




EDITOR'S NOTES 

SCE Reports  5 ts devoted t o  t h e  proceedings of  t h e  - 
HLA s p e c i a l  s e s s i o n ,  "If 'Uses, ' then 'Misuses of 
~ r i t i c i s m ' ? "  sponsored by t h e  Soc ie ty  f o r  C r i t i c a l  
Exchange. P a r t i c i p a n t s  were Charles  A l t i e r l ,  whose 
essay ,  "The P r o p r i e t y  of C r i t i c a l  Acts," was c i r -  
cu la ted  i n  a s p e c i a l  convention i s s u e  las t .  December 
(and is r e p r i n t e d  here ) ;  William Rueckert;  and 
Uladislaw Codzich. This  i s s u e  inc ludes  a t ran-  
s c r i p t i o n  of the meeting, toge ther  wi th  Altieri's 
o r i g i n a l  paper and h i s  v r i t t e n  response t o  Mr. 
Ruecker t. 

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  James Sosnoski h a s  w r i t t e n  a r e t r o -  
s p e c t i v e  o n  t h e  S o c i e t y ' s  f i r s t  four  HLA s e s s i o n s .  

A f t e r  August 15,  SCE Rep.o_f:__r-s8 mai l ing  address  w i l l  
be: 5384 Coul ter Lane, Oxford, Ohio 45056. 

P a t r i c i a  Sosnoski 
Managing E d i t o r  

For t h e  Society fl>r Cr iLica l  txchangc. : , , ~ s  
s p r  incj 1 n a ~ h 5  thv bryinning o f  i t s  fourL11 yedr .  
T11is s p r i n y  a l s o  nldrhs the  beg in l~ ing  of  the entl of  
d cy, IL of l l L A  s p e c ~ d l  s c s s j o n s  t h d t  emc.rytc4 F r t , v i  
c o r ~ \ . ~ ~ r s ~ ~  l i o n s  i n  the s p r i n g  d11d sumlcr of 1976. KC 

s t ~ d r c d  OIIC (,o~nmitnl~^nL then,  bvst ar1iculdtc .d i l l  

tttc s t d t e l l ~ l ~ i t ,  "SCt was 0 r g d n i l ~ ' d  a s  a n o t - f u r -  
p r o f i t  c o r p o r ~ t i o n  .in 1976 t o  encourage coopcrat ivc 
iclqttiry i r t  v r i  t i c i s m ,  " found i n  every d e s c r i p t  i u r ~  
or SCL frort~ tltc b y - l a s s  t o  t h e  a d v e r t i s e n e n t s  i r ,  

l o r t s .  L~kstead uf devisirty d " n ~ a s t e r p l d t ~ , "  
L~:r 'oy's r ~ r c ~ i ~ q ,  s c  decided t o  t r y  t o  formuldte 

tltc pr',t)lcbms we f e l t  t o  be c r u c i a l  i n  the  cor~duct  
of c r i l  icism. Letter aottld be time enouyt~ t o  look 
[lack t o  s e e  i f  t h e r e  wds any c o n t i n u i t y  i n  t h e  
developing excl~anges.  

Ilow t h a t  t h e  f i r s t  c y c l e  o f  b t l A  s e s s i o n s  i s  
coming t o  a c l o s e ,  i t  seems a good time t o  "look 
hick."  Hext yedr w e  w i l l  begin a ne* cyc le  of 
s e s s i o n s  organized by a s p e c i a l  committee with a 
r o t d t i r ~ g  chdi rperson  given t h e  tabk o f  formuldtiny 
dn i s s u e  i n  the  l i y l ~ t  o f  111s o r  her  unders td r~ding  
of the  p r c s c n t  s t a t e  o f  c r i t i c i s n ~ .  T h i s  task f a l l s  
t o  Virlcc Le i tch  i n  1980 and t o  tluyh Ormsby-Ler~rlor~ 
i n  1981. I w i l l  t u r n  my a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  
of  orcjanizjny a rcsvdrch group on t h e  h i s t o r y  of  
20tl1 ccn tury  American c r i t i c l s n l .  

Looking bdck (from my p o i n t  of v iew) ,  i t  no 
lonqer  seems an a c c i d e n t  t h a t  SCE was founded a t  d 

cor~fcrence  on the  conutunali t i e s  between Scierlce 
r ~ r ~ d  the  Humar~it ies  o rgan ized  by B r i t  Harwood (who 
l d t r r  joined SCE ) . During t h e  con fc rence  d i s c c ~ s s i o ~ r s  
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o f t e n  took a s  t h e i r  s t a r t i n g  po in t  t h e  views of  Popper, 
Kuhn, Lakatos, Toulmin, e t c .  dbout t h e  ctrardctcr  of  
s c i e n t i f i c  d i s c i p l i n e s .  A t  t h e  time I was working 
on a paper on t h e  r e l a t i o l t s l ~ i p  bctwcen tlie cliarlying 
u s e s  of t h e  word, " t e x t , "  dnd changing conccpts  of  
t h e  s u b j e c t  mat te r  of l i t e r a r y  s t u d i e s .  This  spr ing ,  
while  re read ing  Steven Toulmin's Human Understandinv 
The C o l l e c t i v e  Use and Evolut ion of Concepts p r i o r  ----- 
t o  h i s  r e c e n t  v i s i t  t o  Miami Univer i s ty ,  I began t o  
r e a l i r e  t h a t  what was "bothering rile" i n  1976 has  
informed a l l  of my a c t i v i t y  i n  SCC. I wanted then,  
dnd s t i l l  want t o  understand whether o r  not  l i t e r a r y  
c r i t i c i s m  h a s  t h e  character of a d i s c i p l i n e ;  and, i f  
so ,  how it d l f  f e r s  from s c i e n t i f i c  d i s c i p l i n e s .  

For loulmin t h e  c o n t r a s t  between p r o f e s s i o n s  
organized around a communal goal  And p r o f e s s i o n s  
d i r e c t e d  a t  i n d i v i d u a l  ends d e f i n e s  t h e  boundary 
between d i s c i p l i n e s  and non-d isc ip l ines  (p. 399). 
L i t e r a r y  c r i t i c s ,  l i k e  the  a r t i s t s  they s tudy ,  seem 
t o  work toward i n d i v i d u a l  ends. Ttair research ,  
though dependent t o  some e x t e n t  on previous research, 
i s  cor~ducted i n d i v i d u a l l y ,  i f  not  i d i o s y n c r a t i c a l l y .  
Ort t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e  h i s t o r y  of  c r i t i c i s m  g i v e s  
evidence o f  "schoois  of thought" and "profess iona l  
networks," some o f  which sugges t  " research  groups." 
Is c o l l e c t i v e  i n q u i r y  i n t r i n s i c a l l y  i n i m i c a l  t o  
l i t e r a r y  s t u d i e s  o r  t h e  underlying s t r u c t u r e  o f  
l i t e r a r y  s t u d i e s ?  Toulmin's d e s c r i p t i o n  of a 
d i s c i p l i n e  g i v e s  us  a s e t  of  c r i t e r i a  by whic l~  we 
can make t h i s  vague, genera l  ques t ion  rmch more 
s p e c i f i c .  

A c o l l e c t i v e  human e n t e r p r i s e  t a k e s  t h e  
form of  a r a t i o n a l l y  developing " d i s c i p l i n e , '  
i n  those  c a s e s  where men's shared commltmcnt 
t o  a s u f f i c i e n t l y  agreed s e t  of i d e a l s  l e a d s  
t o  t h e  development of  an i s o l a b l e  and s e l f -  
d e f i n i n g  r e p e r t o r y  of  procedures; and where 
those  procedures a r e  open t o  f u r t h e r  modi- 
f i c a t i o n ,  s o  a s  t o  d e a l  with problems a r i s i n g  
from t h e  incomplete f u l f i l m e n t  of those  

d i s c i p l i n d r y  i d e a l s .  The r c p r e s e n t a t l v e  s e t  
of  concepts  o r  procedures which c o n s t i t u t e s  ttre 
c u r r e n t  c o n t e r ~ t  of any e n t e r p r i s e  develops 
i n  a d i s c i p l i n e d  manner--on t h i s  account--rwt 
because t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  aims o f  t h e  e n t e r p r i s e  
by themselves provide a c r i t e r i o n  of ' t r u t i ~ ,  ' 
o r  impose a s i n g l e ,  uniquely ' c o r r e c t '  system 
of  concepts .  I t  does s o ,  r a t h e r ,  because t h c  
d i s c i p l i n a r y  i d e a l s  determine a n  agreed 
direction of conceptua l  and procedura l  change, 
and s o  the  c r i t e r i a  of s e l e c t i n g  ' accep tab le '  
v a r i a n t s .  (p .  359). 

Cdn i t  be s a i d  t h a t  l i t e r a r y  c r i t i c i s m  manifests  a 
"shared commitment t o  a s u f f i c i e n t l y  agreed s e t  o f  
i d e a l s "  which prov ide  "an agreed d i r e c t i o n  of con- 
c e p t u a l  and procedura l  change" and " t h e  c r i t e r i a  o f  
s e l e c t i n g  ' a c c e p t a b l e '  v a r i e n t s "  from t h e  e x i s t i n g  
"=per to ry"  of  o l d  and new "concepts" and "procedures"? 
Among my f r i e n d s  i n  1976, t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  view was t h a t  
c r i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y  was, a t  b e s t ,  " p l u r g l i s t i c , " ~ t l ~ a t  
t h e r e  were s e v e r a l  i d e a l s ,  s e v e r a l  d i r e c t i o n s  and 
s e v e r a l  r e p e r t o r i e s .  

Looking back, i t  4s obvious why we e n t i t l e d  
our f i r s t  KA s e s s i o n  "The Language o f  Cr i t i c i sm,"  
a l l u d i n g  t o  R. S. Crane ' s  no t ion  o f  " the  m u l t i p l i c i t y  
o f  c r i t i c a l  languages. " In  t h e  "Announcement and 
C a l l  f o r , P a p e r s U  Leroy wrote: "This seminar w i l l  
pddress  problems i n  r e l a t i n g  t h e  language o f  
c r i t i c i s m  to t h e  conceptua l  frameworks which s e r v e  
t q  o rgan ize  it. We a r e  p a r t i c u l a r l y  concerned 
with t h e  b a s e s  on which c r i t i c s  choose t o  adopt  
( o r  r e j e c t )  s p e c i f i c  c r i t i c a l  terms, concepts ,  
and o r i e n t a t i o n s .  A major premise f o r  t h i s  seminar 
is t h a t  t h e  r a p i d  p r o l i f e r a t i o n  of t h e o r e t i c a l  
and s p e c u l a t i v e  proposa l s  i n  r e c e n t  c r i t i c i s m  has 
c r e a t e d  s e r i o u s  problems i n  t h e  conduct  of p rofes -  
s i o n a l  dialogue.  I n  t h e  most d i r e c t  terms, it has 
become q u e s t i o n a b l e  whether c r i t i c s  from d i f f e r e n t  
t r a d i t i o n s ,  even when they employ t h e  same 
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vocabulary, c a n  s u s t a i n  connunicat ion beyond t h e  
s u p e r f i c i a l  h v e l  o f  approximations. The purpose 
of t h i s  seminar  is t o  i n i t i a t e  open bu t  d i s c i p l i n e d  
discussion o f  t h e  underlying conceptual  s t r u c t u r e s  
which shape t h e  language of  c r i t i c i s m .  More 
p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  i t  w i l l  b e  concerned t o  examine t h e  
i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  c r i t i c a l  ' p lu ra l i sm '  f o r  e f f e c t i v e  
comnunication among c r i t i c s . "  Since c r i t i c i s m  is 
what c r i t i c s  do, we i n v i t e d  c r i t i c s  who seemed t o  
be dolng criticism i n  the  c o n t e x t s  of  r e c e n t  
developments i n  c r i t i c a l  theory. J e f f r e y  k h l m a n ,  
Jerome McCann, Pau l  Hiers ,  Robert Hatthews, Matt 
Marino and Ed Tomarken, each seemed t o  p resen t  a 
d i f f e r e n t  b u t  q u i t e  r e c e n t  c r i t i c a l  p o i n t  of  view. 
We began t h e  s e s s i o n  by ask ing  t h e  audience t o  
c o n s i d e r  whether or n o t  they were w i t n e s s i n g  a 
"genuine exchange" o f  vlews. "At  t h e  end," P a t t y  
wrote i n  h e r  " E d i t o r ' s  Notes" t o  SCE-Reports 2, 
"one member of t h e  audience renlarked t h a t  'we go t  
a l o t  o f  s t u f f  on t h e  t a b l e - - i n  a heap, b u t  on t h e  
t a b l e . '  I t  would c e r t a i n l y  appear  t h a t  t h e  s e v e r a l  . 
d i s c o u r s e s  are d iscont inuous .  Nonetheless, i s s u e s  
have emerged, and something n e a r  consensus was 
a d t i e v e d  on two i n t e r r e l a t e d  po in t s .  No speaker  
was w i l l i n g  t o  countenance t h e  d i s s o c i a t i o n  o f  
theory  and p r a x i s ;  most were s k e p t i c a l  about  
a t t e m p t s  t o  f i n d  a 'metatheory' t o  a r t i c u l a t e ,  i n  
A l a r i k  Skarstrom's  words, ' t h e  ground o f  a l l  grounds 
upon *ich we have always stood'." This  conclusion 
t o  o u r  f l r s t  s e s s i o n  l e d  t o  t h e  ques t ion ,  "how then 
do we r e s o l v e  c o n t r o v e r s i e s  111 c r i t i c i s m ? , "  which 
was t h e  issue i n  our  second s e s s i o n ,  "The Funct iqb 
of  Controversy. " 

In  r e t r o s p e c t ,  by focus ing  t h e  second s e s s i o n  
on cont roversy ,  we asked,  i n  Toulmin's terms, "what' 
is o u r  c r i t e r i o n  f o r  s e l e c t i n g  ' accep tab le '  con- 
c e p t u a l  and procedura l  v a r i a n t s  i n  t h e  conduct o f  
c r i t i c a l  a c t i v i t y ? "  Wally Mart in argued t h a t  "a 
series of  premises t h a t  a r e  popular  i n  c u r r e n t  
c r i t i c i s m  . . . make i t  i n p o s s i b l e  t o  r e s o l v e  any 
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i ssc~c. r a t  iondlly." tlick Visser ,  somewhdt more 
o p t i m i s t i c  about  t l te  p o s s i b i l i t y  u f  " c o i l c c t i v c  
i r ~ q u i r y , "  argued t t r c t t  i n  Europe, though not i n  
Anterica, t h e r e  was "a s t a t e  of  a f f a i r s  i n  w l ~ i c l ~  
acddcmic i n q u i r y  is seen a s  a d i s c u s s i o n , "  which 
has d i s c i p l i n a r y  c l ~ a r a c t c r i s t i c s .  

Even before  our  second sess ion  took p l a c c ,  1 
had formulated four  o t h e r  ques t ions .  "Can and/or  
should we a t t e n ~ p t  t o  i d e n t i f y  inappropr ia te  uses  
of c r i t i c i s m ? ;  and, i f  so,  w11at c b n s t i t u t e s  a 
misusc of c r i t i c i s m ? "  ( f o r  1978). "Should i n t c r -  
p r e t a t i o n  be  t h e  g o a l  of c r i t i c i s m ;  and, i f  n o t ,  
wt~ctt ( i f  a r ~ y )  goal  should a c r i t i c  e n t e r t a i n ? "  
( f o r  1979). The l a s t  two q u c s t i o n s  a r e  d i r e c t l y  
r e l a t e d  t o  Toulmln's c o n t r a s t  between p r o f e s s i o n s  
organized around a cormlon goa l  and t h o s e  d i r e c t e d  
d t  i n d i v i d u a l  ends. The f i r s t  two q u e s t i o n s ,  
which a r e  t h e  s u b j e c t  of t h i s  l s s u e  o f  SCE Repor t s  
a r e  r e l a t e d  t o  t h e  c r i t e r i a  by which a d l s c i p l i n c ,  
i n  Toulmin's view, s e l e c t s  o r  r e j e c t s  concepts  and 
procedures.  Le t  m e  end t h e s e  remarks by g i v i n g  
you a n  account  of t h e  c o n t e x t  I n  which t h l s  i s s u e  
dt0Se. 

In  A p r i l  o f  1976, E. D. Hirsch gave a l e c t u r e  
a t  Iliami i n  which h e  a t t a c k e d  "the Yale scttoofm 
( p r i n c i p a l l y  Harold Bloom) f o r  v a r l w s  c r i t i c a l  
"abuses." Hirsch was s h o r t l y  followed by tlonroe 
K. Spears  who a l s o  a t t a c k e d  "the Yale school." i 
could not  a g r e e  wi th  t h c s e  a t t a c k s  because it seenled 
t o  me t h a t  i n  o r d e r  t o  speak about "abuse" one 11ad 
f i r s t  t o  speak about  "use." A t  t h e  same time, i t  
seemed very c l e a r  t o  me t h a t  t h e  concepts  of "use" 
and "abuse" were no t  r e l a t e d  l o  i c a l l  i n  t h i s  u case .  I n  my own t h i n k i n g ,  "use and "abuse" a r e  
i n t e l l i g i b l e  only i n  h i s t o r i c a l  terms, and then 
on ly  i n  t h e  con tex t  of h i s t o r i c a l  d e c i s i o n s  about  
t h e  usefulness of concepts  i n  t h e  I i y l ~ t  of 
d i s c i p l i n a r y  i d e a l s  and g o a l s .  The p o l e m i c i s t s  
of my acquaintance a l l  spoke of "tlre abuse of 
c r i t i c i s m "  without  j u s t i f y i n g  t h e i r  assunpt ions  


































































































