. Up talna? in this eéseay.I have been fellewing ¥rank rather
Clesely,and his’ ideas of Chaticer's narrative abititiv. Lo. >
the strict ceubtiy sl ot 1 s 2 ._:f::lt:‘._; .’.*_'lln leaving w
nis BrebTems of W T >y FHXXhis use pf %btlevlethn:F:Eg;r—u
tmktﬁe firgi :ﬁrz;ti:téizchnfce ahaulﬁ_be fairly clear as Tplied
i aﬁﬂfﬁ;fic 1 E ELSE rﬂI tﬁe rest eof ;ng legeng& 1 will
statemante, sq1g .ol material between his eutstanding critical
Statements, altheugh I will have +e agsin beceme more thereugh

in hie laet twe chavrters that 2re pure criticism remeved frem
’::i) 1%5 %f%xz_indiviguil expleration eof flmxk Chaiicer's text.
gkqj_m,, ...Egpslple ane liedee.., demenctretes still a feurth methed( eof
narrative }, the Peicing tegether ef inciadent er detail frem meveral
s?urcee.r.n cembinetien eof the metheds used in Cleepatra and
Lide, "because "Chsucer was ... attempting te schieve a variety
e efiects with his legends."(p. 799 Frank ageine netes a preblem
with material, thst may stem frem the fact that the peem "is abeut Jasen,w
He feels"it is a blurred reem, certzinly net #irst class, but
certainly interesting."(p. 8C)"The cencentatien en Jacsen here
ig net an arch and avkwerd effert te be funny. It eccurs, I
believe, because Chaucer saw this ag » way ef unifying his narrative
msterisl snd beceuse Jacen intrigued him," (p. 81) but is aiaq]
a tactic used te"unify the twe sepers te but cennscted steries-
ef Hypsiple snd lMedes ty centering attentien en Jasen, the
betrayer of beth." Here he cempares the numbter ef lines given te
- the three participsnts in the stery which can be feund by anvens
\& S whe is interested. Frank alse netes thet the slighting ef the
1:E§%*£wamen is incensistent with tie seurces.
i The preblems ef crezting the narratives fer the twe wenen
is new fecused en in Franks chapter en Hypeiple and Ledesa, The
seurces available te Chsucer have little narrstive material an
either ef the twe memen, and » "The limitatiens ef his seurces
and a cencern fer narrative unity seem the majer sensideratierns
that pushed Chaucer inte minimizing his hereines and meking Jasen
the deminant figure." (p. 24

Frank alse believes thst "Chaucer became interested in Jecen.®
He becemes, almest, the emblem ¢l the lucky ene, the magically
successful man," but "Chuscer cendemne Jesen, but he dees sewitheut
meral indirnatien. Thereis, after all, gemething cemic abeut
such a phenemenen if seen frem the preper verspectiive. The rascal
is smusingy the srsh rescsl cemic." This incensistency, hawevgr,
"ecceunts fer seme & the blurred =ffasct of the peem." (p. 85)
Anether is becsuse "Seme ef the langusge and imegery deflate
whatever serisus teme-hs:e develeped, by asseciztien with the
Vilgar rather than the ceurtly." Pelless' pletting sgainst him is
nething "en sus," 2 Feless ie defemted by Yedes's 'art, "Indead,
undrametic ie hardly the adecuste werd. Antigwme- hereic iz this

bedreem warrier whe magters the enemy becsuse hislasdy is such
a micstress ef arts." "lMest effectively cemic is the pertrait off
Jegen 25 the meek,sly man whe enswers the messenger frem Hyp:ciple
‘mekely and stylle', afreid te have anyene Imew he ig in leve,
He ie alse feund by Frenk te be cemic in his plet te"bedete"

the queen and in"His mealvriouthed speech te ledea," Hand and hand
with his comic side ip Jesen's mastery ef ceurtly leve prececdure,
and iercules ss the €mis whe ie & "pendsrus twice remeved."

Frank summs hit“T;Ehh+E¢n this tale fecusing en its remantic
failure end its blurredness..'{T)he business of leve is presented
here tee realistically te quelifvy =& courtly 1cv9,.,auggeﬁti;na
ef veurtly leve seem net irenic here... tut accidental, ﬂatslla
impecad bk his mterial er rermants ef the femilisr manner net
yet discerded." Frank feels,Vthe reet of the1rﬂnm‘ﬁ failure:f. \
lies in Chasucer's attemnt te incerperate semicemic and unremantic




