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150

ting the fictionality of Tan McEwan’s Atonement in the conceptual framework of unnatural narra—
tology it argues that fictionality can be fruitfully seen as not only generic property and narrative
resources but also narrative effects. The article concludes with a few tentative suggestions for fur—
ther exploration of this issue in the future.

Key Words: fictionality; narratology; fictional narrative; nonfictional narrative

On the Relations of Feminist Narratology to Rhetorical Cognitive and Unnatural Narratol—
ogies p.120. HU Quansheng

For contemporary narratologists one of the great concerns is about what relations feminist
narratology has to rhetorical cognitive and unnatural narratologies. With this in mind this arti—
cle on the basis of a close reading of Narrative Theory by Herman et al. examines the differ—
ences and similarities among the above narratologies. It is concluded that the differences and sim—
ilarities are bigger or smaller as they are ascribed by the roots to their views on narratology ( or
narrative) and that feminist narratology is unique in that it has first made narratology the field
for women to cry out for being more “unbound”.
Key Words: feminist narratology; relations narratology; differences; Similarities

Theory of Mind Cognitive Literary Studies and 18th-ecentury English Fiction: An Explora—
tion of Lisa Zunshine’s Cognitive Narratology p. 129. HUI Haifeng

American cognitive narratologist Lisa Zunshine brings threedevel nested mental states typi—
fied as “I know that you know that I know” into literary criticism and has been widely noticed
by scholars. Applying nested mental states as a perspective she discusses its historicity and genre
issues and how it participates in ideological discourse and characterization. This paper delineates
Zunshine’s research ideas and inherent logic and at the same time tries to point out some of its
confusions. Multiple embedding of mental states in narrative texts has different origins and can
be classified into narrator’s and character’s multiple embedded mental states according to the
cognitive agent. It is therefore too absolute for Zunshine to classify all novels into one category
and to contend that threedevel nested mental states is a baseline in most fictions after Austen.
More importantly the pattern of nested mental states is closely related to generic conventions.
Therefore we should not presuppose that all fictional texts have similar patterns of nested mental
states but should connect them to the themes in novels after carefully considering generic con—
ventions.
Key Words: cognitive narratology; multiple nested mental states; genre

Unnatural Narratology: A New Narrative Research Paradigm Calling for Clarification p.
138. LI Yafer

The emergence and rise of unnatural narratology as a sub-strand of western postclassical
narratology has been a noticeable phenomenon in the Western narrative studies academia during
the past decade. However the rapid expansion of unnatural narratology in the context of post—
classical narratology goes in parallel with the constant questioning of unnatural narratology’s le—
gitimacy as a budding narrative research paradigm. Scholars not only question the validity of
“anti-mimetic narrative” but also criticize the differences among different unnatural narratolo—
gists in terms of relevant concepts and research methods. This article through delineating the crit—
ical trajectory of related issues suggests that “antimimetic narrative” opens new spaces for narra—
tive studies. In addition the conceptual and methodological differences among different unnatural
narratologists do not constitute conflicts; instead they complement each other and present con—
certed impetus for the growth of unnatural narratology.
Key Words: unnatural narratology; antimimetic; impossibility



