Journal of Applied Linguistics and Language Research
Volume 6, Issue 1, 2019, pp. 9-23

Available online at www.jallr.com

ISSN: 2376-760X

Translator’s Subjectivity and Norms as Barriers

Mehrnoosh Pirhayati *
MA in English Language Translation, Department of English Language, Science and Research Branch, Islamic
Azad University, Tehran, Iran.

Farzaneh Haratyan
Assistant Professor, Department of Foreign Languages, Islamic Azad University, Garmsar Branch, Garmsar,
Iran.

Abstract

Fidelity, as an important element in translation, and as a crucial duty of translator, is defined
as the quality of being accurate, reliable, and exact (Guralnik, 1979). On the other hand,
norms, as the barriers, inevitably affect the process of translation and the expectation of
translator, “Fidelity to the Source Text/Discourse”. In other words, the norms and values of
target readers/audiences can be more significant and important than translator’s ideal. In this
regard, this study attempted to find the types of norms that affect the subjectivity of Iranian
translators in the process of the Persian translations of the English texts and discourses that
belong to different genres and fields including, political news, medical texts, novels, songs, and
films. The researchers conducted this research, on the basis of Toury’s (1995) normative
approach. This study, as a descriptive, explanatory, and comparative research, adopted
qualitative method. The results of the analyses showed that, the subjectivity of Iranian
translators can be affected by the different types of norms including, political, ideological,
ethical, religious, cultural, and moral norms, and also the norms of the language system of the
target readers can impose some sanctions and limitations on Iranian translators. The results
of the study can be fruitful for translators, since they can become familiar with the significant
and crucial role of norms in the process of translation.
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INTRODUCTION

Translation was already regarded as a lateral tool in communications, comparative
literature, contrastive linguistics and translation workshops (Munday, 2016). In addition,
the theories of translation were restricted to how translators can reproduce the exact or
absolute source-language message for the target readers. Thus, faithfulness surrounded
the whole theories of translation, and made the ideal translation. Nida (1964), a scholar
of Translation Studies (TS) proposed two methods for having faithful translation: Formal
Equivalent, and Dynamic Equivalent. But the study of translation is changed by the new
theories which regard translation as a socio-cultural dependent action. In fact,
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“translation is not made in vacuum” (Bassnett & Lefevere, 2001, p. 14). It can be
influenced and affected by various elements such as, power, ideology, culture, politics,
and values of a particular social context. Thus, translation can be a poly systematic
process (Even-Zohar, 1970), or can be considered as a Skopos-based action that decision-
making, in the process of translation, depends on a particular aim, or purpose (Nord,
2001). In addition, it can be influenced and affected by the translator’s particular ideology
in such a way that he/she can re-contextualize the source text against the particular
socio-cultural condition of the target readers in order to provoke them for demanding
their rights, or can help the durability of a society (Bourdieu, 1991). Thus, translator’s
ideal thought, which was made by the theory of faithfulness, is inevitably affected by the
environmental stimuli and deflected by them. In this regard, this study attempted to find
the types of norms that can affect the ideal thought of Iranian translators in the process
of translations. Considering what has been said so far, the following research question is
designed:

1.What are the types of norms that affect the subjectivity of Iranian translators?

LITERATURE REVIEW

According to Bassnett and Lefevere (2001) the study of translation should be performed
on the basis of the political and cultural contexts of the target language, and culture as a
specific element makes the unit of translation. Likewise, Pym (2010) stated that cultural
effects on translation must be considered very significant and important in TS. Dukate
(2007) believed that cultural turn claims that translator has not the submissive character.
Instead, he/she dominates on the text. Thus, a particular text may be translated in a
completely different way for the particular target readers whom belong to a particular
socio-cultural context. Hermans (1985) stated that any text is manipulated and changed
to the extent of degree in the process of translation, in order to be prepared for the target
readers. In addition, Dukate (2007) argued that manipulation or rewriting is inevitably
happened by translator in conformity with the norms and restrictions of the target
language system. Based on Dukate (2007), there are two types of manipulation: 1- Text-
external manipulation, and 2- Text-Internal manipulation, which they can be caused by
different and various factors. The main and general factor which is defined by Toury
(1995) is the norms of the target readers. He emphasized that, “facts of one system only,
the target system” (1985, as cited in Shuttleworth & Cowie 1997, p. 39) determines the
process of any translation. The term, “Norm” has been defined in various ways. According
to Munday (2012), norms are introduced as the socio-cultural barriers in translation,
which relate to a particular time and a particular socio-cultural context. Hermans (1999)
believed that norms can be defined as the notion of what is good, or suitable for the target
readers. They can be derived from different origins, such as cultural, historical, literary,
and textual (Hermans, 1999). Toury (1995) stated that, norms are the actual and/or
potential sanctions that affect translation in a negative or positive way. Moreover, he
emphasized on the important role of norms, that translation encounters with at least two
different languages and two various cultures. Thus, a translator must at least hew to the
two sets of interrelated norms (Toury, 1995). Likewise, Snell-Hornby (1988) believed
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that, norms are derived from language (Source, or Target language) and its particular
socio-cultural context, where the dialogue, speech, discourse, or text was produced in it.

Furthermore, Butler (1998 as cited in Muller, 2004) stated that, producing subjects
depend on the “censorship”. He defined the term, “censorship” as the practice of power
in discourse which has not only the private dimension. In fact, it helps speaker, translator,
and writer, in determining and (re)producing subjects and discourses, on the basis of the
covert and overt norms. In this regard, norms are considered very important and
recognizing them are counted as the first and prior duty of speaker, writer, and translator.

Norms of Toury

Translation is considered as an effective tool for closing different nations and societies.
Therefore, it is a communicative and dynamic action, and it deals with the particular
predefined norms. “Norms”, for the first time, was introduced by Levy (1997) and Even-
Zohar (1970), and then developed by Toury (1995) whom considered translation as a
normative and target-oriented action. He stated:

“translatorship” amounts first and foremost to being able to play a social

role, i.e., to fulfil a function allotted by a community - to the activity, its

practitioners, and/or their products - in a way which is deemed

appropriate in its own terms of reference. The acquisition of a set of

norms for determining the suitability of that kind of behavior, and for

maneuvering between all the factors which may constrain it, is therefore

a prerequisite for becoming a translator within a cultural environment

(Toury, 1995, p. 53).
Toury (1995) defined the term, “norms” as the common values, thoughts, or ideas in a
particular society, that can show wrong and right, acceptable or unacceptable, adequate
or inadequate, and forbidden or permitted actions, and behaviors. In other words, they
are created by society. They are located between the rules of a particular society and the
idiosyncrasy. In addition, norms can habitualize actions and behaviors. They can be
strong and rule-like or can be weak. Toury (1995) described norms, as the socio-cultural
phenomena, that situate between the absolute social rules and the absolute idiosyncrasy.
They can be graphically illustrated in this way:

Rules (Objective)

I — Strong Norms
Norms
I —) Weak Norms

Idiosyncrasies (Subjective)
Figure 1. The location of norms according to Toury (1995)

They can impose serious sanctions and limitations on translator’s behaviors (Toury,
1995). Toury (1995, p. 61) stated that: “it is norms that determine the (type and extent
of) equivalence manifested by actual translations”. Furthermore, norms and conventions
are overlapped with each other, in such a way that both of them are generally the
accepted patterns of behavior (Karamitroglou, 2000). Toury (1995) suggested a
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separation between the term, “norms” and the term, “conventions”. Nord (1991, as cited
in Snell-Hornby 2006, p. 74) expressed that:

Conventions are not explicitly formulated, nor they are binding. They are based on
common knowledge and on the expectation of what others expect you to expect
them (etc) to do in certain situation. Therefore, they are only valid for groups that
share this knowledge. (Nord, 1991, as cited in Snell-Hornby 2006, p. 74).

Based on Toury (1995), norms are more binding and stronger than conventions, but both
of them grow out of the series of individual occurrences and situations. Similarly, Nord
(as cited in Munday, 2001), believed that norms are more binding, while conventions only
indicate to the preferences. Toury (1995) proposed Descriptive Translation Studies
(DTS) and allotted norms to it and stressed on them as the first priorities of translator
and determinant factors in the translation of any text or discourse. He classified norms
into three categories: 1-Preliminary norms, 2- Initial norms, and 3-Operational norms
(Toury, 1995). Preliminary norms are defined as the extra-textual factors such as
translation policies, and the directness of translation. Initial norms relate to translator’s
consideration; following the norms, that are lied behind the original text (adequate
translation), or following the norms of the target context and the norms of the language
system of the target readers (acceptable translation).

Karamitraglou (as cited in Schaffner, 2000, p. 55) stated that, “adequacy implies
equivalence of TT and ST norms, whereas “acceptability” entails equivalence of the TT
and the Target system norms”. Operational norms are referred to the decisions, choices,
and selections of translator in the process of translating a particular text. The operational
norms can be divided into two interrelated sections: 1- Matricial norms, and 2- Textual-
linguistic norms. Toury (2012, p. 82) said that, “So-called matericial norms may govern
the very existence of target-language material intended as a substitute for the
corresponding source-language material (and hence the degree of faithfulness of
translation), its location in the text (or the form of actual distribution), as well as the
textual segmentation”. Thus, norms can cause translator to use the omission and addition
strategies, to change the locations of sentences or the parts of a particular text, and also
can cause translator to manipulate the orders of chapters of a particular book in the
process of translation (Toury, 2012). On the other hand, the textual-linguistic norms
“govern the selection of material to formulate the target text in, or replace the original
textual and linguistic material with” (Toury, 2012, p. 83). In other words, this step reflects
his/her primary decision which related to being the follower of the norms of the language
system of the source text or to being the follower of the norm of the language system of
the target readers (See Figure 2).
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Toury’s Types of Translational
Norms

2-Initial Norms

3-Operational Norms 1-Preliminary Norms

N / N

2-Textual -
Linguistic
Norms

Translation Directness of

1-Matricial
Policies Translation

Norms

Figure 2. Translational norms of Toury (1995, adopted from Dehghani, 2009, p. 46 and
edited by the researchers)

Toury’s (1995) model is constructed based on these three significant and interrelated
elements: 1-System (literary and/or linguistic system), 2- Norms, and 3- Performance
(the actual behavior of translator, or his/her decisions, selections, or acts in the process
of translation). Norms cannot be observed; they are abstract. It should be noted that
translator, with regarding the norms, tries to make a logical connection between the
language, and the particular context or/and society in the process of translation. Thus,
norms as the abstract and social bound phenomena are embedded within the materials
of a particular text or discourse (language). On the other hand, Risager (2006) attempted
to focus on the relationship of culture and language. She (2006) classified the concept of
language into three loci:1- Linguistic practice, 2- Linguistic resources, and 3- Linguistic
system (See Figure 3).

/ Language \
Linguistic practice Linguistic sources Linguistic system
First stage
Linguacultural practice Linguacultural resources Lingua cultural system

Second stage 1 l / \

Discursive practice Discursive resources Nothing Nothing
Third stage / \ / \

Cultural context Cultural content Life context Cultural content
Cultural references Cultural representation

Figure 3. From language to culture (Karen Risager, 2006, p. 195)



Translator’s Subjectivity and Norms as Barriers 14

It seems that, culture can produce cultural norms and can affect language. Furthermore,
norms can be studied through think aloud protocol, interviews, or through the
observation of actual behaviors of a translator in the process of translating a particular
text. According to Toury (1995), the main aim of TS is to find norms in order to make the
logical connections among them and to produce a normative model or a general,
exclusive, and unified pattern.

Translator’s Subjectivity

Translator’s subjectivity is considered as one of the heated issues in TS. Based on the
philosophical point of view, the term, “subject” refers to a person and the term, “object”
refers to his/her act, and translator’s subjectivity is defined as translator’s knowledge,
and skill in the process of transmitting the message of source language to target language
on the basis of the fundamental and general assumption, “Fidelity” (Yan & Huang, 2014).
On the other hand, a particular context can affect and direct the subjectivity of translator
(Pei, 2010). In fact, there is not a direct and dialectical relationship between
writer/author and translator. Instead, there is a direct and dialectical relationship
between translator, and the society of target readers (Yan & Huang , 2014). Thus, the
subjectivity of translator can be affected and restricted by the social values and norms of
target context, and also by the norms of the language system of target readers. (Yan &
Huang, 2014).

METHOD

To achieve the purpose of this study, the researchers conducted their research on the
basis of the norms of Toury (1995), and 16 Persian texts belong to different fields and
genres including, political news, medical texts, novels, songs, and also the Persian
translations of films were randomly selected, and compared with their corresponding
English materials. In addition, the researchers saw, collected and analyzed the materials
and information of the records of the publishers of Tehran province. This study was a
descriptive, explanatory, and comparative research. The method which was used in this
research was qualitative method.

RESULTS

The results of the study are brought with details in below:
Table 1. The Catcher in the Rye (Salinger, 1951)

Original Translated by Najafi (2014)
[t was Saturday and 01]'3 :v(as)ralnlng like Bastard e o s o a2 ) A 5554
Drove off like a bat of the Hell by g K 5 h IS
Jesus! 1 s0 (5las
My God! my Go-o0-o0-d! oo pe Ll cag Ll

As table 1 shows, the translator localized the cultural specific items of the source text, and
performed an acceptable translation. For example, the word, “Jesus”, is rooted in the
religious beliefs of Christians. Thus, it cannot be perceived and understood by Muslims.
Therefore, it is changed into “c< 123”. In addition, the word, “Bastard”, which in Iranian
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culture is considered as a taboo and offensive word, was not translated formally-by
choosing equivalent- and the translator changed it into “. <«” in his translation. In other
words, the meaning of this word is the opposite of the ethical principles and norms of the
religious and traditional society of Iran.

Table 2. Iron Maiden'’s Songs (Shekholeslami &Poor Asghar, 2008)

Translated by Shekholeslami and Poor Asghar

Original (2008)
. oa) G b Glnoe 4S Canl (5 jre (20 S s (e )
Sign of the Cross S

3 g oo A3 A4S Ca) e gy Jlad 3 il b Ll slassil 53

Transylvania 438 S iz g Lad 31 oL 005 ol b e

As table 2 proves, the translators preferred to use footnotes and further explanations in
order to define and describe these strange cultural specific items of the source text, that
have not any equivalent in the language of the target readers.

Table 3. Queen: March of the Black Queen (Mercury & May, 1974)

Original Translated by Sefati (2004)
Beelzebub has a devil put a side for me Cand s gl 2L ) b 8 Ve b g sl
Oh Jealously! look at me now! ) 03 )50 s pax (o dlus 5030

4 () 248 Gie age VY b PO Al 4n il (sl oL
D) 248 ad aS) (5l (lelia La gead s g () e
Unclean said the leaper and rang his bell 35 e Sl o8 Al ds s aildisn | 368 59
G L Al 805 S 535150l 4 L Sl el allae
elia alda

As table 3 shows, the translator used the domestication strategy for translating this
sentence, “Look at me now” and also with using the explanation strategy tried to define
the meaning of this cultural specific item, “Beelzebub” for the target readers. In addition,
the translator with using foot note strategy explained this cultural specific item, “Unclean
said the leaper and rang his bell” for the target readers, whom may not read the book,
“Bible”. In other words, this cultural specific item cannot be used by Muslims, since it is
rooted in Christianity.

Table 4. A Review of Metal Music (Vahdani, 2008)

Original Translated by Vahdani (2008)
Judge not lest ye be Judged yourself Cansl e G pan ) g prae 4des ()

As table 4 proves, the translator did not translate this sentence. Instead, he explained it
in order to make the target readers familiar with the real meaning and the identity of this
cultural specific item, since most of Iranians are Muslim.

Table 5. Stepmom (Barnathan & Columbus, 1998)

Original Translated by IRIB
I told you a hundred times A gy dadd 2
You are not so funny o)A s Slal
[ hate when you do that agid) HS s

Do you have a word limit? S5 (A O) S (o
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Oh, wait a minute g8 A
I will hurt you, boy Ga S 1am A4S Caal e (et

As table 5 shows, the translator of IRIB used the localization strategy in the translation of
this movie in order to make it more likeable and adjust it to the norms of the language
system of the target audiences.

Table 6. As Good As It Gets (Johnson, Zea, & Brooks, 1997)

Original Translated by IRIB
Stay away from me! 10330 a s ) Cad
Why don’t you go away § s oK (5 el o Al
Stop it i€ e
Freak JPESPTS

As table 6 proves, the translator of IRIB did not choose equivalent and did not translate
this film formally. He/she preferred to use the manipulative strategies in order to
increase its likability for the target audiences. Thus, the translation of IRIB is a target-
oriented translation, in such a way that the norms of the language system of the target
audiences (Iranians) was preferred to be more followed in the translation of this film
rather than following the norms of the language system of the original film.

Table 7. Safe House (Stuber & Espinosa, 2012)

Original Translated by Iran Film
A house like this, beautiful woman! o Jedi a4y
Shit! | Sial
Son of a bitch Uadlag

As table 7 shows, the translator of IRAN Film did not translate the taboo words, such as
“Shit” or “Son of a bitch”, and also refused to translate the phrase, “Beautiful women!”,
since the usage of these items are not acceptable, normal, and common by the target
audiences, whom are Muslim and live in an Islamic society.

Table 8. Brida (Coelho, 1990)

Original Translated by Hejazi and Jafari (2000)
Her boyfriend was neither strong nor Siag 4SS g8 e g 45 3 3 34
powerful
Just look at the sky s}alil(iirLorenz, stroking her S Aa g e 0 i€ 555

They had pushed their two chairs together,
arms around each other gazing up at the starry
sky

Ll (32 5 2 g 4LBIK aa HUS 1 clils Jaia 50 58
JEYE U@Jth.u

As table 8 proves, the translators did not translate this word, “boyfriend”, this element,
“stroking her hair”, and also, this item, “arms around”. Instead, they used the
manipulative strategies in order to make this book suitable and proper for the target
readers since Islamic societies like Iran reject and do not accept the illegitimate actual
behaviors, like having boyfriend, and touching the opposite sex, whom is not “mahram”.
Thus, the translators used the deletion strategy and also with using the other
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manipulative strategies changed the meaning of them, and did their translation on the
basis of the Islamic norms and cultural values of the target society.

Table 9. Daddy Long Legs (Webster,1912)

Original Translated by Soleimani (2012)
Mr. Lippet couldn’t see me leading the cotillion <l alla 4S 35 () Gl (0 5 JalS (G2l () (il g
with Jimmie McBride A )l S a5 e (Aaadps Cail 5 e

2SI g ) i 50 ) ol 1 ab Sl e o
2L Ll G Gl ) ae 48 aa) A5 (3
Bless you my child Ola 4 caaliy 5y lad

We shall have plenty of men to dance with

As table 9 shows, the Iranian translator, did not translate the words “cotillion, and “Bless”,
since these words have the western roots, and are not proper for the target readers whom
live in a religious and Islamic society. Instead, the translator replaced them with the
suitable and proper words. In addition, this sentence, “We shall have plenty of men to
dance with” is completely changed, since it is the opposite of the religious and cultural
norms of the target society.

Table 10. A Room of One’s Own (Virginia Woolf, 1995)

Original Translated by Mehrshadi (2017)
We might have dined very tolerably up here <SS <SIsa Vb (Gl (5,8 50 6l (5] 5 il 58 o0 Lo 2l
alone off a bird and a bottle of wine; we might = (% il 55 (e WS (o) 530 Aud s 4ld SO L)

have looked forward without undue DR 5 Ay ol Sy JUAE 533 )50 (2 ol 4 Aaie
confidence to a pleasant and honorable Sl el SaS Lyas el 1 (So s 4l )2 48 (5 5l
lifetime spent in the shelter of one of the il 3 5 005

liberally endowed professions
Are you aware that you are, perhaps, the most
discussed animal in the universe?

BN L;J}:(_sﬂ)\u»:\.\wa)uJaYLu;\‘aSaa)u&M\U
€2 5 (o0 Caaania Lia (4l

As table 10 proves, in the translation of “A bottle of wine”, Mosoumeh Mehrshadi (2017)
translated it to “ S 8 484 7, which reflects a general and neural meaning. It seems
that, despite of the existence of the equivalent of this word, the translator refused to use
equivalent. Undoubtedly, the translator’s decision is affected by the ethical restrictions
and religious and Islamic taboos; wine is forbidden as a drink, and it is considered as an
unusual and illegal actual behavior in the Islamic culture of Iran. In addition, the
translator did not translate the word, “animal” of the second sentence. Instead, she tried
to reduce its negative and offensive load of meaning. Thus, she changed this word into
“¢_s%” or “monster” in her translation. The application of the manipulation strategy can
be caused by the religious and cultural backgrounds of Iranians, since this offensive word
has not any place in the Islamic culture of Iran.

Table 11. Lovely Bones (Sebold, 2002)

Original Translated by Ghazi Nejad (2007)
Get him a drunk (S SRS (o
He stood and pissed and shat S JA a5k

As table 11 shows, the translator changed the word “drunk” into “Cis »". This
manipulation indicates that, the translator gave to the target readers, a general and
neutral meaning and deleted the negative meaning of “drunk” in his translation, since this
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cultural specific item is considered as a taboo word in the target society. In addition, the
translator changed this item, “pissed and shat” into “c28 A" and made the text proper
for the target readers, whom are mostly juvenile. It seems that the translator’s morality
acted as a barrier and did not allow him to choose equivalents for translating this item.

Table 12. Eleven minutes (Coelho, 2003)

Original Translated by Parsa (2006)
Her first Kiss Sl (i
The church seemed to imply the sex was the 0 S oL /i CiALidAS 303 52 03 S aedll 5) 4 LS 50
greatest of sin. sl

As table 12 indicates, the translator did not translate this phrase, “Her first kiss” in his
translation-with choosing equivalents-and changed it into 831 ) sl (iieds”, It seems that
the translator wanted to adjust the expression of the writer to the religious and cultural
norms of the target reader, in his translation. In addition, this item, “the sex” is not
translated by the translator and is changed into “slxil ©alii”. This choice can indicate that,
the translator’s morality did not let him to choose equivalent for translating this item,
since it is the opposite of the cultural and religious norms of the target society.

Table 13. “Thousands Rally Against US-Made Anti-Islam Film in Michigan” (Press TV
Website, 2012)

Original Translated by Press TV Website (2012)
“We need to speak out against discrimination
against Islam,” said Wayne County Circuit
Court Judge Richard Halloran during the
protest.

Uﬁ‘ )345 ‘_,,_“ulSU:\} a\_i.ﬁb u_..aG 3 u\‘)}n& JJ‘%:‘J
2] e asesi 4y by 1S aCE)y ) pan il jallas

S il yie )

el Gl sl p (8 0l Gl Adle (jal yiel 5 ada
L S (A i sire 5 Caul 48 S8

DY YUY PEG IR U P PE QI IR R DO

GG ) (5 R 4l gad (8 g0y glead pl LTI 23y il )
.Jﬁw‘fiﬁ'w/_}é’,)m/JJg‘)é QB}JJAC;LQ

Demonstrations against the movie have been
held across the Muslim world, with protesters
in some countries marching on the US
embassies and torching US flags.

As table 13 proves, the translator of Press TV Website, manipulated the original text
during the process of translation, in order to make the translation more likable and
suitable for the target readers whom are Muslim, believe Mohammad, worship him, and
follow his tradition. In fact, the first and prior policy of Iranian media is to being bound
and hewed to the Islamic ideology and policies of the Islamic Republic of Iran. Thus, the
translator tried to reproduce the original text for the target readers, in order to be adjust
to the religious, ideology, and political norms of the target society.

Table 14. Citizen Kane (Welles, 1941)

Original Translated by Taeedi (1985)
He is in white tie wearing his overcoat and
carrying a folded opera hat

Deletion

T () pbudily ad Dhial Tlias
(absolute universalization)
Ow! >

You don’t say! Why I had no idea-
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As table 14 shows, the translator used the localization strategies in his translation.
Applying these manipulative strategies can be caused by the cultural norms of the target
society, and also the norms of the language system of the target readers.

Table 15. Network (Hedrin & Chayefsky, 1976)

Original Translated by Zahed and Ghasemian (1985)
It’s all Jolly as hell, a l.ot of chuckling and deletion
smiling
Chris sakes! I sl )

As table 15 proves, the translators used the localization strategies, to increase the
likability of the book and to make it more comprehensible for the target audiences.

Table 16. Medical Texts (Alborz Expert Translation Group, 2011)

Translated by Alborz Expert Translation

Original Group (2011)
Clinical b
- .
Neuroticism SIS D50 O
(Paraphrased with unrelated words)
A_i_l -
Agitation 3 a5

(Less expression)

As table 16 shows, the cultural specific items of the English medical texts are localized.
The translator(s) applied the paraphrase, cultural equivalent, and less expression
strategies in order to reproduce the texts more crystal and comprehensible for the target
readers, and also to save their minds from possible deflections and misunderstandings.

Table 17. Some Materials Collected from the Records of the Publishers of Tehran
Province

plais S dan i ol gl ) (5 sl s )3 5 JalS jshadn | il Casl agatie aa e
Ol s 1) A1 80 5l Gaali 1 sl agaie 3 g ail yy 80 ¢ Bl 43 1) i o)l 50
358 (558l S aladl 4 Hlals Sl aailia A€ Sl b1 of Db S dila 5 ol

A0 ) S an e 4w Ga ) Ol 4gdasi je gl 4y 0

4l Ol B8 il s s sl b (A b des 5 ) dmy | (e 200 3¢5 aa i

23 Josad il Ay ead i Ly 4dd o Ll sA O g

280 53 o yie g OUal 4y (F Gl s s 0k 1 2 6A il plat ¢ ) (e (o Sl sy AU
4 Gl oyl 2L ) sl 5 oo smse Gl s e 1 U Slai ol e 5 il
Ethics of Representation sl ad Ly QS Cud gt 5 (e Gulal g oA Al gad 33 5 25 ) 6A O ~Slal
S A ) dalS g ila (Gl s Al e U il g 02l s

Ethics of Representation .3, (532343 K zad j3li 5 23l o0 an yie (5 03¢0 3 QS Cildae SS Sa 5
50 Dl ) sean (il B Calldie 4S (g glai by lldae LIS ) sl Calh o aa i

Norms-Based Ethics gl &l 4y oaalia <y a3 5 (5258 230 (S 5L (Sl gla 5 b e by

Ethics of Representation

Ethics of Representation

aT- Yo

U3 5 3t 4 ko by 53580 L)) o sime )l 55 )l Ssme 148 () 5 0

Norms-Based Ethics Gode i AN ma 5 alal Jel 1) Ol e O Sl aa e 380 Gla s
AL a0

As table 17 shows, translators must hew to the policy and ideology of the Ministry of
Culture and Islamic Guidance, and also the constitutions and laws of the Islamic republic
of Iran. In addition, some orders and rules are imposed on translator by the publishers,
such as being faithful to the source text, producing a readable text, and taking the
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responsibility of editing his/her work. Thus, the external policies force translator to take
some decisions in the process of his/her translation and can affect his/her subjectivity or
ideal thought in the process of the reproduction of the original text for the target
audiences/readers. In other words, translator inevitably must apply the manipulative
strategies in the process of his/her translation in order to re-contextualize the source text
for his/her target readers, whom have different historical background, and different
cultural, ideological, political values and norms. Moreover, publishers order translator to
take the responsibility of his/her translation and the accurateness of his/her work. Thus,
translator’s morality can challenge his/her decisions in the process of translation.
Consequently, he/she must choose between being faithful to the source text, and being
faithful to the socio-cultural norms and the norms of the language system of the target
readers.

DISCUSSION

Norms as the socio-cultural and abstract phenomena cause some restrictions and also
dictate some orders to translator. No one can deny the effects of norms on translator’s
mind and his/her subjectivity in the process of translation. They are the main causes of
deviations, manipulations, and changes at the different levels of translation, from textual
level to semiotic level. In fact, translation encounters with different people whom have
different social, religious, and cultural backgrounds and also have different ideas, values
and language systems. In other words, translation like language is originated from the
society, and also can affect and influence it; leading to the important and fundamental
changes in a society, or leading to increase its durability (Fairclough, 1989). Thus,
translation cannot be considered as the pure transmission of the form and message of
source text for target readers. It can be controlled, and deviated by many factors such as,
the normative system of the language of target readers and their society. As those tables
proved, translators were restricted by norms. The types of norms which were found in
this research were political, ideological, cultural, religious, ethical, and moral norms, and
the norms of the language system of the target readers also affected the choices, and the
subjectivity of Iranian translators in the process of translations. As mentioned before,
norms impose some orders, rules, or sanctions on translator. Thus, before translator
starts the act of translating, he/she must make an important decision on the basis of
his/her intent of translating a particular text. In fact, he/she must ask the important
question to himself/herself that, what is the aim of translating this book or text? Then, as
a translator, he/she must make an important decision; being faithful to the original text
and its content, or being faithful to the target reader and his/her social conditions, or
being faithful to a particular ideology and policy and (re)producing a text for influencing
and affecting the target readers.

CONCLUSION

This study attempted to find the types of norms that affect and control the subjectivity of
Iranian translators and their decisions in the process of translations. Based on the
observations and the results of the analyses, they can be classified into seven main
categories including, political, ideological, ethical, religious, cultural, and moral norms,
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and also the norms of the language system of the target readers affect the subjectivity of
Iranian translators. The results of the study can be fruitful for translators, since they can
become familiar with the significant and crucial role of norms in the process of
translating. They may also benefit from this study, as it indicated that making the balance
between the subjectivity of translator and the values and norms of target readers is not
an easy work. This study can be conducted in different genres to find and analyze the
aim(s) and intention(s) of translator’s obligation to the norms of a particular context and
also to the norms of a particular language system. In other words, the normative model
of Toury (1995) can be used as the tool of study in translation criticism.

REFERENCES

Barnathan, M. (Producer), & Columbus, C. (Director). (1998). Stepmom [Motion picture].
United States: Columbia Pictures.

Barnathan, M. (Producer), & Columbus, C. (Director). (1998). Stepmom [Motion picture].
[RIB. (Trans.). Retrieved from
http://dl2.film2serial.ir /film2serial /film /doble/96 /4 /Stepmom.1998.720p.WE
BDL.Farsi.Dub bed%?28Film2s erial.ir%29.mkv

Bassnet, S., & Lefevere, A. (2001). Constructing cultures: Essays on literary translations.
Shanghai: Shanghai Foreign Language Education Press.

Bourdieu, P. (1991). Language and symbolic power. Cambridge: Polity Press.

Brooks, J. L., Johnson, B., & Zea, K. (Producers), & Brooks, |. L. (Director). (1997). As good
as it gets [Motion picture]. United States: TriStar Pictures.

Brooks, J. L., Johnson, B., & Zea, K. (Producers), & Brooks, |. L. (Director). (1997). As good
as it gets [Motion picture]. IRIB. (Trans.). Retrieved from
http://dl1.dlsdm.ir/Movie/Foreign/ 1395/As_Good_as_It _Gets_1997 _108
Op_Farsi_Dubbed_(DibaMovie).mkv

Coelho, P. (1990). Brida. Hejazi, A., & Jafari, B. (Trans.). (2000). Tehran: Karevan.

Coelho, P. (1990). Brida. Jull Costa, M. (Trans.). (2008). UK: Harper.

Coelho, P. (2003). Eleven minute. Jull Costa, M. (Trans.). (2004). Tehran: Karevan.

Coelho, P. (2003). Eleven minute. Parsa, M. (Trans.). (2006). Mashhad: Ney Negar.

Dehghani, M. (2009). CSI translation norms: The case study of movie script (Unpublished
master’s thesis). Islamic Azad University, Science and Research Branch, Tehran,
[ran.

Dukate, A. (2007). Manipulation as a specific phenomenon in translation and interpreting
(Unpublished doctoral dissertation). Johannes Gutenberg-Universitiat Mainz,
Mainz, Germany.

Even-Zohar, . (1970). The nature and functionalization of the language of literature
under Diglossia, Ha-Sifrut,2(2), pp. 286-303.

Fairclough, N. (1989). Language and power. New York: Longman Inc.

Guralnik, D. B. (1979). Webster’s new world dictionary of the American language.
Cleveland, (Ohio): Collins.

Hedrin, S., & Chayefsky, P. (1976). Network. New York: Pocket Books.

Hedrin, S., & Chayefsky, P. (1976). Network. Zahed, B., & Ghasemian, R. (Trans.). (1985).
Tehran: Film.

Hermans, T. (1985). The manipulation of literature: Studies in literary translation. New
York: Routledge.

Hermans, T. (1999). Translation and normativity. In C. Schaffner (Ed), Translation and
norms (pp. 50-71). Clevedon and Philadelphia: Multilingual matters LTD.


http://dl2.film2serial.ir/film2serial/film/doble/96/4/Stepmom.1998.720p.WEBDL.Farsi.D
http://dl2.film2serial.ir/film2serial/film/doble/96/4/Stepmom.1998.720p.WEBDL.Farsi.D
http://dl1.dlsdm.ir/Movie/Foreign/%201395/As_Good_as_It

Translator’s Subjectivity and Norms as Barriers 22

Karamitroglou, F. (2000). Toward a methodology for investigation of norms in
audiovisual translation. Amsterdam and Atlanta: Rodopi.

Levy, ]. (1997). Translation as a decision process. In V. Lawrence, & M. Baker (Eds.), The
translation studies reader (pp. 148-1159). London and New York: Routledge.

Mercury, F., & May, B. (1974). Queen: March of the black queen. London: Trident Studios.
Retrieved from https://www.youtube.com/watch ?v=1Q2_EuaBUg4

Mercury, F., & May, B. (1974). Queen: March of the black queen. Sefati, S. (Trans.). (2004).
Tehran: Na shre Ketabe Mes.

Muller, B. (2004). Censorship and cultural regulation: Mapping the territory. In B.
Muller (Ed), Critical studies,22 (pp. 1-33). Amsterdam: Rodopi.

Munday, J. (2001). Introducing translation studies: Theories and applications. (First
edition). London and New York: Routledge.

Munday, J. (2012). Introducing translation studies: Theories and applications. (3t
edition). London and New York: Routledge.

Munday, J. (2016). Introducing translation studies: Theories and applications. (4th
edition). London and New York: Routledge

Nida, E. (1964). Toward a science of translating: With special reference to principles and
procedures involved in bible translating. London: Netherlands.

Nord, C. (2001). Translating as a purposeful activity: Functionalist approaches explained.
Shanghai: Shanghai Foreign Language Education Press.

Pei, D. (2010). The subjectivity of the translator and socio-cultural norms. English
Language Teaching,3(3), pp- 29-34. Retrieved from http://www.ccsenet.org/jour
nal/index.php/elt/artlc le/view/7213 /5564

Pym, A. (2010). Exploring translation theories. London& New York: Routledge.

Risager, K. (2006). Language and culture: Global flows and local complexity. UK:
Multilingual Matters LTD.

Salinger, D. . (1951). The catcher in the rye. Najafi, M. (Trans.). (2014). Tehran: Nila
Book.

Salinger, D. J. (1951). The catcher in the rye. United States: Little, Brown and Company.

Schaffner, C. (2000). Translation in the global village. England, Bristol: Multilingual
Matters.

Sebold, A. (2002). The lovely bones. Ghazi Nejad, F. (Trans.). (2007). Tehran: Nashre
Rozegar.

Sebold, A. (2002). The lovely bones. United States: Little, Brown and Company.

Sheikholeslami, S., & Poor Asghar, A. (Eds. & Trans.). (2008). I[ron Maiden’s songs.
Tehran: Entesharate Shadan.

Shuttleworth, M., & Cowie, M. (1997). Dictionary of translation studies. Manchester: ST
Jerome.

Snell-Hornby, M. (2006). The turns of translation studies: New paradigms or shifting
viewpoints? Benjamins translation library, Vol.66. Amsterdam/ Philadelphia:
John Benjamins Publishing Company.

Stuber, S. (Producer), & Espinosa, D. (Director). (2012). Safe House. United States and
South Africa: Universal Pictures.

Stuber, S. (Producer), & Espinosa, D. (Director). (2012). Safe House [Motion Picture].
IRAN Film .(Trans.). Retrieved from https://iranfilms.org/movies/safe-house/

Thousands rally against US-made anti-Islam film in Michigan. (2012). Retrieved from
https://www.presstv.c om/en/content/id/html/id=7011

Toury, G. (1995). Descriptive translation studies and beyond. Philadelphia: John
Benjamins Publishing Company.

Toury, G. (2012). Descriptive translation studies- and beyond: Revised edition.
Amsterdam: John Benjamins Publishing Company. doi:10.1075/btl.100


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Trident_Studios
https://www.youtube/
http://www.ccsenet.org/jour%20nal/index.php/elt/artIc%20le/view/7213/5564
http://www.ccsenet.org/jour%20nal/index.php/elt/artIc%20le/view/7213/5564
https://www.google.com/search?q=J.+D.+Salinger&stick=H4sIAAAAAAAAAOPgE-LUz9U3MLRMNzZS4gAxTQzjK7VkspOt9JPy87P1y4syS0pS8-LL84uyrRJLSzLyiwBHpKm9NQAAAA&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwj4tLTjr67eAhWDaVAKHRq6Ag0QmxMoATAkegQIARAK&biw=1366&bih=622
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Little,_Brown_and_Company
https://www.google.com/search?tbo=p&tbm=bks&q=bibliogroup:%22Benjamins+translation+library%22&source=gbs_metadata_r&cad=6
https://www.presstv.c/

Journal of Applied Linguistics and Language Research, 2019, 6(1) 23

Vahdani, A. (Ed. & Trans.). (2008). A review of Metal music. Tehran: Sepideh Sahar.

Webster, ] (1912). Daddy long legs. New York: The Century Company.

Webster, | (1912). Daddy long legs. Soleimani, M. (Trans.). (2012). Tehran: Nashre
Ofogh.

Welles, O. (Producer & Director). (1941). Citizen Kane [Motion picture]. United States:
RKO Radio Pictures.

Welles, O. (Producer & Director). (1941). Citizen Kane [Motion picture]. Taeedj, P.
(Trans.). (1985). Tehran: Nashre Tak.

Woolf, V. (1995). A room of one’s own. London: Cambridge University Press.

Woolf, V. (1995). A room of one’s own. Mehrshadi, M. (Trans.). (2017). Tehran: Nashre
Roozegare No.

Yan, C,, & Huang, J. (2014). The cultural turn in translation studies. Open Journal of
Modern Linguistics,4(4), pp- 487-494. doi: 10.4236/0jml.2014.44041


https://www.scirp.org/journal/articles.aspx?searchCode=Jingjing++Huang&searchField=authors&page=1
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/ojml.2014.44041

	INTRODUCTION
	LITERATURE REVIEW
	Norms of Toury
	Translator’s Subjectivity

	METHOD
	RESULTS
	DISCUSSION
	CONCLUSION
	REFERENCES

