Rewritten Masterpieces		O’Hare 
Are Percival’s James and Kingsolver’s Demon Copperhead a strong works on their own or only as interpretations of Twain and Dickens? 

Looking at Percival’s James alone, I would say it is a strong work on its own. 
Many critics argue that James succeeds as an original literary achievement rather than functioning merely as a derivative adaptation of Adventures of Huckleberry Finn.
Some examples:

* On [NPR](https://www.npr.org/2024/03/19/1239377175/james-reimagines-twains-huckleberry-finn-with-mordant-humor-and-horror?utm_source=chatgpt.com), critic Maureen Corrigan argues that Everett’s novel transcends the usual “literary gimmick” of retelling classics. She writes that the novel becomes “an essential companion piece” to Twain’s original because of its power and originality. ([NPR][1])

[bookmark: _Hlk229407067]* [The Guardian review](https://www.theguardian.com/books/2024/apr/08/james-by-percival-everett-review-a-gripping-reimagining-of-mark-twain-jim-huckleberry-finn?utm_source=chatgpt.com) describes the novel as much more than a perspective shift, emphasizing Everett’s philosophical depth, satire, and social critique. The review treats the book as a major contemporary novel in its own right. ([The Guardian][2])

* [TIME’s review](https://time.com/7172771/james/?utm_source=chatgpt.com) states that Everett “adds a parallel narrative that reexamines the classic with fresh significance” and “transforms” James into “the central hero.” That language frames the book as a substantial artistic reinvention, not simple imitation. ([Time][3])

* [The New Yorker profile](https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2024/03/18/percival-everett-profile?utm_source=chatgpt.com) places *James* within Percival Everett’s broader body of genre-defying fiction, emphasizing his independent literary project and thematic concerns rather than portraying the novel as dependent on Twain alone. ([The New Yorker][4])

The novel’s reception by major literary institutions also reflects its standing as an original work. James won the Pulitzer Prize for Fiction, the National Book Award for Fiction, and the Kirkus Prize. ([Wikipedia][5])

There are also critics and readers who view the novel more skeptically, arguing that its dependence on Twain limits its originality. But the dominant critical consensus has been that Everett uses the source material as the foundation for a substantially new literary work rather than producing a merely derivative retelling.

[1]: https://www.npr.org/2024/03/19/1239377175/james-reimagines-twains-huckleberry-finn-with-mordant-humor-and-horror?utm_source=chatgpt.com "'James' review: Percival Everett reimagines Mark Twain's 'Huckleberry Finn' : NPR"
[2]: https://www.theguardian.com/books/2024/apr/08/james-by-percival-everett-review-a-gripping-reimagining-of-mark-twain-jim-huckleberry-finn?utm_source=chatgpt.com "James by Percival Everett review - a gripping reimagining of Huckleberry Finn"
[3]: https://time.com/7172771/james/?utm_source=chatgpt.com "James"
[4]: https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2024/03/18/percival-everett-profile?utm_source=chatgpt.com "Percival Everett Can't Say What His Novels Mean"
[5]: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/James_%28novel%29?utm_source=chatgpt.com "James (novel)"

Are their rewrites legitimate artistic exercises or should masterpieces be left alone?
In the case of James, it is a legitimate artistic exercise.  As in the review by The Guardian, ‘ Everett’s philosophical depth, satire, and social critique” are presented, distinct from Twain.  In my view, no piece of art, no ‘masterpiece’ is so sacrosanct it must be left alone.  It is in human nature to constantly press forward, searching out what has not been found, using the past and present to propel into the future.  

