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Inrecentyearstherehasbeenarenewalofinterestineighteenth･cen-

turynovelsfromquiteadifferentangle:aresearchpursuedunderthein-

fluenceofNewHistoricisminthelate1980S.1JolmBender,inhisITmagin-

ingthePmitenth叩,definesnovelsasfollows:"[n]ovelsasIdescribethem

arepnmaryhistoriCalandideologiCaldocuments;thevehicles,notthere且ec-

tions,ofsocialchange."2AccordingtoBender,thenovelshoddnotbere-

gardedasasimplereflectionofthecontemporarysocialbackground,but

ratherasaconstructive,orproductivediscourse.3 Fromthisviewpoint,

BenderattemptsareevaluationofHenryFielding.Bendershowshow

Fielding,botllaSamagistrateandasanovelist,playedanimpo血 trolein

shapinganewsocialsystemofnineteenth-centuryEngland.Aftertheclose

examinationoftheshiftinFielding'snarrativetechniques,fromShamehzto

Amelhz,Benderconcludesthatthereare,inAmelh,slgnSOfagradualap-

proachtoimpersonalnarration･whichisparalleltotherefom movement

andtheconstructionofthepenitentiaryprisonsinthenineteenthcentury.4

However,if,likeBender,welaytoomuchemphasisontheimpersonal

narrationofAmelhz,wecannotderivemuchsignifiCancefromTomJoMS.

Obviously,thenarratorofTLmJonesistooomniscienttoignore.Forexam-

ple,intheintroductorychaptersprefixedtoalIbooksofthenovel,thefirst-

personnarratorexpoundsmanyideasaboutliterature,morality,andlifein

general.5 Despitethefairlyobtrusivepresenceofthenarrator,however,it
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isdi丘Culttoregardthisformalcharacteristicofthenovelasthemainvehicle

representingthecontraryconceptsofthereformmovement.ForTom

Jonescontainsarefomistnarrative,inwhichatraditionalnotionofauthority

hasreceivedimportantmOdi丘cations.Itseemstome也atthereisstinroom

for further investigation conceming the relationship between its

authoritativenarratoranditsreformistcontent.Theepisodeof"theEgyp-

tianMajesty"(Bk.XII,ch.xii)mostclearlypresentssuchareformistnar-

rative,wheretheobtrusivenarratorCannOlongerberegardedasthecon-

traryvehicleofrefomistprojectsofthelateeighteentllCentury.Thus,the

reformistcontentoftheepisodecanbeseenasacluetounderstandinghow

theconceptofauthorityismodifiedbothinliteraryandlegalspheres.

Inthispaper,IintendtomodifyBender'sargum ent,andelucidatehow

仇epresenceoftilena汀atOrisrelatedtorefomistideasintheepisodeof

"theEgyptianMajesty." Focusingonthecomplexcorrelationbetweenthe

tom ofnarrationandthecontentofthenarrativeintheepisode,Ihopetoin-

dicateanotllerWayOfreading仇isnovel.

ⅠI

OfalltheepisodesofTTomJones,themostmysteriousisthatof"the

EgyptianMajesty",whereTom,Partridge,andthePost-boyasaguidetook

thewrongwaytoCoventry,andunderwentastrangeexperience.Having

Strayedoffintoadirtylaneinastorm,theyfoundthelightofabarnnearthe

woods,aJldheardthestrangesoundofmerry-makingfromwithin.Inorder

totakeshelterfromtherainforawhile,Tom,togetherwithhiscompanions,

enteredtheban,wheretheyfoundabandofgypsiesholdingawedding

ceremony.Afterbeingwanlywelcomedbythekingofthegypsies,Tom

wasinfomedthatgypsysocietyconstitutedanidealsocietyunderallab-

soluteking.

MartinC.Battestingivesmuchattentiontothemeaningofthis

seeminglydeviantepisode.AccordingtoBattestin,thegypsybarnisde-

scribed"asautopiaofrogues,apleasantislandofharmonyandorder

apparentlyuntouchedbyEngland'sdarkandtempestuousnightof1745."6

BycloselyreferringtothecontemporarypoliticalsituationofEngland,
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Battestinconcludesthattheepisodeisacriticism ofTory-Jacobite

absolutism.Itisobviousthathisinterpretationissupportedbythenar-

rator'Sfinalcommentonthisepisode.Attheendofthescene,thenarrator

intrudesintothenarrative,speakingtothereaderasfollows:

IndeedtheirHappinessappearstohavebeensocompleat,thatweareawarelest
someAdvocateforarbitraryPowershouldhereafterquotetheCaseofthosePeo-
ple,asanhstanceofthegreatAdvantageswhichattendthatGovemmentabove
allothers.7

Fromthiscommentaryofthenarrator,itmightbepossibletosaythat

thegypsyoftheepisodeisusediromiCallytoshowthedangerofTory-

Jacobiteabsolutism;thepoliticalsystemthatthegypsiesrepresentcannotbe

regardedasanaltemativetocontemporarysociety.Although itsanalysis

ofthenovelisdifferentfromBattestin'S,Bender'sanalysisofthisepisodeis

equallybasedonthenarrator'scomment.Followingthenarrator'sdehi-

tionofthegypsies,Benderconchdesthatthepenalsystemofthegypsiesis

farfrombeingarealalternativetotheexistingjudiciaryofcontemporary

England,8 GiventhatonlytheomniscientnarratorWemeetherecan fur-

nishanadequateaccountoftheepisode,weco血dsaytllat仇eepisodeis

merelyfantasticorunrealistic.Nevertheless,itseemstomethatboth

BattestinandBenderlaytoomuchemphasisonthenarrator'sauthority.

RathertheyshoddhaveglVenmoreattentiontotherefomistna汀ative,

whichenablesustolmderstandthemeaningofthema∬ativeau也ority.

Firstofall,Wehavetoexaminewhatroletheauthoritativenarrator

playsinthenarrative.Intheearlypartoftheepisode,thefirst-personnar-

rator,breakingintotheplot,disclosestheidentityoftheextraordinarycom-

panyintheban.Itisnotuntilthisnarrator'Sexplanationthatthe

charactersasweuasthereadersareinformedofthetrueshapeofthecom-

pany.Onhearingthestrangesoundsfromwithin,Partridgediscourages

Tomfromadvancingtowardssuchaweirdban:"whocouldbemerry-

makingatthisTimeofNight,andinsuchaPlace,andsuchWeather?They

can benothingbutGhostsorWitches,orsomeEvilSpiritsorother･･･"

(664).Here也ena汀atOrintempts血eadvancementof也eplot:

TopreventthereforeanysuchSuspicions,soprejudicialtotheCreditofan
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Historian,whoprofessestodrawhisMaterialSfromNatureonly,weshannow
proceedtoacquainttheReaderwhothesePeoplewere,whosesuddenAp-
pearancehadstrucksuchTerrorsintoPqyin'dge‥‥(666)

Infact,thisextraordinarybandisnotasupernaturalphenomenonbut"a

Companyof勧 ihzns,orastheyarevulgarlycalledGypsiesH.now

celebratingtileWeddingofoneof也eirSociety"(666).Theau血orial

assistancemightbee飴ctiveinmakingthereaderbelievethetruthofthe

episode;however,thepresenceofthenarratorhereseemsunnecesSary.

Forwehavealreadybeentoldthateveryevent,ifseeminglyunrealistic,is

basedontruefact,InBk.VIII,ch.i,thefirst-personnarratorcomments:

TheonlysupernaturalAgentswhichcan inanyMannerbeallowedtous
ModernsareGhosts;butoftheseIwouldadviseanAuthortobeextremelyspar -
ingHHlN]orwouldIadvisethelntroductionofthematal1inthoseWorks,orby
thoseAuthorstowhich,ortowhomaHorse-LaughintheReader,wouldbeany
greatPrejudiceorMortification.(399)

Itisclearthatthenarrator'sexplanationofthegypsleSre且ectstheliterary

doctrinequotedabove:modernwritersshouldnotbringsupenlatural

phenomenonintotheirworksforfearofprovoking"aHorse-Laugh inthe

Reader." Thus,through therepetitionofthenarrativemie,thenarrator

embodiestwodiqerentaspectsatthelevelofthenarration:thenarrator,put-

tingtheruleintopractice,addsatouchofrealitytowhatisnarrated;atthe

sametime,thenarratormaySeemtooobtrusivetothereaderwhohas

alreadyreadthisrule.

ThenasupplementaryexplanationlSgivenbythisobtrusivenarratoras

follows:

ItisimpossibletoconceiveahappierSetofPeoplethanappearedileretObemet
together.TheutmostMirthindeedsheweditselfineveryCountenance;nor
wastheirBalltotdlyvoidofal10rderandDecorum.Perhapsithadmorethana
CountryAssemblyissometimesconductedwith:ForthesePeoplearesubjectto
aformalGovemmentandLawsoftheirown ,andallpayObediencetoonegreat
Magistratewi10mtheycal1theirKing.(667)

Thenarrator'sexplanationgivesthereaderthefurtherknowledgeconcern-

ingthegypsies,thattheymakeupan idealsocietywhere"all0rderand

I)ecorum"aremaintainedunderaking.Soon afterthisauthorial
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assistance,thenarratorrecedesfrom theforegrotmdofthenarrative.

Here,wenoticetheimportantchangeofthenarrativevoice:fromtheob-

trusivenarratortoacharacter,theking.HewarmlywelcomesTom's

party,andintroduceshisbandtothem:"maybeyouwinsurprisemore,

whenyouheardeGypsybeasorderlyandwellgovemPeopleasanyllPOn

FaceofdeEarth"(668).Certainly,thisself-introductionbythisimpersonal

characteristedioustothereader,forwhatissaidhereispracticallythesame

asthenarrator'sexplanationquotedabove.Nevertheless,therepetition

hasanothermeaning.Itisthekingwhoassumesthesubstituteauthorityof

thenarrationafterthedisappearanceoftheobtrusivenarrator.Atthis

moment,throughthetranspositionoftheauthorityintoacharacter,wefind

thefomalchangeofthenarrationoftheepisode.Infact,thesubsequent

narrativeisinventedbytheking.Viewedinthislight,theauthoritativenar-

ratormal(esdfectiveuseoftherepetition:ontheonehand,thenarrator

heightenstherealityofwhatisnarrated,･ontheotherhand,thena汀atOr

transposestheauthorityofthenarrationtoacharacterwithinthenarrative.

Moreover,thenarrativeinventedbythekingreflectssomeofthere-

fomistprojectsofthelateeighteenthcentury.Intheconversationbe-

tweenthekingandTom,thekingasamagistrateurgesthenecessityofan

elfectivesystemofpunishment:

FormeassureyouitbevcrtroublesometingtobeKing,andalwaystodoJustice;
mehaveoftenwishtobedeprivate触 whenmehavebeenforcedtopmish
mydearFriendandRelation;fordoughweneverputtoDeath,ourPunislme71tS
bevcrsevere.Deymakede蜘 ashanedofdemselves,anddatbeverterri-
blePunishment;meaveScarceeverknown deGy9秒SOpunishdoHarm any
more.(669)

Theking'sstatementshowshiscriticalattitudetowardtraditionalmannerof

executingpmishment.9 Thefirstimportantpointistheissueconcemmg

theking'sprerogativeofmercy:thekingrevealSthe"vcrtroublesometing"

inherentinsuchanauthoritativeposition.Thesecond,whichisofmoreim-

portance,is血eproblemofthepulitivemeans:thekingadoptsshameasa

substituteforthedeathpenalty.Alittlelater,weseethekingcarryoutthe

punishmentofshamelユpOnam Sycouple.Therefore,theepisode,atthe

levelofthena汀ative,touchesonsomeofthereformistprojectsofthelate
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eighteenthcentury.Here,itseemspossibletodrawaprovisionalconclu-

sionabouttherelationshipbetweenthenarratorandthenarrative:whenthe

obtrusivenarratortransposesanomniscientselfintoacharacter,the

reformistnarrativeistobepresentedbythisnarrator.

ⅠⅠI

Beforetheexaminationofthemeaningofauthorityatthelevelofthe

narrative,somehistoriCalcontextneedstobegiventoillum inatethemain

ptlrPOSeOfthereform movementinthelateeighteenth-centuryEngland.

Fielding'sAnEnquiryintothe(ねusesoftheLateIncreaseofRobberscan eout
twoyearsafterthepublicationofTm Ious.Inthistract,Fielding,asa

magistrateforMiddlesex,assertswithemphasistheneedtoreformthetradi-

tional1egalsystem:

TounitetheIdeasofDeathandShameisnotsoeasyasmaybeimagined.A山
IdeasoftheI.atterbeingabsorbedbytheFormer.Toprovethis,Iwillappealto
anyManwhohathseenanExecution,oraProcessiontoanExecution;lethim
tellmewhenhehathbeheldapoorWretch.boundhaCart,justontheVergeoL
Eternity,allpaleandtTemb】ingwithhisapproachingFate,whethertheIdeaof
ShamehatheverintrudedonhisMind?MuchlesswillthebolddaringRoguewho
gloriesinhispresentCondition,inspiretheBeholderwithanysuchSensation.LO

Wh atthispassagemakesclearatonceistheineqectivesocialmessageofthe

traditionalmannerofcarrym goutanexecution.Tobeginwith,the

pnmaryaimofthepunishmentisto"unitetheIdeasofDeathandShame,"

toexertadeterrenteffectonthepeoplebeholding"apoorWretch,boundin

aCart." Yet,inthepublicexecution,itseemshardtoachievethisaim.

For,ifthecondemnedcriminalisunexpectedlya汀Ogant,thepeoplemayin-

steadfeeltheinadequacyofthepunitivepower.Theabsolutepowerto

punish,then,revealsitsown hmitation;moreover,evenworse,thereisa

dangerofprovokingantipathyam ongthepeopletowardtheking.Forthis

reason,"Fielding,"asLeonRadzinowiczpointsout,"wasmostanxiousto

abolishboth也eprocessionstoTybumandpublicexecutions."ll

MichelFoucaultexplicatesthemeaningofthepublicexecutionfroma

singularviewpoint:thedoublemeaningofthe"body"onthesca血ld.12 Cer-
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tainly,theonlybodythatpeoplecouldseewasthatofthesuaeringcriminal

whowasphysicanyattackedbytheexecutioner.Nevertheless,itisgeneral-

lybelieved,Foucaultpointsout,thatanoETenseagainstthelawwasalsoanat-

tacktothebodyoftheking.Inthisway,theking'sbodyemergessym -

bolicallybehindthepresenceofthecriminalonthescaffold.Therefore,the

executionco血dbeseenasa"body-to-bodystmggle"betweentwoper-

sons.Wh enFieldingstatesthedi缶Cultyofevoking"theIdeasofShame"

fromthecriminal,therefore,thestatementrecallsthecrucialmomentwhen

thebodyofthekingisbeatendown inreverse.Inshort,oneofthechief

aimsoftherefom movementwastheabohtionofthepubicexecutionin

ordertomaintainorincreasetheelBciencyofthepowertopunish.

Itisnecessary,atthisstage,toexaminethetrialsceneinthisepisode.

Atthetrial,thekingblamesagypsycouplefortheirsexualimmorality,

renderingahum anejudgementfittothecrime.Inthepreviouschapter,I

pointedoutthatthegypsykingasanimpersonalnarratorpresentedareform-

istnarrative.Now,Iwillanalyzethedifferencebetweenthetraditionalex-

ecutionandtheonethegypsykingcarriesout.Thisanalysiswillilhminate

thedistinguishingcharacteristicsoftheking'sauthority.

I)uringthedialoguebetweenTomandtheking,anargum entsuddenly

breaksoutinthebarn:Partridgeisaccusedofadultery.Partridge,sharing

theweddingfeast,isalluredbyayounggypsywifeintoaninnerpartofthe

barnwherethey"WerediscoveredinaverylmprOperMannerbytheHus-

bandoftheGypsy,whoH.hadkeptawatchfulEyeoverhisWife,andhad

doggedhertothePlace." Becauseof"theplainEvidence"-thehusband

hasobservedtheactionsofhiswifesinceshefirstspoketoPartridge-itis

impossibleforPartridgetodefendhimself.AsthekingasksTom:"ls]ir,

youhavehearwhat°eysay,whatPuni血mentdoyoutinkyourMan

deserve?"Tomoffersmoneytothehusbandonconditionthat"thefull

Forgiveness"wouldbegivenbothtoPartridgeandthewife.Nevertheless,

thekingdoesnotallowthehusbandtoaccepttheolfer:"【m]ebesorrytosee

anyGypsydathavenomoreHonourdantoselldeHonourofhisWifefor

Money"(670).Then,thekingsentencesthemtoinfamy:

IfyouhaddeLoveforyourWife,youwouldhavepreventeddisMatter,andnot
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endeavourtomakeherdeWh Oredatyoumightdiscoverher.Medoorderdat
youhavenoMoneygivenyou,foryoudeservePmiSlmentnotReward;medo
orderderefore,daモyoubedeinfamousGypsy,anddowearPairofHornsupon
yourForeheadforoneMonth,anddatyourWifebeca]1eddeWh ore,andpointed
atalldatTime..日(671)

With也issentence,weseetheappearanceofanew me也odof

pmi Slm ent.Forthepurposeofevoking"theIdeaofShame"inthe

criminal,thekingordersthehusbandtoputthe"PairofHorns"onhis

head.Certainly,themeansofexecutionadoptedheremightgiveacomical

andridicdousimpressiontothereader:仇e"PairofHo仙s,"apparentlyasso-

ciatedwith thecuckold,makesthisalternativepunishmentseem far-

fetched.Despitethisunrealisticmeansofpunishment,theexecution,I

think,representstheessenceofthereform movement.Thisisbecausewe

canfindinittheemergenceofanewtargetofpunishment.

Wh atisthetargetofpunishment?Beforetherefom movement,itwas

tllebodyof也ecriminal.Ⅰnthepublicexecution,tilebody,asFoucadtex-

plains,hadthefunctionofasubjectwhoavengedthesovereignOnthe

scaffold.Eveniftheking'spowerweregreat,thecriminalsubjectcouldbe

achallenger,displayingthelimitsofthepowertopunish.Inthegypsy

punishment,therecannotbefoundsuchadangeroussubjectwhodirectly

confrontstheking'sbody.Foritisthesoulthatisthenewtargetofthe

punishment.ItisclearthatthecriminalgypsiesareneverPhysically

attackedbytheking.Asaresultoftheking'sjudgementthat''deinfamous

Gypsy"mustbearthemarkofhiscrime,thehusbandismadetobeashamed

ofhimself.Herewecan丘nd仇eemergenceoftilemindasamobjectof

penaltyand,at也esametime,仇edisappearanceOfthebodyasasubject.

Hencethebodyisnolongeranimportantfactorinpunishment;itisregarded

merelyasabaseonwhichtofixthepunitivemark.Wemaynote,inpass-

ing,thatthebodiesthecriminalgypsiespresentherearenotexactlywhat

Foucaultcalls"docilebodies,"whicharetrained,exercised,andsupervised

inaprogram ofdisciplineinthepenitentiaryregime.13

Asanatt汀alresultoftheshiftinthepunitivetargetfromthebodytothe

soul,wecanseehowthemeanlngOf"example"haschangedinthepunish-

ment.Inthepublicexecution,theexamplemeantthecriminalsubjecton
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whomphysicalpainwasdirectlyinscribed.InthepunishmentofthegypI

sics,theexampleisanimpersonalmedium,bywhichpowerachievesindi-

rectly 也e transparentrelation between the cdminalactand its

pmishment.Itisbythevehicleofthe"PairofHoms"thattheothergypsy

members,whoobserveit,Canbringtomindboththenatureofthecommit･

tedcrimeandtheremedytocorrectit.

Itfollowsfrom也eseobseⅣations也at仇econceptofau也orityis

reconstructedbythekingintheprocessofhispmi tiveoperation.In

parallelwith theshiftinthemeaningofthebody,thekingcannotbere-

gardedasthesubjectwhodirectlyconfrontsthecriminalbody.Ratherthe

kingistransformedintotheoperational"moment"whichinfluencesthe

criminalmindthroughthemediumoftheexample.Thus,theauthorityof

thekingissomethinglikeahingewhichconnectsthecrimewiththepunish-

ment:thekingdoesnotexerciseanyabsohtepower.

ⅠV

Havingobservedhowtheauthorityofthekingisreformulatedinhisso-

ciety,IwinattempttoextendtheargumentwiththehelpofMichel
Foucault'sconceptof"power." BeforeFoucault,powerwasunderstoodas

apropertypossessedbyapersonoragroupofpeople.Accordingto

Foucault,however,itisastrategiCfunctionwhoseeffectisperceptibleonly

within"anetworkofrelations,constantlyintension,inactivity,rather也an

aprivilegethatonemightpossess...."14 Thisnewconceptofpower

makesitpossibletoclarifythegypsykingasafunction,andsubsequentlyto

graspthesigmificanceoftheauthorityofthenarrator.

Ingypsysocietyauthorityisnotregardedasaprivilegedstatustakenby

adominantclass:

AboutatousandortwotousandYearago...derewasagreatwhatyoucall,-a
VolutionamOngdeGypsy;forderewasdeLord蜘 indoseDays;anddese
LorddidquarrelvidoneanoderaboutdePlace;butdeKingofdeGy9秒did
demolishdemal1,andmadeallhisSubjectequalvideachoder‥‥(668-づ9)

As expliCitlyshowninthisstatementbytheking,thepoliticalsystemofthe

gypsleSischaracterizedbytheabolitionofclassdistinctionsamongthepeo1
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ple.Neve仙eless,thisdoesnotmeanthatcommonpeopleareentitledto

authorityundertheirpolitiCalsystem.Onlythekingpossessespower:at

仙eoutsetof也eepisode,Tomreceivedtheimpressionthat"thereseem-

edH.tobesomewhatinhisltheking'S]AirwhichdenotedAuthority."

However,thekingcannotholdpowerasaproperty.First,thereisnosym-

bolfortheauthorityoftheking:he"wasverylittledistinguishedinDress

fromhisSubjects,norhadheanyRegalidofMajestytosupporthisDignity"

(667).Inotherwords,thekingmakesnoindicationofhisprivilegedposi-

tionbutmerelyhasthe"AirwhichdenotedAuthority." Secondly,aswe

haveseen,thekingreleaseshisholdoftheprerogativeofmercy.Further一

more,thekingdoesnothaveanytraditionalpowertopunish:hesimply

pmishesinsteadoftakingrevengeonthecriminalbody.Onlythroughthe

effectofthepunishmentemergesthesignificanceoftheking.Hencethe

kinghasnoprivilegedpositionasrulerbutmanisfestsafunctionbywhich

theeffectivenessofpunishmentisheightened.

Thisnewconceptofpowerdrawsattentiontotheauthorityofthenar-

rator.Attheintroductionofthisepisode,thefirst-personnarrator,givinga

fullaccountofgypsies,takesanauthoritativeattitude.Alittlelater,thenar-

ratortransposesanomniscientauthorityintotheking.Atthisstage,the

kingseemstohavetheauthorityofthenarration;theking,assumingtherole

ofthenarrator,presentsthereformistnarrativewhichsuggestsFielding's

legaltract.Afterthetrialscene,themeaningoftheauthoritychangescom-

pletely.Infact,theomniscientkingnolongerhasanyauthority.The

king,then,recedesfromthenarrative;inplaceoftheking,thefirst-person

narratorretumstotheforegroundandpresentstheimpliedmeamngofthe

episodetothereader.Thispresenceoftheomniscientnarratormightseem

clamoroustothereader.However,theroleofthisnarratorisnotthesame

asthatofthenarratorwhointroducedtheepisode.Despiteapparentomnis-

cience,thenarratordoesnotholdthesameauthorityanylonger.Thisis

becausetheking,towhomthena汀atOrtransferredtheomniscientself,has

dismissedthetraditionalideaofauthorityasapossession.

Thispresenceofthenarratorwithouttheauthorityofthenarrativein-

vitesafurtherinvestigation:whatisthefunctionofthenarrator?Akeyto

thequestionliesinthenarrator'saddresstothereader:thenarratorhere
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alertsthereadertothe"truth"oftheepisode.Referringtotheevilofanab-

solutemonarchy,thenarratoradmonishesthereaderagainstthedangersof

"arbitraryPower." However,thiscommentaryonthenarrativeisoqthe

mark,becausetheking,ifseeminglyabsohte,doesnothaverealpower.In

otherwords,血ena汀atOr,Stmboundby也etraditionalnotionofpower,in･

voluntarilybetrayshisweakness.For,inspiteofhisstrongemphasison

thecredibilityofthisepisode,thenarratorfailstoconvincethereader.

Wh ileaddingacommentinordertostressthetruthfulnessoftheepisode,

thenarrator,ironiはllyenough,perplexesthereader.Intheconclusionof

theepisode,thenarratorremarks:

NorcantheExampleoftheG妙sies,tho'possiblytheymayhavelongbeenhappy
underthisForm ofGovemment,beheretrrged;Sincewemustrememberthe
verymaterialRespectinwhichtheydifferfromallotherPeople,andtowhich
perhapsthistheirHappinessisentirelyowing,namely,thattheyhavenofalse
Honoursamongthem;andthattheylookonShameasthemostgrievousPmish-
mentin血eWo血d.(673)

Thegypsybandispresentedasan idealsociety,butthereaderwho

remembersthetrialsceneremainsskepticalaboutthiscomment.Forthe

questionconcemingthee飽ctivenessofthepenaltyremainsunsettled.

Thatis,although thegypsiesconstituteareformativesocietybyadopting

the"PairofHorns"asatoolofthepunishment,thesuⅣeillanceofthis

punishmentisneverrepresented.Infact,thetrialsceneendsasfollows:

"[tPeGybsieslmmediatelyproceededtoexecutetheSentence,andleftJones

andPzzrtn'dgealonewithhisMajesty"(671).Thegypsiesdisappearfrom

theview･,accordingly,theresultsofthepunislm entremainambiguous.

Inthisway,analysisthatfocusesonthenarratorenablesthereaderto

perceivewhatisnotrepresentedonthesurfaceofthenarrative.Thenar-

rator,whoisboundby也etraditionalnotionofpower,attemptstoconvince

thereaderofthetruthfulnessofthenarrative.However,thenarratordoes

nothavesuBicientauthority,andtheepisodeendsenigmatically.Thus,the
narratorembodiesacontradictionandshowsthellmitsofthereform move-

ment.Inthisway,Bender'sargum ent,whichonlytakesintoaccoumtthe

omniscienceofthena汀atOr,lSincomplete;evenworse,血ereisadangerof

itsreinforcingtraditionalconceptsofpower.Seenfromaviewpoint也at

27



ThePowerWithin:TomJom andtheEgyptianMajesty

laystoomuchemphasisonthenarrator'sauthoritativepower,thisepisode

mayseemunrealistiC.But,ifwetakeaviewpointofpowerasafunction,

WecangraspthehiddenmeaningOfthenarrativeandenvisagethe

emergenceofasubtlerfunctionofpower.

Thispaperhasshownthatthenovel'Sunusualfram eworkregdatedby

thefirst-personnarratorhasadilferentkindoftruthonconsiderationof

changesinnarrativeauthority.Thus,theepisodeof"theEgyptianMajes-

ty"isessentialtotheunderstandingoftheroleofthenarratorinthewhole

narrative.Inaddition,theexam inationofthisepisodesuggeststhatthe

literaryfieldisequallycaughtupwithintheinterplayofthepower.Even

fromBender'spointofview,therefore,TomJonesdeservesasmuch,ifnot

more,attentionasShamehzandAmelid.
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NaokiYoshida

Ofal1theepisodesinTomJones,themostcmiousisthatof"theEgyp-

tian Majesty,"whereTomandPartridgeencounterastrangebandof

gypsleS.Thispaperaimstoexaminethisuniqueepisodebyfocusingonits

narrativeauthority.

Am onginfluentialcriticsofHenryFielding,JohnBender,inhisImagin-

ingthePenitentiary,attemptsareeValuationofFielding.Inexamimingthe

natureoftheshiftsinthena汀ativevoicesofFielding'snovels,Bender

maintainsthatFielding'spracticeasanovelistgraduallymovestowards

upholdingtheestablislm entofthepemitentiaryregimeinthemineteenth

century.However,if,likeBender,wegivestrongemphasistothetransfor-

mationsofnarrativetechmiquesamongFielding'sworks,wecannotderive

muchsignifiCancefromTomJones.

Benderbrusquely treatsTom'sencounterwith thegypsy as

unrealistic.Iclaim,however,thatitispreciselybecauseoftheseemingly

unrealisticorirregularcharacteristicsofthisinterpolatedepisodeihatwe
canrecognizethemorecomplexstructuresofthenarrativeandreflect

furtherontherefom movementinthelateeighteenthcentury.
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