I . AR B ORAEATT Y S F 4 S I Bk 1 FRATT T B
ISt AR EE R, TS « 447 JE (Lisa Zunshine) X T 3F H SRS O HLfE,
“WENMERLET TR EEMME S AR 7 19 o (CRfEAEERE) F
S AEAY, Cantimimetic) X&RIAUH G (2 RATEH W R W 78 )5 BAGIESEH,
VEF AT IR R T 4B N BB () “Ae R £ © F0 “ARFRE IR @7 TAEIX
— IR, WA E R SR B G R A S LE A ME AR R AR R OCR? A
PRBZX AR T, PEAT AN U BEARAC BE . AR B AN SR 2 (Rl BB R 2R 2

CRAFERED BT FBlsE A 000 BE R, B G ) 3 5k
IR [EPE AR 5 8% 2 IR T B T 3BT - TR AR AT B o kK, B
BICREN ST, AR R H . SUbFEIE, B4 2 EImE R &
e, MARNE R R AT E IR BB O RS R ST T E . bk
B CTFE 4 B IG ) s IE 2 7R S 1R 28 T, B4R 5% BN bR o< A4 5%
T T E r) 3 20 i k2 SR A H 2 LR VR EL o X B e AR ASE R T % o
. THES (EZE) FEMEHIHS T KR AT Rt &8s E M.
RN EFmOEHE, REGIE S R/RIEAEIRT M. BHE i A& V0AE X Bt i IR
b, FERTEG R T AN MG . ORGSR A S E R fEA LA
(R EE LAk aR i, © BRI E S N CBA L PR BTN [E 1A )
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BT, XAEREASE, T2 Mt iaiEs 1.

ZIREEIN, 1 B2 R IEAN NFEFAR 7 2 A E R AR Bk . X2
KN, et &R (THEdERIm) Fraghdd, MEFtamimiz, 20 #al 90
SR 3 [ 3 ) S0k i8 o O T AR B U R 1B %5 . 5B— 0,
KT “HAE” 1 F M E A ERPER T AR 3 SCEERNIR U 3 SUIE 25
B JEM. HIRE, FEALRE 2 R e A ) H 2 Rk
20 2 AR B FEAL T 3h 136 B A 2L A IEA T . 500 R E N
KyE, ToHEMFLIE o AR HrI#H (Christopher Bigsby) A A FE A1 4N 1 52 A< 7% B
P SRR B2, T SRR AR 1 AT gt i se kP B AR, FRATTL AT “ AN
Wr B 28 7 s ) BRAE T EE 7 (109) o AU « KB (James Miller) #E—2E45H,
ZRITCRER P S RAUE WK« “ELPRT ) FMUNUE G«
ANJIs” o “ERAER” CMIEIIE” D) MES (67) » HTXAMIIELE
NXAG ], 535 AE IV PEAT 9 g S 0 1) () B A3 A3 44 5 Tl A 1 ol 5 4 (4
B HEAT R B0, FifE « BKZE « #iZR € (Ranen Omer-Sherman) 118 | (K
EEEED) hAtoR# . RS S E 2 R R, © REE%ER
BT EEA gt Z 2 A7 s R S X — BETERIRE RS X, © B
A, MATIERFGIE T “dEERME" FERE S NHITIHE, MMRT
AR 2 L 10 R 2 T R B AR A TR A AR, T X — e R
SN BAT RN FEAT g TASEE 1 BORN [Ty st 20 2 1] 56 2R T HL A

SR SE 3 SCEAE (RS S SRBONEGE) AR EE H 2R

A RN A R BB FE U A Sk K U5 R S5 1) FaRT 4,
I T BB HE R @8 ER (supernatural) K5 5 Nt A H 5,
AR FFAE ARG [ P SE A SO P A B B . DU R SO AR R H
SR (supernatural) . %] (magical) B3 748 (the fabulous / fantastic) £§
DRI ZR AT SO S A AR, B30 TR Jtl w0 ) U s i 2R ALK R AE —
WA, RGBS T, MRS / Z)% (the fantastic) Un{n] 2 24 3E N\ HHLSK
F SOCARGE R, DA A RIS 32 SR Aar 5 I DL RIAE 28 77 A 6 1 14 AUk -F- B Dy
HE, MXWIEZFARFANNGE “AEEHRE” MEXFE. REZERF
T HARBHEMAE B RBUF R BB, KRB N IEE RBE AT
CNREBHEANF LA e R, DU RAER. BEAIRIANE BRI
(Fludernik 362) . EF NN, #Hid (CRAAERE) Tk HAMHE O LB
TR FERR AR, TR AR S CRIR R AR B B AR DL S A
X R A B AR, B G BRSO S, B R EH 9 TS
BEEE L) AR Al i s (1 BEEEY 8

“HE B ARAUER " BB SUAR B RE AN AT, ERLERIAT S A R B H 1) < 1] B A0R
AEIACK R “ o7 1 H RIS (self-reflexive) EAMIE AL, SR
IR ERE,  CRMEAESRED =k B AR TG & TR 2 A% R 17 /86 A T At
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FEALAR P EEVE, WA SO B E AR BT, T2 7E HARAUHFNEHE 3 88
B EH, MOANFE A RSB R AT Re . R, R LWwmess
KE AT B HLAE % N7 10 SR AN K i RS FE Dy, SR b, fEX—
AR AR DL T RS ) 25 20 AR BENTT BRI B ORORAE, e JE kB TR T R R
RET 7AW E B E AR % « BRI (Sami Ludwig) A, X “A
ATRE” ML, ATATREE TRNMGEER, B “@dBrEE ¢ ‘B0 )
MARXSFAME AT B (190) « SXRGEHRARGERIIMHIE, &—F)
B EARTREH IS, AT CAU AR [N AR FE SL R FE TC B, FRARAE 3 | IT
12 AT IR Ak P TR A TN 5 P 2 T ) — M A IR S o A SR B JR i R
SEBEIRAE N — PP A B SSCR A EAL Qs 0T I (R R AR T 5 TG 5 A il T
Wi AT CER D S BE 0 B o e IR, DRI S50 BB R R A
A IEE AT NIRRE ) 3 VSRR IBAE A IERE, R R
OSTHER% OR FAE I R AT 2156 [ 4E 2 00 ks B A AN 52 . DRI, T 6 2 B
FHEIRAMEE R R (A FEMER R R I, AR EdEid R E AR
ACFERIA NN RR A, AT e AT BAG JR. 3H7 3R ZR- 0 95903 () A
W, IERESAASRIMPEE . WA R0k 3+ =L+t a,
HUT B [ s B AT B s At AT TR IR S R SE T )RR R AT A ARE
R EIR. /R E R 1 RN TRAEAE, M RIBER AT “IREHE,
MFEATC I FATVH FFER % F. REA BIRMEREAT 24?7 (Millennium
Approaches 1682) . PLER 2 W5 53R, Mo gl R g b o EE: “3R
MEE, MATEERNTZERNIMEZ KR E— DD B AIRRFER RS, &
B RZIEIE NI (Millennium Approaches 1683) . FET- ) BT it 2=
AIAE . B AN S0 SRR T v AAE T B IR AR 42 32 DA B3 SR 7R A
I ERERRAE . TR/RSRAWMGE, — ik /R EHAR T
flL i 22 32 W A BB BUZKA] CHH T8 2 NS R 32 10D Ko ar g, tnfE A
Wr B S P 5, XA A N SR ZI T I 8 ALY T B ) S Si— 7 T,
VEN Bk Z 422 500 A RS BEAR R I — 51, 1R 4300 S S O A5 i B AR I R
PSR G BEAR S, (H A IS 7S e 40 B By A 338 1T 2 KT B AR D7 s R4 2= 1 ]
Reth. FEATgNE Ui, “IAT8 T B CEFEMHA, 5 20 E AL
EHIEE”  (Thinking about 39) . fhfi H B AR EL 2 5 [y sh Y s 2k
PR 3 ek ot A ) B, A TRT S B R AR S RS A B2

WS IR IE SR AE BN R AEE 5, S 7 B IEE Rk, Lt
TR KAE . MR BB AR, 78 25038 5 A (R Bt AR A AT E 14 H
NG e T 5IRAAR . 52 3 IRFFEX AR R A B BRE . X
T4 TR J6 P 2 e e 2GR AR T B 0y B A AR S R U, e EE R 1Y
MBS T ROBARE ) FE AR BRI, CSCEMR Sk B AN
B (25) o HFSL b, SCEAUHE R OO T A ER AR NS AETE DL RN R A
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EITE S Gn SRR S AR A Y A A AH I8 LR 3 R R A B R IR B AT,
L SR IR AE R S R RATE ) 2F 4 ) Y T R Bh e BOE B A0 3 B A ot FE o %K
REE T Xah R T RAAEMNBE FHeE, XA EAMHE RREZZR. BR
e AR B ARAUHER, 58I E AT AR A — M BT, “ X T
EAEREAEE A AR AR EES, MUk, eMEgE R O &g
AR AT B IR AR (13) . B, WNELPUERE TN T
A2 “dERRME" WX “EHRMHE" . ML RMENUE &
g T2 ERAR R, IS BScH R R 2 E AT, AmE ST A
SN B AR B R E AR . ARYE KA AR, 1906 4 1H G L H B R K S
b EE T NSRBI TORE, M “CREN T I WAIEFE RAEATT (Perestroika
130) A i@ 2R I R —Y0iEsh, flin “ NZRER T BAARES 17,
K “iafE RIS Y (Perestroika 86) o RAFEEE WS IRIE N, AiER
B A e N L (B IR A , BERAE R EIRAG KA. H B SR
3 (ARBRAY , WA @3 25 ERPRAS, SRR, KN
—VUNE sl 4. RSB RIEK, Al 3R KRR T RS E K,
PG KA BB NEEE.

MONFNA KRG, /R “dEER” BeBIEFEASEIL 1 S B R4,
T HSEE 75 B B Rt . SRR IX FlOZ B BRI B b #AS T BEAEAE 1
ST TR E ) SE A TR AR RAEATTRT SR, CRAIRAE e RAFAL
fae. RERMK T, RIERLMIERER”  (Perestroika 131) o EFFFAERH M
AT B 2T S T £ —ARMERIEEE. 3% (more life) X 3Bk
BF RN S BRE A, WEREEZ LA BRI, PLAERE
. SAMIESR/RBE:  “TMIARE T k. BAIARALR—HP . BR.
BN FE e AR, TMIAE AN, XEAEmIIERN. [ 1 &
AR . IRAT N RESERFUENE? by eee-e "7 (Perestroika 130). EFEH IR
JUEE FEARARAR, IXFOA ) S FAL SR 2 UIAE OC . Ao R LA Snka BT i, “ TR
B 4 5 1) 37 SR 7R GAE B A5 W 1) B B R B 2 [P0 22 AR I 7R 2R 7 (109). 52
B« 3558 5 (Monika Fluderik) A2, 2153 L HASEHRS, fih
T g 7 U R T 6 22 AU B e 73, A TSE N T 5 — R A
B (361D o IEEfEEE EAT RRAAAE R E s, EoR/R5ERE 77
Szt 5B eV S S A IR AR . dE AR B AR, AT AN IR A TR R
TEMAT R . Y SR R IE R N RPN TG A R B kA, AR,
il SE RN T ML SZ 35 90 7 B 1003 28 3 B AR HE N SR A dw gk AP 1 Rt 31X — 0 2 By
W AR ——AE PR SO, e AT S # A G P i fliar. X1
BT RN N AL, SRR T R T 2 RURAbE I EE 1. TTNEIREE
X ERE, HR/RKMRHEERERARRR TN, 0 it , Xk
e NFEFAME (human agency) FIAR G IS o XTSI SE, AA
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P2 s A, TR P S Ak . SR R v AR YR —— S ——
9T ARAS I SR 58 RS By AAC PR B AR IR S, ) uh U, LU
TR 1AL B ENIL , N Tt B AR S ) ) &

FEHRFT R DX HE BARAER I 02K, XD « BHEAIZER « 5 R R IX UL
s NI R S & TV EATT R I 5. XAERARE “H AR
W7 R A S, 38 I B I S AR RN HE B R T BR AR B AR AU 1
FEERME Gl 13) o AR B SE/RFE R TR A B AE B ARABUE h 58 1% 17 A
P35 B AR B F A4 1) B e e, BHENAEYBE B AT BEARAE 1) 37 55 b Al ik 2
—— “PaEF IR PR ——E VL THUEAGEEICR, L TR R
Ak, MBEREECONMER <37 . Ha)iGul, BHENEGRIEEH
R TE R, T R S FE R AR IX — i FE M 18 T AR e . Pk b
PRHE AL R — Z /AN, ZHERBUGIEE . B S0 78w o0 & A -
A2 POR NATRME A, H 2 — A AR A R P 2 R R 0 S R 7
fih A2 B e NEN N LA 48 ZE . A AE 1986 SEAL T W igiw, R B ILH T Ak
FEAR . EHAOTHFEAEE “ERGE N BT, BUNTREEE L
DA BREE R AR RS DUZ UL, o = NIE BRI BUF 4B IR
JTRL A A AR R R IO W 48R4 (Fisher 61-62) » WHE/R « SR EBEHIRETIE
WHEASUE, e H AR, TRHEAE 244 B4R FH
FHHE . BHEFE R R IR B — N3 B =2 CIEEMEW S A il
FEFRTRHRIE R B4, o8 A CIa S FR R 1SS H 5
“CEARIR, WIEIR FREDSKRIEESE, NSO gxESEELTE
(Millennium Approaches 1689) o SR, FEATN M NAEFIAS BR 1) M BE PR IE T
EIHRRA S RER, EREE T ROMETT T, M hifsz R
REMN, HIGESR TR, 25 AR R A, Bl - 95
Ay /K (James Fisher) I\ NFEHABER B X — AV HBEZ N T “HKZE 20
TH 20 5 6] 6 30 5 1] A HH R ) 1) 1A 20 3 () 4 5% I R DA R R s IR BV ) i g 1t
(62) o XMFERET A, HEZANE T —NEER R FEAAgemE
v B AR FE AT A G A IS X R g s R IR AT R R A = 2
EHINN, ZMAEERNFEAWERE: WNIAKREKRE, EMYERIR
SORBIBHR BRI L USR], KRB GG IEEAIR”  (Perestroika 114) , f
SR BRI 5 AUX PR B ARG B 58 R BEAE R B AR S LASEHL; 1 AL
AHWEF AR RR G, X2 [FPEAE K A9 A B st NRHE R AR 7
o

BHRImER 3 A GE 2T E s, mlie 72%% B Er
Al HE. 47 EE R 2Z R 8% 5 AHT 5 98 Sl R M B AZT——— M i 53 B W A 1Y
1BIT 3R Yy . B TR BRI BB, ORI 2216 K 2 6 BHE UK
HEIMEA (Kaddish) o R Z A HIE4s 1, (H A5 298 0k,
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TP #E . PR IR IR AR R IN A B 2R ESER IR, bt o 1 4
iTe LeRIZZ, %2 M ZE R N RHE & R A B A RZI S AR L. K
MR R4 R e N BA R R, e —Mos i % 32 HE A
MR R MBALE A . X = N, A IPRKEE « B4 (Framiji
Minwalla) FJTERYEL, “He4b LLAEIR R =58 1 (L ZEIRD « BRI MR (t
FZZ) MAFEFPUORN (B ZHEE, TEARE, Bt keEs g,
MIEFE AR R (110D

X — T NGB T JAT 7 58 BAH AR, R 7 3RATT ¢ T st 7
HIANIR . SIRAIZE R AR S B3 Bk “HEE RIEIR 1, O IR
O A O BT, BEAFTARIRESE . BAR, NImSEIRHE S 5 1,
PRR R — PPk 7 I SRR e DA S X Foh i 2 AN A it R v (R AP AP R 555 . T
X TCVEBE M AR FNE L, BRI AE HARAUH = X, £ T RS B AT H 2R
15 RIS B 7 2% 2 1] RO S AN e DL S AG BRAS S 2 4, MO NN A =
BE SUESINMER R PRIz ST MEEENE. MEX TR, &
BEHTE X WETEAYRIEE S . BRI ZE R,  “RBREANTE
MRk (HRAMPIPET ARG o AT DA e RE SR — A2z 7] DA BE 40 1 it
IR . XFIFART . MREZGWHAREH A 7. WAL, HE
R MANIERIERLE 5. /bl v RN TGEIS B % 7" (Perestroika 124)
kAR, R EE R TR T T CHRETE? T X — eSS, BN
FERHE IR, 58 B 1 AR 5 3 I 7% A8 —— i A P02 32 18 5 BRI 52 3
F, MRS Be IR A . RIS IR SR AR R I A A “ 3R
REBREDRESF IR, 7 IERAIEARFEY, ek 7 RN, X
MEBINRHARHNILSIRE “B]R” (ego) , MABIAEANTRER S+
SERE T Al B R AR AT ¢ R I H FEF AR . WA B AL PR
MHEFZNAERE, ELAIFERMEFE T, BRIMLIER Lz L Ak
SRR AT — A5 (Other) 1A TR EHF (Self) .

IEMNET SRR, X R EE R AUE MR AE R AT R g T =, 3y
ST AT SR AR B 2 (B e R I B . X T IR — AN R A E R s
AW, FEATANAEE ZRMERK. £—Kyit, hEFE, REM—EMER
RHE,  H 244t 132 20 38 8] 2 A 5 At 1 T8 B AR SR O AR B, IX RN “ R IR
TIAE =, SRR E N S8 (1) 52 55 383X — S5 S LAt Bl oA [A) P A AR o i —
1”7 (Vorlicky 46) o MIXFR S RS, EERIZE. B 5 A1 S ZE IR (1) 45 2 30
JERAT B R AT g BB R 5E A AERORE AR AR, o A EE A
SEEPIC AR . IR A SRR R, FEAIA N, FRATEIAE
MEARZIGEE R “— T ARK” . MRER RS Z: RATWTE—NRF
NEFhFR R M A 2 it ? fEfh R, ME—MER (KBS %A “IF
Ae At NS ? R oA A M O T S AR &, FARICNE R
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BTt —LHiek”  ( “Interview with Tony Kushner” 309) . &4k, T84k}
S A AT LU B A s R A 0 i AR 2 (R AL o 6 I SR e S R EE A N E
BT “H—AEE, RPRTRE R 2 0 AR AR 3L E 7 (Bigsby
113) o FEATGxE I 52 A AN S50 R I LB VR S AT A R R 52 il o A 1-40
My,  CEAT AR ST I S AR AR T, BREE — AN R
PATAE P s AR 2 8 A B T T TA T8 P s 3 A& P s s 34112 7
(“Interview with Tony Kushner” 303) . @it xR H AT REI =% E, A
ENAETR DTG B B 4y AV SR Ir) RIS, e 248 M 2 IR BRI T SR G &R, AR
) A B SR EB ARRE I S 7 SR IR A R 2R S FE IR FE AR H AR AU S BE S (1
SRS R BN, SRS ARATT AR 7 e s s R R 0 B A RO T E 3L
A 7 SRR ) A4

£ CIEARRUHE: Nl SREIHATTREREF) (2016) —F5rf, F/R DL
“ R AL AU A R I — SO AN A R ERATE B & et A, T A
AL — LA FRAT I SC A AR R RE LRI R Y (3) o fE CRAEAESEED
i, CATTRESCILI R ” MR T AEE AR EE N A FEAER T E
TAT B S ) A, S AN R T 4 AR s BT B R T N FR o R A B
Wil SHULFEAHIFRIE T A IX —Eoam B N AL 2 B e s, A anuifb
AR T AR EH SRS . AR —IMBREZR, AMIIEZ
T O — PP OR BE ) SRR RE T, 1 AN IS R D SR W 2 BB 5] 1A X 5 R AL St
PHMERI B FE,  “IEE A B gl S TSR EE RN . S8, B2 “9E
HARAUER” AR R SCA B A 15 L= AR B TS 25 0], 7 I SEATAE R JA) & 5T
— P L EH X LB R . (EBIXFRER R, FEATGNERT T sk 2R () AT e AN
BEOC R IR, IRZIEZR TGRS RIS B R DA 5 SCRA R B8 28 FRT R
B, (EOCE A2 RSN AR G AN [ AL GBI & TR 2 111 R

[ Notes]

@D 1993 4, H—H (THERFIG) RIRGFHFEMIY S RIFE/E 2%, 28 (Eid)

TE 1994 T SR ALHE i HE AR RN B £E 55 A 55 = IidE e 2, 1 i HBO HL R & il /E 4w 1
FAL T R E 55 56 Ji 3% 1B A 3036 48 b R SR i i (i RN EE . S AR R e el L o
BRI S ) L EMAAE N IS L I

@21 APk, JEEARBFEBAMFE LI AR RN, EEREOFEAERN (EH
IR IR AL BUAR Y (Unnatural Voices: Extreme Narration in Modern and
Contemporary Fiction, 2006) , [ /R UL FIE Ik « K%K (Ridigger Heinze) ) (IEH A
WE, EERBEZ)  (Unnatural Narratives, Unnatural Narratology, 2011) , Fl/RUL. JE
IR A RN (AEERFHIFE) (A4 Poetics of Unnatural Narrative, 2013) , B[/
DURURR « 582 K« A% (Per Krogh Hansen) [ (GEEIRE #BUAR: BB A 5B R KBk
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1) (Beyond Classical Narration: Transmedial and Unnatural Challenges, 2014) , P& 7%
B CIEERME: #Hig. 1558  (Unnatural Narrative: Theory, History, and Practice,
2015) DAKCB /R LB (AR BARRUE: AN USRI AR BetH L) (Unnatural Narrative:
Impossible Worlds in Fiction and Drama, 2016) .

@ACRT NI TR S 8 0 A BB, B2 B R B G T S AR PR A E AR A5
AR BHAZINT,  ACELS O R IFOIE AT ORIATSE . RIS, (S PLER Yy [FIE
TR S, RS0 5T NFEEEMTE A2 R E Sy HARETE AT, TRSEME
HSE, MBCCERSCFEE” O O BT FIR) 265)

@OEZRNEEAE “WRIRF ST — 30, 2H 7 B IR BORS B A K DX A4k . A DA
R, B FIEFT A AL R B EE A ARG B AL T R A B B, XA ER “ B
AR —MERRERAREE, BARMERERZEN B EE, megd R iEnh,
H MBI AT B T BRI B R (54)

O kMR (Bethesda Fountain) A7 T 4149 o e 23 el (A% 0> o BRI “7K P RAE” (The
Angel of the Waters) MEZHUE (LEtE &) 55 5 BRI — AL RAE, XALRMR T 1 HR
A 1 2 LTS KA T VR B R DR AE R AL A HEAR T 3l DU AN AN R A, AT 20 il 4R
FWH L CAiyyr L “AREET H YRR

® i W, “The Fate of the Other in Tony Kushner’s Angels in America,” MELUS 32.2 (2007):
7-30,

@i, KR, BRSNS AN RS — T A SRR SCHE, X AR
K 3B SE LR R AN PG 5 o e o s b RS R SRR R AEHR R AE — B2 (MEller 67). T
gy (Garner Jr.) 3% [f7 5L NVRHRUR) 80 BR AR D  PEAT G RIS 77 SE i — 5 207 (Garner
180),

@K TAARMFN L EE L LARAE, WIZHE Ll  “P SRR JEE AR
FE, BREDCF) 2(2015): 95—111.

Q@K T AR PR “HEERER” FEARRM GRS, WML “SUEET
FAE EARTE IR AR 5 RIL R .

[ Works Cited )

Alber, John. Unnatural Narrative: Impossible Worlds in Fiction and Drama. Lincoln: U of
Nebraska P, 2016.

Bigby, Christopher. Contemporary American Playwrights. Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1999.

Garner Jr., Stanton B.. “Angels in America. The Millennium and Postmodern Memory.”
Approaching the Millennium. Ed. Deborah R. Geis & Steven F. Kruger. Michigan: The U of
Michigan P, 1997. 173-84.

Fludernik, Monika. “How Natural is ‘Unnatural Narratology’; or, What is Unnatural about

Unnatural Narratology?”” Narrative 20. 3 (2012): 358-70.



The Interplay of Ethics, Emotion and History: | 73
Unnatural Narrative in Angels in America / Zheng Jie

Fisher, James. The Theatre of Tony Kushner. New York: Routledge, 2002.

Kushner, Tony. Angels in America: Millennium Approaches. The Bedford Introduction of
Drama. Ed. Lee A. Jacobus. 4th ed. Boston, New York: Bedford/ St. Marin’s, 2001.

---. Angels in America. Perestroika. New York: Theatre Communications Group, Inc, 1994.

---. Thinking About the Longstanding Problems of Virtue and Happiness. New York: Theatre
Communications Group, 1995.

Ludwig, Sdmi. “Grotesque Landscapes: African American Fiction, Voodoo Animism, and
Cognitive Models.” Mapping African America: History, Narrative Formation, and the
Production of Knowledge. Ed. Maria Diedrich, Carl Pedersen, & Justine Tally. Hamburg: lit,
1999. 189-202.

Miller, James. “Heaven Quake: Queer Anagogies in Kushner’s America.” Approaching the
Millennium. Ed. Deborah R. Geis & Steven F. Kruger. Michigan: The University of
Michigan Press, 1997. 56-57.

Minwalla, Framiji. “When Girls Collide: Considering Race in Angels in America.” Approaching
the Millennium. Ed. Deborah R. Geis & Steven F. Kruger. Michigan: The University of
Michigan Press, 1997.

Savran, David. Interview with Tony Kushner. Speaking on Stage: Interviews with Contemporary
America Playwrights. Ed. Philip C. Kolin and Colby H. Kullman. Tuscaloosa: AL, 1996.
Zunshine, Lisa. Strange Concepts and the Stories They Make Possible. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins

UP, 2008.

2R CUERHEZEMIFRIR) o dbat: dbRTREE ML, 2014 4.

[Nie Zhenzhao. Introduction to Ethical Literary Criticism. Beijing: Peking UP, 2014.]

—: “BIFEHERT . QUERELSFE) 8(2014): 51-58.

[---. “Poetry and Emotion.” Shangdong Social Sciences 8 (2014): 51-58.]

P SCERE R EAE ARG R AR R , (RESEAAER)
SRR 4 (2016): 5-16.

[Shang Biwu. “Unnatural Emotions in Literary Narrative: Basic Categories and Interpretive
Options.” Journal of Shanghai Jiao Tong University (Philosophy and Social Sciences) 4
(2016): 5-16.]

RiEHRLE: LR



A}

TR - PreZ iR atRR
Ethical Appeal in Philip Larkin’s Love Poems

% B (Chen Xi)

RARHE: FAL - waR 20 HEXEARY hIFA, & FZ L FTORIE
FEEMZ —, AXAXFEREFMIFAL, EL0M THENWEFFAE
RERZERHFRNELIE, UL FHFREEFNERESSAERES
Zo R LR F AN & T A A 2 B O B B . e R IR T AU LA 1F
EABBENAREAS, THEARANEEEEE mEEERSE. O
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thinking on love and gender in the process of ethical reconstruction and social
transformation.
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[ Note]

OAMFKE 3 H B Anthony Thwaite, ed. Philip Larkin: Collected Poems (London: Faber
and Faber, 2003), N3 RARETY, AH——U8 . SO gl RS AR N BB
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Title: After Ethics of Freedom: Shi Tiesheng’s Religious Ethics in His Late Works
Abstract: No contemporary Chinese writers reflected so seriously and intelligently
on religious ethics as Shi Tiesheng did. His late novels and esssys, such as My
“Ding Yi”" Journey (20006), Faith in Christianism in the Day, Faith in Buddhism
in the Night (2012), all depict characters’ ethical confusion, and show the author’s
expicit interest in divine value rather than ethics of freedom. Yet Shi Tiesheng is
an intellectual with a full embrace of the philosophies of Enlightenment. His faith
in Christianity in the name of “salvation of world” and “willingness to love” was
essentially self-fulfilling ethics. Although Shi Tiesheng gave up the enlightenment
after Retreat Notes (1996, 2009), his pursuit of subjectivity in enlightenment
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Title: The Conflict Between Rational Will and Free Will: An Ethical Literary
Interpretation of Idylls of the King

Abstract: Idylls of the King, the most ambitious work of Alfred Tennyson,
describes the process of the Arthur Kingdom from foundation to decline and fall.
Scholars have given various interpretations of it. This paper holds that in the long
poem, King Arthur is actually the embodiment of rational will, Knights of the
Round Table symbolize free will and Arthur’s vows represent ethical consciousness.
The conflict between King Arthur and Knights of the Round Table figuratively
demonstrates the struggle between rational will and free will. The tragic end of the
Round Table Knights reveals that free will is powerful and uncontrollable and that
rational will is circumscribed. It is a sobering reminder.

Key words: Idylls of the King; rational will; free will; ethical consciousness
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In his elucidation on the moral value of children’s literature, Jack Zipes exalts
Phillip Pullman for his works present the dark forces of our time, their threat to
our world, and the deceit they tell our children. © Pullman’s works foreground a lot
of ethical issues confronting children today, the moral power of which, however,
has not been profoundly explored and appreciated in China today. Within the
theoretical paradigm of ethical literary criticism, this paper takes a close reading
of I was a Rat! (1999) and The Amber Spyglass (2000), the last book of the trilogy
His Dark Materials, with an objective to navigate the dark forces and the identity
crisis they pose to children. It is also the aim of this paper to illuminate how the
fictional catastrophe tactfully alludes to the moral disaster children experience in
the new century. It argues that the two books present children a reality with no
simplification of its ethically complicated and questionable state, and thereby invite
serious reconsideration of what is true and what it takes to be human. Growing up,
as Pullman presents in his novels, entails constant choices through which children

acquire ethical consciousness and realize their ethical existence.

I

When the narrative begins in / was a Rat!, the paradoxical scenario in which
a little boy claims that he was a rat brings the identity problem to the fore. Though
the appearance presents him as human, his claim and scrufty behavior like that of
a rat’s strongly suggest the different. Who is he? Is he a boy or a rat, or a boy/rat
hybridity? The identity problem thereby forms the ethical knot around which the
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whole narration revolves.

The boy coming from nowhere starts his civilization process the moment he
steps into Bob and Joan’s house. Bob and Joan name the little boy “Roger”— a
name Bob wants to give his own son if he has one. This naming process implies
the ethical relationship built between Bob, Joan and Roger, as that between parents
and children, and thus gives Roger an identity as a human boy and as Bob and
Joan’s foster son. With his new name, Roger starts to claim “I’m a boy” and that
he is going to stay a boy (/ was a Rat! 27). To adapt to his human identity, Roger
endeavors to learn social rites and codes: he learns to eat like human, to walk with
clothes on, to say thank you and sorry when necessary, and to refrain from his rat
behavior. Meanwhile, however, there are forces overwhelmingly push him to the
opposite side, and the newspaper Daily Scourge is one of the most powerful among
them. It pins down the identity of human-rat hybrid on Roger for sensational story
sells. And that causes Roger’s identity crisis by having him confused of who he
really is and by cornering him to chaos where he is made to resume the animal
nature.

With Daily Scourge, Pullman has his target levelled against press in our time.
He has the discourse of Daily Scourge’s coverage “strongly reminiscent of British
tabloids such as The Sun or The Daily Mirror” (Joosen 199). Its announcement of
the Prince’s engagement, for instance, with the diction “The Playboy Prince,” is an
epithet that the “popular press associates with Prince Edward of Britain or Prince
Albert of Monaco” (Joosen 199); thereby Pullman strings an easy association
between the Daily Scourge with the newspaper in the real world, for which, to
use McLuhan’s words, “news was not only to be reported but also gathered, and,
indeed, to be made” (McLuhan 211), and making the news implies “a world of
action and fictions alike” (212). In / was a Rat! the report of Roger as a hybrid
monster is an action of making news, making seamy news in particular. In a
fiction-like way, with words like “subhuman creatures” and “evil and bloodthirsty”
for sensational effect. As such, Daily Scourge makes up a story about Roger’s
identity, by only spreading the evil and monster side while blocking out facts to
other effects. The fabricated stories, instead of news based on facts, cause Roger’s
identity crisis with the not correct-informed readers calling for his extermination.

The assertion of the Daily Scourge is not only a reminiscent of newspaper, but
also an innuendo of all the media forms in our time. The escalation of transmitting
speed made possible by new technology brings about an era of implosion in which
media is the message, for “it is by the technological support that each ‘message’

is in the first place transitive towards another ‘message,” and not towards a
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human reality” (Beaudrillard, The Uncollected Badrillard 42). This implosion
of information, however, “rather than producing meaning, it exhausts itself in
the staging of meaning...it is a circular process—that of simulation, that of the
hyperreal. The hyperreality of communication and of meaning. More real than
the real, that is how the real is abolished”(Baudrillard, Simulacra and Simulation
80, 81). In Roger’s case, the real existence and the endeavor he makes to form
a human identity disappear in the implosion of information among newspapers.
After the report of Roger as a human-monster, “other papers joined in, the publicity
campaign was built up,” before long the monster was “the main topic of every
newspaper” (I was a Rat! 122); data, words, pictures, abstract signs bounce back
and forth between those papers, circulating and strengthening the human-monster
image while stop short of reaching out of this simulation of reality. This “circular
process”, as Baudrillard explains, goes against “the objective ‘message’ of real
information, of meaning,” and “neutralize the lived, unique eventful character
of that which it transmit, to turn it into discontinuous ‘message’, a sign which is
juxtaposable among others” (Beaudrillard, The Uncollected Baudrillard 42). In
Roger’s case, the implosion of information among newspapers blurs the boundary
of the real and the simulation of the real. Roger’s real, multi-dimensional existence
disappears in the process of media transmission, with phantasmagoric character
cast on him, so abstract that can be labelled on anyone else. In the implosion of
information simulating the identity of Roger, the real existence of Roger goes
absent from the public eye.

Besides, Pullman presents how media conspire with political, intellectual and
legal forces to have its fabricated “fact” turned into truth unopposed. With the great
public involvement created by the Daily Scourge, politicians smell their chances.
The unpopular Prime Minister takes a close interest in the monster news for “it
was a great help to have something else on the front pages of the papers, and even
better to have something new for the public to hate” (/ was a Rat! 118). Thus the
Chief Scientist is sent to “find the monster as loathsome as possible and to spin
out examination for as long as possible” (/ was a Rat! 118). In order to avoid the
newspaper turning public fury towards them, the Government decides to hold a
tribunal under a High Court Judge. The alliance of important powers thereafter
has been accomplished; Roger’s identity as a hybrid monster has now been made
a scientific truth proved, an issue on political agenda and a legal case to be solved.
The great forces conspire together and negate Roger’s effort to become a human
boy. At the end of the story, the criticism levelled against media and its complice

made more obvious through Roger’s words, “‘I could go on being a boy,’ said



Dark Forces, Identity Crisis and Ethical Choice in Growing up:
An Ethical Literary Study of / was a Rat! and The Amber Spyglass / Bai Ling

Roger, ‘If only they’d let me. I can do it quite well most of the time, except when
they make out I’m something else under earth.”” ({ was a Rat! 160)

IT

In The Amber Spyglass, written at the beginning of the 21st century,
fundamentalist religion is dealt with as another force under question, and thereby
brings us to reconsider the “truth” created by power institutions, by extreme
religion in particular, in our own world. Like in / was a Rat!, Pullman focuses on
the identity crisis those forces instigate for children.

The identity crisis is represented in His Dark Material in a metamorphic
expression, the intercision of daemon from children. Daemon is a fictional
incarnation of human identity with its human/animal dichotomy. As an integral part
of human being in Lyra’s world, the animal form of daemon signifies the corporeal
nature. Besides, daemon is an embodiment of conscience on the part of its host
legible in combat between good and evil, with moral consciousness as its core.
Thus the doubling feature of daemon presents a combination of human identity, as
Maria Warner observes that “[a] daemon—Iike Plato’s daimon—is the personal,
metamorphosing, animal familiar that everyone has in Lyra’s world, ...an alter ego
who plays the part of conscience, chorus, confidante, subconscious and superego
all at once.” ® Besides the doubling motif, daemon also represents social identity:
the rank of the daemon in the animal world corresponds to the social status of
its host, as Maude Hines points out that while members of the aristocracy have
diverse daemons, servants’ daemons are always canine (39). Using an animal form
to present the combination of multiple human identities is not as paradoxical as
it appears, for our existence as human being and the relationships it entails in the
social network—our relation with the self, with nature and with others—are all
closely related to the self’s interaction with its animal nature.

As to children, their daemons, unlike those of the adults, are capable of
metamorphosis and will have its form settled till they grow up. In their growing
up process, children have “their daemons changing to mood or necessity” (Hines
38); every conscious or unconscious response to the changing conditions and
every choice made all cause the transformation of daemons. This transformation
demonstrates character and quality formed in the process and also connecting
“with growing awareness of multiple selves, contradictions, unpredictability” in a
single person. ® Daemon changing from something weak to something strong, for
instance, can be an exhibition of its host’s conscious choice to be strong, to fight

against their natural desire or outside evilness. Once grow up, children’s daemon
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will settle at a fixed form, an embodiment of children’s maturation with their
identity formed, as is said in the novel that “when your daemon settles, you’ll know
the sort of person you are” (The Golden Compass 167). A seaman, for example,
may have his daemon settle as a seagull, which means he is a kind of “tough old
thing” and can “survive anywhere and always find a bit of food and company” (The
Golden Compass 167).

The intercision of daemon off children therefore is a great threat to children
as a repression of their initiative in making choices as to construct their identity.
Children with their daemons cut off die quickly; those still alive are losing their
human vigor and vitality, “like someone without a face, or with their ribs open and
their heart torn out: something unnatural and uncanny that belonged to the world of
night-ghast, not the waking world of sense” (The Golden Compass 214). Children
are turned into soulless, ghast-like inhabitants, the walking dead with their ethical
identity stripped of them.

It is the final book in the trilogy that reveals the motive behind the castration
of children: the repression of free will necessary to the construction of absolutism
and authoritarianism, to build “a permanent inquisition in every world, run directly
from the Kingdom”(The Amber Spyglass 61). This absolute power institution is
pursued in the name of truth, the theological truth to be more specific, which is
brought under question in The Amber Spyglass. In The Amber Spyglass, the popular
perception of Heaven and Hell, Good and Evil in Lyra’s world turns out to be the
lies fabricated by the first angle. The first angle claims that he is the Creator, It
fabricates the “truth” about the Dust, claiming that Dust is connected with Original
Sin and must be done away with. The fact is, the so claimed creator and “truth”
about sin is to stop the forming of self-knowledge and to protect the authority of
the first angle. Through intercision of daemon as to do away with dust, the first
angle can have children more credulous and molded to his will, eliminating all the
possible rebels and instable factor threatening his authority by preventing “conscious
beings of every kind...become dangerously independent” (7he Amber Spyglass 61).

Fundamentalist organizations are established to spread the fabricated
“truth,” with priest and nuns, scholars and scientists blinded and brain-laundried
as disciples, preachers and the protectors. They conspire together in the name of
truth and create a moral dystopia: the church turned into “fanatical persecutor of
children, the inventor of hideous machines to slice them apart and look in their
terrified little beings for any evidence of sin” (The Amber Spyglass 200); sinful
act is committed for absolution is granted by the church in advance; Hell is replete

with people both good and evil; weapons of large-scale destruction are made to
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protect the “truth,” environment deteriorates and Armageddon is on the edge.

With religious truth put under question in The Amber Spyglass, the book
invites us to reconsider power institutions in our modern world which claim to
have truth at their hands. In this sense, the Amber Spyglass continues Pullman’s
exploration in / was a Rat! of those dark forces capable of fabricating “reality”
and “truth” and posing a great threat to children. In his lecture on the republic of
Heaven written in 2000, Pullman writes “of all the dangers that threaten us at the
beginning of the third millennium...one of the biggest dangers of all comes from
fundamentalist religion”(qtd. in Tucker 124), and he picks out in particular the
threats posed by extremists and terrorists. In a broader sense, the criticism encoded
in The Amber Spyglass is leveled against all power institutions claiming to have

truth at its hand with the tendency to authoritarianism and totalitarianism.

III

I was a Rat! and The Amber Spyglass, written at the threshold of a new
millennium, can be perceived as Pullman’s prophecy for the Twenty First Century.
With the adventure of his protagonists, Pullman suggests ways of confronting
those dark forces with ethical choices. Pullman shows that children can survive the
challenge and can make the right choice to realize their moral maturation.

Ethical literary criticism grounds growing-up on its terminology of humanity
as a composition of Sphinx Factor. Sphinx Factor is composed of human factor
and animal factor: the animal factor “is the designation to the animal nature human
being retains through evolution,” and the “human factor is the ethical consciousness
that helps man realize its moral existence”(Nie 274,275) © . Thus growing-up
entails two necessary stages: the first stage of natural selection and the second stage
of ethical choice. Natural selection is a result of evolution, which gives man their
human body. Ethical choice thereafter enables the forming of moral consciousness,
and realizes human beings’ ethical identity. As to children, their birth is the result
of natural selection through which they get the human form and inherit the animal
nature retained through evolution. Compared with adults, children’s cardinal goal
is to satisfy the natural instinct and therefore they are more of a natural being. In
growing up, children start maturation and socialization process, the most important
part of which “is the formation of moral consciousness”(Nie 267). The two stages
of growing up as elucidated in ethical literary criticism is a further development of
Rousseau’s theory on adolescence. Rousseau holds that “we are born twice”; “the
first time for existence, the second for life,” and while chidren’s major work is to

explore the physical world, adolescence need to raises their awareness of the self as
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a moral being related with others in a social network. ©

In I was a Rat! and His Dark Materials, children are depicted with their nature
as ethically complicated and immature. Jossen points out that Pullman compares
Roger to an animal, but pardons his behavior by “explaining that he merely follows
his instincts, acting not as an immoral but as an amoral being” (205). From the
perspective of ethical literary criticism, Pullman’s depiction of children presents
a notion of childhood “as a stage of moral unconsciousness; Children are more of
natural existence, closer to animal, lacking in moral consciousness” (Nie 269). In /
was a Rat!, the metamorphosis from rat to a little boy can be seen as a metaphoric
presentation of natural selection, and Roger’s first claim that “I was a rat” hints
the animal nature retained thereafter. Roger acquires human body, but his scrufty
habit shows his unawareness of humanity, and he himself has no great difference
from animal. Roger is described as weak and vulnerable, a very “little boy” who is
still at the starting point on the road of socialization and civilization. At this stage,
Roger’s choices are mostly natural choices, and that’s why he constantly makes
innocent mistakes though he tries really hard to accommodate to human society.
What Pullman emphasizes in / was a Rat!, thus, is the fact that after the stage of
natural selection, ethical consciousness needs to be developed as to grow up into
a real human being, the first step of which is to distinguish man from animal, to
know their difference, as shown through Roger’s choice of being a boy in the boy/
rat options and of staying as a boy by learning the social rites and codes of manner
while refraining from his rat’s habits.

Roger’s identity crisis caused by media and its complice is Pullman’s
observation of the difficulty of growing up in the modern world where media,
for commercial interests, are more attractive to the animal side of man and the
sensational effect it causes, and where “biographers, satirists and journalists are
eager to cut down anyone who might otherwise seem to be setting a reasonably
good or possibly even a heroic example”(Tucker 117). For little children like Roger
whose ethical consciousness is yet formed, this morally questionable environment
manipulated by those powers thus transmits confusing information to them as to
what it really means to be a human being. Under the pressure of those forces, the
worst scenario, like what happens to Roger, is that children are forced to choices
that satisfy their animal nature and unable to realize their ethical maturation.

While I was a Rat! emphasizes the initial stage of growing up, His Dark
Materials 1s concerned with older children at the threshold of adolescence.
Through the two protagonists Lyra and Will, The Amber Spyglass shows the moral

implication of being a human and presents growing up as a constant choice-making
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process, just as Tucker observes that Lyra and Will set an example of the fact that
“all human beings have to make important choices throughout their lives, the better
they choose, the better it will ultimately be.” (114)

Considering that the very ethical crisis is caused by lies preached as truth in
The Amber Spyglass, it is quite natural that Pullman has truth as its quintessential
core in Lyra’s adventure. As a mischievous child, Lyra has a specialty to make
up innocent lies and make them sound genuine like truth. When Lyra confronts
Harpies at the land of the Death, she quite naturally chooses to lie to them, but this
time Lyra learns her lesson. The harpy “no-name” reacts violently to Lyra’s lies and
attacks her while calling her Liar; The harpy is so furious that “the word echoed
back from the great wall in the fog, muffled and changed, so that she seemed to be
screaming Lyra’s name, so that Lyra and liar were one and the same thing” (The
Ambers Spyglass 293). The pun of Lyra’s name shows Pullman’s moral intention
for “the whole episode is a reminder that Lyra’s very name...can also be heard as
‘liar’ as well” (Tucker 109). Through all her childhood, lying is a handy solution
Lyra knows and capable of making to protect herself and to survive, but at the Land
of the Death Lyra gets her epiphany as a ritual of maturation: She realizes that
lies do not work: “I can’t do it anymore—I can’t do it! I can’t tell lies! I thought
it was so easy—but it didn’t work—it’s all I can do and it doesn’t work™ (The
Amber Spyglass 294). And thereafter Lyra chooses to tell the true story of human
experience to those ghosts and harpies thirsty for the liveliness of it. It is Lyra’s true
story that feeds the evil-cultivated harpies with warmth and kindness. They discard
their intension to kill and instead try to help those ghosts to enter the other world: “It
was true. Because we had no idea that there was anything but wickedness. Because
it brought us news of the world and the sun and the wind and the rain. Because it
was true” (The Amber Spyglass 317). Lyra learns from her choices “the necessity
of evolving a true and creative imagination, as distinct from a fanciful one” and
“this capacity of shaping meaningful stories with unmediated experience is what
Percy Bysshe Shelly called ‘the great instrument of moral good™” (Lenz 7). This
instrument of moral good is different from reality mediated and “truth” fabricated
by power institutions. Lyra’s different choices and their consequences decode the
moral implication that in truth there lie the good and the beautiful.

Through Lyra’s choice, Pullman presents what he sees as the genuine truth.
Different from those manipulated by power institutions as unopposed moral
regulator, truth is “drawn on knowledge of what it is really like to be alive,
aiming to get everything exactly right as she sees and feels it” (Tucker 109). It is

Pullman’s moral solution to a time with reality mediated through media, with “truth”
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fabricated to control, a time in which “human life and its meaning are devalued,
and in their place various individuals and objects, rituals and traditions are invested
with ultimate value”(qtd. in Leet 175). The ghosts, when entering into the new
world, urge Dr. Mary Malone to tell true stories, “They need the truth. You must
tell them true stories, and everything will be well” (The Amber Spyglass 432).

From unmediated life experience come lessons important to learn, just like
Mary learns through her own choice of stopping being a nun that flesh and earthly
love is beautiful, something integral to humanity, and just like Lyra and Will learn
from their choices that dark forces are inevitable and they cannot escape to a utopia
world but should take their responsibility to set things right. Pullman reveals to
children the causes of evil in their own world, and the alternative way of growing
up in search of the genuine truth, as Tucker points out “Lyra stands for the author
himself, and his corresponding efforts to get at what he sees as the genuine truth
in his imaginative vision of the world, however much this might offend various
interested parties along the way” (109).

In 7 was a Rat!, Pullman unveils to his children readers a world in which
media simulates the reality, with little kids at the stage of natural selection as the
most vulnerable victims. In The Amber Spyglass, Pullman continues his observation
of reality and truth mediated through power institutions and once again warns his
children readers of an ethically questionable world. Unlike / was a Rat!, Lyra and
Will are presented as heroic example bravely taking initiatives; they are “shown
throughout to be independent, largely insulated from social influences and very
much their own creations” (Tucker 117). With these two moral examples, Pullman
makes it clear that it is our choice and deed decide who we are, and defines what
is good and what is evil; growing up into a morally mature adults does not mean
to preach and judge with virtuous codes but to practice them in daily choices, just
as his character Mary Marlone makes clear that “good and evil are names for what
people do, not for what they are” (The Amber Spyglass 447).

[ Notes]

(D See Jack Zipes, Breaking the Magic Spell: Radical Theories of Folk and Fairy Tales.
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1. Introduction: Japanese Literature and Japanese Language Literature

in Korea

In the early 1890s after the Meiji Restoration, Japan saw the formation of a

nation-state and the initial writing of various histories of Japanese literature. At that

time, Japanese literary history was based on the following perspective:

Looking back, our country, Japan, is one of the oldest countries in the
East. The light of literature was already shining in Japan when the Western
countries were still in the complete dark....The literature of the past is indeed
the flower of national culture and a treasure of the nation. The fact that we

have this 3,000-year-old treasure is evidence that Japan is the mother land of

the East, which makes us proud. (Haga 263-64)
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This perception of the country’s history reveals an attempt to establish a
national identity based on the logic of a nation-state. Such Japanese literary
histories were used for school textbooks in order to instill into students, the
custodians of Japan’s future, a sense of excellence and pride regarding Japanese
culture and pride.

In Japanese literary history, literature was often considered an extension of the
general humanities rather than as pure literature or language art.

The canonization of literature occurred as the concepts of nationalism and
language arts were emphasized in the Japanese literary histories written during
the formation period of a modern nation-state after 1890. Canonization played
an important role in sustaining Japanese literature throughout the 20th century.
This shows the origin of an integration of Japanese literature, Japan, Japanese
people, and the Japanese language. That is, throughout the 20th century, Japanese
literature supported an integration logic formed during the foundation period of
a nation-state. However, as Masahiko Nishihas pointed out, after the publication
of Kurokawa So’s Anthology of Japanese Literature in Other Countries (1996), a
collection of literary works in the Japanese language written outside the Japanese
territory during the age of Japanese imperialism, the notion of an integration among
Japan, the Japanese people, the Japanese language, and Japanese literature started
to unravel (Nishi 181). An increased interest in Japanese language literature in
colonial countries after the publication of Kurokawa So’s literary anthology, the
existence of Korean literature in Japan closely related to this colonial literature, and
the emergence of non-Japanese native bilingual writers, such as Minae Mizumura
and lan Hideo Levy demonstrate that Japanese literature does not have to be
integrated with Japan, Japanese people, and the Japanese language.

Despite the active research on Japanese language literature in colonial
countries since the late 1990s, studies have focused primarily on great Korean
and Japanese writers. Such studies act to complement Japanese literature. There is
therefore a need to explore literary works written by Japanese writers in Joseon,
which have been excluded from the literature of colonial Korea. Such research may
reveal the entire picture of Japanese language literature in colonial countries. The
present study aims to examine Japanese language literature in Korea since the early
1900s through the relationship between Japanese magazines, Japanese translations
of Joseon literature, traditional Japanese poetry, and Japanese language literature,
which were the major areas of Japanese literature during the Japanese colonial
era. Because a large amount of Japanese language literature written by Joseon

people has emerged since the Manchurian Incident in the 1930s, this study will
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investigate the characteristics of Japanese language literature in Korea before this
period through the review of the formation and development of Japanese language

literature.

2. The Publication of Japanese Language Magazines in Colonial Joseon

and the Development of Colonial Literature

In a strict sense, Japanese language literature in colonial Korea refers to
the literary phenomena that occurred after the forced Korea-Japan annexation
in 1910. However, Japanese writers had been creating and distributing Japanese
works in Korea for some time before annexation. This means that Koreans who
read Japanese literature existed even before the Japanese colonization of Korea.
Japanese collective migration to Korea occurred with the opening of the Busan,
Wonsan, and Incheon ports to Japan after the conclusion of the unequal Japan-
Korea Treaty of 1876. Responding to Japan’s colonization fever, the number of
Japanese residents in Korea drastically increased from 2,066 in 1880 to 171,543 in
late 1910, the year of Korea-Japan annexation.

Between the Japan-Korea Treaty of 1905 and the 1910 Korea-Japan
annexation, Japanese settlement corporations or Japanese resident organizations
were established in major regions in Korea, and those regions were given Japanese
names (Takasaki 96). With the formation of Japanese communities in major
regions in Korea, Japanese media sources, such as newspaper The Chosen Shinpo
(December 1881), were also created in places in order to represent the interests
of Japanese residents and create a network among them (Ri 5). At first, Japanese
language newspapers played the role of a network in Japanese communities in
Korea. As the number of Japanese residents drastically increased after 1900,
Japanese language magazines emerged in Seoul and Busan. Approximately seventy
magazines were already being published in the 1900s. Among these, the following
magazines actively published Japanese language literature: The Corean Telegraph
Newsletter (December 1902-December 1903), The Corean Peninsula (November
1903-May 1906), The Chosen Hyoron (1904), The Corean Industrial (1905-
1907), and The Corean and Manchurian Industrial (1908-1914). These Japanese
publications generally took the form of a general-interest magazine. Although the
structure varied by magazine, each had several special columns (literary page),
such as short stories, literature, and included Japanese language novel extracts,
literary criticisms, poetry, Tanka or Haiku, Chinese poetry, and essays.

A key question here is what led to the creation of these literary columns and

works. Some Japanese scholars advocated that Japanese literature should be settled
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in Korea. Through Japanese literature, they tried to build “superior” Japanese
cultural communities in Korea, which were distinguished from “non-civilized”
Joseon communities. Such proponents of a stronger Japanese literature presence in
Korea also espoused a paradigm of an absence of Joseon literature. Their logic was
that in an absence of original Korean literature or art, Japanese language literature
needed to be transplanted and cultivated in Korea. This logic clearly shows the
colonialist nature of early Japanese language literature, with claims that Joseon
required civilization through the transplantation of imperial Japanese culture
(Jung 387-412). This colonialist nature of Japanese language literature based on
an Asian peace logic and the transplantation into Joseon logic was revealed in
Joseon Pyeongron declaration that aimed to represent the opinions of the Japanese
residing in Joseon and establish a long-term plan for the 100 years of Japan. The
same attitude feature in the publication of Joseon magazine that actively justified
the colonization of Joseon, which was represented by the residency-general ruling
for Koreans and the world, and advocated the civilization of Joseon by decorating
barbaric Korea with civilization.

Thus established, Japanese language literature in colonial Korea broadened
and stabilized after the Japanese annexation of Korea in 1910. Along with the
oldest and the most viewed Japanese language magazines published in Korea
during the 1910s, The Chosen Review (1913-1943) and The Chosen and Manshu
(1912-1941), there was a flurry of publication of Japanese language literary works.
The fact that even Korea Education Research Association Magazine (1915-1923)
featured literary and novel columns clearly shows this phenomenon.

During this decade, perhaps because Korea had been colonized by Japan,
Japanese residents in Joseon attempted to produce serious criticisms about literature
and comprehensively manage the formation of Japanese language literature in
colonial Korea. With a focus on Japanese language authors who had been active
since the early years, they wrote a series of criticisms that constitute an abridged
history of Japanese language literature in Korea. Japanese writers residing in Joseon
longed for the birth of a brand of Joseon-based Japanese language literature that
could showcase the local character. They began to write criticisms that encouraged
the creation of such literary works. In literary columns, there were also a number of
novels with a colonial Joseon setting, reflecting this writing trend.

In the early 1920s, novels began to highlight the hierarchical relationship
between landlords and tenant farmers, and even featured unscrupulous landlords,
as can be seen in a quote in a literary column of a Japanese language magazine,

“That bastard is a hypocrite....He doesn’t have any real love for tenant farmers.
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He is an anachronist who considers us, tenant farmers, Russian serfs or slaves. |
cannot work under such a bastard anymore” (Yamaguchi 17). These works clearly
showed a hierarchical conflict between capitalists and laborers rather than focusing
on the ethnic discrimination between Japanese and Joseon people. Underpinning
such literary works was the intensification of labor issues and the emergence
of the proletarian literary trend in Japan. However, it can be said that Japanese
regrets about and awareness of the national independence movement of Joseon that
occurred in March 1919 also affected the creation of those literary works.

In addition, the late 1910s had seen not only an increase in literary works
written by Joseon-based Japanese authors, but also in literature produced by
Japanese authors residing in Manchuria or who used a Manchurian setting. These
diverse Manchuria-related writings included a novel about migration from Joseon
to Manchuria.

Therefore, during the 1910s and 1920s, Japanese language literature in Korea
was regarded as colonial literature based on a new land and its local color. In
an active response to this conceptualization Japanese language magazines also
published localized colonial literature and extended the themes of literary works in
diverse ways. Moreover, in 1925, with the publication of a literary coterie magazine
of premedical students at Keijo Imperial University, Seiryo, highly educated
Korean writers, including Jino Yoo, Hyoseok Lee, and Jaeseo Choi, emerged and
published Japanese language literary works. After this preparation period, a number
of Joseon writers began to create Japanese language literary works in the mid-
1930s.

3. Japanese Translations of Joseon Literature and Learning about
Colonial Joseon

As shown above, a variety of Japanese language literary works were created
and distributed in Korea from the early 1900s. In the formation of this Korean
Peninsula-based Japanese language literature, Japanese translations © of Joseon
literature played an important role. The translations were significant for a number
of reasons. First, they reflected changes in Korea-Japan relations and colonial
policies. Moreover, they showed the political nature of (translated) literature. In
addition, they were the first foreign translation of traditional Joseon literature.
Finally, they formed a part of the origin of modern Korean literature.

The Japanese translation of Joseon literature prior to 1930 can be categorized
into three key periods. The first period is from the Seikanron (Japan’s debate
regarding the invasion of Korea) of the 1870s to Korea to the Russo-Japanese War
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(1904-1905). The period was marked by a trend of Japanese translations of Joseon
literature, visible in the first general-interest Japanese language magazine published
by a Japanese residing in Joseon, The Corean Peninsula (1903-1906). At the time,
Joseon was in the spotlight as a new target for Japanese investment. The potential
to provide privilege led to a Korean language publication boom. Japanese people
wanted to obtain information about Joseon required for trade, business, or war.
This Japanese interest in Joseon was heightened by their nation’s victory of the
Sino-Japanese War and the Russo-Japanese War. However, there were insufficient
publications to provide information needed for their political and economic
purposes or settlement in Joseon. To meet demand, the magazine The Corean
Peninsula was published. This magazine encouraged Japanese who were planning
to enter the Korean Peninsula to migrate to Joseon, and provided information about
economic benefits and settlement in Joseon.

Joseon literature was also translated into Japanese to introduce the tradition
and culture of Joseon. For example, regarding the underlying meaning of
the translation of the Chunhyangjeon, Husanoshin Ayukai said that the work
provided a solid depiction of the static states of Korean officials and women. This
assessment reveals the Japanese perception of Joseon literature and the significance
of its translation. This translation purpose also affected methods. Only a rough
summary or a shortened version of Joseon literature was translated, as shown in
the following comment, On this occasion, the reporter tries to introduce general
Korean novels through several translations of the summaries of Korean novels,
including the aforementioned Chunhyangjeon. Therefore, the article was mainly
about the author’s ideals. For Chunhyangjeon, only its title was mentioned for this
purpose. The unique cultural phenomena of Joseon were explained using detailed
footnotes. Therefore, it can be said that Japanese translations of Joseon literature
were practical and functional translations. Such translations used abridged or
liberal translation methods for the purpose of introducing the customs and culture
of Joseon.

The second period of Japanese translation of Joseon works occurred around
the Japanese annexation of Korea in 1910. Japan gave a strong display of its
imperialism after the forceful Korea-Japan annexation. It founded the Japanese
Government General of Korea to take over the legislative, administrative, judicial,
and military commanderships of Joseon, and expanded its territory and forces.
The first governor Masatake Terauchi attempted to disseminate the Japanese
language to Joseon people in order to nurture loyal and honest imperial subjects

who could serve Japan well, such as practical workers, low-ranking officials,
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and clerks. However, since the number of people who could read Japanese was
only 0.5% of Joseon population in the early colonial period, it was difficult to use
only the Japanese language for controlling the education and administration of
Joseon. Therefore, immediately after the Korea-Japan annexation, the Japanese
Government General of Korea began to teach the Korean language to Japanese
educators and officials who were responsible for the education or administration
of the Joseon people. Under this circumstance, a large number of Joseon literary
works were published magazines such as The Corean Industry, The Corean and
Manchurian Industry, The Chosen and Manshu, and The Chosen Review. The
Chosenin was particularly active in the translation of Joseon literature. A variety
of Joseon literary works, including popular songs, folk songs, children’s songs,
traditional poetry, proverbs, new style poetry, novels, and unofficial historical
stories, were translated in this magazine. It is unique that unlike previous practical
and functional transitions these translations of Joseon literary works used literary
translation methods, which pursue the parallel writing of original texts, the use of
dialects, the delivery of cadence, and literal and complete translation, to preserve as
much as possible the texture of the original language. The original Korean poems
were Namseon Choi’s Taebaek Poetical Works (Sonyeon, 1910), Taebaeksanga,
and Taebaeksanbu ® (Shinmungwan, 1910). The New Style Poetry of Joseon was
the first modern free verse whose structure of lines and verses completely deviated
from a set pattern. The translation and publication of this work showed Japan’s
interest in the modern literature of Joseon. Thus, this pure interest in Joseon
literature not as an information source but as literature itself was relevant to Japan’s
Korean language education policy for Japanese educators and officials. The last
period of Japanese translation of Korean literary works is the cultural policy
period from the 1920s to the early 1930s. Two characteristics marked Japanese
translations of Joseon literature during this period. First, the stabilization of the
colonial policy brought Japanese language literature or translations by Japanese-
speaking Joseon intellectuals. Second, efforts to translate Joseon literature were
led by the Japanese government. During this period, numerous modern literary
works of Joseon were translated into Japanese, including the representative modern
Korean writer Kwangsu Lee’s Kashil and Yujeong, lksang Lee’s Tree of Spirits,
Dongin Kim’s Potatoes, Jinkeon Hyun’s Hometown and Piano, Seohae Choi’s
Starvation and Slaughter published in Joseonshiron (1926). In addition, the special
Joseon literature issues of The Osaka Mainichi Newspaper, including 4 Collection
of Stories by New Writers in the Korean Peninsula (1934), A Collection of Short
Stories by Joseon Writers (1935), and 4 Collection of Stories by Women Writers in
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the Korean Peninsula (1936), were also published. In the 1920s, some modernist
poets and Korean authors of the magazine published by the Keijo Imperial
University, Seiryo attempted to test Korean as a modern language. They also
translated their work into Japanese or created literary works directly in Japanese.
A spontaneous classical literature publication project was carried out. Classical
literary works of Joseon were also translated into Japanese and published in several
Japanese books, including Popular Joseon Novels (1921), Seonmanchongseo
(1922-1923), and Masterpieces of Joseon Literature (1924).

Under the support of the Japanese Government General of Korea, these
classical works of Joseon were systematically collected, recorded, and translated
into Japanese by government officials or professors of Keijo Imperial University.
The purpose of this project was shown in Popular Joseon Novels published by
Jayutogusa. Hajime Hosoi stated that Popular Joseon Novels was published in
order to understand Joseon, which Japan should guide and lead with the great
spirit of Japan-Joseon harmony as a brother country, under the watchful eye of the
international community. However, Popular Joseon Novels actually emphasized
Joseon’s subservient attitude towards China or corruption in the ruling class of
Joseon. Japan criticized the nature of the Joseon people and traditional cultural
values of Joseon as the harmful consequences of Confucianism, which was a forced
belief from China for Chinese convenience in ruling Joseon. That is, unlike its
stated purpose—promoting harmony between Japan and Joseon by understanding
the unique nature and culture of Joseon people, Joseon literature was rearranged,
modified, and bluntly interpreted in the translation process. These translations
stressed the difference between China and Japan, and thus, Japanese translations of
Joseon literature were used for colonial learning and the development of ideologies
needed for the rationalization of colonial ruling. These distorted or altered
translations of Joseon literary works were distributed to Japanese communities
in Joseon and Japan. They formed the images of Joseon people and culture, and
some of them were even included in traditional Japanese culture. For example, a
children’s tale of Joseon, Marriage of Mice (The Chosen and Manshu, 1924), which
had been translated into Japanese by Tomo Imamura, was retranslated into Korean
(by Jeongim Park) and introduced to Korea as an old tale of Japan. In addition, the
distorted Japanese translation of Joseon literature also affected Joseon intellectuals
who could speak Japanese. It became the source of modern Joseon literary works,
and some of them have even been canonized as traditional literary works of Joseon
up to this day. For instance, the narrative structure and characters of Seokgatap

Legend, whose national spirit was well known to have been inspired by Jinkeon
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Hyun’s novel Muyeongtap, had its origins in the Japanese translations of Korean
literature, The Legend of Gyeongju by Kintaro Osaka (The Chosen, 1921) and Play:
Muyeongtap Story by Yoshimitsu Hamaguchi (The Chosen and Manshu, 1924).

As described above, Japanese translations of Joseon literature during the
colonial period before the 1930s established the colonial learning trend, switching
its purpose, target, subject, and method depending on changes in Korea-Japan
relations and colonial policies. This clearly shows how translated literature was
utilized for politics. At the same time, it was the starting point of introducing Joseon
literature and culture to other countries. Japanese translations of Joseon literary
works also became a part of the origin of modern Korean literature, and some
of them were even included among traditional Japanese literature. The various
problems inherent in the Japanese translations of Joseon literature cannot be solved
by a single country, whether Korea or Japan. This issue should be handled using a

de-boundary research approach.

4. The Development and Role of Traditional Japanese Poetry in Korea

The section above provided a brief overview of Japanese language literature
in Korea. However, the mainstream of Japanese language literature that was
continuously created throughout Korea from even before the Japanese annexation
of Korea to the end of Japanese colonization era was traditional Japanese short
poetry, such as Tanka, Haiku, and Senryu. In particular, Haiku and Tanka absorbed
diverse discussions about traditional Japanese poetry that occurred during the Meiji
period. They were even reflected in Haiku and Tanka of Joseon, and became a
major genre of Japanese language literature in Korea.

Prior to 1910, Tanka and Haikuin Korea were already key genres of Japanese
language literature. Rooted in Gyeongseong (Seoul) and Busan based on literary
associations that were not developed in other genres, Tanka and Haiku were created
through public contests offered by literary columns of the media. Later, they
became a literary communicative device among Japanese residents of Joseon. Early
Tanka and Haiku contained a sense of anxiety and alienation experienced by people
who had migrated from Japan—from a center or inland—to Joseon—an edge or

outland.

A flag of surrender in the midday heat, which seems to belong to Russian
troops
(HEED P FEHE I R 5 R

To Housaien, a year has passed since my ill wife went back to my country
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(RN O & FICH# ) THEBND )

Ten years have passed in Joseon, and I am going to be an old man
without any friend in my hometown

(FER ) CTHEBE Z2IEMBCMI A NLEEHE250)

Standing in an open field with a flag, I can understand the feeling of

Hideyoshi who gained a victory with a smile
(BBdHS TR TEFENRATHELLMEL2)

These works from the early 1900s are good materials through which to learn
the nature of Japanese residing in Joseon. In addition to their depiction of the
Japanese dream of a manly takeover of the continent, as shown through their
setting in the Russo-Japanese War and the Japanese colonization of Joseon, these
works contain an uneasy sense of alienation. In addition, some Tankas citied
Japanese mythology and classics, strengthening the psychological bonds and
sense of cultural superiority of Japanese residents of Joseon. For Haiku, kigo ( Z&
i, seasonal words) were required elements. Haikus in Joseon often tried to seek
Joseon-style sources, but there was no development in Joseon-style kigo. During
this period, traditional Japanese poetry appeared as a mainstream of literature in
various media, but it was only a sporadic attempt to show the nature of Joseon.

As unique sources and scenery and customs of Joseon were the subject of
Senryu, a form that had flourished in Joseon during the 1910s, numerous literary
clichés on the characteristics of Joseon emerged. The Joseon-published Chosen
Senryu (1922), the first book of Dozaemon Ryukenji, who came to Joseon in
1911, clearly shows how traditional Japanese poetry developed in Joseon during
the 1910s after the Japanese annexation of Korea. According to this book, Senryu
columns were published in various Japanese language newspapers and magazines
in early 1910s Joseon. Among a total of 300,000 phrases, approximately 4,600
were selected and included in the Chosen Senryu. Although Senryu was considered
as having the weakest literary value and foundation among traditional poetry
forms, it was pretty popular at the beginning of the twentieth century. This enables
us to guess the greater popularity of Haiku, which had wider distribution through
contests and literary columns offered by newspapers or magazines unlike Senryu.
Although it 1s very difficult to find in Korea existing Haiku and Senryu works
similar to those of Japan, there is a record that they were already included in
specialized magazines, published throughout Joseon. Based on the existing record,
during the 1910s, the kigo of Haiku could not be specialized in Joseon, whose
weather differed little from that of Japan. In fact, Senryu, which focuses primarily
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on personal matters, was able to convey the characteristics of Joseon by depicting
its social conditions, scenery, and customs.

The Japanese authorities, including the Japanese Government General of
Korea, who had executed unauthorized reign over Joseon during the 1910s, began
to practice cultural governance after the March First Independence Movement of
Joseon in 1919. Consequently, Japanese language poetry became wide spread in the
early 1920s. In other words, the Japanese language poetry circle gained the ability
to publish regular magazines based on its strong literary associations, and this
brought a dramatic change in the literary world of colonial Korea. This trend was
largely led by Japanese Tanka writers who came to Joseon in the early 1920s. In
particular, it is worth noting the range of social intercourse of Japanese residents in
Joseon, which was revealed through the magazine Shinjin and activities of Shinjin
Association, a literary association that strived to become the power of the Tanka
literary circle in Joseon.

The Potonamu Association published the first Tanka magazine Potonamu in
Joseon in 1922, and it became a vehicle for most Tanka writers in Joseon until early
1923. However, in July 1923, in partnership with Morio Ichiyama, a businessman
with a wide circle of acquaintances, Gyotai Hosoi launched the magazine Shinjin.
Although Shinjin was a newcomer, it succeeded in becoming mainstream in the
Tanka literary world in Joseon through a series of special articles related to Joseon.
The first issue of Shinjin resonated with Tanka writers not only in Joseon but also
in Japan (Aikawa 15-17). Published in Joseon while the printing business in Tokyo
was suffering due to the Great Kanto Earthquake in 1923, the quality of Shinjin
was high enough to surprise the central Tanka literary circle in Japan both in terms
of content and printing.

Shinjin used two methods to influence the Joseon literary world during the
1920s: a special project related to traditional Joseon poetry and the promotion of
cooperation and solidarity with Japanese writers residing in Joseon in other fields.
It is very important to note that these two methods were also devised by Morio
Ichiyama, who had striven to establish the Tanka literary world in Joseon ever since
the publication of Shinjin. In early 1926, Ichiyama carried out a special project to
collect the opinions of Japanese major Tanka writers about the shape of the Tanka
literary world in Joseon. He discovered that the majority of Japanese Tanka writers
wanted to see the unique characteristics of Joseon. He therefore later led a project
on traditional Joseon poetry (such as folk songs and ancient songs) through Shinjin,
following the first method described above. The second method of Shinjin was

collecting literary works from a variety of Joseon and Japanese writers who decided
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to contribute their writings to its special issues, responding to the request of Morio
Ichiyama. The contributors included writers, professors, teachers, journalists,
critics, pottery researchers, folklorists, poets, Haiku writers, landscape gardeners,
and painters, who were the leading cultural figures in Japan and Joseon.

In these special issues, the connection between traditional Japanese poetry
and Joseon folklore is visible in the interface between Shinjin Association and
the Namsan Senryu Association in the late 1920s. This interaction involved the
participation of Tomo Imamura in special research on Korean folk songs. Imamura,
a representative Senryu writer affiliated with the Namsan Senryu Association,
continuously presented Joseon related sources and authored several tomes about
Joseon folklore. The decade’s research on traditional Joseon poetry and ethnicity
was led by Ichiyama of Shinjin by collecting literary works from Japanese elites
residing in Joseon in diverse fields. This research was also connected to the Haiku
and Senryu circles and Joseon folklore. This was the prosperous period in research
on traditional Joseon culture. During the Joseon boom after the 1930s, various
attempts were made to identify the local characteristics of Joseon in each literary
field. Traditional Japanese language poetry forms, such as Senryu, Haiku, and
Tanka, had been illustrating this local flavor since the 1910s. After the creation of
the Shinjin in the 1920s, the traditional Japanese poetry world, which had barely
maintained the publication of professional magazines by trial and error through
local association activities, completely changed tack to dominate the field of
identifying local characteristics. Although originally aimed at representing Joseon
in the field of Tanka, the Shinjin continuously produced Ichiyama’s special issues
that attempted to explore traditional Joseon poetry, ethnicity, and folklore. Through
these efforts, the Shinjin played a leading linguistic and cultural role in establishing
local Joseon characteristics not only in the fields of Haiku and Senryu, but also in
ethnology, folklore, and folk arts from the late 1920s to the 1930s.

5. Conclusion

This study examined the beginnings and development of the literature of
Japanese residents of Joseon from early modern times to 1930. The literature
analyzed in this research had not previously been included in evaluations of
Japanese literature or even colonial Japanese language literature. Even before the
Japanese annexation of Korea, Japanese language newspapers and magazines had
already been launched in major Japanese communities in Joseon. It is apparent that
Japanese language literature in the early twentieth century was formed around the

literary columns in these media.
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Under the pretense of understanding the customs and culture of Joseon as a
ruler of a colonial country, these Japanese language media in Joseon translated
Joseon literary works into Japanese and used them as colonial learning tools. Here,
it should be pointed out that Japanese translations of Joseon literature, which were
supposed to be a literary act, were used for various political means by Japanese

elites. The canonization of these Japanese translations as traditional Joseon

literature is yet a problem in current academic circles.

Moreover, traditional Japanese language poetry emerged through, developed
in, and disappeared from the literary columns of Japanese media in early twentieth-
century Joseon. Based on strong literary associations, Japanese writers residing

in Joseon made attempts to express Joseon through Japanese poetry, using Tanka,

Haiku, and Senryu, at times independently and sometimes in solidarity.

These Japanese language literary activities in Joseon were carried out with a
close connection with both domestic and international literary worlds, such as those
of Manchuria and Taiwan. After the 1930s, the development of Japanese language
literature became complex due to diverse literary and cultural phenomena, and
because of its sensitive response to local issues. Therefore, without understanding
the whole picture of Japanese language literature and culture during this period, it is
impossible to identify and interpret literature and the culture of East Asian countries
(including Japan, Joseon, Manchuria, and Taiwan) from a modern perspective.
Almost a half-century history of Japanese language literature in Joseon, which
continued until colonial liberation in 1945, should be investigated not from a
single country’s perspective but from an East Asian perspective. This investigation
requires a border-crossing research method rather than a subdivided and closed-
border research method for more accurate examination. Based on this critical
thinking, the academic association East Asia and Contemporary Japanese-Language
Literature was founded in 2013. An international journal, Border Crossings: The
Journal of Japanese-Language Literature Studies, was also published in 2014, and

a variety of border-crossing studies have been conducted through it.

[ Notes]

(D Takayuki Nakane defined translations by Joseon writers during the1930s as “an intermediate

9

step toward creation,

creating ability”, or “a pre-creation writing method commanded by the Japanese Government

General of Korea.” See Takayuki Nakane. Cultural Magazine Representing “Joseon” (Tokyo:

Shinyosha, 2004) 243-63.

a pre-creation writing method chosen by Joseon writers, who lack

133



134 | Interdisciplinary Studies of Literature / Vol.1, No.1, March 2017

@ Although their outcomes cannot be easily predicted, there were some excellent attempts: The
Chosen Haiku Anthology (1930) and A Collection of Haiku poems: The Chosen (1930) in the
field of Haiku; The Chosen: A Collection of Tanka Poems (1934), The Chosen Natural Features
Tanka Collection (1935), and A Collection of Tanka Poems: The Chosen (1937) for Tanka; and
The Chosen Natural Features Senryu Anthology (1940) for Senryu.
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is represented in her writing that glorifies the ethical choice of the figures in her
works. To be sure, the ethical choices made by the author do not exactly translate
into those made by the fictional characters. Nonetheless, her autobiographical
novels feature protagonists who go through experiences similar to the author’s. Her
inclination to egalitarian activism is projected in her art. The itinerary of Yuriko
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to her major works. The principle behind the acts of the autobiographical characters
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Yuriko’s literary work that called for levelling the gap between the rich and the
poor, male and female, and finally for the abolition of class distinctions. This shows
the question of ethical choice through which the writer grows up from a bourgeois
to become a writer for the proletariat. And it suggests the possibility of proletarian
literature that deals with the ethical choice made by a writer while growing up.
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Title: A Review of Conflict and Integration of Art and Morality: An Ethical Study
of Oscar Wilde

Abstract: Liu Maosheng’s new book Conflict and Integration of Art and Morality:
An Ethical Study of Oscar Wilde (Published by Social Sciences Academic
Press(SSAP) in June, 2016.) mainly focuses on the textual anatomy of the
historical, political and social backgrounds of the Victorian Era which was vividly
depicted in Wilde’s works. The book, with the method of Ethical Literary Criticism,
systematically expounds the ethical and artistic ideals of Oscar Wilde’s literary
career; it also reveals Wilde’s ethical connotations and discusses the conflicting
yet integrated characteristics of his writing. The book sticks to an emphasis on
textual analysis which is highly evaluated in the study of Ethical Literary Criticism;
hence, it offers us the rational analysis, dialectical interpretations and reasonable
conclusions. It also offers us innovative methodologies and inventive perspectives.
It should also be considered as a trailblazing breakthrough in Wilde’s study to help
us to better reflect on Oscar Wilde’s artistic contribution to English Literature and
to set a remarkable example for future study.
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