International Journal of Humanities and A International Academy of Science,

Social Sciences (IJHSS) 5

ISSN(P): 2319-393X; ISSN(E): 2319-3948 u Engineering and Technology

Vol. 4, Issue 3, Apr - May 2015, 35-48 Connecting Researchers; Nurturing Innovations
© IASET IASET = E

A TRIP DOWN MEMORY LANE: AN ANALYSIS OF THE MULTIFA CETED RAVAGES
OF COLONIALISM IN DUSKLANDS AND FOE BY J.M.COETZEE: PHILOSOPHICAL
PERSPECTIVES

MAMADOU ABDOU BABOUNGOM
Researcher in Anglophone African Literature, As&auk University, Faculty of the Humanities Ziguinch

Senegal, West Africa

ABSTRACT

This paper sets out to delve into the ravages lwhiaism based on two novels of J.M. Coetzee’stifiaious
fictional opus, namelyDusklandsand Foe Through a jaw-droppingly crafty characterizatidghe 2003 Nobel Prize
awardee highlights the heavy psychological and hutok of a gruesome chapter in the history of édin people and, by
extension, of humanity-colonialism. Oftentimes tmligs the primary driver of colonization, the ecoimmotive takes a
back seat to its racist incentives in Coetzee'iofic though. To be sure, the narrative of coldsilfeeds on myth and
agitprop whose malign effect is to cause the nativdevelop low self-regard and then subsume his iolentity into the
colonizer's. Susan Barton’s “loving-kindness” (tortow a Schopenhauerian phrase) is a foil to Eu@sawen and Jacobus
Coetzee’s stubborn but nefarious quest to both sulzohd reify the ‘other’. Also, our analysis Dtisklandsand Foe

reveals the paramountcy of language in the praziessbjugating the ‘other’.
KEYWORDS: Colonialism Language Myth Lie Compassion Suffering
INTRODUCTION

John Maxwell Coetzee (1940-) is a leading SouthicAfr writer. A literature professor, literary ceitilinguist,
novelist all rolled into one, J.M. Coetzee had salkterary awards conferred upon him, not lehst Booker Prize. He is
part of a tiny number of leading novelists to hawen twice the aforementioned prize. Much as he gupwunder the
jackboot of apartheid, Coetzee, unlike the receddgeased Nadine Gordimer and André Brink who viéseopposite
numbers in white South African literature, shiesagvirom depicting in his fiction the materiality odcial oppression in
his country. Rather, he elects to highlight thertinged with a universal dimension: alienation, ginte, disdain for
otherness, persecution, you name it. Neverthelé#4, Coetzee cannot reasonably be faulted for jrapesver the
strictures of racial segregation in his aparthea-@riting. Through a well-meaning and crafty restar allegory he,
indeed, manages to bring to light both the immtyaind inhumanity of institutionalized racism. Asbeelling author of
imaginative writing in English, J.M. Coetzee, whasngranted Australian citizenship back in 2006, Wwatten fifteen
novels since the inception of his literary careei977. The South African novelist reached the acofrtes literary career

in 2003 when he was awarded the Nobel Prize faraitre.

By all accounts, colonization is a gruesome chaptehe history of humanity. A harsh, stultifyinglicy of
domination based both on the concept of racial oy and economic incentives, it spanned fivatogies, no less.
The colonial era, because of its paramountcy, hangise to lots of impassioned debates and spawanthick body of

literature. However, it is not our attempt in thiaper to go through all the works related to tHgesat as it would not only
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36 Mamadou Abdou Baboungom

be arduous but, more importantly, irrelevant to tihygic at hand. Instead, with a view to puttinghtfs into perspective,
we'll sort of comb through some of the scholarlg tirieschurned out about colonialism. Teford Advanced Learner’'s
Dictionary defines colonialism as followsThe practice by which a powerful country controi®ther country or other
countries” In Culture and ImperialisnEdward Said statesCblonialism, which is almost a consequence of imafism, is

the implanting of settlements on distant territdtyWhat these two definitions have in common is thanton

aggressiveness and violence attendant upon cdkmialt's worth while to note that Said, in his bs#s, differentiates
between colonialism and imperialism. Still, comethink of it, they are two sides of the same cdite describes

imperialism as the practice, theory and the attitudes of a doniitgametropolitan center ruling a distant territofy

A leading Tunisian philosopher of Jewish stock whad through the yoke of colonial oppression, Atbe
Memmi makes no bones about the economic undermgjanifi colonialism in his seminal workhe Colonizer and the
Colonized “...the idea of privilege is at the heart of the coldnielationship-and that privilege is undoubtedly
economic” Siill he takes issue with those who believe thefip motive to be the sole driver of the colonéiterprise:
“To observe the daily life of the colonizer and twdonized is to discover rapidly that the daily hiimtion of the
colonized, his objective subjugation are not memtpnomi¢” There is more to colonial oppression than mehts t
economic eye, so to speak. Superciliousness isegthdpart of the colonial privilege Memmi writes to ram his point
home: ‘Even the poorest colonizer thought himself to be-actually was-superior to the coloniz&dFrantz Fanon, a
high-profile Martinique-born thinker who dedicatad his writings to the subject of colonizationeseeye to eye with
Albert Memmi as to the psychological toll induceglthe colonial experience. In Fanon’s estimatitwe, ¢olonial society

61

is “A world compartmentalized, Manichean and petrifiadworld of statues.”™ That dichotomy leads to a crisis of

identity: “Because it is a systematic negation of the othdreazied determination to deny the other any bitie of

"™ As a result of this loss

humanity, colonialism forces the colonized to cany ask the questioriyvho am | in reality
of identity and self-regard, the colonized becomnethrall to the colonizer. The momentous changenfbeing a normal
person with a true identity as well as a set otigalto live by to one devoid of respect and robdifeldis dignity brings
about a traumatic disorder from which the colonifieds it tremendously difficult to extricate hinisdn Discourse on
ColonialismAiméCésaire explains the lengths to which the dakmgoes in his drive to dismantle the colonizgugche

for his own self-serving ends:

Between colonizer and colonized, there is roomofaly forced labor, intimidation,
pressure, the police, taxation, theft, rape, compry crops, contempt, mistrust,

arrogance, self-complacency, swinishness, brardbtes, degraded masses.

'Said, Edward. Culture and Imperialism. New Yorknidige Books, 1994, p.9.
’Ibid., p.9.

*Memmi, Albert. The Colonizer and the Colonize@ranslated by Howard Greenfield from Portrait @alonisateur
précédé du Portrait du Colonisé [1957]. Londontlisman Publications Ltd, 2003, p.8.

*Ibid., p.8.
>Memmi, Albert, op.cit., p.8.

°Fanon, FrantzThe Wretched of the Earffriginally published in 1961 as Les damnés detee by Maspéro],trans. from
the French by Richard Philcox(New York: Grove Pr@§94), p.15.

’Ibid., p.182.
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No human contact, but relations of domination antrmsission which turn the
colonizing man into a classroom, monitor, an arreygeant, a prison guard, a slave

driver, and the indigenous man into an instrumefroduction®

Owing to this unwarranted disdain for human digniGésaire equates colonization with “thingificatior
human being that stoops so low as to reify andffsenan being on such nefarious grounds as racie¢dhatr economic
advantage is an insult to Man. It is a practicé fl@s in the face of the concept of Ubuntu dedine Oxford Advanced
Learner’s Dictionary asthe idea that people are not only individuals buéland must share things and care for each
other*Actually, colonialism is not-unlike what its expents put forward by way of justification-a noblevitizing

mission, but an encapsulation of an ideology arethan the existence of a doctrine of cultural aaclal hierarchy.

Arguably, J.M. Coetzee is on the same wavelengtth@adikes of Fanon as to the inhumanity of colatian.
Dusklands(his debut novel) androeare, indeed, scathing assaults on the colonialrgndge and its attendant human
ravages. In the first text, Eugene Dawn, one ofntiaén protagonists besides being a war psychologyyat, is asked by
Coetzee(his superior from the State Departmenpréaluce a report on the agit-prop techniques usethd American
military in Vietnam. In his analysis, Dawn explaitisat the endgame of propaganda warfare is the'wuitisin of the
morale of the enemy. Although a well-meaning amtlideadedguy who goes by the book, he soon fidsdif in a tight
corner as Coetzee, after commending him hypocitifi¢éar the cogency of his work, demands that hdewd down in
order not to rub the army up the wrong way. TheetatCoetzee arguesare, as a clasgo put it frankly-slow-thinking,
suspicious and conservatiV€D, 3). His inability to put up with the strawf working under military censorship, coupled
the antics of so overbearing an authority as Ceetamds Eugene Dawn in a mental asylum. As fos&uand text, it tells
the story of Jacobus Coetzee, a hard charging, tddgaolonizer who revels in making jibes at the aloc
horse-ridingnatives, aka the Namaqua, who end upghas quarry. Under the veneer of a civilizingseion, Jacobus
leads a daring expedition flanked by a few retanef his to the land of Hottentots. Against all esfations, this
expedition turns out to be a damp squib as theyagatv deal from a local tribe who takes them e@pftio cap it all, his
servants sell him down the river and defect torthiéves. Hell-bent on avenging this humiliationgalaus Coetzee goes on

a killing spree through a Namaqua village.

As regardBoe, it recounts the story of an English woman, goypéhe name of Susan Barton, who is in quest of
her abducted daughter. In her drive to find andrreher pride and joy home, she travels to Bra4iis moveturns out to
be a dead end as she is met witlerfials and...with rudeness and threat{§, 10). Feeling no longer safe in a hostile
environment, Susan Barton decides, grieving inward draw a line under her search and boards almatman bound
for Lisbon. In the midst of the voyage, a mutineeraks out, and the captain is slain. The rebellgmidiers shackle those
of their party who disapprove of their action. Sisimgly enough, they put Susaim“a boat with the captain’s corpse
beside me, and set us adtift10). After days of drifting in the middle of mdwere and rowing with the captain’s corpse at
her feet, she tires. Determined to escape fronjative of death, Susan Barton boldly slips overb@ad starts to swim to

a desert island. There, she encounters two mergehby in the face of overwhelming odds: Cruso hisdslave Friday.

Duskland and Foe are doubtless a monument to J.M. Coetzee’s anigaénst the ideology of racism and

exclusion which was the hallmark of colonialismcalaus Coetzee epitomizes the colonizeébisklandswhile in Foe the

®Césaire, AiméDiscourse on Colonialisptrans. John Pinkham(New York: Monthly Review Bre00 [1955]), p.42.
*Definition drawn from Oxford Advanced Learner's Bimary (London: Oxford University Press)
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woman-narrator acts as J.M. Coetzee’s soundingdbcEine author is at pains to debunk the sanctimmmess of
colonization and flags up its human ravages. Bystimae token, he uses the plight of the Hottentadistbat of Friday to
bring home the point that the profit incentive, on@ant though it is, is but a stalking horse fdaamore dismal motive,
i.e. the dehumanization of entire communities anlihsis of a benighted ideology. Claiming the maral religious high
ground, colonialists leave no stone unturned ifir thenzied effort to psychologically break the imas before subduing
them militarily. Tasked with writing up a report @dhe significance of propaganda against a backdfogolonial war,

Eugene Dawn is baffled as to why powers that bieisrcountry are chary of resorting to hard-nosegtipis tactics as a

way of bring the Viethamese to heel;

In limited warfare, defeat is not a military but @sychic concept. To the ideal of
demoralization, and insofar as we wage terroristiar we strive to realize it. But in
practice our most effective acts of demoralizatéoa justified in military terms, as

though the use of force for psychological ends wsaemeful. D, 22)

This attitude, in Dawn’s book, amounts to a lighls, for example, we have justified the elimimati6 entire
villages by calling them armed strongholds, whem ttlhue value of the operations lay in demonstratimghe absent VC
menfolk just how vulnerable their homes and famitiee” (D, 22). Eugene Dawn’s cut-throat tactics stemgrirom his
lack of moral compass are in synch with the coliistia mindset for whom all’s fair in love and wakctually, he is of the
opinion that as long as the military are not reggiito provide proof of their allegations whatevesyt do in line of duty,
no matter how immoral and horrendous it may besg&rocity charges are empty when they cannot bequt095% of
the villages we wiped off the map were never gn(d, 22). The military’s move to slant what HafmArendt in the
“Truth and Politics” the factual truth*° is par for the course in their frantic effort tavie the Vietnamese eating out of
their hands. From Arendt’s perspective lying carséthin it an element of violence and is meantoadingly, to serve an
appalling purpose: “.arganized lying always tends to destroy whatevehat decided to negate, although only
totalitarian governments have consciously adopggaigl as the first step to murdEr”The deliberate falsehood, Hannah
Arendt argues, is aralternative to factsbut “does not belong to the same species as propositi@swhether right or
mistaken, intend no more harm than to say what isow something that is appears to.Hielts poisonous effect lies in

13»

the fact that It is clearly an attempt to change the record aithiy. ™™ A brilliant eighteenth-century German philosopher

Arthur Schopenhauer makes no bones about theeswifig and nefarious endgame of lying:

...lies are unjustifiable solely in so far as they anstruments of cunning, in other
words, of compulsion, by means of motivation...| oanell a falsehood without a
motive, and this move will certainly be, with therest exceptions, an unjust one;

namely, the intention of holding others, over whiohave no power, under my will,

Arendt, Hannah, “Truth and Politics,” Between Past and Futuféew York: Penguin Books, 1954), p.234.The
twentieth-century German thinker is astounded leyetktent to which lying is tied to politics in theodern world. In
Arendt’s estimation, deception, the compulsive urgeto tell the truth percolate the public sphekich is a place where
“the clash of factual truth and politics, which wigness today on such a large scakeat centre stage. p.236.

“Arendt, HannahThe Origins of TotalitarianisiiNew York: Harcourt Brace, 1976), p. 262.
YArendt, Hannah, “Truth and Politics,” Op.Cit., pR24
“lbid., p.249.
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that is of coercing them through the agency of vasitn'*.

In light of the foregoing, it is safe to assumetthagene Dawn’s reading of the military’s stratégynisguided as
there is a method to their madness. What setgcin Dawn apart from the rest of the number is bigagoes by the book,
and that facet of his character does him a disserdi am not rebellious. | am want to be good....| haygreat talent for
discipline, | feel. | am certainly a faithful persd (D, 31). Little wonder his bossy superior, nandettobus Coetzee, gives
him the cold shoulder, “.his present behavior disappoints me. He avoidsHhheeno longer smiles as he used to or asks
kindly how | am getting oh (D, 33). The crux of the matter is that Jacolitisetzee and Eugene Dawn cannot
understandably hit it off for long because theyroecast in the same mould. Even though they has@mmonality, i.e.,
their unsavory passion for colonization, their wloperceptions are poles apart.While Coetzee, ashsesvient to the
military, “has no natural sympathy with a mythographic apphotcthe problem of contro(D, 31), Dawn, owing to the
rigours of his line of work and to the fact thatmees ‘a duty towards history that cannot waiD, 30), shies away from
toeing the military’s line unquestioningly. Eugebawn’s specialism is mythographpne of the mainstays of the colonial
apparatus about which he saysMythography...is an open field like philosophy oticism because it has not yet found a
methodology to lose forever itself in the maze®/bén McGraw-Hill brings out the first textbook ofthography, | will
move on. | have an exploring temperaniefd, 31). To be sure, the mythical constructigiesa long way towards making
the colonial enterprise a success. The idea tlanhétives are a bunch of savages that live in ar@liland economic
backwater and, therefore, request to be brougbtainstream civilization, fits into the ideoloditaols of colonialism. It
is a mental construct built on pure myth with awi® bolstering up the narrative of colonialism.l@wval discourse feeds
on a system of beliefs that paint a bleak pictdrAfdca and its denizens, whose endgame is tonfwash the natives into
developing low self-regard, and doubting themsel¥¥i&ness the superciliousness with which Jacobostz2e, in the

second section dbusklandstalks about the Hottentots:

A Hottentot gains much by contact with civilizationt one cannot deny that he also
loses something. He is short and yellow, he wrakéarly, his face has little
animation, his belly is slack. Put him in Christialothes and he begins to cringe, his
shoulders blend, his eyes shift, he cannot kedpirstyour presence but incessantly
twitch. (D, 65)

Jacobus Coetzee’s paternalistic demeanouris antlmoeedeep-dyed stereotypical image of the nativasreeks
of racism. He is uncharitable in his opinion of tA&icans throughout the expedition. His haughtmeseans that he
cannot find it in his heart to render thanks tontheven when they tide him over hash odds. Nonethelgacobus

grudgingly acknowledges at times his underlingsttivowho happen to be natives:

My Hottentots and my oxen had given me faithfuliser but the success of the
expedition had flown from my enterprise and exagiolt wasl who planned each
day’s march and scouted out the road. It was | whoserved the strength of the oxen
so that they should give of their best when thageias hard. It was | who saw that

every man had food. It was | who, when the men rbégamurmur on those last

“Schopenhauer, ArthuFhe Basis of Moralitgrans. with Introduction and Notes by Arthur Bris#irBullock(London:
SONNENCHEIN & CO, 1903), p.191.
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terrible days before we reached the Great Rivethi firm but fair hand. They saw

me as their father. They would have died without(BDg64).

Egocentric posturing is sort of a fillip to the anizer as it makes him seem like a father-figurthocolonized. It
is worthwhile to underscore, though, that Jacobostzee’s derogatory remarks about the Hottentois lime with what
J.M. Coetzee calls the Discourse of the Cape. i§has umbrella phrase referring to the set of disgiag shibboleths that
white settlers reserved for Hottentots in antetlelliSouth Africa. In his essai/hite Writing the South African novelist
posits that the label of laziness stuck on the éihtits by travel writers is bug“reaction to a challenge, a scandal, that
strikes particularly near to them as writer¥By several accounts, Hottentots were not, indeedeasy people to bring to
heel. According to J.M. Coetzee, the laziness @hasgot a novelty as they have always been onebeiving end of

categorization from the British and Dutch settlalike:

The charge of idleness often comes together witth sametimes as the climax of, a set
of other characterizations: that the Hottentots agdy, that they never wash but on the
contrary smear themselves with animal fat, thairtfomd is unclean, that their meat is
barely cooked, that they wear skins, that theyilivilhe meanest of huts, that male and
female mix indiscriminatel§.

This mythical speech goes to justify Rolland Bastheaking the point that it is at the level of laaga that myth

operates first and foremost: ‘myth is a system of communication, that it is asags'”

Linguistic domination lays the
spadework for colonization proper. Kenyan sophagéid scholar, Nggiwa Thiong’o grapples among other things with the

guestion of language fBomething Torn and Newand examines its symmetrical relationship withmmgy. He writes:

Language is a clarifying medium of memory or ratiiee two are intertwined. To
starve or kill a language is to starve and kill agple’s memory bank. And it is equally
true that to impose a language is to impose thegtef experience that it carries and
its conception of self and othernesgleed, the weight of its memory, which included

religion and education®

A language is key to a people’s cultural and religi identity. Those who are forced to relinquiséirttmother

BCoetzee, J.MWhite Writing: On the Culture of Letters in Southida (New Haven and London: Yale University Press,
1988), p.23.

Ibid., p.22.

YBarthes, RollandMythologies trans. Annette Lavers (New York : The NoondaysBrd 991 [1957]), p. 107. Myth, as it
turns out, is a useful tool when it comes to subfumy a people. However, it needs stressing thaRdland Barthes'’s
estimation, myth is neither a concept nor an idgasbmply “a mode of signification, a forfn(p.107). No myth, Barthes
argues, is eternal sincé fs human history which converts reality into epk, and it alone rules the life and death of the
mythical languagg (p.108). Needless to say that Rolland Bartheginislicated by the crumble of the myth of colonial
discourse with the demise of colonialism.A wholesostudy of the working of myth brings out into ghaelief this
contrast: The oppressed is nothing, he has only one languhge of his emancipation; the oppressor is evenghhis
language is rich, multiform, supple, with all thegsible degrees of dignity at its disposal: he hasexclusive right to
meta-language. The oppressed makes the world, beohly an active, transitive (political languagee oppressor
conserves it, his language is plenary, intransitigestural, theatrical: it is Myth. The language tbe former aims at
transforming, of the latter at eternaliziridp. 150).

“¥Thiong’owa, Ndigi, Something Torn and New: An African renaissafiew York: Basic Civitas Books, 2009), p.20.
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tongue in favour of an alien one look as if thegdemvent ersatz death. When we speak a languagéspleydconsciously
or unconsciously a way of life, a manner of beiAgyreat thinker of the colonial phenomenon, Frdrdanon, underscores
the paramountcy of languagerd speak means to be in a position to use a sytdagasp the morphology of this or that
language, but it means above all to assume a a@ilttw support the weight of a civilizatib%i Understandably,
colonialists strain every sinew to trample undestfmdigenous languages and either coerce or ites¢ige natives into

adopting European ones.

Foe is a novel that serves as a gruesome remindehefhbrrors of colonization. Also, it highlights the
significance of language as the only trustworthkiele for narrating personal experience. Beingpptd of the ability to
speak (above all by forces of evil) is a fate wahamn death; in fact, it reduces the victim to aemity status: this is what
J.M.Coetzee seeks to encapsulates in the pligktiday, i.e., the native whose tongue is cut offiagt a backdrop of
colonial oppression. The origin of his irreversilsifence is a conundrum to Susan Barton, a libeoalscience who
happens to be J.M. Coetzee’s alter ego. Her whattemce in the world of the novel revolves rouralysrand means of
fathoming out the rationale behind Friday’s sileraed giving him back, as it were, the ability feak. It is in the first
chapter of the novel that Susan learns about wdghhppened to Friday. When she discovers thedantgrhis mouth she

cringes back straightaway and tackles Crusoe tiginasf this awful misdeed:

| drew away, and Crusoe released Friday’s hair. “Has no tongue,” he said. “That

is why he does not speak. They cut out his tongue.”
‘| stared in amazement. “Who cut out his tongue?”
“The slavers.”

“The slavers cut out his tongue and sold him intavery? The slave-hunters of
Africa? But surely he was a mere child when thek toim. Why would they cut out a

mere child’s tongue?K, 23)

Nevertheless, Crusoe is not overly concerned abaday’s weird predicament. Witness the laidbacky wa which he

answers Susan’s question:

‘Crusoe gazed steadily back at me. Though | canwetisto it, | believe he was
smiling. “Perhaps the slavers, who are moors, hitld tongue to be a delicacy,” he
said. “Or perhaps they grew weary of listening taday’s wails of grief, that went on
days and night. Perhaps they wanted to preventftim ever telling his story; who he

was, where his home lay, how it came about thatdmetaken(F, 23)

Indeed, by reducing Friday to utter silence, therasts mean to keep a tight lid on their inhumaritsiday’s
ability to recount his ordeals would be somethifigg@moking gun as to the horrors of the colonmégprise. According
to Susan her silence and that of Friday do not cntbe same thing. Substantiating away why she doéhave it in her

to act on Foe’s advice to keep life on the islantiad the book that she tasks him with, Susancatgen

“You err in failing to distinguish between my sibes and that of a being such as Friday. Friday hagommand

YFanon, FrantzBlack Skin, White Maskgans. Charles Lam Markmann (London: Pluto Pr2868 [1952]), p.8.
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of words and therefore no defence against beinghaped day by day in conformity with the desirestioérs. | say he is a
cannibal and he becomes a cannibal; | say he isuadryman and he becomes a laundryman.... Therefersildnce of

Friday is a helpless silence(F, 121-2)

Here Susan emphasizes Friday’s deprivation of &reedgainst his will. He is not at liberty to actlas wishes
because of the backwash effects of the weight stbhi. Arguably, he suffers a twin pain. Firstle s dehumanized
through subjugation. Secondly, he is robbed ofabidity to speak, thereby making him unable to cartean about his

gruesome experience. This glaring injustice bafflasan Barton:

“It is a terrible story,” | said. A silence fell. fiday took up our utensils and retired
into the darkness. “Where is justice in it? Firsskave and a castaway. Robbed of his

childhood and consigned to a life of silence. Was/ielence sleeping.(F, 23)

Susan Barton discovers human misery through Fritlag.‘effective benevolent®hat she exercises towards the
latter is an offshoot from a comparison she dramtsvben her situation and that of the sfAvErom a Schopenhauerian
perspective, she can be said to act out of onéttinee fundamental springs of human conttu€bmpassioff. In one of
the numerous letters she writesRoe, Susan underscores the significance of this cammepympathy or compassion in
human relations: We cannot shrink in disgust from our neighboursdo because his hands, that are clean now, were
once dirty. We must cultivate, all of us, a certiginorance, a certain blindness, or society wilt be tolerated' ((F, 106).
Susan hints here at Friday’s wholeness as a humiag Iprior to his encounter with colonialists. Héarion call for the
cultivation of sympathy in human relations bearslarining. More importantly, it brings out in bolic relief her
determination to extricate herself from the quagnuf the desert island with Friday in tow. The wormarrator inFoe
cannot, indeed, leave the ‘negro’ to his own devittenks to his utter vulnerability. When a merdhsrip nhamed the

John"obart“with a cargo of cotton and indig¢F, 38) docks off the island out of the blue, Subreathes a sigh of relief

*Bentham, JeremyDeontology or the Science of Morality: In Which tHarmony and Coincidence of Duty and Self-
Interest, Virtue and Felicity, Prudence and Benewok, Are Explained and Exemplifilcbndon: Longman, 1864). The
cornerstone of Bentham'’s morality is human hapginesich is, according to himthe happiness of every mai(p.13)
Virtue, he says,divides itself into two branches-prudence and &ffecbenevolencé(p.15) One of the particularities of
“effective benevolentds that it “is either positive or negatiVefor its “operation is by action, or by abstaining from
action” (p.17)

!Schopenhauer, Arthu)n Human Nature: Essays on Ethics and Poljtsl. and trans. T Bailey Saunders (London:
SWAN SONNENSCEIN & CO., Lim, 1902 [1897]). Accordjrio this sophisticated nineteenth-century Gernhamker,
Envy or Sympathy are the dividing line betwedhe" moral virtues and the vices of ManKindlthough they are
“diametrically opposite qualities”, argues Schopamdr, yet theyéxist in every man They have this much in common:
“they spring from the inevitable comparison whiofan] draws between his own lot and that of ottieldonetheless, the
philosopher is heavily weighted in favour of Synipatn the sense that infakes it[the wall between human beings]
slight and transparefitwhile Envy “builds the wall thicker and strongérOver and above this, Sympathgdmetimes
pulls down the wall altogether; and then the distion between self and not-self vanishés.7). In light of this, it's safe
to contend that Susan has subsumed her own dediday.

*’Schopenhauer, Arthufhe Basis of MoralityOp.Cit. Egoism, Malice, Compassion are said éortfain drivers of human
conduct according to eighteenth-century sophistitaberman scholar, Schopenhuaer. He believes Csiopa® the
bedrock of voluntary justice in that itlésires the weal of others, and rise to noblenessraagnanimity Conversely, he
is scornful of Malice since it “desires the woeotliers, and may develop to the utmost cruelty” Assalt, Shopenhauer
argues, all conduct springing from [it] is morally worthles$ (p.172) As for Egoism, the German thinker sdyat tit ‘is
the chief and fundamental motive in man, as in atsnthat is the urgent impulse to exist, and tistesnder the best
circumstances (p.150)Due to the fact that it “desires the wefthe self, and is limitless”, all conduct tingeith egoistic
motive cannot have moral value.
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as she sees it as a chance to go back home tonnglaree seamenlift Crusérém his bed into a littérand carries him
“down the path to the shdré~, 39) with a view to getting him aboard thepshbusan is happy about the move as Cruso is
sinking apace owing to indifferent health. Meanwhiher considerate attitude towards Friday neagsfl Deep down
sheknows that a return to England without Fridayaistamount to a betrayal of the values of “lovkigdness”and
solidarity that she holds fast to so much. She wé#éne seamen:There is another person on the islantle is a Negro
slave, his name is Friday, and he is fled amongcttags above the north shotgF, 39). Although she confesses that
persuading Fridaytt yield himself upis a tall order sincelfe has no understanding of words or power of speette
pleads with the ship’s masten“sendhis] men ashore agaiti(F, 39). She manages to win over the captaimbiing the
point that ‘as a slave and a child-riday should not be left in the lurch, and thiz¢ onus lies on themd' care for him in

all things, and not abandon him to a solitude wdtsn deatti (F, 39). She expresses her relief about beiriged:

‘My plea for Friday was heeded. A new party wag ashore under the command of
the third mate, with orders by no means to harmd&yi since he was a poor
simpleton, but to effect what was needed to brivapad.’ (F, 39)

Throughout the voyage to England Susan never wawetger solicitude for both Cruso and Friday. Aeth
suggestion of the shop’s captain, she acceptslydaddass off as the former’s wife in order tndke my path easier, both
on board and when we should come ashore on EngléRd42). Aboard the ship, she shares the sarbim@nd the same
bunk as the ailing Cruso, waking up several timesng the night to keep abreast of Cruso’s hedltie master-slave,
unfortunately, dies three days before their arrimdEngland. She sees to it that the deceasedeisdatd to in a dignified
way before being overthrown over board (F, 45).a8udoes not discriminate between Cruso and Fridaynight be
baffling as to why she is that caring vis-a-vis €rwho, by virtue of being a slaver, flouts the lmrmvalues that She lives
and breathes. The crux of the matter is that tiseaeuniversal dimension to Susan’s attitude tdboén. From a Kantian

reading, Cruso and Friday are “objective ends”e@athan “subjective® ones.

Harking back to the trope of myth, its “messagethie context of colonialism is directed at the oited, with
the spiteful intent to keep him in bondage forevdawever, the point is worth making that the cokenihas more than one

string to his bow in the process of having theveaéiating out of his hand. Besides the belittlingismantling of anything

»Kant, Immanuel, Groundwork for the Metaphysics obrils, ed. and Trans. Allen W. Wood (New Haven: eYal
University Press, 2002 [1785]. In this seminal wdrkmanuel Kant propounds his outlook on moralitiie backbone of
it is that the famous universal law of nature @ timiversal imperative of duty which he statescdiswis: “So act as if the
maxim of your action were to become through yollraminiversal law of naturé (p.38). A maxim, in Kant’s estimation,
is “the subjective principle for action, and must bstidguished from the objective principle for actiaramely the
practical law” (p.37) The objective principle refers tahe law, valid for every rational being, and theinmiple in
accordance of whiclit ought to acti.e., an imperativé(ltalicized in the book; so, it is | who underdij As regards the
subjective principle, it is that ona‘accordance with whichthe rational being should act’ The philosopher goes on to
stress that rational beings akjective endgitalicized in the book, so it is | who underlini@)other words things whose
existence in itself is an end, and specificallyead such that no other end can be set in place.df {p.46). By contrast,
subjective ends refer tdhe beings whose existence rests not on our wilbhwature...” They “are called thing%in the
sense thatthey are beings without reasdrfp.46). In light of the foregoing, anyone whedts another rational being like
dirt goes against this Kantian moral imperative:the.human being, and in general rational beipgistsas end in itself,
not merely as meatrie the discretionary use of this or that will, batall its actions, those directed toward itsedfaell as
those directed toward other rational beings, it nalsvays_at the same tintee considered as an efidtalicized in the
book; so, it is | who underline.) (p.45). Fridayused as a means by his masters who have no qabbms cutting out his
tongue. As a result, Susan Barton, whose moral esmjs human dignity, is appalled and goes tha ewiie to reinstate
him as sort of a full-blown human being.
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pertaining to the cultural identity of the indigersp the colonizer also indulges in cupboard loveubh present giving,
soft-soaping. Jacobus Coetzee exemplifies thisryhieoDusklands In his expedition to the land of the Great Nan&gu
he comes face to face with a party of mounted Haits. To nip in the bud any attempt at revolt friiva Hottentots, he

shrewdly explains the reasons for his mission:

We came in peace. We brought gifts and promiseiesfdship. We were simple
hunters. We sought permission to hunt the eleplrarthe land of the Namaqua
Travellers had spoken of the hospitality and gesigyoof the great Namaqua people,

and we had come to pay our respects and offerr@mdship(F, 66).

This strategy of gentle persuasion allows Jacobuedsen his encirclement by the Hottentots, andydavour
with them:

“I am grateful for your welcome”, | replied. “Butgur Followers are making my men

nervous. Can they not be restrained?”
“We will do you no harm”, he said. “Will you giveswour presentsqF, 68)

There is arguably a method in Jacobus Coetzee's)\@sad As Terry Eagleton clears statd$ie most efficient
oppressor sometimes brings with it is the one wbhosymdes his underlings to love, desire, and identiith his
power*”Not until the gentle persuasion fails to yield é&spected results does the colonizer resort tormgviulling, nay
full-scale violence. Mythical narrative in the colal world is a sacred cow. Any challenge or breafch sort of qualifies
as a brazen affront to colonial authority, and,semuently, spells the ultimate price for the “ows& Plaatje, Adonis, the
Tamboer brothers know what it means to flout cabniles. When Jacobus Coetzee is taken prisonétatigntots, his
underlings see the writing on the wall for theirgtes and betray him by going “native”. Hell-benbapeschewing a rerun
of this scorn for colonial order, he decides tondthe fangs of the deserters in the most gruesdmeaaners by way of a

deterrent to others:

| ordered my four men to step forward. They stoadof® my horse, cringing
somewhat, and | delivered them a brief sermon, lIspgan Dutch to indicate to the
Hottentots that my servants were set apart frormthed relying on one of the Griqua

soldiers to translate...

Over them | then pronounce the sentence of deatlanlideal world | would have
waited the executions for the next morning, midetegcutions lacking the poignancy

of a firing squad in a rosy dawn. But | did not uhgle myself. (D, 101-2)

If Eugene Dawn touts myth every step of the waig liecause of its effectiveness fyth is truethat is to say,
operationally trueinsofar as it has predictive force. The more deepbted and universal a myth, the more difficulisit
to combaf’ (D, 24).The process of subjugating a people $eed myth, which causes the likes of Jacobus te thkir
mission at heart:1"am a tool in the hands of histofyF, 106). He has a Manichean mindset in the miakr-colonized

relationship. Actually, jingoism, racism, disdaior fotherness factor into his rationale for beingttmerciless to the

*Eagleton, Terryldeology: An IntroductiorfLondon: Verso, 1991). The quotation is drawn fritwa introduction to the
book, which is not paginated.
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Hottentots. Jacobus is of the mind that forbeardosmrds the natives flies in the face of the iests of his country, nay

bespeaks betrayal. Little wonder he has no guityscience about the fate meted out to the Hotterod the quislings
alike:

| am an explorer. My essence is to open what isetipto bring light to what is dark....

Through their deaths I, who after they had expefteslhad wondered the desert like a
pallid symbol, again asserted my reality. No mdnant any other man do | enjoy
killing; 1 have taken it upon myself to pull thégtger, performing this sacrifice for
myself and my countrymen, who exist, and committpupn the dark folk the murders
we have all wished. (F, 106)

Here Jacobus Coetzee prides himself on reinstathgnial authority which is badly dented in the waif his
manhandling and captivity at the hands of the hhbtiis. Come to think of it, he, in his heart of tieacan ill-afford to
shrug off any questioning of the soundness of dalararrative, for what is at is stake is the consince of Western sway

over folks of indigenous extraction.

J.M. Coetzee is scathing about the colonial expegeThe wisdom encapsulated in Eugene Dawn'’s &tbmiso
a mental institution and Jacobus Coetzee’s raw aketile hands of the Hottentots is a decided indiat of the ideology
of colonialism, and its attendant human ravagessulugate a people is an insult to human digrstyt anplies wanton
infliction of suffering to another person in additito being a negation of freedom. The more soesgutfering is, from a
Levinasian perspective, an embodiment of evil:

All evil relates back to suffering. It is thpassdltalicized in the book; so, It is | who
underline.] of life and being-their absurdity-in which pain do@ot just somehow
innocently happen to ‘color’ consciousness witheetility. The evil of pain, the

deleterious per se, is the outburst and deepesession, so to speak, of absurdity

Arguably, J.M. Coetzee sees eye to eye the ningtemmtury German scholar on the preposterousngss o
suffering. InDoubling the Pointa collection of essays and interviews, he coefesss perplexity and powerlessnessas to
the reality of suffering across the globe:

Let me add, entirely parenthetically, that I, asparson, as a personality, am
overwhelmed, that my thinking is thrown into coitfinsand helplessness, by the fact of

suffering in the world, and not only human suffgrih

Speaking with David Attwell about his nov€loe J.M. Coetzee says that it is the ‘body’ that @pizes
suffering. The body in the aforementioned novetapresented by Friday. The author’s rejection dbmalism finds
expression in Eugene Dawn’s admission to a mensditution and Jacobus Coetzee’s short-lived falif grace with his

capture by the Hottentots. Their reversals of foetibuttress up AiméCésaire’s spot-on assertian“titaone colonizes

*Levinas, EmmanueEntre nous: Thinking-of-the-Otherans. Michael B. Smith and Barbara Harshow (Nek:
Columbia University Press, 1998 [1982]), pp:92-3.

**Coetzee, J.MDoubling the Point: Essays and Interviewsl. David Attwell (London: Harvard University Bee 1992),
p. 248.
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innocently, that no one colonizes with impunith&if”By dint of treating the colonized like dirt, th@lonizer turns a
beast. In other words, his “thingification” is endloled in his reification of the native. Dawn, to iallents and purposes,

evidences this point when he says:

There is no doubt that | am a sick man. Vietham ¢t@& me too much. | use the
metaphor of the dolorous wound. Something is wiangy kingdom. Inside my body,

beneath the skin and muscle and flesh that drape am bleeding(D, 32)

The metaphor of the wound serves the purpose lofryitg the ideology of colonization. Indeed, thewmd can
be a physical affliction but it can also work a¢ tlevel of the psyche. What Eugene Dawn goes thrdaaignental wound
resulting from the trauma of meting out wanton aadseless suffering to other human beings. Asudtrés suffers from
a nervous breakdown. According to French philosopbdlia Kriteva, tlepressed persohare “atheisti¢, namely that
they are tleprived of meaning, deprived of vald&sEugene Dawn’s psychological demise bespeaks éferiousness of

colonial discourse and its attendant multifacetachges. Colonialism is unjustifiable.

In the final analysis, suffice to say that as ate/lBouth African writer and novelist imbued withdral values,
the motif of colonialism cannot leave J.M. Coetzell. South Africa lived through the yoke of Britigmperial rule for
several decades. More importantly, institutionalizacism also known apartheid, which had unfolaethé country since
1948 with the accession to power of the NationaltyPavas an excruciatingly gruesome offshoot ofooitation.
Dusklandsand Foe are a scathing indictment of this painful chaptetthe history of humanity. The orgy of wanton
suffering that Jacobus Coetzee metes out to théehtots as he seeks to subdue them, and Friday‘sirgmching
experience at the hands of slavers bespeak therhuawages of colonialism. It flies in the face béthuman values of
dignity, respect, sympathy. On the other hand,stitky end that Eugene Dawn comes to as well atteals (both
physical and mental) that Jacobus goes througlo ghdw that colonization carries within it the gerof its own defeat.

Colonial narrative, the author argues, feeds drdefeating myth.
REFERENCES
1. ARENDT, Hannah, “Truth and Politics,” Between Past and Futuidew York: Penguin Books, 1954)
— —Arendt, HannahThe Origins of TotalitarianisniNew York: Harcourt Brace, 1976)
2. BARTHES, RollandMythologies trans. Annette Lavers (New York : The NoondaysBrd 991 [1957])

3. BENTHAM, Jeremy,Deontology or the Science of Morality: In Which tHarmony and Coincidence of Duty
and Self-Interest, Virtue and Felicity, PrudencedaBenevolence, Are Explained and Exemplififedndon:
Longman, 1864)

4. CESAIRE, Aimé.Discourse on Colonialismtrans. John Pinkham (New York: Monthly Review $3,e2000
[1955])

5. COETZEE, J.M.,Doubling the Point: Essays and Intervievesi. David Attwell (London: Harvard University
Press, 1992) -White Writing: On the Culture of Letters in Soutlfrida (New Haven and London: Yale

*’Discourse on ColonialispOp.Cit., p.39.

*Kristeva, JuliaBlack Sun: Depression and Melancholieans. Leon S. Roudiez (New York: Columbia UnsisgrPress,
1989), p.15.

Impact Factor (JCC): 2.7367 NAAS Rating.19



A Trip Down Memory Lane: An Analysis of the Multifa ceted Ravages of Colonialism 47
in Dusklands and Foe by J.M. Coetzee: Philosophic&lerspectives

University Press, 1988) —Busklands (London: Vintage, 1998 [1974]) Fee, (New York: Penguin Books,
1987 [1986])

6. EAGLETON, Terry,ldeology: An Introductior{London: Verso, 1991) FANON, Fran2lack Skin, White Masks
trans. Charles Lam Markmann (London: Pluto Pre88821952])

— —Fanon, FrantzThe Wretched of the Eartkrans. from the French by Richard Philcox (New
York: Grove Press, 2004 [1961])

7. KANT, Immanuel,Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Moraésl. and Trans. Allen W. Wood (New Haven: Yale
University Press, 2002 [1785]

8. KRISTEVA, Julia, Black Sun: Depression and Melanchgligans. Leon S. Roudiez (New York: Columbia
University Press, 1989)

9. LEVINAS, Emmanuel Entre nous: Thinking-of-the-Othetrans. Michael B. Smith and Barbara Harshow (New
York: Columbia University Press, 1998 [1982])

10. Said, EdwardCulture and Imperialis;mNew York: Vintage Books, 1994

11. SCHOPENHAUER, Arthur©On Human Nature: Essays on Ethics and Politged. and trans. T Bailey Saunders
(London: SWAN SONNENSCEIN & CO., Lim, 1902 [1897])

— —The Basis of Morality trans. with Introduction and Notes by Arthur Bric# Bullock
(London: SONNENCHEIN & CO, 1903)

12. THIONG’ owa, Ngigi, Something Torn and New: An African renaissafidew York: Basic Civitas Books,
2009)

www.iaset.us anti@iaset.us






