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中 文 摘 要 ： 本計畫旨在研究作家桑謬爾‧巴特勒（Samuel Butler）與晚期維多
利亞哲學發展；也就是和英國唯心論（British Idealism）之間的
關連。因獲取科技部經費支持，本人得以完成此計畫主要目標：在
國際研討會以及A&HCI期刊中發表論文。
依原計畫訂定時程，於2018年秋季起，我從事與計畫相關之研究
，並使用經費採購所需之書籍、論文、電子資料等；得以達成研究
初步成果並撰寫論文：〈唯心論、目的論及桑謬爾‧巴特勒〉
（Idealism, Teleology, and Samuel Butler）。其論文發表在舉
辦於2018年11月的西美維多利亞時期跨領域研究協會年度研討會
（VISAWUS），位於加州棕櫚泉。此研討會除了給予我機會結識相關
研究領域之學者，我亦於議程中獲取許多寶貴的回饋意見，得以增
修我的論文研究。在研討會發表之前，我前往位於加州洛杉磯、隸
屬南加州大學的Hoose哲學圖書館（Hoose Library of
Philosophy）。此圖書館擁有大量與西哲思想相關之藏書，而我亦
運用資源執行進一步的研究。
從加州歸國後，我花費數月撰寫並修改論文，意在頂尖期刊中將其
發表。最終，我的論文：〈唯心論小說：橫跨弗朗西斯‧赫伯特
‧佈雷德利與桑謬爾‧巴特勒〉（Idealist Fictions: Crossing
F. H. Bradley and Samuel Butler）將發表於A&HCI期刊：批判評
論：文學與藝術季刊（Criticism: A Quarterly for Literature
and the Arts）；在2019年7月23日已被接受刊登。在論文中，我探
討英國唯心論者佈雷德利與桑謬爾．巴特勒之間的存有論述；闡述
唯心論及小說如何交疊於他們的著作中，並創造出一種跨文類的混
合型風格（cross-genre, hybrid style），而我將其稱之：｢唯心
論小說｣（idealist fiction）。此研究專注於分析佈雷德利與巴特
勒在根本上解構人類主體性的方法，兩者將主體性概念擴展至其活
躍且能動的週遭；我進而主張維多利亞唯心論小說呈現強而有力的
倫理學及美學概念，並隨之拓展我們對於維多利亞時代文化之理解
，亦能揭示19和20世紀的小說發展狀態。此論文引發不少關注，尤
其是研究領域涉略維多利亞文化與文學，以及哲學文學跨領域研究
的學者。
最終，我成功完成此研究，並能達成計畫中訂定的主要目標。此研
究亦激勵我深思未來計畫延伸的可能性。對於科技部重視此研究之
價值並給予支持，我身懷感謝之心。
中 文 關 鍵 詞 ： 英國唯心論、弗朗西斯‧赫伯特‧佈雷德利、桑謬爾‧巴特勒、哲
學與文學、維多利亞文學與文化
英 文 摘 要 ： This project (107-2410-H-003-019) sought to research the
relationship between the author Samuel Butler (1835-1902)
and the late Victorian philosophical movement called
British Idealism. Thanks to the generous support of MOST, I
was able to fulfill the principal goals of this project: to
present a paper at an international conference, and to
publish an essay in an A&HCI journal.

Following the schedule outlined in my proposal, I spent the
fall of 2018 conducting research, using the funds provided
to purchase books, articles, and online texts related to
the project. I was able to write up the preliminary results
of my research in a paper entitled “Idealism, Teleology,
and Samuel Butler.” I presented this paper at the annual
Victorian Interdisciplinary Studies Association of the
Western United States (VISAWUS) conference, held November 8
and 9, 2018, in Palm Springs, California. The conference
provided me with valuable feedback that I was able to use
to revise my paper, and it introduced me to some scholars
who are writing on similar topics. In the days leading up
to the conference (November 5 and 6), I was also able to
visit the Hoose Library of Philosophy in Los Angeles,
California, which is a part of the University of Southern
California. Here I was able to conduct further research,
since this library has a vast collection of books with a
focus on the Western philosophical tradition.
After returning from the trip to California, I spent the
next several months writing and revising an essay for
publication in a top journal. I finally submitted an essay
entitled “Idealist Fictions: Crossing F. H. Bradley and
Samuel Butler” to Criticism: A Quarterly for Literature
and the Arts, which is an A&HCI-listed journal. I received
my notice of acceptance on July 23, 2019. In this essay, I
examine the ontological arguments of British Idealist F. H.
Bradley and Samuel Butler, showing how idealism and fiction
are intertwined in their writings, creating a cross-genre,
hybrid style that I refer to as “idealist fiction.” By
focusing on the ways in which both Bradley and Butler
radically disintegrate human subjectivity by extending it
into its vibrant, agential natural surrounds, I contend
that Victorian idealist fictions offer powerful ethical and
aesthetic concepts that can broaden our understanding of
Victorian culture, shedding light on the development of the
novel in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. The essay
is of interest to scholars of Victorian literature and
culture and interdisciplinary studies in philosophy and
literature.
Ultimately, this project was a success. I was able to
achieve the main goals of the project on schedule, and the
research that I conducted has spurred me to continue this
line of thought in future projects. I am very grateful to
MOST for seeing the value of this project and supporting
it.

英 文 關 鍵 詞 ： British Idealism, F. H. Bradley, Samuel Butler, philosophy
and literature, Victorian literature and culture

Abstract
Samuel Butler’s Panpsychism: A Literary and Philosophical Contribution to British Idealism
This project (107-2410-H-003-019) sought to research the relationship between the author
Samuel Butler (1835-1902) and the late Victorian philosophical movement called British
Idealism. Thanks to the generous support of MOST, I was able to fulfill the principal goals of
this project: to present a paper at an international conference, and to publish an essay in an
A&HCI journal.
Following the schedule outlined in my proposal, I spent the fall of 2018 conducting research,
using the funds provided to purchase books, articles, and online texts related to the project. I was
able to write up the preliminary results of my research in a paper entitled “Idealism, Teleology,
and Samuel Butler.” I presented this paper at the annual Victorian Interdisciplinary Studies
Association of the Western United States (VISAWUS) conference, held November 8 and 9,
2018, in Palm Springs, California. The conference provided me with valuable feedback that I
was able to use to revise my paper, and it introduced me to some scholars who are writing on
similar topics. In the days leading up to the conference (November 5 and 6), I was also able to
visit the Hoose Library of Philosophy in Los Angeles, California, which is a part of the
University of Southern California. Here I was able to conduct further research, since this library
has a vast collection of books with a focus on the Western philosophical tradition.
After returning from the trip to California, I spent the next several months writing and revising
an essay for publication in a top journal. I finally submitted an essay entitled “Idealist Fictions:
Crossing F. H. Bradley and Samuel Butler” to Criticism: A Quarterly for Literature and the Arts,
which is an A&HCI-listed journal. I received my notice of acceptance on July 23, 2019. In this
essay, I examine the ontological arguments of British Idealist F. H. Bradley and Samuel Butler,
showing how idealism and fiction are intertwined in their writings, creating a cross-genre, hybrid
style that I refer to as “idealist fiction.” By focusing on the ways in which both Bradley and
Butler radically disintegrate human subjectivity by extending it into its vibrant, agential natural
surrounds, I contend that Victorian idealist fictions offer powerful ethical and aesthetic concepts
that can broaden our understanding of Victorian culture, shedding light on the development of
the novel in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. The essay is of interest to scholars of
Victorian literature and culture and interdisciplinary studies in philosophy and literature.
Ultimately, this project was a success. I was able to achieve the main goals of the project on
schedule, and the research that I conducted has spurred me to continue this line of thought in
future projects. I am very grateful to MOST for seeing the value of this project and supporting it.
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Introduction
My grant proposal project, entitled “Samuel Butler’s Panpsychism: A Literary and Philosophical
Contribution to British Idealism” (107-2410-H-003-019), was pursued from August of 2018 to
July of 2019. It sought to research the relationship between the author Samuel Butler (18351902) and the late Victorian philosophical movement called British Idealism. The larger research
questions that initiated this project were the following: what is the relationship between
Victorian philosophical idealism and the development of fiction? How did these two discourses
influence each other? The goals of the project, in addition to learning more about the topic by
conducting this research, were to present a paper at an international conference and publish an
essay in an A&HCI-listed journal. This final essay seeks to provide a retrospective account of the
project, and it consists of four sections: research purpose, methodology, research outcome, and
conclusion. Ultimately, I believe the project was a success, since I met all of the project goals in
a timely manner. I was able to present a paper on my topic at an international conference (the
Victorian Interdisciplinary Studies Association of the Western United States), and I also had an
essay on this topic accepted for publication in an A&HCI journal (Criticism: A Quarterly for
Literature and the Arts.

Research Purpose
I began this project because I noticed a large gap in scholarship on the Victorian period. There
have been countless books devoted to examining nineteenth-century materialist philosophies and
scientific theories, showing how they reflect and influenced the concerns of novelists. My own
earlier publications were in line with this scholarly tradition: for instance, I have analyzed how
Darwin’s writings on sexual difference were appropriated by late-Victorian feminists. Indeed, I
find this approach incredibly valuable for better understanding the complex interdisciplinary
connections that characterize Victorian literature. However, this focus on materialism seemed to
overshadow another philosophical tradition that persisted throughout the nineteenth century and
became particularly influential from the 1870s to the 1920s: idealism.
Late Victorian idealism was written by dozens of philosophers, mostly from Oxford University,
who are grouped under the category of “British Idealism.” Within the past decade, these
philosophers have received renewed scrutiny from historians of philosophy. These historians
explain how and why British Idealism became so philosophically compelling during this period.
They also explain the reasons behind its eventual obsolescence: the rise of the analytic tradition
in the early twentieth century used idealism as a foil in order to promote the new style of
philosophy.
However, literary scholars have yet to catch up with the important work these historians are
doing. Many scholars have examined the relationship between German Idealism and the
development of Romantic literature. But when I first began this project, I believed there were
literally no books or articles that investigated the relationship between British Idealism and
3

literature. To me, this was a shocking oversight, and it further struck me that, over the past
fifteen years of my academic life, the British Idealists were never mentioned during any graduate
classes I ever took, or any conferences I attended. No one seemed interested or even aware of
these writers. I believed I had stumbled upon a completely new field of research, and I was
understandably excited by this prospect.
But these sanguine hopes were somewhat overstated. Although there really is a dearth of
scholarship on this topic, there have been a few books and articles that investigate the
relationship between British Idealism and fiction. The two that played the most important role
for my subsequent research were Adela Pinch’s Thinking About Other People in Nineteenth
Century British Writing (2010) and Charlotte Jones’s “An Edwardian Turn of Mind:
Psychological Realism and Modernist Metaphysics in May Sinclair’s The Divine Fire” (2018).
The former provides a compelling argument that idealism played a significant but
underappreciated role in Victorian culture. The latter made the same observation with regard to
modernist literature. Still, it was astounding to me that there were only two or three literary
scholars who decided to analyze a movement that dominated philosophical debates for a half a
century. I knew that idealism was being neglected, and I wanted to remedy this oversight, but I
also wanted to understand why it was being neglected.
Recent theoretical developments gave me an explanation for this oversight. I now believe that
the cloud under which analytic philosophy cloaked idealism continues today in the work of
contemporary philosophers and theorists, who give literary scholars a straw-man version of
idealism. The most poignant example of this misreading of idealism comes in the influential
collection of essays edited by Diana Coole and Samantha Frost, New Materialisms: Ontology,
Agency, and Politics (2010). In their Introduction, Coole and Frost argue that “idealist
assumptions” are responsible for an “eclipse of materialism” since the 1970s (2, 3). Idealism
stresses “language, consciousness, subjectivity, agency, mind, soul; also imagination, emotions,
values, meaning, and so on. These have typically been presented as idealities fundamentally
different from matter and valorized as superior to the baser desires of biological material or the
inertia of physical stuff” (2). We must turn from this outmoded idealism to the work of “new
materialists,” who “often discern emergent, generative powers (or agentic capacities) even within
inorganic matter, and . . . generally eschew the distinction between organic and inorganic, or
animate and inanimate, at the ontological level” (9). New materialists assume that “there is no
definitive break between sentient and nonsentient entities or between material and spiritual
phenomena” (10). Yet, as I came to realize, this “new materialism” is indiscernible from the old
idealism of British Idealists and those influenced by British Idealism, such as F. H. Bradley and
Samuel Butler. I saw that a willingness to be open about what “idealism” means and a renewed
engagement with Victorian idealism would promise to unearth unexpected antecedents, and
allies, for contemporary theoretical approaches. It would also help us reimagine the development
of fiction, both during the Victorian period and afterward.
Idealism was clearly not—or not only—the version that new materialism believed it to be. In
fact, because I find new materialism and speculative realism important theoretical approaches
that I have used and explored in my own work, I wanted to create a rapprochement between them
and idealism, or at least point out their similarities so that scholars would have a reason for more
deeply investigating Victorian expressions of idealism. Ultimately, I came to believe that
4

idealism was getting a bad rap that was entirely undeserved. It was not the dualist, matterdenigrating “idealism” of common assumption. It was much richer and much more in line with
contemporary theoretical approaches than these common assumptions believed possible. There
also seemed to be several resonances between what the British Idealists were doing and what
novelists were doing at the same time. Thus, I wanted to seek out figures that I could analyze
more deeply in order to draw out these connections, and I settled on two writers: the British
Idealist philosopher F. H. Bradley, and the iconoclastic author and advocate for Lamarckian
evolution, Samuel Butler. Although no one has considered these two writers together, I thought
there were a number of resonances between them.

Methodology
The first step in the research methodology that I follow is to collect as many texts as I can that
may be useful to my project. As I explain above, I suspected that Bradley and Butler would be
key figures for me, so I needed to acquire all of their writings, as well as secondary materials
related to their work. But there were other categories that I needed to explore. Bradley was
certainly not the only British Idealist, so I needed to investigate other philosophers from that
movement. I also needed to examine texts about the British Idealists, written from a history of
philosophy perspective. I needed to find any secondary materials that consider the relationship
between idealism and literature. I also wanted to read books that discuss idealism from a broader
perspective, not just those confined to the late Victorian period.
Acquiring all these texts occupied me during the first few months of this project. I bought most
of them through Amazon, either in physical or digital form. Some texts were available through
Google Books or archive.org. Others were available at university libraries here in Taiwan or
through databases such as JSTOR.
After acquiring these texts, the next step was to read and annotate them. This consumed much of
my time throughout the entire year of the project, as I read books that then lead me to other
books, and so on. It was a continuous process of research. But by November of 2018, I had
amassed a considerable amount of notes on my primary and secondary texts. I take handwritten
notes in notebooks that includes all bibliographic information and significant quotes that I think
may be relevant to my argument. My Research Assistant was invaluable during this stage of the
process. At this point it was necessary for me to make a preliminary draft of my findings and
share it with my peers in order to see whether I was on the right track and to gain valuable
suggestions.
Thus, in late October I began drafting a paper presentation for the Victorian Interdisciplinary
Studies Association of the Western United States (VISAWUS) conference. The conference was
held November 8 and 9, 2018, and it was an excellent venue to share my research, receive
feedback, and learn more about my topic (and many other topics, as well). The title of my
presentation was “Idealism, Teleology, and Samuel Butler.” I argued that British Idealism
continues to be overlooked by Victorian studies, and tried to show a possible connection between
British Idealism and literature by showing the resonance between British Idealist notions of time
and the portrayal of time in the literary works of Samuel Butler and May Sinclair. My
5

presentation lasted 20 minutes, and I prepared a PowerPoint presentation to share diagrams and
quotes. There were about 10 people in the audience, plus two graduate students who were on my
panel. During the Q&A session, I received two questions about my project: one about its
feminist implications, and one about the idea of intention. After the session was over, the
keynote speaker of the conference—Joy Dixon, Associate Professor of History at the University
of British Columbia—came up to me and said she admired me for exploring the topic of British
Idealism and said that it was a great project. This feedback was encouraging and confirmed for
me that I was pursuing something valuable and significant. Later, I made another contact: J.
Jeffrey Franklin, Professor of English at the University of Colorado Denver. After listening to
Professor Franklin’s presentation on alternative religions in the late Victorian period and how
they manifest in H. G. Wells’ work, I realized that his project had several affinities with the
British Idealists, since they too developed an “alternative” to the Christian spiritual
understanding of the universe. After his talk, I asked Professor Franklin if he had ever looked
into the British Idealists, and he said he knew absolutely nothing about them. Given that
Professor Franklin is an expert on the discourse of “spirit” in the late Victorian period and just
published a book entitled Spirit Matters: Occult Beliefs, Alternative Religions, and the Crisis of
Faith in Victorian Britain, I found it surprising that he knew nothing about a dominant
philosophical movement whose main focus is on “spirit,” or the workings of immaterial things
like mind. This further confirmed for me the value of my research. Professor Franklin generously
requested me to send him my essay on the British Idealists so that he could learn more about
them. I sent it, and his response included the following comment: “I don’t think I’ve really
understood what was meant by late-Victorian idealism until reading your essay.” In turn, I found
his book, Spirit Matters, to be very useful in framing my own argument about the British
Idealists. Overall, the conference allowed me to successfully pursue the goals of my MOST grant
project: to bring myself up to date on the current state of Victorian studies, to share and receive
feedback on my writing, and to make contacts that will help strengthen and spread my ideas.
This is the second VISAWUS conference I have attended, and I found both of them to be very
useful.
Additionally, before the conference, on November 5 and 6, I spent time at the Hoose Library of
Philosophy in Los Angeles, California, which is a part of the University of Southern California.
The Hoose Library of Philosophy, which has over 50,000 volumes, was an essential place to
continue tracking down the primary texts I needed to conduct my analysis. During my visit at the
library, I focused on the writings of three philosophers whom I thought could be useful for my
project: F.H. Bradley, J.M.E. McTaggart, and Bernard Bosanquet. I was able to access several
relevant works by Bradley (Ethical Studies, Appearance and Reality, and Aphorisms);
McTaggart (Studies in Hegelian Cosmology and The Nature of Existence); and Bosanquet
(Knowledge and Reality, A History of Aesthetic, and Science and Philosophy and Other Essays).
Bradley, McTaggart, and Bosanquet are three major philosophers of the British Idealist
movement, and I suspected their work would provide a solid ground for me to understand the
movement as a whole and develop my argument about the relationship between idealist ontology
and literature. Shorter essays by these three philosophers were also available, and I perused many
to see if they are of interest to my work. In addition, I also inspected and took notes on other
6

works, including Henry Jones’ Browning as a Philosophical and Religious Teacher, which is
one of the few British Idealist works that explicitly draws a connection between philosophy and
literature. I was also able to copy Jones’ essay, “The Immortality of the Soul in the Poems of
Tennyson and Browning,” which likewise reads literature through an idealist lens. Although I
obviously didn’t have time to read all of this material, I was able to scan several books that I
thought would prove useful to my project. The library has an excellent system where visitors can
scan books for free and send the scanned file by email for later use. Although not directly related
to my research, I was also able to see the first editions of works by Kant and Hume in the
library’s Rare Book Collection. Looking at Hume’s actual handwriting was a remarkable and
inspiring experience. The library was easily accessible by rental car. During my time in Los
Angeles, I was able to stay at my friend’s house in Thousand Oaks, so I didn’t need to spend
money on a hotel. The library is open from 9am to 8pm during the week, which gave me plenty
of time to locate and scan the books I needed over the two days I visited. The library visit was
crucial for my project.
After the November conference, my project entered the next phase, which was to continue to
read and annotate texts with an eye to revising my paper presentation into a publishable essay. I
spent the next few months working on this. Finally, in March of 2019, I had finished an essay
that I thought was good enough to submit to a journal. I had several journals in mind, but I
wanted to submit to an A&HCI journal because that was the goal of this project. I also wanted to
publish in a journal I had never published in before. Because I have already published in several
Victorianist-specific journals, I selected Criticism: A Quarterly for Literature and the Arts,
which has a broader readership. After a round of revisions, I received my acceptance notice on
July 23, 2019. I have not yet been informed about the eventual publication date of this article, but
I assume it will be this year or the next.
These were the main stages of my methodology, and they enabled me to achieve the goals of the
project in a timely manner.

Research Outcome
In addition to the conference presentation, which I detail in the section above, the main outcome
of my research was the essay that was accepted for publication in Criticism, entitled “Idealist
Fictions: Crossing F. H. Bradley and Samuel Butler.” In this section of my report, I will provide
in more detail the contents of this essay.
Idealist philosophy flourished in the nineteenth century—not only at the beginning of the
century, but also in its final decades. According to Sandra M. den Otter in British Idealism and
Social Explanation, from the 1870s, the British Idealist movement “rapidly became the primary
school of thought in Britain, and for half a century thereafter dominated philosophical debate”
(1). Moreover, idealist philosophy spread beyond the confines of academic discourse into the
broader culture: in Thinking About Other People in Nineteenth-Century British Writing, Adela
Pinch has demonstrated “how influential forms of idealism were in nineteenth-century British
culture, in spite of our sense of their uneasy marginality” (6). Because of the complexity,
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longevity, and cultural reach of this philosophical discourse, in my essay I narrow my focus to
the relation between late Victorian idealism—especially its ontological aspects—and the
development of fiction. Even more specifically, I attend to the philosophical and literary works
of F. H. Bradley and Samuel Butler in order to suggest that idealism should be more deeply
investigated as a discursive factor in the development of the novel. Just as Gillian Beer has
demonstrated the fictional aspects of Darwin’s scientific writings and the Darwinian aspects of
Victorian novelists, I seek to reveal the mutual constitution of idealist philosophy and fiction in
the late Victorian period and beyond: fiction is scattered throughout Bradley’s philosophical
treatise, Appearance and Reality (1893), while it is nearly impossible to disentangle philosophy
and fiction throughout Butler’s corpus. The results of this discursive mélange—which I refer to
as “idealist fictions”—are sophisticated, often bizarre narrativizations of the dense ontological
interpenetration that characterizes our universe. Idealist fictions thus offer a particular
perspective on reality, a peculiar perspective that has important ethical, theoretical, and literary
implications.
Various nineteenth-century (pseudo-)scientific discourses, and the philosophical tradition of
empiricism that subtends them, have proven extraordinarily fruitful for scholars seeking to
explain the form and content of Victorian novels, especially those within that most Victorian of
genres, realism. Realism’s intense focus on things and objects has justifiably oriented Victorian
studies toward materiality and materialist philosophies from its beginnings until now. Yet there
was another Victorian philosophical tradition, one that was also extraordinarily interested in
things and objects. From the Romantic period forward, idealism often imbued things, objects,
and nonhuman organisms with attributes traditionally possessed by humans alone: soul, spirit,
desire, agency, experience, mind. Surely this vision of the natural world was influenced by, and
influenced, Victorian and post-Victorian literature. For instance, idealism seeks to schematize
what, according to Amy M. King in “Natural History and the Novel,” both drives and disrupts
realist narrative: “an ontology of particulars that fed a vague sense of the divine” (461). Idealism
likewise resonates with the powerful and numinous objects scattered throughout Gothic,
sensation, and imperial adventure novels. The affinity between idealism and science fiction is
perhaps the most obvious: Butler’s sentient machines in Erewhon, which form the conceptual
basis for so much subsequent science fiction, are a case in point, as are Bradley’s sciencefictional excursions in Appearance and Reality. Finally, many modernist writers and techniques
have idealist roots. When we examine these genres through the lens of idealism and attend to the
fictionality of idealist philosophy, we add greater texture to our understanding of the
mental/spiritual assumptions and objectives of these texts, which often cannot be separated from
their treatment of “materialist” concerns like objects, bodies, and nature. Idealism is therefore as
vital to understanding Victorian literature and its legacy as materialist philosophies and the
empirical sciences. Indeed, as my reading of Bradley and Butler suggests, many idealists attempt
to harmonize mind and matter in a comprehensive manner that cannot be grasped by logic or
science alone, but requires in addition an aesthetic approach: idealist fiction.
In the body of my essay, I begin by defining idealism in order to specify more precisely how
Bradley and Butler are situated within that long tradition. Next, I examine Bradley’s most wellknown book, Appearance and Reality, underscoring two of its arguments: first, any delimited
“self” is a partial reality, an “appearance,” of larger aggregates of reality and ultimately the
whole universe (the “Absolute”); second, each self, including nonhumans and objects, is a
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“centre of experience” that, again, forms part of some larger experience and ultimately the
Absolute. Bradley’s emphasis on the Absolute is balanced by his insistence on the reality of
difference: the Absolute, like a novel, does not transcend, but is, the myriad entangled selves,
experiences, even temporalities that compose it. Indeed, Bradley incorporates several “fictions”
into his philosophy that attend to the bizarre possibilities of a universe teeming with experiences.
Turning to Butler, we find a remarkably similar conception of the relation between selves and
nature. Butler claims that all of life, from its first appearance on Earth until today, is one vast
organism; each “individual” alive now is like a leaf on a tree, seemingly separate, but actually
just the latest outgrowth or organ of a larger creature (a creature he sometimes identifies with
God). Each of us has the body we do, each of us acts the way we do, because we are
unconsciously expressing our memory of past desires. Biological form is therefore the material
expression of a nearly infinite series of immaterial desires. Each moment of experience is also
filled with what Butler calls “crosses.” A cross is a problem to be resolved, a state of
disequilibrium that will lead to further discord or harmony, decay or growth. This conception
does not erase the individual but makes it incredibly complex, since each one—each human,
machine, or molecule—is a provisional cross between all of the past and present as it is
constituted by densely crosshatched subjects and objects. Butler’s theme of crossing—of organic
and inorganic desires, the persistence of the past in the present, the interpenetration of mind and
matter, and ecological complexity—is elaborated in his philosophical writings and appears
throughout all three of his novels. After crossing Bradley and Butler in this way in order to tease
out the literary and ethical implications of their work, I conclude by gesturing toward their
aftermath: what are the possible legacies of late Victorian idealist fictions, both for literature and
for theory?
In the early twentieth century, philosophers like G. E. Moore and Bertrand Russell used British
Idealism as a foil to advance the new analytic style. Although these attacks were often based on
oversimplifications and mischaracterizations, they were largely successful in discrediting
“idealism”: in the Introduction to British Idealism and the Concept of the Self, W. J. Mander and
Stamatoula Panagakou contend that idealism was painted “in rather cruder and darker colours
than it ever deserved, leaving it under a cloud from which it has never fully recovered” (3). To
fully appreciate the nuances of Victorian idealism, we need to dispel the cloud in which idealism
continues to be cloaked. A willingness to be open about what “idealism” means and a renewed
engagement with Victorian idealism promises to unearth unexpected antecedents, and allies, for
contemporary theoretical approaches.
A more nuanced understanding of Victorian idealism also helps us reimagine the development of
fiction, both during the Victorian period and afterward. There are two literary movements I
believe are most obviously indebted to Victorian idealism: modernist literature and science
fiction. Here, subtly integrated into the form and content of many works of twentieth-century
literature, we can detect the survival of philosophical idealism in its hybrid mode. This claim
about the legacy of idealism tweaks Toril Moi’s argument in Henrik Ibsen and the Birth of
Modernism: “literary historians know, of course, that romanticism was idealist and that
modernism was not. What we have forgotten is that idealism did not simply die with
romanticism, but that it remained a powerful aesthetic norm for most of the nineteenth century,
and that weak, degraded forms of idealism lasted until well into the twentieth century” (3).
Future investigations of the relationship between idealism and literature will no doubt find many
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affinities to trace within and between modernism, science fiction, and other movements and
genres—some weak and degraded affinities, some more robust. As a result of such
investigations, literary historians may have to revise some of the things that, as Moi puts it, we
“know, of course.” Although it depends on the type of idealism under discussion—Moi’s focus
on “aesthetic idealism” does not match my own on “ontological idealism”—the assumption that
modernism is “not” idealist undoubtedly needs some nuance. In what follows, I present a sketch
of the main and most immediate genealogical lines of influence that I believe deserve more
attention.
There are several historical strands connecting Bradley and Butler to the development of
modernist literature. Most well-documented is the link between Bradley and T. S. Eliot, who
wrote his dissertation on Bradley; several scholars have analyzed the influence of Bradley on
Eliot’s poetry, beginning with Hugh Kenner’s The Invisible Poet: T.S. Eliot. As for Butler, The
Way of All Flesh has been acknowledged as an important influence on modernism since Virginia
Woolf first praised it: “we fancied that some idea or other was our own breeding. But here, on
the next page, was Butler’s original version, from which our seed had blown.” In “Evolutionary
Psychology,” Sally Shuttleworth extrapolates still further: “In [The Way of All Flesh’s] playful
violation of realist form, and interrogation of the nature of identity, it not only participated in the
birth of modernist experimentalism, but also anticipated some of the more recent developments
in postmodernism” (145). Butler’s “interrogation of the nature of identity,” which I examine at
length in my essay, indeed has echoes in the often diffuse, ramified depictions of character and
consciousness provided through the quintessential modernist technique that Woolf helped
develop: stream of consciousness.
As applied to literature, the phrase “stream of consciousness” was first used in 1918 by May
Sinclair, who forms another strong link between Victorian idealist fictions and modernism.
Sinclair—who wrote two philosophical treatises in defense of idealism (the first of which
includes a chapter on “The Pan-Psychism of Samuel Butler”) alongside dozens of poems, short
stories, and realist and modernist novels from 1882 to 1927—fuses the philosophical and literary
aspects of her work in yet another example of idealist fiction. The influence of Butler is clear: in
addition to Sinclair’s sustained interrogation of his work in A Defence of Idealism (1917),
Suzanne Raitt suggests that Butler, along with William James and Herbert Spencer, was one of
the sources where Sinclair first encountered the idea of “stream of consciousness” (May Sinclair,
A Modern Victorian 218-219). In addition, in “An Edwardian Turn of Mind,” Charlotte Jones
argues that Sinclair’s approach to idealism reveals a “thoroughgoing affinity with the thinking of
F. H. Bradley” (100). Through her reading of The Divine Fire, Jones demonstrates how
Sinclair’s fiction responds to and reconfigures aspects of Bradley’s philosophy and other British
Idealists. The Divine Fire and many of her other works are idealist fictions; Sinclair herself
would probably agree, because she “believed art and metaphysics to be inseparable” (94).
Writers like Sinclair, who ride the line between philosophy and literature, are worth examining
for the light they throw on the interface between Victorian idealism and the development of
fiction. Jones remarks that “surprisingly little has been written about any potential relationship
between late-Victorian transcendental metaphysics and early-twentieth-century literature” (93).
This neglect is beginning to lift. Indeed, my next writing project seeks to further explore the
connection between British Idealism and May Sinclair.
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The second strand of idealist influence on literature runs through science fiction. Scholars
continue to investigate the discourses that played a role in the emergence of the genre. In
“Science Fiction,” John Plotz points to two conceptual developments that occurred around the
turn of the twentieth century: a “vastly expanded conception of the interpenetration of the human
and nonhuman realms,” which he ties to Darwinian evolution, and “a scalar shift in humanity’s
relationship to a more expansive space and time,” which he ties to Darwinian evolution and
Einsteinian physics (855). As I suggest through Butler’s theme of “crossing” and Bradley’s
multiplication of spatial and temporal series, late Victorian idealism expressed similar concepts,
making it a discourse of its time. Indeed, Butler’s evolved, sentient machines in Erewhon, which
can be seen as a precursor of his later fusion of Lamarckian evolution and panpsychism, are the
first instance of sentient machines in literature. This makes Butler a forerunner of later
developments in science fiction, including Karel Čapek’s organic “robots” in R.U.R. (1920) and
Isaac Asimov’s collection of loving, neurotic, telepathic robots in I, Robot (1940-1950)—one of
which reads fiction to better understand the human mind; another satirizes philosophers in the
rationalist or idealist mold. It may be a stretch to categorize either Čapek or Asimov as idealist—
in fact, Čapek’s dissertation contested both German and British Idealism, including Bradley.
Other science fiction writers were even more hostile to idealism. H. G. Wells found it utterly
nonsensical: “When you speak of the Absolute you speak to me of nothing.” (“Skepticism of the
Instrument” 388). But there is influence even in resistance or rejection, as Michael Bell, echoing
Moi, suggests: “the important thinking of the modern age was where it attempted to meet, rather
than ignore, the earlier tradition [of idealism].” (“The Metaphysics of Modernism” 29). Nor were
all science fiction writers opposed to idealism. Olaf Stapledon, another philosopher-author
whose A Modern Theory of Ethics (1929) was seen as an important contribution to idealist
theory, blends evolutionary theory and idealism in his fictions about cosmic temporal series (Last
and First Men, 1930) and the psychology and spiritual longing of a bioengineered dog (Sirius,
1944). There are countless other connections and crossings that one could identify between
idealism and literature.
The connections I sketch in my essay are not meant to flatten everything beneath an idealist iron.
I emphasize that idealism was not a monolithic discourse: there were several idealisms in the
long nineteenth century, and each of these idealisms can be further broken down into various
subfields, such as ontology or aesthetics. Moreover, these idealist discourses drew on and
contested several others, from evolutionary theory to physics to literature—which likewise drew
on and contested idealism. Literary writers responded to idealism, when they responded at all,
with varying degrees of enthusiasm or disdain. Keeping this complexity in mind, however, it
seems fair to argue that some of the principal idealist concepts that preoccupied Bradley and
Butler—the interpenetration of human and nonhuman, the inextricable nature of psychic and
physical reality, the (un)reality of time, the interest in nonhuman modes of experience—are
intertwined with the techniques and problematics of Victorian literature, modernism, and science
fiction. Future research on idealist fictions will no doubt provide a more fine-grained analysis of
these and other crossings.
As I mentioned earlier, the essay I’ve described above was accepted for publication in Criticism,
an A&HCI journal. I also presented an early version of this essay at an international conference,
the VISAWUS conference in Palm Springs, California. Thus, my two principal research
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outcomes—a journal publication and conference presentation—were achieved within the
timeframe of the MOST grant.

Conclusion
I believe my initial research question was well-founded: what is the relationship between
Victorian philosophical idealism and the development of literature? At first, I thought I had
stumbled on a completely undeveloped scholarly topic. As is so often the case, this ground had
actually been trod before, and I was merely following in the footsteps of other scholars.
However, my hunch was correct that very few scholars have examined this topic—indeed, given
the scope and influence of British Idealism, it remains an embarrassingly underdeveloped field of
inquiry. Moreover, given the critical antipathy that has developed toward idealism for over a
century, I find it very difficult to write persuasively on this topic. One has to scatter numerous
caveats and explanations into one’s work that detract from the flow of the argument. There are
fewer common assumptions that you can rely on to connect with your reader. It is hard to write
about idealism without adopting a defensive or querulous tone, because it feels as if one is
writing against the hegemonic academic position, which reflexively disdains the topic under
investigation. Perhaps this is mere paranoia; but it was the feeling I got as I received feedback at
the conference and during the publication process at Criticism.
Despite these difficulties, I am happy that I was able to pursue this project, and very grateful to
MOST for financially supporting it. I believe my essay opens new ground in the field of
Victorian studies, and I hope it changes the way people understand the topic of idealism. Rather
than a movement that peaked during the Romantic period and died shortly thereafter, idealism
became even more powerful during the late Victorian period and exerted an influence well into
the twentieth century. Indeed, I see recent theoretical developments such as new materialism and
speculative realism representing what we could call an “idealist turn” in contemporary theory.
What used to be fringe positions, like panpsychism, are being reconsidered and adopted by
philosophers, literary scholars, and neuroscientists. My project contributes to this resurgence by
giving us a better picture of the genealogical development of idealism while refusing to give
countenance to the straw-man version of “idealism” that continues to circulate in academic
discourse. I hope my project stirs interest in the field of idealism and inspires other scholars to
investigate the dozens of idealists that wrote in the UK and other Western countries, not to
mention idealism in the Eastern tradition. I think there are countless ways of continuing this line
of inquiry.
I know that at the very least my work has inspired one person to continue this investigation into
idealism: myself. I was recently awarded another MOST grant to examine British Idealist
conceptions of time and how these were adopted by the author May Sinclair in the early
twentieth century. Following Charlotte Jones, I want to show the influence of late Victorian
idealism on the development of modernist fiction. I have also applied for a Columbus grant
through MOST that will support a five-year project culminating in a book on idealism and
literature in the long nineteenth century.
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I find this topic fascinating and I’m sure it will prove fruitful for me in the future. I will always
remain thankful that MOST helped catalyze this new intellectual journey. I will continue to make
use of the opportunity I was given.
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一、 執行國際合作與移地研究過程
I requested leave from the university from November 2 to November 11, 2018, in order to fulfill the
agenda set out in my MOST grant application, which I was awarded for the school year 2018-2019. On
November 4-6, I spent time at the Hoose Library of Philosophy in Los Angeles, California, which is a part
of the University of Southern California. The remainder of my time (November 7-10) was spent at a
conference, which I detail in another report.

二、 研究成果
My MOST grant is supporting my research into the relationship between British Idealism—a philosophical
movement from about 1870 to 1930—and literature. Despite the fact that British Idealism dominated
philosophical debate for half a century, there is only one book that I know of that examines the relation
between it and literature. Because of this lack of scholarship, I need to examine the original texts, many of
which are unavailable in Taiwan. The Hoose Library of Philosophy, which has over 50,000 volumes, was
an essential place to begin tracking down the primary texts I need to conduct my analysis. During my visit
at the library, I focused on the writings of three philosophers whom I thought could be useful for my

project: F.H. Bradley, J.M.E. McTaggart, and Bernard Bosanquet. I was able to access several relevant
works by Bradley (Ethical Studies, Appearance and Reality, and Aphorisms); McTaggart (Studies in
Hegelian Cosmology and The Nature of Existence); and Bosanquet (Knowledge and Reality, A History of
Aesthetic, and Science and Philosophy and Other Essays). Bradley, McTaggart, and Bosanquet are three
major philosophers of the British Idealist movement, and I think their work will provide a solid ground for
me to understand the movement as a whole and develop my argument about the relationship between
idealist ontology and literature. Shorter essays by these three philosophers were also available, and I
perused many to see if they are of interest to my work. In addition, I also inspected and took notes on other
works, including Henry Jones’ Browning as a Philosophical and Religious Teacher, which is one of the
few British Idealist works that explicitly draws a connection between philosophy and literature. I was also
able to copy Jones’ essay, “The Immortality of the Soul in the Poems of Tennyson and Browning,” which
likewise reads literature through an idealist lens. Although I obviously didn’t have time to read all of this
material, I was able to scan several books that I think will prove useful to my project. The library has an
excellent system where visitors can scan books for free and send the scanned file by email for later use.
Although not directly related to my research, I was also able to see the first editions of works by Kant and
Hume in the library’s Rare Book Collection. Looking at Hume’s actual handwriting was a remarkable and
inspiring experience. The library was easily accessible by rental car. During my time in Los Angeles, I was
able to stay at my friend’s house in Thousand Oaks, so I didn’t need to spend money on a hotel. The library
is open from 9am to 8pm during the week, which gave me plenty of time to locate and scan the books I
needed over the two days I visited.
In the months since I made the trip to this library, my research has proceeded and I am already writing my
full essay, which I will submit for publication in an AHCI journal. I will be extensively quoting from
Bradley’s works, and the trip to Hoose Library made this possible. Although I don’t think I will be able to
fit McTaggart, Bosanquet, or Jones into my current essay, I plan on writing about the British Idealists for
an indefinite period of time, and I am sure they will prove useful, as well. For these reasons, the research
trip was a success.
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一、 參加會議經過

I requested leave from the university from November 2 to November 11, 2018, in order to fulfill the agenda
set out in my MOST grant application, which I was awarded for the school year 2018-2019. On November
7, I traveled to Palm Springs, California, where the annual Victorian Interdisciplinary Studies Association of
the Western United States (VISAWUS) conference was being held. On November 8-10, I attended this
conference. The remainder of my time (November 4-6) was spent conducting research, which I detail in
another report.

二、 與會心得

The VISAWUS conference was an excellent venue to share my research, receive feedback, and learn more
about my topic (and many other topics, as well). The title of my presentation was “Idealism, Teleology, and
Samuel Butler.” I argued that British Idealism continues to be overlooked by Victorian studies, and tried to
show a possible connection between British Idealism and literature by showing the resonance between
British Idealist notions of time and the portrayal of time in the literary works of Samuel Butler and May
Sinclair. My presentation lasted 20 minutes, and I prepared a PowerPoint presentation to share diagrams
and quotes. There were about 10 people in the audience, plus two graduate students who were on my
panel. During the Q&A session, I received two questions about my project: one about its feminist
implications, and one about the idea of intention. After the session was over, the keynote speaker of the
conference—Joy Dixon, Associate Professor of History at the University of British Columbia—came up to
me and said she admired me for exploring the topic of British Idealism and said that it was a great project.
This feedback was encouraging and confirmed for me that I’m pursuing something valuable and
significant. Later, I made another contact: J. Jeffrey Franklin, Professor of English at the University of
Colorado Denver. After listening to Professor Franklin’s presentation on alternative religions in the late
Victorian period and how they manifest in H. G. Wells’ work, I realized that his project had several
affinities with the British Idealists, since they too developed an “alternative” to the Christian spiritual
understanding of the universe. After his talk, I asked Professor Franklin if he had ever looked into the
British Idealists, and he said he knew absolutely nothing about them. Given that Professor Franklin is an
expert on the discourse of “spirit” in the late Victorian period and just published a book entitled Spirit
Matters: Occult Beliefs, Alternative Religions, and the Crisis of Faith in Victorian Britain, I found it
surprising that he knew nothing about a dominant philosophical movement whose main focus is on
“spirit,” or the workings of immaterial things like mind. This further confirmed for me the value of my
research. Professor Franklin generously requested me to send him my essay on the British Idealists so that
he could learn more about them. I sent it, and his response included the following comment: “I don’t think
I’ve really understood what was meant by late-Victorian idealism until reading your essay.” In turn, I think
his book, Spirit Matters, will be very useful in framing my own argument about the British Idealists.
Overall, the conference allowed me to successfully pursue the goals of my MOST grant project: to bring
myself up to date on the current state of Victorian studies, to share and receive feedback on my writing,
and to make contacts that will help strengthen and spread my ideas.

三、 發表論文全文或摘要
Idealism, Teleology, and Samuel Butler

It is well known that early in the nineteenth century, Samuel Taylor Coleridge and Thomas
Carlyle were among the first British writers to engage German Idealism, giving it their own
idiosyncratic, and greatly influential, interpretations. But it was not until the late Victorian
period, in the decades following James Hutchison Stirling’s The Secret of Hegel (1865), that
German Idealism—especially the work of Hegel and, to a lesser extent, Kant—was taken up in
earnest by the major figures of early “British Idealism”: T. H. Green (1836-1882), Edward Caird
(1835-1908), and F. H. Bradley (1846-1924). These philosophers, along with the next generation
of men and women associated with this movement, wrote detailed commentaries on the German
Idealists, but they were not obsequious disciples; they developed distinctive and varied
approaches to ontology, epistemology, logic, philosophy of religion, ethics, and aesthetics,
including literature. Despite their many differences, they all subscribe to some form of
ontological idealism: the argument that something mind-like characterizes the universe, either
structuring or pervading it, or both. According to Sandra M. den Otter, British Idealism “rapidly
became the primary school of thought in Britain, and for half a century thereafter dominated
philosophical debate.”1 Yet it remains “almost wholly unknown” to scholars of the history of
philosophy,2 and it is likewise overlooked or ignored within Victorian studies. Whereas countless
books have shown the connection between German Idealism and Romanticism, the relation
between the Victorians’ own vibrant contribution to idealism and their literature has received

1. Sandra M. den Otter, British Idealism and Social Explanation (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1996), p. 1.
2. W. J. Mander, British Idealism: A History (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011), p. 1. Further references are to
this addition and appear in the text.

only limited attention. By focusing on the philosophical works of F. H. Bradley, I hope to
indicate that idealism in the Victorian period is not just intriguing in its own right, but should
also be more deeply investigated as a discursive factor in the development of the novel (in
addition to other literary forms).3 Moreover, I argue that the type of idealism associated with
Bradley—panpsychism, which falls into the “mind pervades the universe” subcategory of
ontological idealism—should be openly incorporated into current approaches to critical theory,
especially within the field of ecocriticism. Indeed, in many ways panpsychism already underlies
ecocritical theories, even when it goes unacknowledged.
First, I would like to use The Cambridge Companion series as a brief example of how
Victorian studies continues to neglect the intersection of British Idealism and literature—
recognizing, of course, that this series does not encompass all of Victorianist scholarship. My
intent is not to chastise, or to overturn other models for approaching Victorian literature, but to
suggest that a nuanced account of British Idealism can supplement and extend them; such an
extension is made more easily when we realize that idealism is not necessarily opposed to
science or naturalism, but often complements them. Consider the most recent edition of The
Cambridge Companion to the Victorian Novel. Idealism, in the philosophical sense, is mentioned
once in the entire volume.4 John Kucich alludes to “romanticism’s idealistic metaphysics,” but
only as a foil for the anti-idealist paradigms he sees as dominating the Victorian period: cognates
of “empiricism” appear five times, “naturalism” seventeen times, and “positivism” twenty-three

3. See Daniel Brown, Hopkin’s Idealism: Philosophy, Physics, Poetry (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1997) for a reading
of Gerard Manley Hopkins and British Idealism.
4. Unsurprisingly, The Cambridge Companion to Victorian Poetry, ed. Joseph Bristow (Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2000), mentions philosophical “idealism” and its cognates much more frequently—seventeen
times—but all in the context of an ancient Greek or Romantic bequeathal. In The Cambridge Companion to
Victorian Culture, ed. Francis O’Gorman (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010), Bernard Lightman refers
to “idealism” and its cognates five times. All of these are direct references to British Idealism, although he
summarily describes the work of nine different philosophers as an attempt to “pontificate” against scientific
naturalism (p. 36).

times.5 This reinforces the common assumption that idealism was an entirely Romantic concern,
one that disappeared—at least in the novel—with the rise of Victorian science. For Kucich,
“pessimism is perhaps the most powerful philosophical legacy of Victorianism to the modern
period” (p. 125). This assessment ignores the contributions and legacy of the British Idealists and
those novelists who can be aligned with them. As W. J. Mander notes in his detailed history of
the movement, the British Idealists were often idealist in the ordinary, optimistic sense (p. 5)—
perhaps in part because they believed that competing philosophies, including scientific
naturalism, were not incorrect but incomplete, and could be made more accurate through
supplementation: namely, by accounting for non-mechanistic (and non-human) mental realities
like feeling and experience.
My reading of Bradley is intended as a specific example of how the larger discourse of
British Idealism may be understood as contributing to the development of fiction. The scope of
this essay does not allow me to demonstrate all the ways in which British Idealism both reflected
and influenced the concerns of novelists (nor do I pretend to know them all). I suspect there are
several connections, however, and I would like to conclude this introductory section by
suggesting some of the ways idealist philosophy and literature are imbricated, forming what we
might call “idealist fictions.” Various nineteenth-century (pseudo-)scientific discourses, and the
philosophical tradition of empiricism that subtends them, have proven extraordinarily fruitful for
scholars seeking to explain the form and content of Victorian novels, especially those within that
most Victorian of genres, realism. Realism’s intense focus on things and objects has justifiably
oriented Victorian studies toward materiality and materialist philosophies from its beginnings
until now. Yet there was another Victorian philosophical tradition, one that was also

5. John Kucich, “Intellectual Debate in the Victorian Novel: Religion and Science,” in The Cambridge Companion
to the Victorian Novel, ed. Deirdre David (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2012), pp. 116, 107-28.

extraordinarily interested in things and objects. From the Romantic period forward, idealism
often imbued things, objects, and nonhuman organisms with attributes traditionally possessed by
humans alone: soul, spirit, desire, agency, experience, mind. Surely this vision of the natural
world was influenced by, and influenced, Victorian literature (and science). For instance,
idealism often schematizes what, according to Amy M. King, both drives and disrupts realist
narrative: “an ontology of particulars that fed a vague sense of the divine.”6 Idealism likewise
resonates with the powerful and numinous objects scattered throughout Gothic, sensation, and
imperial adventure novels. Finally, there is a strong affinity between idealism and science
fiction: Butler’s vitalized machines in Erewhon, which forms the conceptual basis for so much
subsequent science fiction, is a case in point. To trace connections like these, we require the
generous methodology of the British Idealists themselves. Although much that they wrote is
alien to our sensibilities, the unfashionable often shades into the untimely, and I believe that if
we engage their work earnestly and inventively, Victorian studies will be enriched.
In the following section, I begin by defining various types of idealism in order to specify
more precisely how Bradley is situated within that long tradition. This is especially important
because idealism is a broad term that has several different, sometimes contradictory, meanings,
even to the point where idealism blurs into its apparent opposite, materialism. These definitions
suggest that in the long nineteenth century, most idealist philosophies are both naturalist and
realist. Next, I examine Bradley’s most well-known book, Appearance and Reality (1893),
emphasizing two of its arguments: first, any delimited “self” is a partial reality, an “appearance,”
of larger aggregates of reality and ultimately the whole universe (the “Absolute”); second, each
self, including nonhumans and objects, is a “centre of experience” that, again, forms part of some

6. Amy M. King, “Natural History and the Novel: Dilatoriness and Length and the Nineteenth-Century Novel of
Everyday Life,” NOVEL: A Forum on Fiction 42.3 (2009), 461.

larger experience and ultimately the Absolute. Bradley’s insistence on the Absolute may sound
suspiciously totalizing, but he equally insists on the reality of difference: the Absolute, like a
novel, does not transcend, but is, the myriad entangled selves, experiences, even temporalities
that compose it. Indeed, Bradley incorporates several “fictions” into his philosophy that attend to
the bizarre possibilities of a universe teeming with experiences.

⁂

Those who defend idealism often stress that it extends our conception of the real to that which
materialism alone has never been able to fully explain: mental phenomena like experience,
desire, and memory. Jeremy Dunham, Iain Hamilton Grant, and Sean Watson argue that idealism
is often misconstrued as “anti-realist” and “anti-naturalistic,” when most idealist theories are
neither. In fact, idealism is often more realist and naturalistic than materialism, since it accounts
for the existence of “elements more usually dismissed from reality” by the latter: mental
phenomena.7 Humans’ anthropocentric bias reinforces this dismissal; mind is commonly denied
when the reality under consideration is non-human nature, or only granted within limits—to
chimpanzees, perhaps, or pets. Nevertheless, even within the idealist tradition philosophers
impose various limits on the extent of mind: some focus on the human mind and its ability (or
not) to perceive and understand—even realize itself as—the external universe, whereas others
more promiscuously explore the ways in which non-human organisms and objects are also
enminded. As a philosophical tradition that spans thousands of years and several different
cultures, idealism can be categorized in multiple ways. For the sake of clarity, I would like to

7. Jeremy Dunham, Iain Hamilton Grant, and Sean Watson, Idealism: The History of a Philosophy (Montreal and
Kingston: McGill-Queen’s University Press, 2011), pp. 3-4.

suggest three major types, which I place in order from least to most realist, and most to least
anthropocentric. First is subjective idealism, which posits that nothing material exists outside of
(human) mind. Such radical non-realism is often associated—rather unfairly—with Berkeley.8
Second, epistemological idealism acknowledges that there is a reality outside of mind, but we
cannot know it “in itself” because we can only access it through the filter of our mental
structures. This form of idealism was elaborated by Kant. Third, ontological idealism argues that
something mind-like induces and/or suffuses the entire universe. Many philosophers, especially
those of the long nineteenth century, fall under this final category, including Plato, Schelling,
Hegel, the British Idealists, Butler, Whitehead, and Deleuze.9 Additionally, under the category of
ontological idealism, panpsychism is the argument that all things have mind (pan=everything;
psyche=mind, soul, spirit). Not all ontological idealists are panpsychists. For instance, Hegel’s
Absolute, which had an enormous influence on the British Idealists (they are often referred to as
Absolute Idealists), is a monistic conception of the universe as one Spirit. But this does not entail
that each individual thing in the universe has its own spirit or mind. In their panpsychism,
Bradley and Butler depart from the general tendency of British Idealism, which is more
Hegelian.10
Several historical factors explain the intellectual and cultural appeal of ontological
idealism during the late Victorian period. David Boucher and Andrew Vincent summarize them
as follows: “British Idealism was a social philosophy that exuded optimism at a time of extreme

8. Dunham, Grant, and Watson note that “none of the idealists, Berkeley included, simply pass off thought as all
there is to being” (p. 16).
9. It may seem counterintuitive to place Plato in this category, since he is often thought of as a dualist. Nor is
Deleuze usually considered an idealist. However, Dunham, Grant, and Watson place all of these philosophers in this
category—except for Butler, who is not considered. For more on Deleuze and idealism, see Elizabeth Grosz, The
Incorporeal: Ontology, Ethics, and the Limits of Materialism (New York: Columbia University Press, 2017).
10. David Skrbina briefly discusses the panpsychism of Butler and Bradley (Panpsychism in the West [Cambridge:
The MIT Press, 2005]), pp. 143, 155-56. Dunham, Grant, and Watson also refer to Bradley’s “panpsychist idealism”
(p. 170). It would be misleading, however, to suggest that Bradley is universally categorized as a panpsychist.

social dislocation and pessimism. In summary, it acted as a profound interrogation, critique and
metaphysical counterbalance to the individualism of the variants of an instinctive British
utilitarianism and naturalistic evolutionism.”11 A cadre of idealists at Oxford offered this more
sanguine alternative to materialist philosophies. Many of these British Idealists allowed their
deeply-held Christian beliefs to inform their work, providing an authoritative intellectual rebuttal
to the crisis of faith. But it would be a mistake to see British Idealism as solely an elaboration of
Christianity in metaphysical guise. Bradley, for instance, was “extremely hostile” to Christianity
(Mander, British Idealism, p. 178). Benjamin Jowett, Master of Balliol College, led an
“indigenous revival of Platonism” (Boucher and Vincent, British Idealism, p. 9) through his
translations and lectures, giving a dash of paganism to the movement. Indeed, the ethical theories
advanced by British Idealism represented a return to ancient Greek thought: rather than pursuing
the Kantian and utilitarian question, “what ought I to do?”, British Idealists asked, “what kind of
person ought I to be?”, in line with the eudaimonistic tradition (Mander, British Idealism, p.198).
Finally, it is worth noting that part of the cultural appeal of British Idealism was its resonance
with literature. W. J. Mander suggests that literary authors, especially Coleridge and Carlyle,
nurtured the speculative thought of idealist philosophers, while in turn the philosophers inspired
literary works, as in the influence T. H. Green’s philosophy of religion had on Mrs. Humphry
Ward’s best-selling Robert Elsmere (pp. 24, 147). British Idealists themselves often incorporated
poetry into their arguments, and were even accused by their opponents of writing in too poetic a
manner (p. 346).
All of this goes to suggest that idealism was a highly variegated, but vital, strain of
nineteenth-century philosophy. It is fitting, then, that while Bradley’s works are “highly

11. David Boucher and Andrew Vincent, British Idealism: A Guide for the Perplexed (London and New York:
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idiosyncratic within Idealism” (Boucher and Vincent, British Idealism, p. 17), they are in many
ways the most quintessential and influential ones of the British Idealist movement. As a way of
approaching his philosophy, it helps to recall that Bradley emphasizes the arbitrary nature of our
epistemological distinctions. When we try to make sense of reality, we separate out parts and
wholes—for instance, where one self or species begins and another ends—but this inevitably
leads to the false partition of a real continuity: “We have to take reality as many, and to take it as
one, and to avoid contradiction. We want to divide it, or to take it, when we please, as
indivisible; to go as far as we desire in either of these directions, and to stop when that suits
us.”12 Throughout Appearance and Reality, Bradley puts pressure on a series of such arbitrary
partitions, disrupting practically convenient fictions like self and nation (importantly, the formal
partitions are fictional, not their content—selves and nations are real, as far as they go). At the
end of this series, we are left with the only thing that escapes contradiction and false partition:
the entire whole, the Absolute. In this essay, I would like to underscore the aesthetic means by
which Bradley advances his argument. Ironically, he uses “fictions,” “fancies,” and “metaphors”
to expose the limitations of our fictional distinctions. His many interpolated stories illustrate that
there are countless other possible ways of carving up the real—provocative, thrilling, bizarre,
and cognitively dissonant ways. In other words, his philosophy is deeply science-fictional. As
Steven Shaviro points out, philosophers often employ science fiction (in the form of “thought
experiments”) to explore the nature and limits of things like the human, or consciousness.13
Bradley’s work exemplifies this entanglement of the philosophical and literary, and the

12. F. H. Bradley, Appearance and Reality: A Metaphysical Essay (New York: Routledge, 2002), p. 33. Further
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numerous fictions he scatters throughout Appearance and Reality both reflect elements of
Butler’s oeuvre and foreshadow later developments in the sci-fi genre.
For Bradley, the self is ramified, entangled in its surroundings, and constantly in flux.
Anticipating Catherine Malabou’s argument that humans become “others, re-engendered,
belonging to a different species” after suffering social and ecological trauma,14 he suggests that
the self is continuously reshaped in relation to the incursions of its surrounds. The internal
contents of a self also consist “essentially in the outward environment, so far as relating to that
makes the man what he is. For if we try to take the man apart from certain places and persons,
we have altered his life so much that he is not his usual self” (Appearance and Reality, p. 78).
The line between internal self and external circumstance is arbitrarily drawn: “the self is not
enclosed by a wall. And where the essential self is to end, and the accidental self to begin, seems
a riddle without an answer” (p. 80). We cannot find the “usual self” in the material body, which
is indefinitely distributed and undergoes continuous change; likewise, the “usual self” disappears
in states of sleep, love, intoxication, injury, disease, and madness (pp. 79-85). Where, then, is the
self? We may imagine that through all these vicissitudes some small core of the self remains, but
Bradley asks in his blunt, poetic style: “This narrow persisting element of feeling or idea, this
fixed essence not [as Shakespeare puts it in Measure for Measure] ‘servile to all the skyey
influences,’ this wretched fraction and poor atom, too mean to be in danger—do you mean to tell
me that this bare remnant is really the self?” (p. 81). The invulnerable, static “self” is fictitious,
an appearance.
It is not unreal or utterly groundless, however. “By one self,” he writes, “we understand
one experience” (p. 82). While there is no specific “feeling or idea” that gives continuity to the

14. Catherine Malabou, Ontology of the Accident: An Essay on Destructive Plasticity, trans. Carolyn Shread
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self, feeling itself does: the self’s constantly shifting experience, the self feeling itself as it
maintains a flickering reach into its environment, is its only self-consistency. It is important to
emphasize that, for Bradley, this feeling or experience is not wholly conscious, but extends
beneath consciousness into a “general background of feeling,” an “unexhausted margin” (pp. 92,
93). Experience is largely nonconscious, even in humans; at its most basic, it is feeling, desire,
an affective orientation toward, or interaction with, other things/experiences. Bradley thereby
detaches experience from its usual associations with (human) thought, extending it to animals (p.
431n1) and beyond. Even within the self—if we agree to “push a metaphor far beyond its true
and natural limits” (Bradley’s characteristic rhetorical move)—each bodily organ “considers,”
“aims,” and “identif[ies] its will with a wider reality” (pp. 417-18). Each “self,” then, is an
enfolded sentient experience that extends indefinitely: internally, externally, and through time.
Bradley’s discussion of the self mostly centers on human selves, but this just sets the
stage for his larger argument, which is fundamentally “unanthropocentric.”15 His panpsychism
extends the experience that subtends human subjectivity to all things:
to be real, or even barely to exist, must be to fall within sentience. Sentient
experience, in short, is reality, and what is not this is not real. We may say, in
other words, that there is no being or fact outside of that which is commonly
called psychical existence. Feeling, thought, and volition (any groups under which
we class psychical phenomena) are all the material of existence, and there is no
other material, actual or even possible . . . [A]ny piece of existence [consists] in
sentient experience. (Appearance and Reality, pp. 144-45)
Everything in the universe is animated by something mind-like: each thing feels, thinks, or wills.
In addition, all of these sentient experiences are nested within one universe, the Absolute, which
is itself one sentient experience (of itself, namely everything): “Our conclusion, so far, will be
this, that the Absolute is one system, and that its contents are nothing but sentient experience. It

15. Timothy Sprigge, The Vindication of Absolute Idealism (Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 1983), p. xiii.

will hence be a single and all-inclusive experience, which embraces every partial diversity in
concord” (p. 147). Any attempt to “embrace diversity in concord” may trouble modern readers,
who have become justly concerned about totalizing wholes. But Bradley’s universe, like our
own, is a cradle of difference and creative differentiation.
Bradley is careful to preserve the integrity and value of each part of the Absolute, which,
at its most basic, is a “centre of experience.” He acknowledges the various levels of complexity
such centres can reach through evolution (p. 386). It is obvious, for example, that human
experience is more elaborate and self-reflexive than the experience of an insect. But “below, or
else wider than and above” more complicated physico-mental structures, which he calls selves or
souls, we always find sentient centres of experience: “no element of Reality falls outside the
experience of finite centres” (pp. 529, 528). Moreover, each self, soul, and centre has absolute
value: “My self is certainly not the Absolute, but, without it, the Absolute would not be itself.
You cannot anywhere abstract wholly from my personal feelings; you cannot say that, apart even
from the meanest of these, anything else in the universe would be what it is” (p. 260). This
stance leads Bradley to a radical relativism that places him, along with several other British
Idealists (Boucher and Vincent, British Idealism, pp. 4-5), in opposition to the absolutist claims
of the British Empire. For instance, Bradley wryly notes that “our country, the chosen land of
Moral Philosophy, has the reputation abroad of being the chief home of hypocrisy and cant”
(Appearance and Reality, p.430n1). The imperial center is everywhere:
We can find no province of the world so low but the Absolute inhabits it.
Nowhere is there even a single fact so fragmentary and so poor that to the
universe it does not matter. There is truth in every idea however false, there is
reality in every existence however slight; and, where we can point to reality or
truth, there is the one undivided life of the Absolute. (p. 487)

Because each individual thing is a metonymic or microcosmic expression of the whole, it must
be cherished: “any one aspect, when viewed by itself, may be regarded as the end for which the
others exist” (p. 456). If a single thing vanishes, nothing exists. And yet every experience is
perpetually reborn, pushing the entire universe into a new shift.
Ultimately, Bradley’s ontology is both radically flat and hierarchically layered according
to levels of complexity and self-integration; it respects both material and mental reality, finding
agency in all things; and it has important ethical implications for humans’ social relations and
their interactions with the environment. Although he is an idiosyncratic thinker who resists
categorization, this is because his philosophy synthesizes several strands of nineteenth-century
thought—and resembles later developments. In ontological terms, he shares with Hegel and most
British Idealists a belief in the mental/spiritual character of the universe, while he also
emphasizes the integrity and microcosmic aspect of each particular in the manner of the
Romantics and Personal Idealists (a later evolution of British Idealism). In epistemological
terms, he insists on the ultimately arbitrary nature of our distinctions, just as Darwin had with
species. He acknowledges with Kant the limits of human understanding: for Bradley, we can
never fully grasp what other centres of experience, or the Absolute, are like in themselves. We
can only approach them obliquely, through allusions and analogies, stories and speculations.
In aesthetic terms, then, Bradley’s work has much in common with Victorian literature.
From realism to animal autobiography to science fiction, Victorian literature explores the ways
in which the lived experiences of human and non-human “others” form, or deform, social and
ecological wholes. Bradley gives several briefly sketched fictions with a similar focus, although
he does so hesitantly, almost always disavowing these literary devices in the very act of
delivering them. For example, consider his first interpolated story, which I give in full:

I confess that I shrink from using metaphors, since they never can suit wholly.
The writer tenders them unsuspiciously as a possible help in a common difficulty.
And so he subjects himself, perhaps, to the captious ill-will or sheer negligence of
his reader. Still to those who will take it for what it is, I will offer a fiction.
Suppose a collection of beings whose souls in the night walk about without their
bodies, and so make new relations. On their return in the morning we may
imagine that the possessors feel the benefit of this divorce; and we may therefore
call it truth. But, if the wrong soul with its experience came back to the wrong
body, that might typify error. On the other hand, perhaps the ruler of this
collection of beings may perceive very well the nature of the collision. And it may
even be that he provokes it. For how instructive and how amusing to observe in
each case the conflict of sensation with imported and foreign experience. (p. 194)
Not the most gripping yarn to emerge from the Victorian period, to be sure. Yet the story, and its
frame, raise several issues. Bradley’s opening disavowal marks a reluctance to entrust the aims
of philosophy (in this case, an epistemological point about truth and error) to the vagaries of the
imagination rather than the supposedly consistent mechanisms of reason. It is telling, however,
that despite these concerns he goes on to tell the story, a rather suggestive one about wandering,
disembodied souls who return to mismatched bodies, possibly for the instructive amusement of a
“ruler.” Of course, the philosopher and his reader are also instructively amused by the cross
between personal expectation and “foreign experience.” Perhaps this is why Bradley repeatedly
returns to fiction, in order to incorporate some spirit into the body of his text.
A brief recapitulation of Bradley’s other fictions—all of them actual possibilities within
the Absolute—will give a sense of how evocative and visionary he can be. He asks what would
happen if “another body like my own were manufactured,” or “an indefinite number of such
bodies” (pp. 356, 503). He also considers the possibility that there may be multiple, “independent
time-series,” some of which run in reverse to our own, so that “Death would come before birth,
the blow would follow the wound” (pp. 211, 215). Indeed, there could be multiple other people
on a reversed time-series who share some of the contents of my own life (p. 217). Similarly,
there may be multiple spatial systems that have no relation to each other in space, or multiple

worlds that run according to different causal series (pp. 216, 218). Just as my experience forms
part of a larger experience of which I am unaware, my body appears discrete but may “have a
position and function in any number of organisms” (pp. 253, 271). One organism can be “widely
scattered and discontinuous” (p. 340). We tend to assume that actions occur on the exterior or
boundary of bodies, but the “inside” of one organism may directly affect the inside of another (p.
343). A collection of secondary qualities, like a constellation of sounds or smells, “might
accompany psychical life and serve as a body” (p. 341). Reincarnation is possible (p. 308). Just
as mental realities arise from material conditions, the reverse is also possible: “some matter
might itself result from soul. All these things are ‘possible’ in this sense, that, within our
knowledge, they cannot any of them proved to be unreal. But they are mere idle possibilities.”
The caveat that follows this last “worthless fancy” (pp. 341, 341n1) is in keeping with Bradley’s
ambivalent attitude toward imaginative speculations. Yet these fictions and fancies ultimately
serve to “justify the natural wonder which delights to stray beyond our daylight world, and to
follow paths that lead into half-known half-unknowable regions” (p. 549). Bradley’s
philosophical argument leads, in the end, to a sense of wonder at the vast possibilities of our
universe, possibilities that only fiction can adequately explore.

.

Conference Presentation
The main purpose of my presentation today is to persuade you that the future of Victorian studies needs to
reckon with the philosophical idealism that blossomed in the late nineteenth century. It is well known that
early in the century, Coleridge and Carlyle were among the first British writers to engage German Idealism.
But it was not until the mid-1870s that German Idealism was taken up in earnest by the major figures of the
movement called British Idealism: T. H. Green, Edward Caird, and F. H. Bradley. These philosophers and
dozens of other men and women associated with this movement wrote detailed commentaries on the German
Idealists, but they were not obsequious disciples; they developed distinctive and varied approaches to
ontology, epistemology, logic, ethics, and aesthetics, including literature. Despite their many differences,
they all subscribe to some form of ontological idealism: the argument that something mind-like characterizes
the universe, either structuring or pervading it, or both. At least two of them, F. H. Bradley and Samuel
Butler, could be labelled, more specifically, as panpsychist: they argue that all things, including humans,
animals, plants, and even inorganic matter like molecules, possess “mind” and agency in various degrees of
complexity. According to Sandra M. den Otter, British Idealism “dominated” philosophical debate for fifty
years, from the 1870s to the 1920s. While Victorianists have analyzed the relationship between literature and
countless other discourses, from economics to evolutionary theory to self-help books, here we have a
Victorian discourse that dominated philosophy for half a century, yet, as far as I’m aware, just one book
considers this topic: Daniel Brown’s 1997 monograph on the relationship between Gerard Manley Hopkins
and British Idealism. If we contrast this dearth of material to the wealth of books written on German
Idealism and British Romanticism, the common (but false) historical narrative that idealism died out with
the Romantics becomes explicable. This neglect is mirrored in contemporary theoretical approaches, which
disregard or disavow idealism even as many of the concepts elaborated by Bradley and Butler are fully
consonant with them. For example, new materialism, a theoretical movement that many of us use to examine
Victorian ecologies, ironically fails to recognize one of its philosophical ancestors: old, Victorian idealism.
I believe that this neglect needs to be amended. In this presentation, I will offer a specific example of how
we might connect philosophical idealism and idealist fictions during the late Victorian and modernist
periods. Given this conference’s theme, I want to consider temporality: how time was conceived by the
British Idealists and how this concept was employed by two novelist slash philosophers who engaged with
the movement: Samuel Butler and May Sinclair. First, I will give a brief overview of the British Idealist
conception of time: essentially, they argue that time is unreal, or only partially real; for them, time obviously
frames our phenomenal perception of things, but cannot have absolute reality because it is inherently
contradictory. For many British Idealists, then, time is relative and not absolute. Next, I will discuss how this
relative notion of time resonates with Butler’s teleology (in other words, with his claim that desire, directed
toward future ends, is intrinsic to the evolution of all organic and inorganic things). Finally, I will examine
May Sinclair’s critique of Butler, and how this critique leads her to conduct fictional experiments in a
modernist vein that depart quite radically from Butler’s novels. My interest in Sinclair came after I wrote the
title of my talk, but she certainly deserves to be there, and I hope all you Butler fans out there won’t be
disappointed by the diversion.
I don’t have the time to fully explain why the British Idealists reject the absolute reality of time, but I assure
you they have sophisticated arguments for this position. I’m more interested in the implications of this

rejection, which are quite fascinating for us because they open up numerous fictional possibilities. The
Cambridge idealist J. M. E. McTaggart expresses the general view: “There is . . . nothing obviously
impossible in the supposition that the whole appearance of succession in our experience is, as such, unreal,
and that reality is one timeless whole, in which all that appears successive is really coexistent, as the houses
are coexistent which we see successively from the windows of a train.” In 1897, Bradley made a similar but
even more forceful declaration in his most famous work, Appearance and Reality: quote “Time is so far
from enduring the test of criticism, that at a touch it falls apart and proclaims itself illusory” unquote. For
both McTaggart and Bradley, the human sense of time is an illusory, partial reality that points beyond itself
to the entire reality, the timeless universe, which they call the Absolute. Precisely how what we call time is
positioned or functions within the wider scope of the universe, the Absolute, is unclear. The Absolute
transcends the reach of our knowledge. Nevertheless, in the same work Bradley offers several sciencefictional thought experiments to suggest that aesthetically, fictionally, we can speculate about the strange and
wondrous possibilities of a universe that has multiple disjunct time series. For example, he asks us to
imagine “that there are beings who can come in contact in no way with that world which we experience. Is
this supposition self-contradictory, or anything but possible? And let us suppose, next, that in the Absolute
the direction of these lives runs opposite to our own. I ask again, is such an idea either meaningless or
untenable? Of course, if in any way I could experience their world, I should fail to understand it. Death
would come before birth, the blow would follow the wound, and all must seem to be irrational. It would
seem to me so, but its inconsistency would not exist except for my partial experience.” He goes on to
suggest that there could be multiple other beings on a reversed time-series who share some of the contents of
my own life—and many other bizarre possibilities. Thus, for Bradley, at the macro level, although we can
never know for sure, there could well be multiple, disjunct temporal series: multiple pasts, presents, and
futures that trace the activities of multiple teleologies. At the micro scale, too, Bradley argues that even
within the self there are multiple desires operating at and below the level of consciousness, each one of
which works teleologically, by quote “connecting the end with the beginning” unquote. The self is a hive of
micro-desires, of micro-teleologies, each one tracing a time series that unfolds according to its own
particular goals and intensities.
It is likely that Butler, like Sinclair, was familiar with Bradley’s work. By 1879 at the latest, Butler was
regularly reading Mind, the influential journal of philosophy. From 1879 to Butler’s death in 1902, Mind
published twenty-five essays by Bradley, plus eight essays that respond to or review his longer works. And
there are remarkable parallels between the two writers, including their similar conception of teleology.
Butler is well known for rejecting Charles Darwin’s theory of evolution—not because he rejected natural
selection itself but because he felt that it was merely a plagiarized version of the “teleological Darwinism”
of Charles’ grandfather, Erasmus. Throughout his philosophical works, Butler tries to revive and defend this
earlier, teleological Darwinism. On Butler’s reading, theories of teleological evolution do not assume that
evolution unfolds according to the purpose of a transcendent God; rather, different species emerge according
to individual, micro-teleologies, in the same sense that we saw in Bradley. For Butler, each individual
desires something it needs and strives for it by entering into complicated interactions with its environment,
which is nothing other than a dense network of other desires struggling to unfold. If the individual succeeds
in this struggle, its desire will eventually become embodied and unconsciously repeated in future generations
of offspring. In other words, “the Future” with a capital F is the overall form that the vast constellation of
individual desires, or futures, will take. The most vivid example of this evolutionary struggle is the “potato

in a dark cellar” from his novel Erewhon, who “has a certain low cunning about him which serves him in
excellent stead. He knows perfectly well what he wants and how to get it . . . . we can imagine him saying, ‘I
will have a tuber here and a tuber there, and I will suck whatsoever advantage I can from all my
surroundings . . . . He that is stronger and better placed than I shall overcome me, and him that is weaker I
will overcome.’” Since for Butler everything has mind, teleologies are a ubiquitous ontological condition.
Not just potatoes, but every organ in the body and even molecules and atoms have some simple desire or
orientation. Butler argues that teleology or design quote “must now be placed within the organism instead of
outside it”: “There is design, or cunning, but it is a cunning not despotically fashioning us from without as a
potter fashions his clay, but, inhering democratically within the body as its highest outcome” unquote.
However—and this leads me into May Sinclair’s critique of him—despite his radical multiplication of
individuals and their teleologies, Butler often subsumes this democracy of desires within the total
development of all life. Butler repeatedly argues that all of life, from its first appearance on Earth until
today, is one vast organism; each “individual” alive now is like a leaf on a tree, seemingly separate, but
actually just the latest outgrowth or organ of a larger creature, a creature he often identifies as God. Because
of his insistence that all distinctions are ultimately arbitrary, he sometimes tends to highlight this totality at
the expense of the individual. For instance, he writes, quote “Strictly speaking, there is only one thing and
one action. The universe, or God, and the action of the universe as a whole” unquote. This tendency to
drown the individual is also reflected in his fiction. In contrast to the multiplicity of teleologies in his
philosophical works, The Way of All Flesh is a traditional Bildungsroman that charts the development of
Ernest Pontifex. Ernest’s individuality is almost entirely engulfed by the continuing influence of his parents
and grandparents—although in the end, as in many Victorian Bildungsromane, he gains some measure of
independence. Similarly, as absurd and fantastical as Erewhon and Erewhon Revisited are, Butler does not
formally experiment with multiple teleologies or temporalities. The plots of these novels, too, are
straightforwardly linear; there are no streams of consciousness, in which we directly follow the workings of
desire in the minds of various characters. In the absence of such particularity, such relativity, there are no
ripples or whorls of time.
May Sinclair, in contrast, first applied the phrase “stream of consciousness” to literature in 1918, and she
fully brings Victorian idealist conceptions of time and teleology to bear on her literary works, which stretch
from 1886 to 1931. As I have already mentioned, Sinclair strongly objects to Butler’s tendency to drown the
significance and agency of each self in the overarching history of all its previous “selves”: its parents and
grandparents, all the way back to the original protoplasm. In her 1917 philosophical treatise, A Defence of
Idealism, Sinclair devotes her first chapter to a critique of this aspect of Butler’s philosophy. She argues that
for Butler, quote “the individual has but little that he can call his own” unquote. One of the ways that she
corrects for this and reinvests each individual with significance and agency is by insisting on the complexity,
unpredictability, and freedom that result from the specific teleologies and temporalities that accompany
individual actions. For example, here is her diagram depicting what we would now call the
epiphenomenalist argument that every action can be separated into a “physical and causal” line—from the
“neural process” in a brain to the “movement accomplished”—and a “psychic and teleological” line where
“sense-impression” is received and the movement is desired as an end. In this materialist diagram of an
event, the true cause lies on the physical side, with the mental and teleological just kind of tagging along,
epiphenomenally and without real effect. But when time is introduced, “some very odd consequences . . .
follow,” she says. Namely, we see that what comes last in the physical series as effect comes first in the

mental series as cause. The true cause of the action is the purpose or telos that drives the mental process,
since without that telos the action never would have occurred. The first diagram’s neat separation between
physical and mental series becomes blurred. Each of the sequences “invades” and affects the other. Time
itself also becomes twisted because, paradoxically, the end is at the beginning. The transversal cut across the
time series means that quote “it is quite impossible to establish point for point correspondence of the series
of instants in time with the series of physical and psychic events” unquote. Thus, every event actually
unfolds as a spiral between the physical and mental planes, in a looping, stream-like—rather than linear—
fashion. Such complexity attends even the simplest actions of a “simple psychology”: in fact, the three
diagrams I just showed you are about a cat who wants to drink from a bowl of milk! “Imagine then,” she
writes, “what a diagram would look like that attempted to represent the higher processes of man, the
complex play of many motives, determining one of many actions seen to be possible and desirable; the
conflict between desire and will; the element of choice—the will darting like a shuttle to and fro among all
those infinite threads and weaving them to its own pattern.” Such a diagram, I submit, might look like the
plot diagram of a modernist novel.
Indeed, many of Sinclair’s novels represent the shuttling will as it darts between mental motive and physical
action, thereby opening up a ground of temporal play where the eternal present, or what Virginia Woolf calls
“moments of being,” can be discerned. I cannot give an account of any of Sinclair’s novels here, but I would
like to close with a quick reference to her 1923 short story “The Finding of the Absolute,” which fleshes out
the science-fictional potential of Bradley’s thought experiments on the strange nature of time in the
Absolute. In this story, a philosopher named Spalding enters the Absolute after his death. Intent on learning
the nature of the metaphysical realm he has spent his lifetime writing about, he manages to find Kant and
presses him for answers. Kant is about as dry a character as one would imagine him to be, but even he has
been mildly disconcerted by the Absolute. “I did not anticipate,” Kant says, “this multiplicity of spaces and
times. In my time there was only one space and one time for everybody.” Kant proceeds to show Spalding
the “cubic time” that characterizes the Absolute: “The whole universe stood up on end round him, doubling
all its future back upon all its past. He saw the vast planes of time intersecting each other, like the planes of a
sphere, wheeling, turning in and out of each other. He saw other space and time systems rising up, toppling,
enclosing and enclosed. And as a tiny inset in the immense scene, his own life from birth to the present
moment, together with the events of his heavenly life to come.” That tiny inset of time, that individual life,
is not insignificant. As Bradley writes, quote “My self is certainly not the Absolute, but, without it, the
Absolute would not be itself. You cannot anywhere abstract wholly from my personal feelings; you cannot
say that, apart even from the meanest of these, anything else in the universe would be what it is” unquote.
Sinclair also affirms the value of the individual in this story and dozens of novels. Her story “The Finding of
the Absolute” is probably one of the most obvious literary embodiments of Victorian idealism. But the
reciprocal influence between idealist philosophy and literature is broader and more ramified than is
commonly supposed. In fact, I suspect it is at least as complicated as a cat lapping from a bowl of milk.
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VISAWUS 2018
Victorian Futures
Keynote Speaker
Dr. Joy Dixon

Associate Department Head & Associate Professor of History
University of British Columbia
“Sex and the Secular Future”
Dr. Joy Dixon is author of Divine Feminine: Theosophy and Feminism in England (2001). She has
published essays on figures such as Edward Carpenter, Havelock Ellis, Annie Besant, and Mahatma Gandhi.
In 2011, she co-edited with Naomi Hetherington a special issue of Victorian Review on the topic of religion
and sexuality. Professor Dixon is currently working on a book-length study, tentatively titled Sexual
Heresies: Religion, Science, and Sexuality in Modern Britain, that explores the impact of the new sciences
of sexuality and new understandings of sexual identity on religion and religious experience, from liberal
modernism to the new orthodoxies of conservative Catholicism and evangelicalism.
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Conference at a Glance
Thursday, November 8th
8:00 am – 3:00 pm: Registration
Location: foyer outside San Jacinto and Santa Rosa
8:00 am – 9:00 am: Continental Breakfast
9:00 am – 9:20 am: General Opening Remarks
Location: Mojave Learning Center
9:30 am – 11:00 am: Concurrent Sessions
1A, Temporality, Allegory, and Olive Schreiner
Mojave Learning Center
1B, Anticipatory Poetics
San Jacinto
1C, Deaths, Endings, and Innovations
Santa Rosa
11:00 am – 1:30 pm: Lunch on your own
1:30 pm – 3:00 pm: Concurrent Sessions
2A, Utopias/Radical Futures
San Jacinto
2B, The Race and Labor of (Neo) Victorian Technology
Mojave Learning Center
3:00 pm – 4:00 pm: Break
4:00 pm – 5:30 pm: Concurrent Sessions
3A, Neo-Victorian Futures
Mojave Learning Center
3B, Prophecy, Prognosis, and Teleology: Biological and Fictional
Forms
San Jacinto
3C, Aesthetic Futures
Santa Rosa
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5:30 pm: Dinner on your own
5:30 pm – 7:00 pm: Board Meeting
Location: San Jacinto
7:00 pm: Board Dinner
Friday, November 9th
8:00 am – 3:00 pm: Registration
Location: foyer outside San Jacinto and Santa Rosa
8:00 am – 9:00 am: Continental Breakfast
9:00 am – 10:30 am: Concurrent Sessions
4A, Painting the Future
Santa Rosa
4B, Victorian Genre’s Futures
San Jacinto
4C, Queer/Sexual Futures: Queer Music, Queer Time, and Sex
Education
Mojave Learning Center
10:30 am – 10:45 am: Break
10:45 am – 12:15 pm: Concurrent Sessions
5A, Feminist Futures and the Public Sphere
Mojave Learning Center
5B, Economic Futures
San Jacinto
5C, Queering Victorian Futures
Santa Rosa
12:15 pm – 2:00 pm: Lunch and Business Meeting
Location: Catalina
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2:00 pm – 3:15 pm: Concurrent Sessions
6A, Literary History and Speculative Futures
Mojave Learning Center
6B, Animal Futures and Hereditary Futures
San Jacinto
6C, Photography, Curation and New Media Futures
Santa Rosa
3:15 pm – 3:30 pm: Break
3:30 pm – 5:00 pm: Concurrent Sessions
7A, The Future of Decadent Studies
San Jacinto
7B, Future Effects of Victorian Performance
Mojave Learning Center
7C, Remains
Santa Rosa

5:00 pm – 5:30 pm: Break
5:30 pm – 6:30 pm: Cocktail Reception
Location: Catalina foyer
6:30 pm – 7:30 pm: Keynote Speaker
Joy Dixon (University of British Columbia), “Sex and the Secular Future”
Location: Catalina
7:30 pm – 8:30 pm: Dinner
Location: Catalina
VISAWUS Conference 2018 7
Saturday, November 10th
8:00 am – 9:00 am: Continental Breakfast
9:00 am – 10:30 am: Concurrent Sessions
8A, New Victorian Neurologies
San Jacinto
8B, Remaking Form, Rethinking Genre
Mojave Learning Center
8C, Late-Victorian Queer Temporalities
Santa Rosa
10:30 am – 10:45 am: Break
10:45 am – 12:15 pm: Concurrent Sessions
9A, “Teaching and Learning Passion: Bridging Academic and
Student Cultures”: A Pedagogy Roundtable
Santa Rosa
9B, Trans Studies and the Future of Victorian Studies: A
Roundtable Discussion
Mojave Learning Center
12:15pm – 2:00pm: Lunch on your own
2:00pm –3:30pm: Concurrent Sessions
10A, Unfinished Empires: Victorian Race, Gender, and
Genre in the 21st Century
Mojave Learning Center
10B, Embodying Technologies: Industrial, Atomic, Virtual
San Jacinto
10C, Victorian Relics in the 21st Century
Santa Rosa
8 VISAWUS Conference 2018
Conference Schedule
Thursday, November 8th
8:00 am – 3:00 pm: Registration
Location: foyer outside San Jacinto and Santa Rosa
8:00 am – 9:00 am: Continental Breakfast

9:00 am – 9:20 am: General Opening Remarks
Location: Mojave Learning Center
Welcome from Dr. Kristin Mahoney, President, VISAWUS
Board of Directors
Additional Conference Details from Dr. Lana Dalley, Dr. Neil,
Hultgren, and Dr. Kristin Mahoney, VISAWUS Board of
Directors and Conference Organizers
9:30 am – 11:00 am: Concurrent Sessions
Session 1A, Temporality, Allegory, and Olive Schreiner
Location: Mojave Learning Center
Diana Maltz (Southern Oregon University), Moderator
Denae Dyck (University of Victoria), “Beyond the Prophetic
Pattern: Form and the Uncertain Future of Olive
Schreiner’s The Story of an African Farm”
Lindsay Wilhelm (University of California, Los Angeles),
“‘Our dreams are prophetic’: The Future in LateVictorian Feminist Allegory”
Kate Krueger (Arkansas State University), “Reproducing the
Female Body Politic: Martyrdom and Futurity in Olive
Schreiner’s Short Fiction”
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Session 1B, Anticipatory Poetics
Location: San Jacinto
LeeAnne Richardson (Georgia State University), Moderator
Julie Wise (University of South Carolina, Aiken), “Metaphors
of Futurity in Augusta Webster’s English Rispetti”
Tara Thomas (University of California, Santa Cruz), “Queer,
Metamorphic Community in Michael Field’s To an
Exile”
Heather Bozant Witcher (Saint Louis University), “‘never
focused’: Swinburne, Chelsea, and French
Impressionism”
Session 1C, Deaths, Endings, and Innovations
Location: Santa Rosa
Genie Babb (State University of New York, Plattsburgh),
Moderator
Bryn Gribben (Seattle University), “The Shape of Things to
Come: What Endings Tell Us about the Future”
Constance Fulmer (Pepperdine University), “Facing the Future
after Death in George Eliot’s Poetry and Novels”
Lisa Surridge and Mary Elizabeth Leighton (University of
Victoria), “Future Impressions: Anne Thackeray’s The

Story of Elizabeth as Proto-Impressionist Text”
11:00 am – 1:30 pm: Lunch on your own
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1:30 pm – 3:00 pm: Concurrent Sessions
Session 2A, Utopias/Radical Futures
Location: San Jacinto
Tara MacDonald (University of Idaho), Moderator
Diana Maltz (Southern Oregon University), “‘Lethargic
Soullessness’: A Late-Victorian Utopian Fellowship
Critiques Edward Bellamy’s Looking Backward and
William Morris’s News from Nowhere”
John Murphy (Art Institute of Chicago), “The Utopian Leap
from William Blake to William Morris”
Shyam Patel (University of California, Irvine), “ ‘Petrifactions
from Distant Ages’: Victorian Historiographies and the
Future of Ruins”
Session 2B, The Race and Labor of (Neo) Victorian Technology
Location: Mojave Learning Center
Denae Dyck (University of Victoria), Moderator
Nathan N. Kapoor (University of Oklahoma), “The Dam at the
World’s End: Reimagining Imperialism in New Zealand
Through the Lake Coleridge Dam”
Susan Zieger (University of California, Riverside), “Logistical
Life: Nineteenth-Century Narratives of Commodity
Animation”
Kellie Holzer (Virginia Wesleyan University), “‘Most men are
human’: Race and the Type-Writer Girl”
3:00 pm – 4:00 pm: Break
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4:00 pm – 5:30 pm: Concurrent Sessions
Session 3A, Neo-Victorian Futures
Location: Mojave Learning Center
Constance Fulmer (Pepperdine University), Moderator
Brian Donnelly (University of California, Santa Barbara),
“Future (Great) Expectations: Recolonizing the Past in
the Neo-Victorian Novel”
Sophia Andres (University of Texas of the Permian Basin),
“Gian Lorenzo Bernini’s ‘Marble Dream’: George Eliot
and Abraham Verghese”
Melissa Purdue (Minnesota State University, Mankato), “The
Transformation of Victorian Monsters in Gail Carriger’s
Neo-Victorian ‘Parasol Protectorate’ Series”

Session 3B, Prophecy, Prognosis, and Teleology: Biological and
Fictional Forms
Location: San Jacinto
Lisa Surridge (University of Victoria), Moderator
Margaret A. Miller (University of California, Davis), “An
Incipient Bog-Woman: Maggie Tulliver’s Prognosis in
George Eliot’s The Mill on the Floss”
Lauren Peterson (University of California, Davis), “Designing
the Victorian Serial: Prophecy within The Woman in
White”
Justin Prystash (National Taiwan Normal University),
“Idealism, Teleology, and Samuel Butler”
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Session 3C, Aesthetic Futures
Location: Santa Rosa
Kristin Mahoney (Michigan State University), Moderator
Rebecca Mitchell (University of Birmingham), “West-Coast
Aestheticism and The Lark”
Imogen Hart (University of California, Berkeley), “Arts and
Crafts between the Wars”
Gregory Mackie (University of British Columbia), “Decadence
Redux in Fifty Drawings by Aubrey Beardsley (1920)”
5:30 pm: Dinner on your own
5:30 pm – 7:00 pm: Board Meeting
Location: San Jacinto
7:00 pm: Board Dinner
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Friday, November 9th
8:00 am – 3:00 pm: Registration
Location: foyer outside San Jacinto and Santa Rosa
8:00 am – 9:00 am: Continental Breakfast
9:00 am – 10:30 am: Concurrent Sessions
Session 4A, Painting the Future
Location: Santa Rosa
Imogen Hart (University of California, Berkeley), Moderator
Avigail Moss (University of Southern California), “Envisioning
Total Loss: Insuring Art in Nineteenth-Century Britain”
Julie Codell (Arizona State University), “Back to the PreRaphaelite Future: Mutable Time, Suspended History and
the End of Progress”
Gursimran Oberoi (University of Surrey and Watts Gallery),
“She Shall Be Called Woman: The Legacy and

Controversy Surrounding G. F. Watts’s Art and the
Women’s Suffrage Campaign”
Session 4B, Victorian Genre’s Futures
Location: San Jacinto
Kristin Mahoney (Michigan State University), Moderator
Richard Dellamora (Trent University), “From the 1880s to
2008: Virginia Woolf and Alan Hollinghurst Write the
Long Twentieth Century”
Kathy Alexis Psomiades (Duke University), “Perpetual Peace:
The Victorian Future in John Crowley’s Great Work of
Time”
So Park (Gustavus Adolphus College), “Asian Futures of the
Victorian Novel”
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Session 4C, Queer/Sexual Futures: Queer Music, Queer Time, and
Sex Education
Location: Mojave Learning Center
Lana Dalley (California State University, Fullerton), Moderator
Nikolai Endres (Western Kentucky University), “Victorian
Music of the Future: Richard Wagner and Oscar Wilde”
Laura Eldridge (The Graduate Center, CUNY), “The Ghosts of
Future Present”
Emily D. Wicktor (North Dakota State University), “‘She can
do all this and still know that she is safe’: Protected
Futures, Sexual Pedagogy, and Victorian Pornography”
10:30 am – 10:45 am: Break
10:45 am – 12:15 pm: Concurrent Sessions
Session 5A, Feminist Futures and the Public Sphere
Location: Mojave Learning Center
Julie Codell (Arizona State University), Moderator
Anne Stiles (Saint Louis University), “Millennial Futures in
Charlotte Perkins Gilman’s Herland and the Writings of
Mary Baker Eddy”
Solveig Robinson (Pacific Lutheran University), “A calling
worthy to be undertaken by gentlewomen”: Ethel Gordon
Fenwick and the Future of Nursing”
Kristen Waha (Grove City College), “‘Hindu Heroines, Girl
Graduates’: Narrating Mythic Archetypes in Turn-of-theCentury Indian Women’s Educational Reform
Movements”
VISAWUS Conference 2018 15
Session 5B, Economic Futures

Location: San Jacinto
Kellie Holzer (Virginia Wesleyan University), Moderator
Jill Rappoport (University of Kentucky), “Hester’s Pearls:
Imagining Women’s Property Rights Outside of the
Marriage Plot”
Tara MacDonald (University of Idaho), “Economic
Independence and Counterfactual Thinking in LateVictorian Feminist Utopias”
Lana Dalley (California State University, Fullerton), “‘A baby
is not very much’: Maternal and Economic Futures in
Olive Schreiner’s Story of an African Farm and Undine”
Session 5C, Queering Victorian Futures
Location: Santa Rosa
Emily D. Wicktor (North Dakota State University), Moderator
Emily R. Lyons (University of Arizona), “Disciplined
Expectations: BDSM Temporalities and Pleasures in
Villette”
Michael Harwick (The Ohio State University), “Cruising
Erewhon: Samuel Butler and the Queerness of Futures
Past”
Mackenzie Gregg (University of California, Riverside),
“Edward Carpenter’s Queer Commons”
12:15 pm – 2:00 pm: Lunch and Business Meeting
Location: Catalina
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2:00 pm – 3:15 pm: Concurrent Sessions
Session 6A, Literary History and Speculative Futures
Location: Mojave Learning Center
Molly Youngkin (Loyola Marymount University), Moderator
Genie Babb (State University of New York, Plattsburgh),
“Tradition and the Individual Talent of Mr. H. G. Wells”
Neil Hultgren (California State University, Long Beach), “The
Time Machine, Without the Machine: Hodgson
Reimagines Wells”
J. Jeffrey Franklin (University of Colorado, Denver), “The
Future of God”
Session 6B, Animal Futures and Hereditary Futures
Location: San Jacinto
Lana Dalley (California State University, Fullerton), Moderator
Jessica Straley (University of Utah), “Animal Economies in
Arthur Morrison’s Zig Zags at the Zoo”
Anna Feuerstein (University of Hawai’i-Mānoa), “Animal

Welfare Goes Abroad: The Imperial Futures of AnimalHuman Relationships in the RSPCA’s Animal World”
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Session 6C, Photography, Curation and New Media Futures
Location: Santa Rosa
Katherine Voyles (University of Washington, Bothell),
Moderator
Shannon Couey (University of North Texas), “‘horrible
proofs’: Photography, Punishment, and Panopticism in
Henry James’s The Turn of the Screw”
Jillian Lerner (The University of British Columbia),
“Photographic Futures Past: The Faces of Scientific SelfPromotion”
Heidi Kaufman (University of Oregon), “Archival Curation:
Writing a Future for Jamaica’s Violent Past”
3:15 pm – 3:30 pm: Break
3:30 pm – 5:00 pm: Concurrent Sessions
Session 7A, The Future of Decadent Studies
Location: San Jacinto
Jessica Straley (University of Utah), Moderator
Kristin Mahoney (Michigan State University), “Richard Bruce
Nugent: Transnational Decadence and the Harlem
Renaissance”
Patricia Pulham (University of Surrey), “Decadence and the
Occult: The Case of Robert Smythe Hichens”
Anna Maria Jones (University of Central Florida),
“Synesthesia, Sex, and Violence: Decadent Aesthetics in
Angela Carter’s ‘Moral Pornography’”
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Session 7B, Future Effects of Victorian Performance
Location: Mojave Learning Center
Richard Fulton (Washington State University), Moderator
Rachel Howerton (University of California, Riverside),
“Fashioning the Music of the Future: The Reception
History of Hector Berlioz’s Damnation of Faust in
Victorian Britain and its Impact on Twentieth-Century
British Music”
Scott D. Banville (Nicholls State University), “Tony Pastor’s
Traveling Company: Forging the Future of American
Popular Culture One Performance at a Time”
Richard Hill (Chaminade University of Honolulu) and Laura
Eidam (University of Oregon), “Robert Louis

Stevenson’s Jekyll and Hyde: From Theater to Film”
Session 7C, Remains
Location: Santa Rosa
Solveig Robinson (Pacific Lutheran University), Moderator
Jessica Krzeminski (University of California, Davis), “Living
Fossils: The Transatlantic Atemporal Body”
Angie Blumberg (Auburn University), “Last Days of Future
Past: Victorian Pompeii in the First World War”
Rebecca Ehrhardt (University of Southern California), “What
Do We Talk about When We Talk about John Harmon?”
5:00 pm – 5:30 pm: Break
5:30 pm – 6:30 pm: Cocktail Reception
Location: Catalina foyer
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6:30 pm – 7:30 pm: Keynote Speaker
Location: Catalina
Joy Dixon (University of British Columbia), “Sex and the
Secular Future”
7:30 pm – 8:30 pm: Dinner
Location: Catalina
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Saturday, November 10th
8:00 am – 9:00 am: Continental Breakfast
9:00 am – 10:30 am: Concurrent Sessions
Session 8A, New Victorian Neurologies
Location: San Jacinto
Genie Babb (State University of New York, Plattsburgh),
Moderator
Matthew Kaiser (University of California, Merced), “Reading
Dickens in a Neurodiverse World”
Megan Arkenberg (University of California, Davis), “‘It Is
Hard to Be Literal’: Metaphor and Future Science in
Arthur Machen’s Neurological Gothic”
Session 8B, Remaking Form, Rethinking Genre
Location: Mojave Learning Center
J. Jeffrey Franklin (University of Colorado Denver), Moderator
Anna Novakov (University of New Mexico, Taos), “Waiting
for the Future: Scientific Spirituality and the Work of
Hilma af Klint”
LeeAnne Richardson (Georgia State University), “The Archaic
Avant-Garde: Verse Drama Looks to the Future ”
Samantha Morse (University of California, Los Angeles),

“Affecting Futurity in the Fin-de-Siècle Gothic”
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Session 8C, Late-Victorian Queer Temporalities
Location: Santa Rosa
Neil Hultgren (California State University, Long Beach),
Moderator
Joseph Bristow (University of California, Los Angeles),
“Walter Pater and the Clairvoyant Body”
Molly Youngkin (Loyola Marymount University), “Trans New
Woman: Across Genre, Gender, and Technology”
Ellen Crowell (Saint Louis University), “Telegraphing in Queer
Cipher”
10:30 am – 10:45 am: Break
10:45 am – 12:15 pm: Concurrent Sessions
Session 9A, “Teaching and Learning Passion: Bridging Academic
and Student Cultures”: A Pedagogy Roundtable
Location: Santa Rosa
Sophia Andres (University of Texas of the Permian Basin)
Participants will receive a copy of The Little Orange Book: Short
Lessons in Excellent Teaching (University of Texas Press, 2015)
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Session 9B, Trans Studies and the Future of Victorian Studies: A
Roundtable Discussion
Location: Mojave Learning Center
Lisa Hager (University of Wisconsin-Waukesha), Moderator
Lisa Hager (University of Wisconsin-Waukesha), “Victorian
Trans Phenomena: A Trans-Inclusive Reading of
Nineteenth-Century ‘Female Husbands’”
Ardel Haefele-Thomas (City College of San Francisco),
“Outstanding Surgeon and Social Reformer: Dr. James
Miranda Barry at the Intersection of Feminist and Trans
History”
Jolene Zigarovich (University of Northern Iowa),
“Narrativizing Victorian ‘Pseudo’ Sexualities and
Genders”
Gregory Luke Chwala (Clemson University), “The TransGothic
Ecologies of H. Rider Haggard’s She”
12:15pm – 2:00pm: Lunch on your own
2:00pm –3:30pm: Concurrent Sessions
Session 10A, Unfinished Empires: Victorian Race, Gender, and
Genre in the 21st Century
Location: Mojave Learning Center

Ardel Haefele-Thomas (City College of San Francisco),
Moderator
Shelby Wilson (University of California, Santa Cruz), “Blood
Doubles: Sheridan Le Fanu’s Carmilla on Film”
Mike Cronin (Boston College, Ireland), “Lagaan: Not Just
Once Upon a Time”
Renée Fox (University of California, Santa Cruz), “Emma
Donoghue’s Wondrous Realism”
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Session 10B, Embodying Technologies: Industrial, Atomic,
Virtual
Location: San Jacinto
Neil Hultgren (California State University, Long Beach),
Moderator
Christopher J. McGeorge (University of Southern California),
“Ford Madox Brown and Victorian History Painting after
the Bomb”
Amy Wong (Dominican University of California), “Thackeray,
Cornhill, and the Extensions of Man”
Beatrice Sanford Russell (University of Southern California),
“Love’s Labor; or, Are Swinburne’s Knights Actually
Cyborgs?”
Session 10C, Victorian Relics in the 21st Century
Location: Santa Rosa
Bryn Gribben (Seattle University), Moderator
Katherine Voyles (University of Washington, Bothell), “There
Is No Post-9.11 Novel”
Ann Tandy Treiber (University of Minnesota), “Dead Men Tell
No Tales, But They Might Show You Your Future:
Cemeteries, Burial Practices, and the Transformation of
London and Its Characters”
Teresa Traver (California State University, Chico), “‘Foreign
Children’ in the Twenty-First Century: Should It Have a
Future?”
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六、其他
附註:
本計畫出差包含移地研究，其時間為 11 月 4 日至 11 月 6 日。其中 7-10 日為出席國際研討會之時日，
詳細內容請另見本計畫「科技部補助專題研究計畫執行國際合作與移地研究心得報告」。
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My essay entitled “Idealist
Fictions: Crossing F. H. Bradley
and Samuel Butler” was accepted
for publication by Criticism: A
Quarterly for Literature and the
Arts, an A&HCI journal, in July of
2019. I have not yet received
notice of the eventual publication
date or issue number. In this
essay, I examine the relationship
1 篇 between late Victorian idealist
philosophy and the development of
fiction. More specifically, I
examine the ontological arguments
of British Idealist F. H. Bradley
and author Samuel Butler, showing
how idealism and fiction are
intertwined in their writings,
creating a cross-genre, hybrid
style that I refer to as “idealist

fiction.” By focusing on the ways
in which both Bradley and Butler
radically disintegrate human
subjectivity by extending it into
its vibrant, agential natural
surrounds, I contend that Victorian
idealist fictions offer powerful
ethical and aesthetic concepts that
can broaden our understanding of
Victorian culture, shedding light
on the development of the novel in
the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries.

智慧財產權
及成果

In late October I began drafting a
paper presentation for the
Victorian Interdisciplinary Studies
Association of the Western United
States (VISAWUS) conference. The
conference was held November 8 and
9, 2018, and it was an excellent
venue to share my research, receive
feedback, and learn more about my
topic (and many other topics, as
well). The title of my presentation
was “Idealism, Teleology, and
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