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Why René Girard Is Necessary ,
for Understanding Jane Austen s Christianity
Matthew A. Taylor (ARZC2EEHIR)
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On the Distinction between Philosophical and Religious Belief
— A Brief Introduction into a Personal Matter.

STRALA, Jan Gerrit. (AR%30ER4ESIR)

A DN - BREICBRE LTV 3
Mo e BB ) A ML BT

B4 o
(:::) R SEINIX KR 2-1723  Tel. 052-798-0180 Email. ccoffice@kinjo-u.ac.jp ]\iﬁ“*}
) Access. % SkHETM TR - AWR2EBERT | UG FHL 4k 5 43 HIGAAN B

EWMF AT BEHLERZIEM 2 IS @ Y B & 250m A FICTE VI,



coco B R BER

XV a— 74—

Matthew A. Taylor kascsme

Jane Austen has been very “secularized,” but some scholars have re-emphasized her
Christianity. I argue that René Girard's mimetic theory is essential for this effort,
primarily because Austen is an extremely mimetic writer. I overview Girard's thought,
especially regarding literature and Christianity, and show how strongly it resonates
with Austen’s fiction. I then overview major issues in the scholarship around Austen’s
Christianity, further showing the need for a “Girardian” approach. I also reference my
more detailed “mimetic” analyses of Austen, a project of two decades.
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éf' In this lecture, the border areas between philosophy and religion will be explored and
an attempt will be made to clarify whether the decision for one or the other is an

w“"/ 'y “either-or decision”. Religious belief, like philosophical belief, is a profound personal

experience that affects all areas of personality and life. To take this fact into account

1 and also to adequately reflect the possible indefinability of the boundary lines as well as
the probable contradiction of the investigative approach, the following attempt must be
both scientific and personal in nature.




