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Abstract. La vida de Lazarillo de Tormes is a coherent and fully realized fiction.
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his current needs by swelling the narration of his early years while masking
the recent “Toledo Years” with wit, expedient renaming, and ellipses. By this
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involvement in a scandalous ménage-a-trois the narrator seeks to attenuate his
culpability: his corruption merely represents Toledo’s and his society’s generally.
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alternative society based on the vision of a possible world, rests on documents
that declare self-evident truths and claim the authority of natural law. But
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Abstract. Ironic readings of Moll Flanders have illuminated the novel’s psycho-
logical comedy at the expense of its social criticism and have elevated Defoe’s
art by lowering the moral status of its heroine. This essay defends and celebrates
Moll as a character who co-opts the essentially criminal practices of a burgeoning
capitalist patriarchy, thereby escaping the eternal feminine cycle of repro-
duction and entering the historical social cycle of production. Moll’'s anomie
and anonymity reflect back on a disintegrating social order. Marriage, rendered
newly insecure by the contradictions of waning patriarchal authority and of a
market economy, proves a false haven for Moll; the novel’s real quest is matri-
archal—a search among three maternal figures for a viable economic model. Defoe
eschews the myth of female purity, although Moll’s finally successful but
realistically compromised woman’s estate is, by the standards of the myth, unac-
ceptable to patriarchal critics. (LAC)
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would), with mixed and humorous results. The duke is fallible, meddling, and
laughable but beneficent, inventive, and in large measure successful in helping
his subjects. (LS)
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Abstract. The evidence of the six earliest manuscripts of The Canterbury Tales
does not support the consensus among Chaucerians that the Ellesmere a ordering
represents Chaucer’s intentions. Marginalia indicate that Hengwrt preceded
Ellesmere and was most closely associated with it. Hengwrt and Ellesmere in-
fluenced Cambridge Dd. A somewhat looser association binds Corpus, Harley®,
and Lansdowne. In each of the groups editors tried to improve the arrangement
and to make the resulting book appear complete. Three conclusions emerge.
(1) Only the text derives from Chaucer. (2) Throughout the manuscript period,
single tales and groups of tales continued to circulate in great numbers and to
provide exemplars for the collected tales that survive. (3) The Canterbury Tales
never existed as a neat pile of manuscript, an almost complete text. What we have
instead is a collection of fragments reflecting the different stages of a developing
plan. (CAOQ, Ir)
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