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p. 27 taste; yet all three are writing ttnovels.H Consider too how very
.1

different in their outlook and character are the novels of Stevenson, Tflackerr,

Dickens, Scott, and Hardy in the nineteenth century; bat they are .3,11 spokesmen
p.28

of a culture that we think of/as the same, something distinct from what preceded

and followed it.

p.40 Like many others who speak about "development," with the easy feeling that

the word of itself-will carry conviction or Pass unchallenged, Ludvikovsky does not

realize what it implies in terms of actual' literary practice and human behaviour.

In the sense in which he uses it in explaining the origin of romance it will not
J

bear examination.




r
p. 42 Although I cannot accept Ludvikovsky's theory of how the romance originated,

I wish, nevertheless, to repeat that his essay contains much that is vital and

stimulating . .




Chariton'nd'he NatiirefGeékHRomanô

o96 Thanks to-the'rècbverbf ragments itèoppyrus'{nhe second century

fter Chrit, ié 1 eiEllyoelievéd that C1ritdñ's story' of

d1iiirhe is th ëiieófIl our e




nature

qnd

of the

bdOk itself, considerd from ltex y-1iistorl viewpoint in comparison with

the other éxta1t rornFlnces, 1ssuch st cnfirm thtsb1ief in a.pôsitive way;

so much 'so t1t the relatively' eerIr dtixg f Chariton whhwe now accept on

the basis of dcumentary 'evdèff w ihinéd'h grounds of style and content

alone by on schol',-Pxófess iThe1mShmid, before hayri were discovered,

and qt atiewen hIsoIaiis df riterature had log been u anlrnôüsin supposing that

Caiton ws the latest bf'h rcent romancers 'd ha ived in the fifth

or sixth entu. This miconpton 5ut the dteof:Chritn, ich pre

vailed throüghdüt th ninetdnt centur, what we now

know to have been an upside-dow±i orientation of the whôlei'66feth fGreek romance.
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