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FET 1M ARE thA] 2k A4 HEAR {8 Atee dH

E (Sandra Gilbert) 2} 471 H}(Susan Gubar)2] 34 Foighe] w)l oz,
(The Madwoman in the Attic) = 28] Y& 2 A F-S A5l BEF(Charlotte
Bronté) 2] 184713 A2 A1 of| o] y(Jane Eyre) 2] 5781 E]| LAY = 4 ¢
AAL AR o], i 5220 o == ZA|E] (Bdward Rochester), ZL2] 3L
7F ARA] 207 jamaica) A G2 AL obA Btfr] Foll e
3] & obl, ‘thehde] w1 oz}, WA} w|o]=(Bertha Mason) ] AFZHHAI7}
Qo= B4542 M9l ool 7t 7H g5 &7te 9] npgdolet & = 9l
=, A ES}t k= ALY 3715 A1 AL o] gk B0 3O
2 R AE A91e 7P WAst T o R BAlTow
£749] 99 & uiA Wil A3 ddighs Ao S HSshs =
HE I

TR o] iz o3 e B3 Sl FxIg AR
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o wrlow $AUTE YolF7lo| mhe ol wHT e FF A
2 Eof| 59 Aol o]2% AXXARE “XIH (progress) S THITE2 F

AT ADLS A eHE 71 TR o)A} FAA FA =2A W R opA Y]
A2 719159 (iberal individualism)©] F-oF= }2]wj 71}, FA|Q1 o
o]y 1980 dt A AT, siA|F2], DARIF] 5 HHo| 2] A7
o #olxl Tkt WHE] AlElE FHsHEA vtE 1 AT r %4
= S MR AT wjiel EAZo g o BT i g2

o] FIAA| TS 3-8k 7tokER] A9 HH(Gayatri Spwak)ﬂr

Al GAE
2 (Nancy Armstrong)2] 98k o} TA|Q] ofjo]; A= AA X Hayde b

~

1 “Tane’s truest and darkest double,” Sandra Gilbert and Susan Gubar (1979), Madwoman
in the Attic: The Woman Writer and the Nineteenth-Century Literary Imagination, New
Haven: Yale University Press, p. 360.

2 Gilbert and Gubar, pp. 342-350.
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AR E vttt ASF, TARIF, T oldERY] T B
EAE 7 oS 20 T, dE S =4 AHds R
e 7 1Y wAke} S-S wEete] ZEslAd 8108 A AHL
2 AT A o ® S5 Fo] 7t} g

olojd 29| A= v Ak WA, AnjEke] ZjQ1Fe] vl w
27PN 7P 3 Aol Y] BAE 2% o R, PAEFY Tt
AAAES diF-shHA 7 ofAfo] 2ol AlujAIA et o E A P e=
A A E} F v]Ho] WA= X HS "I 3} (feminization) 2] WEFO.
AF/dstal 1 gHel ok SHAIE HESITH o]olx, o Adste] A H o R x4
HA = AAFAY 754, oI5, AFA A FEI M A=
AT AR Fde BABHEA TR ooy 5o £ o4
FA ] HIAAAS WY v oz, o dFA|Ste] (#)7bs e AES
L BAE AHshe AAEA TAIQL dlof, & FAMYAE 1H o R AEA
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3 Gayatri Spivak (1985), “Three Women's Texts and a Critique of Imperialism,” Critical
Inquiry 12(1), p. 243.
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o] Gloj7h 1o W ABAA'E PH ARE 19, 1), HAT
o] BAYS M F3H F AABHE o] vhz ARFY A2

oI},

& BFelE s AvUET Aga, Auhe sayssEshilgo] o
R APALE SRS & WA BAE AZISEA A3AA'E 2

Bl v Aol AR AR sto] AuUAEn o] of@A] BRa
A QERt Aol gaw, A9l dollA 12 E@AelT =
Al WAL Slo] Ul WL oI N, ig, A, AL, AE,
5oz oo ARE ZiA Aok, SdA slel, AFF o
A4 Aoz LGN A7l 27 ulEelolAlt) jelFe] ol
L2715 o3 glo] WolERit) AN “EAl (childbearing) 2} “ &1k
7] (soul making) 2= - 748 AR AT ATF0] AL ghat
)2} (individualist) SJAFAZ THFTEA AALe] W% A= A
oA HFHomE AZFe] gt BAA AvelFelN FFow
PAo)F Fg T A B ERR e AR A9le) FAs] 2
wHE BRtEA, AR AL 29e Wy 7] $18) 2xm 2
slohs mARoR wEolAL" H4e 2T Avol7ldq 1l oY
N, 4% olF F PEAT AFA Weish Asl] ol2r)7x Qe
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4 Spivak (1985), p. 244.

5  ‘“the construction of a self-immolating colonial subject for the glorification of the social
mission of the colonizer,” Spivak (1985), p. 251.

6 WAL ERAME Y FAIA] U tisixe B EEo] Qith 7, WAL QIFRT AT
o] FE3l= AT-E+= Susan Meyer (1990), “Colonialism and the Figurative Strategy of
Jane Eyre,” Victorian Studies 33(2), pp. 247-68; Elaine Freedgood (2006), “Souvenirs of

Sadism: Mahogany Furniture, Deforestation, and Slavery in Jane Eyre,” Ideas in Things:
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A ool vl 2a A F shbs A Est johmo] ARSNA 91
o] HuAlo] $YS|E Fastt Avfetn £4 Qe W F &
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Aol FAAY AT A AFBH, o) Al oo),® AE
AT AFF) A 9 Artelg 207 4 29w £33t 7o)
AL ZALE B )H 2% 1A = A T AR ALY 'S
A el F Bl QR0 w PEoE AYe P ok AT
F9) Qo] AEaks WA Selmelt rhAL ARTE
3} ofit, Aok B, Fusk vl AN 24 5 RYF Aole] ALE
AASRE BA) GEH02 I AE Qe Sadtels §UL HA
A7)k Al A2 S wHEe] Ula B A7) 8 s A2 <4
o A2 REFOEH RSt ARIA] Aol § FL8HE Rolr,
AF} o] *HAom sl e ol MAel Al gk A
Q1) wiAte] A1 HAE R Aol oheh, EAE MARE HleIgke.
= B8 B ohje} A9 o] Aok wHEe] Alele] FA 7
el Afrahs dlel Q7] Wl 01714 Zfuke A3AA st EHwIe)
AL oA TPs ek 2AH ES AB olojA] HAle]
o8 T AT s 28 U, A ATFe FH9 A

BHARTA, 53] Q1w =4l #7 7| Z8 A ZEThE wAkE o]
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Fugitive Meaning in the Victorian Novel, Chicago: The University of Chicago Press,
pp. 30-54, 3, WAL 37|, S5, WF To] FAHoz o9 ol (disability)
2 I#8AE Ao F23F 72X Elizabeth Donaldson (2012), “The Corpus of the
Madwoman: Toward a Feminist Disability Studies Theory of Embodiment and Mental
Iliness,” The Madwoman and the Blindman: Jane Eyre, Discourse, Disability (ed. by David
Bolt et al.), Columbus: The Ohio State University Press, pp. 11-31.

7 “asort of tangent,” Spivak (1985), p. 248.

8  ‘“archives of imperialist governance,” Spivak (1985), p. 259.
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g} AR o7 28-S AelFl Ao 7 n3iyE 3 A|TFo)o] AlEF

7] Aok T QoA ARl e s-2rF da o] dE & 5 glo]
A= o)A L 7 ERZA, 71820 A AARZ tF A obA] Tk
& 5 gl o' Apo]” T A7 ok k. AE e] Te EXL ¢S Sl
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29EE 1988W =S THE =R SRSl AN AEE wE 5 gl
AEo] AUAA F2 oz o718 dufsl & AT olx2 Adde] Ad
£ =9]3lt}. Gayatri Spivak (1999), A Critique of Postcolonial Reason: Toward a History of
the Vanishing Present. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, pp. 281-311, A3]4}o] =3}
W A5G IO RN 238 AES VA HSRITAL ek =0 2 Benita
Parry (1987), “Problems of Current Theories of Colonial Discourse,” Oxford Literary
Review 9(1/2), pp. 27-58.
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o]F ‘A HH|YAE F3}9 T (transnational feminist cultural studies) 2 2}
FE E9E vRRGE0 o] ZellAlE TAIQL of]of, 9] JAFAS) FAIE
o ste] EoA AaiAehs w0z o] AJFol #eF Ajute] A A
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10 Caren Kaplan and Inderpal Grewal (1994), “Transnational Feminist Cultural Studies:
Beyond the Marxism/Poststructuralism/Feminism Divides,” Positions: Asia Critique 2(2),
pp. 430-445.

11 “of carrying knowledge into the realm of ignorance—of substituting peace for war—
freedom for bondage—religion for superstition,” Charlotte Bronté (1847), Jane Eyre (ed.
by Margaret Smith), Oxford: Oxford University Press, p. 374.
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12 “price of egalitarianism at home in imperialism abroad,” Bruce Robbins (2003), “Soul
Making: Gayatri Spivak on Upward Mobility,” Cultural Studies 17(1), p. 18.

13 “manual for the modern self,” Freedgood (2006) p. 46.

14 Jennifer Pitts (2005), A Turn to Empire: The Rise of Imperial Liberalism in Britain and
France, Princeton: Princeton University Press, pp. 123-162.

15 7HAAEL S ddd AR AASA B oA HEY 78S A=
gt} ol thdt H|#A =H O 2= Amanda Anderson (2000), “The Temptations of

Aggrandized Agency: Feminist Histories and the Horizons of Modernity,” Victorian
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o] 7HgF7re] fsd BAEAR TS olofr|7t 1810
ell A1Q] 2 AF (Jane Austen) Aol A U5-2] /g o) o] & F o]t} &
78] oA 23 A1 Akt WA A ] A= At
2 1S F oA SRS Bashh Aasidivhes A 3 Qlck
1840ty S5k R ARFRAIFEC] thA T A7l TAQL ofle,
= “ofuhH o e %fﬂ%a T Adsla sl AEge AREA FAL
THels ugos Fgerhe o] o
AL A9l AL, 2] QAL GFARBAE FEFlY] 3 E S R
S dAERY AdT7E THAES ZUFAE e 959 3

o,

ol

F9l

FoE WY A vigoz A8H ANS

capital) & AP FAIZE H= A2 oAdsket A AT oA
EF2 o9 EspatEo] AAe] EHo] He FERE 17417] EellA 184
7] Z27HA vl pF e dmos o] A KA 22MAL
(captivity narrative) & =T A= FAE oG] ST 23T} o

Studies 43(1), pp. 43-65: Chris Bossche (2005), “What Did Jane Eyre Do?: Ideology,
Agency, Class and the Novel,” Narrative 13(1), pp. 46-66.

16  ‘bringing forth some monstrous woman to punish and then banish from the text,”
Nancy Armstrong (1987), Desire and Domestic Fiction: A Political History of the Novel,
Oxford: Oxford University Press, p. 165.

17 ERANE GRA VS FAFA=R ofFH BAe] oh) g BHE=S(Mary
Rowlandson)©| o}H|&]7} ARl A Y& 115 =< Z8tycir) <14 dA &

o Zedt § 16820 AR =S HF2 de] F-34$ F =1} Nancy Armstrong
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(1998), “Captivity and Cultural Capital in the English Novel,” Novel: A Forum on Fiction
31(3), pp. 373-398.

18 “surmounting the obstacles posed by bad mothers, bad teachers, bad suitors, and bad
cousins,” Armstrong (1998), p. 387.



o]
o
2

Fr=E 790 45 2022.11. 30

< 2 F2Fot FARY S QAT

HAETE A dlof, 7 BoF= el vz F= SHAIF2
A o)A A &Tbs T SARY S Folghs =AE HztatA v okgitt
TAES AEE AAE hEo7hs W] AlE = diil
FollA AAE WA= PAAE 7018 olgor AT =R A
AT AE vFs 5ol BEA Ao AulEs Qv A
oh20 At ARl WEAY 9] AR AR TAIRL oo el A Al
WS Al A5 HE ol fAshs o] A s A2
%ol oflth M2 Lot TS v o R e FsAE A&t
= Zloop s 32 7P % 2ot Al o =2l 718

h
X

e

rir
»

o

O

Z3ldde] sHAzRE FGHET} 7P FAS= A
FAA ] AL AQsl= 5How F4EA] ¢l 03|8] HIE XA
714G 2lv)sh= xujdEre] dejutelr) ) oA ske] Hujx|= ALE 9
715 "] & ofdote]o] bl 7|21 I 7] A
942 YSa T A-E B4 I8 0 R PR frEd B
AHo TAE ARSIE= g7hR] Yo7k =2

]
ofgafel That oldl ;e ool ciYairt eI ojFl= B

19  “the capacity for opposition and critique,” “embrace and neutralize precisely what they
have designated as dangerously opposed to their autonomy and continuity in time,”
Armstrong (1998), p. 390.

20 YAEZFO] Fxsh= Ateld Z(Simon Gunn)e] Ao ;
AFATE BAH ol B sh=ta AR A FEAE FotshA] XA ol YAE

2 FAAE O AUAA W] FselEs FABA N A FFThaL FolFtt Simon
Gunn (1986), “The Failure of the Victorian Middle Class: A Critique,” The Culture of
Capital: Art, Power and the Nineteenth-Century Middle Class (ed. by Janet Wolff and John
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Seed), Manchester: Manchester University Press, pp. 17-43.

21 “under condition of cultural warfare, in which the purity of its women, the safety of its
children, and the sanctity of its basic unit, the household are up for grabs,” Armstrong
(1998), p. 395.
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22 Ann Douglas (1977), The Feminization of American Culture, New York: Avon Books, pp.
121-164.

23 “a good man is hard to find,” Nancy Armstrong (2005), How Novels Think: The Limits of
Individualism from 1719-1900, New York: Columbia University Press, p. 79.

24 “outside the limit of Western culture and therefore less than human,” Armstrong (2005),
p. 103,

25 ‘“the feminine norm incarnate,” Nancy Armstrong (2016), “One or Several Jane Eyre?,”
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Victorian Review 42(2), p. 217, o]& WA ZT FAEZLE EHA WA (Thomas
Malthus) @] QI7-E9] 4 To7 BEgoiAt) F7ke] AALYT} “da%?ﬂ% 7}
Aol WA & A& BAEHEA AJE AHAXE o= 35213 (biopolitical
heroine) © & A ]3}7] % gt} Nancy Armstrong (2012), “Gender Must Be Defended,”

South Atlantic Quarterly 111(3), pp. 529-547.
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ABSTRACT
Unfinished Business of Cho, Sonjeong*

Feminization

Domesticity and Empire in Jane Eyre

This essay presents a reparative and nuanced re-reading of Charlotte
Bronté’s Jane Eyre with a focus on fluidity, mobility, and permeability
of its protagonist to illuminate the dynamic configuration of feminine
subjectivity, never given as a fixed identity, rather enacted through the
repetitive imperial performativity. Observing that the distance between
domestic space and remote empire is constantly recalibrated in the novel,
this essay argues that subjectivity its heroine, forced to be mired in such
recalibration, continues to take a risk for drastic disengagement and
escape. While resonating with both Gayatri Spivak’s postcolonial critique
of the novel’s imperial complicity and Nancy Armstrong’s criticism of
domestic ideology, the essay endeavors to contextualize their intersectional
critical interests under the rubric of ‘feminization.” The essay analyzes
the ways in which liminality and hybridity are represented relentlessly to
unsettle the boundaries of binarism between home and empire, which
leads to reevaluate the politics of feminization and its discontents and

also helps expanding the discussion on the complex nexus of gender and
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nation in literary discourse and beyond.
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