A linkage hetween the work of V.S. Neipaul and R.FK.
Nerayan hes bheen established bv seversl critics., WYestern
vriters includina George wbodcockl and William Ublsh?as well
as Indian commentators such as C.D,. Narasimhr"inha and Nissim
Ezekiel have shown these two noveliSts es writers whose works
counternoint esch other, The grestest Interest in the relation-
ship retweer them , however, has been shown by V.S. Neipaul him=
self, In seversl places 1In his non fiction Naipaul makes
comments obout Nareyan's work In relsation to his cwn vision,

Indeed, in India: A Wounded Civilizstion he spends thirteen

pages analysing some of Narayan's fiction criticeally.

From what one is able to gather, it sppesrs that Naipaul
was cuite an admirer of Nereyan's work before he visited India,
He expresses & sense of affinity with the Indian ironist whom
he recerds os India's best writer, MNoreover his attitude to-
wards Narayen is very closely linked with his feelings about
Indie s resting place for the imeoination), Thus, when
N=ipaul spenfs & ye~r in India and suffer®a kind of psychic
sheoes, this fnflr-encdhis feelinags ebout Nearaysn considerably,

Tn his firet osscv on India, An Ares of Darkness 4he Includes

half a pane of ombivalent criticism of Narayan's work. But
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here he has not yet assimilated the Indisn experience &nd is
still attemptinao to come *o terms with 1it,

His 1ater work Indis: A Wounded Civilizetion® takes up the

issve of Narayan's writing more fully, By this time, (thirteen
years have elansed) he has placed India in & kind of perspec-
tive in his own mind, Thus, where before he had mede some=
what vegue judagements ('The virtves of R.K. Narayan are Indian
failinos magicelly trensmuted!) now he 1s able to make far more
specific comments, presentino Naraysn in a wholly unfavourable
1ight. He claims that Nerayan is & trve product of the Indian
middle class, exhibiting through his attitude of ironic accepte
ance a 'Hindv view of the world,’

But Neipawl is using Naraysn's work to prove his own case
concernina the Indian mind, He 1s using literary criticism to
reveal what he believes are the attitudes which have resulted
in the Indian sociesl &nd political chaos. This lesds one to
wonder how genuine these criticisms are mmet whether they are nol” hah{y
coloured hy the avthor's feelings about India.

This study therefore proposes to follow Naipaul through
the various phases of his relationship with-wwork.

In our first chepter we will examine the basis for his early
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feeling of affinity with Nerayan., We will look ot the social

and cultuvral parallels which heve alven rise to-a certain
similarity in theme hetween his work and Nareyanl!s, Next we
111 look at the divergence in attitude between the two
writers as it manifests itself in stylistic differences., We

will do this primarily through :n examination of & novel of

each of thewriters, These uovels have been chosen beccuse of

a8 certein striking themstic similerity; we hope that an

analysis of how the same theme is handled Q’ rhe' two writers
will bring out the essential differences in taz7r vision,

Finallv we will undertske a thorough examinstion of

Naipaull!s remarks on Nerayen., We will weigh these remarks

against the evidence of the novels themselves, seeino whether

Nelpaul'!s castigation is truly justified. Throuoh this ex=
ercise we hope to ccme to a fuller appreciation of what R.K.

Narayen has attempted and achieved in his work,
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