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The Dependency of Hester in the Represented Mother Earth in The Scarlet Letter
Noriko NAKAMURA (Rissho University Graduate School)

Hawthorne scholars have conducted critical debate and analysis for The Scarlet Letter for over one hundred years. Never-
theless, one issue still remains unclear. Why did Hester Prynne return to New England where she once committed adultery,
and then ultimately spend the rest of her life there?

To address this question, I reexamined the unique dynamics of this novel’s charm by utilizing Jung’s analytical psychology.
As may already be apparent, the critical core argument of this presentation is that Hester, from a psychological perspective,
undoubtedly has a strong dependence on and attachment to the land of New England.

I further noted that a family tree forms the foundation of this novel, with Chillingworth at the vertex. He does not have a
biological relationship with Hester, Dimmesdale or Pearl. However, when I consider Hester’s marriage to Chillingworth, a
much older, misshapen, but wealthy man, I cannot help but conclude that Hester was economically dependent on Chillingworth
and that Chillingworth also played a paternal role. In addition, I suggested that Chillingworth was likewise psychologically de-
pendent on Hester by identifying with her. This shows there is a relationship of “participation mystique” between Hester and
Chillingworth. From analyzing the above points, it is clear that interdependent relationships existed between them and that
this dependency was at the core of Hester’s return to New England.




Perception and History in “My Kinsman, Major Molineux”
Daiichita SUGAWARA (Seikei University Graduate School)

In “My Kinsman, Major Molineux”, perception is described in various way. The role and meaning of perception in this
text will be examined here, considering the Independence.

The narrative function of perception is classified in two fields in this text; sight and hearing, and touch and smell. The
former is interrupted symbolically and prevents Robin from finding his uncle, Major Molineux. On the contrary, the latter
takes narrative part which enables to proceed with the story, that is, to lead Robin to the encounter with the uncle.

But at the end of the story, Robin found contradictorily his uncle by sight. His way of having light which enable to see with
the optics, is important in this text. While he appears into the light actively, he loses the key to encounter his uncle. But
when he is given the light and passively receive it, he accomplished his quest. This means that the text itself compels him to
see his uncle whose authority is degraded. Incarnation of “Major Molineux” by Robin is hindered by the text and it makes him
face the actual movement of the colonial people, whose consciousness about the “Independent” was about to rise up.

Robin witnesses his insulted uncle and the colonial people who mocked Molineux, and who had been aware of their own
rights as the American. Then we, the reader, also witnesses Robin at that time. This text is useful for us, the reader, to reflect
the historical discourse and the archetype of America.

Workshop: Rereading “Wakefield”
Takuya NISHITANI (Kobe University)

This workshop was an attempt to shed new light on “Wakefield” which has been one of the most discussed stories of
Hawthorne but still holds enough mystery and modernity to attract readers of today. The workshop opened with the modera-
tor Takuya NISHITANT's brief introduction, and then the three discussants showcased their readings of the story which, coin-
cidentally enough, shared interest in the narrator and narrative structure, and the interrelation between gender and the gaze
in “Wakefield.”

Professor Atushi OBA from Tokai Gakuen University discussed the narrator and the city in “Wakefield.” According to
Professor Oba, “Wakefield” is the story of the forfeiture of virility. Just before his return home, Wakefield discerns the gro-
tesque shadow of his wife dancing, and the scene implies his regression, his wife’s vital energy, and the reversal of their power
relationship, which rouses our suspicion that the matrimonial power relationship based on gender might be illusion. “Wake-
field” is also the story of the narrator. If we direct our attention to what the narrator desires, the story turns out to reflect his
unconscious urge to exorcise something in common between Wakefield and the narrator. Wakefield functions as the “shadow”
in Jungian theory, and the present tense of the narration shows that the creation of Wakefield is simultaneous with the projec-
tion of the “shadow.” “Wakefield” is related to the problems of the city as well. It is an urbanized society that satisfies
Wakefield's desire to observe himself as one of the other people. We also find other urban problems such as the fragileness of
human relations, complexity and diversification of the city, the resemblance between journalism and voyeurism, and the rela-
tion of the city to the unconscious. “Wakefield” presents the urban problems during the early stages of urbanization.

Professor Tomoyuki ZETTSU from Tokyo Gakugei University emphasized the anxiety of (pro) creation and originality in
“Wakefield.” As Leslie Fiedler points out in Love and Death in the American Novel, “Wakefield” may be taken as a refiguration
of “Rip Van Winkle,” a husband’s archetypal escape from his wife and organized society. Moreover, both stories foreground a
metafictional framework in which to re-present what has already been written down. If, then, “Wakefield” manifests itself as a
“twice-told tale” that calls attention to its intertextuality, Hawthorne’s narrator sounds ironic when he states that the gist of
his story is “of the purest originality.” Significantly, Wakefield differs from Rip in having no child of his own; he goes back to
his wife only after she becomes too old to be pregnant. We could argue that this symbolic sterility reflects Hawthorne’s anxi-
ety about his authority as a creative writer, a gendered fear of failing to be the single originator of his own child/story.

What Ms. Junko KOKUBO, graduate student at Osaka University, mentioned was concerned with two points: first, she



overviewed “Wakefield” by indicating how narrative structure and gender problem correlate each other; she then made more
detailed observation about gender politics in the story, paying attention to the word “bed.” It is narrator’s gender ideology
that dominates the power relations between husband and wife in “Wakefield.” The discourses concerning domesticity that
frequently appears in the story show that the narrator persists in domesticity or maintenance of it, which reveals how firmly
he is captured by domestic ideology that swayed over nineteenth-century American society. From this perspective, the moral
which is put at the very end of the story takes on a new meaning. In other words, we can read from this moral the situation of
gender role in matrimony or how the idea of gender role functioned in matrimonial relationship at that time. Reference to
“bed” is one of the important keys to understand gender problems in “Wakefield.” It may be reasonable to say that the con-
flict between husband and wife is reflected on “bed” in this text.

In response to the above presentations and the following discussion among the panel, there came valuable comments
from the audience. Professor Toshiaki TAKAHASHI (Nihon University) suggested a possibility of reading the story in bodily
terms, referring to the reddish wig which Wakefield purchases. According to Professor Masahiko NARITA (Senshu Universi-
ty), Wakefield continues to spy his own house after his disappearance so as to see whether he is still in the heart of his wife,
which is the only place for him to live in. For Professor Hiroaki OHSUGI (Kyushu University of Health and Welfare), “Wake-
field” is a veiled story of Hawthorne as a boy watching his widowed mother, much anxious and curious about her sexuality.
Professor Fumio ANO (Sendai Shirayuri Women’s College) placed “Wakefield” in the tradition of henpecked husbands in
American Literature from “Rip Van Winkle” to Malamud’s A New Life, and saw in the story Hawthorne’s failure as a matured
man and husband.

Special Lecture by Prof. Shunsuke Kamei
“Hawthorne as Children’s Book Author”

Professor Shunsuke Kamei of Gifu Women’s University, a distinguished scholar of American literature and culture, gave a
special lecture “Hawthorne as Children’s Book Author” in this year’s Hawthorne Society annual meeting. Since he firmly be-
lieved that Hawthorne was a tragic writer renowned for his dark and deep works like The Scarlet Letter, Prof. Kamei said that
when young, he did not pay much attention to the significance of the fact that Hawthorne wrote several books for children,
thinking he did so just for living. However, rereading Hawthorne’s collections of children’ literature like Grandfather’s Chair
(1841), Prof. Kamei came to realize, he said, that Hawthorne seriously engaged in writing stories for children, producing first-
rate pieces reflecting his deep knowledge of history and human psyche. Also, he pointed out the significance of Hawthorne’s
introduction of Greek mythologies, stories based on ideas pagan to Puritan America, into his country. Persuasively and vividly
arguing some stories like “The Lady Arbella,” Prof. Kamei showed the audience that Hawthorne’s importance as children’s
book author should be seriously reconsidered. (Masahiko Narita)

Symposium: Hawthorne and the ‘Other’
Kazuko FUKUOKA (Kyoto University)

The symposium began with a brief introduction by the coordinator Kazuko FUKUOKA of the current debate about the
‘other’ : while some regard the ‘other’ as relative, “a horizon of selfhood,” some as an absolute or radical alterity, others ex-
plore possibilities of the dialogue between self and other. Our purpose was not to identify one definite concept of the ‘other’
in Hawthorne’s works, but to explore diverse manifestations of the ‘other’ in them.

The first presenter Prof. Tutomu IWATA discussed the idea of the ‘other’ in “Roger Malvin’s Burial” from a psychoana-
lytical perspective; the second participant Prof. Kazuko TAKEMURA focused primarily on Pearl as the ‘other’ in The Scarlet



Letter; and the third Prof. Masahiko NARITA considered Maule as the ‘other’ in The House of the Seven Gables. The final
speaker Kazuko FUKUOKA discussed the encounter of the self with the other in The Marble Faun. These discussions, each
of which was based on a close reading of their respective texts, proved that the theme of otherness continued to be of fascinat-
ing interest for Hawthorne throughout his career as a writer.

The Encounter between the Self and the ‘Other’ in The Marble Faun

Kazuko FUKUOKA discussed Melville’s Redburn and Hawthorne’s The Marble Faun as contrasting examples of travel
fiction. In the former, the hero experiences a shocking encounter with the ‘other’ in the foreign country he first visits, which
almost causes him to lose faith in Christendom and Christians. In the Hawthorne novel, however, one American artist main-
tains his belief in the goodness of the universe even when he might possibly imagine the existence of evil through the radical
transformation of his foreign friend. His optimistic view, which is typical of mid-19th century America, invites only mild ridi-
cule from the author. Here we can see the writer’s ambivalent attitude toward the theme of otherness. Though he shows in-
terest in the process of constituting a self through an encounter with the other, he denies his countrymen its possibility. In
other words, Hawthorne sticks to the genre of travel fiction, where the other is interpreted based on an orientation towards
one’s own culture, and fails to realize the new development of romance.

Otherness within One’s Own Self
Tsutomu IWATA (Kyoto Koka Women’s University)

My basic standpoint is that Otherness should be discussed from the psychoanalytic perspective. Needless to say, people
living in faraway countries or in distant times are different from us, but there can also be found in our own mind something
heterogeneous to our ego-conscious. As Rimbaud properly said, “Je est un autre.”

As the starting point for discussion, I look at a scene in “Roger Malvin’s Burial,” in which “a wild and painful curiosity”
makes Reuben Borne return unnoticed to Roger Malvin whom he has deserted in the deep forest. I try to expound upon
Reuben’s mysterious return from Freudian and Lacanian points of view.

Freud would have interpreted Reuben’s return as being triggered by his super-ego. According to Freud’s theory, the hu-
man mind is constituted of id, ego, and super-ego, but ego, which is the center of consciousness, cannot control id or super-ego
because they are rooted in the unconscious. We may safely say that super-ego and id are species of “otherness” existing in
our own mind.

Ego, the “I,” is more dubious and precarious with Lacan, a contemporary successor to Freud. In his theory of the look-
ing-glass phase, Lacan insists that ego itself is merely a virtual image that cannot be focused without the intervention of other
beings. Lacan would think of Reuben’s return as his reluctant acceptance of self-image forced directly by Roger and indirectly
by all community members including himself, in a word, the Other, as Lacan would put it.

In this way Hawthorne’s rendering of the human mind can endure even twentieth-century psychoanalysis. According to
my interpretation, Hawthorne’s profound insight into the Otherness within his own self was acquired in his formative years in
the Manning family where the presence of too many relatives under one roof seems to have thwarted the natural development
of his self. In conclusion, I surmise that Hawthorne might have fallen into what Erik Erikson would characterize as “identity
diffusion.” This diffused identity must have been double-edged for Hawthorne, for it surely made his psyche restless and un-
stable, but at the same time it must have been these tormenting others within his own self that gave birth to the storyteller in
Hawthorne.




“Has Pearl Porformed Her Own ‘Errand’ ? : A Promiscuous Story of Alterity and Recognition”
Kazuko TAKEMURA (Ochanomizu University)

My presentation took up The Scarlet Letter and explored the social and textual alterity in terms of Pearl under the title of
“Was Pearl’s Errand all fulfilled?”, utilizing the expressions in the text. Referring to historical documents concerning the so-
cial treatment of illegitimate children and the responsibility imposed on their putative fathers for their maintenance, I focused
upon Dimmesdale’s belated recognition of his daughter rather than that of his adultery, and thereby tried to reinterpret the
textual ambiguities or contradictions in the ending of the text. Calling the relationship among the four main characters before
the forest scene ‘a negative alliance in the closet’ and that after the election day ‘a performative kinship,” I reread Pearl’s “er-
rand” not as “a messenger of anguish” to be soothed in due course as stated in the text, but as a herald of subversion of the

social norms of the modern nuclear family emerging in Hawthorne’s days.

Who is Maule?: The Portrait of the Other in The House of the Seven Gables
Masahiko NARITA (Senshu University)

When we think of “the other” in Hawthorne’s fiction, we cannot dispute the significance of the Maules in The House of the
Seven Gables. The plebeian family, who was deprived of its rightful land and politically repressed by the rich, powerful, and
aristocratic Pyncheons, embodies not only the social underdog but the cultural subconscious repressed under the daylight capi-
talistic reality, the buried other half of the New England psyche. In my presentation, tracing the original model of the Maules

to Thomas Maule, who actually lived in the 17"

-century Salem, [ tried to examine the meanings of the Maules in the romance
in their close conjunction with the historical family and its relationship with the Salem witch delusion in 1692. In conclusion, I
suggested the possibility that the otherness of the Maule image in this romance might reflect an American version of the con-
finement of anything irrational under the label of insanity, the cultural and psychological phenomenon widely observed
throughout the 17"-century Western World, which Michael Foucault discussed as “The Great Confinement” of the modern

world.
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Hawthorne’s Life Revisited

Kazuko TAKEMURA (Ochanomizu University)

Following the voluminous biography of Nathaniel Hawthorne by Brenda Wineapple, Hawthorne: A Life (2003), we had an-
other profile of the author’s life in 2004. Philip McFarland’s Hawthorne in Concord is, however, different from Wineapple’s
book or James R. Mellow’s definitive work, Nathaniel Hawthorne in His Times (1980), focusing upon the years the author
spent in Concord, Massachusetts. Also different from other biographical works highlighting a certain specific period or loca-
tion such as Salem or England, McFarland’s biography is like a fixed-point observation which tries to reexamine the vicissi-
tudes of the author’s life through his three separate phases passed in the village of Concord: his precarious period as a maga-
zine contributor, his prime after the publication of the two reputed novels, and his later reclusive and sick years. Concord is
also a historic site as the locale of the Revolutionary War’s outbreak and was, in the middle of the nineteenth century, the cen-
ter of New England literary and political circles. McFarland’s proper depictions of Hawthorne’s peers, therefore, give a glimpse
of the moral climate of the Northeast intellectuals in the antebellum period, through various episodes concerning the author as
well as visitors to his dwelling.

Hawthorne’s first residence in Concord from 1842 to 1845 was “an end to [the] solitude” of his younger days because he
and his newly-wedded wife could be neighbor to his contemporary intellectuals there: Emerson, Thoreau, Longfellow, Marga-
ret Fuller, the Alcotts, Horace Mann (remarried to one of his wife’s sisters), George Hillard (his old friend and legal adviser,
but later a sort of ‘melancholy shadow of a man” for whom “Hawthorne’s friendship ... never wavered” (37)). These years,
however, were also a hard time for the writer, who was constantly suffering from financial problems as a professional writer in
the Puritanical America. In fact, the Hawthornes were eventually forced to leave this pastoral abode (which was actually called
“the Old Manse” by the author despite the fact it “was not really a manse” (9)), stooping to borrowing money from his friends,
and to return to his mother’s home in Salem with ‘only ten dollars in [his] pocket” (124). Therefore, the writer’s first sojourn
in Concord of only three years is suggestive of his thirteen-year throes of financial backing for his literary achievement be-
tween 1837 (his first book, Twice-Told Tales) and 1850 (his masterpiece, The Scarlet Letter). The first part of the book under
review, “The Forties,” is a sort of historical document about the nexus between economy and literariness in the incipient era
of industrialization.

Hawthorne’s second stay in Concord was shorter than the first, lasting only one year. In 1852, with his literary success,
Hawthorne returned to resume his creative life in his earlier happy milieu at the dilapidated Alcott house, which he bought and
refurbished for his family. He elatedly called his new residence “the Wayside.” But, as shown by this appellation, his plan was
soon thwarted by the political turmoil on the eve of the war. He accepted writing a campaign biography of his Bowdoin class-



mate and chum, Franklin Pierce, who had become the Democratic presidential candidate. In advertising his new book, he said
to his friend and publisher, William Ticknor, “We are politicians now.” This sentence is used as a subtitle of the second part of
the biography. Here are mentioned momentous events in the time of social upheaval, including the Fugitive Slave Law, the
publication of Uncle Tom’s Cabin, Irish immigration and the California Gold Rush. In the same year his third novel, The Blithe-
dale Romance, was published. Part 2, “The Fifties,” as well as Part 1 relates his friendship with Margaret Fuller, after whom
the heroin of the novel is said to be modeled. Presently, however, Hawthorne had to leave Concord again, but this time for the
post of consul in Liverpool awarded by the new President.

Coming back from Europe, Hawthorne restarted his third inhabitancy in Concord in 1860. But he could have “no longer
radiant spirits [even] on his moving back to the Wayside” (222), owing to both his physical disorder (supposedly, intestinal can-
cer) and the nation’s disorder (“[w]ar matter”). Quotations given in this part, “The Sixties,” show the vacillation, in the high-
ly patriotic morale, of the aporetic reflective author, who had long been driven here and there by the change of the US govern-
ment. In 1865, soon after being told of the death of his life-long friend, Mr. Ticknor, Hawthorne himself passed away in a hotel
room adjoining to that of his old friend, Pierce, “with the door between the two rooms left ajar”(294). The biographer inserts
in the depiction of his deathbed the misery of the war, in which “[t]he slaughter had continued ... [a]fter Gettysburg and Vicks-
burg” (294). His body was carried to Concord, where his funeral was conducted.

Hawthorne is often regarded as a secluded man haunted by the past and solely probing into people’s inner world. But his
professional career was inextricably entangled with the political and economic issues of his time, and his life was always sur-
rounded by his friends, associates, and relatives. Hawthorn’s three-time sojourns in Concord as a whole can provide us with a
hint about the author’s political attitude and its literary reflections, which appear ambiguous and sometimes contradictory. The
historian McFarland’s work, released in the year of the bicentenary of the writer’s birth and, coincidentally, of the US presiden-
tial election dividing the nation, does not deeply delve into Hawthorne’s literariness but makes pleasant biographical reading,
furnished with a lot of excerpts. How to use these documents is left to the readers. Incidentally, the opening article of The
Cambridge Companion to Natnaniel Hawthorne (2004), “Hawthorne’s labor in Concord” by Larry J. Reynolds, focuses upon
the connection between the author’s life and his texts. The following works as well, published in 2004, may help shape our
ideas of Hawthorne and his age: Valenti’s Sophia Peabody Hawthorne, Maibor’s Labor Pains, Elsden’s Roman Fever, Dolis’s
“Hawthorne, Patriotism, and the Nation,” Elbert’s “The Surveillance of Woman’s Body in Hawthorne’s Short Stories,” and
Godman’s “Explaining Mental Illness.”

Books on N. Hawthorne published in 2004 (excluding reprinted editions)

Bellis, Peter J. Writing Revolution: Aesthetic and Politics in Hawthorne, Whitman, and Thoreau. Athens, GA, & London: U of
Georgia P

Bird, Otto and Katharine Bird. From Witchery to Sanctity: The Religious Vicissitudes of the Hawthornes. South Bend, IN: St.
Augustine’s P

Elsden, Annamaria Formichella. Roman Fever: Domesticity and Nationalism in Nineteenth-century American Women’s Writing.
Columbus: Ohio State UP.

Kopley, Richard. The Threads of the Scarlet Letter: A Study of Hawthorne’s Transformative Art. Newark: U of Delaware P.

McFarland, Philip. Hawthorne in Concord. New York: Grove P.

Maibor, Carolyn R. Labor Pains: Emerson, Hawthorne, and Alcott on Work and the Woman Question. New York: Routledge.

Millington, Richard H, ed. The Cambridge Companion to Nathaniel Hawthorne. Cambridge: Cambridge UP.

Ullen, Magnus. The Half-Vanished Structure: Hawthorne’s Allegorical Dialectics. Bern, Berlin, Bruxelles, Frankfurt am Main,
New York, and Oxford: Peter Lang Publishing.

Valenti, Patricia Dunlavy. Sophia Peabody Hawthorne: A Life, Vol. 1, 1809-1847. Columbia: U of Missouri P.

Journal Essays in English in 2004 (to my knowledge)
Battan, Jesse E “You Cannot Fix the Scarlet Letter on My Breast!”: Women Reading, Writing, and Reshaping the Sexual Cul-
ture of Victorian America.” Journal of Social History. 37-3: 601-25.
Baym, Nina. “Revisiting Hawthorne’s Feminism.” Nathaniel Hawthorne Review: Special Bicentennial Issue 30-1 & 2: 32-55.
Budick, Emily Miller. “Pearl’s Feet and the Real of Hawthornean R / romance.” NHR 30-1 & 2: 187-216.



Colacurcio, Michael J. ““Life within the Life’: Sin and Self in Hawthorne’s New England.” NHR 30-1 & 2: 1-31.

Doris, John. “Hawthorne, Patriotism, and the Nation: Transatlantic Crossings.” NHR 30-1 & 2: 131-44.

Dryden, Edgar A. “Lost in ‘The Custom-House: Hawthorne the Literary Man.” NHR 30-1 & 2: 166-86.

Elbert, Monika M. “Hawthorne’s Gentle Audience and the Feminization of History.” NHR 30-1 & 2: 92-130.

----. “The Surveillance of Woman’s Body in Hawthorne’s Short Stories.” Women’s Studies 33-1: 23-47.

Godman, Eric. “Explaining Mental Illness: Theology and Pathology in Nathaniel Hawthorne’s Short Fiction.” Nineteenth-
Century Literature 59-1: 27-53.

Gollin, Rita K. “ ‘The Animal Department of Our Nature.”” NHR 30-1 & 2: 145-65.

Idol, Jr., John L. “Keeping Hawthorne Afloat on Golden Pond.” NHR 30-1 & 2: 226-34.

Kesterson, David B. “An Unusual Hawthorne Presence.” NHR 30-1&2: 217-25.

Kupsch, Kenneth. “The Modern Tragedy of Blithedale.” Studies in the Novel 36-1: 1-21.

Labriola, Patrick. “Ludwig Tieck and Nathaniel Hawthorne: The Fairy Tale and the Popular Legend.” Journal of Popular Cul-
ture 38-2: 325-32.

Riss, Arthur. “The Art of Discrimination.” ELH 71-1: 251-88.

Woodson, Thomas. “Hawthorne and the Author’s Immoral Fame.” NHR 30-1 & 2: 56-91.
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