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TbehistoryofCTl正dreTl'suteT-attlre,theannualofcriticismonliteraturefor

young people now onits3lStvolume,has omcially started with Francelia

Butler's"The Editor's High Chair"in1972.As the founding editor and

Children'sliteraturescholar,Butlersetsouttode丘nethefunctionexpectedof

theannualand statesits main o句ective:The purpose ofthis collection of

essaysistostimulatethedting,teaChing,andstudyofchildren'sliteratureby

humanists-tOenCOuragehumanistswiththebest(andopen)mindstoenter

the丘eld"(8).The briefprehce to the nrstvolume ofCTtitdreTl'sLtterature

deftndsliterature fbryoungpeople against"manyhumanists and...most

Critics,"thetargetaudienceandpotentialcontributors,Who,Butlerpointsout

intheverynrstline,havesofarignoreditastheareaforseriousstudy(7).me

term``humanists''alonewouldprobablyalienatemanyofustoday,fortheideal

universalityofhumanismalongwiththefunction ofhumanitiesinacademic

institutions has been questioned extensively since,1but the same WOrd,in a

Way,reflectsthetimethatledtoButler'sthenchallengingdeclarationofintent.

We.witness here the reaction to thelack ofserious studies on children's

literatureasmuchastherisingacademicinterestsintheareaatthetime.

Itwasin1970thatThomas Kuhnintroduced the conceptof"paradigm

Shift"widelywithinandwithoutacademicdisciplines,COmParingittoreligious

COnVerSion that onlyhappenswith aleap offaith.Paradigm shiftin a neld,

accordingtoKuhn,Subvertstheconcepts,aSSumptions,de丘nitions,Standards

-theworld-upuntilthentakenforgrantedforthemore promisingones,

elicitingatotallydifftrentsetofquestions tobe explored,VOCabularies to be

utilized,andexperiencestobegained.AlthoughKuhncomesffomthescienti丘c
丘eld,thetermeXplainstheresonanttranSitionsthattookplaceinsocietyand

acrossthedisciplinesincludingEnglishStudiesthefo1lowingdecades.Feminist

andvariouspost-StruCturalisttheoriesfoundvoiceandputdownrOOtSaSthe

SOCialmovementsofthepriordecadethatchal1engedoldpowerstruCtureand

COnVentions became part ofthe new order,reVOlutionarizing people's
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WOrldviews.

nlebirthofCTladreTl'sL,tterattLre,inhct,isoneofthemanychangeSthat

mark the criticalmomentwhen the traditionalnotion oftheliterary canOn,

humanism,andother"universal"concepts,andthehumanities
atlargehave

begun to undergo drastic questionings and deconstruction.The scholarly

interestsin children'sliteratureitselfdemonstrate one ofsuch changesin

academe,Where"traditional1y"disregardedliterature,forexamPle,bywomen

andA飢canAmericanWdters,hasbegantO drawincreasingattention.Many

essaysincludedin the nrst volume ofCTtildreTl's uterature come ftom the

SeminarOnChildren'sLiteratureheldbytheModernhnguageAssociationin

1971･Itcould notbe acoincidence thattheyear1970sawthebirthoftwo

SCholar1yjournals on children'sliterature:S吻TlalinJanuaryand CfltldT･eTl's

L,fteraturetTIEducattoninMarCh･Thiswasfo1lowedbyseveral0therrespected

academicjournalswe stillsee around today,including CflttdreTl'suterature

(1972-),the CaTladtan Cflfldren's Ltterature(1975-),the nrst ofthe kindin

Canada,TTle LtoTlaTld771e UTltCOm(1977-),,and the CflildreTl's L,tterature

AssoctattoT19uarterly(1977-)･By examiningthe fburvolumes ofCfltldreTl's

Ltteraturethatappeared争PPrOXimatelyadecadeapartbetween1972and2003,

Iwouldliketoanalyzehowthetopics,aPprOaChes,andthewdtingitselfreflect

thechangeSintheneldthatfo1lowedthesepublicationsonchildren'sliterature.

Whatare the difftrences between the nrstissueand the subsequentissues,

andwhatdotheysignify?HowdoestbetranSitionthatappearsintheessays
includedinCTlildren'sL,tteratureOVerthepastthreedecadesreflectthehistory

OfacademicliterarystudiesintheUnited States,andpossibbTthehistoryof

Otherrelated disciplines?Ichoose Cflildren'suteraturespeci丘cal1ybecauseit

placesmore emphasis onliterary studies than0therperiodicals onliterature

fbryoungpeople･Iwi11be examiningthefourvolumes chronologica11yfrom

VOlumel(1972),VOlumell(1983),VOlume23(1995),tO the most recent

VOlume31(2003)to showthe sometimesobviousand sometimes subtle shifts

andcontrastsbetweeneachvolumeovertime.

To demonstrate the basic charaCteristics ofthe丘rst volume of CTlildreTl's

LfteratLLre,WeShouldgobackto｢もeEditor'sHighChair"againasitmoreor

less mirrors the styleand concernOfthe essaysincludedinthe collection.

Butlerestablishestheproftssional,SCholarbTethosintheessay,uSingbutftw

PerSOrlalpronouns and keeping to seemingly objective,aSSertive tone,

introducinghistoricalhctsandbackgroundforthe丘eld･Sincesheimpliesher

targetaudienceinthevery丘rstlineasthosetheretoforeindi鮎renttothestudy
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Ofchildren'sliterature,WhoarenOWWelcometoexplorethenewfrontier,mOSt

Ofheressayis devotedtovalidatingchildren'sliterature asthe su句ectfor
future studieswith serious potential.SimplicityinmanyWOrksforchildren.

Butlerpointsout,ishlsebTperCeivedtobelackingbythetraditionalstandard

instilledinhighereducation;atthesametime,theactual1ackofcriteriafor

Children'sliteraturehasallowedcommerCialinterestsand"expert"oplnlOnStO

dominateanddiscouragetheacademicattentionthatitdeserveS･Herrepeated

appealtothe"humanists"isbasedonherdissatisfactionwiththepriorstudies

intheneld-Orlackthereof-WhichisinwantOfscholar1yproftssionalism:

}Children,sliteratureisalmostentirelyinthehandsofthoseineducationor

libraryscience,Whoemphasizetheuseofliteratureinclassroom,methodology,

biographiesofcurrentwdters,gradedreadinglists,bookreports-gOOdthings

but not the concern ofthosein the Humanities"(8).Instead ofimparting

educationaladvice on the use ofchildren'sliterature or reviewing the new

arrivals,Butlerdraws on historyto establish thelegitimatefoundationfor

Children'sliteratureand poses abigquestionforthel'humanists''to study,

encouraging them to consider the quality ofliterature available for

COntemPOraryyOuth･

Itcouldbe saidthatthewholeoftbe丘rstissueofthea皿1ualattemptsto

establish,OrprOVethe existence of,thelong-Standingtraditionofchildren's

literature,and thus,thelegitimate demand fbrits serious study･Mostly

keepingtohistoricalstudies,theannualsetsitselfapartftomperiodicalsthat

cameOutbeforethe1970ssuchas771eHomBook(1924-),BookbtTd(1963-)or

theonesinthe19thcenturywithcommercialandeducationalinterestsmorein

the fbreftont,Whichmostlyprovided afbrumforpoetryandliteraturefbr

Childrenorofftringparentsandeducatorshelpfu1bookreviews･Oftwenty-One

essaysinthefirst CTlfldren'sLiteT･ature,mOre thanhalfdealwithliterature

before-manyhrbefbre-the20th century,ffomAesop,Whose English

tranSlationcameoutinthelate17thcentury,tOtheOldEnglishliterature,the

medieval1iterature,fo1ktales,hFontaine,Pfb由一l'sPTPgreSS,JohnI.ockeand

the18thcenturyjuvenile丘ction,Char1esDickens,LewisCarro11,JohnRuskin,

Charles Kingsley,AndrewLang,and Louisa MayAIcott･Considering the

noticeablelackofsecondarysourcesontheirrespectiveessaytopicinthelists

ofworks cited,itis understandable thatmost critics rely on history and

influencestudiesthatgivebackgroundandpseudo-genealogytoprovidecertain

foundationforthe丘eldandbackuptheirinterestsinthetopic･Tbehctthat

the essays more orless appearin chronologicalorder,in addition･
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demonstrates the editor'sintention or desire to coveras much ofthe past

historyaspossiblesoastoshowthepotentialcontinuityandthetraditionof

Children'sliteraturetobetracedfurtherbackinhistory･

meessayswhich･aPpear･earlierinthevolume,dealingwithliteraturebefore

the18thcentury,COnCurthattherehadbeennoreasontoproduce"children's"

1iteratureatthetime,foritwasbeforethenewconceptofchildhoodbecame

COmmOnanddemandedchildrentobereinedorcatereddiLrtrenqyftomadults

(althoughtodaysomescholarSWOuldargueagainstit)･Forexample,Meradith

Tilbury McMunn and William Robert McMunn begin･their essay on the

representation ofchildrenin medievalliterature by
stating exactly that:

¢BecausewesternnOtions about children have changed radically since the

MiddleAges,mOdernCOnCeptionsof'children'sliterature'areanaChronisticas

appliedtothatearlierperiod"(21).Whatweseehereismoreofadesiretocover

longerhistoryand claimlargerterritoryforchildren'sliterature;its relatively

Short historyin the academy,eSPeCiallyin relation toliterary studies,is

balanCedagainstsuchanattempttOeStablish丘merfoundationforthe負eldof

Children'sliterature.

However,theconspicuousweightonhistoryinthisvoIumecouldbedouble

edged,Whose conflicting aspects are already apparentin the editor's

introduction.Providingthehistoryofchildren'sliterature,traCingbackfour

Centuries to point outthe assumed timeliteraturefor children had been･Set

apart丘omtherestformostlydidactic,prOPagandisticreason,Butlerregards

themomentaswhen"thetroublestarted"(7).Bydoingso,Sheseemstempted

to assertthatchildren'sliterature shouldbe taken seriouslybecauseitis no

difftrentffom that fbr adults,at the same time paradoxically demanding

respectfbrchildren'sliteratureinitself.Sheevencontinuestostatethat"the

greatbooksforchildrenhave beenthosewhich adultsand children shared"

SuChasAlfcehWbTldertand,HuckteberTy刑九TLandWhTlie-the-LboTt(7)･Iagree

thatgreatbooksforchildrenare Oftengreatreadforolderreaders,and tbat

youngerreadershave claimedandwi11continuetoclaimanybookthey丘nd

intriguing as theirs.Indeed,this blurryboundarybetweenliterature fbr

Chndrenandforadults-nOttOmentiontheco血singandeveraqjustingline
betweenchildren,yOungadults,andadults-COntinuestogenerateinteresting

questionsinthe丘eld today.2However,ataglanCe,SuCh seemingdesire to

PrOVe Part Ofthe"adult"1iterarytraditionand to seek"adult"appreciation

implies thatchildren'sliterature cannot stand onits own,Oris thelesserin

SOmeliteraryhierarChy,Which,intum,neCeSSitatesthehistoricalapproachto
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establish continuityand tradition,Seeking the"adult"or"common"rootfor

literaturenowinthehandsofchildren.

Theline up ofcanOnicalworksin the collection also reflects this zealto

elevate children'sliteraturetothe respected丘eld ofstudy,Whichis probably

naturalatthebuddingstageofchildren'sliteraturecriticismintheacaderny･

Amongthe contents are more modernand popular topics,including comic

Strips.However,R.I.0ringTaylor'sstudyonGermanCOmicstripartistWilhelm

Buschrelieshea勇1yonold-fashionedhistoricalapproachaswell,focusingon

the artist'sinfluence onAmericandescendantSinthe20th century.Moreover,

JohnRodenbeck'sevaluationofthecartOOnTin-Tinseriesconcludesbytracing

its"tradition''ashrbackastotheOdysseyandascloseastoMobyDfck･Tin-

Tin,aCCOrdingtoRodenbeck,Shouldbeappreciatedaspartandrepresentative

Of"the greatliterary tradition''ofepicsand tales,Which manageS tO uphold

"traditionalhumanism"(97).ThelistofclassicsRodenbeckliststoadvocatethe

highqualityofTin-Tinbooks,nOttOmentionsuchdenningtermSaS"traditiont'

and"humanism"repeatedinhis article,0nlyadds toanimpressionwe have

hadthroughoutthe丘rstvolumeofCflildreTl'sLtterature･Itpromotesacertain

body ofcanonicalwork as quality standard,Settingthem apart ffom other

COmmerCialproducts that supposedlyundermine the effbrts made by those

devoted to serious study ofchildren'sliterature,Creating the respectable

tradition fbritself,Stilldeftrringtothe"greater"1iterarytradition ofadult

literature.

AmongtherelativelymodernWhtersreferTedtointheessaysthatIhavenot

yet mentionedare George MacDonald,L.Frank Baum,A･A･Milne,Jean De

Brunhoff,J.R.R.Tolkien,C.S.Lewis,T.S.Eliot,AntoinedeSaint-Exupery,E.

B.White.and Maurice Sendak.manyofwhom addressedin more thanOne

essays･OnlyHarrietBeecherStowe,AIcott,andFranCeSHodgsonBurnettare

WOmenlisted along with these writers.Even then,Alison White's study

COmPareSTheSecT-etGaTdeTltOEliot's"BurntNorton,"andStoweandAIcottare

OnbTbrieflymentionedamOngnumerOuSOtherwhterswhoseworksforchildren
incorporatetheconceptofdeathinButler's"DeathinChildren'sLiterature･''In

the same essay,Butlergives ablunt assessment ofthe children'sliterature

neld,Which deserveS a Closerlook asit summarizes the attitude consistentin

thevolume･Inheropinion,the separation ofchildren,sliteraturein thelate

17th centurydue to commercialand didactic reasonsiswhat resultedin"so

littlegoodliteratureforchildren‥.thatthewhole丘eldisnotevenconsidered

WOrthyofinvestigationbymostdepartments ofthe Humanities"(104),and



l79

｢nlisneglectbyscholarShasresultedinalackofrespectedcriticismandhas
led to anindiscriminatelumpingofallbooks fbrchildren,Classicaland

COmmerCial,intothecategory,`children'sliterature'"unlikethecaseof"adult

literature"(104).ItisobviousthatforButlerthe"classical"worksaretOPrOVe

theworthinessofchildren'sliterature,andbyproducing"respected"criticism,

Criticsaretoraisethequalityofchildren'sliteratureand,aCCOrdingly,the丘eld･
The collection's fbcus on canOnicalworksfor childrenandits traditionis a

demonstrationthatsuchnotionwasmorelikelysharedbymanyCriticsatthe

time.ItisanOtherironicalparadoxthattheseso-Cal1edchildren'sclassicshad

beenconsideredmarginalintermSOfthe"greater"or"adult"1iteraqtradition,

withtheexceptionofthoseworksoriginal1yappreciatedbyolderreaders,Or

those written by the writers who had established their names befbre they

Venturedintowritingforchildren.

Althoughits topics ofstudy stillserve tO maintain certain canonical

frameWOrk,VOlumellofChfldren'sL.正erattmgivesadifftrentimpressionjust

丘omalookatitscontents,COmparedwiththe丘rstcollection.Whiletbelatteris

dominantlymaleand canOnicalinits favored topics,theformer,Whichcame

Outin1983,hasadistinctimprintoffeministinfluence,withnear1yhalfofthe

twelveessaysconcerningwomenwdtersandtheirwork.Inadditiontothe丘rst

two essays on Burnett's TfleSecretGarden,apparently one ofthe maJOr

Classicaltextstoinspirecriticalattention,WeSeethenameSlikeLtttteHouseoTl

tflePrairfe,theGreenKnoweseriesbyL.M.Boston,andtheDutchpoet,Annie

M･G･Schmidtinthetitlesofthreeotheressays.Theothernoticeablechangeis

theinclusion ofmore contemporaryworks studiedinI.ois R.Kuznetst The

Fresh-Air Kids,Or Some ContemporaryVersions ofPastoral"orThomas H･

Getz's"MemoryandDesireinFYybyN垣Tlt''inadditiontosuchclassicsasA!tce

books,T.S.Eliot's OtdEbssum'sBookQF肋cticalCats,Ehocctlio,and Babar

books.3

Thecriticalapproachva^esdependingontheessay,unlikethoseco11ected

inthefirstvolume,mOStOfwhichshareSimi1arhistoricalapproach･Evenwith

theonesthatstudyworksbywomenwdters,WeCOuldseediverseapproaches

beingappliedto丘trespectivepurposes.HemiettaTenHarmSel's"An血eM･G･

Schmidt:DutchChildren'sPoet"ismoreorlessan01d-fashionedbiographical

Study thatintroduces the poet whose English translation has come out,

COmParingherworkwiththatofAndersen.In contrast,Hamida Bosmqjian's

"VastnessandContractionofSpaceinuttteHouseoTltftePratrie"owesasmuch

to Gaston Bachelardand his study ofimagesandimagination as to reader-
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responsecriticism.Bosm勾ianeXploresthewaycozySafttyofembracingspaces

areprOvidedforthechildreadersinthehceofimmensevastnessofprairiein

huraIngallsWilder'swork･ConsideringthatthematologyandstruCturalismin

Frenchliterary studies became quitepopularinthe1960s,itis naturalthat

twodecadeslater,Bosm勾ianeXaminestheshortcomingsof"phenomenological

Criticism."Whilecl叫ngthemethodshewouldapplyintheessay,Bosm勾ian

modi丘es Bachelard's approachwith theinsights providedbyWolf岳angIser,

adding toitthe,aWareneSS Ofthe culturaland historicaldimension that

inl1uencesthewayreadersperceiveimages(50-51)･Thisprocessofestablishing

One'smethodandlocatingone'spositionintheconversationofliteraⅣCriticism

ismore'reguladyobservedamOngtheessaysincludedinvolumell,Whilein

the firstvolume,itwas often substituted
bythe examination ofhistory

SurTOundingtheworksandthe authororthelistofsimilarOrrelatedworks･

JohnC.Stott's"FromHeretoEternity:AspectsofPastoralintheGreenEnowe

Series"studiestheimage ofpastoralanditsthematicimportanCethroughout
the sixbooksin the series.In comparison,ftminist approachand concernS

StrOnglymarkElizabethIJermOXKeyser's"`9uite Contrary':FranCeS Hodgson

Burnett's meSecretGaTdeTt''and U.C.Knoepflmacher's"Little GirlsWithout

TheirCurls:FemaleAggressioninVictorianChildren'sLiterature,"the丘rsttwo

articles ofthe volume,Which set aless conservative tonefor thisissue.Both

essaysfocusonthesubversivequalitiesintheuniquecharaCterizationofyoung

ftmaleprotagonistsintheVictorianWOrksbywomenwriterssuchasBurnett

andJulianaHoratiaEwing.

meoverwhelmingdrivetodeftndthepositionofchildren'sliteraturestudy

inthe丘rstcollectionis ratherabsentinthisvolume.Tbis could be areflection

Ofthe steadilyexpanding丘eld ofchildren'sliteratureandits criticism,Orit

COuldalsobetheinfluenceofvaJioustheoriesemergingintheliterarystudies

asevidentinthediverseapproachestakenbythecontributorsforthisissue･

Reader-reSpOnSe Criticism seems to have given weight
to child readers'

PerSPeCtives,Whichwesee,forexample,inBosm勾ian,andinGetz･Getz'study

OfRandal1Jarrell's ny byN吻11t(1976)illustratedbyMaurice Sendakplaces

authorityinchildren's response,beingawareOfunequaladultinfluenceand

POWerintheproduction and promotion ofchildren'sliterature･His opening

ParagraphdemonstratesthechangeSintheattitudefromtheearlier,unCertain

StageOfchildren'sliteraturecriticismtoamorestablestage,inadditiontothe

influenceofreader-reSpOnSetheory:`Theinteraction-Oftheauthor･thechild

inthe author,the child,theauthorin the child-WOrks againstthenotion
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thatchildrenaremerelychildishastheyreadandthatauthorsmustreduce

themselvestochildlikepersonaeastheywhteforchildren･Theremustbeno

COndescension"(125)･NthoughC･S･Lewishaslongagomadeasimi1arpoint

thatgoodliter?tt!reneVerWdtesdowntOChildreadersin"OnTheeWaysof

WritingforChildreが(1963),PaJtOfthecreditshouldgotoreader-reSpOnSein

disseminatingsuchanattitudewidely.

megrowingmaturityoftheneldcanalsobedetectedinthewayincreasing

numberofessays-OVerhalfinthecollection-refbrtoliteraqstudiesin

Children'sliterature neld asnaturallyastheyreftrtocriticaltexts onthe

"grown-uP"1iterature,SeeminglyobliteratingthehierarChybetweenliterature

forolderreadersandthat血ryoungerreaders,ifnottheboundaqitseげ∴Keyser

andKnoepnmacher'sessayscreateadialoguebetweeneachother,aSdothe

twoBabaressaysbyAnnM･HildebrandandHarryC.Payme.Suchdialogues

provetheexistingcommunityofchildren'sliteraturescholarSmOreClearlythan

anythingelse･WhenEnoepflmacherbeginshis丘rstparagraPhwherehecites

me肋dl〟Omαnin仇eA圧政meⅥわmαnⅥケ托erαnd仇eⅣinefeen肛Cen山ry

LfteraTyIT7ugtTlattOTl(1979),We See thatKnoepflmacherstandsonthe same

PlaneaSGilbertandGubarasaliterarycritic:`Theexpressionofangerby

ftmalewhtershasbecomeofincreasinginteresttoliterarycritics･Ⅵ匂arenow

hrmoreawareOftherichimplications-Cultural,biographical,artistic-that

this su叫ect entails‥･"(14,emPhasis mine).Thereis no apology or

unnecessarydeftnsiveposturefbrthe丘eld orforthe"quality"ofchildren's
literatureapparentinvolumell.

SuchchangeSandthegradualexpanSionofchildren'sliterature丘eldareaS

evidentinthelastsectionoftheannualasintheworkscitedlistofeachessay･

Whilevolumeoneoftheannualintroduces"SuggestedTextstobeReadin

CoI小1nCtionwiththese Essays,"consistingmostlyofprimarytexts and

anthologies,thelatervolumes have"Reviews"and"Dissertations ofNote"

SeCtionsthatintroducerelatedmaterialstothe丘eld･The丘rstvolumeposesa

SOrt Ofchallengeinits finalsection,"Areas fbr Research":"Since solittle

researchhasbeenmadebyhumanistsintochildren,sliterature.almostany

Seriousstudyislikelytotumupfteshmaterialw山chwi11enrichkn0wiedgeof

thefield"(181)･Thesubsequentissues showthatthischallengehasbeen

anSWered･InCfltldreTl'sLiteratuT-e6(1977),reviewsaremOSqyOnPrimaⅣteXtS

thatintroduce award-winn血gbooks,POetry,"Juvenl1eScienceFiction,1975-

1976,"recentbookswithpostnuclearwarthemes,andotheranthologiesand

COllections.More than halfthe titles under the"Criticism ofChildren,s
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Literature"sectionofthereviewsare
alsothematizedanthologiesandguide

books,SuCh as BobbieAnn Mason's TTle GtrlSleutfl:A FbmiTltSt Gutde.Of

Sixteen dissertationsintroduced,about a quarterofthem study children,s

literature･halfstudychildhoodorrepresentationofchildreninliteraryworks

notnecessadyforchildren,and the resthave partS thatrelateto the neld.

CflttdT.eTl'sL,tteraturellhas aftwcriticalstudies alongwith primary texts

reviewed,and43dissertationslistedwithmoredirectrelationtotheneld.

Signincantleapis made duringthe decadebetween the publication of

VOlumellandvolume23.Involume23issuedin1995,thereviewsareallon

Criticalstudiesinthechildren,sliterature丘eldandnotonprimaqtextsorany

COllections or annotated editions,and the number ofdissertationslisted

reachesoverahundred･IncreasingnumberandrangeOfcriticismofchildren's

literatureduringthedecadeisalsoevident,forexample,inthetextsthatcame

OutduringthisperiodsuchasCfl正dren'sLtterature:tfledeuelqpmeTltQf.cr頂CLsm

(1990)and⊥iteraturejbrCflildreTl:Contemporary Crittctsm(1992)both

COllectionsofcriticismseditedbyPeterHunt.Thesecriticaltextstestifytothe
bodyofworkproducedinthedisciplineduringtheperiodwithwiderangeOf

methodologyand su句ectmatters.The reviewsintheannualvolume23also

attesttothisgrowingwealthofliterarystudiesonchildren'sliterature.Inoneof

them,GaryD･Schmidt remarks on the shared notion prevalent among

Children'sliterature critics ofthe daythat"thebattletolegitimate children's

literatureintheacademyhasbeenwon"(243).Schmidtacceptstheaccuracyof

SuCh"bravado"withreserve,fbrhecannothelpnoticingtheawkwardposition

Children'sliteraturestilloccupieswithin,Orinrelationto,EnglishDepartment.
However,in reviewing TeacTliTlg CflttdrerL's L,tterature:Issues,Pedagogy,

Resources(1992)editedbyGlenn EdwardSadlerand publishedbythe ML軋

Schmidtmaintainsthatthistextisatellingexamplethatchildren'sliteratureis

now"a
subjectforliterary studies"instead ofthe property ofeducation

department(244).

me developmentofchildren'sliterature criticism丘･Omthe1980sinto the

1990sismirroredintheessayscollectedinCfltldreTl'sLtteratureVolume23.Al1

theessayshaveaconsiderablebodyofchildren,sliteraturecriticismtorelyon,

Whichisthereforanyoneto seeineachnotesandworkscited;manyeSSayS

arein dialoguewiththe precedingstudies.Especiallyamongthe丘rstfour

essayssectionedseparatebras"Forum''inthisissue,theessaysbyMitziMyers,
JeanI･Marsden,and NaomiJ･Wood generate aninterestingconversation

COnCemingafemalechildreader/wdter,1iteracy,agenCy,andthequestionof
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representation･Genderstudiesand newhistoricismclear1ymarkthisvolume

asdemonstratedinthetopicsandapproachesoftheessayssuchastheForum

essaysand PerryNodelman's"Reinventingthe Past:Genderin UrsulaK･Le

Guin'sTehanuand the Earthsea Trilogy':"Notonlydo ftmale contributors

Outnumbermale contributorsbytwotoone,thereislittle trace ofthemale-

dominated children'sliterature canOnWe detectedinthe丘rstvolume(butfor

OneeSSayOnBaum,andperhapsanOtheroneonDr･Seuss,althoughthelatter

COuld have beenconsidered too commercialtobe placed highinthe canOn).

Tnechangehereishrmoredrasticthanthechange丘omthe丘rstcollectionwe

SeeinvolumellwithitsmoreinclusivebutstillpersistentcanOn･Almostall

essaysinthe1995issuefocusonwomenwhters'texts,andtheliteraTyteXtS

Studiedinthe essaysare diverse:MaryLamb's Mrs.LeLcester'sScllOOL atext

Wdtten byaneighteen-year-01d BarbaraNewhal1Follet,historicalnovelsfor

Children,Astrid Lindgren's textin translation,Le Guin's Earthsea series,

Patricia MacLachla正s texts,and the ChicanaWhter,Sandra Cisneros's House

OTIMaTTgOStreet･4Moreimportantly,however,therede丘ned,eXpandednotionof

"texts"pervadesthiswholevolume.Tbatis,1iterarytextsareObviouslynotthe

Only su叫ect ofcriticismin most essays.Instead,their connections to or

intersectionswith such questions ofliteracy,COnStruCtion ofgenderand/Or

Su句ect,agenCy,pOWerrelationsandideologiesbecomethefocusofthestudyto
berevealed,analyzed,andcritiqued･IntheessayslikeJ･Kar1FranSOn,s"From

VanityFairto Emerald City:Baum's Debtto Bu叩an"and MarSden's"Letters

OnaTombstone:MothersandLiteracyinMaqLamb'sMrs.Letcester'sScTlOOL''

Childreadersthemselvesareread,reCOnStruCted,andstudiedaspossibletexts.

Inmanyofthe articles,the construCtedness ofsuch concepts as childhood,

Children,andgenderisunmaskedandquestionedthroughtheinterpretation-

OrreCOnStruCtion-Ofthetexts.

`The Erotics ofPedagogy:HistoricalIntervention,Literary Representation,

the`GiftofEducation'.and theAgencyofChildren,"the toparticlebyMitzi

Myers,eXempli丘esthechangeSmentionedabove(ifthelengthofitstitle-and

Subtitle-doesnotalreadyclueusin).Myers'appliesnewhistoricism,buther

approach shows theinfluence of gender studies,Culturalstudies,

psychoanalysis,and other theories as
well･Through the readingofMaria

Edgeworth's"Madame de Fleury"(1809)ju慮aposed againstthejournalsand

COrTeSPOndenceofEdgeworth'syoungercontemporary,MaTjoryFleming,Myers

Challenges the representation ofchildren and childhoodin the tradition of

Romanticism,blamingitsfunctiontocloseoffchildren'sliterature丘eldinaless
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PrOductive confine ofpresumedinnocence on the part ofchildren and

Childhood.Myersmakesclearthatnotonlyliterarytextsbuteverythingfrom

theabstractnotionofchildhoodandchildtoaliving(ordead)girlisatexttobe

read(as she doesin the article),alla construct ofinterwoven personal,

political,andculturalinfluences de丘nedbypowerrelationsandideologiesof

tbetime:"Childhood,is･‥ahistorical1yconstitutedlocalewithinacomplex

Webofpowerrelationshipsandsigmifyingpractices,aSOmethingwehavecome

atthroughwordswhttenbysomebodyataparticularmOmentforaparticular

PurpOSe,"and"thechild【is】historical1yconstitutedsigni丘er"(3)･Myers'aimin

this essayis to reconsiderthe conditionthat produces children'sliterature･

althoughintheprocesssheequal1yexaminestheconditionunderwhichitis

read:"Iwant‥.tOthinkaboutwhatitmeanStOWhteunderthesignofthe

Child,tO author awork about,jbr,and
as a child-how doing so might

COnStitute a radicalgesture,aninterventionin public historyas much as a

nostalgicpersonalregression"(3).mepersonalisweighedevenlyagainstthe
POliticalandthe cultural,and ayounggirl'sjournalreads as criticaland

revealingatextasthewell-kn0ⅥmWhter'stexts･Myerssummarizesthepost-

StruCturalistnotionofinterpretation,COmPOSition,andtext,Whichmoreorless

equatestheactofreadingwiththeactofconstruCting,andtheactofwhting

with the actofreadinginthe concluding paragraph:"Sensitized
to our own

interpretivelocation as wellas to the historicallocation ofthe story's

COntemPOraryreaders,WeknowthatnointerpretationcanaChievetotaltruth

Or丘nalvalidity"(19).Foucault'sinfluenceisclear,if丘1teredthroughthenew

historicist criticism:"Writing onlyacquires fbrceinhistorically specifiable

Situation,"andneitherwritingnorinterpretation exist outside the"sitefor

ideologicalstruggleanddominanCe"(19).

Tbisshiftintheconceptoftextisnotnew,COnSideringthatRolandBarthes'

"FromWorktoTexrcameOutin1971,butitappearStOhavetakentheriseof

newhistoricisminthe1980sandthefo1lowingdecadeforthenotiontosinkin

and emergeinthe criticalessaysin Cflttdren'suterature･Although often

COnSidered one ofthefoundingcritics ofstruCturalism,Barthes'essayhas

movedthefocusofliterarystudies丘omtheconventionalideaofliterarywork

byanauthortocultural(con)textsandartihctsmoreopentointerpretations,

PreParingthe丘eldforculturalstudiesand newhistoricism･Reader-reSpOnSe

theoryinthe1970salsohasgiveninterpretive,OreVenCreative,reSPOnSibility

Onthesideofthereaders,Whosereceptionofatextisconditionedbothbywhat

isinthetextaswellaswhatiswithoutthatmakesitmeaningfu1･Throughout
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allthese shifts was theinfluence offtminist criticism,and also ofgender

Studiesmoreprominentlya允erthemid-80s(afterthepublicationofvolumell),

WOrkingto question the dominantvalues,including tfleAmericanliterary

CanOn･5Duringtheseperiods,the丘eld ofcompositionalso establisheditself.

fo1lowingup the movements startedinthe1960s,taCklingthe questions of

Classandrace丘rst,thengender,ethnicity,andculturemoresointhe1990s･

TneshiftrunSinparal1elincomposition,aSSOCialconstruCtionisttheoryand

epistemologyhavebecomemoreandmorecruCialinthe1980sandonward･If

Welook back at the noticeableinfluences offtminist and reader response

theoriesinvolumell,Wemightbeabletopostulate thattheripples starting

withtheemergenceofnewtheoriestakeaboutadecadeortwotoflowintothe

restoftheneld,PermeatingthecriticalessaysinCflttdreTl'sLiteT-ature･

Inanycase,Cllildren'sL,tteTuture31whichcameOutthisyearShowsthat

the directionimpliedinvolume23is fbllowed through withless drastic

aqjustments･Alcottisdiscussedintwoessays,andotheressaysdiscussMaq

NortoTl'sBorrotpersseries,Aticebooks,MyronGibson's"Hermandr(1984)･

Da勇dElass'CalybmぬBlue(1994),PhilipPullman'sHLsDarkMateTiaLstrilogy

(1995,1997,2000)as wellas the two丘1ms,Ashpet:ATIAT7WricaTICtTldeT-eua

(1989)andEver郎er:ACiTlderellaStoTy(1998).AndreaSchwenkeW勇1e'sⅦe

ValueofSingula^tyinFirst一andRestrictedTbird-PersonEngagingNa汀ation''

fbcuses onthe ffequentuse ofcertain narrative strategies characteristic of

Children'sliteraturebyusingvariouscontemporaqtexts.Insteadofacertain

SetOfcanOnicaltexts,interestsintheartofstoryte11ing,narratOlogy,andtbe

function ofstories thread throughthese essays.Interveningyears sawmore

Publications on children'sliterature criticismin relation to criticaltheories

SuCh as CTltldren'suteratureandCrtticalTTleOry:Readfn9and WrtttTTgjbr

Uわdersfαndin9(1995),TheⅣfmble尺eαderニ山上erα呵Theorリαnd Chfはren's

Literature(1996),and UTlderstaTldingCTltldreTl'sL,tterature(1999),thelast of

Whichis another collection edited by Peter Hunt thatintroduces critical

theoriesand theirapplicationinthe丘eld･Inthe mostrecentvolume ofthe

annual,thereviews donotspeciRcal1yrefbrtotheories,butonthehistoryof

Picture books andillustrations,the way picture books telltheir stories,

fairytales,Children's nlms,andAlcott.The drastic
changes examinedin

discussingvolume23appeartOhavebecomepartofthesharedkn0wiedgein

thecommunity･A托erackn0wiedgingthathistories,ideologies,Cultures,ru1ing

COnCePtSOfanyparticularage,OreVenOurSelvesareal1textualconstruCtion,

WOVenlikeanystories,itisprobablynaturalthatthefocusonceagainretums
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to storytellingandthefunctionsand strategiesofstories,Whichhavealways

beenapredominantftatureofchildren'sliterature.

Intheintroduction to L･tteraturejbT'CflfldreTl,Which collects eight essays

producedbetween1988and1992,PeterHuntnotes the paral1elbetweenthe

Shifting status ofchildren'sliterature and other non-CanOnicalliterature

("national,ethnic,ftminist,POSt-COlonial''(2】),intheliteraqstudies:

【The`new'1iterature(texts and criticism)】can either adaptitselfto,Or

presentitselfas recognizably similartO CanOnicalliteratures;Oritcan

attempttoengineerachangeinmainstreamattitudes;OritcanWaituntil

SuChachange OCCurS;Oritcan丘ndahomeinan0therdiscipline;Orit

CanSetitselfupasanew,independentprovince,witbitsoⅦnlawsand

Standards.(3)

TheanalysisoffourissuesofCTltLdreTl'suteratuT･eOVerthepastthreedecades

demonstrateshowchildren'sliterature asanemerging丘eld hasdoneal1that

arementionedabove,andpossiblycomebackfu11circletoactual1yexamining

itsownStrengthandfeatures.

Cれ正dreTl'sL･fterature,Whichnrstappearedin1972,marksandfo1lowsthe

tranSitions academicliterarystudiesandrelated disciplineswentthrough.Its

historyshows the moveftomitsdesiretoprove partOfthe traditionalcanon

and themainstream1iteralyhistoryinthe丘rstvolume toits contributionin

modifying orrevisioningthe said canonbyits offtrofalternative canons a

decadelater･ToaneXtent,CanOn reformationorrevisionis stillanOn-gOing

prqject,eSPeCial1yinmaintainingorde丘ningadisciplineandinstitutionali写ing

it･Butbythemid-90s,themainfocusofmostessaysintheannualhasshifted

to the theories,reflecting the redenned concept oftexts.Hunt,fbr example,

remarks on the role ofemerging theoriesinbreaking down the traditional

literary canon,and the growth ofchildren'sliterature alongside such

tranSitionsinliterary studies(10).Hunt'santhologywhich came outinthe

ear1y1990salreadydemonstratesthefocusontheoryatthetime.GeraldGraLL

in PT'QfbssiTTguterature:ATIIrLStttuttOTlatHLstory(1987),also reaches similar

COnClusion as he reflects on the direction English department andliterary

Studies have been headingin.In theintroductionwhere he questions the

"HumanistMyth"longdominantinthediscipline,Graffsummarizesthedrastic

Shiftofperspectiveinthe丘eldofliterarystudiesheobserveSinthelate1980s

and how"the concept of`1iterature"'aswellas the so-Called universalityof
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humanismhavebeenre-eXaminedasaresult,CitingbothTerryEagletonand

MichelFoucault(11).hterchaptersfo1lowthetranSitioninthe丘eld sinceit

tookovertheplaceoftheclassicalstudiesduringthe19thcentury,thegradual

processinwhichthestudyofmodemAmerican1iteraturewasestablishedasa

legitimate disciplinein the academicinstitutionwith theinfluence of

nationalism,and the predominance ofOld Historicismin the American

literature studiesuntiltherise ofNewCriticisminthemid20th centuryand

Othertheories afterthe1960s.However,Grafrs丘nalchapterfocuses onthe

increasinglysignincantrOleoflitera巧rtheoryinthedisciplineinexami血ngthe

ideologicalimplicationsandtheculturalcontextinwhichcertainconceptssuch

as humanism or仙traditionn and particular definitions of"1iterature"or

"classics"arePrivi1egedoverothers･

Sincethen,theorieshavebecomemoreofabackground,agiven,allowhg

newquestions and possibilitiesinthe丘eld tobeforegrounded as the most

recentissue ofCTladreTl'suteratLLreimplies.InhisArtsQfLiL)tT7g(2003),Kurt
Spellmeyer-havingoneandahalfdecadeadvantageOVerGraffinreviewing

thesituationfacedbytheHumanities,andbythedepartmentofEnglish-also

reflectsonthedirectionastepfurtherthanWhatGraffproposedinhisstudy･

While Graffrefuses to simplyperpetuate the easydichotomybetweentheory

against"traditioが(248)or"literatureitselr(254),rede丘mingthepotentialrole

Ofliteraqtheoryintheproftssion,Spellmeyer'semphasisisonquestioningthe

danger ofroutinization andinstitutionalization oftheories as he tries to

recopnectthefieldtothe"realworld"and everydayneedsofpeoplenot

necessarily steepedin the
academy.Althoughitmightbe alittle on the

COnServative sideandslowerinincorporatingthemostradicalperspectivesin

the neld,the currentissue ofCTtt!dreTl'sLtteratureseems to corroborate the

COntinuing turninliterary studieswhere the fbcusis movingawayfrom

theoriesthemselves,andinthecaseofchildren'sliterature,mOreintotheartOf

StOrytelling(whichforawhileseemedtohavebeen"reduced"toapropertyof

youngormarginalized peopleinthefast-paCed technologically"advanced"

WOrldofmultimedia),thena汀ativeitself,andthewayitfunctions-thatis,

whatmakethetextsappealingtothereaderswhoaretryingtomakesenseof

theworldand丘ndtheirplaceinit･
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lAlthoughtheirapproachesarequitediLrtrent,andtheirconclusionsevenmoreso,

Gerald Graffand KurtSpellmeyerbothposethepossibledirectionsforthe English

Departmentand,inSpellmeyer'scase,thehumaJdtiesintheirwork･Intheprocess,

theybothquestionthelegacyofAm01dianhumanism･Graffpointsouttheunifying

hcade ofhumanismwhich coats over the specialization and difftrenceswithin

literaqstudies(6),andSpellmeyertalksaboutthe"thedivisionofcultural1abor"(20)

thatplaces humanities"above,,business and politicsin the culturalhierarchy･

Whatevertheirreasoning,both Graffand Spe11meyersee the similarharminthe

efftctofArnoldian humanism andits supposedly universalstandard,in thatit

enables"humanists"topretendimmunityffomthe clashingideologiesand remain

falselyal00ffromthereal1iftconcernSOfeconomyandpolitics･SharonCrowleyalso

reveals the construCted hierarchybased onthe prestigious"taste"thatdivides the

Privi1egedandtherestinthetraditionofAm01dianhumanism,Whichsheseesstill

WOrkinginFreshmanEnglishasauniversalrequirement･
2
Therecentpopularityofhntasyliteraturealone-inBritain,intheUnitedStates,

and alsoinJapan,the trend whichis often attributed to the wide readership

generatedbyHarryPotterseries-atteStStOthearti丘cialityofage-basedmarketing

and expected readership.In this case,01der readers appear to bejoiningthe

enthusiasm ofyoungerreadersin their appreciation offhntasy,althoughmany
"adult"readersalwayshavekeptsuchappreciationbefbrethis･

3ItisteuingthatIhavemyomassumptions(orexpectations)onwhatcountsas

PartOfacanOn,nOtOnbrthosechangingcanOnSthathavecometoincludemoreand

morerediscoveredwdters,ftmalewhters,･andwdtersffomparal1elcultures,butalso

Whatis traditionallyconsidered(OruSed to be considered bythe experts and the

authorities)aschildren'sliteraturecanOn.Sincethe丘rstissueoftheannual,itcould

notbedenied thatthecanOnOraCanOnhasbeenmaintainedorformed,andcertain

titlesand nameSCOme uprepeatedly.ifforduringaspeciLicperiodwhenthattext

yieldsmoretonewtheoriesapplied･

4
Thelast,HouseonA4aTTgOStreet,isthe丘rsttextbyanethnicwriterthatcameuP

in the threevolumesIhave closely examined,Which makesmewonderaboutits

implication,COnSideringmore dissertatibnslistedinvolume23studyAfrican

American,HispanicAmerican,ChineseAmericanliterature foryoung people･

NthoughthenameSOfsuchwdtersasVirginiaHamilton(inthreeissuesduringthe

1970s,WhenAfhcanAmerican womenwriters began to draw serious academic

attentionin the mainstreamliterarystudieswith the rediscoveryofZoraNeale

HurstonandtheappearanCeOfsuchwdterslikeToniMorrisonandAliceWalker･tO

nameaftw)andMildredTaylor(onceinvolume24)haveappearedinthehistoryof

theamual,andinternationalchildren'sliteraturehashaditssectioninmanyofthe

issues since the丘rstvolume,the conservative aspect ofCTlttdren'suterature.even
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COmParedtootherjoumalslikeCfladreTl'sLiteratureAss∝tattOTlguarterly,CannOtbe

denied･miscouldcomeffomthea皿ual'spositioninregardtomainstream1iteraⅣ

Studiessincethe丘rstvolume,Wheretheeditor'saddressplainbrshoweditsconcem

tobepartofthelargerorgreaterliteraqhistoryandtradition.

5Itisinterestingtoconsiderwhythetwoofthereviews-OnebySchmidtandthe

Other,"Toward the Definition ofa Canon"by Darwin L.Henderson onAfrican

Americanand腑canChildren'sliterature-involume23endupdiscussingcanOn

refbrmation or alternative canons,ifwithout much bravado or preamble･The

American1iterarycanOninits mosttraditionalsense hadbeenunderquestionfor

OVertWOdecadesbythen,andtheplaceofchildren'sliteratureinliterarystudiesis

theresultandcauseofsuchquestionings.Yet,perhaps･becausechildren'sliterature

isstronglytiedtopedagogy.thequestionofcanOn,Whetherrede丘nedorpluralistic,

Stillseemslikeahauntingoneinthe丘eld.Orperhaps,thisisinevitableinrelationto

COurSeS and curriculumsin academy and not necessarilylimited to children's

literature.
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