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ABSTRACT
ENCOMPASSING THE INTOLERABLE: LAUGHTER, MEMORY,
AND INSCRIPTION IN THE FICTION OF
JOHN MCGAHERN

John Keegan Malloy, B.A., M.A.

Marquette University, 2011

Encompassing the Intolerabéxamines John McGahern’s depiction of individual
consciousness struggling with postcolonial Ireland’s three dominant and intestemhne
institutions: nation, family, and the Catholic Church. While McGahern’s work,
especially the early fiction, is often considered unremittingly bleak, tilnity sirgues that
his exposure of abuse, repression, and disillusionment within these institutions does not
finally entail a pessimistic vision. Instead, through close readings ernjigasharacter
and epiphany, | contend that his texts use the motifs of laughter, memory, angtiorscri
to demonstrate how consciousness can accommodate intolerable realities\solemes
and loss rather than becoming defined or controlled by them. Moreover, these motifs
trace a progression of subjectivity from survival (laughter) to privatetity (memory)
to public identity (inscription). Through this process, | argue that McGahertitnf
uncovers a guarded sense of continuity with the above institutions and the awdra&ness t
they provide the raw materials for (re)constructing a valid worldview.

Chapter 2 argues that for McGahern’s physically or psychically wounded
characters, a self-reflexive and dianoetic laugh functions as a minionfimzation of
subjectivity and prepares consciousness to encompass the intolerable. Chapter 3
examines McGahern’s portrayal of the extraordinary power of memoryitafye
images, refrains, or narratives, and argues that characters who sulycessfuhpass a
traumatic past do so by relinquishing the will to power expressed by silencenoatng
interpretations of individual or collective history. Instead, these charactestruct and
continually revise open-ended narratives and find that meaning resides in theingcount
of such narratives rather than in affixing a final and singular meaning tcsevehapter
4 looks at both the public role of the writer and his or her audience. | argue that
McGahern’s writing protagonists trace an approach to point-of-view that mavesf
defensive posture of isolation and recrimination toward an open posture based on
community and forgiveness, and that the latter elicits new ways to encotim@ass
intolerable.
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Chapter 1: Introduction

John McGahern (1934-2006) already occupies an esteemed place among
contemporary Irish writers. No less an authority than John Banville, fellow ncaedist
2005 recipient of the Man Booker prize, suggests that McGahern’s best work withremai
vital for future generations. Banville closes his laudatory review of McGahfth’
novel,Amongst Womerby pronouncing simply: “It will endure” (22). Scholars of Irish
Studies and contemporary fiction have also recognized McGahern’s stature andgroduce
a steady volume of criticism, with a noticeable increase in attention ifi¢neath of
Amongst Womeés shortlisting for the Booker prize. Such criticism thus far, however,
has been eclectic. While commentators consistently allude to importanttsmteh as
Catholicism, the patriarchal family structure in mid-twentieth cenin@ignd, or the
literary influence of W.B. Yeats, James Joyce and Marcel Proust, lccibiceersations
centering on one context and including a theoretical framework have only ydwegutin
to form?

The present study aims to develop a phenomenological context by including
contemporary philosophers and literary critics who consider subjectivity inaderm
and postmodern environmeniSuch an approach is justified by three factors. First,
interiority is highly emphasized in McGahern'’s fiction over the vast mgjofihis
career. His first four novels center on a single consciousness. The thod-parsation
of The Barrackg1963) is dominated by inside views of Elizabeth ReeJdre Dark

(1965) offers significant access to the inner life of young Mahoney (thecobsdirst

! Eamon Maher’s forthcoming bookhe Church and its Spire: John McGahern and thenGiat Question
is among the first monographs devoted to a singfeext for understanding McGahern’s work.

2 It is not without some irony that | use the latio terms, for McGahern sometimes jokes that cgroiin
age in the rural Ireland of his childhood was ligeowing up in the nineteenth century.”



name is never given), even with its shifts between first, second and theahper
narration. Both novels of the 1970%e LeavetakingndThe Pornographerare told

from a first-person perspective and emphasize their narrator’s inesmonises to events
and phenomena more than traditional novelistic action. The short fiction follows a
similar pattern; for example, nine of the twelve stories in McGaherntcbtiection,
Nightlines(1970), offer first-person narrators. It is only late in his career that McGaher
begins to diffuse point-of-view across multiple characters, most notably irotiyeEhe
Country Funeral” and in his last no\®y the LakdentitledThat They May Face the
Rising Sunn the British edition).

Secondly, | am in agreement with those critics who suggest that a developing
central consciousness links multiple texts across McGahern’s careasn Edanedy
notes, for example, that in many ways Patrick Morahhaf Leavetakinficould be
young Mahoney oT he Dark (“Road Away” 122). Denis Sampson also believes
McGahern'’s texts function in this manner, “with each new fiction echoing, mmigrcand
overlapping other fictions, the whole oeuvre opening in new directions while remaining
consciously grounded in everything that came befddeitgtaring244).

Lastly, among McGahern’s own refrains for discussing his writing is aorecsi
the following statement borrowed from Proust: “[E]Jach of us has a privatd wbich
others cannot see...the only difference between the writer and the readeftisetha
writer] has the knack or talent to be able to dramatise that private world anditgon it
words” (Maher, “Catholicism” 75). Taken together, these three elementy pugtieater
exploration of individual subjectivity in McGahern'’s fiction than has been yet

undertaken.



Along with a focus on interiority and the “private world” of the individual,
McGahern’s work is clearly preoccupied with existential suffering, violese
bereavement. As Eamon Grennan notes, much of McGahern'’s “major work takes some
central absence as its source” (30). This study will examine McGahepicsiole of
consciousness struggling with these realities, all of which contribute tofthiiole of
“the intolerable” developed below. Through a close examination of the cognitive
processes associated with laughter, memory, and inscription, | will drgue t
McGahern’s fiction demonstrates how the mind can encompass the intolerable.
Furthermore, | contend that these three motifs trace a progression of sitljotn
survival (laughter) to private identity (memory) to public identity (ins@iptwithin the
central consciousness that permeates McGaheenigre

Chapter 2 argues that for McGahern’s physically or psychically wounded
characters, a self-reflexive and dianoetic laugh functions as a minionfimeation of
subjectivity and prepares consciousness to encompass the intolerable. Chapter 3
examines McGahern’s portrayal of the extraordinary power of memoryitafye
images, refrains, or narratives, and argues that characters who sulyceasfuhpass an
intolerable past do so by relinquishing the will to power expressed by silencgnatio
interpretations of individual or collective history. Instead, these charactessruct and
continually revise open-ended narratives and find that meaning resides in the ngcounti
of such narratives rather than in affixing a final and singular meaning nésev@hapter
4 looks at both the public role of the writer and his or her audience. | argue that
McGahern'’s writing protagonists trace an approach to point-of-view that mowvesf

defensive posture of isolation and recrimination toward an open posture based on



community and forgiveness, and that the latter elicits new ways to encotim@ass
intolerable. Moreover, | contend that McGahern’s dramatization of the azadihg
acknowledges the possibility that the language of narrative referarpyitback to itself,
but that his work ultimately proposes that a text’'s most important referefwevésd to
the life of readers. | thus conclude that his fictional readers become capable of
transfiguring their “real” lives by their detours through texts rathan emerging from
the world of words unchanged.

The framework for each chapter is also intended to fill a gap in the contexts
already under discussion among McGahern’s critics. Chapter 2 expands Mt&aher
artistic context to include a greater role for Samuel Beckett and tlsewhststudy his
approach to laughter and tragicomedy; Chapter 3 develops a notion of memory based on
the phenomenology of Paul Ricoeur and Hans-Georg Gadamer rather than on the usual
(if accurate) comparisons to Marcel Proust; Chapter 4 suggests that wi@khern’'s
texts are fairly characterized as traditional realist narratikieyg,dlso carry a recursive
thread often associated with modernist or postmodernist writing.

Defining “the Intolerable”

The intolerable realities that McGahern’s characters and protagomists m
contend with can be profitably broken down into the following categories: violentsathe
absent mothers, and an absent God. Each of these primary categories link to secondary
sources of intolerable experiences for McGahern’s characters: violesisfatte linked
to a ruthless and naturalistic worldview; absent mothers to the loss of placehelanat

due to widespread emigration from rural Ireland in the middle of the twentiethygentur



an absent God is linked to the institutional Catholic Church, which McGahern'’s fiction
critiques even as it recovers some of the values behind the institution.

Violent Fathers

Father figures in McGahern’s fiction are nearly always prone to violarte a
abuse, both emotional and sexual. This character, usually a veteran of the War of
Independence who has become a police sergeant, appears under various namesk in severa
works of short fiction and in novels across McGahern’s career, from Reegha in
Barracksto Moran inAmongst WomenHe is perhaps at his most caustic and violent in
the early fiction, especiallyhe Dark which details not only his physical and sexual
abuse of his children, especially his oldest son, but forecasts the diffithidtidbe
children will encounter after such a traumatic upbringing. For example, wherfather
tries to win back their attention with an offer of a day on the Shannon boating and
fishing, they struggle to respond: “They’'d make no answer, they’'d watch him and each
other, they didn’t trust” (12). He has so terrorized the children that they must take a
consistently defensive posture. No understandable chain of events leads tohthes fat
violence; therefore, trust is impossible. Butyearningto trust remains, in what is an
early example of an important and consistent motif in much of McGahernanficti
Reconciling the children’s experience, in which trust in a vitally important huma
relationship is irrevocably lost, with their persistent hope that it can somahoestored,
becomes the kind of dilemma that must be worked out if a character is to encompass the
intolerable.

The actions of Mahoney and similarly violent fathers have lasting effedtseo

children. For many of McGahern’s characters, the struggle to recover frbm suc



traumatic experiences persists well into adulthood, especially becabhsasistve
fathers frequently possess a magnetic charisma that continues totlagtirachildren.
Amongst Womeim particular offers a remarkably varied depiction of the adult children
of an abusive father as they struggle, with varying degrees of success, ttm come
accommodation with Moran’s literal and psychological control over their livéhodgh
that novel is McGahern’s most extensive portrayal of the daughters of subkra fa
inside views of the Moran women are relatively infrequent. Narratives thatther told
by or focus on adult sons of abusive fathers are far more common in McGaleerwrs
These narratives not only detail experiential encounters with violence and labisiso
often include an alarming awakening by sons to affinities with their fathatsre
perhaps even more deeply encoded within them.

An example of such awareness occurs at the end of “Korea,” a story in which a
son in late adolescence is considering his future. His father, a disillusioeeaivet the
War of Independence who ekes out a living as a commercial fisherman, encoimages
to emigrate, but not for greater opportunity. Instead, he has learned that a neighbor ha
two sons serving in the U.S. Army in Korea, for which the family receives contfmemnsa
A third son has recently been killed, with the family receiving a sizable mseira
payment from the U.S. government. Rather than considering the horror of losing a child,
the protagonist’s father, hoping for a similar financial outcome, encourageshs s
emigrate. The son learns of this shocking plan, but instead of recoiling from someone
who would risk sacrificing his child for financial gain, he notes, “I'd never fellasedo
him before” (McGahernCollected Storie$8) as the two journey out for a night of

fishing. He continues, “Each move he made | watched as closely as if | too had to



prepare myself to murder” (58). The son’s awakening to commonalities withles, fat
especially his watchfulness and his assassin’s gaze, forecasts anotlestatam of the
need to encompass the intolerable: how does such a character live with thesedendenci
without becoming violent, or, at the very least, as selfish and cavalier about higamn li
his father appears to be?

Violent fathers form an important prototype for reading all of McGaheictisrh
because their characteristics seem to inform the naturalistic wavitlhvieé permeates
much of his work. Many novels and stories feature characters driven or controlled by
biological urges such as sexuality or an intense need for power over other persons. These
two drives in particular are naturally linked and inform some of McGahern’srdarke
works from the 1970s such as the stories “Peaches” and “The Beginning of aandea”
The Pornographet McGahern'’s fiction includes examples of women grasping for
power and control, such as Josephine’s play for marriagedarPornographeor Rose’s
guiet assumption of authority at Great Meadowmongst Wometbut in general the
socio-historical environments he depicts are permeated by male expressions of
naturalistic behavior. A representative example occufi@Barracksas Elizabeth
Reegan listens to a conversation among the policemen. The narrator reports that the
discussion will end as it began, “with nothing proven, no one’s convictions altered in any
way, it becoming simply the brute clash of ego against ego, any care fantaer
meaning or truth ground under their blind passion to dominate” (28). In short, the need to

dominate and control, to constantly protect oneself, and to use people as tools are not

3 All three narratives feature characters tryingvtie or writing and will therefore be discussed
extensively in Chapter 4.



limited to father figures in McGahern'’s fiction, but rather are exampledalérable
behavior related to the most destructive characteristics of violent fathers.

Absent Mothers

Many characters and families in McGahern'’s fiction deal with the premat
death of a mother or wife. Declan Kiberd suggests that this theme is edsential
McGahern’s formation as a writer.
McGahern always said that some people are born to be writers and that others
become writers through a traumatizing event which calls out for final
narration...McGahern’s own fictions were probably not the work of a born writer

but of one who had been made into an artist by the death of his mother when, he,
her eldest son, was only ten. (“Introduction” xviii-Xix)

The void left by an absent mother or wife permeates fiction from across Mec@Zaher
career. He dramatizes the situation of children who have lost their mother andbeen le
in the charge of an abusive fatheiTime Dark Though Elizabeth Reegan’s rich interior
life and generosity (as well as her illness) link her with McGahern’sgyaitof his own
mother in his autobiograpl Will be Well(entittedMemoirin the British edition), she

is also the first fictional model of the suffering second wife and stepmother taskikk

an impossible void. This character recurs under the name of Rose in severabsbert s
such as “Wheels,” “Gold Watch,” and “Sierra Leone” and is perhaps most faliyee

in all of her ambiguity ilAmongst WomenWhile the Rose in that novel breathes new

life into Great Meadow and liberates the daughters of Moran into lives agrayttie

family farm, she also reinforces their devotion to him and thereby to the autharita
system of values he represents. In the end, Rose ensures that Moran is never held to
account for how deeply he might have hurt his children, especially his oldest son Luke.

At the same time, the novel clearly demonstrates the formidable persordRpse is



forced to pay by occupying the role of lost mother and second wife to a charming but also
cruel and abusive single father. Even in a novel in which much of the action features
children well into adulthood, the biological mother's absence haunts the entirevearra
though she receives not a single mention in the text.

McGahern offers only occasional inside views of father figures suffering under
such a loss. Such views are usually characterized by bewilderment or iategpEsp
after a replacement who will slavishly attend to his physical comfioiharcissistic
emotions. For example, Moran’s loss of control over his children is met with “sofpemi
fury” as he sees each of them “gradually slipping away out of his r€22h” The
narrator continues, “Yes, they would eventually all go. He would be alone. That he
could not stand. He saw with bitter lucidity that he would marry Rose Brady now. As
with so many things, no sooner had he taken the idea to himself than he began to resent it
passionately” (22). In “The Stoat,” an adult son is forced to play the awkward and ironic
role of chaperon to his widowed father as he entertains a woman he discovered via a
personal ad. During their dinner together, the father’s attitude turns oraekriegiss
McCabe makes regarding the sea. The narrator notes that the remarkd'seem
discomfort my father, as if her words belonged more to the sea and air than to his own
rooted presence’Qollected Storied56). The son recognizes that his father cannot abide
the attentions of any potential spouse to ever be directed anywhere but at himself.

Ironically, for their extreme selfishness, none of these father figurearspgy
interested in understanding the loss of a spouse. When they do allude to the significance
of the loss, it is usually only as a cover for abusive behavior, such as when Maltmey t

his son at the end dhe Dark “It might have been better if your mother had to live. A
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father doesn’t know much in a house” (191). While the tone towards such characters
generally grants a bit of sympathy for such bewilderment, overall suchamety r

progress toward encompassing the loss of their wives. Though the pain of loss cannot be
avoided, as one son laconically puts it, his father “would have been better off if he could
have tried to understand somethin@b(lected Storie456-7).

The interior effects of the premature loss of a parent are explored most
extensively in McGahern'’s fiction via the character of the eldest son. U¢tagdoss is
especially formative and enduring is made cledrhia Leavetaking The narrator,

Patrick Moran, considers the loss of his mother a “shadow” that falls “forever oglfthe s
of my life” and shapes it “as the salt and wind shape the trees the tea lord hed atant
shelter against the sea” (71). Furthermore, this loss complicates the @eipal
because the mother has not merely been broken from but lost entirely. Yearming for
mother’s love, idealized in part because of its premature loss, persists irtaisdiae
Patrick Moran.

Mothers are associated with two important themes in McGahern’s work: a
vocation to the priesthood and a sense of place. The former nearly always involves a
Catholic mother’s dream for her son. This is especially problematic foclPktaran in
The Leavetakingoecause his mother dies holding on to this expectation for her
preadolescent son. His sense of duty to her informs his career choice as awudwther
he and many in Ireland call the “Second Priesthood” (168). His loss of his teaching
position (for marrying outside of the Church) is thus connected to his loss of a vocation,
which is linked to his promise to his dying mother. A vocation in McGahern’s fiction

usually implies a kind of marriage between mother and son, in which the aging mother
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returns to live with her son and take care of the presbytery while he guides his
parishioners. While this path is closed to Patrick Moran due to his mother’s death and his
lack of a vocation, McGahern explores it in “The Wine Breath,” a story in whichiag a
priest considers his mother’s recent death and experiences a crisib.of tdfer close
readings of botihe Leavetakingnd “The Wine Breath” in chapter 3 because both
dramatize the mind’s effort to encompassrttemoryof a mother’s loss rather than
narrating the loss itself.

McGahern’s desire for socio-historical accuracy demands dramatiz#tthe
widespread emigration from Ireland that characterized his generationdadades
following the creation of the Irish Free State in 1922. However, in McGaherrisgyri
mothers are linked to lost places even before characters might faceithétaiffoice of
emigrating for economic opportunity. Adl Will be Wel] McGahern’s own mother is
most commonly associated with routine walks through the rural lanes of his boyhood.
The text even develops the names of these locales into a kind of refrain and occasionally
repeats this sequence: “We went past Brady’s pool and house, the house where the old
Mahon brothers lived, passed the dark, deep quarry, across the railway bridge, and up the
hill past Mahon’s shop” (72). A similar situation is fictionalized in the story lip-Gp,”
in which a retired emigrant living in London recalls walking the fields with fagher in
Ireland. The character goes on to become completely immersed in a faretsyrong
to Ireland to restore those fields. While he does not necessarily encompassss iy
(as 1 will demonstrate in chapter 3), this experience illustrates howydsmmrance from
the motherland has affected him. An equally moving representation of this experience

occurs through the character of Johnny MurphByrthe Lake Johnny’'s desperation to
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return to Ireland after his retirement from the Ford motor plant in London, and his own
brother’s inability to accommodate this request, are both finally encompassegithine
act of writing and will therefore be discussed in chapter 4.

The longing of emigrants to return to Ireland is certainly not limited byeyen
The daughters of rural Ireland seem equally troubled by the loss of theirlathe
Both Elizabeth Reegan dhe Barracksand Rose Brady dimongst Womeappear to
have found independent lives and challenging work outside of Ireland, yet both also act
on the opportunity to return home. As she considers possibilities after an evening with
Moran, Rose strolls back toward her mother’s house and reflects, “This narromasne
dear to her. Sleepless in Scotland she had walked it many times in her mind. The wild
strawberries, the wiry grasses, the black fruit of the vetches on the bankdl dWeeas a
presences” (30). Both Rose and Elizabeth Reegan are warned off from th@druel a
uncaring men whom they choose to marry, yet both refuse to heed those warnings in part
because their urge to return to their home place is so intense and mareagéhefinost
plausible means of satisfying it. While inside views of Rose are relatiiebquent in
Amongst Womefas well as in the other stories in which this character appears),
Elizabeth’s consciousness pervades the third-person narrafivie &arracks The
scope of her inner life, and the novel’s forecasting of many of McGaheast m
persistent concerns, justifies its appearance in all three chapters stihy.

Absent God

If fathers often form a violent presence, and mothers a ghostly absencdgthe lat

also characterizes McGahern’s characters’ experience of God.y ldian his fiction
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features an abiding agnosticism or atheism among characters who nonethgdesEsce
a profound sense of religious yearning.

As early asThe BarracksMcGahern offers a protagonist whose affection for
Catholic rituals does not override religious doubt. Early on in the novel, Elizabeth
Reegan reflects that “Her life was either under the unimaginable Godumithaginable
nothing; but in that reality it was under no lesser thing” (59). For McGahdraiaaters,
agnosticism or even atheism does not, however, obviate the need to pray. In fact, it
almost seems to strengthen this urge. Formally, McGahern often negiisitgtiation
through careful grammatical constructions. Both of his novels from the 1970s end with
the protagonists feeling an intense need for prayer. Patrick Moran, having just
experienced the Catholic Church at its most socially oppressive (he igénedhis
teaching position for marrying outside the Church), nonetheless turns toward God as he
considers his imminent exile from Ireland and uncertain future. As he and hdriftife
off to sleep, he says that he “would pray for the boat of our sleep to reach its morning”
(171). The conditional enables the character to stop short of actually praying while
expressing his deep need to do so. Similarly, as the unnamed protag®hist of
Pornographerspeeds back toward Dublin with Maloney, his employer, he reflects on his
situation.

What | wanted to say was that | had a fierce need to pray, for mysébinéya

my uncle, the girl, the whole shoot. The prayers could not be answered, but

prayers that cannot be answered need to be the more completely said, being their

own beginning as well as end. What | did say was, “Why don’t you watch the

road?” (252)

The character thus neither prays nor even expresses his urge to do so aloud, but instead

stakes out a position something like a privately spiritual atheism. The protagjonist

“Gold Watch,” a story from McGahern’s 1978 collecti@etting Throughcan only



14

laugh at a spiritual yearning that simply will not give in to an atheist positiLike many
McGahern stories, “Gold Watch” centers on a visit by an adult son to his declining but
still often abusive father in rural Ireland. As the son walks the fields aftereaaother
difficult day with his father, he reflects, “I stood in the moonlit silence asifing for

some word or truth, but none came, none ever came; and | grew amused at that part of
myself that still expected something, standing like a fool out there in alldbalitn

silence” Collected Storie225).

The absence of God is perhaps too vague to “take its certain place” in the way that
Patrick Moran, inThe Leavetakingsuggests the images associated with the loss of his
mother must do within his consciousness. Additionally, the instinct for God, like the
innate love of a child for his or her parents (so often challenged by violence or loss
McGahern’s work), persists even in the face of unconquerable doubt. In his late essay
“God and Me,” McGahern argues that an instinct for the religious “can be altbtiate
material ease and scientific advancement but never abolished. Still sings the ghos
‘What then?’” Love of the World51). In chapters 3 and 4 of this study, | will discuss
the communion with memory or language that can yield an answer to this question.

| chose the term “encompass” to describe the relationship between cons@ousnes
and the intolerable for two primary reasons. First, circular images antlistsiare
predominant in McGahern'’s fictions. Many of McGahern’s narratives retuiretsame
setting or action that began the story, and his eoéitwremay even be said to describe a
similar structure. After the fiction of the 1970s, which includes narratives setalnD
London, and on the European continent, McGahern’s late stories and last two novels

return to Cos. Leitrim and Roscommon, the settingd fier BarracksandThe Dark
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Eamon Maher suggests that the circle is central not only to McGahern'’s avieuio
“his philosophy of life” (“Circles and Circularity” 157). Maher goes on to sal tha
“circular movement from present to past to future back to present is a featuret of mos
McGahern’s fiction” (161). A passage from “Wheels,” in which the narrator derssi
his aging and desperate father, emphasizes the temporal sense of the circle
| knew the wheel: fathers become children to their sons who repay the care they
got when they were young, and on the edge of dying the fathers become young

again; but the luck of a death and a second marriage had released me from the last
breaking on this ritual wheel C6llected Storie8)

Perhaps more important to my purposes is the spatial sense of the circle. Dgssrsa
notes that “McGahern’s work as a whole reveals a preoccupation with ens|shapes,
circles, and doorways as analogues of aesthetic form” (*Open to thd'\¥é4). |

would add to Sampson’s remark that such enclosures are analogues not ordyhetitae
form” but of the cognitive processes which might precede the creation béaesbrm,
especially the negotiation of memory. “Encompassing” is therefore myagyimmope for
the mind’s effort to gain some perspective on experience, especially enading
potentially damaging images of violence and loss.

To encompass an intolerable experience means to cordon off that experience in a
way that both controls it and shields it, but also makes it available for some human
understanding. Such an action creates the appropriate distance from whigbvotine
experience but also to live with it in a productive way rather than live out of it in a
destructive way. As Declan Kiberd puts it, a “second look at experience can traasfor
person from one who is imprisoned by it to one who is set free to place it in a far wider
pattern of human significance” (“Introduction” xii). Given McGahern’s penchant for

returning to names, situations, conflicts and settings, one might argue thaotinitial, f
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and still more “looks” can be continually productive in the effort to encompass the
intolerable, though even then perfection is likely impossible. McGahern’s &y s
“Wheels” is again instructive here as the narrator closes the story vetlective and

lyrical passage infused with memories from childhood. He remembers “alivitie

sections of the wheel we watched so slowly turn, impatient for the rich whole Weat ne
came but that all the preparations promiséitiliected Storied1). The “rich whole”

can never finally come, as the circle may never be completed while thepaidering
continues. As the same character points out earlier, the best he can do is encompass and
revise his experience in order to deliver, in this case to his friend Lightfoot, the

“repetition of a life in the shape of a story that had as much reason to go on as stop” (10).
He thus suggests a role for narrativity in encompassing the intolerable or thnsesn
inscrutable sequences of events that characterize experience. Allusiomatiee'st

capability for producing “a synthesis of heterogeneous elements” (Rjchée” 426)

inform the recursive undercurrent to McGahern'’s fictions, which otherwisaafpe

eschew the more experimental techniques of late Joyce or Flann O’Brieoiimmfa

traditional realism. | will explore this self-reflexive strain in cleaipt in an effort to

show that McGahern is interested in more than providing an accurate sociolagioad pi

of life in twentieth century Ireland, though that is what is he is most known and ddmire

4

for.

Approaches to Reading: Character and Epiphany

My close readings of McGahern’s fictions depend on the formal devices of

character and epiphany. McGahern’s focus on interiority generally ernpbasi

* Cf. Eamon Maher, “John McGahern and his Irish Read New Hibernia Revie.2 (Summer 2005):
125-36.
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characters’ responses to phenomena rather than the action of plot. In fact,importa
events in McGahern'’s plots are often clearly foretold and are thus devoid of conaénti
suspense. Instead, his narratives quietly gather momentum from the characterst varie
responses to passing time, which is often documented by changing seasofisabr cyc
rituals such as market days or religious observation (the latter is ekplone several
angles as it is used both as an instrument of power and control as well as a source of
genuine faith and community). The aura of inevitability which permeates sush plot
does, however, contribute to McGahern'’s fiction being labeled pessimistic, for his
characters often appear to live in a deterministic world in which the individifalis

either prescribed by rigid social institutions such as family and Church atetidiy the
physical body passing through the stages of childhood, puberty, maturity, old age, and
finally death. These stages provide a linear counterpoint to McGahern’s emphasis on
circular structures, and this study will trace what charactersgaiayfrom the effort to
discern both patterns of experience. | will suggest that epiphany can contrilinge to t
recognition and perhaps even reconciling of linearity and circularity.

My notion of epiphany draws on the definition offered by Stephen Dedalus in
Joyce’sStephen Herd‘a sudden spiritual manifestation, whether in the vulgarity of
speech or of gesture or in a memorable phase of the mind itself” (211). Stephemntsc
for a religious dimension that is clearly important to McGahern’s cleas&nd | would
elaborate the “memorable phase of the mind” to include a lasting understandingeof som
phenomena. Such a notion of understanding shares some common ground with twentieth

century philosophers such as Hans-Georg Gadamer.

® For example, it is clear that Elizabeth Reegahmait recover from her illness ifhe Barracksand that
Patrick Moran will lose his job ifthe Leavetaking It seems similarly inevitable that Josephind géit
pregnant inThe Pornographeand thatAmongst Womewill culminate in the death of Moran.
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Gadamer inquires not into the ‘I interpret it’ but instead into...'an interpretation
occurs to me.” When insight occurs to us, it is then that we understand. As a
flash of enlightenment, the epiphany of understanding is not something we do but
something that happens to us. (Weinsheimer 35)

But if understanding is epiphanic, if it “happens to us” rather than arising from aedrde
and reliable hermeneutics, passivity and relativism become genuine threats.
McGahern’s characters clearly struggle with this, most notably the peyicay,
who finally recognizes that “by thinking any one thing was as worth doiagyas
other...l had been the cause of as much pain and confusion and evil as if | had actively
set out to do it. | had not attended properly. | had found the energy to choose too
painful” (251). The pornographer’s isolation, self-protection, and passivity aredcar
over from other characters in McGahern’s early fiction, such as the natéaktearts of
Oak and Bellies of Brass,” a young emigrant who works on the building sitesdob.
He desires to “annul all the votes” within himsé&lo{lected Storie83) and maintain a
“careful neutrality” (34) toward both his own past and the community surrounding him.
He insists that his grinding and repetitive daily work is satisfactonyitedes level of
education well beyond his peers, saying, “Almost as good behind the [cement] mixer as
anywhere else” (34). While the pornographer’s epiphany creates the postibtlite
may emerge from such passivity and relativism, the aging Moramohgst Women
offers a particularly sad return to it, most exemplified by his refrain dfd\dares
anyhow?” Moran hides behind this expression in order to justify inaction, even within
the only relationships he considers important, those with his children.
While McGahern’s fictions sometimes close with epiphanies in the manner of
Joyce’sDubliners his novels especially emphasize the unpredictability of such moments

by including them in the midst of a narrative. Two key examples are ElizabetaRs
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experience with Guard Casey in the dayroom of the barracks and Moran’s moment of
insight as he walks the fields of Great Meadow. As Casey listens to a s@tckram an
afternoon that could hardly be more ordinary, Elizabeth notes that the individual passing
minutes lose their “pain” and are “gathered into oneness in the vision of her vidole li
passing in its total mystery” (59).
A girl child growing up on a small farm, the blood of puberty, the shock of the
first sexual act, the long years in London, her marriage back into this enclosed

place happening as would her death in moments where cigarettes were smoked.
No one, not even herself, could measure it by slide or rule. (59)

Elizabeth’s epiphany offers a glimpse of the “rich whole” by gatigettie linear pattern
of her life, marked by biological changes (menstruation) and sociakr{tualrriage),
into the “oneness” associated with the completed circle. And yet, paratigxizal
encompassing of her life in this manner yields not a triumphant sense afl tontr
rather a greater recognition of the utter mystery of her individual lifeh piphanies
occur in the “private worlds” of many of McGahern’s characters, though feemds
with Elizabeth’s dramatic openness and capacity for finding joy amidst difbitrariness
and uncertainty.
Though his response to it is quite different than Elizabeth Reegan’s, Moran also
experiences a widening vision of his own life in the middlAmbngst Women
It was like grasping water to think how quickly the years had passed heng. The
were nearly gone. It was in the nature of things and yet it brought a $ense o
betrayal and anger, of never having understood anything much. Instead of using

the fields, he sometimes felt as if the fields had used him. Soon they would be
using someone else in his place. It was unlikely to be either of his sons. (130)

Rather than the “deep joy” (60) felt by Elizabeth in the aftermath of her epipkanan
responds with anger. While he recognizes that the linear time of his tfessghout to

reach its terminus and is part of the “nature of things,” he remains abegwijdered by
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it all. That he has never understood anything much maintains a place for some level of
reflection beyond epiphany, for some kind of response, what | will call the “burden of
interpretation” in chapter 3. While epiphanies can initiate understanding, whether
understanding is met with bitterness or openness is equally important in McGahern’
fiction. This study will also trace a movement to achieve this openness and, furthe
incorporate it into a public identity. While both Moran and Elizabeth experience insight
into the intolerable facts of mortality and the insignificance of the individuabhuife,
Elizabeth is more capable of welcoming such mysteries and manages to tumd outwa
from herself and include Guard Casey in the experience. Though she has nbimteres
the soccer match, she engages him in conversation about it because it matters to hi
While The Barrackss infused with a deep sadness because Elizabeth’s generosity of
spirit is rarely returned, and almost never by the people she tirelesslgslieeoself to
(Reegan and her stepchildren), her unrequited turns toward community remain important
McGahern’s fiction circles back to this theme in his final novel. Here, the epgshaf
his many protagonists, and their efforts to encompass the intolerable througlkeriaug
memory, and inscription, are translated finally into a practical way of livinige world
based on community, tolerance and forgiveness.

As Ruttledge, the fulcrum of the small community around the lake, and Patrick
Ryan build a shed, on which work has continued intermittently for several seasons,
Ruttledge notes that the rafters “frame the sky” (78). He continues: “theesaidight
are more interesting than the open sky. They make it look more human by reducing the
sky, and then the whole sky grows out from that small space” (78). My own trope of

“encompassing the intolerable” elaborates on reflections such as thisedBaittl
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articulates the urge to cordon off a section of the vast and mysterious skyheotes
importance of an individual human consciousness to perceive and construct a frame, and
expresses faith that a square of light can very nearly stand in for the kipoléh&ch can

never be encompassed or understood entirely, like the “rich whole” of “Wheels.” Here,
however, McGahern is careful to add irony, as Patrick Ryan responds, “As long as the
hold the iron, lad, they’ll do...There was a time when people were locked up for saying
less than that” (78). Ruttledge’s ethereal and artistic view is juxtapode@atiick

Ryan’s grounded and skeptical outlook, to humorous effect. Yet beneath the humor is a
generous acceptance of multiple ways of looking at the world and a genuine belief that

the representatives of such views can find a way to live and work together.
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Chapter 2: Laughter, Survival, and Subjectivity

Certain words recur again and again in criticism of John McGahern’s novels and
stories: violent, dark, and claustrophobic are among the terms commonly used to describe
his fictional world. Seamus Deane calls the early work “implacably bleakhates that
McGahern’s style furthers evokes such a feeling, with “the precision oétoeded
details tinged at all points with a faint, cello sadneSsioft History222). John Cronin,
who believes that McGahern’s art is occasionally compromised by a highly rednne
pessimism, suggests that the author’s writings do not “spread their sdd gigmagh
minefields of verbal humour in the manner of Beckett. McGahern’s prose is not
humorously resilient. It is, indeed, usually serious to the point of solemnity” (Iirt a
the Failure of Love” 203). While these characterizations of McGaherésasty broadly
accurate, it is important to note that his characters often respond to their atifingd, s
or even violent circumstances with laughter. In fact, laughter seemsi@dsecertain
protagonists developing some understanding of those circumstances in whatgaaty re
as McGahern’s darkest workBhe BarracksThe Dark Nightlines andThe
Pornographer

For such characters, laughter is an important initial response that careprepar
consciousness to encompass the intolerable, which includes not only violence and
emotional abuse but also the torment of consciousness of the kind often found in the
work of Samuel Beckeft. According to Tyrus Miller, late modernists such as Beckett

present nothing less than “an image of subjectivity ‘at play’ in the face @iviis

® McGahern’s admiration for Beckett is documenteddweral interviews and writings; he frequently
remarks, as he does in his essay “The Solitary &¢dthat during his years as a young adult in Duisl

the 1950s, “the two living writers who meant thestim us were Samuel Beckett and Patrick Kavanagh”
(Love of the Worl®2).
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extinction” (64). While Beckett's later work is clearly haunted by mwetthreats to
subjectivity such as fascism and nuclear annihilation, McGahern seems ta $higiges
social institutions in neutral and insular Ireland, such as the family or the i€athol
Church, were just as corrosive to the self as the vague machinations of modern nation-
states or technology’s looming capacity for destruction. Thus, though the sauirces f
such profound threats to subjectivity differ in some ways from those suggested by
Beckett’'s work, the earlier writer's comments on laughter can forartgf point for
understanding it as a response in McGahern’s fiction.

A well-known passage in BecketWdattis helpful for its analysis of laughter,
especially because it sets up a progression of understanding in which each kind of
laughter represents a step. Arsene, the man who Watt will replace in MisKiaatse,
delivers a rambling exit interview in which he describes three kinds of laugiher,
bitter, the hollow, and the mirthless,” which correspond to “successive excoriatithres
understanding” (53). The mirthless or “dianoetic” laugh is the most profound:thiei
laugh of laughs, thasus purusthe laugh laughing at the laugh, the beholding, the
saluting of the highest joke, in a word the laugh that laughs—silence pleaset—at tha
which is unhappy” (53).

Arsene’s categories are not exactly airtight and one would go too far tieatay
his remarks comprehend Beckett's theory of comedy. They do, however, provide a
means of recognizing different species of laughter. GXferd English Dictionary
defines dianoetic as “of or pertaining to thought; employing thought and reasoning
intellectual” and includes a citation in which the word serves to “denote theiopsrat

the Discursive, Elaborative, and Comparative Faculty.” Thus, as Stephen Westiwri
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Beckett and Contemporary Irish Writinne dianoetic laugh “confirms the existence of a
larger intellection and ironic consciousness” (27). In McGahern’s fictiorertteggence
of such an ironic consciousness is essential to the subject’s survival under thengamag
social forces mentioned above. His characters, however, must not only laugh at what i
euphemistically called by Beckett “the unhappy” but what in McGahernlistr&eational
world includes terminal illness, violence, child abuse (physical, sexual, antheatpas
well as more philosophical concerns suchirmsr mortis They must also laugh at
themselves and their own roles in such a world. As Tyrus Miller points out, this is the
most valuable kind of laughter: “It is the self-reflexive laughter (lauglit ourselves!)
of the survivor in the face of alterity and death, the subject’'s minimum selfroatibn,
the minimal trace of the instinct for self-preservation. | laugh, theréfstdl) am” (49).

For McGahern’s physically or psychically wounded characters, a sedikned|
dianoetic laugh asserts subjectivity and creates the cognitive distaat=zrio
apprehend irony. It enhances perspective and usually helps characterosddatmey
institutional structures which might have wounded them even as they recogmzavhei
place and even complicity within such structures. As a result, consciogsmessgin to
encompass the intolerable rather than being encompassed by it. The laughingssubjec
empowered to put a shape to the intolerable through memory and the act of wribag (t
explored in the following two chapters of this study).

The scope of McGahern’s fiction, however, necessitates differentiating/gatc
laughter from occasions in which it provides an escape from the pain of being rather than
a genuine assertion of persistence in spite of it. As Stephen Watt writes, “it should be

possible to distinguish those moments when comic business fills—or deadens—time
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from those in which a purer laughtemisus purusachieved through comparative

thought, expands the dimensions of a subject’s being” (27). In McGahern'’s fiction, this
distinction frequently emerges from the conflicting appeals of individuatty

solidarity. While secondary characterslime DarkandAmongst Womerespond to

violence and loss with laughter, these moments are less self-reflexiveuatigt based

on a need for solidarity. On the other hand, Elizabeth Reegan, Young Mahoney, and the
narrators of “The Recruiting Officer” anthe Pornographeall laugh at significant

points in their narratives. It is this laughter, emerging from both comypatabught and
epiphany, that opens the way for a broader vision of the larger “tragiconmegyarte a

part of, where “both solidarity and difference must find their future groundigiVa5).

Solidarity and Patriarchy in The Dark and Amongst Women

McGahern alludes to laughter’s significance and capability as a respathse b
inside and outside his fiction. In his view, laughter was a dangerous and disrumgve for
within the repressive social environment in mid-century Ireland.

There were few books in our house, and reading for pleasure was not approved of.

It was thought to be dangerous, like pure laughter. In the emerging class in the

Ireland of the 1940s, when an insecure sectarian state was being guided by a

philistine church, the stolidity of a long empty grave face was thought to be the

height of decorum and profundity. (“The Solitary Reader” 87)

A more dramatic example of the power of laughter in the face of violent payriarch
occurs in McGahern’s memoir. There he details the pivotal confrontation between
himself, the eldest son, and his mercurial father. His father strikes hihotwivarning.
There did not have to be a reason” (202).

| remember feeling a wild sense of unfairness and a cold rage as Irfedle and

went straight up to him, my hands at my sides, laughing. He hit me. |fell a

number of times and each time rose laughing. | had passed beyond the point of
pain and felt a strange cold elation. He was growing uncertain. | had passed
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beyond fear. My sisters told me much later how terrible it was to watchoas | g
to my feet again and again, laughing. He broke and turned away...an
extraordinary change had taken place. (202-3)

The passage is both harrowing and remarkable for two reasons. Firstetasgms
integral to breaking the father’s will to violence. Secondly, the narratioggiés to
represent such a horrific episode, evidenced by the later testimony of MoGaisers.
One senses that laughter might appear in their version of the episode asavgrywhat
Tyrus Miller calls “pure corporeal automatism” (64). Miller remarkstandifficulties

of representing such a state because it would feature “a pure laughtéchraih
subjectivity has been extinguished. Self-reflexive laughter may neveraresen reach
this threshold” (64). This is almost the case here. McGahern’s first-pensatiara
allows a reader to witness his consciousness persisting even as his physicadmosl to
automatically rise and laugh after each blow, but even so it is difficult @inethe
sound of the laughter heard by his sisters. By McGahern’s account, laughter is a
extraordinarily effective response to patriarchal violence, but if the son has
outmaneuvered the father and thus gained a measure of power in the household, there
remains the possibility that he will abuse that power in the same way his fathdra
paradigms of patriarchy are so deeply encoded that even pivotal moments of
transgressive laughter such as this may not finally alter them. Thésfdebicted in
The DarkandAmongst Womelliustrate this.

The devastating opening chaptefbie Darkoffers an authoritarian and sadistic
father similar to that depicted &l Will be Wel| here, however, he is at the height of his
power. Itis a chapter from which many readers “never recover” in tise sieat they
may not be able to follow young Mahoney’s later expressions of admiration fatlnes f

nor accept depictions of laughter in the text. Having been caught uttering a oursg, y
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Mahoney is ordered to strip naked and prepare for a beating. The narrator reptres tha
father moves patiently and deliberately, “as if the stripping compelledshyithialone

gave him pleasure” (8). Mahoney never actually strikes his son; insteagehety
brings his belt down on the chair beside young Mahoney’s ear. The interval between
strikes magnifies the terror and the son is reduced to incoherence: “He didn’t know
anything or what he was doing or where the room was” (9-10). His loss epfierc
demonstrates the disintegration of subjectivity under the father’s reignaf ter
McGahern’s formal strategies ihe Darkfurther this idea; readers are never given
young Mahoney’s first name and they must contend with shifting points-of-vidve as t
narrative moves from the third-person technique in the passage above to secomd-pers
for the majority of the novel, with a few examples of first-person included lhs Tes
narrator’s quest for the appropriate “distance” from his subject lacksstemsy, but it

does mirror the protagonist’s effort to develop his own ironic consciousness from the
trace of subjectivity that remains after his brutal childhood.

The father’s terrorizing extends to all his children and they are oftemideateo
reason at all. While they usually retreat to the dark of the lavatory to aiy/ateanot the
only response to their father’s tyranny. They risk beatings because the${ladighed
when he was in foul humour” (11). They endure his complaining with “grave faces: but
once they'd turn to each other they’d smile cruelly” (11). After enduring anotlnés
mercurial moods, the children’s quiet mimicry of their father causes “adsbfirst of
laughing” as they do their chores. When he seeks them out for a game of cards, the
children purposefully linger over their work and share “a grim smile of ursshelisig”

(16). The children are trapped in an absurd environment; their father's moods and
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manipulative actions are a mystery to them and as a result their laugyihteardly be
characterized as one that extends vision. It is, rather, an automatic response
preserves group solidarity in the face of a visceral threat. The narodsrthat a
strategy evolves out of this solidarity: the children learn to “close lifeemgainst him
and to leave him to himself’ (11). Their laughter initiates the stratempplating their
father and a “grim smile” becomes a wordless admonishment against breakingltanks
is also important to note that the narrator characterizes the children adaheTtiey
are defined by their solidarity and as yet indistinguishable as individuablihssves.
Laughter for children ifhe Darkis initially a group response to their father’'s
intolerable violence; later it becomes a habitual strategy for evadingtraob¢ing
guestions. As Stephen Watt puts it in his call for revisiting Beckett's notiomsrady,
readers must attempt to distinguish “betweéaux exhilaration or resilience based in
habit or self-deception, and an unblinkered, even philosophical humor in the faces of
death and Time” (26). For McGahern’s characters, the danger genesadlgs in habit
rather than self-deception. The victims of patriarchal violence must evgrdoatiore
than privately mock their abusers. They must laugh at the systems which sustain the
abusers if they are to recognize how they are implicated in those systemsa oy
self-reflexive laughter leads to the possibility of truly encompassinotbierable
reality of violent fathers. For the children of both MahoneYVhe Darkand Moran in
Amongst Womettaughter rarely affords this combination of irony and vision. Rather
than extending an individual vision into the mysteries behind institutions such as family
it maintains solidarity in way that reinforces those institutions, even thasaaterized

by authoritarian violence.
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In The Dark the characters return to their childhood mimicry as a way of holding
off their lack of understanding concerning their futures as they step vehtatito the
world beyond their home. When the protagonist helps his sister escape sexual abuse
within the home where she works as a domestic, the two are uncertain of how they wil
explain her return to her father’'s house. Bleakly torn between abuses foreign amgl kno
she asks, “What'll | do then? Where’'ll | go next?” (104). The protagonistrdtadtby
both the paucity of opportunity in Ireland as well as his own lack of direction, becomes
impatient with her questions. Rather than carry on with what is probably a ngcessar
discussion, the two turn instead to mimicry of their father’s incessant compglai

“Only for ye have your eegjit of a father to come home to what would ye do? Then
such thankless bastards the sun never saw.”

“The poor-house, the poor-house, the poor-house,” the girl was suddenly
mimicking with real gaiety, taken out of herself, rocking with laughter wioen y
took up where she stopped. (105)

The sister seems to achieve a kind of pure laughter, in that she seems so fultgl imvest
the moment that she is “taken out of herself.” The latter phrase, howeveriesitiga

value of the laughter and shows it to be an escape from the pain of deciding what to do
next. Even though he initiates it here, young Mahoney has probably begun to recognize
the limitations of this habitual mimicry, as Estragon does when Vladimir prepose

playing at Pozzo and Lucky in Becket¥\aiting for Godaot Estragon truncates this

effort with a terse remark: “That’s enough of that” (82). While laughtes beefly

restores solidarity between brother and sister, it offers only an escapedutnng

guestions rather than promoting a more penetrating view into the mysteries behind thos

guestions.
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Another episode iifhe Darkillustrates the conflict between appeals to solidarity
and the urge to assert individuality. Although father and son are out for a celebrator
dinner at the Royal Hotel (young Mahoney has just earned a University schlarshi
early on in the episode the inside views of the protagonist make solidarity appeanto be
impossibility. The father embarrasses the son by talking loudly about the Skimlars
and bullying the waitress. The narrator goes on to succinctly state thatamptao
celebrate together elicits “no union between them” (157). However, once out of the hote
and cycling home together, the son begins to study his father and enjoys hisxtaryme
as they skirt the local cemetery: “It gives me the creeps, that!plaenatter what
happens it winds up there. And you wouldn’t mind only there’s people dying to get into
it,” everybody repeated themselves but suddenly at the old joke he wanted to laugh with
him and say, “You are marvellous, my father.” (160).

This is exactly the kind gseripateiathat often troubles readersThe Dark
Eamon Maher remarks that readers “remain somewhat sceptical ofotfi@station of
filial love, which is not supported by previous evidence in the novel” (“Disintegration
and Despair” 89). This is perhaps so, but even here there are hints of the appealing
gualities Antoinette Quinn argues are more fully realized in the chardddaran in
Amongst Womenvhere she finds “such redeeming qualities as the enormous energy he
radiates, his anguish for the son who is lost to him, his gift of charm, [and] the
metaphysical bafflement he betrays” (88). In fact, the carefully ob#tesoa seems to
notice some of the same characteristics in Mahoney here. Having eduagedial
pressure of the hotel, he can quietly watch “his father cycle by his side horheathe

low into the wind over the dynamo lamp, pushing” (160). Here, and in the passage
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above, the son admires his father’'s physical energy and resilience, hisnesisigp
acknowledge death’s looming presence over every human endeavor, and his wglingne
to respond to that presence with outgoing charm and laughter. The careful diction
suggests that the son does not follow through in either laughing aloud or telling his father
he is marvelous, but he undoubtedly acknowledges the appeal of solidarity here,eavailabl
via the link of laughter.

McGahern’s fiction frequently returns to this dilemma in which a wounded
character or characters struggle with feelings of solidarity t¥erse who have
wounded them. A comment from his memoir is helpful for understanding his
preoccupation with and wariness of appeals to solidarity: “The life undertber fa
forced us into a close band for our own protection. This closeness remained with them
[his siblings] and grew after its initial need had disappeared” (190). While MecGa
goes on to say that his sisters were still able to “flower individually” (1B8)etappears
to be a subtle criticism here of cultivating this intense solidarity wgbte its necessity
for survival. This viewpoint likely adds to the ambiguous final momengswdngst
Womenin which the solidarity of Moran’s daughters may be interpreted as regress
As Antoinette Quinn points out, their solidarity empowers them but also betrays “an
assimilation of patriarchal values” (89).

As Moran’s daughters exit the graveyard following the burial of their fatiey, t
pause “to wait for the men who lagged well behind on the path and were chatting and
laughing pleasantly together, their children around them” (184). Michael, the ybunges
child of Moran, seems to be the focal point as his sister Sheila closes the novieéwith t

disapproving remark, “The way Michael, the skit, is getting Sean and Mark to laugh



32

you'd think they were coming from a dance” (184). The end of the novel demonstrates
how McGahern’s text interweaves tragedy and comedy by showing mudtggernses to

loss. Moran’s death warrants such nuance in part because the narrativeeilusitat

only his cruelty but also, as noted earlier, his humanity and complexity. Asriaamall

puts it, “Moran, because he is so complex, remains a compelling figure. One cannot but
admire his intelligence. Like Hamlet, another hero manifested by his faultsamean

gifted with great skills and a superior intellect” (307). As such, he pedesesves the
reverence shown by his second wife and daughters as they attempt to set the tone of hi
funeral and burial. Husbands and brother are pushed aside in this effort, as they are
“unsure of their place in the mourning” (183). This is consistent with the narrator’s
suggestion that for Moran’s daughters and Rose “[i]t was as if theirdustand

allegiance had been pledged uncompromisingly to this one house and man and that they
knew that he had always been at the very living centre of all parts of tlesii (1.83).

But the final image of the laughing men offers a critique of this position, ashioes t
narrator’'s comment that “it was as if each of them [Moran’s daughtetsgindifferent

ways had become Daddy” (183), for the novel lucidly portrays Moran’s tyrannical

control and manipulative tactics alongside his charm and perseverance.

Just one of the ways of “becoming Daddy” is adopting the ethos of the “long
empty grave face” McGahern describes in “The Solitary Reader.” Thanhtt
representation of this worldview may be partially drawn from Francis Mc@abenn’s
father, at least according #&dl Will be Well Speaking of his father and paternal
grandmother, he writes, “Neither she nor my father had any sense of humour, and they

hardly ever smiled or laughed, and they looked on any manifestation of enjoyment in
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others as a symptom of irresponsibility” (8). Moran seems to share this qaiadity,
perhaps more importantly, his daughters carry an updated version of it into the next
generation.

The scene in which Michael finally departs Great Meadow after a @lhysic
confrontation with Moran illustrates this. He stops in Dublin and seeks out Sheila, who
mobilizes her sisters. As the sisters discuss the matter, Sheila’'®bdy®ean Flynn
spontaneously jokes that Michael “fell at the last hurdle” (123). The narratoreperts
that “Sheila met his laughter with a withering stare. He might be allowed thhmig
into the family but it did not mean that he belonged. No outsider was allowed to laugh at
anything so sacrosanct as the family” (123). Sheila very clearly ch@rsig $olidarity
here and the gravity with which she and her sisters abandon their resporsstbilitike
care of Michael receives the endorsement of the surrounding societyt acleasling to
the narrator: “Such is the primacy of the idea of family that everyone wascdelve
work at once without incurring displeasure” (123). While this might be seen as a
creditable allusion to the institution of family in Irish social life, the ofshe novel
demonstrates that it is not without irony. The narrative shows that in Moran4loase
family” is used as a cover for violent and emotionally destructive behavuah of
which is driven by his childish and possessive egotism. As the narrator notes, he views
his family as a “larger version of himself’ (22). Conflicts within such a familist
never be seen as comic or absurd. Moran’s daughters appear to adopt this posture as
well: Sean’s spontaneous laughter has no place here and Sheila clearly sadlsrggats
But what she is actually defending is Moran’s childish neediness. The scerewitts

the sisters weeping as they watch the boat take Michael to England. Hezauge
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they know their father cannot abide a house emptied of his children, not because he
enjoys their company but because of his need to exert power over them. As Antoinette
Quinn writes, Moran’s daughters respond to “the charisma of patriarchyh ainsists

in its exercise of sole and absolute authority, the power to approve or disapproves endors
or withdraw support, affirm or reject, and thereby, to nurture an emotional dependency”
(87).

For Moran’s adult daughters, laughter must be seen in light of their continual
effort to balance their emotional dependency with their father’s unpredictadads. It
is neither spontaneous nor philosophical, but rather defensive and tactical, sirthdr t
of the children inThe Dark When the sisters return home after Michael’s departure,
Rose is clearly uneasy and glad to have their help in attending to Moran’s lmteinigy
The facts of Michael’s flight are “glossed over” and instead Rose prefaelogs fry for
tea as if it were a special Sunday” and keeps “chatting and laughthgpaijh the meal
and afterwards” (126). Her insistent laughter draws Moran out of his bitternesseand t
solidarity of the family is restored against Michael. No one challenges Matammissal
of Michael's concerns with clichés such as “Now he’ll have to learn his lessorttie
world. The world will not care much about him” (127). Readers easily imagine such
remarks accompanied by the requisite “long empty grave face”.

The novel ends with two factions unified by gender but also by their responses to
the loss of Moran. In the end, the novel does not necessarily endorse either position. The
“grave face” of the women carries forward some of the stifling and otgaistbic world
of Moran while the men seem appropriately situated with the children as Mithaakc

for Sean and Mark. While the relationships between Sheila and Sean and that between
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Michael and Nell Morahan feature glimpses of a frank sexuality unheard adrign’gd

day, the episode that ends the novel still shows men and women divided with Moran’s
daughters prioritizing their late father over their living husbands and brother.
Unsurprisingly, the narrator does not offer access to the banter between Niuthdes
brothers-in-law, foAmongst Womels characterized by extraordinary reserve and
sizable omissions. It is a work of “profound distillation” (Wall 313) that demomstrat
McGahern’s comfort with positing a significant interpretive role for heglees. In fact, a
reader of McGahern’s other work might even imagine Michael grotesquelizkmign

his father for Sean and Mark’s entertainment, as the childrenTweiDarkandAll Will

be Wel] which the sisters would consider as inappropriate to this setting as Seargs jok
after Michael’s fight with his father. What is clear at the end of the ne\bht

Michael’s laughter offers the men, who remain at “a hesitant, respectancks (183)

the relief of their own kind of solidarity. This relief is legitimate but tedi While

Michael and his brothers-in-law seem fully invested in their humorous bantecetie s

is marked neither by a reflective resilience nor by a deeper understahtimg and
mortality.

Pathways to Irony in “The Recruiting Officer”

To find a more self-reflexive, even dianoetic laugh, as opposed to the comforting
laugh of solidarity, one must turn to other McGahern fictions, especially thosedh whi
the consciousness of a wounded character suffuses the narrative. “The Recruiting
Officer,” the closing story in McGahern’s 1970 collectiightlines offers such a
narrator, documents his day as a teacher in a rural school, and include®rsflecthis

own childhood and education. These are catalyzed by the visit of the “recruiting,’bfficer
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a Christian brother who comes to the school seeking vocations. The unmarried narrator,
who nearly became a Christian brother himself, has reached middle age ankikeeps
distance from the locals by living seven miles outside of the parish in Carrick-
Shannon. The story’s images combine an extraordinarily bleak view of mid-cemnalry ru
Irish life with penetrating psychological insights into how that culture affidet

individual consciousness. The narrator “having nothing to do but watdfiietted
Stories100) observes his manager, Canon Reilly, cruelly beat one of his students. He
chats amiably with a tinker who arrives to clean out the lavatory, promising to tbury i
deep” to keep away the flies (107). The story provides an example of what McGahern
defends in “Oldfashioned” as “bringing things to light that were in bad neéghtf |
(Collected Storie268) and joins his work with that of the previous generation of Irish
fiction writers such as Sean O’Faolain and Mary Lavin. As Terence Browntpilitese
writers critique “de Valera’'s Gaelic Eden” by revealing “a medipdisheveled, often
neurotic and depressed petit-bourgeois society that atrophied for want of arlgberati
idea” (122). In “The Recruiting Officer,” clerical abuse is realaty detailed, while
“burying it deep” is a metaphor for how the society deals with the effectebflsutal
behavior. The narrator cynically notes, “There’d be no repercussions from timg beat
except Walshe’d probably get beaten again when the news travelled home, ang, in a fe
days, if asked who’d scored his legs, he’d answer that he fell in a b@ak&cted
Stories104). The story offers the narrator as a wounded adult embodiment of this type of
upbringing in this type of social environment. This is made clear by the narrator
reflection as he overhears the “recruiting officer” appeal to the boysoritler who'll

rise to the gleaming spoon and find the sharpened hooks as | did once” (108). The
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physical and emotional scarring of his experiences as a youth appear to @noduce
extraordinarily passive and likely clinically depressed adult. Regardsngjdarenth hour
exit from the Brothers, the narrator reflects that “[h]aving neither g@ugon to stay

nor the courage to leave, the year before Final Vows | took to bed and refuseddb ge
(110). In terms of his profession, he has become “a clockwatcher” but teachents“se
to be as good as anything else and it is easier to stay than move” (106).

As extraordinarily passive and noncommittal as the character is, his enduring of
each day is almost redeemed by its ending. After he dismisses the childtenday,
he feels “born again” but then asks: “How, how, though, can a man be born again when
he is old? Can he enter a second time his mother’s bag of tricks? | laugh ¥{dagt
not said bywaterand theHoly Spirit?”(111).

His evening routine of “[s]everal infusions of whiskey at the Bridge Bar” and
“contemplation of the Shannon through its windows” (111) complete the puns on spirit
and water. The narrator’s laughter at both the absurdity of the individual day and, more
importantly, the succession of days that is his life at least demonstratesthat
consciousness persists. He will go on, if only as reluctantly as Beal{t@tacters often
do. While the narrator’s laughter is solitary and philosophical, his passidtiadure to
act in his own life raises the possibility that such laughter is an exampleabBiephen
Watt warns is “habitual.” Denis Sampson argues that this “study of a singlevinnehas
hidden his authentic feelings and thoughts inside the ironclad routines of his occupation
and his society is a figure who has insulated himself from the pain of b&uaggstaring
107). The character has not, however, entirely adopted the ironclad routines of his

occupation; he maintains a tenuous individuality by refusing to fully participabe life
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of the parish. Alcoholism, rather than the routines of his occupation, more likely
insulates him from the “pain of being.”

While the narrator may not fully understand his situation, readers note that his
laughter results in a way of encompassing a wider reality far margidg than his
tedious workday. By centering its meaning on the mere existence of the fiowigg
Shannon, the narrator’s pun undermines the systems of belief on which his society is
based. Rebirth through Catholic baptism is mocked, and by implication so are both the
recruiting officer’s threat of hell and the superstition that gives one ofainatar’s
students, Luke Horan, the “power of healing ringworm” (107) as a result of a worgh bein
placed in his hand during his baptism. His vision is thereby clarified by his laudieer
is able to see through what he sees as outdated metaphorical connotations ingaléhe sim
reality of the Shannon. The narrator’s laughter appears to create théosgaceto
establish a tenuous but real alternative source of meaning when he sayss ‘it the
Shannon Pot, it flows to the sea, there are stranger pike along its banks thantergs wa
(111). The passage reads like a poetic refrain for encompassing his concerns: the
mysterious, seemingly eternal Shannon and the curious people who live around it are now
his focus rather than his deadening professional obligations. It is gazing upon such
mysteries that keeps his “breath alive until the morning’s dislocation” (111).

At this early stage of McGahern’s career, it may be premature totdxpec
characters to fully break out of the “ironclad routines” of their society dtla@rwithin
their own cognitive space. In the fiction of the 1960s and even into the 1970s, his
wounded characters need to laugh self-reflexively within their private woddder to

reconsider their relationship to the public world. That public world is usuallyah rur
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Ireland that is willfully quiescent following the upheaval and uncertaisgp@ated with
the struggle for independence and the Irish civil war of 1922-23. As Terence Brow
argues, “the fact remains that Irish repressiveness...was extrahase first crucial
decades and that it severely stunted the cultural and social development of a country
which a protracted colonial mismanagement had left in desperate need of retiotl |
spheres” (34). McGahern’s texts depict laughter as a legitimate respansz
repressiveness, but the laughter’s self-reflexive quality preventsrtdignaling only
what John Cronin calls “intrusive mordancy” (“Art and the Failure of Love” 206). If
characters laugh at the absurdity or even the violence of certain iog8tuhey are also
laughing at themselves for their roles in such institutions, even if that roleniariby

that of a legitimate victim. Laughter for them is a step, an assertiomfial
continuing and a bulwark against responding to repressiveness with violence.

Risus Purus as Response iThe Barracks and The Dark

While neither Elizabeth Reegan nor young Mahoney are able to establishca publi
identity that accommodates their experience of the “pain of being,” laughgssential
to the persistence and expansion of their private identities. Like the naifrafbtie
Recruiting Officer,” both characters may be understood as wounded: young Malgoney b
the violence and sexual abuse of his father and Elizabeth physically by cancer and
psychically by the demise of her relationship with Halliday as wehaadifference of
Reegan and his childrefhe Darksuggests a cause/effect relationship between Young
Mahoney’s violent upbringing and his social impotence upon his arrival in Galway as
well as perhaps his final abandonment of the University; Elizabeth’s phgeiciaie is

inexorable even as her experiences with Halliday continue to inform her worldview
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Both characters, however, achieve something like pure laughter, whicls éissert
persistent subjectivity under extreme duress and demonstrates the sandiparhaps
even growth of what Stephen Watt calls “ironic consciousness.”

The Barracksecounts the last year of Elizabeth’s life as her illness takes its
course alongside everyday ways of marking time in mid-century netaht. Individual
days around the barracks are documented and the narrative alludes to chasging, se
routines of rural labor, and the Church calendar. Throughout such cycles, Elizabeth’s
consciousness remains at the center of the novel and readers are givero dmressise
of herself. Through such inside views, the narrative establishes exactlgmoous
subjectivity is for Elizabeth as illness tests her physically and theamsokld of the
barracks tests her psychically. In the late morning quiet of the book’s firatrgpor
when “the children had gone and she had washed and swept and dusted” (48), the
narrator gives access to Elizabeth’s thoughts.

She was Elizabeth Reegan: a woman in her forties: sitting in a chair with a book

from the council library in her hand that she hadn’t opened: watching certain

things like the sewing-machine and the vase of daffodils and a circle stdl whi

with frost under the shade of the sycamore tree between the house and the river:
alive in this barrack kitchen. (49)

Elizabeth thus feels a need to assert her individual subjectivity in the mosivbgsic

naming herself and concluding that she is “alive” among the living things and atanim
objects surrounding her. While she already has a sense of what the pain indtsr brea
means, here she demonstrates the difficulty of coming to terms with thiedeatiat

remains of her life still has to be lived somehow. The passage reads as lhathe is

subject and object; her ability to see herself in context will become even npmeant

as the everyday lives surrounding her seem to become more and more detached from her

own reality. As the policemen, their wives, and even her husband continually ply her
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with clichés such as “You look powerful today, Elizabeth,” (207) she feels forced to
“pretend to believe she was going to get well” (199). As the strain incrédmabeth
privately tries to assert her subjectivity: “I am Elizabeth Reeganraottier day of my
life is beginning” (204). The social relationships within the barracks, inclubatgatith
her husband, seem unable to accommodate the intolerable reality of her decline. When
Reegan suggests, “With the nurse and the good weather comin’ on you’ll be on your feet
in no time” (198), Elizabeth finally and significantly laughs inwardly.
Jesus Christ, she thought; that was rimming it—the good weather! She wanted to
laugh hysterically. The good weather, that was rich. All the old tricks werg bei
played back. It was always sunshine and summer for hope, never the lorry loads

of salt and sand being shoveled on the slush of the street. Jesus, how often she
herself had comforted the doomed poor bitches in the ward. (198)

While Elizabeth does not laugh outright, her urge to laugh is especially importansbec

of its self-reflexive element. In fact, the absurdity of Reegan’srstit is not finally the

focus; more to the point is her realization that she herself once delivered shéH clic
nonsense to her patients in London. While the inner voice made available to readers here
is never shared with other characters, Elizabeth’s recognition of how she dithen t

very system which causes her such consternation shows the persistence of an ironic
CONSCIiOUSNESS.

The challenges to Elizabeth’s tenuous subjectivity come not only from her rigidly
prescribed social role in the barracks but also from two key systems of mearhieg for
surrounding society: an emergent middle class consumerism representedibgtber
and the Marian, nationalistic Catholicism represented by her local. pEégabeth’s
inward laughter at these institutions does even more than assert hermpeErsasta
subject. It catalyzes the recognition that her consciousness fits intcdhgapmabre

mysterious and complex than such systems of meaning will admit.
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In what turns out to be his last visit to examine Elizabeth, the local doctor, like the
denizens of the barracks, skirts the reality of her condition even though “he lead littl
doubt that she suspected the worst” (208). Elizabeth, as readdms Barrackknow,
fully understands that she has no reason to hope for recovery. She also recognizes the
futility of trying to speak with the doctor about this despite her cleanyesafor
dialogue about it. Instead, she dutifully makes small talk and asks the doctor where he
will go on his holidays. He mentions the South of France and does not hesitate to read
his experience into what he sees as the new opportunities available in an Irelgneenow
of the British. Though he “was born with no silver spoon” he boasts that he is part of a
“new class growing up in this country that won’t be shamed out of doing things because
they haven’'t come out of big houses. | could walk this day into the Shelbourne Hotel as
if | owned it” (209).

Even though she does not outwardly mock this remark, Elizabeth finds it
ridiculous that vacationing in the South of France or entry to the Shelbourne Hotel is
invested with such significance. Her mind turns it into an ironic, self-reflegivain as
she listens to him: “Woman, take up your bed and walk to the Shelbourne Hotel,” played
itself so fantastically in her mind that she nearly laughed purely when he €208yl”

Although this “nearly” pure laughter is not public and Elizabeth fears that it
indicates that she is becoming “cruel and malicious” (209), it still appearsatie ¢che
space for the ironic words of Halliday to enter her mind. To a remark sulcé as t
doctor’s concerning the Shelbourne Hotel, Halliday would have responded with
something like “How in the name of Christ do they keep afloat on those lunacies?” (209).

While Halliday, as a kind of revenant in her mind, joins her in laughing at the absurdity
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of the doctor’s source of meaning, Elizabeth is not merely a conduit for uncritical
transmission of his ideas. Though she acknowledges that Halliday awakened
“[clonsciousness, awareness, even vision” (209) within her, “what he had woken in her
grew so different that it could barely be recognized as reflections of thetisizugie
(211). In fact, it can be argued that Elizabeth’s laughter results in a pigherof
understanding, or at least a greater level of resilience, than Hallidagichieves, for
life’s absurdity overwhelms him to the point of suicide via automobile crash. Bhzgbe
able to at least go on, even in her depleted state and with the absurdities togedestr
Halliday delivered directly and obliviously by the doctor. In her final daysvall deal
one last time with her local priest, an even more aggressive purveyor of a ef/stem
meaning that falls short of encompassing her reality.

She and the priest have a history. This history is perhaps the one area of
Elizabeth’s rural, married life in which she did publicly resist, probablyusecégshe’d
been too short a time out of London” (163). She remembers the priest approaching her,
soon after she had married Reegan, for the requisite enlistment in the local chtpe
Legion of Mary. She declined in part because she sarcastically viewsgioa las “a
kind of legalized gossiping school to the women and a convenient pool of labour that the
priests could draw on for catering committees” (163). But perhaps more impsitant
fundamental desire for liberty and individuality cultivated during her time in Lonaah, a
contained in her curt response when the priest continues to press: “I dislike
organizations” (163).

That he sees her not as an individual person but simply a hard case is evidenced

by his obliviousness to her genuine affection for certain Catholic beliefstaald.r She
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loves the Stations of the Cross and the “beautiful, beautiful ceremonies of Holyy Week
(194). She reflects: “Christ on the road to Calvary, she on the same road” and sees “the
unendurable pettiness and degradation of her own fallings raised to dignity andgmeanin
in Christ’s passion” (194). She still considers herself a believer, “she’d orgyfalfen
away, some months of bitterness in London” (194), but her belief exists alongsate a
complex worldview that her environment cannot accommodate. Her consciousness
entertains the possibility that “[h]er life was either under the unimagizdtdieor the
equally unimaginable nothing; but in that reality it was under no lesser thing; and the
reality continued, careless of whether the human accident was a child waking@uprin t
or two people bored together” (59). Her local priest seems incapable of eithisisatige
such a view or accepting Elizabeth’s self-identifying with Christ's ielthe Passion. In
her final moments, tormented by pain and her own existential questions, he offers not
empathy or genuine dialogue but a directive that seems designed to assuage his
conscience rather than Elizabeth’s. If he once failed to force her into theysodali
perhaps now she will submit to his wishes.

In one of his last visits to Elizabeth, he again becomes aggressive, implering
to “pray to Mary” in part because Ireland is “one of the few nations in the woidd w
understand Her importance” (218). Elizabeth’s patience is depleted and shbajoes “
with resentment” (218). Rather than returning his aggression, however, sheesnagi
“the ridiculous village presbytery, the hideous Virgin Mary blue of doors and windows in
the whitewashed walls at the end of the lovely drive of limes...and she wanted to laugh”
(219). While she again does not laugh outwardly, she is able to defuse her resentment by

cognitively creating some ironic distance from the conversation. Her urge todtangs
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from her recognition of how the priest is “housed” by his public role as nationalist
champion of Mary. Her own experiences have demonstrated the limitations of such a
hermetic view. Upon laughing inwardly at the image of the presbytery, fébetse¢hat

her looming mortality is “hard enough to accept” but that it “was surely tharas
hardest thing to accept its interpretations from knaves and active fools and being
compelled to live in them as straitjackets” (219).

Ironically, while she cannot abide Mary’s public representative, Elizabitinse
great affection for the rosary. The nature of this affection, however, could bardly
shared in such a dogmatic environment. In her view, “what it meant didn’t matter,
whether it meant anything at all or not it gave the last need of her headegethe need
to praise and celebrate, in which everything rejoiced” (220). Elizabeth has can to f
meaning grounded in the act of speaking the prayers rather than in their referent.
Whereas the priest’'s home represents the “straitjacket” of his litetalanfining beliefs,
Elizabeth’s consciousness pursues more difficult questions. She appreciatessbut is a
wary of solidarity and the “dark comfort of the crowd huddled together for warmth in
their fear of what must not be named” (210). Her inward laughter detailed abaiNe ent
a vital recognition. Referring to the priest’s browbeating, she refldtts pe able to say
yes to that intolerant lunacy so as to be able to go your own way without noise or
interruption was to accept everything and was hardest of all to do” (219). Her ethhanc
perspective, catalyzed by inward laughter, enables her to recognizatbhsrast an
individual subject with her “own way” of facing mortality. She also percdives

broader irony of her circumstances: only by acceding can she resist.
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| have suggested that Elizabeth’s inward laughter leads to a greaht than
Halliday attained. The narrative also suggests that her private sedfyaisn through
public self-abnegation might produce more satisfactory outcomes than Reegamsiar
challenge to spurious authority in the book’s final scene. While he immolates his public
role as police Sergeant by finally unleashing his anger upon Quirke, his supecer, offi
Elizabeth'’s ironic consciousness allows her to turn away from attacking ttoe dodt
the priest. She is aware of her capability to “make a hell for herselivang@e about
her if she didn’t watch” (215). She recognizes that no one “had to move to her beck and
call, they were all free. They came to her out of their generosity or los&liaed surely
she should try to meet them with some graciousness” (215). Elizabeth’s desire for
“graciousness” may simply mask her continuing subservience within the barracks and
within a larger society that provides no possibility for a more complex publictigenti
James Whyte, for example, drawsTdre Barrackdo argue that while McGahern’s
writing provides “a picture of oppressed and victimised womanhood, particulargtinr
the figure of the stepmother, [his] fiction does not offer any narratives ohtibe”
(214). Although Elizabeth suffers within the stifling social roles of wii@ stepmother,
it is important to remember that Reegan hardly appears liberated once hefdhisee
maddening social role in the police force. When Guard Mullins excitedly axptzt
the district is already buzzing with the details of his humiliation of Quirkeg#ters
gloomy rather than triumphant. He is “quiet, a sort of bitterness and contempt on the face
that leaned towards the fire in the failing light” (232). He then fixes a staMullins
and says “It's always easy to make a Cuchulainn outa the other fellat,i3otin?”

(232). Mullins does not understand and his face even shows “a shade of terror” (232).
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Reegan certainly recognizes irony, but his violent challenge to public hiestes only
elicited further bitterness and contempt. In fact, it may even entail moene®las
Reegan seems willing to turn such contempt toward the innocent, if ingratiating, Mullins
By contrast, in a narrative that vividly documents her own physical and psychological
suffering, Elizabeth’s resolution not to transmit her pain to others is admirabéte, e
heroic. Self-reflexive laughter helps her accomplish this. She is stritvageboth men:
Halliday’s similarly restless and ironic consciousness leads to sthadgon; Reegan’s
admirable resilience and yearning for freedom are destructive to.othéfs has to be
“endured like a plague or transformed by acceptance” (69), only Elizabeth’s
consciousness appears to have the power to transform.

In finding the priest, the doctor, her husband, and others unwilling to truly see her,
Elizabeth tries to see herself. Her self-reflexive laughter at gterag of meaning
offered to her seems essential to what is perhaps her climactic aceegtarat it
means to live her own life. She reflects, “All real seeing grew into snalagf it
moved to speech it must be praise, all else was death, a refusal, a turningfoaekia
admit she knew nothing and was nothing in herself, a creature of swift passage, moving
into whatever reality she had, the reality she knew nothing about” (211). She concludes
that “[a]ll the apparent futility of her life in this barracks cameaat to rest on this sense
of mystery” (211).

Acceptance, rather than refusal, of this “sense of mystery” indicates got onl
Elizabeth’s resolve to “go on” but also the extent of her vision, which both expands
outward and penetrates inward. She sees her status as a unique subject even as she

observes her utter commonality: “if the reality is this: we have no life bubti@s—she
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could only reflect and smile, it must have been the same before her birth” (211-12).
Elizabeth glimpses the mystery that lies behind the systems of meaaitapke to her,
whether they be the clichéd optimism of the barracks, the social-climbing cemsm
of the doctor, or doctrinaire Catholic belief in God and an afterlifee Barracks
documents Elizabeth’s consciousness traversing the limits of such systenas eve
McGahern’s realism shows exactly how single-minded the representatistesh
systems could be in mid-century Ireland. Laughter seems essential tovneal and
vision in the face of such pressure, as it does for Young Mahoney in the climantc sc
of The Dark

Once he finally decides to leave the University and for a staid civilceejoi
with the Electrical Supply Board (E.S.B.), young Mahoney appears to reaclivtte pr
high ground necessary to experience pure laughter, even as some would say his public
ambition descends into the numbingly quotidian. Following a humiliating conversation
with the Dean of Residence, he feels a desire to “give savage expression to one
murderous feeling of defeat,” but he does not do so and instead notices “rage and futility
gradually subsiding as you walked through streets of that wet day” (188). This is a
indication that something has changed for young Mahoney, for the narrativeeddpeat
characterizes him as overwhelmed by hatred and “rage” toward those aroundhim. F
example, when his father disturbs him after confession, the narrator notes how “one wave
of violent hatred came choking over prayer and silence” (43). During his time with
Father Gerald, to whom he is sent to discuss a possible vocation, he is described as
follows: “You'd listened with increasing irritation and hatred” (74). Latehen Father

Gerald cruelly withholds any details of his own sins or struggles with faitimgyo
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Mahoney feels “[r]lage, you'd been stripped down to the last squalor” (75). As he helps
extricate his sister from the situation noted above, his feelings toward Ryan, he
employer, nearly explode into violence: “Rage rushed again. You wanted to smash
Ryan’s face in” (92). Once the two depart Ryan’s house, violence having beanlyparr
avoided, the narrator offers, “You went the same road back, rage seething” (95).
His contrasting restraint after the encounter with the Dean of Residkows
him to observe that emotions ebb and flow like the inevitable tides and that they can be
waited out. McGahern’s technigue again reinforces such a reading throughuk®smcl
of figurative language such as “wave” and “rushed” to describe the ctraaact
movement of emotions. The language related to Father Gerald also implies the
continuing assault on subjectivity. If young Mahoney’s identity is cripplepiabyarchy
at its most violent and authoritarian, Father Gerald simply continues thespindas
role as counsel to Catholic vocations. His vaguely sexual advances, combined with a
cold reticencé€,leave young Mahoney “stripped down” and in “the last squalor.” This
suggests that his laughter near the end of the narrative is in one sensetatyfiyite
survivor, the minimum confirmation of subjectivity and humanity amid such squalor.
The narrator reports:
You were walking through the rain of Galway with your father and you could
laugh purely, without bitterness, for the first time, and it was a kind of happiness,
at its heart the terror of an unclear recognition of the reality thabsdtse,

touching you with as much foreboding as the sodden leaves falling in this day, or
any cliché. (188)

"It should be noted that Fr. Gerald becomes rerbéykarthcoming after young Mahoney announces he
cannot pursue a vocation. Once the professional refused, he becomes deeply reflective and eve
shares his own spiritual doubts with young Mahotey,only with thecaveatthat he will “do Peter on this
in public before I'd admit it” (101).
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The passage displays McGahern'’s idiosyncratic syntax, which sometioses ca
difficulty for readers and critics. John Cronin believes that the author has “lost
objectivity and control” (The Darkis not Light Enough” 429) and Eamon Maher argues
that “the style is again imprecise here—the sentence never getaifutal destination”
(From the LocaR8). But “unclear recognition” is perhaps a hint that McGahern wishes
to shape the content of the passage accordingly, i.e., Young Mahoney remasisvtell
of a perfectly lucid and well framed view. Laughter is, however, undoubtedly connected
to his “recognition,” even if it lacks clarity. Young Mahoney’s laughter thastfons

not only “to preserve and shore up—to “stiffen”—a subjectivity at risk of digsalu

(Miller 63) but also to enhance perspective, even if only slightly. That itasel&
reflexive and connected to the emergence of an ironic consciousness may bd deduce
from its position in the narrative. It appears to be a response to young Mahoney’s
recognition of an irony in which he is implicated, but it also creates the nlstance he
needs to cope with the one authority to which the narrative grants a continuing
legitimacy: consanguinity.

The Darkappears to belaldungsromanwhich consequently sets up certain
expectations for readers, among them the idea that the narrator will makkisdroe
pivotal decision or assertion that forecasts a trajectory for his or heMd@&ahern’s
text undermines the latter with young Mahoney’s insights once he is able to bbld ba
rage and shame. Where he was once bitter at finding the trajectoriablavditough
the priesthood and the University unable to accommodate his growing consciousness, he
ironically discovers a kind of absurdity that lies behind his own role in delibe@tigrg

those trajectories. Just before the laughter noted above, the narrator ap\egs eecess
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to his thoughts: “You could go to the E.S.B. If it was no use you could leave again, and it
didn’t matter, you could begin again and again all your life, nobody’s liferwzae than

a direction” (188). Such a realization elicits his laughter because of howy deepl

narrative emphasizes “the pain and trauma of the process of choosing” (Sampson,
Outstaring68). Young Mahoney’s own reflection perhaps summarizes it best: “all this
deciding was a horror” (186). He can only laugh when he recognizes that the™bbrror
deciding may be real but in a way it makes no difference. The agony of the decision
which had so tormented his consciousness is dramatically deflated by hssressas

its implications.

While The Darks Irish setting, plot device of a possible vocation, and depiction
of University life have lead to some critics to make the obligatory connectitims wi
Joyce’sA Portrait of the Artist as a Young MakMcGahern’s technique here is more
profitably connected with a story such as “Araby,” with its memorable epypghamhich
the protagonist notes, “I saw myself as a creature driven and derided by aadityy
eyes burned with anguish and ang&®bitable48). The moment hinges on vision, as the
character is able to see himself from an ironic perspective previously nabléai
Where the protagonist of “Araby” witnesses a bitter irony and respondsvgén,a
Young Mahoney, after experiencing a series of humiliations far more drafiratlty
manages to respond with laughter. His “unclear recognition” of his own realtyalso
help him see through the implications other characters attach to the liveblaviai him:
certain salvation through the priesthood, upward mobility through the University, and
inalienable security through the E.S.B. Such things are not the inevitable &ttashm

a life; instead, they are ironically encompassed in young Mahoney'strafi¢hat
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“nobody’s life was more than a direction”. Stanley van der Ziel is suigy to note

that such a reflection shows McGahern combining Joycean epiphany with echoes of
Samuel Beckett. For Van der Ziel, the insight marks young Mahoney’s reoaght
“life can be a continual linking of repetitive failures” (114) This is a prolga
connection if one recalls how ironically affirming “failure” is in Bedlsepithy
admonition fromWorstward Ho “Ever Tried. Ever failed. No matter. Try again. Fail
again. Fail better.” (7).

At first glance, the brief final chapter @he Dark which immediately follows the
laughter detailed above, is difficult to accept in light of the opening chapter and the
narrative’s overall depiction of Mahoney. As van der Ziel notes, McGahern’s pratagoni
seems almost diametrically opposed to Stephen Dedalus: where Joyce’s hetersonsi
his soul’s imminent flight, young Mahoney appears to “plummet back down into his old
paternalistically controlled life” (116). Father and son are literallyad together again,
albeit for the last time. If this image is repellent in light of Mahonegifex actions, the
dialogue may be equally troublesome for readers, especially young Mahoney’
declaration of love and his expression that he “wouldn’t have been brought up any other
way or by any other father” (191).

Eileen Kennedy considers the close of the book “a quiet scene of reconciliation in
which the father asks the son for mutual forgiveness” (“The Road Away Bedoenes t
Road Back” 120). Mahoney may indeed be asking for forgiveness, but it is unclear
exactly what outward actions of his son would require “mutual” forgiveness, outside of
some typically adolescent recalcitrance. Exactly what is said icotheersation is less

significant, however, than young Mahoney’s calm negotiation of it. The “hiddeh fury
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(185) he felt toward his father is replaced by “morbid fascination” (189). Hidiba
rage is replaced by cool observation: he notices “some obscenity” about hi's fatigp
johns alongside small details such as “the curly hair of the leg between [kneekéeid a
(189). The narrator then gives access to young Mahoney’s thoughts: “Memohes of t
nightmare nights in the bed with the broken brass bells came, and it was strange how the
years had passed, how the nights were once, and different now, how this night'd probably
be the last night of lying together” (189).

The artless language such as “strange” and “different” may be indicdta
wounded and fragile consciousness trying to protect itself, but it is a consciotsess
through laughter, has not only asserted its survival but achieved a becalmed iperspect
from which young Mahoney can quietly outmaneuver his father and allow the older
man’s words to stand in their euphemistic absurdity. This is again demondirateght
McGahern'’s technique, which pares away everything but dialogue in order ¢ mirr
Young Mahoney'’s stoic acceptance of what he is and might be. Given the narative’
realistic depiction of Mahoney’s violence, readers might justifiably finccbghemisms
such as “Tempers were lost” to be infuriating, but it is important to note thag youn
Mahoney remains calm and expresses none of the rage and hatred that haerizlearact
his responses to his father and other characters. When Mahoney says, “Th@@dere
times and bad between us, as near everywhere, but it's not what counts much,” (190) his
son simply agrees. When his father reflects, “That was one good day we had,we day
went to the Royal Hotel,” the son shares none of the angst or humiliation documented
earlier in the narrative. Instead, he simply says, “It was a good dayykedrthat day

very much” (190).



54

If young Mahoney appears to simply accede and say what his father wants to
hear, he does so knowingly. If his laughter entails recognition of the “rethlaysets
him free, its connection to “terror” may indicate that his tyrannical fahmaams a part
of this reality, one who can never be fully rejected because young Mahoney cagxctot rej
the blood flowing in his veins. McGahern uses the physical proximity of the two men to
illustrate this inescapable blood bond and the need to come to terms with consanguinity.

The true “reconciliation” that occurs here is the tenuous one between young
Mahoney and the Mahoney within him. The narrative quietly illustrates the
characteristics the son shares with the father. The scene described abone) imew
and his sister argue over their futures, details his predatory tenderndims:ybu saw
how she drew away from your violence...it was only with someone simple and weak you
were able to be violent” (105). This is made more explicit when he is preparimg for t
Scholarship exam which will determine his access to the University. He cannot cont
his anger as his younger siblings enjoy themselves while their fathwtr of the house:
“No matter how you tried resentment rose, and you cried at them in rage...You were the
tyrant in place of Mahoney now” (111). By the end of the narrative, young Mahoney
may be set free not only by his placid, post-laughter perspective but also by the
recognition that negotiation with his “inner Mahoney” cannot be eschewed alotigside
authorities of the priesthood and the University. He can see that even the ityrsvers
promise of escape into a “dream” (172) of intellectual fulfilment cannot heeda
without a metaphorical “getting into bed” with his father. If Eileen Kenngdprrect
that in “McGahern’s world, sons dwmt become like their fathers” [Italics original]

(“Sons and Fathers” 74), the final imageltie Darkingeniously represents an essential
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step in such a process of becoming (or not becoming, as it were). Where the young
Mahoney once evaded this reality by asserting that “no one finally knew rmgngihout
himself or anybody” (150), at the end of the narrative his perspective opensfa real, i
painful, avenue into understanding himself. As hateful as it might be, he must first be
intimate with the “Mahoney within” if he is to understand how it might inform the
trajectory of his life.

Self-Reflexive Laughter inThe Pornographer

One such trajectory may lead to the adult life of the narrator in McGaheunth f
novel The Pornographemublished in 1979. While earlier novels and stories often
represent victims of child abuse or institutional Catholic oppression, here theopistag
is in some ways a perpetrator. He earns his living by writing pornographytexthe
includes excerpts of his work, which clearly causes difficulty for readefsas Michael
Toolan, who finds McGahern choosing “a narrow and unimpressive fictional mode,
which the reader finds at first disturbing, later degrading, and finallysiegtl(54).

More challenging for contemporary readers, many of whom might find the pophmigra
excerpts to be as mundanely unremarkable as they would have been shockingly
remarkable a few decades before (drawing our attention to this factlis@ueeof
McGahern’s purposes in including them) is the narrator’s reflection that, sgeski
himself, “the dead of heart can afford to be violent” (13). The narrator, wounded by his
rejection at the hands of a woman he loved, withdraws into an emotional passiildy sim
to that of the protagonists ®he Dark “Hearts of Oak and Bellies of Brass,” or “The
Recruiting Officer”. While the narrators of the latter two storiesraggicated in cycles

of violence as they stand aside and watch the abuse of a homeless man and the thrashing
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of a schoolboy, respectively, the narratoiTbe Pornographedirectly inflicts some
emotional pain himself when he cruelly rejects both his lover Josephine and their
newborn child. Alongside this, however, is the tenderness and commitment the narrator
shows toward his uncle and dying aunt. He visits her regularly and spends a small
fortune on brandy, which is the only thing that comforts her while she is in hospital
suffering from cancer. The narrator’s genuine affection for his aunt extenydad the
personal and into the stoic, rural values she and her brother represent. Theact,
Pornographertraces the narrator’s cognitive move from a critical view of such sdtue
one in which he can detect the irony in his desire to “espouse” them by marrysey Nur
Brady and moving back to the northern Irish midlands of his youth. His laughter at the
end of the narrative is especially self-reflexive because he recogimebe “deadness

of heart” which characterizes his life in Dublin is simply an adopted posture in an
environment mostly devoid of the honesty and unaffected worldview he observes in his
aunt and uncle.

The narrative develops the urban world of Dublin as one defined by pretense. A
continual emphasis on clothing cues readers to this component of city life. Thernarra
notes Josephine’s “expensive brown leather coat and matching handbag” (36) as they
depart the Metropole. He remarks on her “elegant tweed costume” (51) on the night of
their next meeting.

Maloney’s “costumes” are even more dramatically emphasized. If theivarrat
will eventually expose Josephine’s hesitation at assuming the role of independent

sexually liberated urban woman, Maloney appears as a gleeful chansiegnfall
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advantage of the freedom to dress the part. His first appearance in the nerchtdes

the following description.
He was in his all-tweed oultfit, long overcoat and matching suit, gold watch-chai
crossing the waistcoat which had wide lapels. The small hat was tweetl, as we
“English country”, and much the same colour as the coat and suit, a dead briar

brown. The bow-tie was discreetly florid and the highly polished oxblood boots
positively shone. (25)

Later, he wears a “beautifully cut dark pinstripe, hand-tailored black shaéestip| a

wine kerchief falling nonchalantly from the breast pocket” (124). And stili, ldie

narrator relates that “[flor the hot day he wore baggy flannels, an expensiggbd

corduroy jacket, and his buttoned-down shirt was open enough to reveal a wealth of grey
hair on the chest” (132).

The characters’ costumes include language suited to the roles. The narrator
wonders why Josephine sometimes speaks with “a touch of an American accent” (57)
She acknowledges having “spent half her life at the pictures” (57) and appbarsoiv
slang such as “O boy” from Hollywood films and her two best friends, the Aamaric
Betty and Janey, who display their progressive credentials by endorsimagrtator’'s
profession and disregarding the couple’s age difference (the narrator isegight y
younger than Josephine). Maloney’s aforementioned “English country” look is
accompanied by the greeting “Ahoy, old boy” as he mimics “an English agoiat
unsuccessfully” (25). Later, when Maloney shows up at his aunt’s funeral, th@narrat
finds him grinning “ear to ear beneath [a] big hat, mimicking a Negro bluestacce
(240). The narrator sardonically describes the environment in the Elbow Inn, where
Maloney holds forth with his stable of pornographers on Friday nights: “There was a

tradition of wit on those Fridays which resulted in a killing and artificialt@di(76).
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Though they write pornography, the group is distinguishable from other white-colla
Dubliners only because their “dress was perhaps that bit more attractivelgss” (76).

The pretense of such characters, especially Maloney, is punctured by those who
represent a kind of rural authenticity. While the narrator’s uncle and auntieave t
flaws and blind spots (his uncle’s absolute view of marriage as a pointlessemizmy
and his aunt’s reflexive defense of her feckless husband Cyril are two eggrtipeawo
clearly see through the veils of clothing and posturing that characteribedkis urban
dwellers. His uncle finally meets Maloney near the end of the novel and pabitely
that he “seemed a bit overdressed for the part” (241). Nurse Brady also sagh thr
Maloney, remarking that it is “as if he’s always racing to keep up with steaeaf
himself that he never quite catches” (214). The narrator’s aunt observesicalig but
accurately that “[i]f you were to strip off those city manners you’d firad both of you
[the narrator and his uncle] are the exact same breed. What passes for quiet is
stubbornness and you're both thick as ditches” (73).

While such comments direct readers in the novel’s critique of pretense, the events
of the narrative and the actions of the characters also illustrate thegmeesist what
M.M. Bakhtin calls “authoritative discourse” in persons who attempt to play eliffer
roles® Josephine struggles to maintain her posture of sexually liberated woman by
continuously repeating, in order to reassure herself, that she does not “fiychtgaiil or
anything” (42) after intercourse with the narrator. But sex stilliftts a more
traditional, even Catholic mode for her, evidenced by her refusal to use birth control and

her absolute certainty that she loves the narrator. In a statement that coneline

8 Bakhtin writes that “the authoritative word is &ted in a distanced zone, organically connectel avit
past that is felt to be hierarchically higherisltso to speak, the word of the fathers. Itsaitthwas
alreadyacknowledgedh the past. It is prior discourse” (342).
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traditional view and her willfulness, she tells the narrator, “I have so muclidoyeu
that | believe you will come to share some of it, no matter how hard you tghtatfi
(67). One night, just after sexual intercourse, she reflects on what she hasdsseg, mi
saying, “l don’t know what | was doing all those years, making the nineysridaing to
the Sodality, out on the streets with the Legion of Mary, always in for nine when my
uncle was saying the Rosary” (79). However, the following morning, when théanarra
excuses himself from spending Sunday with her, she says, “I think I'll go to Mashéi
other people” (82). Itis an ironic moment which undermines Josephine’s mockery of
Catholic ritual and dismantles her veneer of urban values.

Although readers ofhe Pornographeare likely troubled by the narrator’s
absolute refusal to see the child he conceives with Josephine, his reasons foo doéng s
not entirely invalid. Josephine, like the narrator, seems to have adopted a predatory sense
of values herself, and he surely recognizes her desire for him to see hasdmidther
calculating maneuver by the “fierce and determined gambler” (Sampsitstaring146)
lurking beneath the generous and maternal lover. As Eamon Maher points out, Josephine
“Iis in many ways an unsympathetic and manipulative woman who knows full well the
probable consequences of her actioksbd(n the Locabl). While the narrator seeks
only sex, perhaps at his best he looks for it to be some kind of mystical experience that
takes the participants briefly beyond time. Josephine, on the other hand, uses sex to win
love, children, and marriage for herself. This idea is developed through the gamuling a
horseracing language used to characterize sexual relationships throughout the novel

The narrator describes the Metropole dance floor as pervaded by adtdrese

fair and the hunt and the racecourse” (31). He sees in Josephine a “wonderful healthy
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animal” (34). Such terms eventually resonate sardonically through the larger
implications of human relationships. After the two have sex for the first timghlnse
relates a humiliating story of her only other sexual experience prior tangnéet
narrator. Her partner had ignored her crying and got out of bed to check raaitsg res
his colossal indifference to her emotions is contained in the remark “I've isstdnthe
crossed treble by a whisker” (41). The remark accumulates a crushin@ timg
narrative proceeds, echoing through Josephine’s plotting for and near-miss of her own
“crossed treble” of love, marriage, and children, as well as through leessarefrain of
“O boy, | sure picked a winner” once she understands the narrator’s unwillingness t
submit to her plans for their future.

Maloney’s actions also draw a reader’s attention to the traditional Wiekisg
beneath his joyfully amoral view of his work and sexuality in general. rvitee
narrator’s stubborn refusal to see his child leads to a beating at the hands of Michae
Kavanagh, the head of the family Josephine is staying with in London, Maloney
comments, “I'm glad you got beaten up. You’'ll get beaten up many times. Yowealeser
to get beaten up” (244). As Eamon Maher points out, although “he likes to think of
himself as a liberal, Maloney at times betrays a very strongstfaaoral
righteousness”Hrom the LocaK9). While he is controlling, protean and perhaps even
more hypocritical than Josephine, Maloney is not, however, entirely a windbagt, In fa
his challenging of the protagonist’s changing views at the end of the vatnatps
readers understand how the latter’s laughter is self-reflexive.

The remnants of the narrator’'s own assimilation of Catholic discourse may

emerge when he asks Maloney, “Haven't | done enough?”, thus implying that his
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physical wounds from Kavanagh’s beating atone for the emotional ones he may have
inflicted on Josephine (243). Maloney, however, goes beyond Kavanagh’s basic premise
that the narrator should physically pay for “having his fun”: “Don’t think you'rehséds
clean by the beating. Don’t imagine you've been washed in the blood of the lamp or a
of those cathartic theories. Don’t try to slip out in any of those ways. | know 48).(
Though oblivious to the fact that the narrator was simply treating sex acctvding
model provided in the pornography he himself publishes, Maloney reminds the narrator
that his adopted role of Dublin apostate precludes invoking atonement here. While he
does so in part for selfish reasons, Maloney persists in holding the narrator daleounta
for his cynical worldview in a way that helps the latter laugh at himselen/he
narrator says, “I'm thinking of proposing marriage to a woman and coming back here”
(250), Maloney mocks such a resolution: “O sweet suffering Switzerland. Weatkust
about it. There’'s a good hotel in Kells, if | can be seen with you so close taxDubli
Your outer aspects reflect accurately what must be an appalling inner muélan”
(251). In yet another irony, the role-playing, protean Maloney cannot accept the
protagonist’s attempt to discard his urban posture of the existentialist wemaniz
Maloney’s caustic humor appears to help the narrator see how easily zae gorl
summarized his role on the Dublin “stage” can be. More importantly, it leads to
recognition that he is not simply acting in an innocuous play; in fact, his chosengole ha
been quite injurious to others and even to his own subjectivity.

He reflects that by “not attending, by thinking any one thing was as worth doing
as any other, by sleeping with anyone who’d agree, | had been the causaiohgmm

and confusion and evil as if | had actively set out to do it. | had not attended properly”
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(251). Perhaps more importantly, he admits, “[b]Jroken in love, | had turned back, let the
light of imagination almost out” (251). The narrator recognizes, first, how di#gtrac
pure selfishness can be. While he had thought his world-weary, knowing reticence
protected others, he now observes that such passivity is as destructive astthe wil
violence, a recognition that may elude the narrators of “Hearts of Oak dret Bél
Brass” and “The Recruiting Officer.” He also recognizes that such a véseris him
and nearly destroys his imagination, which is perhaps as close as a profousdaiglphy
writer such as McGahern might come to naming what some might callahié ¢s the
“spirit.” While his emotional wounding at the hands of his ex-lover was leggirhat
responded by assuming a public persona that actually warped and corrupted him further
deepening those wounds within himself to the point of gravely threatening eleshents
his humanity such as his imagination.

In the midst of such reflections as he travels the road back to Dublin with
Maloney, the narrator grits his teeth “to try to stop the fit of laughtemiseaéhurt so
much, but the very pain was making it all the more impossible to stop” (252). Laughter
literally pains him here because of Kavanagh’s disfiguring of his facéh&umore it
hurts, the more he laughs. His accompanying observations, detailed above, are hardly
funny and in fact may be called entirely unhappy, thus bringing the laughtesibsze
to Beckett's notion of thasus purus That he can laugh upon reflecting that he had
brought “evil” to others and had nearly destroyed his own imagination suggestscthat s
laughter is a powerful response, capable of “stiffening’ the self againsedangrking
that minimal ‘spatial’ difference between conscious life and the puemsxity of dead

nature” (Miller 63). His laughter also appears to entail an especiati irecognition
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for a character whose worldview Maloney sarcastically summarsz&acken day with
night. Tell the nodding plants they’ll grow just as well in the shade as surll itisghe
sweet quality of the mind, so forget the fucking circumstances, brother” (251).

Though he does not admit it to Maloney, upon laughing the narrator
acknowledges to himself and readers that he has “a fierce need to pray,dtfy mys
Maloney, my uncle, the girl, the whole shoot” (252). He seems to recognize that his
desire to pray brings together many of the narrative’s ironies. Wherer pnéght once
have represented the restrictive moral guidelines of the Church or a tedalus r
conservatism, he circles back to it after discovering the limits of urbaaldéberation
and protean social behavior. The extension of his vision allows him to see prayer in light
of one of Elizabeth Reegan’s favorite refrains, borrowed from Halliday: &me $Hut
different” (204). If the narrator can be different he can also creatéegetif kind of
prayer. While he had once defended his predatory sexual practices as simgiaddre
an instinct, “a need—like food or drink” (56), he now wishes to apply himself to the more
gracious and humanizing religious instinct, even though he remains a committet athei

He also recognizes that he has perverted the stoicism of his aunt and uncle into
passivity, solipsism, and pornography: now he will revisit their stoicism and bggin
in a way that might allow a legitimate relationship with another person.eWtd
cannot happen with Josephine, he will risk proposing to Nurse Brady, though it has taken
him some time to recognize the depth beneath her unaffected exterior. He ngargins
of her worldview for much of the narrative, evidenced by a conversation betweerthe tw
regarding the narrator’'s aunt. Nurse Brady tells the pornographer thahhislaould

have been dead about six months ago” (215). The exchange continues:
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“She has this fierce will to live. | don’'t understand it.”

“Life is very sweet.”

“I suppose it depends on how you're situated in it. It can be sweet,” these were
the sort of conversations that made me wince but | still fell into. (215)

The narrator’s worldview is clearly exposed in just a few lines here. Hendbesiite
understand the source of his aunt’s resilience because he does not see liferttyinhere
worthy of such tenacity. Not only that, but Nurse Brady’s comment makesihite w
because it is a threat to his insistence on such a dark view. He can only seelé@ as fac
and clichéd at this point in the narrative.

Though he may struggle with her recitation of aphorisms such as “life i$,’swee
the narrator detects an important quality in Nurse Brady even before he becomes
acquainted with her. On the ward to visit his aunt, he overhears her laughter and admires
its “confident affirmation of itself against everything vulnerable anddiegeand dying”

(49). Especially important is the self-reflexive element. Her laughref itself” and,

by extension, the self which laughs. Laughter in such a place is not intended to mock
those afflicted with mortal illness; instead, it is a genuine and valid respotise
absurdity and fragility of existence, one perhaps echoed by the narrataristzen she
finally returns home to die. During the trip, the narrator notes that she isi¢pHgct

gay” and harasses her brother with “sharp wit” (223).

Though he plans to propose marriage to Nurse Brady, the narrator resolves to
accept her answer with a resilience for going forward borrowed fronuhisaad uncle.

He laconically describes his new approach to potential rejection: “The wond stop.
There’d be a chance of real adventure lost. I'd be sorry” (251).
He has brought together stoicism with a modicum of hope and a new acceptance

of pure possibility. He recognizes, in a way that Josephine and Maloney seemeunawar
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of even as they themselves experience it, how the “old instincts” break threemghsv
society appears to leave them behind and that such instincts need not be wholly
oppressive. He has recognized and accepted his aunt’s assessment of whatléy be
his “city manners”—a character that shares much with his uncle and would dddette
come to terms with this fact. He even understands how he is implicated in one of his
earlier reflections: “All the doctrines that we had learned by hedrtauld not
understand and fretted over became laughingly clear. To find we had to lose: the road
away becomes the road back” (203). In fact, his recognition of this is anothaa#tin
that he is an individual subject. He can only laugh at himself, for accepting such
seemingly tired aphorisms was once impossible. They were meanimglessand
fueled his urban, world-weary mockery. Now he laughs at his failure to see iinto the
depths, even though such a view would have been impossible without his intervening
experience of the empirical. Circling back to them, the narrator can now seadhat
authoritative discourses are not as dogmatic as he thought, even grakiég slich as
“life is sweet.” His own process of living has restored an individual meanithgma. t

Like Elizabeth Reegan, who sees through the doctrinal duty of the rosary into the
capacity of words to encompass her basic human need to praise and celebrate, the
pornographer’s urge to compose a prayer for “the whole shoot” suggests that he too has
penetrated into the mystery of himself as well as the systems of meamimgnsling
him. The language and images at the close of the narrative quietly reinfoereghasis
on vision. Rain falls on the road ahead, but the narrator notes “the powerful wipers
sweeping it imperiously aside as soon as it spotted the shining arcs, swegping a

sweeping” (251). More importantly, a phrase from Nurse Brady enters ik ‘fifiou’d
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have seen me if you had been paying attention” (251). He knows that his solipsism had
reached the point of crippling his outward vision, a condition ironically echoed by the
injuries from his beating, as he explains to his uncle, “I can only see properly out of one
eye” (239).

The pornographer has not fully recovered from his physical or psychological
injuries, but he absorbs Maloney'’s jibes and articulates a desire to chaegerte of
his life. Where he had once incorporated intolerable loss into himself by becoieat
of heart”, he will now try to “make a go of it” (251) with Nurse Brady, evenrgsults in
another failure. He also admits that his choice to express himself as asipbssible
through pornography was indicative of his warped vision. The eftdePornographer
suggests that he will find new ways to work with the materials of memory aguadge
and thus forecasts the primary concerns for the following two chapters otidys st

As the narrator and Maloney become quiet, the image of his uncle disembarking
from the train returns to him. It is the same image which opened the novel and suggests
that the narrator is about to initiate a re-vision of all that he has observed,lveragm
and told. As he is now willing to “fail again” or “fail better” in a relationshiphaNurse
Brady, he also seems willing to “fail better” in his narration of this stdhe challenge
facing him now is what to do, or re-do, with the fragment of memory that has returned to
him. Self-reflexive laughter, having asserted his subjectivity and contritauted t
restoration of his vision, might give rise to more productive use of such fragments.
Rather than degrading his intolerable past by resorting to pornography, trg taill

elevate it through something more like prayer.



67

Chapter 3: Memory and the Burden of Interpretation

| have argued that self-reflexive laughter helps John McGahern’s ararassert
their subjectivity, improve their perspective, and avoid responding to violence with
violence. If laughter helps the subject survive the intolerable, memories of such
experiences create a new set of problems for the survivor, especially wheinedmuith
the extraordinary power given to memory in McGahern’s fictional world. Hisactexs
and narrators remark frequently on the mind’s capability for clarifyingwvifying
images from the past.

The pornographer states early on that an event becomes “part of our lifenagain i
the memory” where it is “doomed to live far more vividly than in the taking place’ (13)
The narrator of “Gold Watch” remembers an event from his childhood and distinguishes
memory from experience: “How clearly everything sang now set freleebglistance of
the years, with what heaviness the actual scenes and days had weghedt€d
Stories219). In “The Wine Breath,” memory has a similar clarifying capalalitg may
even offer something that transcends time. The protagonist, an aging pries¢neease
the shockingly vivid return of an image from his childhood, and the narrator claims that
the memory “during the years he carried it around with him lost the slietterden of
the everyday [and] had become light as the air in all the clarity of lightaslall
timeless, and seemed at least a promise of the eteGulé¢ted Storied85). Itis as if
the image accrues radiance as it lies unaccessed by the mind and vgrgfferarthe
protagonist evidence of God’s existence. Memory’s apparent power to ovencame t
this and other McGabhern fictions has elicited critical comparisons to M2mwest;

Denis Sampson calls “The Wine Breath” a “perfect Proustian exer€sgstaringl7)
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and Eamon Maher notes that any mention of “memory regained will inevitablg avit
comparison with Proust, one of McGahern'’s favorite writeffsbiin the LocaP0).
McGahern also admired Samuel Beckett’'s commentary on Prasth contains a
description of involuntary memory that, while hardly direct, certainly helgxplain
experiences of memory like that detailed in “The Wine Breath” and alludedtieb
other characters mentioned above.
Involuntary memory is explosive, ‘an immediate, total, and delicious
conflagration.’ It restores, not merely the past object, but the Lazarus that i
charmed or tortured, but more because less, more because it abstractsithe usef
the opportune, the accidental, because in its flame it has consumed Habit and all

its works, and in its brightness revealed what the mock reality of experierare ne
can and never will reveal—the real. (BeckBtpust20)

The access to the “real” offered by memory, especially through itsyabifiabstract”
certain things and burn away others, can act as a restorative for someecbarBoe
protagonist of “The Wine Breath” is briefly refreshed; in the immedid&zrabth of his
experience he feels “purged of all tiredness [and] eager to begin life &5&1)” The
narrator ofThe Leavetakinga teacher ensconced a quiet moment while his students toll
in silence, notes “what a coffin this schoolroom would be without the long withdrawing
tide of memory becoming imagination” (45). This restorative quality is, howef¥eef o

by the risks associated with such a powerful, even intoxicating, notion of memory. As
Aengus Woods puts it, “\[m]emory always brings with it the possibility of ®eponses,
nostalgia and regret” (71). An extreme example of the latter appearsShp-p,” in

which the protagonist spends part of every day doing imaginary labor on the property in
Ireland he lost many decades beforeThe BarracksElizabeth Reegan wrestles with

not only nostalgia and regret but also experiences memory’s capability farh@haing

° In an interview with Sampson, McGahern calls thelb“very interesting” but also suggests that éll4
more about Beckett than it tells about Proust” (8san, “Conversation” 17).
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the present. The narrator notes her eagerness for a relationship with Reegatagn the
she meets him; she enters a chapel but is unable to translate her longing @ttorgpm
appropriately religious: “she could get herself to say no formal prayérerafabits and
acceptances lost in an impassioned tumult of remembering” (14).

The “tumult of remembering” can be a distraction not only from duty but also
from more difficult problems of being. As Elizabeth later asks, {ag there use
remembering can go on forever” (88) [Italics added]. Her question suggesisrbat
conscious engagement with the materials of memory is necessary in ordedtthavoi
risks of nostalgia and regret. Even in narratives where McGahern depicts the intens
return of those materials, such as “The Wine Breatfhar Leavetakinghe also
dramatizes the struggle to interpret and understand them. In a sense, this stragg
investigation of the problem of history within the microcosm of an individual
consciousness, and may thus be profitably connected with the thinking of twentieth
century philosophers who study hermeneutics, such as Hans-Georg Gadamer and Paul
Ricoeur.

Several key points from Gadamer’s study of how human consciousness
understands the past undergird my readings of McGahern’s fictions. He &gues t
“[u]lnderstanding begins...when something addressesTuati{ and Metho®98) and
goes on to say that one’s goal should be to “listen to tradition in a way that petmits
make its own meaning heard” (304). This does not entail passivity; rather, is®ugge
both the capability of history or memory to initiate dialogue and the respowysibitite
individual to attend to what is said. This raises another question, however, clearly

articulated by the pornographer when he notes that he had not “atpgngedy’
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[Emphasis added] (251). Gadamer helps to explain the distinction when he points out
that the “hermeneutical consciousness culminates not in methodological safeness
itself, but in the same readiness for experience that distinguishes expnsrcéom

the man captivated by dogma...this readiness is what distinguishes histaif=adted
consciousnessTfuth and Metho®55). For certain of McGahern’s characters, such as
Patrick Moran'’s father iThe Leavetakingr Moran inAmongst Women

“methodological sureness” usually means either affixing a certampretation to the

past or attempting to control it through silence. Both are misguided, for thag are
expression of the will to power rather than the desire to understand.

Gadamer’s famous metaphor for historical understanding is the “fusion of
horizons” of the past and present. However, he acknowledges that because “we are
always already affected by historyT'ruth and Metho@00), these horizons are actually
projections and that even the “horizon of the present is continually in the processgof bei
formed because we are continually having to test all our prejuditaegh(and Method
305). Even so, in “the process of understanding, a real fusing occurs—which means that
as the historical horizon is projected, it is simultaneously supersebiedh @nd Method
306). Joel Weinsheimer helps to clarify what Gadamer is attempting to work aut whe
he writes, “[Gadamer] regards understanding...as the kind of fusion that occurs in
metaphor, a fusion that respects plurality while not relinquishing claims of (&)

Within the individual mind, therefore, a memory, isolated but also enriched by
time, can almost become an Other (plurality) even as its links to identigyrémact
(unity). My own metaphor of “encompassing the intolerable” works along linese in

that the mind encircles a memory in order to both observe it and grant it itsespacas
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the present reality and that memory are fused inside a larger circl®cEahern’s
characters, the line which links the observer and the observed is narrative. Tibose w
successfully encompass the intolerable past turn away from dogmatcetaéons and
toward construction and revision of open-ended narratives. In doing so, they contend
with a question that also occupies Paul Ricoeur: “How is narrativity, as the ctinstruc
or deconstruction of paradigms of story-telling, a perpetual search for agsvol/
expressing human time [andpeoduction or creation of meani@dEmphasis added]
(“Creativity” 218).
| will trace this question through McGahern’s exploration of the individual mind’s
effort to encompass the intolerable past, emphasized in fiction from the méryiddle
parts of his career, and conclude with analysis of the capabilities of collective
community memory, which are foregrounded in later works. Alongside a turn toward
narrativity and revision, other criteria for a character’s success in enssimgpahe
intolerable also come from Gadamer. In addition to the “readiness for exqegriee
describes above, he goes on to elaborate on the characteristics of thefiegpér
person vs. that “captivated by dogma.”
[E]xperience is experience of human finitude. The truly experienced person is
one who has taken this to heart, who knows that he is master neither of time nor
the future. The experienced man knows that all foresight is limited and all plans

uncertain...Real experience is that whereby man becomes aware of hiefigite
(Truth and Metho51)

Characters such as Elizabeth Reegan and the protagonist of “The Wine Breath”
gain insight into finitude in their attempts to fuse the horizons of the present and past
through narrativity; however, both characters remain relatively isolatkthas their
insights do not or may not find expression. Patrick Moran, the protagoiiseof

Leavetakingachieves both insight into loss as well as the “readiness for experience”
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Gadamer describes. The novel then demonstrates the challenge of bhagiegdiness
to another person, in this case Patrick’s lover Isobel, whose own efforts tattnae’”
her past seem inscrutable to him. Two later stories, “A Slip-up” and “High Ground,”
illustrate McGahern’s effort to address the issue of memory outside the indimahahl
or within a marriage (or what might be called a “community of two”). Herexamimes
the risks and rewards of collective memory and posits a public role for a naap#tnle
of speaking for those whose voices are compromised by nostalgia or regret.

Loss, Memory, and the Individual Consciousness ifthe Barracks

and “The Wine Breath”

As | explained in Chapter 2, narrative urgency e Barrackstems from
Elizabeth’s imminent death. Even if, early in the novel, she occasionallyagmgetiie
idea that she can recover her health, these moments seem to carry a knowing
undercurrent of futility. The whole of the narrative is more accurately cieaized as
her struggle to make some sense of living, being, and personal history as thexezhrly f
date of her death draws closer. Although Elizabeth has moments of nostalgia, the
extreme urgency caused by a cancer diagnosis, combined with her existanisity,
push her toward the more difficult questions of interpretation that accompany memory
McGahern’s fictional world.

After her doctor recommends hospitalization in Dublin, Elizabeth sits in a café
and considers her situation, knowing full well what his advice implies. She feels she
must “try to grip the table or something, for it was absolutely inconceivalilstitha
could die. What was it all about? Where was she going? What was she doing? What

was it all about?” (85). The latter phrase echoes a refrain of Michaedl&ledlj one
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uttered frequently after “the affair between them had already fgi&g"” “What the hell
is all this living and dying about anyway, Elizabeth?” (85).

While Halliday is long dead, his words retain their vitality, embodied through
Elizabeth and her recitation and revision of them. Another of his phrases, “the same but
different,” even appears to become Elizabeth’s own, such that it is not negessaril
accompanied by remembered images of him, but instead simply occurs to her as she
attempts to understand something. This component of her consciousness illustrates
McGahern’s working out of what Paul Ricoeur describes as the challengmgfit
“human time,” which is “to live between the private time of our mortality and thequbili
time of language” (“Creativity” 221). Ricoeur goes on to say that “gbscover
meaning we must return to the multilayered sedimentations of language, toripiex
plurality of its instances, which can preserve what is said from the destrott
oblivion” (229). Halliday’s words have an enduring public quality (even if only within a
community of two), but as long as Elizabeth is alive she must accept not only their
persistence but also their semantic shifts. In this case, the narratés tbpbf[s]he had
hung upon his words but they had different meaning then, she had seen them as the end
of love, she was seeing them now with her own life” (86). Elizabeth recognizes that
meaning must be continualtg-discovered; she is in dialogue with Halliday’s words
from the past and seems capable of letting such words speak rather than siigppiygass
meaning to them in a simplistic or controlling way. His question about living and dying
catalyzes what will be a genuine attempt to understand how her past, egpieeiall
relationship with Halliday, is linked to the intolerable diagnosis implied bydiogor’'s

recommendation.
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Where the narrative proceeds from here establishes Elizabeth’s ingreasi
recognition that théossof Halliday is the most important memory to consider. She
seems to be working through the idea that what one has to “learn through suffaohg is
this or that particular thing, but insight into the limitations of humanity” (Gadanneth
and Method351). Given time and solitude in the café, she initially recalls the “richness
and happiness of that summer and early autumn” (87) in which they fell in love and the
excitement of “the concerts, the theatres, the first restaurants sheehdien in with
wine and waiters” (88). However, she quickly disrupts the flow of such images: “Three
week-ends they spent. ...But was there use, remembering can go on forelrangéid;
it came to nothing. Halliday changed, as quietly as a blue sky can turn to cloud” (88). It
is almost as if the optimism and joy of those early weekends with Hallrdagoa
commonplace that an ellipsis can stand in for them. Her question regarding thefutilit
memory suggests that she wants and expects something more from it thananostadgi
narrative form reflects her priorities in light of the news from the doctdmileVlizabeth
recounts the happy events of her relationship with Halliday in a paragraph, #tesaarr
now devotes seven pages to detailing its demise. She turns away from pleasant
indulgence of memory and towards the more difficult task of interpreting loss.

These memories provide the raw material through which she might deepen her
understanding of being. As she considers one of the evenings they spent attay Hall
“changed,” she asks, “Why couldn’t he have let her go on in her illusions? Everything
was stripped down to the bone now and there was the pure nothingness that he’d spoken
about. Nothing could ever stay alive, nothing could go on living” (90). Her recognition

is painful and deceptively simple. In fact, she has extended her vision past and through
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her illusions to a sense of how she is joined to other living things by finitude. Moreover,
memories of the end of her relationship with Halliday raise important questioner.
Were the real problems faced and solved or declared insoluble or were they not
simply lived in the changes of her life? She could live her life through in its

mystery, without any purpose, except to watch and bear witness. She did not
care. She was alive and being was her ridiculous glory as well as he(®&in.

After the extraordinary suffering and physical pain of treatment in Dublimabeth
comes to a less assured but perhaps more valuable means of “bearing vatness” t
memory.

As she recovers from surgery under watchful nurses, she experiences “such ease
and peace and [a] sense of everything being cared for” (134). The inside \ogwggr
by the narrator show Elizabeth using this respite to organize her memorieimtood
reverse chronology beginning with “Reegan and the children and the policemen and the
river flowing past the barracks and the ash trees” and proceeding througbrkeém w
London, the affair with Halliday, and on to “[flarther away mornings when shawas
country child and rising with the larks to go down to the sheep paddocks with a sweet can
for mushrooms” (135). Most importantly, as with Halliday’s refrains, Elitabeclines
to affix a certain interpretation to such a narrative. She simply setetenaloses
materials into it. She concludes that “it was all so mysterious and straghge a
unknowable; and it did not burden her, she confronting it as dispassionately as it
confronted her” (135). She seems to have relinquished the will to power over memory,
which might be expressed through a desire for certain meaning. Elizabetbohas a
achieved a way of looking at memory such that it is not only less burdensome but also
less overwhelming than the “tumult” of the chapel noted earlier. Furthermore, her

reverse narrative links losses, such as that of her country childhood and Halliday, with
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her present and ongoing life with Reegan and his children in the barracks. This
contiguity may not trace a perfect logic but it does trace a life. Elizabspen-ended
narrativity mediates between the horizon of the past and the horizon of the present,
between plurality and unity. The narrator leaves no doubt that Elizabeth has leasned
to bear witness in a valuable way, noting that “surely this way she saw was @ ki
human triumph” (136).

Even such triumphs are short-lived, however. Among Elizabeth’s late insights is
the following passage, which sums up much of what she has learned in considering her
life and memory.

Sometimes meaning and peace come but | lose them again, nothing in life is ever

resolved once and for all but changes with the changing life, calm had to be

fought for through pain, and always when it was given it was both different and

the same, every loss had changed it, and she could be sure it never came to stay,
because she was still alive. (204)

Elizabeth articulates a view of meaning, which “comes” rather than desogvered
through a systematic search, similar to Gadamer’s assertion that ‘pheuepiof
understanding is not something we do but something that happens to us. It is the effect of
history” (Weinsheimer 35). She notes that a living observer’s position is nevbr fina
fixed in regard to history as well as the privileged place of loss in thatyhigttailiday’s
language (“the same but different”) survives him; it is revised and seslynle
incorporated into Elizabeth’s own reflection. She acknowledges that the burden of
interpretation persists and that resolution can be final only with death.

As | suggested in Chapter 2, the tragic threathiea Barrackemerges from

Elizabeth’s inability to find expression for such idéasShe has arrived at a nuanced

9 The novel includes one extraordinary attempt bgableth to write a letter, which | will examine in
Chapter 4’s discussion of inscription.
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understanding of what it means to bear withess to memory, but the ideas exdressed a
are likely too threatening to the narrow world of the policemen, their wives, and
especially Reegan, who can consider little but what is immediately befor@amely,
his supervisor and the impediments to his escaping the police force). Elizabeth’s
environment precludes a human relationship that can accommodate her understanding of
the inexorable process of becoming. In a devastating irony, the one person who could
accommodate it (Halliday) had to be lost for her to fully recognize this ne€@hén
Wine Breath,” from his 1978 collectio@etting ThroughMcGahern depicts a similarly
isolated character struggling with memory but does so from a slightly nusireespoint
of view. Wherea3 he Barracksffers relatively clear guidance for readers via
Elizabeth’s sincerity and thoughtfulness as well as through a sympatagttor, “The
Wine Breath,” especially its ending, may leave them uncertain as to hoassfudly the
protagonist, an aging priest, responds to an epiphany drawn from a Proustian experience
with memory.

The outward action of the story consists simply of the priest’s attemptrjoocd
the basic errand of notifying his neighbor and parishioner, Gillespie, that a bed is
available in the hospital for his wife’s operation. He never delivers the messageg, ha
been carried into a remembered day by the image of sunlit beechwood chips gathering
around Gillespie’s feet as he saws. The image conjures a memory from his childhood. |
is the day of a neighbor’s funeral, which he recalls so vividly now because it followed a
blizzard which covered the country with several feet of snow. The present all but
disappears and he becomes immersed in “the day in February 1947 that they buried

Michael Bruen” Collected Storied79). When the light changes and he awakens out of
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the lost day, the priest is embarrassed by the possibility of being cayngitlim reverie.
He retreats from Gillespie’s gate and returns home. The remainderstbtirés devoted
to other memories and the tension between them and the immediacy of the present.

McGahern draws his title from W.B. Yeats’ “All Souls’ Night,” in which the
speaker invites a series of ghosts to, in a sense, join him for a drink. The poem’s first
stanza closes as follows:

For it is a ghost’s right,

His element is so fine

Being sharpened by his death,

To drink from the wine-breath

While our gross palates drink from the whole wine (lines 6-10)
The speaker proceeds to call forth specific historical figures sudoranée Emery and
MacGregor Mathers but then asserts that “names are nothing” (81) and adnass that
long as someone or something takes the “fume of muscatel...no living man can drink
from the whole wine” (230). This revision of line 10, and especially its insight into
limits, may inform McGahern’s memorable closing line to “Wheels,” in whhieh t
narrator remarks on “the rich whole that never came but that all the preparations
promised” Collected Storied1). The protagonist of “The Wine Breath” also craves
something outside of human limits. He remarks that he too, like Yeats’ speateld “w
be glad of a ghost tonight, be glad of any visitation from beyond the walls of sense”
(185). The closest he comes to such a visitation in the story is the astonishing and
enveloping image of Michael Bruen’s funeral, which he initially connects to something
like a restoring glimpse of the “rich whole”: “the day set alight inrhisd by the light of

the white beech, though it had been nothing more than a funeral he had attended during a

dramatic snowfall when a boy, seemed bathed in the eternal, seemed evevgthid)
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been taught and told of the world of God” (180). Memory’s capability for refimng a
image is clearly on display here and shares much with Samuel Beekgtisation of
Proustian “involuntary memory.” Beckett explains that given “favorableieistances,”
such as
a relaxation of the subject’s habit of thought and...a generally diminished tension
of consciousness following upon a phase of extreme discouragement...then the
total past sensation, not its echo nor its copy, but the sensation itself, annihilating

every spatial and temporal restriction, comes in a rush to engulf the subjéct in al
the beauty of its infallible proportion P{oust54)

While the priest’'s remembered day has clearly acquired the “infallibfgopion”
Beckett describes and thus briefly restores his alacrity for “tr&wf God,” these
comments also illuminate the priest’s state of ngrdr to his experience and help to
initiate analysis of the larger concerns of the story.

If the priest’s “habits of thought” are defined by orthodox Catholic belief and
doctrinal duty, the opening lines of the story illustrate that such habits have iost the
effectuality on this, the actual day.

If I were to die, I'd miss most the mornings and the evenings, he thought as he

walked the narrow dirt-track by the lake in the late evening, and then wondered if

his mind was failing, for how could anybody think anything so stupid: being a

man he had no choice, he was doomed to die; and being dead he’d miss nothing,
being nothing. It went against everything in his life as a priest. (178)

The priest views death as total and final, which, as he ironically notes, repinikates
vocation. That he senses his own death approaching is made clear again onceiie awake
out of the lost day. He skulks away from Gillespie’s gate and returns homeotistyit

in order to avoid human contact. He brews coffee in his darkened kitchen. The narrative
continues, “Always when about to give birth or die cattle sought out a clean place in
some corner of the field” (181). This may very well be a moment of free indirect

discourse rather than a narrator's comment, for it is consistent with tegspreglections
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at the opening of the story. In an almost brutal assessment of the futility of the
conventionally spiritual life, the priest’s actions are compared to those oblkesitis
salvation and immortality, guaranteed by his vocation, seem chimericahirofithis
comparison. A final indicator that his habits of thought have eroded is that it is Yonly b
a sheer act of will, sometimes having to count the words, that he was able toifinish h
[daily] office” (186). These insights into the mind of the priest from both befate a
after the experience of the remembered day begin to explain why thuzanthemory
struck him so vividly and, more importantly, point toward what it might mean for him on
this particular day.

Bruen’s life is given a kind of rural opulence in the priest’s reflectionsg dsb a
large family and his farm rings “with work: cans, machinery, raillery, ticengj of
hooves, someone whistling” (181). The protagonist also recalls visiting thesaarboy
to deliver a message from his father, whereon Bruen insists that his \atdaatighters
prepare an extravagant meal for the young man: “The butter melted on the fezkbrbre
the plate. There were sausages, liver, bacon, a slice of black-pudding and the sweetes
grisceens” (182). The Bruen farm seems to shout the rewards of the life tlgopisita
will decline as a priest: collaborative labor close to the land, a house teertiing wi
activity, and most importantly, Bruen’s wife and growing children. In contaashe
struggles to complete his daily office, he looks “at the room about him and he could
hardly believe it was so empty and dead and dry, the empty chair where [his mother]
should be sewing, the oaken table with its scattered books, the clock on the mantel”

(186).
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The sense of futility he feels reinforces a salient memory of his motteorior
to her death. An inveterate seamstress, near the end of her life he findaidintslike
a child in the middle of the room, surrounded by an enormous pile of rags. She had taken
up from where she’d been interrupted at the herring-bone skirt and torn up every dress or
article of clothing she had ever made” (184). For the priest, the doctdardiagmosis
that “it’s just the onset of senility” (184) does not account for her violence ddwvear
life’'s work. It is possible that she has awakened to some sense of the dbitidy goals
for her son as well. The priest remembers the voice of the community: “tdieemhad
the vocation for him.” Perhaps she had, perhaps all the mothers of the country had, it had
so passed into the speech of the country, in all the forms of both beatification and
derision” (183). When she comes to live with him after his father’s death, mother and
son settle into routine in which she waits on him as he busies himself with “the many
duties of a priest. The fences on the past and future were secure. He must have been
what is called happy, and there was a whole part of his life that, without hisrig)dwaid
come to turn to her for its own expression” (183). The “fenced” past may suggest that he
has successfully encompassed it, but for this particular characterahidlission, for he
has not yet gained adequate insight into finitude. He has shut out the past rather than
listening to it or incorporating it into narrative. This “part of his life” seenrsave some
destructive element that his mother expresses for him through the violent undoing of he
life’s labor. The question for him is whether the story’s ultimate epiphahiead to a
similar violence. If he is truly successful in encompassing the intoletrablegh
memory, he will find some middle ground between violence and the illusory secuaity of

fenced past and future.
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Anxious for a sign from the “world of God,” the priest sees only images drawn
from human memory and voices drawn from his living experiences, such as that of his
colleague, Peter Joyce, with whom he had argued about the vernacular Mass. ®hile thi
unsatisfied need may be intensified and complicated by the priest’s vocatsomott i
limited to such a character. Like the priest and the protagonist of “Whéwds;&ntral
character of “Gold Watch” articulates a similarly persistenitspiryearning as he too
tries to navigate a difficult adult relationship with his father and a gesemae of “time
that did not have to run to any conclusio@b{lected Storie25): “I stood in that
moonlit silence as if waiting for some word or truth, but none came, none ever came; and
| grew amused at that part of myself that still expected something” (225)milarsi
silence leads to the priest’s epiphany in “The Wine Breath” that “he had taijhaoght,
one that he had been walking around with for a long time, a ghost he had not wanted to
recognize—his own death. He might as well get to know him well. It would never leave
now and had no mortal shape. Absence does not cast a shadow” (187).

The priest’s failure to “recognize” connects him with the pornographer, who has
not “attended properly.” But like that character, the protagonist of “The WigelBris
beginning to understand his complicity in living a certain way. Catalymiagés such
as that of the sunlit beech chips were all around him daily, but he avoided them: “he’d
been too ashamed or bewildered to notice” (180). He now begins to understand why,
since his mother’s death, he has “found himself stumbling into these dead days...it was
as if the world of the dead was as available to him as the world of the living” (k89)

as if his own mind is bringing him the materials needed for insight into finitude but he
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has resisted them; he is less open than Elizabeth Reegan to the Gadamerian hotion tha
understanding is something that “occurs to us.”

The narrative does not, however, end with the protagonist’s recognition that his
vocation has failed to insulate him from death, as valid and important as this occurrence
of understanding is. Instead, the story’s conclusion shows the priest beginning to work
out the problem articulated above: how does one “get to know” one’s death, which has
“no mortal shape” and is described as an “absence”?

Somewhere, outside this room that was an end, he knew that a young man, not

unlike he had once been, stood on a granite step and listened to the doorbell ring,

smiled as he heard a woman'’s footsteps come down the hallway, ran his fingers
through his hair, and turned the bottle of white wine he held in his hands

completely around as he prepared to enter a pleasant and uncomplicated evening,
feeling himself immersed in time without end. (187)

The story thus ends with a beginning. The memory of Bruen’s death, and its attendant
restoration of images of an abundant earthly life, has finally brought thé lpasto the
start of the life he declined: one rich with possibility for intimacy and séuligsiment

with another. The bottle of white wine is an elegant echo of Yeats’ image, bubhwiith t
suggestion that a drink with the living may be a better means of satisfyingiotuas
yearnings, as may the “preparations” for the narrator of “Wheels” evegtthmiknows

that the “rich whole” can never come.

The ending leaves readers to decide whether the priest is immersing mrasel
fantasy, perhaps analogous to the orthodox Catholic belief and vocation which ¢hsulate
him from mortality, or whether such an evening will further deepen his understariding
finitude. That the passage resembles the start of a narrative may groundna@narfgr
the latter. While David Malcolm believes that it is “the ultimate faibfreope [and] the

disappointment of life that is emphasized in the conclusion” (75), it is possible to read the
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story’s end as part of the protagonist’s effort to “get to know” death well. Ther pdwe
narrativity, as | have discussed above with regard to Elizabeth Reegan anelawll

with regard to the protagonist ©he Leavetakingnay yet help the priest encompass the
metaphorical death of this young man who declined the invitation to pass through such a
threshold into the world of the human Other. If the protagonist can continue the narrative
and link such #ossto the reality of the present day, he may yet avoid seeing his life as a
waste, as his own mother appears to do when she destroys her handiwork. He may yet
achieve what Elizabeth calls “the calm that had to be fought for through painréctd w

is profoundly characterized by the fact that “every loss changed it” (204).

If the protagonist of “The Wine Breath” finds encompassing such a loss to be
daunting, the experiences of Patrick Morafire Leavetakinghake clear that the loss of
a vocation can be similarly troublesome, especially because of its intagwf the
goals of Irish mothers and sons.

A vocation is almost invariably connected to the mother in McGahern'’s texts and
it informs the typical dichotomy that appears to challenge his protagonists: a choice
between the “death in life” implied by the isolation and celibacy of the priestimabd a
what might be called “life then death” of a secular path dominated by the pafrkwie
and sexual fulfilment with another person. The narratdihef Leavetakingummarizes
the dilemma, which is extended in “The Wine Breath” to involve all the mothers and sons
of Catholic Ireland. As a boy, Patrick Moran promised his mother that he would say
Mass for her one day, thereby reducing her time in purgatory. When he leaves his
mother’s bedside as she is dying, he regrets that he has forfeited evenra ofdmee

earthly life. Part Il of the novel begins with this reflection:
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‘One day I'd say Mass for her.’

| felt | had betrayed her in that upstairs room. Through the sacrifice of ttelMas
would atone for the betrayal, but that in its turn became the sacrifice of the dream
of another woman, became the death in life, the beginning only in the end. That
way | would make good her dream. That way | would deny her death with my
living death. That way | would keep faith. But | was not able to keep faith. The
pull of nature was too strong, taking its shape in sweet, sickly, dreaming. | had
not the strength to make the sacrifice. | could give up all dreams but the dream of
woman. (85)

Although his maintenance of the “dream of woman” receives the endorsement of

“nature,” the appeal of a vocation cannot simply be dismissed through an eatipmej

of celibacy. In fact, McGahern’s characters come to see a vocation §0& wa

maintaining the terms of a relationship they know (i.e., mother and son) even ifirbelief

salvation from a literal heaven and hell is no longer the essential factor. id$tbqod

is more a metaphorical marriage to one’s mother (with all the attendant Freudia

overtones) than a decision to serve God the Father. As a young boy, when Patrick Mora

considers the implications of his promise to his mother, what develops is a picture of

domestic happiness.
She’d come with me to my first parish, to live in an old ivy-covered presbytery, a
walk of white gravel through the cemetery between the church and the prgsbyter
an apple garden with some plum and ornamental fuchsia at the back. In moonlit
nights the gravestones would shine white but they’d hold no terror for us.
Grandfather clocks would strike the hours. Summers we’d read on the lawn and
as the summer went watch the red fall of rose petals on its margins. She’d keep
the altar, take the Dutch tulips from their thin cardboard boxes, arrange flowers

and candles on the altar, be the constant worshipper and communicant at daily
Mass. (28)

Time and death are hardly threatening here, with grandfatherly clockg tiimly the
hours, the gravestones benignly reflecting the moonlight, and summer lazilyitaking
course. While this is not the course Patrick ultimately chooses, he must encdrapass t

memory of its loss, along with its inevitable connection to his duty to his mother, if he is
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to go forward in his relationship with Isobel. This adds a certain irony to the notion that
the young man described at the end of “The Wine Breath” stands at the threshold of
something “pleasant and uncomplicated.”

Image, Narrativity, and the Other in The Leavetaking

While the protagonists dfhe Barracksand “The Wine Breath” experience
insights into loss and finitude, both characters remain isolated and do not outwardly
express such insights. Tie Leavetakingl974), McGahern investigates the problems
that arise when the effort to encompass memory does find expression within a human
relationship, namely that between the book’s lovers, Patrick and Isobel.

Patrick summarizes one of the key problems addressed in the novel. He notes that
the lives of others, even a lover, come to us “with the banality of news reports, while our
own banalities come to us with the interest of poetry” (143). In his Preface &ctirals
edition of the book, McGahern restates the problem, albeit less succinctly. $ieheall
Leavetakingan “attempt to reflect the purity of feeling with which all the remeexthér’
comes to us, the banal and the precious alike; and yet how that more than “I"—the
beloved, the “otherest”, the most trusted moments of that life—stumbles continually
away from us as poor reportage, and to see if these disparates could in any wag be mad
true to one another” (5). This preface, as well as McGahern’s extraorde@syon to
revise the novel® suggest that the formal strategy used to attempt the integration of
Patrick’s and Isobel’s individual histories may be unviable. This has causedlsever
critics to consider the novel an unsuccessful experiment. Michael Toolan finds the

portrayal of secondary characters lacking: “Isobel’s father is oftenudiffo accept, as

11 All the quotations in this study are from th¥ @dition of The Leavetaking
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indeed is Isobel herself’ (52). Eamon Maher agrees, writing that readereweer made
aware of what makes “Isobel so different from the other women with whom | &iaie
had relationships”’Hrom the LocaB9). Careful readers will, however, notice a
symmetry between the lives of Patrick and Isobel, even though Patrick he@seis
only slightly aware of it. Both characters have a problematic relationsthgheir
opposite sex parent, and while McGahern’s formal strategy purposefully ketpsfpa
Isobel’s history obscure, the novel does document Patrick’s successful enaogphss
his troubled past. That he is successful is shown through his state of mind as the
narrative concludes. Not only does he resist affixing a conclusive inteigmdtahis
past, he displays a readiness for new experiences informed by what migheétban
extreme trust in human relationships.

Patrick’s attempt to understand his life prior to the single day covered in the novel
focuses mostly on the loss of his mother. That it is the most pervasive and important
event in his life is expressed by the metaphors he uses to characterizeatlshtea
“shadow” that falls “forever on the self of my life” and shapes it “as theasdltwind
shape the trees the tea lord had planted as shelter against the sea” (7ahokd¢esl on
the image, saying that such trees stay “stubbornly bent away from thaigsdbe sea,
their high branches stripped of bark and whitened, and in the full leaf of summetilthey s
wear that plumage of bones” (71). The loss amounts to a deprivation of light to a living
being. It defines Patrick “forever” and shapes him as constantly anttingexgtly as the
turbulent sea. But his view of the shadow, the trees, the sea, and other images associated
with his mother’s death will change throughout the novel as he responds to the burden of

interpretation, which will be traced in due course below.
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Patrick’s father seems similarly defined by the loss of a parent. Hex fat
(Patrick’s grandfather) went to America and earned enough as a bar oweternda
Ireland and buy a cottage. When Patrick’s father is three, his father reckattes fiom
America “saying there was trouble with the partner he’'d left in chargeedfah and that
he’d to return to New York at once” (53). He departs immediately and sends money
regularly for some time. This stops inexplicably, however, and he is nevdrflera
again. For Patrick’s father, this coalesces into “the story of the shoppingplibgp
obsessively often over the years that we [Patrick and his siblings] grewwoikas our
own story, though in each telling old details were dropped in favor of the new” (52). The
shopping bag is, for McGahern, an image that seems to retain a public currengy usuall
reserved for refrains or fragments of language. It recurs in his shoesstéfhy We're
Here” and “A Slip-up” as an emblem of displacement. Denis Sampson offers a summar
of its implications, calling it “an image of starvation and fear and enogratf hope and
emptiness, associations which take on an archetypal image of the social hittery of
west of Ireland and the psychological traces left by famine” (“The lbosge” 66). Such
traces are legitimately powerful even as they may weaken in subsgguenations. In
The LeavetakingicGahern examines possibilities for dealing with these psychological
remnants through a contrast between father and son and their respectiveasiemori

The depths to which Patrick knows the “story of the shopping bag” as his own
story is made clear through a formal shift in the novel. As he stands in lsi©olas
while his students do exercises, Patrick retells the story to himself. Engamp
pronouns give way to a first person narrative in which Patrick is his father. His

willingness to inhabit this role shows some effort on Patrick’s part to accepddeply
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linked he is with his father’s history. It is as if he understands that he iayslaready
affected by history” and that he might as well listen to it. Metaphoricpdiglsng, the
shift in point-of-view could be seen as a parallel to Gadamer’s “fusion of hofizons
which he argues is exemplary of effective-historical consciousness. lardke scope of
the novel, the retailing of the shopping bag story also illustrates one of theleey ris
associated with memory—the temptation to attach a fixed interpretation toadh ishi
usually indicative of the will to power and is demonstrated through the chravhcte
Patrick’s father.

Indeed, Patrick’s father usually introduces the story with what is forteione
and true meaning: “The old woman that’s gone and | knew what want is” (52). The
dramatic loss of his own father, as well as the inevitable poverty that &ul|aefines
him, but it can also be made trivial through rigid interpretation. He bookends the story
with a similar “moral” in the passage marking Patrick’s transition bk first-person
to third.

When | grow up we’ll never be poor mother,” | said to her, and though she is

gone I'm not going to be poor now either, and “we’ll have to make a serious

effort to save,” he said to my mother smoothing out the two fivers as they went
back to his bicycle that leaned against the wall of the house. (56)

Patrick’s father is uninterested in what the story can tell him about hintisislfino

longer a figure in a continuing narrative but has instead deteriorated into dogma. He
responds to the loss of control he felt at the moment he became aware of thedfinality
his father’s absence, represented in the story by his mother’s becoming tyisiekit

(55) and vomiting into the shopping bag, by using the story to justify extreme control
over his wife and children. On the occasion recollected by Patrick, he usestiatd ex

the “two fivers” from his wife, with which she had hoped to buy shoes for their children.
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Patrick’s father has not successfully encompassed this memory in his comssgyus
rather, a nearly irrational fear of poverty seems to circumscribetsms. This ironic
result of an attempt to master the past is revisited by McGahern throughraviothe,
the patriarch ilhmongst Women

Where Patrick’s father turns narrative into dogma, Moran’s means ofrigste
history is usually silence or what the narrator metaphorically callsrabargo on the
past’ (177). Very early in the novel, readers learn that Moran “resentedeatgirdy up
of the past. He demanded that the continuing present he felt his life to be should not be
shadowed or challenged” (3). Although Moran does finally break the “embardo” a
speaks to his daughters about his experiences during the War of Independence, for Robert
Garratt, “[t]he fact that he waits almost an entire lifetime to confront p@aksabout his
violent past suggests a form of belatedness and repressed traumatic neLB8%is” (

Garratt believes that this psychological state governs Moran’s “dedive in the

continuous present in Great Meadow where he exerts a supreme control of house and
family” (133). Moran'’s tyrannical need for control may indeed be the result ohviole

but unexpressed memories; however, his effort to live in the “continuous present” in part
causes thssof control over the family member that perhaps matters the most to him,
his eldest son Luke, who is finally and fully estranged from him.

Their conflict is not detailed in the narrative but rather its effects. This is
unsurprising given McGahern’s comfort with radically distilling his materOne of the
reasons the tone of the novel is so assured is that the narrator seems to granbthes
characters the positions they desire in the narrative. The story centerd klaan and

Great Meadow while Luke is on the periphery. The novel includes inside views of
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Moran, but in acknowledging that he “had never been able to go out from his shell of
self” (12) the narrator also seems to accept that even he cannot alwayatpehistr
shell. Luke’s position outside of Great Meadow limits readers’ access to hinelare
given just enough to conclude that he has successfully encompassed the lossharhis fa
while Moran’s consciousness remains encompassed by the loss of his son.

Outwardly, Moran is certain that he has successfully encompassed his history
with his children: “Anything | ever did was done for what | thought was the beseats
of those concerned. Sometimes what | did might have been misguided but it was always
meant for the best” (126). His view that the ends justify the means mask whatas in f
utter bewilderment. It is similar to Reegan’s inability to cope withmienory of his
first wife as he learns of Elizabeth’s ilinessTine Barracks“Her haggard appearance,
her wanting to see the doctor, disturbed him with the memory of his first wife who had
died in childbirth. Elizabeth could not die, he told himself; it was impossible that two
could die; it would be ludicrous” (47). For Moran, the idea that a son could redefine
cruelty or place a limit on it is impossible if it implicates his fathercaBise he refuses,
even when given the opportunity, to put this prejudice into dialogue with Luke’s view of
the history that has actually led to estrangement, it is never productive o$tanderg.
Instead, he more likely “experiences the power of the prejudices that completel
dominate him as wis a tergd (Gadamer in Conversatiof4)? The contrast between
father and son is made most clear by the images associated with their viselhasshy
their ultimate postures toward the possibility of reconciliation.

An exchange with his daughter and son-in-law demonstrates how Moran’s need to

control both the present and the past closes off perspective. Maggie and Mark have

12 Richard E. Palmer translateis a tergoas “power operating behind one’s back.”
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returned to Great Meadow with their first child, but Moran “evince][s] littlergdt in his
grandson” (147). Instead, he persistently asks Mark about Luke’s life in Londok. Ma
begins to explain what he knows, but Moran interrupts, “I’'m sure | don’t want to know
about it, Mark. There are people who say we have had other existences than our present
life. If that is so | must have committed some great crime in that otlsteege. That is

all I can put Luke down to” (148). Moran’s hunger for information regarding Luke is so
intense that it overwhelms interest in his grandson. However, once he has the
information he no longer wants it; instead, he needs to demonstrate to Mark that a
narrative in which a son becomes estranged from his father is impossible. He is
unwilling to link the past with the present situation. While he makes an outward show of
having Luke “summed up,” Moran will continue to be tormented by Luke’s absence from
Great Meadow. In a metaphor that elegantly outlines Moran’s position vis-a-vis his
history with Luke, the narrator describes him at Sheila’s wedding (the oasi@tdn the
book where he and Luke share the same space) as standing in “a cloud of moral injury”
(155). The loss of Luke envelops him and fogs his vision; by contrast, when Maggie and
Mark meet Luke in a bar to try to persuade him to go home to Great Meadow, the
narrator notes that “his eyes were clear” (143). More importantly, Lukeg Wwhils

“taut, watchful and hidden,” (143) and thus may resemble his father in ways thasreader
might see but that he does not, maintains some openness to going forward witkehis fat
He tells Maggie that if Moran had come to London for her wedding, he would have met
him and the two “could have taken it from there” (143). Itis a tiny opening but an
opening nonetheless and it suggests that Luke can be trusted when he says, “I hold no

grudge. That would be stupid. But | have a good memory” (143). Although the
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narrative does not provide enough inside views of Luke to understand exactly how a
“good memory” successfully encompasses the “death-in-life” of anpdhe experiences
of Patrick Moran iriThe Leavetakingo so in greater detail.

Lightfoot, a friend of the Patrick’s, alludes to a key issue in the narrative when he
argues that history “stays still. It at least is settled” (163). Ing@daontext, Patrick
admits his difficulties with this “settled” view of history in his penultimatterview with
his headmaster, in which he says, “when we teach history Britain is alwealgy black
beast, Ireland the poor daughter struggling while being raped, when most of us know it's
a lot more complicated than that” (162). Eamon Grennan, mindful of the images used
here and their perversion of an important motif of the novel, notes that to this view of
history, “the narrative opposes the more complicated fluency and continuity of the
individual sexual life, underlined by the repeated mantra, ‘the first constanivater™
(32). Even this refrain, however, contains within it one of the key tensions the novel
explores—can water be ever be constant? The comments of Lightfoot, who is a
sympathetic character, also allude to the tension within the novel between datesire
fixed, settled history and the fact that this is probably impossible. This isdvouten
the narrator’s insistence that his school fire him rather than resigningonitdeually
expresses his need to “see it through” so he can be sure that “it happened timd nay a
other” (158). His desire for certainty, fixity, or “settledness,” does natym® much,
however, if his immediate reaction to his firing is any guide. He rsfléct the rain of
the street | finger the letter | forced them to give me and wonder wastlt iy and the
answer that comes is probably not” (168). But there is some compensation in what

Grennan calls the “continuity” of the committed sexual life. Patrickimiebf “We are
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not departing. We are continuing” (170) suggest that the novel ultimately seeg asst
fluid because the individual, even in breaking with the Church, the Irish education
system, and Ireland itself, is in constant motion and his history, carried withinrtdle m
is constantly changing as he assimilates new experiences and attebrptg that
history into a shape by which it is connected to those new experiences. Whilesdse los
of job and country alluded to above are significant, over the course of the novel Patrick’s
experiences of the key image associated with the loss of his mother, the breakirg a
iron beds, trace how he has come to successfully encompass this intolerablg.memor
Patrick is troubled by the fact that, in his mind, he forsook his mother during her
final hour. This, along with the fact that he is prevented from entering the deatainodom
attending the funeral because of his age, clearly informs his tenacitynlater o “see
it through.” He is not entirely responsible for his absence from his mother’s bedside,
however, for his father cruelly orders the children and their belongings movedtbat of
house on what turns out to be their mother’s final day alive: “The deathroom aloree was t
be left alone and necessary pails and cutlery and pots. The children and maid with the
beds and rest of the furniture were to move to the barracks. Owing to pressure of duty he
couldn’t come but he was sending men and a lorry. She would die alone with the nurses”
(69). It is this situation that leads to the iron beds being hammered apart athigé& P
waits on the lorry outside. It is a violent, disturbing sound and image on which settle
many things: the cruelty of his father, the farcical “bells” tollmg mother’s death, and
the multiple meanings inherent in the image of broken beds.
Patrick’s effort to understand these meanings is notably different frofathes’s

approach to the defining image of the shopping bag. While Patrick senses the



95

significance of the “breaking of the beds,” he declines to attach a fixednmgeant.
Instead, he tries to integrate it into an open-ended narrative. As Tereleen igbints
out, The Leavetakings “future-orientated: everything in it is intended to lead up to the
start of a new life, which begins, paradoxically, on the last page” (71). BeeKialso
argues that for such a future to be plausible, “everything that has constraispdithe
the entire burden of the past, has to be removed” (71). The latter term may go too far;
Patrick’s negotiation of the image of the broken beds suggests that the burden of the past
is not removed but dealt with in time through narrativity.
The image occurs to him as he returns to Ireland to face a certain finmdpigo
position as a schoolteacher.
My mind was as full of shapes as the racing wheels of the train beneathtmy fee
and they all kept returning to the one shape. | had met my love in London. A
whole spring and summer of happiness. Eventually the beating apart of those
rusted sections of the iron beds would claim its certain place. | did not find it
depressing. The very contrary. The acceptance of that end gave tgthdtven

make that summer last a whole life long whether it ran to three days or forty
years. (143)

The passage offers a glimpse of a narrator seeking a shape for the imhkigemind. He

does not distinguish the “one shape” that all the others return to, unless it is that of the
wheel itself* The shape may be only a vague outline because he has not yet established
the links between recent events and the indelible image of the broken beds. He has
intimations of one possible reading of the image which suggests that the loss of his
mother makes possible the investment in his relationship with Isobel. But this
interpretation may be as fleeting as the perspective from the windows obmegm

train. The only thing truly “settled” about the image is its continuing presartas i

13 |mages of wheels recur again and again in McGahéntion. See Eamon Maher, “Circles and
Circularity in the Writings of John McGaherr\ordic Irish Studie$.2 (2004): 157-66.
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mind. A new narrative that includes Isobel will have to grant the broken beds their
“certain place.” His acceptance of this demonstrates that the sense oflipphsilieels
with Isobel is not due to a removal of the past but to an encompassing of it. The image of
the broken beds may be defining and enduring for him, but its meaning will be altered by
its re-narration from some future position on what McGahern would likely call “the
wheel.”

When the image returns to him a second time, Patrick’s reflections ilustedt
there will be no final and objective meaning attached to the image but only a continuall
changing urge toward narrativity. Whereas aboard the train he wove the intage int
narrative of future happiness with Isobel, here it is linked to memories whitimeié
in the disappointment and futility he feels upon losing his teaching position.

| hear the beating apart of the iron beds with the priest by her head ondte pill

In the laurels | follow her coffin on the last journey and think of her dreams for

me. Dressed in scarlet and white | pour wine and water into the chalice in the

priest’s hands on the altar. In scarlet and white | attend at the mystdrely of

Week to the triumphant clamor of Easter bells. | see the priest addressing

again as we prepared to leave the Training College, trained to teach the young, the

Second Priesthood, and this evening it all seems strewn about my life as waste,
and it too had belonged once in rude confidence to a day. (168)

Whereas the sundered beds, with their suggestions of irretrievable loss, liyonical

informed possibility in the first narrative, here the aural component is emptasi

order to connote a burdensome responsibility, not unlike the bell Patrick and his
headmaster use to demand the submission of their pupils. It recalls Patrick to his
dedication to his mother’s goals for him, made permanent by her death at an age where
both he and she still shared them. While his duty to her desires finally ends on the day of
his irreversible firing from the “Second Priesthood,” the experiencesethéd its end

are not removed but rather go forward to be revisited and re-narrated in the futute. Wha
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links the perspectives of optimism (“I did not find it depressing”) and pessi(tiisatl
seems strewn about my life as waste”) is their inherent transience andmpor&antly,
narrativity. Regardless of the overall mood such a narrative takes on, “[t] 0 *reypeat
story, to retell our history, is to re-collect our horizon of possibilities in autsahd
responsible manner” (Ricoeur, “Creativity” 222). McGahern seems to be usiidkBa
reflections to elaborate on Elizabeth Reegan’s more general commeitothang in
life is ever resolved once and for all but changes with the changingdiéd) &s well as
perhaps forecasting some of the problems he will explof@énPornographer The
later novel ends with the protagonist’'s memory bringing him the same imaggpé&mad
the narrative (his uncle on the train platform) and is a kind of admonition that his
perspective in the preceding tale was flawed. If by the end of the novel lee tom
believe that he has not “attended properly,” his compromised perspective is pedtaps be
represented by his inability to refrain from turning his houseboat tour of the Shannon
with Josephine into saleable pornography for Maloney. His resolve to somehoatanitig
“greedy watching” (250) appears to bring with it the burden of re-nagréte events of
his life that have brought him to this point.
For Patrick Moran, the transience of perspective is even further emphasized as hi
reflections quickly shift again from failure to possibility. As laconic ashe the
following passage, Patrick seems to understand the necessity of revisioroasitiers
the remainder of the evening and the following day.
My love waits for me in a room at Howth. The table will have bread and meat
and cheap wine and flowers. Tomorrow we will go on the boat to London. It will
be neither a return nor a departure but a continuing. We will be true to one

another and to our separate selves, and each day we will renew it again and again
and again. (168)
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He eschews the regressive implications of “return” and the finalitgdegpdrture” for
“continuing”. More importantly, he emphasizes the need to renew, which is given a
greater urgency here becaldde Leavetakingccumulates serious questions about the
seeming unreality of narratives not informed by individual memory or the blood bond of
parent and child. As a result, the greater part of the lovers’ “separate”selif
probably remain unknown to each other. As forecast by his Preface, McGahern uses the
second half of the book to illustrate this as Patrick struggles with the narratibhes of
woman he loves. Isobel’s life seems “out of history, a chimera” (115) andtherda
tales are “a bad echo of his daughter’s unreal stories” (131). While he hdsedber
memories of his parents even to the point of occupying the first-person roldathieiss
story of the shopping bag, Isobel’'s memories seem completely disconneatee
woman who was walking with me between these actual trees in this London park on this
May day” (115).

Marianne Koenig Mays argues thaflihe Leavetakingthe mother’s spirit is
finally laid to rest in the last pages...because her values are to be transmuted and r
embodied in Isobel” (48). The narrative certainly emphasizes the relevfisobel’s
father and Patrick’s mother to their respective searches for a rompartaer, but the
suggestion that Isobel is simply replacing Patrick’'s mother seems taovndtris the
relationship and not Isobel herself in which the mother’s values are transmbieds T
made clear by Patrick’s ironic recognition that because Isobel’'s own mamadhistory
seem locked away from him, his relationship with her demands very nearly take lite

faith of which his mother was the most profound example.
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The narrative ends with the couple drifting into sleep after making love, and
Patrick says that he “would pray for the boat of our sleep to reach its morhifig” (

The conditional exempts him from actually praying, but he has ironically edatat a
relationship with a human Other requires something bordering on prayer. His turn
toward a resolutely human love is just as empty of empirical evidence as thadronc
faith and salvation of the life in the priesthood he has turned away from. This is ironic
but entirely appropriate. Where the protagonist of “The Wine Breath” mayrgaght

into “the absoluteness of the barrier that separates man from the divine” (€& abautin

and Method351), Patrick’s urge to pray arises from his recognition that the barter th
separates the human from the human can appear equally as absolute.

Such a realization makes the novel’s final scene, in which the bed is restored to a
site of union and possibility rather than fragmentation and loss, even more dramatic and
illustrative of Patrick’s success in encompassing the intolerable loss widtiher. His
memories of such a loss are granted their “certain place” but in a wdgatia to an
extreme, almost religious, trust even in the face of the inscrutability otitharhOther.
Building on imagery and language from Matthew Arnold’s “Dover Beach,” a ppem i
which the speaker expresses a similarly fragile hope that romantic loyeaade some
compensation for a loss of faith, Patrick says that he and Isobel are dléavbrour to
trust to the open sea” (170). He also recognizes that “no boat needs so much trust to put
to sea as it does for one body to go human and naked and vulnerable into the arms of
another” (170). Within the spheres of commitment and erotic love, he displays both a
readiness for experience and a relinquishing of control. Unlike his fatheruwisahis

past into a selfish and dogmatic view of poverty, or the pornographer, who spends much
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of his narrative enforcing a rigid interpretation of his romantic history {hat,loss has
made him irrevocably “dead of heart”), Patrick seems to understand that hisidialog
with the past will continue and that its images must engender future reinteopratad
re-narration.

Most importantly, what Denis Sampson calls the novel’s exploration of the
“egocentricity of remembering to the point of solipsism” (“The Lost Ima&jg”is
challenged by Patrick’s turn outward toward community, even if it is only a comyn
of two. He and Isobel may be able to create a tiny version of collective mermiaty w
may offer something more than the relative obscurity of their individual memories t
each other. Romantic relationships can, however, take on an all-or-nothing quality,
which is emphasized in the experiences of the pornographer as well as in the story
“Doorways,” where the protagonist is surprised to find himself closed off fnem t
possibility of such a relationship with a woman he feels he has much in common with.
As they part, he notes that “[s]he would be almost back in her own world before her train
left, as | was almost back in mine. How empty the doorways were, emptyscsifiod
on end” Collected Storied77). It is perhaps this view that spurs McGahern to begin, in
the latter half of his career, to explore collective memory outside thedsradrsuch
relationships.

Collective Memory and the Intolerable in “A Slip-up” and “High Ground”

In “A Slip-up,” McGahern delivers a micro-reading of what the massive “second
wave” (following the famine-induced nineteenth century “first wave”) of modiesh
emigration might have done to the psyches of the participants. He seemsadterest

letting Michael and Agnes, the two central characters, stand in for thoed forleave
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their home place. While the story’s tone is gently satirical, the narsaasa

sympathetic to their situation. McGahern clearly wishes to counterrcpdsieptions of

Irish emigrants, at least according to his own recollections of how soméaindirgewed

the reality of mid-twentieth century emigration to England and the U.S. htemwiew

with Eamon Maher, he describes the social hierarchy in the earlyedectithe Irish

Free State as follows:
And it was a very unattractive minority, | think, that did well out of the State, in
that they were shopkeepers, the medical profession, the Church. People were
looked down on that had to go to England to earn a living as if they had

committed sin in some way, as if it was any virtue to have the luck to remain on
in Ireland. (“Catholicism and National Identity” 78)

Michael and Agnes fit the profile of those marginalized in the Free Stdtsudsequent
Republic of Ireland, having given up their rural property many years ago anda@ome t
London to find work. Michael has retired from his job as caretaker of the Sir John Cass
School and the two of them live a very steady and quiet routine centering around trips to
a Tesco’s grocery store and nightly visits to the Royal, their local pub. Astreor
points out, their departure for the Royal at “exactly twenty to nine” is reghéan every
evening of their lives”Collected Storied32). On this particular night, Michael nearly
refuses to participate in the ritual because of an embarrassing incidemtiedne day.
Now that he is retired, he is thoroughly preoccupied with an imaginary life ordhis ol
property and his indulgence of this fantasy has led to a moment of public embarrassment.
Their daily trip to Tesco’s begins as usual. For Michael, the walks bring him “the
feeling of long ago when he walked round the lake with his mother” (128). The image of
the shopping bag figures again here as the link between Michael’s past and present
once carried it for his mother and now, due to his dislike of the “brands and bright lights”

within Tesco’s, “on dry days he stayed outside with the empty shopping bag ifit was



102

too cold” (129). The shopping bag contributes to the picture of Michael as a sort of
childish man whose days are carefully managed by his wife, who has seamlessl
absorbed this role from his mother.

Michael’s indulgence of memory, however, goes far beyond a pleasant recalling
of these childhood days in Ireland. In fact, the narrator notes that during thgse dail
walks with Agnes, the “farm that they lost when they came to London he’d won back
almost completely since he retired” (129). The form of the story in pagttefl
Michael’s consciousness, for he seems uninterested in reflecting on whappasdthin
his decades of living in London. Instead, he is shocked by “how much the farm had run
down in the years he’d been a school caretaker” (129). lItis as if imaginurg’'sa
reclamation of the farm is his only way of interpreting or giving shape to His pas

Exactly what he accomplishes in this fantasy world is minutely observed and
detailed, to the point that readers may struggle to separate the imagineddractual:

“But after the wall was built he cleared the weeds and bushes that had ovetggown t

front garden, cut away the egg bushes from the choked whitethorns, pruned the
whitethorns so that they thickened. Now between wall and whitethorn hedge the front
garden ran, and he’d gone out from there, task by single task” (129). On the day of the
narrative proper, he has decided to “clear the drinking pool which was dry aftenghe

spell of good weather” (130). The “slip-up” occurs when Agnes forgets to chitact

outside of Tesco’s. After he has seen to the drinking pool in his mind, during which he is
“unaware of the shopping bag,” he finally feels it “again by his side” anmtlers “what

was keeping Agnes. He’d never finished such a long job before outside Tesco’s” (130).
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He decides to carry on “working” by turning the field garden but begins to tire and asks
“why had she not called him? Had she no care? Was she so utterly selfish?” (130).

When Agnes finally returns to collect him, she arrives by car with Déas, t
operator of the Royal. Michael has completely lost track of the time and Rems $0
be enjoying the spectacle when he says, “Five after three, Michael.. &missed your
bottle of Bass, but hop in and I'll run you home” (131). Later, when Michael reflects on
this, he “flush[es] like a child with shame” and thinks “that’s how it goes, you go on as
usual every day, and then something happens, and you make a mistake, and you're
caught” (131).

He is so concerned about the gossip his mistake will generate that he only returns
to the Royal that evening at Agnes’ insistence. To some extent he is rigig, as t
“regulars looked unusually happy and bright as they greeted the old couple in the Royal”
(132). As his memories are dominated by his home place, so even is his outlook
informed by the rural community he was once a part of, where news and gossip were
consumed ravenously. The community in the Royal returns him to Ireland again as he
gloomily recalls that “All the people were elated too on the small farms arbandkes
for weeks after Fraser Woods had tried to hang himself from a branch of an apple tree
his garden” (132).

Yet a community bound in part by a particularly Irish fornsdfadenfreudes
not entirely negative, as McGahern will demonstrate in great detail iastisdvel By
the Lake Denis Sampson finds in the storiesGatting Throughthe beginnings of the
exploration of community McGahern will undertake in later fiction, going mada

stating that the author “approves of the moral code manifested in the pub in ‘A Slip-up”™
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(Outstaring171). This moral code suggests that collective memory, even with its
privileging of embarrassing mistakes and incidents one might rather,fprgeitdes a
useful check on self-image. McGahern alludes to this in a favorite anecdote dndude
his non-fiction piece entitled “County Leitrim: The Sky above s which “[a] man
visits the Garda station, complaining about the trespassing of cattle oéanelgbhbor”
(Love of the Worl@4). Advised to have a word with the neighbor himself, the man
claims that the two have not spoken in years, even though the reason for the impasse
happened “such a long time ago that | can no longer remember” (25). After ldgonical
and almost maliciously comparing the situation to that between Republicans and
Unionists in Northern Ireland, McGahern writes, “Their neighbours would not have
forgotten” (25).

Although the contingent in the Royal appears to enjoy a laugh at Michael’s
expense, and probably will for years to come, McGahern is careful to add a sytrapathe
note to the story. Even as his indulgence of memory seems to entirely occludangpace
time (he stands outside Tesco’s for nearly three hours), Michael's rggumhis
community at the Royal in spite of his embarrassment must be seen as a positive. Eve
though it is at Agnes’ urging, and even though she soothes him in a motherly way,
Michael’s effort to absorb the humiliation he feels, and to make it less dramatic b
admitting to Agnes that it was just a “slip-up” (132) returns him to some groumdthg i
actual day. Agnes also steers him away from his feelings that it “would®t ha
happened if we'd kept the farm. At least on the farm we’d be away from people’ (131)
Solipsism, like that which envelops similar men such as Patrick Moran'’s faffiee i

Leavetakingpr Moran inAmongst Womeris thus narrowly averted, even though Michael

4 The piece was published in various forms and umdgous titles over the years 1989-94.
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cannot be said to have discovered a sense oféfamingof his loss of the farm. He
cannot interpret it in a way that allows it to both “have its certain placethssvfit
contiguously into his present reality; instead, nourished by intense regrettakegahat
reality as the native plants seem to have overtaken the farm in his in@aginat

While the story depicts the danger of regret, the greater criticismsheretably
of urban life itself, which is consistent with the circular movement of McGaheaneer
in which the appealing anonymity of the city is explored during the writing datbe
1960s and 1970s and ultimately critiquedTihye Pornographeand subsequent fiction.

“A Slip-up” implies that the natural rhythms that seem so important to chesdikie
Elizabeth Reegan are so muted in an urban setting it is almost as if they dsthol e
human-created rhythms of the Royal are some compensation, however. higeeMi

does not come any closer to a productive way of encompassing the loss of rurdl Irela
that so torments his consciousness, his decision to absorb the hidden jibes of the Royal
regulars prevents him from amplifying his “slip-up” into something wonsepmints

toward the capability of the community to encompass the intolerable. It igyetes
endurance of criticism that may earn him the right to do what Patrick Ryaniralc
character irBy the Lakedoes when confronted with a reminder of his own unflattering
behavior. Ryan simply says, “I disremember that” (79).

“High Ground,” which appears in McGahern’s 1985 collection of the same name,
offers a first-person narrator who seems to empathize more expliditiyhei “victim” of
memory than does the narrator of “A Slip-up.” It is perhaps represenpétive
McGahern’s late fiction, which displays deeper concerns about what a seitielyem

worthy of preserving even as it acknowledges the inevitability of chagAa Slip-up”
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is sympathetic to the displaced rural Irish in London, “High Ground” shows &icofar
those who stayed but seem endangered by the aggressive plans of Ireland’ssew elit
McGahern explores this through his narrator’'s ambivalence about replacing “The
Master,” whose job he is offered through the maneuvering of an ambitious local
politician, Senator Reegan. The narrator once admired the Master but obserres that
has deteriorated into an alcoholic who spends virtually every evening in Ryan’s bar
immersed in brandy and nostalgia with former students. Reegan thus justifeati/to
replace him, but McGahern’s positioning of the narrator between the Senator and the
Master raises the question of who will speak for the latter, even if “prograss”
inevitably shunt him aside.
Senator Reegan is portrayed as an outsider, perhaps the kind of ambitious, protean
man most capable of stepping into the gap left by the dismantled British colonial
authority. His version of a native Irish “mini-Ascendancy” is summed up as follows:
He had come poor to the place, buying Lynch’s small farm cheap, and soon
afterwards the farmhouse burned down. At once, a bigger house was built with
the insurance money, closer to the road, though that in its turn was due to burn
down too, to be replaced by the present mansion, the avenue of Lawson cypresses

now seven years old. Soon he was buying up other small farms, but no one had
ever seen him work with shovel or spad€ol(ected Storie807)

The implication of arson illustrates the Senator’s view of history, espelsiahan-built
structures, as something to be eliminated. His desire for control is exiencsonly in

his succession of houses but also upon the natural elements of the landscape around him.
The cypresses are arranged into an “avenue,” he has “bulldozed the hazel anohbriar fr

the hills above the lake,” and his Friesian cattle graze “between elecices” (308). In

the narrative proper, Reegan’s desire to obliterate history and controlubesriotv

extends from dwellings and livestock to the symbolic elimination of a person, Master
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Leddy, from his position as principal of the local school. He tells the narrater, “It’
bloody necessary. I'll be plain. | have three sons. They go to that school. They have
nothing to fall back on but whatever education they get. And with the education that
they're getting at that school up there, all they’ll ever be fit for is to dapeld’ (309).

That no one has “ever seen him work with shovel or spade” exposes the Senator
as a kind of hypocrite in his posture as a prominent local farmer and is picked up in his
own use of “digging ditches” as a metonymy for a wasted life. He is certain tha
removing the Master is the most important factor in his sons avoiding such a fate. Hi
narrowness and hubris are exposed through the counterexample of the Master’s adult
sons. Indeed, one of the sources of the narrator's sympathy for the Memigh he too
is exposed as a hypocrite, is his acceptance of and even insight into thyediutie kind
of control attempted by the Senator. Rather than rigid avenues and eleceg; taec
Master’'s home is described as follows: “the whole effect was of a gardencéiaddor
gone completely wild, but happy” (311). Despite his prominent role in education, the
Master’'s own children have little aptitude for school and none of the ambition
represented by aggressive elites such as the Senator. They appearcovdadnthe
fields on their father’s farm. He confides to the narrator, “None of my own faveily
clever...It was a great disappointment. And yet they may well be happiér fofd is
an extraordinary thing. A very great mystery. Wonderful...shocking...thing” (312).
This admirable acceptance of life’s unpredictability seems to be a sufutteenarrator’s
affinity for the Master.

When readers first encounter him, the narrator is floating lazily on the river

content to “let the boat drift” (306). While this kind of passivity could become toxic and
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solipsistic, as | have shown in the discussiofttg Pornographemn Chapter 2, the
narrator here avoids this through the realization of some commitment to commusity. A
Nicola Bradbury writes, “he lives amidst drifting and making do, amidst cotieawnd
reciprocity” (94). On this day, he has gone to the river for solitude and refiextithe
recent past. He has spent the previous evening with his lover, and he wants “to go over
the night, to try to see clearly, which only meant turning again and again on the wheel of
dreaming” (307). He seems to recognize that a clear perspective, whicksuitg from
continual revision (“turning again and again”), is more valuable than the imposition of
fixity on either the past or the future.
The narrator’s affinity for the Master, however, does not prevent him from
“seeing clearly” what he has become. He notes this to himself duringhithwee
nights previous to the narrative proper: “he had failed since last I'd seen hingdlreda
and puffy, the white hair thinned, and there was a bruise on the cheekbone where he must
have fallen” (311). More importantly, the Master once formed a clearly deafimege of
his own future time. As he walks with him into town, the narrator reflects
| walked, stooping by his side, restraining myself within the slow walk,
embarrassed, ashamed, confused. | had once looked to him in pure infatuation,
would rush to his defence against every careless whisper. He had shone like a

clear star. 1 was in love with what | hardly dared to hope | might become. It
seemed horrible now that | might come to this. (312)

The narrator is clearly aware of the power the Master once held, and stillsafgplkald

over the nostalgic men who ply him with drinks in Ryan’s on a nightly basis. McGahern
uses the device of an overheard conversation in order to allow the narrator to remain
outside the thick fog of alcohol-fueled nostalgia. The strategy also heighéeingrtic
characterization of the Master and clarifies the narrator's sense@#hisole in the

community.
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He walks into the village late one evening to fetch spring water and notes that the
“whole village seemed dead under a benign moon” (314). He then hears voices and
traces them to “Ryan’s bar. It was shut, the blinds down, but then | noticed cracks of
yellow light along the edges of the big blue blind. They were drinking after h(3ir4).

A few days earlier, when the narrator’s conversation with the Masteruc@tcbutside

Ryan’s, the older man had said, “Though | set a poor enough example, | want to bring no
one with me. | say to all my pupilBewareof the high stool” (312). The narrator
exasperatedly asks the silence outside the bar, “How can he know what he knowk and sti
do what he does?” (312). The Master knows he is a hypocrite but is still unable to act
any differently. Where his earlier conversation with the narrator had shown a

admirable, if clumsily articulated, acceptance of what might be le&mechis own

past, here the Master, fueled by alcohol and an environment that seals out the public
world of the Senator, can interpret the past wildly and fancifully. There isafdhe

grounded acceptance the narrator observes in his remarks concerning his sons. He
overhears the Master praising a former student and notes that his voice is “full of
authority. He seemed to have no sense at all that he was in danger” (314). Coynfortabl
enveloped in nostalgia, the Master and his students cannot see beyond the closed shades
of Ryan’s. The Master’s restored authority, spurious though it is, allows hiome ©

a definitive interpretation of why his students were so talented and bright, which is
exposed as ridiculous through the ironic connection between “high ground” and “high
stool.”

Urged on by nostalgic former students, he notes that teaching them “was no

trouble. Ye had the brains. There are people in this part of the country digging ditches
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who could have been engineers or doctors or judges or philosophers had they been given
the opportunity. But the opportunity was lacking” (314). In a sense, the Master’s
audience here are the men who “dig ditches” or perform the necessaryarnonglis,
manual labor so disparaged by the Senator when he used the same phrase earlier. H
then draws a confident conclusion that directly contradicts what he has |ebhougdhia

own sons. Because “the people with the brains mostly stayed here...the braisigwas [
passed on to the next generation” (315). He continues, becoming ever more fanciful as
he explains why his students were so perspicacious: “Then there’s the thees's The
water. And we’re very high up here. We’'re practically at the source of the Shahhon.
had to pick on one thing more than another, I'd put it down to that. I'd attribute it to the
high ground” (315).

The above passage closes the story and is allowed to stand without comment from
the narrator. It needs none in the sense that the Master’s blindness to the Senator’ pla
contradicts the vision one might normally associate with the phrase “high grdand.”
this closed environment, the “high stool” ironically affords the Master a loftyigos
from which to pronounce his absurd interpretations of the past. The narrator’s position
“outside” allows him (and readers) to hear these absurdities as absuhditiesier, he
also seems to recognize some kernel of value in the Master’s nightlyifitrdly such a
pronounced nostalgia could be peeled away.

The narrator acknowledges that the Master has been principal of the school for
“as long as | can remember” (309). Such a comment is a quiet indication of #tersrr
inchoate awareness of limits at the outset of the story. The Master antidrits ¢n

Ryan’s, as misguided as they might be, come to represent a kind of colleatioeyme
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that can traverse these limits, in the same way that “Lynch” can nmeapaesence in

the community through the narrator’s affixing of that name to the Senator’s property

The narrator thus seems aware of both the limitations of the kind of control over history
attempted by the Senator but also of the importance of the human observer or agent in
what a culture preserves. When he overhears one of the Master’s formenpamitsn

the “sixth class in 1933” (314) he reacts viscerally: “I shivered as hédtender the

church wall. Nineteen thirty-three was the year before | was born” (31®) .ndrrator

seems to recognize that the men here, as nostalgic as they are, are els@vadsne

beyond his reach. This gives them and the Master a certain power, but they seem to need
the narrator to speak for them as aggressive newcomers such as the Sehdtor wi
marginalize or eliminate them. The Senator’'s ambition undervalues thefisesh men
while the Master’s nostalgia overvalues them. The narrator, caught in bheatvese two
views, appears to recognize that the Master acts as a fulcrum for thevesmwlthese

men. If he is deposed, perhaps their memories will go unnarrated. The protagonist may
understand that even in his small corner of rural Ireland, the “existential &owiclais
implications of narrativity are very far-reaching, for they determihat is to be

‘preserved’ and rendered ‘permanent’ in a culture’s sense of its past, ohits ow

‘identity” (Ricoeur, “Creativity” 218)

McGahern declines to include the narrator’s final decision regarding theo8gna
offer, but a moment in the middle of the story indicates a decision that may be eeen mor
important for him. Whether the Senator’s plot, or simply time, iliness, or alcoholism
remove the Master from his position, the narrator recognizes the need for sorae publi

voice on his behalf. If the discussion in Ryan’s is not fit for public hearing, perhaps he
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can translate it into something that is. He takes the first step towards doihgrso w
under heavy pressure from the Senator, he choospgai forthe Master. Offered a
“guarantee...this very evening that you'll be the Principal of that school wiogens in
September” the narrator notes that for “the first time it was all cooleay to me” (310).
Significantly, however, for a McGahern character, he does not stop at recognidon. H
asks, “What'll happen to the Master? What'll he do?” (310).

The narrator here seems to be suggesting that it is not quite enough to “watch and
bear witnhess,” as Elizabeth Reegan hoped to do, nor simply “attend properly,” as the
pornographer had resolved. “High Ground” suggests that some kind of utterance of
memory is necessary and thus implies its translation into what Ricoeutheafpublic
time” of spoken or written language. McGahern'’s fiction traces this striggjanslate
and raises the questions that catalyze the next phase of my discussion. What iscthe publ
role of the translator, and moreover, how does he or she develop the kind of
satiric/sympathetic vision necessary to avoid turning memory into the equieéle
pornography? How does inscription contribute to a community’s ability to encompass

the intolerable?
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Chapter 4: Readers, Writers, and Point-of-View

For most commentators on contemporary Irish literature, John McGahern’s style
and themes are easily categorized. His narratives are grouped witkgrfgole, those of
Edna O’Brien and Bernard MacLaverty, who “broadly conform to the structural
requirements of classical realism” (Kearney 199) as opposed to authors sudaras
Higgins or John Banville, who explicitly contend with the self-reflexive questaissd
in the more radical modernist experiments of James Joyce, Samuel Baa#tditann
O’Brien. But McGahern’s work also includes an undercurrent of questions regéndi
acts of reading and writing, even if those questions are woven into narrativeshthenic
dominant technique is that of traditional realism.

McGahern’s fiction dramatizes not only the writer’s struggle to create a
alternative “world of the text” but also the reader’s traversal of the bousdseieeen
that world and the world of action. The fact that the alternative world, rendered in a
realist mode, shares much with the world of action seems to make these struggles m
vexing rather than less. A broader concephwhesissuch as that developed by Paul
Ricoeur, is thus needed in order to comprehend the challenges faced by both reader and
writer under these conditions. In Ricoeur’s hermeneutics, mimesis includadtitiee
“set of operations by means of which a work arises from the opaque depths of living,
acting, and suffering, to be given by an author to readers who receive it aig/ther
change their own actions” (“Mimesis” 139-40). Ricoeur goes on to develop three
corresponding terms for this circular procgsgfiguring through which life is always
already informed by signs, symbols and cultural nocuosfiguring whereby experience

is shaped in the act of telling; atrdnsfiguring a term capacious enough to suggest not
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only a changed reader but perhaps even a “real world” changed by the revspedijpes
of that reader. McGahern’s fictions dramatize the challenges thaakey points on
Ricoeur’s circle: characters struggle to recognize the ways in whicHities are
prefigured, to develop or recover the imaginative techniques necessary to eafigur
text, and to become open to transfiguring their lives after reading.

Whether readers can or will change their actions after a detour throughsaatex
key question for McGahern. Does seeing the “real world” differently transitt acting
differently, as Ricoeur suggests it might? McGahern’s fictions leave sapzh a
possibility, but developing the necessary approach to reading can be difSewkral
characters, such as the protagonist of “The Beginning of an Idea” and Malaney, th
pornographer’s publisher, struggle to fully admit the actions of configuring and
transfiguring; for them, a text’s value lies in its reference to thefitee writer.

Readers who do better emphasize the other side of the circle: though it may lregtempt
to remain in the enclosed, alternative world of the well-configured textattegpt that
its most important outward reference is to the conditions of their own lives.

McGahern is equally interested in the challenges faced by writeggktigi to
configure a textual world with the only materials they can know: their ey roles
in the real world, which Ricoeur describes as the “mixture of doing and undergoing, of
action and suffering which make up the very texture of life” (“Life” 432). Mu&3a’s
focus on the latter terms in Ricoeur’s pairs causes difficulties for hisgmoists who
attempt to comprehend their experiences in writing. The passage from object ¢b subje
to writing subject is arduous indeed, especially for characters who encountesba

based on gender or family dynamics. A unifying thread, however, for McGahern’s
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fictional writers is the search for perspective on the events drawn fronlitksi While
no work spells out exactly how the intolerable is encompassed in writing, trasng t
search for perspective sheds light on the approach to configuration that npadssshte.

Effective writing for McGahern’s characters starts with an apprigogaantity of
lived experience and applies to it the manual labor of revision. Revision helps #re writ
avoid voyeuristic looking or promiscuous reporting, both of which characterize a
perspective that has become excessively satiric or recriminatorye Mbiifers no
guarantee, revision is a means of bringing calmness to a configured teytpa wa
mitigating the agitation that accompanies a physical existence dechimynaturalistic
urges and a spiritual existence characterized by the loss of God. Moreowsonresn
help a text encompass the multiple and contradictory impulses associatdueggth t
planes of existence, as a person yields to or resists naturalistic uopedlates between
yearning for God and a persistent agnosticism or atheism. Encompassing such
multiplicity in a text is a difficult task, and McGahern’s fictional wrsistruggle with the
temptation to simply assign blame for their place in a naturalistic higrardo
segregate impulses which are better seen as components of an integrated rEtwse
who succeed strive for a perspective on lived experience that emphasigesgioneover
isolation and protection of others over self-protection.

This chapter will proceed chronologically but also somewhat circularly, for
McGahern’soeuvredoes not lay out a linear trajectory to such a perspeciike.
Barrackssketches “where to write from” through the actions of Elizabeth Reegan, but

this perspective seems lost to McGahern’s fictional writers in his nasisree work
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from the 1970s> | will demonstrate that the effort to recover the writing and revising
strategies suggested by Elizabeth Reegan emerges from their losspoyrtographer (as
well as the fictional writers portrayed in the stories “The Beginning dde@a’ and
“Peaches”) and culminates in the characters of Joe Ruttledge and Johmmuiny Mur
McGahern’s last noveBy the Lake Figuratively, this circular journey traces a
perspective moving from an inchoate representation of the lover's gaze through a
predator’s gaze and finally returning to the former with greater maand generosity.

Process and Product inThe Barracks

As | discussed in Chapters 2 and 3, Elizabeth Reegan’s experiefdes in
Barracksinclude both self-reflexive laughter and intense encounters with memory. Both
of these contribute to her sustaining subjectivity in a stifling environment whictota
seem to accommodate all that she is. One of her experiences with memory algen enta
an attempt to write a letter to an old friend in London. While she becomes frustitiited w
the process and discards the letter, her effort to compose forecasts cieterairoblems
that will bedevil other characters who attempt to encompass the intolerabigng.w
Elizabeth senses the importance of an imagined perspective that can somehthe be a
“heart of everything” and simultaneously “laughing and crying and cél®6-7). She
recognizes that she must write about the truth of her condition, especialipéss and
encounters with despair, even as she resists definition by these exseaietdears her
correspondent will find them too bleak. She experiences both the imaginatively

generative and truth-seeking power of revision. Lastly, she struggles todtals into

15 This period follows the banning &he Darkin Ireland and McGahern’s firing from his teachimgition
for marrying a divorcee in a registry office. D#gsuch heavy-handed treatment by religious aitibsy
The Pornographefinds McGahern returning to Catholic paradigmaitiiculate the actions and role of the
writer.
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something like a prayer of praise. While the public implications of Elizabdtbiwat to
write will be broached only in subsequent fiction, in these ways she outlines a peespect
to which several characters, even those with once or future literary aspisatainas the
pornographer, will struggle to return.
Elizabeth’s urge to write emerges from memory in a passage that welisged
in McGahern’s later works such as “The Wine Breath.” Like the priest irstbgy,
Elizabeth finds “processions of dead days” returning “as compensation” (186) for her
declining health. The “dead days” again organize themselves into a kind of nabative
instead of linking losses (as in the passage | examined in Chapter 3), heretliElizabe
remembers the “midges swarming out of the trees” in her childhood and the “Jewish
names on the lintels” in London (186). While memories of loss remain vital to her self-
understanding, the details Elizabeth recalls here suggest a kind of abundanciéhenen w
a life some might consider mundane or blandly dictated by social convention. & simil
experience a few weeks later, in which Elizabeth is “ecstatic witbmérance,” (187)
impels her to write. The remainder of the experiment, however, becomes #estrugg
between fidelity to an imagined perspective on remembered experiencédesindtd
the reality of her declining health and alienation from those around her.
She’d have to write about herself too: her relationship with Reegan at odd
moments now, her heart gone weak, the cancer, the futility of her life and the life
about her, her growing indifference. That was the truth she’d have td etigs
get worse and worse and more frightenirigut who’'d want to come to a house
where things got worse and no one was happy? And on the cold page it didn’t
seem true and she crossed it out and wEbterything gets stranger and more
strange But what could that mean to the person she was writing to—stranger and
more strange, sheer inarticulacy with a faint touch of craziness. So skedcitos
out too and wroteThings get better and better, more beauti&nd she smiled at
the page that was too disfigured with erasions [sic] to send to anyone now. Her

words had reached praise of something at last, and it didn’t appear more false or
true than any of the other things she’d written and crossed out. She’d leave it so,
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it was a ridiculous thing to want to write in the first place, how could she have
ever imagined that she’d carry it through. She rose from the table and dropped
the sheet of notepaper into the fire, watched the flames crumple it like a hand
closing into a fist would, and the charred fragments float in the smoke. (187)

The injunction to honestly “write about herself,” which necessarily includeterable

facts (her marriage to Reegan is largely unfulfilling and she is dedjhig ilmportant

for Elizabeth because it is another assertion of subjectivity in inhospitableicnadit

She cannot simply detail the landscape for her correspondent, even sourcesiofh affec
such as the old “church that had celebrated its centenary in its grove of eveade
tombstones” or “the river flowing out of the lake in the shelter of the hill” (187). She
insists that the landscape is incomplete without Elizabeth Reegan, thus inserting
ephemeral, individual human life into an image of more enduring elements such as the
church and even abiding natural phenomena such as the river. Furthermore, she cannot
exclude intimations of futility from her writing; these feelings must be wont the

text because they are genuinely part of her vision, thus suggesting thaititige must

retain some referential link to the writer’s life. It is here, howevet Bhaabeth

encounters the necessity of re-vision, for the idea that things get inexanaisky does

not seem entirely “true” after its inscription on the “cold page.”

Her first revision appears to fail as well, as she feels the written psvgpec
declines into “inarticulacy” and near “craziness.” While readefshefBarracksnight
sense that Elizabeth’s first two lines are probably closer to the “truth’r @Xperiences
than her final assertion that things get “better and better,” in her mindtéreskzems
equally as valid as the two previous statements. Elizabeth is quick to dismiffsrer e
as ridiculous, but in fact her revision has yielded lines which might be called

“paradoxical” rather than strange or nonsensical. In fact, as contradisttingy are, the
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revisions do not negate each other but rather build toward a text that more genuinely
comprehends Elizabeth’s experiences. The three statements might ewenttenrene
more time as follows.

Things get worse and worse and more frightening

Everything gets stranger and more strange
Things get better and better, more beautiful

Poetic and symmetrical in spite of the absence of referential detaiheékedb express

the constant and overlapping sense of process that characterizes Elizadpetfienees.

All three statements might even be true over the course of one day or even one hour, but
Elizabeth is unwilling to ask her correspondent to apply her reader’s intiagitathis
challenging idea. In fact, such a paradox might even be more intolerable tistabtee
trajectory implied by each line if it were read individually.

In an exchange with Reegan about a month before she writes the letter,tklizabe
models the reader’s perspective that she is sadly unable to expect from hiendlhfr
London. As Christmas winds down, the atmosphere becomes tense as the feast day is
slowly reduced to just another day in the lives of Reegan, Elizabeth, and the children.

Reegan finally admits, “I hate the day. A whole year of waitin’ for it and then it
goes like a wet week. Whatever people be waitin’ for anyway?” (184). Elizabeth
borrows the question not in order to answer it but to use as a refrain. In its repetitions, i
brings “neither despair nor desperation” (185). Instead, “the words remainecrd
complete as a landscape that she could gaze dispassionately on for ever” (x86ktHEl
seems to have transcended semantics and even the need for referenceséhe plkiad
of enclosure in which the words refer back to themselves but, ironically, also tsiingges

eternal.
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While Elizabeth has detached Reegan’s phrase from reference to the ‘oddl” w
her experience of language here cannot be characterized as “thenmcebebration of
its coming” (Barthes, “Introduction” 124). Language instead offerspatessom both
the naturalistic tumult of the body and Elizabeth’s bouts of despair. The worda rema
“calm” and quiet Elizabeth’s passions rather than inflaming them. She vieiiextie
not intimately but from a distance, like a landscape, and she responds to it not with ardor
but “dispassionately.” Elizabeth uses the phrase like a prayer, but in doing seiste re
what a prayer is and can do. God is perhaps present only in the sedimentation of the
words “complete,” implying wholeness, and “for ever,” suggesting eternitgatlieth’s
emphasis is instead the language itself, which is compared to a vista she walyld gla
contemplate forever. The alternative world of the text, even one of just a few bdrrow
words, thus balances a powerful allure with an invitation to quiet contemplation. In this
case, McGahern’s narrative does not detail Elizabeth’s return from the worldtekthe
to the world of action, but such an experience of language may be exactly what she hopes
to transmit to her correspondent by shaping the words of her letter into “praise of
something at last” (187). Instead, the crushing demands of her domestitulifetoe
overwhelm her resolve to comprehend her life in writing.

She notes that “all her life she had to work with her hands” (188), whether it be
nursing patients in London, raising Reegan’s children, cleaning, cooking, etgo&he
on to consider her “praying and her thinking and reading” as “pale little sideshows
(188). As | have shown, however, Elizabeth’s ideas about language and writing border
on the artistic/poetic. But she does not have the time, or is not given the time, to inscribe

the capacious perspective characterized as “laugmdgryingand calm” [emphasis
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added] for an audience. She achieves it cognitively, but not finally in writing. The
reading posture she has grown into and which allows her to engage with language in a
spiritual way is also stifled here—it is difficult to imagine her expresker experience

of Reegan’s refrain to anyone in the barracks without being ridiculed.ikiehg for

these reasons that some critics, such as F.C. Molloy, concludéhthBarrackss finally
pessimistic. For Molloy, Elizabeth “cannot break out of the confines of heeesest

(11) and becomes “increasingly overwhelmed by the ordinary” (12). Though | believe
Elizabeth’s experiences with laughter, memory, and language do provide herivatte
compensation for the restrictive existence she endures, her own dismistigiais,
intellectual, or philosophical pursuits as “sideshows” offers support for MoNog\g

and implies that she has made a disastrous mistake in returning to Ireland aradlyspe
to this particular corner of it.

But removing the writer from this environment for allegedly more fertile ground
and sympathetic compatriots provides no guarantee of success where Elizagath Ree
fails. McGahern’s narratives, especidly the Lakeultimately arrive at a far more
generous view of the inhabitants, communities, and environment of the northern Irish
midlands, but this revised perspective depends upon the travails of the exilecsvhiger
or she detours through Dublin, London, and the Continent.

Writing, Sexuality, and Subjectivity in “The Beginning of an ldea”
and “Peaches”

Writing, sexuality, and sexual violence intersect in these two stories ig thata
is consistent with the subject matterTadfe Pornographeand thus establishes a link

between these actions. Allegedly free of its associations with conjugal dagy or t
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legalistic prescriptions of the Irish Catholic Church, sexuality for thkaeacters,
however, becomes not liberating but enervating or even destructive. Ashoamlin
the discussion ofhe Pornographebelow, McGahern comes to suggest that the writer’s
gaze may deteriorate in a similar way through inordinate attention tootdumd
elements of what he or she observes. Such a perspective fails to imagicamigyre
the intolerable and instead only transmits it for the shallow amusement of redlers
characters here, however, struggle even to arrive at such a problem; the pstg#agosi
first try to change their position as objects of those who possess some poweever th
that of subjects capable of the generative imagination necessary tvelyembnfigure a
text. Their relationships offer a remarkably dark version of the Yeatsianrdde
“Perfection of the life, or of the work” (“The Choice” 246). For these charscthe
“life” alternative offers no “heavenly mansion” (Yeats 246); instead, @reffnerely a
struggle to survive in a world peopled by predatory characters driven by sestirait
and a raw desire for power. As the unnamed protagonist of “Peaches” laconicalty put
“Now in this house they were busy making miserable their passing lives, wdteruld
be as easy to live together in some care or tenderness” (McG@b#etted StorieS6).
Eva Lindberg, the central character of “The Beginning of an Idea,” resens
position as a theatre director in order to write. Her decision is also motivated by he
exasperation with her married lover, an aspiring politician named Arvo Merih&s/a
been his mistress for two years and she finally ends the relationship, bound fowipai
the goal of writing “an imaginary life of Chekhov” (McGahe@ullected Storied14). It
is a lofty goal that she hopes to reach on the slender basis of two sentencpsatbdilye

writes in a notebook:The word Oysters was chalked on the wagon that carried
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Chekhov’'s body to Moscow for burial. The coffin was carried in the oyster wagon
because of the fierce heat of early Jultalics original] (112). Eva believes she has
discovered an attractive symmetry between this biographical detail and Chedihart’'s
story entitled “Oysters.” In her reading of the story, “Chekhov was thattbey [
protagonist] outside the restaurant with his father in the autumn rain, was thagsta

boy crunching the oysters in the restaurant while they laughed, was the child&dthe
woken by thirst at noon, watching the father pace up and down the small room waving
his arms around” (114). Having established a neat circular frame, thabpevit

“begin with oysters and end with oysters” (114), Eva believes she can imagine (and
write) the life in between.

The generative imagination of an artist, however, is more characteristic of
mature subject, and the story indicates early on that Eva is better descibeal\as
object. The narrator explains that the two sentences above are written geacHadish
hand” (112). When readers first encounter her, Eva is re-reading the sentesiees as
“wait[s] for Arvo Meri to come to the small flat” (112). After some consitieraof the
plot of Chekhov's story, she returns her notebook to a drawer: “Then she showered and
changed into a blue woollen dress and continued to wait for Arvo Meri to come” (114).
These details begin to establish deeper reasons as to why Eva’s wojaa will not
succeed. While Denis Sampson is correct that she “seems to be unaware obtiie sym
resonance of the oysters” and that her “failure to write representsre falread
[Chekhov's story] with care’@utstaring166), Eva’s struggles are equally the result of

her inability to “read” her own life.
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Her own life story is “pre-figured” by an intense yearning for a camechisexual
relationship, similar to that of Patrick MoranTihe Leavetakingnd not unlike the
metaphysical yearning dramatized in “The Wine Breath” and “Gold Watewa fails to
recognize that “[hJuman action is always figured in signs, interpreted i1$ @&roultural
traditions and norms” (Ricoeur, “Creativity” 224). Eva mistakenly beliévaisher
contemporary notions about sexual freedom can override entrenched cultuiahadit
and norms, even within herself. In fact, Eva’s progressive ideas abournrelapis and
sexuality do not produce greater satisfaction and autonomy but rather grgddeiation
by the contemptible men in her life. The passages above, in which Eva continually tur
away from writing to idly wait for Arvo, lead to a bleak sexual encounter lateein t
evening: “She grew impatient with his tired fumbling and pulled him on top of her,
provoking him with her own body till he came” (118). Itis to Eva’s credit that she
recognizes the need to leave Arvo; however, her resolution that “it was for hefewn li
and not for his that she yearned” (122) is easier said than done. For this too entiils an a
of the imagination, and Eva’s actions to this point demonstrate that she haapititéty
for imagining her own life, much less a life as historically distant a&l@iws. For
example, she claims to want a future with Arvo, but when pressed as to a vision of that
future, she can offer only that she could “take a larger flat” (115). She claimageas
irrelevant, telling Arvo that she does not “care about a divorce” (115), but cannottsugges
any other way of establishing the commitment she wants.

Even so, Eva’s first few weeks in Spain augur well as she lives a carefighedr
life in preparation for the day on which she must “face the solitary white pag@y. (

That day finally arrives. Eva rewrites her two sentences but cannot prochedos®
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and looked at her face in the small silver-framed mirror. Yes, there wesg liut faint

still and natural. Her nails needed filing. She decided to change into a shirt and jeans
and then to rearrange all her clothes and jewellery [sic]. A week, two wealesl pas

this way. She got nothing written” (123). The passage brings Eva to a childiglomaria

of the Yeatsian dilemma. Attending to her appearance overtakes her desite.tdEwa
fears she has aged in the few moments needed to rewrite her sentences anctalg ir
checks the mirror for signs that, as Yeats puts it, “the toil has left its nZ4K).( These
actions ironically echo the scene in which she waits for Arvo and suggest that Esa view
Chekhov not as a “life” which she must imagine and create but as a lover who wélt appe
if she is attractive enough. Her life in Spain has already begun to re-enpatddems

of her previous life.

In the weeks after her failure to write, Eva becomes acquainted withidjano
localguardia After initially visiting to deliver a telegram, he becomes a useful
distraction for Eva and begins to “come almost daily” (123). Readers recotnuagh
Eva does not, that she responds to Chekhov’s failure to appear by waiting on Manolo.
Through their conversations, she becomes invested in him and generously wonders “why
someone as intelligent as he had becomeaadia’ (124). Manolo, however, like the
other men in the story, sees Eva as a sexual object and is simply maneuvering for an
opportunity. He complains of alienation from his wife due to “two babies in less than
two years” (124) and Eva offers to acquire contraceptives for him becauseisthiesel
that such a rate of childbirth is “criminal in this age” (124). In fact, the compiiiges are
a criminal matter, being illegal in Spain at the time, but Eva procures tbemher old

theatre’s editor anyway. It is only a matter of hours before Manolo retitmé s/
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superior officer to give Eva a choice of sexual assault or prosecution for impbetiyadj i
materials. Confronted with this brutal reality, Eva’s past life again setenand
insulated: “How often had she heard this problem argued. Usually it was agreead i
better to yield than to get hurt” (125). In fact, too many things in Eva’s life, &nistic
aspirations to birth control, have been treated as “problems to be argued” in comfortabl
and safe surroundings. The reality of the “solitary white page” has wpiceaffonted
her; now the reality of sexual assault does the same due to her failure toattend t
environment: she is a foreign woman alone in a culture she does not understand, a culture
as brutal and naturalistic as that of the rural Ireland McGahern depidte iBarracks
andThe Dark

But there are positives for Eva in the midst of what is a devastatingly dayk stor
Although she cannot fully feel it, Eva finds a calmness by which she will erfture t
assault. She also finds the limits of a referential view of language ascheemiences
about Chekhov help her survive the absolutely intolerable. Lastly, her suffering seems t
entail a change in roles: she becomes the protagonist of Chekhov's story rathes than hi
metaphorically jilted lover. If Eva fails to become a writing subject irstbey, these
factors at least suggest progress toward a greater subjectivity malgene

Eva follows the line of argument that it is “better to yield” to the threatxafade
violence but not without some negotiating: “*All right. As long as you promise to leave
as soon as it's done.” Her voice stopped him. It had a calm she didn't feel” (125). In
these desperate circumstances, Eva is trying on a perspective that shéudignno
inhabit, and this should actually be seen as a positive rather than a criticitaat, the

terror of imminent violation is somewhat mitigated: the men now remind Eva of
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“mastered boys” (125). Afterwards, they depart “subdued and quiet. It had not been as
jolly as they must have imagined it would be” (125). There is no escaping titne akal
the assaults, however, even if Eva’s negotiations “stop” the men in some ways.

Eva endures the unspeakable by turning to writing. During the assaults, she fixes
her attention on the two sentences she has written, “her mind moving over them from
beginning to end, and from beginning to end, again and again” (125). The sentences
provide a calm and quiet alternative space for the mind while the body suffereashide
violation. Moreover, the words are freed from reference to Chekhov; instead, thernarrat
suggests that they refer primarily back to themselves in a repetitivéramdrcfashion,
not unlike Elizabeth Reegan’s prayerlike appropriation of her husband’s phrase
“Whatever people be waitin’ for anyway?” (184). While language appearspciel
survive, she must return from the world of the two-sentence “text” to the world @h acti
There is no escape from the emotional and physical wounds of the assault.

The story ends with Eva’s departure from her seaside retreat the moreinthpaft
rape. She simply moves on, unsure of where she will go next. Aboard the train to
Granada, after a “woman in a black shawl on the wooden seat facing her” (126heffe
a morsel of sausage and some wine (she cannot take the latter because hee ktlids a
unsteady), Eva dozes. As she awakens, the details of Chekhov’s story combine with her
own two sentences but with an important difference: Eva is now the protagonist.

[W]hen she woke she thought the bitter taste of oysters was in her mouth and that

an awful lot of people were pacing up and down and waving their arms around.

She had a sudden desire to look out the window to see if theQystdrswas

chalked on the wagon; but then she saw that the train had just stopped at a large

station and that the woman in the black shawl was still there and smiling on her.
(126)
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While Eva is probably no closer to becomingraing subject, taking the role of

protagonist here, even if it is within a dream or a fictional story, suggestshi may

finally abandon the role of credulous object who is always waiting for a man. rRathe

than trying to find Chekhov’s life within “Oysters,” she might try to find her own.

According to Paul Ricoeur, Eva’s appropriation of the protagonist’s role iti@nat

story can contribute significantly to identity and self-understanding.
[1]t is certainly true that life is lived and the story told. An unbridgeable
distinction remains, but it is, in part, abolished through our capacity to appropriate
in the application to ourselves the intrigues we received from our culture, and our
capacity of thus experimenting with the various roles that the fav@aisonae
assume in the stories we love best. And so we try to gain by means of our
imaginative variatiorof ouregoa narrative understanding of ourselves, the only

kind of understanding that escapes the pseudo-alternative of pure change and
absolute identity. (“Life” 437)

Though the “pseudo-alternative of pure change” still hovers nearby, implied facthe
that Eva simply awakens at a momentary stop on a journey with no clear destination, her
detour through Chekhov’s fictional story synthesizes what the story has to say about
language and reference. First, Eva reads Chekhov’s fiction as pure bioghaghg the
assault, she reads her own sentences as language which refers only tm@kglfshe
finds Chekhov’s language referring to her own experiences and circumstances.
McGahern’s story ends at the moment of transfiguring suggested by Rg&coeur’
circle of mimesis. It offers no certainty that Eva will change heoras, but her
occupation of the protagonist’s role at least suggests the possibility thatlsthe sa. If
she can realize her position as a “hungry child” yearning not for food but for aytima
love, and commitment, indeed how these more spiritual yearnings are bound up with
instinctual urges such as hunger and libido, she might escape the cyclestdfaaliec

which characterize her “real life.”
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In light of The Barracksone of the ironies of “The Beginning of an Idea” is that
Eva’s international career in the arts and life as a theatre profddsameabrought her no
closer to becoming a writing subject or artist than has the narrow doriestif
Elizabeth Reegan. In fact, Elizabeth possesses an almost intuitive undegstdride
materials and process necessary to produce communicative writingecapabl
encompassing the intolerable. This is perhaps the result of her more honest stithggle
suffering and loss. Though Halliday gently mocks her for identifigogtrongly with
what she reads, Elizabeth immediately understands that part of the valumoélfict
narratives is their reference to her experiences rather than thatadthors: “But they're
real! They're not stories even. They're about my life” (87). Though shemieed to
a more nuanced understanding of such texts, Elizabeth seems to start from a phint whic
advances her subjectivity beyond that of Eva Lindberg. As | mentioned in Chapter 2, she
does not hesitate to place herself into Christ’s role within the Catholicinasrahe
continues to find meaningful, much to the consternation of the local priest, who prefers
her safely confined as maternal accessory to the hero.

If Eva’s two sentences were no more than the “beginning of an idea,” the story’s
final image suggests a merciful end to that idea but not without some suggestion of the
beginning of a better idea: attending properly to one’s own life and surroundirifysa |
is ever to write with vitality or power, she must begin to see her life aslglih Reegan
does, from a perspective “at the heart of everything” not unlike that sometiovedeor
by a fictional protagonist. Even then, the raw materials of lived experagmtememory
must be patiently and diligently reworked in order to achieve the imaginary scope

(“laughing and crying and calm”) that characterizes Eliz@batverie. While Elizabeth
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is far closer to McGahern’s idea of a writing subject and even to the mindseauisa,
in the end neither she nor Eva Lindberg delivers a document to an audience. Other
McGahern protagonists do, however, and subsequent works thus explore the public
implications of these demands. What does drawing from lived experience do to the
writer? How does one inscribe the generosity of spirit suggested by Eizabe
perspective, especially if experiences of suffering and loss rensanted?

“Peaches,” a story roughly contemporary with “The Beginning of aa,’igidaces
a pair of expatriate writers in the same brutal and naturalistic Spainenqez by Eva
Lindberg. In fact, the young wife resembles Eva, being of Scandinavian descemg, havi
worked in theatre, and now toiling primarily on translations. Neither she nor her husband
is ever named in the story, which reinforces their alienation from theguswdings and
from their few acquaintances in Spain. That they remain unnamed also expases thei
deterioration into objects in a dysfunctional marriage. While documenting theafecay
the marriage into vindictiveness and recrimination is the primary theme dbtlietbe
husband is a frustrated writer who briefly addresses concerns that will béuthore
unpacked inThe Pornographer

He is a novelist who has not been able to write for over a year, if his wifegs bit
taunts are accurate. The irony of a letter from his editor in London, who sutljgests
the sun of Spain [his new work] should ripen into something excitigli¢cted Stories
89) is not lost on him: “In the sun of Spain not a line had been written or was likely to
be” (89). As he reflects on the letter and the enclosed reviews of his previous book, the
character alludes to the implications of taking the deeply personal viewtiogwr

suggested by Elizabeth Reegan to a public audience: “To publish was to expose oneself
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naked, in an open market, and if the praise was acceptable he could hardly complain of
the ridicule, since one always had the choice to stay in original obscurity” T88)is
both a risky and communicative view of writing and illustrates how deeplgricdi
connected to the writer, even if his or her material is diligently revisedrabellished
by imagination. It implies the need for an absolute trust of readers, not unlikedhef
trust suggested by Patrick Moran at the endlledf Leavetakings he considers sexual
intimacy. At the very least, the writer must have something like a lovingpresaip
with readers, which involves not only a willingness to accept some criticisnvéut e
mandates tolerating readers (like Eva Lindberg) who cannot but view fistion a
autobiography. If this writer/reader relationship requires a kind of genexoipsocity,
the couple’s husband/wife relationship in “Peaches” provides a bitterly ironic
counterpoint to it.

Neither character can grant the other any space, nor will they conforhatdhe
other wishes them to be. The husband feels preyed upon and vigilantly protects himself.
He is bewildered by his wife’s changing moods. However, when she suggegstthey
help, he resentfully declines: “If he had to go to an analyst he would return to the
Catholic Church and go to confession, which would at least be cheaper” (88). Their
alienation from each other is nearly total and is emphasized by their awlexaal s
encounter midway through the story: “[T]heir small pleasures could hardéy hav
happened more separately if they’d each been on opposite ends of the beach with the red
house of the Canadian between” (87).

Their treatment of each other within the marriage appears to spread outward and

include those around them, as the stench from a dead shark permeates the beaahfront nea
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their house. They seem to draw predatory and destructive characters to theniselves
the story’s climactic scene, the couple is coerced into visiting the l@abtrate’s peach
grove, where he boasts of his access to water while the “Spanish scum’hiee [dat to
lingering resentments from the Spanish civil war] “do not have water forhbeges”

(94-5). The magistrate then begins plucking peaches from the trees and “rathenmy [
into the breast pockets” of the wife’s dress (95). The husband manages to stop this act,
probably avoiding further violence only because the couple are foreigners, but lhe is sti
more interested in protecting himself than his wife, for later he pleadsitlhim and

wound up in a Spanish jail it'd do us all a lot of good” (99). His wife cruelly torments
him, but she is also somewhat accurate when she points out “how awful it is to be
married to a weak man” (99) and taunts him for failing to eject presumptuous
acquaintances from their house: “They practically had to shit all over yorebefu did
anything” (78). But if he accepts regular insults to his person or mascuindgr the

guise of pragmatism, she sees herself as an object bound to endure the kind of violation
imposed by the magistrate. As the couple prepares to abandon their rented property in
order to avoid further contact with him, she mutters: “Yes. It was no more than |
deserved” (99).

This bleak cycle of objectification in part explains why both charactergge to
write. Their way of looking has become predatory as they circle each otheyeknous
weaknesses to exploit. The story implies that such a perspective must kedrépair
either character is to not only write effectively but perhaps write at atllGdllern’s
subsequent fictional writers will experience the challenge of shiftorg & perspective

characterized by self-protection and recrimination to one of reciprocity atetpon of
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others. These alternatives will be explored through the characters of Mdvarongst
Womenand Joe Ruttledge By the Lakeboth of whom attempt to comprehend
intolerable matters in writing. But before proceeding to those examplergitessary to
look atThe Pornographerwhich further explores the connections between writing and
sexuality.

Theory, Practice, and Audience inThe Pornographer

In chapter 2 | concluded by noting that the pornographer suggests that the
narrative he has just told is deeply flawed and his need for prayer in partsespaes
sense of hope that he might improve that narrative with further revision and a more
refined perspective. He seems to be trying to find a way back to some of the things
Elizabeth Reegan grasps intuitively about memory, language and writivegnovel
concludes without any certainty of whether or not the protagonist can achieve bette
writing outcomes (similar to the endings of “The Wine Breath” regareimgpmpassing
the intolerable via memory and Eva’s effort to transfigure her life afteetour through
Chekhov’s text in “The Beginning of an Idea”). It does, however, present two distinct
writing failures through Josephine’s letters and the narrator’s pornography.

In an interview with Eamon Maher, McGahern discusses his artistic approach to
sexuality in the novel: “Basically, it was a very old theory | was workingraui. can
trace the progress of the sun better by examining the dust or the shade thaqrtgy |
directly up into the sky”’Krom the Locall49). The same strategy is at work in the
novel’s depictions of writing. Josephine’s letters and the narrator’'s pornogrépies s
are mere shadows of what writing can or should be. Josephine’s letters areedhadac

by indiscriminate selection of details, a clumsy imposition of her worldviewptieaents
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her from seeing into people and their motivations, and transparent rhetorica¢gestur
designed to manipulate the narrator’s emotions. The narrator’'s own writing, hpwever
may be even more dramatically corrupted. When he configures his Shannon excursion
with Josephine as pornography, his imagination is exposed as vindictive, as the most
salient enhancement to the events of the trip is a lurid violation of an old bachelor
bartender the two had encountered on the river.

If Josephine’s writing is marred by reportage and rhetoric, the narraiarragg
do worse, for he produces writing that may actually corrupt his audience tryitey
transfigure their lives along the lines of Colonel Grimshaw and MaviniClaael. The
pornographer tries to block Elizabeth Reegan’s genuine instinct that writing nest st
for “praise of something at last,” but the novel demonstrates his failure to doso. Hi
instinct to write a certain way, to believe in language’s power in acaviy, cannot be
completely stifled even through his self-imposed paralysis. He finds thai$teeadmit
a spiritual and even Catholic dimension more fully and consciously to writing and
perhaps life. Only then can he retell his narrative from a perspectiectdrazed more
by generosity and forgiveness than by solipsism and recrimination.

While the narrator is given the capacity to rehabilitate his writer'speetive,
Josephine is granted little or no potential to do so. Josephine’s letters extend an idea
articulated by Patrick Moran ifihe Leavetakinghat “the world of the beloved comes to
us with the banality of news reports” (143), but with a twist—if this is how another
person’s stories appear when we genuinely love him or her, they are unbearably ina

when written by a person whom the audience has decided he cannot love. The unnamed
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narrator ofThe Pornographetransmits them in faithful paraphrase in order to show
Josephine’s posturing and naive faith in the forces that move people.

Although Josephine appears to produce competent journalisivafierwaysthe
magazine she writes for, her approach fails when the material becomes rincuk difd
the audience more skeptical. Rather than strategically choosing detaiisamyes, she
simply reports everything in an unpleasant mirroring of the incessant talkrtheona
finds so suffocating: “Jonathan had met her at the airport. They had taken a taxi to his
Kensington house” (147). The narrator, fairly or unfairly, seems to want her tateansl|
her experiences into something that transcends the “banality of news reports8 but s
seems unable to do so, even in conversation. When she finally tells the narrator about the
end of the relationship with Jonathan, he notes that he finds the incidents “hard to follow
not knowing the people involved” (182). His commentary also alludes to Josephine’s
unwillingness or inability to see into the motivations of the “characters” istbey.

Josephine’s lack of insight stems from her insistence that people are simply good
or bad, even though these categories seem to be based on whether or not a person will
submit to her plans. Her instinct for control extends to her portrayal of Jonathan, an
aging acquaintance who has long been attracted to her and who promises tathet as
to her unborn child. Despite his cruel treatment of his dying wife and despesaterpla
marriage to Josephine, she writes that she “did not know that such a genuinedy selfle
and good person existed in the world” (147).

Because she is still trying to persuade the pornographer to submit to her vision for
their domestic life together, Josephine’s portrayal of Jonathan as weheaslibé¢ in

London in general are exposed as transparently rhetorical. Although sregelitim
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admits that Jonathan is “very much the businessman too, ruthless and self-centred” (182)
her early insistence that he is a “purely good person” (149) is another afbecoptect

what she sees as the narrator’s cynical outlook. Even when she tries to sifategic

select details from her life in London, the results are desperate atemiptite a

fundamental emotional reaction from the pornographer. She writes that she is sjunned b
“the number of men who’d asked her out, and one or two had even made passes” (149).
She cannot help but deliver the “moral” of the story: does this detail make the
pornographer “jealous at all?” (149). In a sense, Josephine’s unearned appeals to
emotion mirror the pornographer’s own perversion of writing into hackneyed attempts to
get a rise out of his readers.

While the novel may place Josephine’s journalistic writing and the narrator’'s
pornography on roughly the same level, the narrator is exposed as a failed poet, which,
according to a conversation in “Peaches,” is a “failure worse than any otbatisee
writing is “more personal than any other [occupation]” and the “egotism isrse’fie
(89). Atthe outset ofhe Pornographerthe narrator seems to think he has found a safe
distance from his artistic aspirations as well as from the naive persoriovbd tne
woman” and did not understand that love has nothing to do with sexual intercourse (42).
Like Josephine’s letters about Jonathan, the narrator’s writing initiallyimas a fantasy
world he would like to inhabit. He begins the novel thinking of himself as a minor league
version of the sexual athletes in his stories. During his first encounter wagphilos, he
hopes that he “might be a poor Colonel Grimshaw, and she, excited and awkward by my

side, might be his Mavis” (42).
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But the part of him that wishes to make art out of language persists, even as he
believes he abandons it to write wholly commercial pornography. In the sambavay t
he feels he can sever sexuality not only from love but from tedious moral concerals, soci
conventions, and procreation, he also feels he can detach writing from its connection to
what McGahern calls the “religious instinct’dve of the World51). Like Eva
Lindberg, the pornographer discovers the impotence of one person’s will agaimssdeca
or even centuries of prescribed sexual and social behavior (especially iratissslips
with Josephine and Maloney, who are very traditional beneath their urbane and sexually
liberated exteriors, as | discussed in Chapter 2). Moreover, he is forced toaaccept
similar failure of will within himself: he cannot separate language aitthg/from the
sacramental.

Just prior to the first example of pornography in the novel, the narrator describes
his preparations for writing: “I washed and changed, combed my hair, and washed my
hands again a last time before going over to the typewriter on the marble,réettitsta
leaf through what | had written” (21). Considering the story that the narssbout to
pick up, a curious recollection then intervenes.

We used to robe in scarlet and white how many years before...The wine and

water and hand linen had been taken out onto the altar. The incessant coughing

told that the church was full. The robed priest stood still in front of the covered
chalice on the table, and we formed into line at the door as the last bell began to
ring. When it ceased the priest lifted the chalice, and we bowed together to the
cross, our hearts beating. And then the sacristy door opened on to the side of the

altar and all the faces grew out of a dark mass of cloth out beyond the rail. We
began to walk, the priest with the covered chalice following. (21)

Even the kind of writing he is about to do is thus associated with an eager aotcgiati
the sacred by both its facilitators and its audience. The passage empihasctedice,

the vessel for the transubstantiated blood of Christ. The narrator gives hivagelit of
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acolyte because he has not yet ascended to the central role as consettrators.
Subsequent allusions to blood suggest that he believes the true writer combines the roles
of Christ and priest: he or she must not only bleed for the work but also consecrate that
blood for an audience. This is remarkably ambitious and may explain why failing as
writer is viewed so dramatically in the exchange from “Peaches.” abhsteconsecrated

bread and wine, genuinely failed writers leave behind something more austoghe

rotting shark in that story. This is why they “[stink] to themselves and to everyseie el

(89).

Sacramental imagery recurs when the pornographer reflects that his tvaolrts
be mixed with my own blood. How could the dried blood of the words be turned back
into blood unless they had once been bound by living blood?” (50). Maloney dismisses
this idea, calling it “poetry talk. And you know what | think of that nowadays“1(50
The narrator, however, simply cannot jettison this approach and it leads to one of the
novel’s many ironies: when he does begin drawing more literally on his oworlifesf
pornography, Maloney finds it less successful on a first reading, noting that theo8ha
episode does not “phosphoresce with your usual glow” (162).

Perhaps even more important here is the implication that reading can be a
transubstantial act based on the sacrifice of the writer. The narratomav&thlought he
could shield himself from the public implications of his insistence on putting his blood
into his work by producing wholly commercial entertainment, but even then Maloney
gleefully troubles him with constant questions about the biographical accuracy of his
pornographic episodes. While the narrator is less than forthcoming, what littlietse of

still increases Maloney'’s interest in the pornographic rendering of tdugstan with
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Josephine: “I'll have another look at your Shannon story. Knowing that real peeple ar
involved gives the spice of pornography a very satisfying solidity. It nengdr
phosphoresce a little more this time” (165). The narrator thus finds himself dogged by
biographical readings even when he turns his experiences into the lurid seapatiesc
of “characters [who] were not even people” (21). Part of his problem, then, is finding a
way to accept that such readings are an inevitable consequence of an approduigto wri
he cannot change.
If he insists on a Eucharistic or Catholic view of writing and reading, he npt onl
must find a way to make the writing “reach praise” but also to treat the catigreg
more generously. As frustrating as it might be, he has to grant them someespace,
readers such as Maloney who wish to pick over his life for the biographical detgils t
require for a narrative to “phosphoresce.” Maloney cannot help himself frormthefki
narrow biographical reading initially favored by Eva Lindberg, though he steeimsist
on this approach in part to annoy the pornographer. Patrick Moran’s landlord, Mr.
Logan, is another character satirically portrayed as this kind of reaatrckmotes that
Mr. Logan’s day revolves around his library books, but that he
never gleaned anything from these books...Odd information stuck. Somerset
Maugham was his favourite author. They shared the same aversion: when
walking out with his wife he hated it when she’d take his arm, and he had read in
the Autobiographythat Somerset Maugham hated anybody to take his arm too.
(158)
The pornographer believes he resides safely in the “original obscurityitoks
in “Peaches,” in part because he has abandoned his poetic ambition. But his poetic
ambition has not abandoned him, and his choosing the obscurity of pornographic

hackwork is mocked by Maloney’s grating biographical questions. If he iadaniean

approach to writing based on sacredness and sacrifice, he will have to teladates r
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such as Maloney who wish to know to the milliliter exactly how much blood has been
expended on the work. He will have to translate the affection he shows for his aunt and
uncle, whom he shows in their contradictions but with a degree of sympathy nearly
absent from the portrayals of Josephine and Maloney, into a broader written pegspecti
These concerns are tied together by a key component of the pornographeds flaw
perspective: in writing and in life, protecting himself often overrides piateothers.

He is rarely able to combine attention and care with restraint, as he daekis/hacle
disembarks in Dublin: “He had need of all his own space, without interference from my
eyes, as he came up the long platform” (9). The failure to more broadly applg s
perspective helps to explain McGahern’s decision to use the device of pornogrdphy in t
novel.

The Pornographesuggests that a failure of point-of-view can cause the allegedly
impartial observation of sociological realism to be perverted into voye,gsgedy
consumption of other people’s lives. A failure of the writer’'s perspective aan tur
readers into the audience for pornography; in other words, anxious to dispense with
everything but the graphic sexual gymnastics or the equivalently lurid rleménd it
may turn the writer into a cruel withess who shows no care for either the object of
observation or the audience. Even worse, it may turn him into a vindictive moralizer
focused on punishing his characters for their stupidity or unwillingness to aoegpt t
Darwinian dominance by “the body whose one instinct is to survive and plunder and
arrogantly reproduce itself along the way” (McGahd@itmg Pornographe4). This is
evidenced not only by the narrator’s pornographic retelling of his Shannon excursion, in

which an aging country bachelor is punched out by the Colonel, bound, and brought to
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orgasm by Mavis in order to punish him for his asexual life, but even by the protagonist’s
own vindictive portrayal of Josephine in the narrative proper. As | have suggested in the
discussion of her letters above, he seems to insist that readers see how absolutely
insufferable Josephine is to him. He cannot extend to her the space and sympathy given
to his uncle and aunt; instead, he seems to insist that she be punished for her submission
to the instinct to “arrogantly reproduce” in the same way that he, in Maloweyds,

must be “punished for behaving stupidly” (244). By the end of the novel, the narrator
recognizes the limitations of Maloney’s facile notion of cause and efiectidy even
recognize the need to reshape his narrative in order to demonstrate more complex
interrelations between actions or, at the very least, better reflect a kimgstiry that

goes beyond cause and effect. These two ideas, the sense of mystery dssiciate
religious practice and the generative effects of revision, permeatexkgs final scene.

While the narrator acknowledges his “fierce need to pray” as he and Maloney
drive back to Dublin after his aunt’s funeral, he is certain that his “prayers coueé not
answered” (252). Thus, instead of actually praying, he focuses on mentallggensi
image.

And in the silence a fragment of another day seemed to linger amid the sweeping

wipers and grow: the small round figure of my uncle getting out of the traig aw

down the platform, childishly looking around, the raincoat over his arm, at the

beginning of the journey—if beginning it ever had—that had brought each to
where we were, in the now and forever. (252)

The end of the novel is not only circular but future-oriented. This image not only returns
readers to the scene that began the novel, but suggests that the narrator feisheewr
narrative he has just completed. The material might be the same, but he seemsst® promi
that his imagination will now let such images “grow” more naturally outsidehat wad

become a withering or even predatory gaze. Moreover, the “now and forester” t



142

surrounds him and his uncle implies the eternal, even if that eternal is linked not to God
but to the memory, the words, or the narrative they are ultimately shaped into.

The above fragment may not be enough for readers to genuinely understand how
the pornographer will rewrite this story. If he has circled back to Elizalethdr’s
understanding that writing must “reach praise of something at last,” he has not
necessarily explicitly detailed how to achieve this. He has implied tlessigcof a
genuine readmitting of certain elements of religious practice into Hialsely with the
imperative of revision, but he does not necessarily elucidate the idea of “attending
properly” (251). This appears to have caused some problems for early reaters a
reviewers of the novel, such as Tom Paulin, who believes the narrator’'s “moment of
moral awareness” at the end of the novel “sounds hollow"{61).

Reading through later novels, however, helps to explain the implications of the
change in perspective suggested (perhaps too vaguely)edoornographer The
writer’'s perspective that avoids recrimination and vindictiveness, and iahtsubject
and audience with greater generosity, is elaborated through the characteRoftlkmge
in By the Lake

This evolution of perspective, should not, however be seen as a total redaction by
McGahern of his earlier works. A brief examination of the story “Oldfashkiéneitten
during the 1980s, illustrates this. The story places the protagonist’'s memadrigs of

childhood in Roscommon inside two passages that glide over the profound changes that

18 paulin see3he Pornographeas promising a “new beginning” for McGahern butdéferent reasons
than those | suggest above. Paulin believes thel sbhows McGahern’s recognition that the subject
matter and motifs of the novel, such as “the sally the woman dying of cancer, the merging of sed a
death” have become “predictably familiar” (61) ahedt he must abandon them. | contend that the
pornographer’s recognition is that the materialuthmot be abandoned but rather reworked and rvise
from a more generous perspective.
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have come to the area over his lifetime. Johnny, the protagonist, is again the son of a
police sergeant and spent part of his childhood living in the barracks. The memories of
his childhood focus on his fruitful acquaintance with the Sinclairs, a Protestant couple
who hire him for light work around their garden. Colonel Sinclair takes such a liking to
the boy that he offers to help him into a career in the British Army. Johnny shows an
interest but knows the sergeant will forbid it: “The years his father watsprosd of

were the years of the War of Independence when he was the commander of a small
company of men on the runCollected Storie258). The boy’s interest is probably

based on more on the kindness and gentility of the Sinclairs, which is in stark contrast t
the “endless flow of conjecture and criticism” (257) that characteiifegs lthe barracks,
than on any genuine interest in a military career. Even so, the Colonel braauities i

the boy’s father, and he not only dismisses it out of hand but forbids his son from
returning to work at the Sinclair home.

This personal loss is both linked with and contextualized by the more
documentary passages which surround it and which take up more general changes to rural
Ireland such as the now widespread automobiles and television, the disappeftamce o
Latin Mass, and the shift of power from the parish priest to the local politiciaan B
Leyden remarks that this strategy “offers McGahern the chance to vinkisateethods”
(99), including a focus on personal grief and loss as starting point for shaping large
narratives. Johnny goes on to become a filmmaker and a short passage mehothe e
the story bears out Leyden’s assertion:

[H]e made a series of documentary films about the darker aspects offérisAdi

they were controversial, they won him a sort of fame: some thought they were

serious, well made, and compulsive viewing, bringing things to light that were in
bad need of light; but others maintained that they were humourless, morbid, and
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restricted to a narrow view that was more revealing of private obsessaonarti
truths about life or Irish life in general. (268-9)

Taking filmmaking as analogous to writing, the passage appears to diarifyi¢ of
reference in the language of narrative. The critique of biographical readingseis mor
direct than the satirizing of such readings through the characters ofriitzetg in “The
Beginning of an Idea” and Maloney Tthe Pornographer The narrator here notes how
critics and readers continue to find only the “private obsessions” of an individual within
the work. They insist on reducing reading to a search, “through the more or less
transparent allegory of the fiction, [for] the voice of a single persorgtitier

‘confiding’ in us” (Barthes, “Death of the Author” 143) [ltalics original]. Therator

here, however, may not go as far as Barthes does in suggesting that “the function of
narrative is not to ‘represent,’ it is to constitute a spectacle still viegynatic for us but

in any case not of a mimetic order” (“Introduction” 123-4). Instead, the passage
maintains a mimetic and sociological function for fictional texts byrabfey the realist
portrayal of “darker aspects of Irish life” at an historically idfeatile time and place.

The absence of regret here suggests that the increasingly generoudipergyzc

informs stories such as “High Ground” only becomes possible via passage through the
writing failures and bitter recalcitrance Bie Pornographer This revised perspective
culminates irBy the Lake In McGahern'’s final novel, the writer encompasses the
intolerable not by shining a bright light into every corner but rather by ackdginte

that even darkness must sometimes be protected rather than obliterated.

Writing and Forgiveness inBy the Lake

The violence or seemingly amoral behavioitbg Dark “The Beginning of an

Idea,” andThe Pornographeremain a part of life around the lake, but the narrator
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quietly keeps some distance between such incidents and readers. Seamus Deane note
that “there are enough acrid moments for any connoisseur” but that the alsaracte
“cruelties and contradictions...are not exposed for satiric purposes” (REvabThey
May Face the Rising Si8). If there is a locus for the intolerable in the novel, it is the
character of John Quinn, whose self-protective monologues and sexual obsessidn sugges
an aging and unreformed pornographer. Yet Quinn retains his place among his
neighbors, as Denis Sampson points out:
Quinn’s rapacious lechery leads to callous treatment of women, and the gossip
often turns on his latest womanizing escapades; he is spurned early in the novel
by Kate, and his latest wife quickly abandons him, yet his portrayal seems to

accept his nature as a given, and conversational play allows for his inclusion in
the community. (“Open to the World” 139)

It is important to note, however, that Quinn’s worst acts are generally told by othe
characters. Even the proposition to Kate Ruttledge cited by Sampson is outside the
narrative proper; it is recollected by Ruttledge in conversation with Jamdsich of
what readers know about John Quinn’s history comes through Jamesie, thus what can
only be called the public rape of his first wife on their wedding day is expediend®th
a temporal and spatial remove. Jamesie’s story also complicates the gifiGtoin@
Quinn by showing that his need to cruelly dominate is offset by a genuine love for his
children. According to Jamesie, Quinn politely but firmly intervened to prevent the
corporal punishment that would have been a daily occurrence at most schools in mid-
century Ireland.

While Declan Kiberd believes Jamesie’s appetite for gossip makes him a
“surrogate” for readers (“Fallen Nobility” 167), he also models the marerges
perspective that the narratordfie Pornographestruggles to extend to characters other

than his uncle. Jamesie’s investment in the community around the lake seems to require
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him to participate in a social system with clear expectations. It issalas if these
relationships concretely realize the level of trust that is nearly @nedtteligious faith
for Patrick Moran as he contemplates the “community of two” at the efldeof
Leavetaking Sampson summarizes it as follows:
They are critical of each other, they tease, they make dismissive jutklgeme
(many characters are described as ‘childish’) so that no charactemisdlio be
exactly who he would like to believe he is, yet in spite of such—often
humorous—deflations of conceit or arrogance, they are allowed to be what they
are...individually and collectively, they reinforce the principle of secufacat,

for they accept themselves, and others accept them also. (“Open to the World”
139)

Kiberd goes as far to say that this ethos is so pervasive that “it doedy't real
matter” who is telling “in a society where so many utterances, jokes, arebsice
shared” (“Fallen Nobility” 165). This may be so, but Jamesie is perhaps the most
persistent example of the combination of satire and sympathy that McGaheratsnsa
seem to be struggling toward, notablyTine Pornographeand in “High Ground” (cf.
my discussion of this story in closing Chapter 3 of this study). By refusidgliver a
one-dimensional portrait of John Quinn, Jamesie shows how to infuse “objective
narration” with genuine caring for the object of observation. This is not to say that
Jamesie dismisses the devastating consequences of Quinn’s intoletsfler dcere are
genuine victims such as the young wife and her parents. But Jamesiesrfeorata
perspective that manages to emit care for both victim and perpetratoiikdtyigdr
these reasons that Ruttledge, who is a writer by trade (though most detaslsarieler
reside well outside the periphery of the novel), calls Jamesie “my sweet (RB8¢

In the same way that the actions of John Quinn are experienced at some remove,
the narrator oBy the Lakaloes not wish to bring readers too close to the process or

product of the writer. It is as if the interiority and first-person point-ofvwwoéThe
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Pornographemade the narrator doubly complicit in the kinds of writing that novel
criticizes?” Writing in By the Lakeeceives a significantly reduced role and simply takes
it place alongside the other tasks of rural life such as haymaking ang fariivestock.
An exchange between Ruttledge and Jimmy Joe McKiernan near the end of the novel
illustrates this. Asked how he and Kate manage to earn a living from their modest
property, Ruttledge explains that he takes “outside work” (322).

“What work?”

“Writing work.”

“Is that hard?”

“Hard enough. Being out and about in the fields is much more pleasant.”

“Would the birds and the quiet over there be useful to that kind of work?”

“No.” It was Ruttledge’s turn to smile grimly. “The quiet and the birds are no

use.”

“What are you doing over there, then?”

“You mean | should live closer to my markets? It is where we live, a place like

any other. You asked me about the birds as well that first day you showed us the
place.” (322)

The two men quickly move on to other subjects and Ruttledge seems glad to do so. But
if this exchange suggests that writing can be difficult, even grim, work, andhénatis

no longer a need to expose exactly what it involBgshe Lakealso includes a key

example of the mediating capability of texts. Unsurprisingly, the narratiwetdisenot

by including the texts themselves but by showing the characters refjghein lives as

they return from the world of the text to the world of action. The exchange of letters
between Jamesie (his ghostwritten by Ruttledge) and Johnny thus demoiishtates
intolerable may be encompassed by writing in a way that grants a meaguotection

to both subject and audience.

In “The Solitary Reader,” McGahern worries thatting is like “gold in the ground—or in the
alchemist’s mind—it is probably wise not to speakuat the pursuit at all'Liove of the Worl®3).
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The public role of the writer here is not the courageous and astringent social
commentator suggested by the narrator of “Oldfashioned,” but rather tha¢ofl@ g
mediator. The impasse between Jamesie and Johnny is certainly lesscdizanati
Mahoney's violence iThe Darkor Moran’s estrangement from his oldest son in
Amongst Womerut it contains an element of the intolerable nonetheless: Johnny is
about to retire from the Ford motor plant in England and wants to return to Ireland and
live with Jamesie and his wife. Jamesie and Mary cannot abide this arrangenast but
cannot bear to reject Johnny. The narrator summarizes the situation.

They could not live with him and they could not be seen—in their own eyes or the

eyes of others—to refuse him shelter or turn him away. The timid, gentle

manners, based on a fragile interdependence, dealt in avoidances and
obfuscations. Edges were softened, ways found round harsh realities. What was
unspoken was often far more important than the words that were said.

Confrontation was avoided whenever possible. These manners, open to

exploitation by ruthless people, held all kinds of traps for the ignorant or unwary

and could lead to entanglements that a more confident, forthright manner would

have seen off at the very beginning. It was a language that hadn’t any sewple w

of saying no. (210)

In the spirit of reciprocity that characterizes this community, Rgéexffers to
help. Though he and Kate initially think the only way to confront the situation is to
“speak straight” (211) to Johnny, in the end Ruttledge adapts his writing to stesnsgf
manners. He roughs out “a simple letter, explaining the situation clearlgfbartisg it
enough to give Johnny room, suggesting that when he thought about the idea more he'd
see how hopeless it was from his own point of view. Without a car or telephone and far
from town he’d be stranded now beside the lake” (212).

Giving Johnny some “room” is a successful strategy and he decides to stay in

London. In a gentle irony, he later explains to the Ruttledges how this came about. He

says that Jamesie and Mary “did their level best to get me to throw up Enlteyedheer
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and come home for good...l was tempted at first but the more | thought about it the mor
| saw it wouldn’t work out...Once you get used to London, a place like the lake gegts ve
backward” (293). He goes on to say that “it was a great thing to know all thelsstrre

a tight corner you were still wanted by your own” (293). Ruttledge and Kate know
differently but also know that the community’s “fragile interdependence” rexjthiesm

to stay silent.

If Ruttledge’s letter encompasses an intolerable reality everpasidlly shields
Johnny from that reality, it is important to note that Johnny’s correspondencénéoes t
same for Jamesie and Mary. While reade®yofhe Lakéhave a sense of Johnny’s
peripheral and lonely existence as an apartment manager in London, he oheasatte
arrangement as delightful in order to protect Jamesie and Mary. He may have had to beg
Mister Singh (his landlord and boss) for some kind of arrangement, but he writes with
“care” in a way that brings “a small world to life” (220). If Elizabeth ¢@ehad an
almost innate sense of how to turn her experience into something like a prayemn{pr poe
of praise, Johnny seems to have constructed something like an effective skipevetor
managing to include the necessary amount of his “own blood” to reanimate hik “smal
world.” But where Elizabeth could not finally trust the audience for her lettlenny
knows exactly what is needed here and is generous enough to deliver it in a way that
gives Jamesie and Mary the same space that Ruttledge gave him.

Both Jamesie and Mary buy the whole narrative and find within it thiegheed,
evidenced by the palpable relief they show after reading. Mary say$eltlda his feet.
The poor fella deserved some bit of luck in England” (220). Jamesie adds, “Johnny

thinks the world of Mister Singh...and Mister Singh stood by him in the end” (220).
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Jamesie and Mary are not satirized as credulous in the manner of Josephi@e in
Pornographeror even Mr. Logan iThe LeavetakingInstead, they are allowed to
receive Johnny’s text for what it is, a bestowal of forgiveness for turninguiviny.

A detour through a text is thus not to be dismissed as an escape into fantasy but
rather a very practical means of maintaining a fragile system of msaane an ethos of
reciprocity in the “real” world. This system of manners supersedesrttng about the
proposed arrangement between Jamesie and Johnny. Ruttledge summarizes this ethos
upon listening to Patrick Ryan upbraid Johnny for making the “mistake of [his][86)”
by leaving Ireland. Ruttledge, rather than joining in, reminds Patrick thatr(teisn’t
always useful” (86). Ruttledge’s public role as a writer might be quiterdiit in the
distant worlds of Dublin or London, but within this community he plays the role of
generous facilitator. This system of manners turns T.S. Eliot's remimateihuman
kind/Cannot bear very much reality” (176) into an unqualified virtue, because everyone
in this community knows precisely how much intolerable reality the others caarimba
will intervene when a person reaches his or her limit. The letters of Rutdedge
Johnny may not demonstrate the capacity of texts to be dangerous, “as when
Solzhenitsyn'’s telling of the story of the Gulag shatters our conventiawalofideath
and life, of hatred and love” (Ricoeur, “Mimesis” 152), or, it might be added, when
McGahern shatters his society’s complacent view of corporal punishment antl sexua
abuse inThe Dark But they do offer small examples of texts’ capability to dbfeth an
alternative “world in which we can live” (McGahelmve of the World) as well as a

more “productive form of reference” (Ricoeur, “Mimesis” 152) back to thes lofe
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readers. Rather than shattering a destructive view, here texts rafdrielp protect an
ethos worth preserving.

Both Ruttledge (on behalf of Jamesie and Mary) and Johnny handle a harsh
reality with a delicate touch. Somehow they are able to accommodate thatimesal
way that places protection of others over self-protection. They are able to essdhga
paradox that combines great love and care with the need for a safe distance between
people. With Ruttledge’s help, the brothers appear to succeed where Moran and Luke
cannot inAmongst WomenWhile the narrator explains that Moran’s moving speech at
Sheila’s wedding results because his “old practice at writingdettend him in good
stead” (154), with Luke this practice never reaches what Johnny is capabiydhe
Lake His letters to Luke never fully conquer self-protection. In the first exaimphe
novel, despite spending “a long time composing the letter” Moran “could not resist
adding recrimination” (51). Even when he is dying and wants desperately to sea,his
Moran cannot write from perspective that conveys care and protection. Thistéassle
a rare example in which McGahern includes the text itself rather than taeoriar
paraphrase.

Let me say that | had no wish to harm you in the past and | have no wish to harm

you in the future and if I have done so in thought, word or deed | am sorry. The

daffodils are nearly in bloom, also shrubs, flowers, fruit, etc. It'll soon be time for
planting. Tired now and of that thought, who cares anyhow? Daddy. (176)

Moran’s way around “harsh reality” comes off not as generous to Luke but rather as
protection of himself. He cannot apologize without a qualifying “if,” and he caest
closing with the disingenuous implication that he does not really care what Ludleslec
to do (the narrator has shown that estrangement from Luke regularly tornmehts hi

Whereas the brothers Jamesie and Johnny can rely on the communication paradigm
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clearly outlined by the narrator Bly the Lakeand ably translated by Ruttledge into
writing, fathers and their adult sons in McGahern’s fiction are gegdoaked into an
impasse such as that between Moran and Luke.

The family paradigm at Great Meadow, and its attendant communication patterns,
probably places such an impasse beyond the scope of writing. It is the model adopted by
Moran’s daughters and explicitly reinforced by Rose, one in which the gepexivgitys
flows toward Moran and rarely outward from him. The absence of reciprocayatieat
neither Moran nor Luke can offer each other a meaningful detour through one another’s
writing. When Luke replies to Moran’s last letter, he can only write back “in khnat”
there is “nothing to forgive” but knows “[iJt is not what he wants but it will have to do”
(176). While both men know what the other wants, neither can grant it. Moran cannot
encompass the intolerable in writing because whatever happened between he and Luke
(the narrator does not detail this, thus forecasting the distance placed betwleenard
John Quinn’s worst acts By the Lakgis never truly given what the narratoridfe
Leavetakingalls its “proper place.” He shields his acts from himself and thus cannot
link them to the reality of decades of estrangement. It is almost as ihMmeause he
once held absolute power over Luke and the entire household, must do what Ruttledge
and Johnny need not: write the intolerable with all the sociological realisnmmeusder
without regard for self-protection. Such exposure, culpability, and humility adéyfin
beyond him.

In McGahern’s fictional world, a family community rarely evinces theprecity
that characterizes Jamesie and Johnny Murphy and the neighByrthie Lake History

and loyalty are often too problematic and complicated among close blood relations



153

Despite the insularity of the community around the lake, the claustrophobic atmosphere
of the barracks, the pornographer’s unhatilier, or the house at Great Meadow finally
lifts in McGahern'’s last novel. As Seamus Deane puts it, the narrative affer
“capacious style that has all the lucidity and intensity we have becoms&@uoed to in
McGahern, but inflected by a tone of forgiveness and acceptance that adddiardam
and serenity rarely achieved in fiction” (9).

Such a tone seems anathema to the younger McGahern, and as a result some
commentators are less willing than Deane to admit the more generous pexgpatt
begins to inform McGahern’s narrators around the time of “High Ground.” John Cronin
complains of McGahern’s inconsistency in portraying Protestant familesas the
Sinclairs, writing that the author “accords them a benevolent indulgence whicysbetra
him into surprisingly clichéd views which seem untypical of his customary (&e/. of
High Ground220). But McGahern clearly sees the writing of fiction as a progressive
proces®’ and thus the experiments with tone undertaken in the storitigofGround
are perhaps necessary to reach the more assured perspeBimbeot ake

As | suggested above, the self-reflexive comments by the narrator of
“Oldfashioned” suggest that McGahern stands by the sociological role lnes Betions
might have performed. His work after “High Ground” is thus not a negation of earlier
strategies but rather an expansion of possibilities for fiction, reprelsgmearily via the
formal device of point-of-view. The scathing, retributive personality behinepi@son
narrators such as the unnamed pornographer as well as third-person narrators in

“Peaches” and “The Beginning of an Idea” persists to variable deigrelbaracters such

18 Speaking of his writing in the 1970s, McGaheristBlamon Maher, “I don’t think | could have gone on
and writtenAmongst Womeaor the other books if | hadn’t writtéFhe Pornographér(From the Local
149).
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as Mona Moran ilmongst Womerronsie in “The Country Funeral,” or Patrick Ryan in
By the Lakebut such personalities are now part of larger ensembles and are not the
dominant note of their respective narratives. Several of the earlier nasetons
interested in punishing characters like Eva Lindberg for their stupidity, thusgdnes
sexual assault to perhaps feel like an inevitable consequence of literangpilattier

than an intolerable reality to be encompassed. A similar criticigghtrbe leveled athe
Pornographeis portrayal of Josephine. While the novel is future-oriented and few
characters other than the narrator’s aunt come off as admirable, fronmatemi
perspective Josephine could be read as that especially insidious kind of accessory
whose existence serves solely to advance the male protagonist’s growth.

The more balanced third-person narration of “The Country Funémalghgst
WomenandBYy the Lakaloes not thus indicate McGahern turning away from the
intolerable but rather expanding possibilities for seeing it and for encompésging
writing. There is, after all, rape, violence, and deatByithe Lakeand sociological
realities like emigration, institutional abd$and the Troubles in Northern Ireland hover
around the narrative proper. But the novel as a whole seems to bring together the
perspective that McGahern’s fictional writers are consistentiyirggrfor. By diffusing
the satirist’'s gaze across multiple perspectives, the lover'scgazgermeate the entire
narrative. The result is a novel that offers readers the same carenanasgg that the

neighbors around the lake extend to each other.

¥ For example, the cruel system by which orphank asdBill Evans were assigned to farms where they
were overworked, underfed, and often beaten.
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